8.
Indira Awaas Yojana  (IAY)

8.1 
Introduction and Background


According to 1991 Census, the total rural housing shortage is 137.2 lakh in rural areas. There are about 103.1 lakh unserviceable kutcha houses which require up gradation in the rural areas. The Government of India announced, in 1998, a National Housing and Habitat Policy which aims at providing ‘Housing for All’ and facilitating the construction of 20 lakh additional housing units (13 lakh in Rural Areas and 7 lakh in Urban Areas) annually, with emphasis on extending benefits to the poor and the deprived. An Action Plan for Rural Housing has, accordingly, been prepared. A total allocation of Rs. 1710 crores had been made during 2000-2001 under ‘rural housing’ to implement the Action Plan, which has been approved with the objective of providing "Shelter for All" by ending shelterlessness by the end of the Ninth Plan period and conversion of all unserviceable kutcha houses to pucca/semi pucca by the end of the Tenth Plan period, through the construction of additional 13 lakh houses annually. The Action Plan consists of a number of schemes such as the Indira Awaas Yojana (IAY); the Pradhan Mantri Gramodaya Yojana- Gramin Awaas, the Credit-cum- Subsidy Scheme for Rural Housing; and the Samagra Awaas Yojana. The equity contribution by Ministry of Rural Development to HUDCO has also been enhanced.

The Indira Awaas Yojana (IAY) is being implemented since the year 1985-86 to provide grant based assistance for construction of dwelling units to members of Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and freed bonded labourers and non-Scheduled Castes/Scheduled Tribes living Below the Poverty Line in the rural areas. The scheme initially functioned as a sub scheme of erstwhile JRY. From the year 1993-94, the scope of the scheme was extended to cover non-Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes rural poor subject to the condition that the benefit to non SC/ST would not be more than 40% of the IAY allocation. The benefits of the Scheme have also been extended to the families of ex-servicemen of the armed and paramilitary forces killed in action and Below the Poverty Line disabled persons living in the rural areas. From January 1996, the IAY became an independent Scheme.

The funding pattern of IAY is on 75:25 basis between the Centre and the States. During 1999-2000, the allocation of funds under Indira Awaas Yojana to the States/UTs had been made, based on poverty ratios, as approved by the Planning Commission and rural housing shortage (Census 1991). Both parameters have been accorded equal weightage. Similarly, allocation from States to Districts have been made on the basis of proportion of SC/ST population and housing shortage. The ceiling on construction assistance under the Indira Awaas Yojana currently is Rs.20,000/- per unit for plain areas and Rs. 22,000/- for hilly/difficult areas. 

The District Rural Development Agencies (DRDAs)/Zilla Parishads decide the number of houses to be constructed in each panchayat under IAY, during a particular financial year, on the basis of allocations made and targets fixed. Thereafter, the Gram Sabha is required to select the beneficiaries restricting its number to the target allotted from the list of eligible households, according to the guidelines and as per priorities fixed. 

As the need for upgradation of unserviceable kutcha houses in the rural areas is acutely felt, with effect from April 1999. 20% of the IAY allocation had been earmarked for conversion of unserviceable kutcha houses into pucca/semi pucca houses. A maximum assistance of Rs. 10,000/- per unit is provided for conversion of unserviceable kutcha houses into pucca/semi pucca.

Further, the allotment of dwelling units is to be made in the name of a female member of the beneficiary household or alternatively, in the name of both husband and wife. Sanitary latrine and smokeless chullah are integral parts of the IAY house. The construction of the house is the responsibility of the beneficiary. The IAY house is not to be constructed and delivered by any external agency such as government departments, NGOs, etc. No specific type design has been stipulated for an IAY house. Choice of design, technology and materials for construction of an IAY house is the sole discretion of the beneficiaries. 

The Central allocation under IAY for 2000-2001 is Rs. 1613.69 crore for construction of 1244320 houses. Out of this 20% of the funds amounting to Rs. 322.78 crore, have been earmarked for upgradation of unserviceable kutcha houses into pucca/semi pucca houses. About 64 lakh houses have been constructed under IAY since inception of the Scheme. Around Rs. 10662.55 crore expenditure have been incurred since inception of the Scheme under IAY. 

