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CHAPTER IV
PART – A
TRIBAL ENVIRONMENT
TRIBAL TOPOGRAPHY: 


Tamil Nadu can be broadly divided into two geographical divisions, viz., (1) the Eastern coastline and (2) the mountaineous region in the North and west where a large majority of Scheduled Tribal people is living. The famous ranges of the western Ghats (Sahyadri hills) run southwards along the whole length of the western border of Tamil Nadu untill they terminate at the Cape Comorin which is the southern most tip of the state. The Eastern Ghats originating in Orissa and passing through Andhra Pradesh enter Tamil Nadu and run across the districts of Thiruvannamalai, Salem and Coimbatore.  They finally join the Western Ghats to form the world famous Nilgiri Plateau where equally famous Primitive tribes like Toda, Kurumba and Kota are living.  The average elevation of the Eastern Ghats is 2000 feet and their highest peaks are about 6000 feet.  This Ghats range is very much broken in the districts of Thiruvannamalai, Salem and Coimbatore and it reaches the Biligire-Rangam hills in Coimbatore district before joining the Western Ghats.  No important rivers originate from the Eastern Ghats of this state. 


The important hill groups like the Jawwadhu hills and Yelagiri hills of Thiruvannamalai district, the Kalrayan hills of Vellore district, the Pachamalais (Green Hills), the Kollimalais and Yercaud ranges of sale district, the Anaimalais (Elephant Hills) of Coimbatore district, the Sitteri hills of Dharmapuri district, the Palani of Madurai district are an offshoot of either the Eastern or the Western Ghats.


The Jawwadhu hills are the Loftiest Mountains of the Eastern Ghats and spread over the eastern part of Tirupattur taluk, the northern portion of Chengam taluk and western part of Polur taluk in Thiruvannamalai district.  The general elevation of Jawwadhu hills is about 2500 feet.  The Yelagiri hills are located in the Central part of Tirupattur taluk.  Malayali, Irula and Kurumans are the chief tribes inhabiting these hills. 

The Kalrayan hill range runs from North to South in the western part of Kallakurichi taluk of Villupuram district and the Northern part of Attur taluk of Salem District.  The boundary between the Villupuram and Salem districts runs through the top of the Kalrayan hill range.  The altitude of Kalrayan hills varies from 2000 to 3000 feet.  These hills rise abruptly like a wall, shutting of the Kallakurichi town from the West.  Gingee hills, another important group of hills are located in Gingee taluk of Villupuram district.  The Gingee hills run South West wards for about 14 miles from Gingee town.

 A large part of Gingee hills are covered with Reserved Forests.  The Kalrayan hills are relatively smooth and covered with soils suitable for plant growth whereas the Gingee hills are characterized by jagged skyline and consist of masses of bare rock and big boulders.  


The Salem Kalrayan hills consist of two divisions.  The Northern portion with an average altitude of 2700 feet is called ‘Chinna Kalrayan’ and the Southern portion with an altitude of about 4000 feet is called ‘Periya Kalrayan’.  Kollimalais containing peaks of over 4000 feet, are located in of Salem district. 


Shervaroyan hills are another important hill range spread over an area of 150 sq-miles in Salem district. The Vanniar stream divides this range into different portions. One portion consists of Yercaud hills with an altitude of about 4500 feet (Yercaud taluk). The Pachamalais (Green hills) is the second portion, which extends to the Perambalur taluk of Tiruchirappalli district. This hilly area is geographically continuous to Kolli hills. Bamboos up to an altitude of 3000 feet are found on these hills.

Malayali, Irula and Kurumans are the chief tribes found in the hilly areas of Salem district.


The Coimbatore district is bounded on the North by the arm of Western Ghats over an area of 60 miles towards the east. This area consists of tall hills called Biligiri-Rangam and Hasanur hills on the Karnataka borded and Burgur and Palamalai hills on the border of Salem district. On the west are the Vellingiri and Boluvampatti hills, which are an extension of the Western Ghats. On the south, another arm of the Western Ghats stretches from the Anamalais on the border of Kerala upon the Palani hills in Dindigal district. Irula, Sholaga and Malasar, are the chief tribes inhabiting these hilly areas.


The Sitteri hills of Dharmapuri district are inhabited by Malayalis, Irulas and Kurumans. Palliyan, Pulayan and Muduvan tribes are found in the Palani hills of Dindigal district.


The Nilgiri hills are formed at the junction of the ranges of the Eastern and Western Ghats, which run southwards at a converging angle in the state. It consists of the great plateau spread over an area of 35 miles long and 20 miles broad at an average altitude of 6500 feet, and three other outlying tracts, viz., 1) a strip of malarious jungle at the northern foot of the plateau, (2) the Ouchterlony valley on the west and (3) the area further west called south East- Wayanad, Nilgiri Hills which were endowed with thick valuable forests in the early 19th century, are now transformed into tea and coffee plantations and rich fields for cultivation of tribes like Toda, Kurumba, Kota, Irula and Paniya. Several non-tribal groups immigrated into the Nilgiri plateau reducing the tribal people to a minority group.

Spread of S.T. Population:

As per 1991 census count, Scheduled Tribes have strength of 5.70 lakhs in Tamil Nadu. They constitute 1.03% of the general population in the state. A large majority of scheduled tribal people lives in hitherto inaccessible hilly areas mentioned above and only a few are living in the plains areas. These scheduled Tribes are widely distributed over 16 districts in the state. This wide dispersal of S.T. population in certain districts made it difficult for identifying and demarcating contiguous tribal areas as schedules areas mean for providing special administrative and development inputs in the state.


The distribution of scheduled Tribal population among the different district in the state is presented in table No. 4.1. Based on this, the tribal topography may be broadly divided into three categories, viz., (1) Tribal concentration areas (2) dispersed tribal area and primitive tribal area.


The largest concentration of scheduled Tribal population is found in the northern districts of the state. Salem district has the largest concentration (24%) of S.T. population in the state. Thiruvannamalai District accounts for 18%, Villupuram district 10% and Dharmapuri and Tiruchirappalli districts 9% each, of the total Scheduled Tribal population in the state. The above areas are therefore classified as tribal concentration areas.


Chengalput district also accounts for 9% of total Scheduled Tribal population in the state. Irular, the main tribe in this district does not live in compact settlements in this district. They live in small groups working as labourers in factories and rice mills in towns. Hence it may be described as a dispersed tribal situation.

Coimbatore district accounts for 4% while Erode, Madurai and Tirunelveli district accounts for about 3% each, of total Scheduled Tribal population in the state. The other districts, excluding Nilgiris, account for less than 2% of total Scheduled Tribal population in the state. These districts including Chengalput district represent dispersed tribal situation. 

Although Nilgiris has 4% of total Scheduled Tribal population in the state, it is described as primitive tribal area because of the presence of ancient and pre agricultural Tribes like Toda, Kurumba and Kota in the district. Irular, Paniya and Kattunaikan are the other primitive tribes in the area.


It is important to note that S.Ts constitute a marginal group in terms of their proportion to general population in any district in the state.


Looking to tribal concentration areas, S.Ts constitute 4% of general population in Salem district, 2% in Thiruvannamalai district and 1% in district. In Nilgiris (Primitive tribal areas), S.Ts account for 3% of general population in the district. In all the dispersed areas, S.Ts constitute less than 1% of general population in their respective districts.

Table: 4.1

District-wise Population of Tribals in Tamil Nadu

(1991 Census)

	S. No.
	District
	Tribal Population

	1.
	Kancheepuram
	28,179

	2.
	Tiruvallur
	29,693

	3.
	Vellore
	49,857

	4.
	Thiruvannamalai
	62,067

	5.
	Dharmapuri
	47,684

	6.
	Cuddalore
	7,504

	7.
	Villupuram
	50,505

	8.
	Salem
	46,171

	9.
	Namakkal
	19,194

	10.
	Erode
	19,194

	11.
	Nilgiris
	25,048

	12.
	Coimbatore
	26,158

	13.
	Dindigal
	9,511

	14.
	Tiruchirappalli
	15,553

	15.
	Perambalur
	10,592

	16.
	Karur
	2,157

	17.
	Thanjavur
	5,489

	18.
	Nagappattinam
	2,435

	19.
	Thiruvarur
	5,489

	20.
	Pudukottai
	769

	21.
	Sivagangai
	1,198

	22.
	Virudhunagar
	2,978

	23.
	Ramanathapuram
	1,570

	24.
	Madurai
	10,911

	25.
	Theni
	1,826

	26.
	Tirunelveli
	8,975

	27.
	Tuticorin
	3,174

	28.
	Kanyakumari
	6,158

	29.
	Chennai
	7,930


Source: Director of Tribal Welfare, annual Tribal Sub-Plan 2002-2003, Chennai, p-7.
TRIBAL COMPOSITION

There are 36 tribal communities in Tamil Nadu. Out of these the 14 numerically dominant groups form 96.33 per cent of the total tribal population of Tamil Nadu. Only two tribes, namely, Malayali and Irular have population size of above one Lakh. Together they form 68.66 per cent of the total tribal population in Tamil Nadu with Malayali constituting a major proportion of 45.6 per cent. Only three other tribes have 10,000 plus population in the state. The remaining nine tribes have populations in the range of 3000 to 10000. Out of the 22 scheduled tribes having small population size (2000 and below). 16 have population size below 1000, with five of them returning double digit figures.

Table 4.2 

Tribal Populations in Tamil Nadu

	                                                                                                 Population

	Sl. No.
	Name of the Tribe
	Persons
	Male
	Female

	
	All tribes
	4,58,462
	2,33,718
	2,24,744

	1
	Adiyan
	913
	468
	445

	2
	Aranadan
	141
	64
	77

	3
	Eravallan
	1,109
	574
	535

	4
	Irular
	1,05,757
	54,229
	51,528

	5
	Kadar
	762
	400
	362

	6
	Kammara
	524
	264
	260

	7
	Kanikaran
	3,698
	1,878
	1,820

	8
	Kaniyan, Kanyan
	1,038
	539
	499

	9
	Kattunayakar
	26,383
	13,385
	12,998

	10
	Kochu Velan
	43
	21
	22

	11
	Konda Kapus
	1,624
	790
	834

	12
	Konda Reddis
	31,517
	15,799
	15,718

	13
	Koraga
	421
	224
	197

	14
	Kota
	604
	299
	305

	15
	Kudiya, Melakudi
	91
	51
	40

	16
	Kurichehan
	7,160
	3,642
	3,518

	17
	Kurumbar
	4,354
	2,171
	2,183

	18
	Kurumans
	14,932
	7,560
	7,372

	19
	Maha Malasar
	239
	127
	112

	20
	Malai Aranyan
	470
	229
	241

	21
	Malai Pandaram
	1,026
	508
	518

	22
	Malai Vedan
	7,098
	3,615
	3,483

	23
	Malakkuravan
	7,079
	3,551
	3,528

	24
	Malasar
	4,162
	2,185
	1,977

	25
	Malaili
	2,09,039
	1,06,826
	1,02,213

	26
	Malayekandi
	70
	31
	39

	27
	Mannan
	40
	18
	22

	28
	Mudugar, Muduvan
	696
	353
	343

	29
	Muthuvan
	310
	163
	147

	30
	Palleyan
	19
	9
	10

	31
	Palliyans
	1,818
	928
	890

	32
	Palliyan
	1,615
	806
	809

	33
	Paniyan
	6,393
	3,178
	3,215

	34
	Sholaga
	4,827
	2,514
	2,313

	35
	Toda
	875
	434
	441

	36
	Uraly
	9,225
	4,676
	4,549


Source: Census of India, 1991.

LANGUAGES & DIALECTS:


Linguistically tribals in Tamil Nadu speak Tamil, Malayalam, Kannada and old dialects of these languages. The isolation provided by the hills and inaccessible forests preserved some forms of old dialects of the Dravidian Language family. Malayali, Toda, Sholaga, Kurumbas, Kadar, Paniyan, Pulayan, Irular, Malai Malasar, Muduvans and Malaikuravans are a few such examples. A majority of the tribals in Tamil Nadu lives on hilly ranges; viz., Eastern Ghats, Western Ghats and the discontinuous hill tracts adjoining the Tamil Nadu plains, and the areas adjoining the hills. Irular, the second important scheduled tribe, found in Chengalput district are scattered in large number on the plains. Only a small proportion of tribals (12.0 per cent) are found in urban areas compared to 34.15 per cent urban inhabitants for the whole population of Tamil Nadu state.


Socio-economic and cultural complexities distinguish tribal groups in Tamil Nadu. The tribal communities have diverse subsistence patterns. Todas and Paniyans in Nilgiris are basically pastoral. Kadars, a food gathering tribe, have now taken to plantation work and agricultural labour. Kurumba, Urali, Pulayan and Malai Malasar depend on hunting, gathering forest produce including honey and also cultivate on a small scale. The tribals living on the hill ranges such as Malayali, Kota, Irulars are mainly dry land cultivators depending on monsoon with a few patches of irrigated land and coffee plots as well. Irulars are also expert snake-catchers and are employed by the neighbouring agricultural caste to catch the rodents destroying the crops. Forest plays a vital role in the economy of all the forest dwelling communities irrespective of their subsistence activity. Forest is utilized for grazing their cattle, wood for fuel, implements and huts, medicinal herbs for curing diseases, and to obtain minor forest produce satisfying various needs such as food, fibre and for sale.


Most of the tribes depend directly on the environment. The rocky terrain, low fertility, fluctuations in monsoon rains, lack of perennial water sources and low technology level, compound the problems faced by the tribals. The inaccessible nature of tribal habitats hinders the communication of new ideas and contains the reach of development agencies. Even where intensive tribal development programmes are more in number from the various schemes than the hamlets situated in the interior areas. Where the plain people have made in-roads into the tribal habitats, they have reduced the tribals to farm, plantation labourers or bonded labourers and reduced the land available for subsistence. It was only in 1976 that 24,945 tribals were released from the jagirdars of Kalrayan Hills of Thiruvannamalai district. And the Commissioner for Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes has made this observation in the twenty ninth report (1987-89) with regard to Paniyan, a scheduled tribe, working as bonded labourers in coffee plantations. “Their habitation is kept knowingly away from the road deep-in forests so that they may not come in contact with people from outside....”. It is said that it is possible to count the hair on the head of a Paniyan but it is not possible to calculate his debt, after all who can count and for how long.” Bonded labourers were also found amongst the Sholigar and Urali tribes in Talavadi Taluk of Coimbatore district.


According to 1991 census 44.47 per cent of tribal workforce are cultivators, which is much higher than the 27.52 per cent returned for the total population on Tamil Nadu. Similarly the proportion of scheduled tribe agricultural labourers is 31.97 per cent, which is higher than the state percentage (29.89 per cent) A higher proportion of agricultural labourers indicates a bulk of tribals without land depending on others for their livelihood. This is a disturbing phenomenon emerging on the tribal scenario. Traditionally tribals owned the land, water and forest resources on a community basis. Till recently, and in some hill ranges of Tamil Nadu even now, no proper survey records are available. With the emergence of private ownership of land, forest restriction and intrusion of the non-tribals, a gradual process of alienation of a section of the tribals started from the land and forest hitherto owned and operated by them. Intra-tribal difference inland ownership is also on the increase. The increase in population size and the limited land available leads to fragmentation and disputes within a lineage.


All the tribal groups have their traditional political structure and are custom bound. The common rights over village precincts, grazing land, and the traditional village Panchayaths had regulated forest resources. The imposition of forestry laws and rules, formation of statutory Panchayaths, and accessibility to courts have in some places diluted the authority of traditional functionaries in the recent years. Nadu system, which is a relic of the elaborate political network utilized by successive empires during the medieval India, still survives in the hilly ranges inhabited by Malayali, the dominant tribal group. Jagirdari system superimposed on these Nadu structures has lost its significance.

SCHEDULING TRIBES

The arbitrary criteria adopted for scheduling tribes has created serious anomalies, with many groups, still claiming scheduled tribe status, while some communities which made considerable progress are still in the list. The area restriction for the purpose of according recognition to a particular tribe has also created confusion depriving the persons belonging to the same tribe but having in other districts, the benefits of concessions and privileges. Interstate discrepancies are also noticed, especially in those groups living on either side of the interstate boundary. For example a Kannada speaking Kurumba is a scheduled tribe in Karnataka but is categorized under OBC in Dharmapuri and Vellore districts (Kurumbas in Nilgiris are included in Scheduled tribe list). While it is a fact that the current system of scheduling without any clear-cut and scientific criteria, has left out a few genuine tribal groups, one also needs to be cautioned against proliferation of associations taking up the cause of their community without any valid reason, just to avail the concessions. Badaga living Nilgiris district is one such instance. Badaga, a migrant Kannada speaking agricultural caste from the plains, formed a welfare association and is making vigorous efforts for scheduled tribe status. While the Narikkurava with a very simple and low technology and nomadic lifestyle is not included under scheduled tribe.

DEVELOPMENTAL PLANNING

The diverse social, economic and cultural patterns combined with the differential group size and scattered nature of the tribes make the development plans for the tribals in Tamil Nadu a difficult task. Moreover, no systematic study has been done so far to understand the conditions of all the tribal groups. Exceptions are the tribals living in Nilgiris. Many western scholars have studied these tribal groups repeatedly, and some tribes like Toda have been, perhaps, over studied for their “exotic” cultural aspects. Several published and unpublished study reports and a number of articles in national and international journals pertaining to the tribes in Nilgiris are available. For the other tribals groups, Thurston’s Caste and Tribes in South India 1909) still remains the basic source material. The reports compiled by the Adi Dravida and Tribal welfare department are not up to date and are sketchy. The reports prepared by the Tribal Research Centre at Ooty are yet to be published. In the absence of accurate and up to date information on various tribals, it is really astonishing how the Tamil Nadu government is able to implement various programmes meant for tribal development. The lack of understanding of the social, economic and cultural aspects of the various tribal groups and their felt needs have created a chasm between the intended and actual development situation.

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMMES

After independence, initially, there was no separate programme for the development of tribals. As it was in other parts of the country the community development programme that aimed at all-round development in rural areas, was expected to take care of the development of the tribals. From 1976-77 on wards, Tribal Sub-Plan under the relaxed norms was introduced. Today there are nine Integrated Tribal Development Projects under TSP covering the tribal pockets in five districts of Tamil Nadu. These projects cover a total area of 2,058 sq.km and a tribal population of 2,10,057 forming 40 per cent of the state’s total tribal population. All the nine ITDPs cover the various hills located in the five districts and mainly inhabited by the Malayali. The objective of the tribal sub-plan is to assist the tribal families to cross the poverty line and to develop the infrastructure in the sub-plan areas for better living conditions. Funds under TSP are allocated for various sectors like agriculture, horticulture, soil conservation, sericulture, animal husbandry, forestry, cooperation, minor irrigation, communication, village industries, education, health, social welfare, electrification, housing, drinking-water and tribal research.

Table 4.3

TOTAL AND SCHEDULED TRIBE POPULATION AND AREA COVERED UNDER ITDPS

	Sl. No.
	Name of  District
	Name of Tribal Pockets (ITDPs)
	Area

Sq.Km
	
Total
	Tribal

	1.
	Salem
	Kolli Hills
	225
	38,499
	30,665

	2.
	Salem
	Yercaud Hills
	148
	33,358
	21,676

	3.
	Salem
	Karayan Hills
	319
	21,395
	20,665

	4.
	Salem
	Aranuthu Malai
	29
	11,879
	6,604

	5.
	Salem
	Pachaaralai
	110
	24,161
	6,538

	6.
	Vellore-Thiruvannamalai
	Jawadhu Hills
	310
	59,488
	49,962

	7.
	Cuddalore-Villupuram
	Kalrayan Hills
	600
	32,756
	29,991

	8.
	Dharmapuri
	Sitheri Hills
	188
	29,890
	23,076

	9.
	Tiruchirappalli
	Pachamalai
	129
	23,397
	20,835

	
	Total
	
	2,058
	2,74,823
	2,10,057


The remaining 60 per cent of the tribals in Tamil Nadu are covered under the following schemes.

1. Primitive tribes

2. Hill area development programme

3. Western Ghats development programme

4. Programmes for dispersed tribals

Six tribal groups are covered under the schemes implemented for the benefit of primitive tribes. They form 31.49 per cent of the total tribes in Tamil Nadu. While Kota, Toda, Kurumba and a majority of Paniyans are found in Nilgiris hills, Irular and Kattunaikans are scattered over a wide area. The Irula, the largest primitive tribe, is found in all northern and western districts of the state.

Table 4.4 POPULATIONS OF PRIMITIVE TRIBES

	Sl. No.
	Name of the Tribe
	Population 1991

	1
	Kotas
	604

	2
	Paniyan
	6,393

	3
	Todas
	875

	4
	Kurumbas
	4,354

	5
	Irulars
	1,05,757

	6
	Kattunaikans
	26,383

	
	Total
	1,44,366


Source: Basic data on Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes in Tamil Nadu..

“Kattunaikan is spread over in small numbers in a number of districts” with Nilgiris and Madurai having a sizable proportion. Besides, the family-oriented schemes like supply of buffaloes, milch animals, beehives, construction of houses and irrigation wells, pre-schools, LAMP society, pre-vocational guidance centres have been started for the development of these primitive tribes.


The hill area development programme has been in progress since 1974-75 in the Nilgiris district. The Western Ghats development programme was started in 1975-76 to cover the rest of the Western Ghats area apart from the Nilgiris district. These two programmes are basically utilized to preserve the ecological balance and develop the infrastructure. Various schemes operating under this programme include soil conservation, animal husbandry, afforestation, horticulture, irrigation, silvipasture development, etc. Since the major inhabitants of these hilly areas are tribals, the overall development of the area augments the developmental efforts through other schemes.


“In Tamil Nadu about 25,135 families (total population 1,26,667 according to 1991 census) are dispersed tribals and they are generally poor, illiterate and unskilled. Various schemes implemented distribute milch animals, sheep, beehives, construct houses and provide infrastructural facilities for the tribal pockets”.

PART – B

LAND ALIENATION AND LEGISLATION


Article 46 of the Constitution clearly lays down the responsibility on the State to protect the Scheduled Tribes from Social Injustice and all forms of exploitation. The Tribal sub-plans, accordingly, envisage various measures for eliminating exploitation of tribal people. Development of tribal economy with additional income generating schemes and provision of efficient credit and market systems are expected to weaken the traditional hold of traders and moneylenders on tribal people. Promotion of literacy and educational standards among tribals also would greatly contribute to this end. Nevertheless, it is felt essential to formulate laws against all forms of exploitation of tribal people.


Linkage between private money-lending and debt bondage leading to sale or mortgage of tribal lands to non-tribal people is well known. There is therefore need to frame legislation not only against alienation of tribal lands to non-tribal people, but also legislation regulating private money-lending and redemption of debt bondage. Several states have already passed such legislation in these subjects. In Tamil Nadu, the following Acts are in operations:

1. The Madras money-lenders Act of 1937

2. The Madras Pawn Brokers Act of 1943

3. The Madras Debt Conciliation Act of 1936

4. The Madras Indebted Agriculturists (Repayment of Debts) Act of 1955

5. Tamil Nadu Debt Relief Act of 1976

6. Tamil Nadu Debt Relief Act of 1980

7. Tamil Nadu Debt Relief Act of 1982.

All the above Acts are meant to protect the backward people against exploitation in the general population. As the provisions in the above acts are found to be inadequate to cover the tribal situation, the Government of Tamil Nadu is actively contemplating to introduce fresh legislation dealing with regulation of private money lending and debt redemption for the benefit of tribal people.

Tribal lands can be broadly divided into two categories viz., (1) Private lands with full-fledged rights and (2) Government assigned lands. Revenue promboke or forest promboke are assigned to the tribal people in several cases government gave conditional pattas on these lands to the tribal assignees. As per the terms and conditions of this assignment, the tribal assignee should himself cultivate these lands and should not transfer, donate, sell and mortgage (Usufructuary type) these lands for a period of ten years. Any violation of these conditions would empower the state government to confiscate these lands. The Revenue board standing orders containing the above terms and conditions governing assigned lands are felt to be adequate to deal with cases of alienation of assigned lands.

Nevertheless several cases of alienation of assigned lands came to over notice. In Kallampalayam village of Kothagiri taluk (Nilgiris) some of the assigned lands were encroached upon non-tribal people. The tribals became restless and requested the District Administration to restore these lands to them. The District Administration took prompt action in restoring these lands to the original tribal assignees. In Bokkapuram hamlet of Sholur Kokkal revenue village, the Nilgiris District Administration failed to take action against encroachments by non-tribals, even though the tribal assignees complained to the government. The administrative machinery itself is not strong enough to constantly supervise the cultivation of assigned land by tribal people themselves. In such cases, the tribal people themselves should take the initiative in bringing cases of alienation of assigned lands to the notice of the district administration. Although the tribal people come forward to report cases of encroachments, they do not do so in the case of mortgage or sale or lease of assigned lands to non-tribals, as they received money in lie of land.

Todas of Nilgiris are given lands for cultivation on annual permit basis. But a large majority of Todas lease out their lands to non-tribal people. Several Todas during our survey refused to disclose leasing out their lands to non-tribals, although we could notice the actual cultivation of Toda lands by non-tribal people.

Alienation of lands assigned to tribal people particularly house sites is found even in urban areas. In Tiruttani town of Chengalput district, the department of Adi Dravidar welfare assigned house sites at the rate of three cents for 136 Irulas. During our visit, we found only 30 Irulas living in the layout and the remaining house sites were reported to have been sold to non-tribals. Although the non-tribals have constructed buildings on these sites, the government did not take any action on the plea that the tribal assignees have not given any compliant.

With regard to private lands, there is no rule or Act regulating alienation of tribal lands to non-tribal people. The magnitude of the problem of alienation of tribal lands to non-tribals is discussed in detail in the sixth chapter. The survey shows that the incidence of alienation of private tribal lands is more compared to the alienation of assigned lands to non-tribals. The state government is seized of this problem and is contemplating to bring out legislation for the prevention of alienation of tribal lands. A Draft Bill for the purpose of prevention of alienation of tribal lands to non-tribals and for the restoration of lands alienated has already been prepared and sent to the Government of India, Ministry of Welfare in their D.O. No.83311/TDL/76-108 dated 29.8.’86 for their concurrence. It is understood that the draft bill will be introduced in the State Legislative Assembly after obtaining the concurrence of the Government of India.

PART – C
ALIENATION OF TRIBAL LANDS – FORMS

The various forms of Land Alienation found in tribal settlements are Outright sales, Mortgage, Lease and Encroachment.

THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT:

In this district, 42 percent of the total land alienated falls under the category of outright sale, 16 percent in the form of mortgage, 26 percent through lease and about 16 percent by encroachment. Although the lands disposed off by the tribals by outright sale includes dry, wet, homestead and forest promboke lands the dry and the wetlands have been traded only under lease and mortgage. The encroachment lands belong completely to the dry land category. The landless category has lost a major proportion of its lands through outright sales and by way of encroachment. The total extent of land encroached is also higher in its case when compared to the other categories of farmers. In general, it is observed in this district that the major proportion of alienation takes in the form of sales followed by encroachment. All these together have rendered a sizeable portion of the landed households to landless. (Table  No.4.5 – 4.5A)                                                                                                                

SALEM DISTRICT:

Out of the 1615.37 acres of land alienated, 1346.45 acres representing 83 percent of the total transaction is in the form of outright sales in Salem district. Encroachment accounts for about 10 percent and lease only 1 percent of the total land alienated. All the categories of farmers have sold a major portion of their lands and this includes Revenue promboke lands also. The landless class accounts for the major extent of land transacted under the Revenue promboke category. Under mortgaging too, this category is the only one reported mortgaging of Revenue promboke lands. Encroachment is also reported by all households and the extent is higher (about 116.07 acres of dry land) and next comes the encroachment of Revenue promboke lands (30.65 acres) out of these 10 acres belong to the landless category. In this district a major proportion of tribal lands are alienated in the form of outright sale. Encouragement of the land of landless forms a major proportion of the land encroached. So as in the case of tribals of the other districts, the landless are the worst affected class because of encroachment. (Table No.4.6 to 4.9)
DHARMAPURI DISTRICT:

In Dharmapuri District the Malayalis have alienated more than ( of their land by way of outright sale. Apart from sale, encroachment by others has taken away about 15 percent and the rest 8 percent has been mortgaged. The large farmers have preferred mortgaging of their lands rather than outright sale, whereas others have reported that a major proportion of their land has been alienated through outright sale. Encroachment is reported only by the landless Malayalis and the large farmers and the extent of alienation is the highest in the landless. It is because the entire lands encroached in the case of landless are conditionally assigned lands and it is natural that on encroachment they have become landless. (Table No.4.10 and 4.10- A)

NILGIRI DISTRICT:

The type of alienation observed in the Nilgiri District differs from the general pattern observed in Tamil Nadu. In this district the tribals sold out rightly about ¼ of their total extent of land alienated. The tribals here seem to prefer only mortgages and leases and these together represent about 66 percent of their total lands alienated. Encroachment by others also forms 8 percent of the total alienation. Except the landless category other category of farmers sold out only less than 23 percent of their total land, the percentage being still less than 20 in the case of large and medium farmers. The category of lands transacted forms a higher proportion of dry lands followed by wet and garden lands. In this district the tribals sold out only a meager extent of assigned lands. (Table No. 4.11)


Regarding mortgage, except the landless, others have alienated a major portion of their land under mortgage and the proportion is higher with the medium farmers (73 percent) followed by large (58 percent) marginal and small farmers (about 51 percent). While under mortgage too, dry lands occupy the highest proportion followed by wetlands the tribals of this district have resorted to mortgaging even the assigned lands. (Table No. 4.12)


Lease is comparatively less preferred in Tamil Nadu State, Nilgiris, too presents the same picture. Only about 15 percent of the total alienated land is under lease here. It is observed that only the small and large farmers have an inclination towards this. (Table No.4.13)


Encroachment of tribals’ lands is not of any order and it forms only 8 percent of the total alienated lands. Apart from the encroachment of dry lands reported the tribals of this district have referred to the assigned lands being encroached by others to a tune of 12% (Table No. 4.14). The picture obtained in Nilgiris shows that the tribals of this district prefer only mortgage and lease of their lands rather than outright sales, which form only about ¼ of their total lands alienated. However the landless category has gone for outright sale of their lands.