Indira Awaas Yojana has been evaluated by the Programme Evaluation Organisation of the Planning Commission which carried out a Quick Study of the IAY in 1992-93. According to the evaluation done by the Planning Commission 86.4% of the houses constructed under the Yojana were occupied and lived in. Again about 84% of the households expressed satisfaction/partial satisfaction with the houses given to them. The main reasons for their satisfaction with the IAY houses were able to satisfy socio-cultural needs’ suits life style, good construction, etc. Concurrent Evaluation on IAY is in progress.

The Credit-Cum-Subsidy Scheme for Rural Housing. was launched in1st April, 1999 for households having annual income upto Rs.32,000/-. While subsidy is restricted to Rs.10,000/-, the maximum loan amount that can be availed is Rs.40,000/-. The subsidy portion is shared by the Centre and the State in 75:25 ratio. The loan portion is to be disbursed by the commercial banks, housing finance institutions etc. During 1999-2000, an amount of Rs. 60.69 crore was released under the scheme. Rs.150crore has been allocated under the Scheme for construction of 1.09 lakh houses during 2000-2001.

8.2
Progress of the IAY in UP
The expenditure in U.P under Indira Awaas Yojana was Rs. 266.5 crore during 2000-2001 for the construction of 154,697 houses. Over the cumulative period of the scheme (1985-86 to 2000-2001), a total expenditure of Rs. 2026 crores was incurred in the State on the construction of approximately 1.26 million houses.

Table 8.1 shows the progress of the scheme in UP, since it’s inception in 1985-86. During the period 1985-86 and 1992-93, the number of units constructed under the programme varied from 16487 (year of inception) to 32947 (1989-90).  There was a sharp increase in the expenditure as well as the number of houses constructed in 1993-94 and 1995-96, with the number of houses constructed rising to 47,722 in 1993-94 and 50,908 houses in 1994-95. From 1995-96, there was another sharp jump in the expenditure on the programme as well its physical achievement. Between 1994-95 and 1995-96, the expenditure on the programme jumped from Rs. 64.12 crores to Rs. 232.83 crores. The numbers of houses constructed increased to 192,484. The unit costs were increased in the following year to Rs. 20000 which resulted in a fall in the number of houses constructed which, however, remained over 1.5 lakh units for most years. 

	Table 8.1: Progress of Indira Awaas Yojana in U.P

	Sl. No.
	Year
	Expenditure

(Crores)
	No. of Constructed

Houses
	Unit Cost in Gen./Diff

(Rs.)

	1
	1985-86
	13.29
	16467
	9000/10800

	2
	1986-87
	22.18
	25191
	9000/10800

	3
	1987-88
	23.6
	25709
	9000/10800

	4
	1988-89
	24.65
	23871
	9000/10800

	5
	1989-90
	29.53
	32947
	9000/10800

	6
	1990-91
	25.56
	25300
	12700/14500

	7
	1991-92
	23.03
	20262
	12700/14500

	8
	1992-93
	29.33
	22218
	12700/14500

	9
	1993-94
	55.85
	47722
	14000/15800

	10
	1994-95
	64.12
	50908
	14000/15800

	11
	1995-96
	232.83
	192984
	14000/15800

	12
	1996-97
	276.75
	146870
	20000/22000

	13
	1997-98
	288.41
	137396
	20000/22000

	14
	1998-99
	371.51
	181274
	20000/22000

	15
	1999-00
	279.57
	155248
	20000/22000

	16
	2000-01
	266.5
	154697
	20000/22000

	
	Total
	2026.71
	1259064
	

	Source: Department of Rural Development, UP
	


The IAY is one of the most popular schemes of the Government for the poor and, through successive modifications, has achieved its objective reasonably well. In the initial phase, the scheme started with the plan of constructing house and allotting it to the selected beneficiaries, but the houses constructed were so poorly built, with poor quality materials that most of them were not fit for residential purposes. Subsequently, the selected beneficiaries are given direct assistance in two instalments to construct houses as per their own requirement. This has led to an improvement in the quality of houses constructed with beneficiaries supplementing the assistance in cash or kind.

8.3 
Results from Field Survey

The field survey covered 298 beneficiaries of Indira Awaas Yojana and recorded case histories of a number of them. The largest proportion of these beneficiaries were in the sample villages of Western UP (30.2%), followed by the Eastern region (25.5 %). Although the Hill region and Bundelkhand are similar in population, 14.4 percent of the beneficiaries came from the former and 9.3 percent from the latter.

	Table 8.2: Regional-wise Distribution of Beneficiaries of Housing Schemes

	Region
	Total
	%

	Hill
	43
	14.4

	West
	90
	30.2

	Central
	60
	20.1

	Bundelkhand
	29
	9.7

	East
	76
	25.5

	Total
	298
	100.0


Source: Household Survey

Table 8.3: Social-group wise Distribution of Beneficiaries of Housing Schemes
	Region
	Upper Caste
	O.B.C.
	SC/ST
	Muslims
	Other Caste
	Total

	Hill
	20.9
	0.0
	76.7
	0.0
	2.3
	100.0

	West
	0.0
	22.2
	70.0
	7.8
	0.0
	100.0

	Central
	5.0
	8.3
	80.0
	6.7
	0.0
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	6.9
	0.0
	89.7
	3.5
	0.0
	100.0

	East
	7.9
	21.1
	68.4
	2.6
	0.0
	100.0

	Total
	6.7
	13.8
	74.5
	4.7
	0.3
	100.0


Source: Household Survey
Since the programme is specifically targeted towards the SC/ST, nearly three-quarter of beneficiary households came from this background and only 6.7 percent were from the upper castes. SC/ST beneficiaries predominated among the beneficiaries in all the regions. Upper castes had a higher representation only in the Hills where they formed 20 percent of the beneficiaries.

Only 7.3 percent of the beneficiaries of the housing schemes owned more than 2.5 acres of land. The highest proportion in this category were in the Bundelkhand region (37.9%). Landless households (owning less than 0.05 acres of land) comprised 29.9 percent of the sample beneficiaries and predominated in the Western region (43.3 percent)

Table 8.4: Distribution of Beneficiaries of Housing Schemes acc. to Land Owned
	Region
	<=.05
	.05-.5
	.5-1.24
	1.24-2.49
	2.49-4.99
	4.99-10.0
	> 10.0
	Total

	Hill
	16.3
	41.9
	30.2
	11.6
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	100.0

	West
	43.3
	12.2
	20.0
	18.9
	5.6
	0.0
	0.0
	100.0

	Central
	26.7
	23.3
	21.7
	21.7
	5.0
	1.7
	0.0
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	24.1
	0.0
	6.9
	31.0
	24.1
	10.3
	3.5
	100.0

	East
	26.3
	34.2
	26.3
	10.5
	2.6
	0.0
	0.0
	100.0

	Total
	29.9
	23.2
	22.2
	17.5
	5.7
	1.3
	0.3
	100.0


Source: Household Survey
The distribution of beneficiaries by household income level shows that 20.4 percent had an income level above Rs. 20,000, whereas more than half had an income below Rs. 10,000 and 69.2 percent has an income below Rs. 15,000.

Table 8.5: Distribution of Beneficiaries of Housing Schemes acc. to Annual Household Income (Rs.)
	Region
	0-10000
	10001-15000
	15001-20000
	20001-25000
	above 25000
	Total

	Hill
	39.5
	25.6
	7.0
	9.3
	18.6
	100.0

	West
	54.4
	14.4
	12.2
	8.9
	10.0
	100.0

	Central
	60.0
	18.3
	11.7
	5.0
	5.0
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	37.9
	34.5
	10.3
	0.0
	17.2
	100.0

	East
	50.0
	13.2
	9.2
	14.5
	13.2
	100.0

	Total
	50.7
	18.5
	10.4
	8.7
	11.7
	100.0


Source: Household Survey
The highest proportion of low income beneficiary households (income below Rs 15,000) were in the Central and Bundelkhand regions, while the highest proportion of high income households (income exceeding Rs. 20,000) were in the Hill and Eastern regions.


In relation to poverty line, 29.2 percent of the sample beneficiaries currently had per capita consumption levels 25 percent higher than the threshold poverty line level and another 13.4 percent also had consumption levels above the poverty line level. The proportion of beneficiary households above the poverty line was highest in the sample in the Hill region (79.1 % of beneficiary households) and the Western region (44.5 %).