KANYAKUMARI DISTRICT:

In Kanyakumari district, the extent of land alienation is not much when compared to other districts and only 2 percent of the households have reported alienation. The outright sale and lease of lands alone are reported here. Outright sale accounts for ( of the total land alienated; the rest ( is alienated in the form of lease. In this district the landless and the small farmers together have leased out 5.68 acres of land and the marginal and medium farmers together sole out 11 acres of land. (Table No.4.15)

LAND ALIENATION IN TAMIL NADU (Five Districts Only):

Looking at the different forms of alienation (Table No. 4.16) among the five districts in terms of area alienated that Salem ranks first regarding mortgage. Under leasing, Kanyakumari district ranks first where the extent of alienation noticed is also of a lesser extent. Dharmapuri district stands first in encroachment followed by other district. In general the alienation of tribal lands has been mainly in the form of outright sales in four of the districts covered in this study. In Tamil Nadu 58.79% of tribal lands alienated by sales 16.41%, 15.19% and 9.61% tribals land alienated by mortgage, lease and encroachment respectively.

LAND ALIENATION TO DIFFERENT AGENCIES:

The discussion regarding the nature and extent of alienation of tribal lands naturally leads to a discussion on the different agencies to which land is alienated. The major agencies are divided into three categories viz., non-tribals, institutions and government departments. To obtain a clear picture of the total situation, the non-tribals have been further classified into local and outsiders.

THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT:

The non-tribals share about 87 percentage of the total transactions made. In this district the institutional agencies have purchased the tribal lands and it accounted for 11 percent of the total transactions reported by the tribals. Also one tribal household reported to have become landless because of grabbing by institutional agencies.


The general pattern of transactions reveals that the non-tribals claimed majority of transaction, which was of the order of 95 percent for the state as a whole. Regarding individual districts Kanyakumari and Dharmapuri accounted for the cent percent (100 percent), closely followed by Nilgiris (99 percent), Salem (96 percent) and Thiruvannamalai districts (86 percent).

SALEM DISTRICT:

In Salem district 96 percent of the total transactions are made with non-tribals. The government departments have been involved in 3.51 percent of the total transaction and the voluntary organisations share amounts to a meager 0.66 percent of the total transactions. In the case of non-tribals, the outsiders have been involved in majority of the transactions (85 percent) and the local non-tribals are reported to have shared about 11 percent of the total transactions made. Invariably the outside non-tribals have been involved in transactions to a larger extent entered by the medium farmers. In this district although 456 cases have been identified no tribal has become landless because of purchase of tribal lands by government departments. However the percentage of purchases by government departments also increases from 4.50 percent in the case of marginal farmers to 9.38 percent of the total transactions of the large farmers. In general the non-tribals have been involved in majority of transaction of land transacted from the tribals. In particular the outside non-tribals share, represents the major proportion of the total transactions reported in this district.

DHARMAPURI DISTRICT:

In Dharmapuri district the local non-tribals have claimed quite a high number of transactions equally followed by non-tribal outsiders. The non-tribals share the entire transactions. In this district no on has reported purchase or encroachment of tribal lands by government departments and institutional agencies.

NILGIRI DISTRICT:

In Nilgiri district about 99 percent of the total transactions have reported involvement of non-tribals. The institutions and government agencies together share a meager 1 percent of the total transactions reported. Although the outside non-tribals have shared about 37 percent of the total transactions, quite contrary to the picture obtained throughout the state, the local non-tribals have been involved in major proportion (60 percent) of the transactions reported. Analysis of the non-tribals has a declining share as the size of holding increases. The percentages of transactions of non-tribal outsiders are higher in the case of medium farmers and it records the highest percentage in the case of large farmers total transactions. Although the overall position shows that local non-tribals do figure in the major proportion of cases reported, the outside non-tribals have grabbed a majority of holdings of medium and large farmers. From this it can be understood that non-tribals outsiders have stepped in wherever comparatively a larger area of land was sold or mortgaged by the tribals.

KANYAKUMARI DISTRICT:

Kanyakumari district accounts for the least percentage of alienated households. Five cases of land alienation are reported in this district and all of them alienated their lands to non-local and non-tribals.

LAND ALIENATION IN TAMIL NADU BY AGENCIES


Regarding the transactions (Table No. 4.17) made by the institutional agencies Thiruvannamalai district ranks first (11 percent) Nilgiris and Salem records a meager percentage of the total transactions with the institutional agencies. The government departments’ role in the total land transactions of the tribals forms only about 2 percent of the total transactions. In this regard, Salem and Thiruvannamalai districts have recorded more than 2 percent of the total transactions, whereas it forms only 0.60 percent in Nilgiris. Out of the total transactions reported, only the non-tribals have cornered a major percentage, followed by institutional agencies and government departments. In Tamil Nadu in the selected districts 96.20% of land alienated to Non-Tribals 2.47% land alienated for institutions and 1.33% of tribals land acquired by government departments.

TABLE No. 4.5

LAND ALIENATION IN DIFFERENT FORMS:
THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	LEASE
	ENCROACHMENT

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	TOTAL
	
	DRY
	Total
	
	Grand Total
	Total H.Hs
	Alienated H.Hs

	Landless
	3.00

(100)
	--
	3.00

(100)
	(3.99)
	28.50

(100)
	28.50

(100)
	(37.95)
	75.10

(100)
	63
	17

(24.98)

	Marginal Farmer
	2.50

(100)
	--
	2.50

(100)
	(3.20)
	2.00

(100)
	2.00
(100)
	(2.56)
	78.03

(100)
	153
	43

(28.10)

	Small Farmer
	5.50

(50.00)
	5.50

(50.00)
	11.00

(100)
	(11.62)
	18.00

(100)
	18.00

(100)
	(19.00)
	94.70

(100)
	130
	26

(20.00)

	Medium Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	
	--
	--
	--
	23.97

(100)
	46
	15

(32.61)

	Large Farmer
	60.00

(66.67)
	30.00

(33.33)
	90.00

(100)
	(65.45)
	15.00

(100)
	15.00

(100)
	(10.91)
	137.50

(100)
	15
	11

(73.33)

	Total
	71.0

(66.67)
	35.50

(33.33)
	106.50

(100)
	(26.02)
	63.50

(100)
	63.50

(100)
	(15.50)
	409.30

(100)
	407

(100)
	112

(27.52)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.5-A

LAND ALIENATION IN DIFFERENT FORMS:
THIRUVANNAMALAI  DISTRICT 

(Extent in acres)

	SALE
	MORTGAGE

	 Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Home

stead
	Forest

Promboke
	TOTAL
	
	DRY
	WET
	TOTAL
	

	Landless
	29.10

(90.63)
	3.00

(9.37)
	--
	--
	32.10

(100)
	(42.74)
	11.50

(100)
	--
	11.50

(100)
	(15.32)

	Marginal Farmer
	49.90

(97.88)
	--
	0.08

(0.16)
	1.00

(1.96)
	50.98

(100)
	(65.34)
	22.55

(100)
	--
	22.55

(100)
	(28.70)

	Small Farmer
	34.65

(87.17)
	5.10

(12.83)
	--
	--
	39.75

(100)
	(41.98)
	24.75

(95.38)
	1.20

(4.62)
	25.95

(100)
	(27.40)

	Medium Farmer
	21.95

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	21.95

(100)
	(91.57)
	2.02

(100)
	--
	2.02

(100)
	(8.43)

	Large Farmer
	20.00

(72.73)
	7.50

(27.27)
	--
	--
	27.50

(100)
	(20.00)
	5.00

(100)
	--
	5.00

(100)
	(3.64)

	Total
	155.60

(90.32)
	15.60

(9.05)
	0.08

(0.05)
	1.00

(0.58)
	172.28

(100)
	(42.10)
	65.82

(98.21)
	1.20

(1.79)
	67.02

(100)
	(16.38)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.6

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH:  SALE 
SALEM  DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	190.24

(85.09)
	4.95

(2.21)
	--
	13.83

(6.19)
	--
	14.55

(6.51)
	--
	223.57

(100)
	(73.28)

	Marginal Farmer
	308.72

(93.29)
	4.66

(1.40)
	0.05

(0.02)
	14.05

(4.44)
	--
	2.80

(0.85)
	--
	330.00

(100)
	(79.44)

	Small Farmer
	411.08

(98.07)
	1.42

(0.34)
	--
	5.00

(1.20)
	--
	1.65

(0.38)
	--
	419.15

(100)
	(88.46)

	Medium Farmer
	256.46

(98.41)
	3.15

(1.21)
	--
	1.00

(0.38)
	--
	--
	--
	260.61

(100)
	(87.97)

	Large Farmer
	106.66

(95.07)
	2.48

(2.22)
	0.05

(0.04)
	--
	--
	3.00

(2.67)
	--
	112.19

(100)
	(90.72)

	Total
	1273.16

(94.56)
	16.66

(1.24)
	0.10

(0.01)
	34.53

(2.56)
	--
	22.00

(1.63)
	--
	1346.45

(100)
	83.35)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total) 

TABLE No. 4.7

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH MORTGAGE:
SALEM DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	20.75

(53.90)
	--
	--
	13.75

(35.71)
	--
	4.00

(10.39)
	--
	38.50

(100)
	(12.62)

	Marginal Farmer
	11.45

(81.15)
	1.41

(9.99)
	--
	1.25

(8.86)
	--
	--
	--
	14.11

(100)
	(3.39)

	Small Farmer
	21.60

(83.20)
	1.86

(7.16)
	--
	2.50

(9.64)
	--
	--
	--
	25.96

(100)
	5.48)

	Medium Farmer
	8.75
	--
	--
	5.5

(38.60)
	--
	--
	--
	14.25

(100)
	(4.80)

	Large Farmer
	2.00

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2.00

(100)
	(1.62)

	Total
	64.55

(68.08
	3.27

(3.44)
	--
	23

(24.25)
	--
	4.00

(4.22)
	--
	94.82

(100)
	(5.87)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total) 

TABLE No. 4.8

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH  LEASE:
SALEM DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2.00

(100)
	--
	2.00

(100)
	(0.66)

	Marginal Farmer
	3.50

(88.61)
	0.45

(11.39)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	3.95

(100)
	(0.95)

	Small Farmer
	10.78

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	10.78

(100)
	(2.28)

	Medium Farmer
	2.00

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2.00

(100)
	(0.68)

	Large Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	Total
	16.28

(86.92)
	0.45

(2.40)
	--
	--
	--
	2.00

(10.68)
	--
	18.73

(100)
	(1.16)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total) 

TABLE No. 4.9

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH  ENCROACHMENT:
SALEM DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	Garden 
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	
	Grand Total
	Total H.Hs
	Alienated H.Hs

	Landless
	25.00

(60.98)
	6.00

(14.63)
	10.00

(24.39)
	--
	41.00

(100)
	(13.44)
	305.07

(100
	125
	50

(40.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	62.95

(93.12)
	2.65

(3.92)
	2.00

(2.96)
	--
	67.60

(100
	(16.22)
	416.59

(100)
	222
	137

(61.71)

	Small Farmer
	8.25

(46.09)
	--
	9.65

(53.91)
	--
	17.90

(100)
	(3.78)
	473.79

(100)
	179
	117

(65.36)

	Medium Farmer
	10.40

(53.61)
	--
	9.00

(46.39)
	--
	19.40

(100)
	(6.55)
	296.26

(100)
	111
	79

(71.17)

	Large Farmer
	9.47

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	9.47

(100)
	(7.66)
	123.66

(100)
	47
	28

(59.57)

	Total
	116.07

(74.71
	8.65

(5.557)
	30.65

(19.72)
	--
	155.37

(100)
	(9.62)
	1615.37

(100)
	684

(100)
	411

(60.09)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.10

LAND ALIENATION IN DIFFERENT FORMS:
DHARMAPURI  DISTRICT 

(Extent in acres)

	SALE
	MORTGAGE

	 Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	REVENUE PROMBOKE
	TOTAL
	
	DRY
	TOTAL
	

	Landless
	48.50

(86.30)
	3.00

(5.34)
	4.70

(8.36)
	56.20

(100)
	(73.74)
	--
	--
	--

	Marginal Farmer
	20.50

(100)
	--
	--
	20.50

(100)
	(93.18)
	1.50

(100)
	1.50

(100)
	(6.82)

	Small Farmer
	30.50

(100)
	--
	--
	30.50

(100)
	(88.66)
	3.90

(100)
	3.90

(100)
	(11.34)

	Medium Farmer
	9.30

(100)
	--
	--
	9.30

(100)
	(100)
	--
	--
	--

	Large Farmer
	3.30

(100)
	--
	--
	3.30

(100)
	25.11)
	6.84

(100)
	6.84

(100)
	(52.05)

	Total
	112.10

(93.57)
	3.00

(2.50)
	4.70

(3.93)
	119.80

(100)
	77.27)
	12.24

(100)
	12.24

(100)
	(7.87)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.10-A

LAND ALIENATION IN DIFFERENT FORMS:
DHARMAPURI  DISTRICT 

(Extent in acres)

	ENCROACHMENT

	 Holding size
	DRY
	Revenue Poramboke
	TOTAL
	
	GRAND TOTAL
	Total H.Hs
	Alienated H.Hs

	Landless
	--
	20.0

(100)
	20.0

(100)
	(26.25)
	76.20

(100)
	25
	10

(40.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	22.00

(100)
	19
	6

(31.58)

	Small Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	34.40

(100)
	31
	9

(29.03)

	Medium Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	9.30

(100)
	12
	4

(33.33)

	Large Farmer
	3.00

(100.00)
	--
	3.00

(100.00)
	(22.84)
	13.14

(100)
	6
	6

(33.33)

	Total
	3.00

(13.04)
	20.00

(86.96)
	23.00

(100)
	(14.84)
	155.04

(100)
	93
	31

(33.33)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)

TABLE No. 4.11

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH:  SALE 
NILGIRIS DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	25.66

(48.43)
	14.25

(26.89)
	--
	13.08

(24.68)
	--
	--
	--
	52.99

(100)
	(62.75)

	Marginal Farmer
	32.40

(57.23)
	13.38

(23.64)
	--
	10.68

(18.87)
	--
	0.15

(0.26)
	--
	56.61

(100)
	(22.77)

	Small Farmer
	3.10

(22.53)
	6.68

(48.55)
	--
	3.98

(28.92)
	--
	--
	--
	13.76

(100)
	(13.27)

	Medium Farmer
	7.75

(55.08)
	4.50

(31.98)
	--
	1.82

(12.94)
	--
	--
	--
	14.07

(100)
	(19.74)

	Large Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	Total
	68.91

(50.14)
	38.81

(28.24)
	--
	29.56

(21.51)
	--
	0.15

(0.11)
	--
	137.43

(100.00)
	(25.26)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total) 

TABLE No. 4.12

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH:  MORTGAGE
NILGIRIS DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	24.50

(83.19)
	4.25

(14.43)
	--
	0.70

(2.38)
	--
	--
	--
	29.45

(100)
	(34.88)

	Marginal Farmer
	64.07

(50.51)
	45.48

(35.85)
	--
	5.80

(4.57)
	--
	11.50

(9.07)
	--
	126.85

(100)
	(51.03)

	Small Farmer
	26.00

(49.29)
	22.00

(41.71)
	--
	3.75

(7.10)
	--
	1.00

(1.90)
	--
	52.75

(100)
	(50.86)

	Medium Farmer
	43.30

(82.79)
	4.00

(7.65)
	--
	5.00

(9.56)
	--
	--
	--
	52.30

(100)
	(73.36)

	Large Farmer
	21.00

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	21.00

(100)
	(58.33)

	Total
	178.87

(63.35)
	75.73

(26.82)
	--
	15. 25

(5.40)
	--
	12.5

(4.43)
	--
	282.35

(100.00)
	(51.90)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.13

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH:  LEASE
NILGIRIS DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	GARDEN
	Fallow
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	

	Landless
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	Marginal Farmer
	12.25

(42.46)
	9.85

(34.14)
	--
	--
	--
	6.75

(23.40)
	--
	28.85

(100)
	(11.60)

	Small Farmer
	27.00

(85.72)
	1.50

(4.76)
	--
	--
	--
	3.00

(9.52)
	--
	31.50

(100)
	(30.37)

	Medium Farmer
	4.00

(84.21)
	0.75

(15.79)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	4.75

(100)
	(6.66)

	Large Farmer
	15.00

(100)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	15.00

(100)
	(41.67)

	Total
	58.25

(72.72)
	12.10

(15.11)
	--
	--
	--
	9.75

(12.17)
	--
	80.10

(100)
	(14.72)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.14

LAND ALIENATION THROUGH:  ENCROACHMENT
NILGIRIS DISTRICT 

(Extent in Acres)

	Holding size
	DRY
	WET
	Homestead
	Fallow
	Garden 
	Revenue Poramboke
	Forest Poramboke
	Total
	
	Grand Total
	Total H.Hs
	Alienated H.Hs

	Landless
	1.00

(50.00)
	1.00

(50.00)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2.00

(100)
	(2.37
	84.44

(100)
	182
	33

(18.13)

	Marginal Farmer
	30.40

(83.75)
	2.50

(6.89)
	--
	--
	0.70

(1.72)
	2.70

(7.44)
	--
	36.30

(100)
	(14.60)
	248.61

(100)
	331
	157

(47.43)

	Small Farmer
	3.00

(52.63)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2.70

(47.37)
	--
	5.70

(100)
	(5.50)
	103.71

(100)
	73
	36

(49.32)

	Medium Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	0.17

(100)
	--
	--
	0.17

(100)
	0.24)
	71.29

(100)
	25
	18

(72.00)

	Large Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	36.00

(100)
	3
	3

(100.00)

	Total
	34.40

(77.88)
	3.50

(7.92)
	--
	--
	0.87

(1.97)
	5.40

(12.23)
	--
	44.17

(100.00)
	(8.12)
	544.05

(100.00)
	614
	247

(40.23)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No. 4.15

LAND ALIENATION IN DIFFERENT FORMS:
KANYAKUMARI  DISTRICT 

(Extent in acres)

	                         SALE                                    LEASE  

	 Holding size
	DRY
	TOTAL
	DRY
	TOTAL
	GRAND TOTAL
	Total H.H
	Alienated H.H

	Landless
	--
	--
	2.00

(100)
	2.00

(100)
	2.00

(100)
	46
	1

(2.17)

	Marginal Farmer
	6.00

(100)
	6.00

(100)
	--
	--
	6.00

(100)
	77
	1

(1.30)

	Small Farmer
	--
	--
	3.68

(100)
	3.68

(100)
	3.68

(100)
	95
	2

(2.11)

	Medium Farmer
	5.00

(100)
	5.00

(100)
	--
	--
	5.00

(100)
	4
	1

(25.0)

	Large Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	Total
	11.00

(100)
	11.00

(100) 

(65.95)
	5.68

(100)
	5.68

(100)
	16.68

(100)
	222
	5

(2.25)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
Table No: 4.16

FORMS OF LAND ALIENATION BY DISTRICTS

(In Percentage)

	Districts
	Sale
	Mortgage
	Lease
	Encroachment
	Total

	Thiruvannamalai
	42.10
	16.38
	26.02
	15.50
	100.00

	Salem
	83.35
	5.87
	1.16
	9.62
	100.00

	Dharmapuri
	77.27
	7.89
	--
	14.84
	100.00

	Nilgiris
	25.26
	51.90
	14.72
	8.12
	100.00

	Kanyakumari
	65.95
	--
	34.05
	--
	100.00

	Tamil Nadu (in sample districts only)
	293.93
	82.04
	75.95
	48.08
	500.00

	Percentage 

   (Tamil Nadu)
	58.79
	16.41
	15.19
	9.61
	100.00


Table No. 4.17

PERCENTAGE OF LAND ALIENATION BY AGENCIES
	S. No.
	District
	Non-Tribals
	Institution
	Govt Departments
	Total

	1
	Thiruvannamalai
	86
	11
	3
	100

	2
	Salem
	96
	1
	3
	100

	3
	Dharmapuri
	100
	--
	--
	100

	4
	Nilgiris
	99
	0.35
	0.65
	100

	5 
	Kanyakumari
	100
	--
	--
	100

	
	Tamil Nadu (Sample districts only)
	481.00

(96.20)
	12.35

(2.47)
	6.65

(1.33)
	500

(100)


CAUSES FOR LAND ALIENATION
The causes for alienation of tribal lands are classified into 6 categories, viz., (1) Domestic consumption, (2) Debt redemption, (3) Medical expenses, (4) Social and religious functions, (5) Alcoholism and (6) Others. ‘Others’ category includes the individual inability to cultivate lands, lack of irrigation facilities, pre-ponderence of   non-tribals surrounding tribal lands, continuous crop failure, joint patta problems, locational disadvantages (long distance of tribal lands from their settlements) etc.

DISTRICT-WISE:

THIRUVANNAMALAI  DISTRICT:

In this district, three villages are covered. First two villages are in the Jawwadhu hills and the third one is located in the Yelagiri hills. In Polur taluk, Jamnamarathur in the Kovilur revenue village is the headquarters of the Jawwadhu hills development block. Because of its locational advantage and infrastructural facilities many of the non-tribals have settled there and over the years they have purchased the lands of the tribals. The major cause of alienation is overspending and borrowing rather than other reasons. The Yelagiri hill is an ideal location and it is fast developing tourist spot. So the land value is on the increase on the hills. The tribals living in this village who are accustomed to excess spending and alcoholism resort to borrowings and this naturally leans to the disposal of tribal lands. In this village a Christian priest has also purchased about 10 acres of lands of the tribals, who runs a school. The general picture of the district shows that excess domestic expenditure over income accounts for a major proportion of the causes of alienation, the other equally important reason being debt repayment. Medical expenses causing alienation, represents only a meager percentage of the total. (Table No.4.18).
SALEM DISTRICT:

In Salem district, 4 revenue villages have been covered. In these villages the Government Horticulture Department has purchased 27 acres and the Sericulture Department has also purchased tribal lands. The non-tribals have purchased even conditionally assigned lands and they are cultivating commercial crops. In this village land purchased by force accounts for a sizeable percentage of alienation. The non-tribals have slowly acquired small areas of lands, and this process has gradually led towards their consolidation into even big estates. Some of the government servants working in the hills have also purchased the tribal lands. In this village the land transaction among the fellow tribals also accounts for a sizeable proportion of the total alienated lands.


In Yercaud taluk, two revenue villages are covered and these two are the plantation areas. Majority of the lands are under different estates. The estate owners have capitalised the tribals’ innocence and illiteracy and have consolidated many of the tribal lands. The non-tribal moneylenders too have played an exploitative role. Their collection of exorbitant interest, has forced many tribals to resort to distress sole of their lands to estate owners. The village officers too have contributed to this process, which have misled the tribals to alienate their lands in favour of estate owners. In this process, they have enriched themselves sizably by way of commission from the estate owners over sales.


The other village falls under Attur taluk i.e., Chinnakalrayan-vadakkunadu in the Kalrayan hills of Salem district. In this village many of the tribals have borrowed money from the non-tribal moneylenders, the exorbitant interest rate being 160 percent per year. To repay the first loan they resort to a second loan and in this process they have sold their lands to the moneylenders.


The picture obtained through Table No.4.19 also reveals that 56 percent of alienation is due to domestic consumption, 24 percent due to repayment of debts, 12 percent owing to other reasons such as joint patta, forceful eviction etc. Only about 1 percent because of medical expenses and a meager percentage of the total because of alcoholism. Invariably all have reported alienation because of excess domestic expenditure over income.

DHARMAPURI DISTRICT:

The village studied is situated in the most backward Sitteri hills that too at the foot of the hills. The area is accessible to non-tribals who are living in Attur taluk of Salem district. Regarding the causes, about 51 percent is attributed to domestic consumption followed by debt repayment (21 percent). 18 percent reported other reasons like crop failure, inability to maintain their lands etc., whereas 10 percent represents social ceremonies (Table No.4.20). Upto the level of small farmers from below, the major causes of alienation are excess domestic expenditure followed by debt repayment. In the case of medium farmers the other reasons dominate (60 percent) whereas debt repayment comes next (40 percent). On the other hand the large farmers attribute to a major extent to other reasons for which the excess domestic expenditure comes as next major cause. In general, in this district, the major cause of alienation is excess domestic expenditure over income, repayment of debts, social ceremonies and other reasons. The illiteracy and ignorance of the tribals facilitate exploitation and alienation of tribal lands. It has been recorded in the survey that an ex-village Munsif has deceived the illiterate and gullible tribes and confiscated a sizeable portion of their lands.

NILGIRI DISTRICT: 

In Nilgiri district, the study covered three revenue villages. Out of the three revenue villages, two are plantation areas and the other one is an agricultural village at the foot of the Nilgiri hills, i.e., Kallampalayam village of Kothagiri taluk. In this district too, domestic consumption (61 percent) is the main reason quoted for land alienation, followed by debt repayment (13 percent), social and religious functions (11 percent), Medical expenses (7 percent), other reasons (6 percent) and Alcoholism (2 percent). The landless and marginal farmers respectively have quoted 62 and 70 percent of alienation because of consumption expenditure, whereas it decreases to 46 percent in the cases of small farmers, 37 with medium and 33 in the case of large farmers. Percentages of cases reporting redemption of debts, medical expenses and ‘others’ have shown a steady increase with land class. (Table: 4.21)


In Udhagamandalam taluk, it is reported that land alienation took place mainly because of alcoholism. The illiteracy and innocence of the tribals have been capitalised by the estate owners of the area. The estate owners have consolidated most of the tribal lands by way of providing easy credits, alcohol and by way of promising employment opportunities in their estates.


In Guddalur taluk, the people who have migrated from Kerala have grabbed majority of the tribal lands. The easy credit facilities provided by these people to the tribals, particularly to those given to the habit of drinking has been the main reason of alienation. Whenever the tribals face some financial difficulty, the non-tribals from Kerala come forward to rescue them and in the process the alienation of their lands takes place.


In Kallampalayam revenue village of Kothagiri taluk, because of its locational advantage, many of the non-tribal settlers have occupied the tribal lands and the tribals have become landless workers for the non-tribals. 

KANYAKUMARI DISTRICT:

The extent of land alienation if very low in this district. Out of the 232 households only 5 have reported alienation of their lands to a total extent of 16.68 acres in this district. Most of the Kanikaran cultivate forest promboke and revenue promboke lands. So many of them depend upon minor forest produces and casual employment. Because it is a hilly-region, surrounded by forests this village has not attracted many non-tribal settlers. Inspite of this the non-tribals living in plains of the same village are not slowly grabbing the tribal lands. Out of the total five cases of alienation, 3 of them have done so because of excess domestic expenditure over income and 2 of them have reported ‘other reasons’ (Table No.4.22) In General the tribals of Kanyakumari district are not much exposed to alienation.

TABLE No.4.18

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION:  THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	8

(66.67)
	2

(16.67)
	1

(8.33)
	--
	--
	1

(8.33)
	12

(100.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	26

(59.09)
	8

(18.18)
	--
	3

(6.82)
	--
	7

(15.91)
	44

(100.00

	Small Farmer
	26

(89.66)
	--
	--
	1

(3.45)
	--

--
	2

(6.90)
	29

(100.00)

	Medium Farmer
	6

(28.57)
	8

(38.10)
	--
	2

(9.52)
	--

--
	5

(23.81)
	21

(100.00)

	Large Farmer
	4

(30.77)
	3

(23.08)
	--
	--

--
	--

--
	6

(46.15)
	13

(100.00)

	Total
	70

(58.82)
	21

(17.65)
	1

(0.84)
	6

(5.04)
	--
	21

(17.65)
	119

(100.00)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No.4.19

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION:  SALEM  DISTRICT

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	40

(57.97)
	24

(34.78)
	--
	3

(4.35)
	--
	2

(2.90)
	69

(100.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	102

(62.58)
	34

(20.86)
	4

(2.45)
	7

(4.29)
	--
	16

(9.82)
	163

(100.00)

	Small Farmer
	83

(50.00)
	44

(26.51)
	1

(0.60)
	15

(9.04)
	--
	23

(13.86)
	166

(100.00)

	Medium Farmer
	56

(58.95)
	20

(21.05)
	--
	4

(4.21)
	1

(1.05)
	14

(14.74)
	95

(100.00)

	Large Farmer
	17

(48.57)
	6

(17.14)
	--
	4

(11.43)
	--
	8

(22.86)
	35

(100.00)

	Total
	298

(56.44)
	128

(24.24)
	5

(0.95)
	33

(6.25)
	1

(0.19)
	63

(11.93)
	528

(100.00)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No.4.20

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION:  DHARMAPURI DISTRICT

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	8

(66.67)
	3

(25.00)
	--
	1

(8.33)
	--
	--
	12

(100.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	4

(66.67)
	1

(16.67)
	--
	--
	--
	1

(16.67)
	6

(100.00

	Small Farmer
	7

(53.85)
	2

(15.38)
	--
	3

(23.08)
	--

--
	1

(7.69)
	13

(100.00)

	Medium Farmer
	--
	2

(40.00)
	--
	--
	--
	3

(60.00)
	5

(100.00)

	Large Farmer
	1

(33.33)
	--

--
	--
	--

--
	--

--
	2

(66.67)
	3

(100.00)

	Total
	20

(51.28)
	8

(20.51)
	--
	4

(10.26)
	--
	7

(17.95)
	39

(100.00)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No.4.21

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION:  NILGIRI DISTRICT

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	32

(61.54)
	11

(21.15)
	1

(1.92)
	6

(11.54)
	1

(1092)
	1

(1.92)
	52

(100.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	116

(69.46)
	16

(9.58)
	9

(5.39)
	18

(10.78)
	5

(2.99)
	3

(1.00)
	167

(100.00

	Small Farmer
	24

(46.15)
	8

(15.30)
	5

(9.62)
	7

(13.46)
	--

--
	8

(15.30)
	52

(100.00)

	Medium Farmer
	11

(36.67)
	6

(20.00)
	5

(16.67)
	2

(6.67)
	--

--
	6

(20.00)
	30

(100.00)

	Large Farmer
	1

(33.33)
	--

--
	1

(33.33)
	--

--
	--

--
	1

(33.33)
	3

(100.00)

	Total
	104

(60.53)
	41

(13.49)
	21

(6.91)
	33

(10.86)
	6

(1.97)
	19

(6.25)
	304

(100.00)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No.4.22

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION:  KANYAKUMARI  DISTRICT

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	1

(100.00)
	1

(100.00)

	Marginal Farmer
	1

(100.00)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	1

(100.00

	Small Farmer
	1

(50.00)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	1

(50.00)
	2

(100.00)

	Medium Farmer
	1

(100.00)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	1

(100.00)

	Large Farmer
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	Total
	3

(60.00)
	--
	--
	--
	--
	2

(40.00)
	5

(100.00)


(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
TABLE No.4.22-A

CAUSES OF LAND ALIENATION IN TAMIL NADU

	Holding Size
	Domestic Consumption
	Debt Repayment
	Medical Expenses
	Social/Religious functions
	Alcoholism
	Others
	Total

	Landless
	88
	40
	02
	10
	01
	05
	146 (14.67)

	Marginal Farmer
	249
	59
	13
	28
	05
	27
	381 (38.29)

	Small Farmer
	141
	54
	06
	26
	--
	35
	262 (26.33)

	Medium Farmer
	74
	36
	05
	08
	01
	28
	152 (15.27)

	Large Farmer
	23
	09
	01
	04
	--
	17
	54 (5.53)

	Total
	575

(57.78)
	198

(19.89)
	27

(2.71)
	76

(7.64)
	07

(0.70)
	112

(11.25)
	995

(100)


(Based on the Data collected from the sample tribals)

(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages to total)
According to the table No. 4.22(A), in Tamil Nadu 57.78% tribals alienated their lands for domestic consumption. Another 19.89% for debt repayment, 11.25% for other purposes. 10% accounts for the Medical, Social functions and Alcoholism respectively.