Table 8.6: Distribution of Beneficiaries of Housing Schemes in Relation to Poverty Line

	Region
	Very Poor
	Poor
	Not Poor
	Well off
	Total

	Hill
	4.7
	16.3
	14.0
	65.1
	100.0

	West
	28.9
	26.7
	16.7
	27.8
	100.0

	Central
	40.0
	30.0
	13.3
	16.7
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	37.9
	34.5
	6.9
	20.7
	100.0

	East
	38.2
	26.3
	11.8
	23.7
	100.0

	Total
	30.9
	26.5
	13.4
	29.2
	100.0


Source: Household Survey
Of the total 296 sample beneficiaries, 61 or 21.5 percent received benefits before 1990 while 80 (26.9 %) received benefits between 1990 and 1995. The expansion of the programme after 1995 is suggested by the fact that 157 or 52.7 percent of the sample beneficiaries received assistance after 1995.
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The proportion of female beneficiaries is also the largest among the poverty alleviation programmes. Of the total sample beneficiaries, 129 or 43.3 percent were women.
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The programme has made a transition from the provision of houses to beneficiaries to the provision of assistance in cash giving greater flexibility to the beneficiary to utilise the grant according to his/her own preference. In the sample as a whole, one-third of the beneficiaries in cash while two-third of the beneficiaries received assistance in kind. The number of instalments in which the grant has been received has also been reduced. Among the sample beneficiaries, more than half received the assistance in two instalments. But more than one-fifth of  the beneficiaries had received only one instalment till the date of survey.
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A large proportion of the beneficiaries contribute their own labour in the construction their houses. However, the labour contribution does not appear to be very major. 
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Only 5.4 percent of the beneficiaries contributed more than 60 labour days. On the other hand, many beneficiaries also supplement the governmental assistance with their own financial resources which is often a major component of the cost incurred in the construction. In fact, in a proportion of the cases, governmental assistance plays a role in subsidising the cost of construction of an apparently well-to-do household. In nearly 30 percent cases, the household’s financial contribution exceeded Rs. 60,000 while in another 11.9 percent cases, it was between Rs 6,000 and Rs. 60,000. Field observations naturally show that the best constructed houses are those where beneficiaries have added substantial contributions of their own.
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It is apparent that despite leakages and other problems, the housing programmes have made a significant contribution in providing shelter to a number of poor households who otherwise might have remained without adequate shelter.  More than three-quarters of the houses constructed or upgraded were still considered to be in a satisfactory condition.
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More than four-fifth of the houses constructed were being currently used for human habitation purposes. The remaining were being used as cattle sheds, for storing goods, or were kept empty or were completely unserviceable.
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But the overall level of satisfaction of the programme is not high. Only about 38 percent of the beneficiaries were satisfied with the programme as a whole. Three major sets of reasons were cited for low satisfaction with the programme. First, in about 7 percent of the cases (old beneficiaries) the houses were of very low quality. Second, in 17.5 percent of the cases, the assistance was considered to be too low. Third, in about 38 percent of the cases, the respondents were dissatisfied with the programme on account of the high level of deductions which were made by the intermediaries. 
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Payments and deductions are rife in the scheme. The beneficiaries spent money at various stages to get the assistance: some to get their names sponsored, some to get the money sanctioned and some to get it encashed. Only a handful of beneficiaries reported not having to pay any money and having received the full amount of the grant. The amount of payment/deductions ranged from Rs. 2000 to Rs. 7000 in these cases. Those who received the payments included the development functionaries, the Bank functionaries, elected officials (Pradhan or Block Development Committee member) or other middlemen. 

As discussed earlier, not all the beneficiaries selected under the scheme were from below the poverty line (BPL), nor were they among the poorest families the village. Since the selection process was vitiated by bribes, many less deserving households were able to get their names included and grants sanctioned. 

In a few cases, previously constructed houses were shown to be constructed under the scheme. In some other cases, beneficiaries could not complete the construction of  their houses because of shortage of finance and deduction from the grant or non-receipt of instalments.

8.4
CONCLUSION: AN ASSESSMENT OF THE IAY IN UP
The only housing scheme of the poor evaluated here is the IAY since no cases of credit-cum-subsidy schemes were found. With the increase in flexibility that has been incorporated in the scheme, most recent beneficiaries have been able to construct serviceable houses, after supplementing state assistance with their own contributions in cash or labour. However, deductions made either for inclusion in the beneficiary list or for sanction of the grant, combined with grants that are already considered inadequate has led to a low level of satisfaction with the programme. In the focus group discussions, a general refrain of the beneficiaries was that the existing amount of grant was no longer adequate for constructing a house. Further, it was emphasised that some way had to be found to check corruption and ensure that the full amount of assistance was received. It was also felt that the grant should be paid in one or, at the most, two instalments. The procedure of disbursal of grants should be simplified and made more transparent. Beneficiaries felt that the prescribed procedure of disbursing money to groups of beneficiaries by arranging melas could be helpful in this respect.

9.

Distribution of Land on Patta

U.P is one of the States where allotment of gram sabha or ceiling surplus land has made a significant dent on landlessness. Studies have shown that even meagre amounts of land allotment add to the economic security of the allottees and enhance their social status. For this reason, the allotment of patta land is considered to be one of the most popular programmes by the rural poor. The allotment of homestead land is similarly valued by those sections of the poor who are shelterless due to lack of the homestead  land. 

The significance of the land distribution programme in U.P is also shown by the fact that the programme covered the largest number of sample households (398) in the sample.  Out of these, the highest proportion of the sample beneficiaries were in the Western region (26.3%), followed by the Central region (24.8 %) and the Eastern region (23.3 percent). The two sample villages in the Bundelkhand region claimed 17.5 percent beneficiaries.

	Table: 9.1 Regional Distribution of Beneficiaries of Land Distribution

	Region
	Total
	%

	Hill
	33
	8.3

	West
	105
	26.3

	Central
	99
	24.8

	Bundelkhand
	70
	17.5

	East
	93
	23.3

	Total
	400
	100.0


Source: Field Survey


Sixty-two percent of the beneficiaries were from the SC/ST, while the OBC formed 31 percent of the total. The highest proportion of SC/ST beneficiaries were in the sample villages in the Hill region, followed by the Bundelkhand.

	Table: 9.2 Social-group wise distribution of Beneficiaries of Land Distribution

	Region
	Upper Caste
	O.B.C.
	SC/ST
	Muslims
	Total

	Hill
	9.1
	0.0
	90.9
	0.0
	100.0

	West
	0.0
	41.9
	55.2
	2.9
	100.0

	Central
	4.0
	23.2
	66.7
	6.1
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	2.9
	28.6
	68.6
	0.0
	100.0

	East
	4.3
	39.8
	49.5
	6.5
	100.0

	Total
	3.3
	31.0
	62.0
	3.8
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

Just over a quarter of the beneficiary households currently had a household income exceeding Rs. 20,000 while about two-third of the households had an income level below Rs. 15,000. The largest proportion of income poor households were in the Bundelkhand region (71.4 percent) and the Central region (71.7 %).

	Table: 9.3 Distribution of Beneficiaries of Land Distribution acc. To Annual Household Income (Rs.)

	Region
	0-10000
	10001-15000
	15001-20000
	20001-25000
	above 25000
	Total

	Hill
	27.3
	27.3
	6.1
	3.0
	36.4
	100.0

	West
	54.3
	17.1
	3.8
	3.8
	21.0
	100.0

	Central
	60.6
	11.1
	9.1
	6.1
	13.1
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	54.3
	17.1
	7.1
	2.9
	18.6
	100.0

	East
	43.0
	14.0
	10.8
	7.5
	24.7
	100.0

	Total
	51.0
	15.8
	7.5
	5.0
	20.8
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

	Table. 9.4 Distribution of Beneficiaries of Land Distribution in relation to Poverty Line

	Region
	Very Poor
	Poor
	Not Poor
	Well off
	Total

	Hill
	3.0
	12.1
	24.2
	60.6
	100.0

	West
	16.2
	25.7
	22.9
	35.2
	100.0

	Central
	38.4
	25.3
	14.1
	22.2
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	37.1
	32.9
	12.9
	17.1
	100.0

	East
	41.9
	23.7
	11.8
	22.6
	100.0

	Total
	30.3
	25.3
	16.5
	28.0
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

Currently 44.5 percent of the beneficiary households were below the poverty line and 28 percent had consumption levels exceeding the poverty line level by more than 25 percent. The highest proportion of sample beneficiary households above the poverty line were in the Hill region (84.8 %) followed by beneficiary households in the Western region (48.1%).

Two-thirds of the allotments had been made to the beneficiary households prior to 1990. One-sixth each of the allotments had been made between 1990 and 1995 and after 1995.
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The main features of the land distribution programme in U.P, based on the present study are discussed below.

Current policy requires that the pattas are distributed either in the name of female beneficiaries or jointly in the name of female and male beneficiaries. Of the total number of beneficiaries in the sample, 87 percent were reported to be male and 13 percent were female. 
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The principal category of land received under the programme was gram samaj land. In the sample, eighty-five percent beneficiaries received Gram Samaj land while about 11 percent received ceiling surplus land. Nearly 4 percent beneficiaries did not know the category of land received under patta.