14.67% tribals alienated their lands and become landless. As for as marginal farmers, small farmers, medium farmers and large farmers concerned they have alienated their lands 38.29%, 26.33%, 14.17% and 5.53% respectively for various causes.

PART – C 

ALIENATION OF TRIBAL LANDS TO NON-TRIBALS: EXTENT


In the rapidly growing economics, a large number of people particularly the weaker section lag behind the pace of growth and development and fail to share the benefits of growth. It is ironical to note that introduction of development inputs and infrastructural facilities in tribal areas have led to the infiltration of several non-tribal groups cornering these development inputs and forcing the tribals out of their lands by various methods. This chapter therefore beings out the magnitude of the extent of alienation of tribal lands to non-tribals.

THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT:


In this district, out of the 203 households covered 57 have reported alienation of lands (28%) to an extent of 204.64 acres (22% of the total holding). In this district 8 households have disposed off 37.55 acres of their entire land and have become landless. They form about 25 percent of the existing landless category. Although no definite trend is observed, the percentage of households alienated their lands is higher with the large farmer (85%) followed by medium (34%) marginal (28%) and small (20%). The extent of total land alienated also shows a decreasing trend along with the form size upto medium farmers and again shows an increasing trend. (Table 4.22(1))

SALEM DISTRICT:


Salem district has the largest concentration of tribals has been studied with a sample of 228 tribal households in this district. The highest proportion of tribal households has reported alienation of their lands in Salem district. Out of the 228 households covered 137 (60%) have reported alienation of 538.45 acres, which forms about 36 percentages of their total holdings.  (Table No.4.22(2)) In this district 17 households became landless by way of alienating an extent of 101.69 acres. These households form 40 percent of the present landless category. In other categories, as the land-size increases the percentage of households reporting alienation has also increased upto the medium size after which it shows a declining trend with the large farmers. On the other hand the extent of land alienated has decreased with the increase in the farm size.

DHARMAPURI DISTRICT: 


In the Dharmapuri district about 1/3 of the total households have alienated their lands to an extent of 155.04 acres forming 34 percent of their holdings. In this village 10 farmers have joined the list of landless category, which disposed off 76.20 acres of their entire land and they formed 40 percent of the present of the landless category studied in this village. In this Kullampatti village under Harur taluk in Sitheri hills, out of the 19 marginal farmers 6 have alienated their lands to an extent of 22 acres, which forms 44 percent of their total holdings. In the case of small farmers 29 percent (9 out of 31) have reported alienation of their lands to a total extent of 34.40 acres (23 percent of their total extent). On the other hand ( of the medium and large farmers have disposed off about 10.15 percentage of their holdings respectively. The percentage of area alienated has shown a declining trend with the increase in the holding size except in the case of large farmers, where the percent is higher than that for the medium farmers. (Table No.4.22(3))

NILGIRI DISTRICT:


In the Nilgiri District, out of the 307 households covered in 3 revenue villages, 123 have been deprived of their lands, which form about 40 percent of the total households covered by the study. The percentage of households that alienated their lands is found to be increasing along with land size from 18 percent in the case of landless category to 47% with marginal farmers, 49 % in the case of small farmers 69 percent in the case of medium farmers and finally to cent percent in the case of large farmers. On the other hand the extent of lands parted with, has been cent percent with landless category, 36 percent with marginal and around 30 percent with other category of farmers. (Table No.4.22(4))

KANYAKUMARI DISTRICT:


Kanyakumari district presents a comparatively better picture, in which out of the 200 households studied, only 5 have alienated their holdings (2.25 percentage) and it forms 3% of the total lands held by the tribals. In this district only one household has joined the landless category by way of disposing off its 2 acres of land and another household has declined to the level of marginal farm having alienated 6 acres of land. There is no large farmer in this district. The other categories like small and medium farmers too have not alienated much of their lands. Only 2 small farmers have sold out 3.68 acres of land where it is only one in the medium category who has parted with 2 acres of land. (Table No. 4.22(5))

TABLE No.4.22(1)

DISTRICT-WISE ANALYSIS OF LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	32
	8

(25)
	--
	37.55

(100.00)
	37.55

(100.00)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	76
	22

(28.94)
	112.41

(74.24)
	39.01

(25.76)
	151.43

(100.00)

	3
	Small Farmers
	65
	13

(20.00)
	244.61

(83.78)
	47.35

(16.22)
	291.96

(100.00)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	23
	8

(34.78)
	167.42

(93.32)
	11.98

(6.68)
	179.41

(100.00)

	5
	Large Farmers
	7
	6

(85.70)
	203.30

(74.73)
	68.75

(25.27)
	272.05

(100.00)

	
	Total
	203


	57

(28.00)
	727.74

(78.05)
	204.64

(21.95)
	932.40

(100.00)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

TABLE No.4.22(2)

DISTRICT-WISE ANALYSIS OF LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – SALEM DISTRICT

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	42
	17

(40)
	--
	101.69

(100)
	101.69

(100)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	74
	45

(61)
	115.69

(45.45)
	138.86

(54.55)
	254.55

(100)

	3
	Small Farmers
	60
	40

(66)
	219.71

(58.18)
	157.93

(41.82)
	377.64

(100)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	37
	26

(70)
	262.13

(72.64)
	98.75

(27.36)
	360.88

(100)

	5
	Large Farmers
	16
	9

(59)
	352.76

(89.54)
	41.22

(10.46)
	393.98

(100)

	
	Total
	229


	137

(60.09)
	950.29

(63.83)
	538.45

(36.17)
	1488.74

(100)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages
TABLE No.4.22(3)

DISTRICT-WISE ANALYSIS OF LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – DHARMAPURI  DISTRICT KULLAMPATTI VILLAGE

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	25

(100)
	10

(40.00)
	--
	76.20

(100.00)
	76.20

(100.00)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	19

(100)
	6

(31.58)
	28.00

(56.00)
	22

(44.00)
	50

(100.00)

	3
	Small Farmers
	31

(100)
	9

(29.00)
	113.72

(76.78)
	34.40

(23.22)
	148.12

(100.00)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	12

(100)
	4

(33.33)
	85.65

(90.21)
	9.30

(9.79)
	94.95

(100.00)

	5
	Large Farmers
	6

(100)
	2

(33.33)
	76.44

(85.33)
	13.14

(14.67)
	89.58

(100.00)

	
	Total
	93

(100)


	31

(33.33)
	303.81

(66.21)
	155.04

(33.79)
	458.85

(100.00)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages

TABLE No.4.22(4)

DISTRICT-WISE ANALYSIS OF LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – NILGIRI  DISTRICT

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	91
	16

(18)
	--
	42.22

(100.00)
	42.22

(100.00)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	165
	78

(47.27)
	221.97

(64.10)
	124.30

(35.90)
	346.27

(100.00)

	3
	Small Farmers
	36
	18

(50.00)
	142.98

(73.39)
	51.85

(26.61)
	194.83

(100.00)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	13
	9

(69.23)
	92.90

(72.27)
	35.64

(27.73)
	128.54

(100.00)

	5
	Large Farmers
	2
	2

(100.00)
	42.00

(70.00)
	18.00

(30.00)
	60.00

(100.00)

	
	Total
	307


	123

(40.00)
	499.85

(64.74)
	272.01

(35.26)
	771.86

(100.00)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages

TABLE No.4.22(5)

DISTRICT-WISE ANALYSIS OF LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – KANYAKUMARI  DISTRICT

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	46

(100)
	1

(2.17)
	--
	2.00

(100.00)
	2.00

(100.00)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	55

(100)
	1

(1.81)
	100.64

(94.37)
	6.00

(4.08)
	106.64

(100.00)

	3
	Small Farmers
	95

(100)
	2

(2.1)
	350.25

(98.96)
	3.58

(1.04)
	353.93

(100.00)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	4

(100)
	1

(25.0)
	26.76

(84.26)
	5.00

(15.74)
	31.76

(100.00)

	5
	Large Farmers
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	
	Total
	200

(100.00)
	5

(2.25)
	477.65

(97)
	16.68

(3)
	494.33

(100.00)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages

TABLE No.4.22(6)

EXTENT OF ALIENATION OF LANDS BY DISTRICTS

	District
	No. of Households
	No. of H.Hs alienated lands
	No. of HHs became landless
	H.Hs

%
	Extent

%

	Thiruvannamalai
	203
	57
	8
	28
	22

	Salem
	228
	137
	17
	60
	36

	Dharmapuri
	93
	31
	10
	33
	34

	Nilgiris
	307
	123
	16
	40
	35

	Kanyakumari
	200
	5
	1
	2
	3

	Tamil Nadu
	1031
	353
	52
	34
	



The table presents in brief that Salem district, which has the highest concentration of tribals, stands first in regard to the percentage of households, which alienated their lands, and the extent of land alienated and the households that became landless because of alienation. The number of households, which has become landless because of alienation, is also closely connected with the percentage of households that alienated their lands and also the percentage of the extent of area alienated. The correlation coefficient between number of households alienating land and number of households becoming landless is significant at 0.88 levels. The above discussion regarding districts leads to the analysis of the individual tribe-wise situation obtained in this state.

S.T. HOUSEHOLDS ALIENATED LANDS

Out of 1031 tribal households, 353 households constituting 34%, have alienated their lands to the tune of 1186.72 acres, forming 31% of their total holdings in Tamil Nadu. The average area alienated comes to 1.15 acres for a tribal household in general and 3.36 acres for the alienated household. It is important to note that 52 tribal households have completely alienated their lands to the extent of 259.66 acres and jointed the ranks of landless tribal people. The households that lost lands and became landless constitute 25% of the total landless tribal households in the state.


The incidence of alienation of lands does not show any clear trend in terms of households, but in terms of area, the percentage has steadily declined with the farm size from 41% among the marginal farmers to 14% among the large farmers, 29% and 22% of lands of small and medium farmers, respectively are alienated.


In terms of households, 41% and 37% of marginal and small farmer categories, respectively, as against 50% each of medium and large farmer categories have alienated their lands. This clearly shows that the weakest among the tribals, i.e., marginal and small farmers are the worst hit by the problem of land alienation.
TABLE No.4.22(7)

LAND HOLDINGS: PRESENT AND ALIENATED – TAMIL NADU STATE

(Extent in Acres)

	Sl.

No
	Size of the Holding
	Total H.Hs
	No. of Alienated Land H.Hs
	Land owned at the time of survey
	Total Land alienated
	Total Land owned Before alienation

	1
	Landless
	236
	52

(24.54)
	--
	259.66

(100.00)
	259.66

(100.00)

	2
	Marginal Farmers
	389
	152

(41.30)
	578.71

(59.39)
	330.17

(40.61)
	908.88

(100.00)

	3
	Small Farmers
	286
	82

(37.07)
	1071.27

(71.16)
	295.11

(28.84)
	1366.38

(100.00)

	4
	Medium Farmers
	89
	48

(50.16)
	634.86

(77.75)
	160.67

(22.25)
	795.53

(100.00)

	5
	Large Farmers
	31
	19

(49.10)
	674.50

(86.37)
	141.11

(13.63)
	815.61

(100.00)

	
	Total
	1031

(100.00)
	353

(34.23)
	2959.34

(69.37)
	1186.72

(30.63)
	4146.06

(100.00)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages

PART – D
INDEBTEDNESS

INTRODUCTION:


One of the worst forms of exploitation to which the tribal people have been exposed is through traditional money lending. Traditional indebtedness of tribals is one of the major factors for explaining their poverty, accounting for land alienation to non-tribals. Most of the tribal families are “born in debt, live in debt and die in debt”. Amongst all the problems the tribals face, indebtedness is a major cause of their exploitation.


The most important reason of their indebtedness appears to be their dependence mainly on the primitive agriculture. The subsistence type of agriculture mostly dependent on the vagaries of rainfall, poor conditions of the soil, uneconomic holding, primitive methods of cultivation and above all the absence of any viable subsidiary employment opportunities render the tribal economy perpetually a deficit one. Their wasteful customs of marriage, death and religious ceremonies, further aggravate the deficit nature of their economy and compel them to borrow. The tribals rely entirely upon the moneylenders for borrowing and settlement of his dues. Their faith and trust in them is quite astonishing. One reason is that the moneylender gives easy credit when it is needed most. The tribal does not seem to believe in the law of limitation, nor in defending himself in a court of law, nor in distrusting the moneylender’s word. The cumulative result of this three-sided oppression is crushing. The moneylenders, traders and others who offer money readily to them at their difficult times, through at exhorbitant interest rates, help only to aggravate the problem. Small amounts of money borrowed at very high rates of interest at different times snowball into a sum beyond their capacity and that of their successors to repay, and this ultimately leads to the loss of lands of tribals to moneylenders.

TABLE No.4.23

SOURCES OF BORROWING:    THIRUVANNAMALAI DISTRICT

	Sl.

No
	Sources of Borrowing
	Total No. of 

H.Hs
	Indebted

 H.Hs
	Amount Borrowed (Rs.)
	Amount 

Repaid (Rs.)
	Amt outstanding (excl.interest in Rs.)

	1
	Money Lenders
	85 (42.5)
	78 (92)
	2,60,000
	1,45,000
	1,15,000

	2
	Cooperatives
	40 (20)
	15 (37.5)
	1,25,000
	65,000
	60,000

	3
	Commercial Banks
	30 (15)
	13 (43.33)
	1,50,000
	75,000
	75,000

	4
	Friends & Relatives
	10  (5)
	02  (20)
	25,000
	10,000
	15,000

	5
	Other Sources
	35 (17.5)
	18 (51)
	1,90,000
	1,02,000
	88,000

	
	Total
	200

(100%)
	126

(63%)
	7,50,000

(100%)
	3,97,000

(53%)
	3,53,000

(47)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

It could be seen from the above Table No. 4.23 that in Thiruvannamalai district out of the 200 sample tribals 126 are in indebtedness (63%). They borrowed Rs. 7,50,000 as loan from the various sources. They repaid 53% of loan amount and 47% outstanding with interest. A large number of tribals are borrowed loan from moneylenders. The reasons are immediate receipt of money, close proximity to moneylenders, no need to fulfill too many procedures, to furnish security. The cooperatives and commercial banks lending money only 20% and 15% respectively. Friends and Relatives are favoured credit facilities to tribals only to 5%. Only 17.5% tribals borrow money from other sources. Majority of the tribals find difficulties to raise loan from any other sources. Almost all the tribals are not utilizing (60%) the loan amount for the specific purposes. Due to long distance, time-consuming, illiteracy, security and other procedures, the tribals are not so interested in availing loan facilities from cooperatives and commercial banks.

TABLE No.4.24

SOURCES OF BORROWING:    SALEM  DISTRICT

	Sl.

No
	Sources of Borrowing
	Total No. of 

H.Hs
	Indebted

 H.Hs
	Amount Borrowed (Rs.)
	Amount 

Repaid (Rs.)
	Amt outstanding (excl.interest in Rs.)

	1
	Money Lenders
	100 (50)
	79 (79)
	1,80,000
	70,000
	1,10,000

	2
	Cooperatives
	30 (15)
	15 (50)
	90,000
	60,000
	30,000

	3
	Commercial Banks
	25 (12.5)
	07 (28)
	1,00,000
	42,000
	58,000

	4
	Friends & Relatives
	15 (7.5)
	07  (46)
	17,500
	10,000
	7,500

	5
	Other Sources
	30 (15)
	12 (40)
	1,20,000
	95,000
	25,000

	
	Total
	200

(100%)
	120

(60%)
	5,07,500

(100%)
	2,77,000

(55%)
	2,30,500

(45)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

It could be seen from the above Table No. 4.24 that in Salem district out of the 200 sample tribals 120 are in indebtedness (60%). They borrowed Rs. 5,07,500 as loan from the various sources. They repaid 55% of loan amount and 45% outstanding with interest. A large number of tribals are borrowed loan from moneylenders. The reasons are immediate receipt of money, close proximity to moneylenders, no need to fulfill too many procedures, to furnish security. Due to long distance, time-consuming, illiteracy, security and other procedures, the tribals are not so interested in availing loan facilities from cooperatives and commercial banks. The cooperatives and commercial banks lending money only 15% and 12.5% respectively. Friends and Relatives are favoured credit facilities to tribals only to 7.5%. Only 15% tribals borrow money from other sources. Majority of the tribals find difficulties to raise loan from any other sources. Almost all the tribals are not utilizing the loan amount for the specific purposes.

TABLE No.4.25

SOURCES OF BORROWING:    DHARMAPURI  DISTRICT

	Sl.

No
	Sources of Borrowing
	Total No. of 

H.Hs
	Indebted

 H.Hs
	Amount Borrowed (Rs.)
	Amount 

Repaid (Rs.)
	Amt outstanding (excl.interest in Rs.)

	1
	Money Lenders
	95 (47.5)
	87 (92)
	1,90,000
	1,10,000
	80,000

	2
	Cooperatives
	35 (17.5)
	17 (49)
	70,000
	25,000
	45,000

	3
	Commercial Banks
	20 (10)
	11 (55)
	80,000
	15,000
	65,000

	4
	Friends & Relatives
	20  (10)
	08  (40)
	30,000
	22,000
	8,000

	5
	Other Sources
	30 (15)
	19 (63)
	45,000
	30,000
	15,000

	
	Total
	200

(100%)
	126

(63%)
	7,50,000

(100%)
	3,97,000

(53%)
	3,53,000

(47)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

Table No. 4.25 shows that in Dharmapuri district out of the 200 sample tribals 142 are in indebtedness (71%). They borrowed Rs. 4,15,000 as loan from the various sources. They repaid 53% of loan amount and 47% outstanding with interest. A large number of tribals are borrowed loan from moneylenders. The reasons are, immediate receipt of money, close proximity to moneylenders, no need to fulfill too many procedures, and to furnish security. The cooperatives and commercial banks lending money only 17.5% and 10% respectively. Majority of the tribals find difficulties to raise loan from any other sources. Due to long distance, time-consuming, illiteracy, security and other procedures, the tribals are not so interested in availing loan facilities from cooperatives and commercial banks. Friends and Relatives are favoured credit facilities to tribals only to 10%. Only 15% tribals borrow money from other sources. Almost all the tribals are not utilizing (60%) the loan amount for the specific purposes. 

TABLE No.4.26

SOURCES OF BORROWING:    NILGIRI  DISTRICT

	Sl.

No
	Sources of Borrowing
	Total No. of 

H.Hs
	Indebted

 H.Hs
	Amount Borrowed (Rs.)
	Amount 

Repaid (Rs.)
	Amt outstanding (excl.interest in Rs.)

	1
	Money Lenders
	105 (53)
	95 (90)
	2,10,000
	1,40,000
	70,000

	2
	Cooperatives
	30 (20)
	19 (63)
	90,000
	42,000
	48,000

	3
	Commercial Banks
	25 (12.5)
	20 (80)
	1,25,000
	69,000
	56,000

	4
	Friends & Relatives
	08  (4)
	01  (12.5)
	24,000
	24,000
	---

	5
	Other Sources
	32 (16)
	22 (69)
	96,000
	70,000
	26,000

	
	Total
	200

(100%)
	157

(78%)
	5,45,000

(100%)
	3,45,000

(53%)
	2,00,000

(47)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

Table No. 4.26 portrays that in Nilgiri district out of the 200 sample tribals 157 are in indebtedness (78%). They borrowed Rs. 5,45,000 as loan from the various sources. They repaid 63% of loan amount and 37% outstanding with interest. A large number of tribals are borrowed loan from moneylenders. The reasons are immediate receipt of money, close proximity to moneylenders, no need to fulfill too many procedures, to furnish security. The cooperatives and commercial banks lending money only 15% and 12.5% respectively. Friends and Relatives are favoured credit facilities to tribals only to 4%. Only 16% tribals borrow money from other sources. Majority of the tribals find difficulties to raise loan from any other sources. Almost all the tribals are not utilizing (60%) the loan amount for the specific purposes. Due to long distance, time-consuming, illiteracy, security and other procedures, the tribals are not so interested in availing loan facilities from cooperatives and commercial banks.

TABLE No.4.27

SOURCES OF BORROWING:    KANYAKUMARI  DISTRICT

	Sl.

No
	Sources of Borrowing
	Total No. of 

H.Hs
	Indebted

 H.Hs
	Amount Borrowed (Rs.)
	Amount 

Repaid (Rs.)
	Amt outstanding (excl.interest in Rs.)

	1
	Money Lenders
	58 (29)
	42 (72)
	63,000
	51,000
	12,000

	2
	Cooperatives
	62 (31)
	22 (35)
	1,86,000
	44,000
	1,42,000

	3
	Commercial Banks
	38 (19)
	18 (47)
	1,52,000
	58,000
	94,000

	4
	Friends & Relatives
	22  (11)
	07  (32)
	33,000
	22,000
	11,000

	5
	Other Sources
	20 (10)
	03 (15)
	35,000
	28,000
	7,000

	
	Total
	200

(100%)
	126

(63%)
	7,50,000

(100%)
	3,97,000

(53%)
	3,53,000

(47)


Source: Based on Data collected from the sample tribals

Note: Figures in parentheses denote the percentages 

It could be seen from the above Table No. 4.27 that in Kanyakumari district out of the 200 sample tribals 92 are in indebtedness (46%). They borrowed Rs. 4,69,000 as loan from the various sources. They repaid 43% of loan amount and 57% outstanding with interest. A large number of tribals are borrowed loan from moneylenders. The reasons are immediate receipt of money, close proximity to moneylenders, no need to fulfill too many procedures, to furnish security. The cooperatives and commercial banks lending money only 31% and 19% respectively. Friends and Relatives are favoured credit facilities to tribals only to 11%. Only 10% tribals borrow money from other sources. Majority of the tribals find difficulties to raise loan from any other sources. Almost all the tribals are not utilizing (60%) the loan amount for the specific purposes. Due to long distance, time-consuming, illiteracy, security and other procedures, the tribals are not so interested in availing loan facilities from cooperatives and commercial banks.

TABLE No.4.28

AMOUNT BORROWED BY TRIBALS AS LOAN


      Amount in Rs.
        Thiruvannamalai    Salem         Dharmapuri       Nilgiris         Kanyakumari   Total        Percentage
                                                                                                              500  to  1,000
          122
     110
        108
           106  
   64 
     510          51.0

  1,001  to  2,000            60
       64 
          72              86 
  100  
     382          38.2

   2,001  to  3,000
           10  
       14 
          12              04                24            64           06.4 

3,001  &  above             08  
       12  
          08  
 04               12           44           04.4

200
    200
       200  
200 
 200
    1000        100


                                                                                  Source: Primary Data

The table above indicates that 51% of tribals in the selected districts borrow money is between Rs.500 to Rs.1000. 38.2% of tribals borrow between Rs.1001 to 2000. 6.4% of tribals avail loan between Rs.2001 to 3000 only. 4.4% of tribals avail loan Rs.3001 and above. Due to the compulsion of timely repayment with interest and low source of income, the tribals prefer to borrow between Rs.500 to 1000.

TABLE No.4.29

SECURITY GIVEN AGAINST LOAN

                                                                                                                   Security
        Thiruvannamalai    Salem         Dharmapuri       Nilgiris         Kanyakumari   Total        Percentage
                                                                                                   Land

14 
     24
          30

 20  
   24 
      112          11.2

    House
16
     36 
          24                24 
   16  
      116          11.6

     Salary
40  
     50 
          76                80            80             326           32.6 

  Faith

110  
     90  
          60  
 70            80              410          41.0

  Livestock
20 
    Nil
          10

 06  
  Nil 
      036           03.6


                                                                                                                                                                                         

    Total           200
  200
       200

200 
 200
    1000
      100
 



                                                                                   
                               

                                                                                                          Source: Primary Data

The table above indicates that there are 41.0% tribals who have borrowed money on faith. Another 32.6% have pledged their wages, salary as security against the loan; 11.2% and 11.6% tribals borrow money on the securities of land and house respectively. The percentage of other items as security like jewellery and household articles in very negligible. The amount borrowed and the security offered is inter-related. Therefore it could be inferred that the tribals in the study are advanced money merely on faith only.

TABLE No.4.30

PURPOSE OF BORROWING

                                                                                                                                Purpose of Borrowing     Thiruvannamalai    Salem         Dharmapuri       Nilgiris     Kanyakumari   Total        Percentage
                                                                                               Agriculture

40 
     20
          24

 20  
   10 
      114         11.4

  Business

04
     16 
          14                20 
   16  
      070         07.0

   Purchasing
 

 implements
  
20  
     24 
          12                16            06               78         07.8

Marriage, Death,

   Festival, & domestic

    difficulties
            100
    120 
         110             110 
 130  
    560           56.0

 Medical
              14                10 
          14                24 
   10             72           07.2

 House Construction
12
     06 
          14                12 
   08  
      52           05.2

  Education of Children
10 
     04
          12

 08  
   20 
      54           05.4


                     Total             200             200                200            200           200           1000        100.0   
                                                                                                            Source: Primary Data


Socio-religious reasons prevail over all others when we analyse the purpose of borrowing. Most of the tribals in the study (56%) have borrowed money to meet certain social obligations like marriage and death. This clearly indicates the overwhelming influence of tradition over the tribals. To some extent these figures substantiate the fact that the lower strata of the society is perhaps more prone to traditional values. At one end they have no savings since many of them have only a ‘hand to mouth’ existence. At the other end they have to fulfill all social obligations for which spending become inevitable. Therefore, they are forced to go to moneylenders. Only 11.4% have drawn loans for purposes of agriculture. Those who have borrowed for purchasing bullocks and implements account for only 7.8%. In the case of 5.2% tribal debts were incurred on house construction and purchase of site. 5.4% of tribals in the sample borrow money to educate their children. For 7.2% of borrow money for ill health of family and 7% borrow money for business.


From the above analysis, it could be seen that the tribals borrowed and spent money mostly towards meeting social and religious obligations and such occasions necessitate perhaps small amounts. Since they have no resources other than labour, repayment of loans becomes difficult and indeed a hard task. Many of them are striving hard to meet even the interest part of their loans and the clever landlords who are generally their financiers take advantage of their miserable plight.

TABLE No.4.31

Rate of Interest on Loans

                                                                                                              Interest Rate     
      Thiruvannamalai     Salem         Dharmapuri        Nilgiris     Kanyakumari     Total        Percentage
                                                                                                           No Interest

04 
     08
          18

 32  
   24 
     086           08.6

  Between 3 & 5%
90
     80 
          60                28 
   48  
     306           30.6

Between 6 & 9%
40  
     30 
          44                58            40             212           21.2

 Between 10 & 14%
36
     42 
          24                40 
   64  
     206           20.6

 Between 15 & 18%
20               24 
          36                24 
   14             118          11.8

 19% & above

10
     16 
          18                18 
   10  
      072          07.2


                                                                             Total                        200
  200
       200

200 
 200
    1000
    100.0
 









                                                                                              

                                                                                                                          Source: Primary Data
Rate of Interest:

Generally moneylender will not allow loans to be carried over for long. It is said that the tribals in the study have preferred relatively small sums, from moneylenders but they are repaying the loan amount with high rate of interest. The high rate of interest, poor liquidity, and unfavourable repayment terms makes the tribals as remain perpetual debtors. The table above indicates that 30.6% of tribals borrow loan at the rate 3 to 5% rate of interest; 8.6% of the tribals avail loans without interest; 21.2% of the tribals borrow loan at 6 to 9% rate of interest; 20.6% of tribals avail loan at 10 to 14% rate of interest; 11.8% of tribals borrow at 15 to 18% of interest. Only 7.2% of tribals get loan at the rate of 19% or more interest.

 Opinion on the sources of Borrowing:

The respondents in the study, through not familiar with the banking institutions, consider it profitable to avail credit facilities from them. The same thing is true even of co-operative institution. However, except from moneylenders, it is not easy for the tribals to draw loans from either bank or co-operative society. Only 19.3% respondents said that it is easy and profitable to borrow from a bank. About 12.9% consider it easy and profitable to borrow from a co-operative society. 


It is but natural that after having tested the desirability of taking loans from moneylenders, only 11.6% tribals respondents say that it is easy and profitable. The reasons for such a large number of respondents considering it easy to borrow from moneylenders are very many. The simple terms of borrowing, easy accessibility, immediate payment and accommodative nature at the time of repayment might have influenced them in this regard. By and large these are true. But what displeases them is the high rate of interest by the moneylenders. In spite of this, the very conditions of tribals position in the village forces them to borrow from moneylenders.


For majority of the tribals in the study, friends and relatives are of no help financially. Many do not want their relatives and friends to know their financial position. Though it may be profitable to borrow from friends and relatives, the element of prestige might be inhibiting them against such transactions. In some cases the tribals are willing to be helped by relatives and friends. Please refer Table No.4.32

TABLE No.4.32
Opinion regarding Borrowing from
                                                                                                      
Opinion     
Bank    
         Co-op Society        Money-Lender         Relatives     
      Friends          .