Fourteen percent of the pattas were for homestead land while 86 percent were for cultivated land. 

Forty-four percent of the pattas were below half acre, while another 33 percent were between 0.5 and 1.25 acres. Twenty percent of the pattas were for holdings between 1.25 and 2.50 acres. Only 3 percent pattas were for holdings above 2.5 acres (approximately 1 hectare).
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There were a number of cases in which allottees had still not been able to take possession of the patta land or the process had taken several years. At the time of survey, 7.3 percent of the allottees (30) had not been able to take possession of their patta land. This was often because the land allotted to them was in the adverse possession of a dominant person. In some cases, the same piece of land had been allotted to several persons. There were a few cases where allottees had to enter into a protracted legal battle to try and gain possession of the land.
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The land allotted was generally of poor quality. Of the land allotted, only 13 percent was of average quality. Forty-five percent of the holdings were of low fertility, while 29 percent of allotments were on usar (sodic) land (12 percent allotments were of homestead land).

Although improvements had taken place in the allotment holdings, a much lower percentage of patta holdings were irrigated compared to the average. 
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The distribution of land is taken to be the first stage in the land reform process and government policy envisages a further role for itself through the provision of financial assistance so that the landless cultivator can undertake necessary land improvement and purchase cooperant inputs for starting production. However, the study shows that government financial assistance was received in only 7.5 percent of the cases. The total financial assistance received by the allottees was less than Rs. 500 in 36.7 percent of the cases, and between Rs. 500 and 1000 in 40 percent of the cases. 

	Table:9.5  Amount of Government Assistance Received

	Amount of govt. assistance
	Number
	Percent

	Less than Rs. 500
	11
	36.7

	500-1000
	12
	40.0

	1000-1500
	3
	10.0

	1500-3000
	4
	13.3

	Total
	30
	100.0


Source: Household Survey

Some among the allottees who received patta on unculturable land, were assisted by the Government to develop the land under the Usar Sudhar Yojana. They were given guidance and necessary materials to make the land culturable. Most of these allottees belonged to one study village, Kudikapur, where the World Bank assisted Sodic Lands Programme was being implemented.

Although government financial assistance was very limited, since allottees attach considerable value to the land allotted to them, they had spent considerable resources, both in the form of their own or family labour, in improving the quality of land allotted. For instance, two-fifth of the allottees spent more than 30 days in land improvement.

	Table 9.6: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

	Labour Days
	Number
	Percent

	0-10
	107
	40.5

	20-30
	50
	18.9

	30-35
	31
	11.7

	35-40
	12
	4.6

	More than 40
	64
	24.2

	Total
	264
	100.0


Source: Household Survey

Cash outlays were also made by the allottees for land improvement. Sixty-one percent of the allottees spent more than Rs. 500 in land improvement, while 38 percent spent more than Rs. 1000 and 12.4 percent spent more than Rs. 4000. Thus, allottees spent far more on land improvement from their own pockets than was received from the government.

	Table 9.7: Cash spent in Land Improvement

	Cash investment
	Number
	Percent

	0-500
	47
	38.8

	500-1000
	28
	23.1

	1000-2000
	16
	13.2

	2000-3000
	8
	6.6

	3000-4000
	7
	5.8

	More than 4000
	15
	12.4

	Total
	121
	100.0
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Whereas the prescribed procedure was followed in some villages to identify beneficiaries, in many cases bribes paid the pivotal role in their selection. Thus, while some of beneficiaries got the patta without spending any money, most had make payments to the Pradhans, the Lekhpal, other Tahsil officials, the Police, and other middlemen. 
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The sums paid ranged from a paltry Rs. 100 to Rs. 5000 for a single patta. Payments were made for inclusion in the list of beneficiaries, for measurement of land, for gaining possession etc. Failure to pay the Lekhpal resulted in the allotment remains on paper only.

	Table 9.8: If any amount paid, to whom?

	
	Number
	Percent

	Pradhan
	36
	20.8

	Lekhpal
	132
	76.3

	Others
	5
	2.9

	Total
	173
	100.0


Source: Household Survey

CONCLUSION: LAND DISTRIBUTION AND SCOPE FOR FURTHER LAND REFORMS IN UP
Wealth ranking exercises carried out for this study (see chapter 13) show that there is a strong correlation between the land owning status of a household and its general economic status. UP is one of the leading states in terms of the total government land distributed to land-poor households. However, most of the land distributed is government land and there is still a large gap between the ceiling land which could have been potentially acquired and distributed and actual ceiling land distributed. In many of the study villages, land available for distribution has virtually been exhausted but landlessness still exists and there is considerable demand for patta land. This has created a strong sense of discrimination among those landless households who have not received land on patta. As with all the other programmes, the process of beneficiary identification and the allotment/demarcation of land is often marred by hefty demand for deductions which the genuine claimants for such land are often not able to meet. Possession is also difficult to secure in a number of cases. Complementary state assistance has also not been forthcoming. Despite all these problems, the programme is still valued by the poor who are able to improve the productivity of the poor quality land allotted to them through their labour and resources. 

It is evident, that in the absence of alternative secure employment, the rural poor in UP value ownership and access to a small plot of land. It is therefore important that the issue of land reform be revisited with a view to increasing the access of the poor to cultivable land. Different aspects of this problem such as tenancy reform, improving the land market and improving the access of the poor to purchased through provision of long-term credit, the issue of absentee ownership, and land ceilings, should be comprehensively reviewed on an urgent basis.

10.
Pension SCHEMES

Although U.P does not have a comprehensive social protection policy for the rural poor, it was one of the first States to introduce an old age pension, in addition to a widowhood pension scheme and a disability pension scheme. 

At the Central level, the government of India introduced the National Social Assistance Programme (NSAP) in 1995-96, which consists of three separate Schemes, namely, National Old Age Pension Scheme (NOAPS), National Family Benefit Scheme (NFBS) and National Maternity Benefit Scheme (NMBS). The NSAP Programme introduced a national policy for social security assistance to the poor families and represented a significant step towards the fulfilment of the Directive Principles in Articles 21 and 22 of the Constitution, recognising the concurrent responsibility of the Central and State Governments in the matter. The NSAP is a Centrally Sponsored Programme to extend 100 per cent Central assistance to the States/UTs to provide the benefits under it in accordance with the norms, guidelines and conditions laid down by the Central Government. 

The Central Scheme allows for an old age pension of Rs. 75. By merging this with the State scheme, the State government has been able to raise the amount of pension to Rs. 125 and uniformity has been achieved in the level of payment in the three pension schemes.

This study covered all the three pension schemes operational in the rural areas – the State assisted widowhood pension scheme along with the disability pension scheme and the National Old Age Pension Scheme covered by the NSAP.

Under the National Old Age Pension Scheme (NOAPS) the coverage extends to old persons who are destitute in the sense of having no regular means of subsistence from their own sources of income or through financial support from family members or other sources. The age of the applicant (male or female) should be 65 years or above. The applicant must be a destitute in the sense of having little or no regular means of subsistence from his /her own sources of income or through financial support from family members or other sources. The amount of pension is Rs.75/- per month per beneficiary. The State Government may add to this amount from their own sources. An upper ceiling on the number of beneficiaries for a State/UT is prescribed by the Central Government. 

As stated above the U.P State government, has in addition, a number of schemes to provide protective social security to selected vulnerable groups. 

Under the Old Age/Kisan pension scheme, persons who are above 60 years and have a monthly income of less than Rs. 225 or own land less than 2.5 acres can be provided a pension of Rs. 125 per month (known as Kinas pension in the rural areas). The State government has fixed a target of 250,173 persons to be provided pensions under the State plan budget. During 2001-02, an outlay of Rs. 4011 lakhs has been made to cover the existing beneficiaries.

Under the Viklang Pension scheme, destitute handicapped having a monthly income of less than Rs. 225 are provided a pension of Rs. 125 per month. During 1997-98/1998-99, 138,680 persons were covered with a sum of Rs. 2008.69 lakes. In 1999-2000, 65480 persons were covered with an expenditure of Rs. 1195.63 lakh. During 2000-01, 83,265 persons have been benefited with an expenditure of Rs. 1248.98 lakh. For 2001-02, an allocation of Rs. 1154.62 lakh has been proposed to meet the committed liabilities and will benefit 96975 persons.

Destitute widows whose annual income is less than Rs. 12000, are given a maintenance grant of Rs. 125 per month. Currently there are 504,495 widow pensioners, of whom 328,656 are paid pensions from non-plan funds while the remaining are paid out of plan funds. In selecting beneficiaries, priority is required to be given to destitute widows of an younger age. The responsibility of sanctioning and implementing the scheme has now been delegated to the panchayats. The cheques are handed over to the panchayats who are expected to distribute it to the pensioners in an open meeting.