F          %     F          %       F           %          F            %          F         %

                                                                                                        Easy


29        0.87    42         1.26
  1330
39.94  
 252
   7.57           161     4.83 

  Profitable
          1132      33.99  715 
     21.47      73        2.19 
   25  
   0.75             32     0.96

   Easy & Profitable         644      19.34  432 
     12.97    387      11.62      298          8.95          279      8.38

Not Easy  

 3        0.09      1 
       0.03     --           --           --              --              --          --

Not Profitable

 1        0.03     --            --
     37         1.11       --              --              --          --  

  Neither Easy nor 

      Profitable
           908      27.27  1527
      45.86   890
 26.73
2142        64.32 
     2245    67.42

 Cannot Say
             16        0.48      16         0.48     16        0.48        16 
   0.48             16      0.48

 Do not know

   No Response
           597      17.93    597       17.93   597       17.93     597         17.93  
      597     17.93

                                                                                    
    Total       3330     100   3330
      100
 3330      100
3330
  100 
   3330    100
 










                                                                                                                Source: Primary Data

PART – E

ROLE OF THE LAMP CO-OPERATIVES IN 

DEVELOPMENT OF TRIBAL ECONOMY

DEFINITION OF CONCEPTS:
Tribal Beneficibal Beneficiaries are the members of LAMP societies and they have availed almost all the integrated services offered by the LAMPS for their economic upliftment.

Tribal Non-Beneficiaries:

Tribal Non-Beneficiaries are also the members of the LAMPS. While, they have not only failed to avail themselves of all the integrated services offered by the LAMPS but also they have discontinued their contact with the LAMPS.

Socio-Economic Profile of the Tribals:

It covers the type and size of the family, educational status, social participation, educational aspiration, occupation, size of operational holding, conditions of houses, irrigation facilities, cropping pattern, value of total assets, annual income, expenditure, savings and investment and indebtedness.

LAMPS:


The Large sized Agricultural Multi-Purpose co-operative Societies (LAMPS) are organised at the village level to meet the credit and other requirements of the tribal people. These societies are federated into District Central Co-operative Banks. These Central Co-operative Banks in turn are federated into Apex Co-operative Bank at the state level.

Performance of the LAMPS:

The performance of the LAMP societies is examined by reviewing the coverage of tribal families, nature and quality of integrated services offered by these societies, number of tribals who have availed these services and the working result of the societies.

 Integrated Services of the LAMPS:

The Integrated services of LAMPS include the supply of concessional finance such as short-term, medium term and long-term credit for production and consumption purposes, supply of agricultural requisites, supply of essential consumer articles and marketing of agricultural and minor forest products of the tribals under one roof.

Role of the LAMPS:

The term Role of the LAMPS has been defined by assessing the extent of integrated services provided by the societies for tribal development in the survey region.

LAMPS AND INTEGRATED SERVICES TO THE SAMPLE TRIBALS

In general, the LAMP societies render a package of services under one roof for the welfare of tribal people since the inception onwards. By way of providing easy credit, these societies meet the financial requirement of the tribals at concessional rate. Besides credit, supply of agricultural inputs at subsidized rate and essential consumer goods at fair price is another important function of the LAMPS in the tribal areas. Again, the marketing of agricultural and minor forest produce is also a vital to be looked into by the LAMPS for the best advantages of tribal communities.

(1) PERIOD OF AVAILING THE INTEGRATED SERVICES BY THE SAMPLE TRIBALS FROM THE LAMPS:

TABLE No.4.33

PERIOD OF AVAILING SERVICES

BY THE SAMPLE TRIBALS FROM THE LAMPS

	S.

No.
	PERIOD OF AVAILING SERVICES (in years)
	TRIBAL BENEFICIARIES


Number          Percentage
	TRIBAL NON-BENEFICIARIES


Number          Percentage
	TOTAL TRIBALS

	1
	Upto 2 years
	     30                    6.0
	      70                  14.0
	100

(10.0)

	2
	2—4 years
	     95                  19.0
	    265                  53.0 
	360

(36.0)

	3
	4—6 years
	   120                  24.0
	      95                  19.0
	215

(21.5)

	4
	Above 6 years
	   255                  51.0
	      70                  14.0
	325

(32.5)

	
	Total
	  500             100.0
	   500             100.0
	1000


It is clear from the Table that majority of the tribal beneficiaries viz., 51 per cent and 24 per cent of them in the survey area had been availing the services from the LAMPS for over and above the 6 years and over 4 years to 6 years respectively. As far as tribal non-beneficiaries were concerned, 67 per cent of them had been availing themselves of the integrated services from the LAMPS for the past four years only even though they were also admitted as members of the LAMPS from the beginning itself, due to their lack of interest.

(2) INTEGRATED SERVICES AVAILED BY THE SAMPLE TRIBALS:

(1) Availing of Credit facilities:

Table 4.34 reveals the quantum of financial assistance availed by the sample tribals in number of times from the LAMPS in the study area.


It could be seen from the table that the average amount of the loan availed by the tribal beneficiaries from the LAMPS was higher viz., Rs.5,498 than the tribal non-beneficiaries viz., Rs.4595 in the survey area, because most of the tribal non-beneficiaries pointed out that the burden of hereditary private debt, complicate loan procedures followed by the LAMPS and delay in sanction of the loans by the LAMPS were instrumental in forcing them to turn to the private traders and moneylenders again and again. Out of the sample tribals, about 56 per cent of the tribal beneficiaries received the loan from the LAMPS to the extent of Rs.3,501 to 5,000 for various purposes. Whereas 49 per cent of the tribal non-beneficiaries borrowed the loan from the LAMPS to the maximum amount of Rs.5,000/- only.

(2) Purchasing of agricultural inputs by the sample tribals:

Table 4.35 reflects the performance of the LAMPS in supplying the agricultural requisites to the sample tribals in the survey area.


It can be seen from the table that as high as 62 per cent of the tribal beneficiaries favoured the purchase of agricultural inputs regularly from the LAMPS again just 12 per cent of the tribal non-beneficiaries. In addition, the average value of the inputs purchases by the former group was higher than the latter group, viz., Rs.983 and Rs.595 respectively. The fundamental reason is that majority of the latter group beneficiaries not only purchased small quantity of agricultural inputs but also they were not regular purchasers of the inputs from the LAMPS, because most of them purchased the required inputs on credit from the private traders in the survey area.

(3) Marketing of agricultural produce by the sample tribals:

The table 4.36 portrays that only 30 per cent of the total sample tribals used to market their surplus agricultural produce through the LAMPS regularly in the survey area. The remaining sample tribals marketed their surplus produce both regularly and irregularly through the LAMPS according to their convenience. In addition, all the LAMPS in the study area were also not in the position to purchase entire surplus produce brought by the tribals to the societies due to their limited financial resource and lack of marketing support from their sister co-operatives. When compared to the tribal non-beneficiaries, a good number of tribal beneficiaries, viz., 48 per cent of the sample tribals marketed their surplus agricultural produce regularly through the LAMPS. While a majority of tribal non-beneficiaries were willing to market their surplus produce even at a low price mainly through the private traders and merchants in order to clear their old debts and to get easy payment. Hence the average value of agricultural produce marketed by these people through the LAMPS was less than the former group, viz., 997 and Rs.1810 respectively in the study area.

(4) Collecting and marketing of minor forest produce by the sample tribals:

One of the fundamental aims of the all the LAMPS for elimination of exploitation of tribals would be that the tribal should be able to get the correct price for whatever he brings to the market, whether it is the agricultural produce or the minor forest produce. Before organisation of the LAMPS, the tribals sold their produce either at the local markets or to the petty merchants and traders. They transported their produce to the market either by head load or by bus or by bullock cart. The trader or the moneylender or shopkeeper who was not of the tribal community, followed a variety of traditional weights and measures like vallam, marrakkal kandigai in the tribal areas in order to manipulate the weights and measures to suit them purposes. Even now the above traditional practices are prevailing in most of the tribal areas, because the barter system is still dominating the tribal market. In this connection, the government for the purchase of minor forest produce collected by the tribals through the LAMPS and the state organisation so that they are adequately compensated for their labour launched a special drive. The total value of collecting and marketing of minor forest produce through the LAMPS by the sample tribals in the survey area is shown in the table 4.37.


According to the table about 60 percent of the tribal beneficiaries marketed their collecting minor forest produce regularly through the LAMPS on an annual average of Rs.1692 against only 6% of the tribal non-beneficiaries on an annual average of Rs.525. On the other side majority of the tribal non-beneficiaries (58%) marketed their collection of minor forest produce through the LAMPS irregularly on an annual average value of Rs.1125 in the area under study. The main reason for such a irregularity found in the tribal market is that the private traders and merchants usually made an agreement with the tribal people 2 or 3 months before harvesting season by giving small amount as an advance money and forcing them to supply all their collecting minor forest produce at the price fixed by the former. And also, it is found that there was no uniform pattern among the LAMPS in the survey area either on the purchase of agricultural and minor forest produce or on the marketing of these produces due to poor marketing support from the co-operative marketing societies.

(5) Purchasing of essential consumer articles by the sample tribals:


It is observed from the table 4.38 that all the sample tribals in both groups invariably purchased the controlled and non-controlled commodities from the VSP shops in the survey area. But at the same time average value of goods purchased by the beneficiary group was higher than the non-beneficiary group, viz., Rs.130 and Rs.63 respectively due to regular income earned by the former group. In addition, about 54 per cent of the tribal beneficiaries purchased their essential consumer articles from these shops by paying cash ranged from Rs.50 to above Rs.150. Whereas 64 percent of the tribal non-beneficiaries purchased their essential articles by paying cash to the extent of Rs.50 only due to their poor income. Therefore most of these people purchased their household articles on credit from the private traders and this amount will be adjusted later by selling their surplus agricultural produce and minor forest produce to them at price offered by these people.

(3) SAMPLE TRIBALS’ SATISFACTION ABOUT INTEGRATED SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE LAMPS:

It is found that a good number of sample tribals, viz., 81 percent of non-beneficiaries and 29 percent of beneficiaries were not satisfied with some of the services like supply of credit due to cumbersome procedures, supply of agricultural inputs due to inadequate supply of required variety, and marketing of surplus produce due to limited purchase. Hence, the level of satisfaction was higher among the tribal beneficiaries than among the non-beneficiaries in the area under study.

ROLE OF THE LAMP SOCIETIES IN DEVELOPING TRIBAL ECONOMY

(1) Generating the Annual Income of the Sample Tribals:
The table 4.39 shows that the extent of increased annual income of the sample tribals in the survey area.


The table implies that invariably the entire sample tribals in the survey area accepted that their income had increased to a considerable extent after the setting up of the LAMPS in their areas. But, the extent of increased income was higher among the former group than the latter group. For instance, 42 percent and 35 percent of the tribal beneficiaries felt that their income had increased to a medium (Rs.3001-4500) and high (Rs.4501-6000) and very high (above Rs.6000) level respectively. As far as non-beneficiaries were concerned, only 39 percent and 16 percent have come under the medium and high-income category respectively and remaining 45 percent were under the low increased group.


The main reason for this difference is that the majority of the former group had been receiving concessional finance continuously from the LAMPS for taking up seasonal agricultural operations and other allied activities like dairy, poultry, bee-keeping etc., regularly on the one side and marketing of their surplus produce through the LAMPS on the other side to augment their income level unlike the latter group, because majority of the non-beneficiaries were dependent on private moneylenders and merchants for getting their credit and marketing of their produce for a long period.

(2) Increase in the Level of Savings and Investment of the Sample Tribals:

Broadly speaking almost all the sample tribals pointed out that there is a possibility of increasing their savings and investments by utilising the integrated services given by the LAMPS. When compared to the non-beneficiaries, the tribal beneficiaries were in a position to save and invest more and more out of their income by way of subscription of share capital from the LAMPS, deposit the surplus money in the near by banks, purchase of land, purchase of agricultural implements, purchase of livestock, purchase of jewels etc. An examination from the table 4.40 that about 43 per cent of the total beneficiaries had under the medium group (Rs.1501-2250) of savings and investment and 28 per cent of them were under the high (Rs.2251-3000) and very high group (above Rs.3000) due to their regular income coming from the agricultural operations and other allied activities. In addition, their average level of savings and investment had also, ranged from Rs.1137 to 3360 and the remaining non-beneficiaries were in a position to save and invest only to a small extent, viz., upto Rs.495 and the remaining non-beneficiaries were under the medium level of savings and investment to the maximum extent of Rs.1794 to their limited income as well as hereditary burden of indebtedness to the private money-lenders and merchants in the study area.

(3) Increase in the Financial Assistance given by the LAMPS to the Sample Tribals:

It is observed from the table 4.41 that all the sample tribals in the area under study had increased their dependence on LAMPS for getting loans and advances both for productive and unproductive purposes in order to avoid the borrowings from the private moneylenders. But the level of increased financial assistance received by the tribals from the LAMPS was different between the beneficiary and non-beneficiary group. An examination of the above table shows that nearly 44 per cent of the beneficiary groups have fallen under the high and very high increased group and the remaining 36 per cent of the same group under the medium group. In other words, majority of these group tribals avoided borrowing money from the private moneylenders. On the other hand, 41 per cent of the other groups were under the low increased group and rest of the 59 per cent only under the medium, high and very high increased group. Their average level of increased financial assistance from the LAMPS was also lesser (Rs.3729) than the former group (Rs.4665).


Till recently a considerable number of tribal non-beneficiaries depended on the private moneylenders to meet their credit needs as well as to market their produce, because they had not turned to the LAMPS to get the fresh loan due to their old dues. Thus it becomes obvious that the tribal beneficiaries not obtained larger amounts of loan per household from the LAMPS but also reduced their dependence on the non-tribals for getting the credit than the tribal non-beneficiaries in the survey area.

(4) Generation of the Employment Opportunities of the Sample Tribals:

A look into table 4.42 shows that nearly 84 percent of the tribal beneficiaries said that the employment days had increased on an average of 4.0 to 5.0 hours per day against the average increased hours of 2.0 to 2.5 only as mentioned by 75 percent of the tribal non-beneficiaries. There are many reasons behind the rise in the employment duration in the beneficiary areas than in the non-beneficiary area, because the tribal beneficiaries were very much interested in adopting modern methods of cultivation unlike the other group, to apply the agricultural inputs as suggested by the LAMPS and also to avail the short term and medium term concessional credit from the LAMPS without reluctance like the latter group regularly for taking up seasonal agricultural operations as well as other subsidiary activities like dairy, poultry, piggery, bee-keeping etc., during the off-season to augment their employment opportunities in the survey area.

(5) Improvement in the Standard of Living of the Sample Tribals:

It is apparent from table 4.43 that there is a significant trend in improving standard of living of the sample tribals in both groups in the area under study due to the integrated services arranged by the LAMPS. However, the impact of the LAMPS in improving the living standard of the tribals was more in the beneficiary areas than in the non-beneficiary areas. For instance nearly 70 percent of the tribals in the former group told that their standard of living had improved by medium, high and very level. From this, it could be realised that the level of living of these tribals had improved in such a level due to their constant income, level of savings and investment, availability of easy credit from the LAMPS, marketing of their surplus produce through the LAMPS, availability of agricultural inputs and consumer goods at fair price from the LAMPS. In contrary to this, majority of non-beneficiaries, viz., 56 percent of the tribals informed that their level of living had improved to the extent of low level and only 30 percent and 10 percent of the tribal agreed that their living standard had improved by medium and high level respectively, because of their limited earnings, poor savings capacity, heavy burden of the private debt, hereditary dependence on the private merchants and traders both for marketing of their produce and purchase of their consumer goods on credit from these people.

 (1) Correlation Coefficient Analysis:

(i) Integrated services and increased income: The table 4.44 portrays the inter-relationship of independent and dependent variables for the sample tribals in the area under study.


As seen from the above table that the integrated services such as supply of concessional credit, supply of agricultural requisites, marketing of agricultural produce and minor forest produce were all positively related with the increased income level of the sample tribals. A further look into the table 4.44 revealed that there was significant positive correlation at the 5 percent level between the above-integrated services and income level of the tribals in the area under study. In fact, these integrated services highly influenced the earning capacities of the tribals both directly and indirectly. Because of this reason, the level of income of the sample tribals depends on the availing services given by the LAMPS. It is found that the level of increasing was higher among the tribal beneficiaries that ranged from 0.324 to 0.622 (‘r’ value) than the non-beneficiaries. This has been found inconsistent with the hypothesis (i), i.e., “Integrated services offered by the LAMPS and high annual income of the tribals are interrelated”.

(iii) Integrated services and increased financial assistance: The interrelationship between the above two variables are analysed in the table 4.46.

It is clear from the table 4.46 that there was a significant relationship between the variables like integrated services and increased financial assistance. In addition, these two variables were positively related at the 5 percent level. From this, it is implied that the increased financial assistance given by the LAMPS to the tribals depends upon the supply of concessional credit, agricultural requisites, consumer good and marketing of agricultural produce and minor forest produce. Comparatively speaking the flow of credit from the LAMPS was greater to the beneficiary group (viz., ‘r’=0.333) than the other group (viz., ‘r’=0.211) due to availing the above services. In other words, more and more tribals in both groups were relieved from the clutches of private moneylenders and traders by availing the concessional credit from the LAMPS. Thus, the hypothesis (iii) viz., “By way of providing easy credit, the LAMPS help the tribals to free them from the clutches of moneylenders” was accepted in the research study.


The strength and weakness of the LAMPS in the survey area analysed above suggest that despite their shortcomings the LAMPS generally have made a positive contribution towards the improvement in the living standards of the tribals. Apart from this, access to institutional-credit and marketing supports, reduced interest burden on loan assistance, increased opportunities for employment and income generation, better income, easy availability of articles of essential consumption at reasonable prices, improvement in their bargaining position with traders—all these have helped in upgrading the economic status of the tribals over the years. Hence the LAMPS are taking vigorous steps to bring about an all round development of the tribal community in the hill areas. In short, the LAMP Co-operative Societies are acclaimed as effective instruments for socio-economic upliftment of the tribal people by providing easy and concessional integrated services in the hill tracts.
TABLE No. 4.34

Quantum of Concessional Credit availed by the Sample Tribals from the LAMPS and Number of Times they availed

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	No. of             Loan                       

times          amount       

availed
	Upto 3500
 
	3501 – 5000 
	Above 5000 
	Total
	Average
	Upto 3500
	3501 - 5000
	Above 5000
	Total
	Average

	1
	Once
	5

(7.1)
	10

(3.5)
	10

(6.7)
	75

(5.0)
	5,410
	105

(58.3)
	120

(48.98)
	55

(73.33)
	280

(56.0)
	4,875

	2
	Twice
	30

(42.9)
	150

(53.6)
	85

(56.6)
	265

(53.0)
	5,716
	40

(22.3)
	95

(38.8)
	15

(20.0)
	150

(30.0)
	4,700

	3
	Thrice
	15

(21.4)
	105

(37.5)
	45

(30.0)
	165

(33.0)
	5,310


	35

(19.44)
	30

(12.24)
	5

(6.7)
	70

(14.7)
	4,210

	4
	More than thrice
	20

(28.6)
	15

(5.4)
	10

(6.4)
	45

(9.0)
	5,474
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	
	Total
	70

(100.0)
	280

(100.0)
	150

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	5,478
	180

(100.0)
	245

(100.0)
	75

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	4,595


Range: Rs. 3,317 to 5,870

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No.4.35

Total Value of Agricultural Requisites purchased by the Sample Tribals from the LAMPS

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Particulars
	Upto 1000
 
	1001 – 2000 
	2001 –

3000
	Above 3000 
	Total
	Average
	Upto 1000
	1001-2000
	2001 - 3000
	Above 3000
	Total
	Average

	1
	Regular
	50

(58.8)
	185

(3.5)
	50

(66.7)
	25

(71.4)
	310

(62.0)
	1485
	20

(20.0)
	35

(11.9)
	5

(33.3)
	--
	60

(12.0
	570

	2
	Irregular
	10

(11.8)
	25

(53.6)
	5

(6.7)
	--
	40

(8.0)
	585
	65

(65.0)
	195

(66.7)
	10

(66.7)
	10

(100.0)
	280

(56.0
	660

	3
	Regular & Irregular
	25

(29.4)
	95

(37.5)
	20

(26.6)
	10

(28.6)
	150

(30.0)
	880


	15

(15.0)
	65

(22.0)
	--
	--
	80

(16.0
	560

	4
	Non- Purchaser
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	80

(16.0)
	--

	
	Total
	85

(100.0)
	305

(100.0)
	75

(100.0)
	35

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	983
	100

(100.0)
	295

(100.0)
	15

(100.0)
	10

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	595


Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.36

Total value of Agricultural produce marketed by the sample tribals through the LAMPS

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Particulars
	Upto 500
 
	501 – 1000 
	Above 1000 
	Total
	Average
	Upto 500
	501 - 1000
	Above 1000
	Total
	Average

	1
	Regular
	135

(61.3)
	85

(36.2)
	20

(44.4)
	240

(48.0)
	2,571
	30

(11.32)
	15

(12.00)
	95

(86.36)
	140

(9.0)
	816

	2
	Irregular
	40

(18.1)
	35

(14.9)
	10

(22.2)
	85

(17.0)
	1,170
	165

(62.26)
	80

(64.00)
	10

(9.09)
	255

(51.0)
	1,224

	3
	Regular & Irregular
	45

(20.6)
	115

(48.9)
	15

(33.4)
	175

(35.0)
	1,689
	70

(26.42)
	30

(24.00)
	5

(4.55)
	105

(21.0)
	951

	4
	Not for Sale
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	
	Total
	220

(100.0)
	235

(100.0)
	45

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	1,810
	265

(100.0)
	125

(100.0)
	110

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	997


Range: Rs. 948 to 3,381

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.37

Total value of Minor Forest Produce collected and marketed by the Sample Tribals through the LAMPS

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Particulars
	Upto 500
 
	501 – 1000 
	Above 1000 
	Total
	Average
	Upto 500
	501 - 1000
	Above 1000
	Total
	Average

	1
	Regular
	170

(60.7)
	115

(59.0)
	15

(60.0)
	300

(60.0)
	1,692
	25

(8.5)
	5

(6.7)
	--
	30

(6.0)
	525

	2
	Irregular
	30

(10.7)
	15

(7.7)
	--
	45

(9.0)
	915
	220

(74.6)
	60

(80.0)
	10

(100.0)
	290

(58.0)
	1,125

	3
	Regular & Irregular
	80

(28.6)
	65

(33.3)
	10

(40.0)
	155

(31.0)
	1,503
	50

(16.9)
	10

(13.3)
	--
	60

(12.0)
	951

	4
	Not for Sale
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	120

(24.0)
	--

	
	Total
	280

(100.0)
	195

(100.0)
	25

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	1,370
	265

(100.0)
	125

(100.0)
	110

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	997


Range: Rs. 765 to 3,213

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.38

Annual Value of Consumer Goods purchased by the Sample Tribals from the VSP Shops

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Particulars
	Controlled Items only
 
	Non-controlled Items only
	Controlled & Non-controlled items
	Total
	Average
	Controlled Items only
 
	Non-controlled Items only
	Controlled & Non-controlled items
	Total
	Average

	1
	Upto Rs.50
	75

(71.4)
	35

(53.8)
	120

(36.4)
	230

(46.0)
	45
	195

(83.0)
	10

(50.0)
	115

(46.9)
	320

(64.0)
	26

	2
	Rs.51 – 100
	30

(28.6)
	25

(38.5)
	105

(31.8)
	160

(32.0)
	98
	40

(17.0)
	10

(50.0)
	100

(40.9)
	150

(30.0)
	56

	3
	Rs. 101 – 150
	--
	5

(7.7)
	65

(19.7)
	70

(14.0)
	142
	--
	--
	30

(12.2)
	30

(6.0)
	107

	4
	Above Rs.150
	--
	--
	40

(12.1)
	40

(8.0)
	234
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	
	Total
	105

(100.0)
	65

(100.0)
	330

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	130
	235

(100.0)
	20

(100.0)
	245

(100.0)
	500

(100.0)
	63


Range: Rs. 21 to 196

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.39

Extent of Increased Gross Annual Income of the Sample Tribals

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Extent of increased annual income (in Rs.)
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Total Tribals

	1
	Low (Upto 3000)
	115
	23.0
	2493
	225
	45.0
	1245
	340

(34.0)

	2
	Medium (3001 - 4500)
	210
	42.0
	4236
	195
	39.0
	3570
	405

(40.5)

	3
	High (4501- 6000)
	110
	22.0
	5445
	80
	16.0
	4710
	190

(19.0)

	4
	Very High (above 6000)
	65
	13.0
	7860
	--
	--
	--
	65

(6.5)

	
	Total
	100
	100
	5009
	500
	100
	3175
	1000

(100.0)


Range: Rs. 1245 - 8532

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.40

Extent of Increased Savings and Investment of the Sample Tribals

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Extent of increased savings & Investment (in Rs.)
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Total Tribals

	1
	Low (Upto 1500)
	145
	29.0
	1137
	255
	51.0
	495
	400

(40.0)

	2
	Medium (1501 - 2250)
	215
	43.0
	1941
	245
	49.0
	1794
	460

(40.6)

	3
	High (2251- 3000)
	90
	18.0
	2565
	--
	--
	4710
	90

(9.0)

	4
	Very High (above 3000)
	50
	10.0
	3360
	--
	--
	--
	50

(5.0)

	
	Total
	500
	100
	2250
	500
	100
	1145
	1000

(100.0)


Range: Rs. 447 - 3945

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.41

Extent of Increased Financial Assistance received by the Sample Tribals from the LAMPS

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Extent of increased financial assistance (in Rs.)
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Number
	Percentage
	Average
	Total Tribals

	1
	Low (Upto 3000)
	100
	20.0
	2550
	205
	41.0
	1125
	305

(30.5)

	2
	Medium (3001 - 4500)
	180
	36.0
	4110
	245
	49.0
	3030
	425

(42.5)

	3
	High (4501- 6000)
	125
	25.0
	5550
	30
	6.0
	4695
	155

(15.5)

	4
	Very High (above 6000)
	95
	19.0
	8850
	20
	4.0
	6060
	115

(11.5)

	
	Total
	500
	100
	5265
	500
	100.0
	3728
	1000

(100.0)


Range: Rs. 885 - 8430

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.42

Extent of Increased Employment Opportunities of the Sample Tribals 

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Extent of increased financial assistance (in Rs.)
	Number
	Percentage
	Average

(hours)
	Number
	Percentage
	Average

(hours)
	Total Tribals

	1
	Upto one hour per day
	--
	--
	--
	125
	25.0
	1.0
	125

(12.5)

	2
	1 – 2 hours per day
	--
	--
	--
	260
	52.0
	2.0
	260

(26.0)

	3
	2 – 3 hours per day
	80
	16.0
	2.5
	115
	23.0
	2.5
	195

(19.5)

	4
	3 – 4 hours per day
	350
	70.0
	4.0
	--
	--
	--
	350

(35.0)

	5
	Above 4 hours per day
	70
	14.0
	5.0
	--
	--
	--
	70

(7.0)

	
	Total
	500
	100
	4.0
	500
	100.0
	2.0
	1000

(100.0)


Range: 1 – 5 hours

Note   : Figures in parentheses denote the percentages to column total

source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.43

Extent of Improved Standard of Living of the Sample Tribals 

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S. No.
	Extent of improved standard 

of living (in scores)
	Number
	Percentage
	Number
	Percentage
	Total Tribals

	1
	Low (Upto 50)
	150
	30.0
	280
	56.0
	430 (43.0)

	2
	Medium (55 – 75) 
	225
	45.0
	170
	34.0
	395 (39.5)

	3
	High (76 – 100)
	75
	15.0
	50
	10.0
	125 (12.5)

	4
	Very High (above 100)
	50
	10.0
	--
	--
	50 (5.0)

	
	Total
	500
	100.0
	500
	100.0
	1000 (100.0)



Range: 35 – 150 


Note: Figures in parenthesis indicate the percentage to column total


Source: Based on data collected from 1000 sample tribals

TABLE No. 4.44

Interrelationship between the Integrated Services and Increased Income of the Sample Tribals 

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Integrated                                       Income
Services
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Remarks

	1
	Supply of concessional credit
	0.512
	5.90
	1.96
	0.312
	3.25
	1.96
	Significant

	2
	Supply of agricultural requisites
	0.431
	4.73
	1.96
	0.231
	2.35
	1.96
	Significant

	3
	Supply of consumer goods
	0.163
	1.64
	1.96
	0.155
	1.55
	1.96
	Insignificant

	4
	Marketing of agricultural produce
	0.622
	7.86
	1.96
	0.205
	2.07
	1.96
	Significant

	5
	Marketing of minor forest produce
	0.324
	3.39
	1.96
	0.202
	2.04
	1.96
	Significant


TABLE No. 4.45

Interrelationship between the Integrated Services and Increased Savings and Investment of the Sample Tribals 

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Integrated                             Savings &          

Services                              Investment
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Remarks

	1
	Supply of concessional credit
	0.404
	4.37
	1.96
	0.218
	2.21
	1.96
	Significant

	2
	Supply of agricultural requisites
	0.249
	2.55
	1.96
	0.203
	2.05
	1.96
	Significant

	3
	Supply of consumer goods
	(-)0.198
	(-)2.00
	1.96*
	(-)0.235
	(-)2.39
	1.96
	Significant

	4
	Marketing of agricultural produce
	0.428
	4.69
	1.96
	0.238
	2.46
	1.96
	Significant

	5
	Marketing of minor forest produce
	0.267
	2.74
	1.96
	0.226
	2.29
	1.96
	Significant


· - Negatively Correlated
TABLE No. 4.46

Interrelationship between the Integrated Services and Increased Financial Assistance given by the LAMPS 

to the Sample Tribals 

	Tribal Beneficiaries
	Tribal Non-Beneficiaries

	S.

No.
	Integrated                             Financial          

Services                              Assistance
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Correlation

co-efficient (r)
	‘t’

Value
	Table value at 5% level
	Remarks

	1
	Supply of concessional credit
	0.642
	8.29
	1.96
	0.245
	2.50
	1.96
	Significant

	2
	Supply of agricultural requisites
	0.343
	3.61
	1.96
	0.202
	2.04
	1.96
	Significant

	3
	Supply of consumer goods
	0.223
	2.26
	1.96
	0.199
	2.01
	1.96
	Significant

	4
	Marketing of agricultural produce
	0.245
	2.50
	1.96
	0.206
	2.08
	1.96
	Significant

	5
	Marketing of minor forest produce
	0.213
	2.16
	1.96
	0.204
	2.06
	1.96
	Significant

	
	Overall
	0.333
	3.50
	1.96
	0.211
	2.14
	1.96
	Significant