Results from Fieldwork

A total of 211 beneficiaries of pension schemes were interviewed in the study. These included 36.5 percent males and 63.5 percent females. 
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The highest percentage of the beneficiaries came from the Western region (40 percent), followed by the Eastern region (26.8 percent).

	Table: 10.1 Region-wise Distribution of Beneficiaries of Pension Schemes

	Region
	Total
	%

	Hill
	23
	11.2

	West
	82
	40.0

	Central
	30
	14.6

	Bundelkhand
	15
	7.3

	East
	55
	26.8

	Total
	205
	100.0


Source: Field Survey
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Figure 10.2 Distribution of Pensioners by Caste


About forty-two percent came from scheduled castes/tribes while 36.6 percent were from the Other Backward castes. Upper caste beneficiaries constituted 16.1 percent of all beneficiaries. In the Hills, upper castes constituted 65.2 percent of the beneficiaries.

Table. 10.2 Social-group wise Distribution of Beneficiaries of Pension Schemes
	Region
	Upper Caste
	O.B.C.
	SC/ST
	Muslims
	Total

	Hill
	65.2
	0.0
	34.8
	0.0
	100.0

	West
	8.5
	36.6
	51.2
	3.7
	100.0

	Central
	16.7
	26.7
	36.7
	20.0
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	13.3
	46.7
	33.3
	6.7
	100.0

	East
	7.3
	54.6
	34.6
	3.6
	100.0

	Total
	16.1
	36.6
	41.5
	5.9
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

Land ownership among the beneficiary households is small with only 11.2 percent owning more than 2.5 acres of land. As with other schemes such beneficiaries were more predominant in the Bundelkhand region (33.4 percent). More than a quarter of the beneficiary households was landless with landless households forming the largest chunk of beneficiary households in the Western region.

Table 10.3.  Distribution of Beneficiaries of Pension Schemes acc. to land ownership category

	Region
	<=.05
	.05-.5
	.5-1.24
	1.24-2.49
	2.49-4.99
	4.99-10.0
	> 10.0
	Total

	Hill
	17.4
	30.4
	26.1
	26.1
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	100.0

	West
	42.7
	22.0
	19.5
	8.5
	4.9
	1.2
	1.2
	100.0

	Central
	20.0
	13.3
	26.7
	20.0
	16.7
	0.0
	3.3
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	6.7
	6.7
	0.0
	53.3
	20.0
	6.7
	6.7
	100.0

	East
	14.6
	40.0
	23.6
	10.9
	5.5
	5.5
	0.0
	100.0

	Total
	26.3
	25.4
	21.0
	16.1
	7.3
	2.4
	1.5
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

The distribution of beneficiaries by household income level shows that 21 percent had incomes exceeding Rs. 20,000 per year while 58.1 percent fell in the poorest category with incomes below Rs. 10,000 per year. Such households were the most numerous in the Bundelkhand (73.3%) and in the Central region (63.3 percent) but they formed a relatively low proportion of beneficiary households in Eastern UP (49.1 percent).

Table 10.4 Beneficiaries of Pension Schemes by Annual Income Group (in Rs. per hh)

	Region
	0-10000
	10001-15000
	15001-20000
	20001-25000
	above 25000
	Total

	Hill
	60.9
	17.4
	8.7
	8.7
	4.4
	100.0

	West
	58.5
	17.1
	4.9
	6.1
	13.4
	100.0

	Central
	63.3
	16.7
	6.7
	6.7
	6.7
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	73.3
	6.7
	6.7
	0.0
	13.3
	100.0

	East
	49.1
	12.7
	5.5
	9.1
	23.6
	100.0

	Total
	58.1
	15.1
	5.9
	6.8
	14.2
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

But in terms of consumption levels, more than half the pensioner’s households (52.3 %) were above the poverty line and more than one-third (34.2 %) had consumption levels exceeding the poverty line level of expenditure by more than 25 percent. The highest proportion of households above the poverty line were in the Hills (95.7%) and in the Western region (57.3 %), followed by the Eastern region (41.7 %) and Bundelkhand (40%). . Only the Central region had a low proportion of such households (26.6%). Both in the Central and Bundelkhand regions, more than half the beneficiaries of the pension schemes were in the very poor category.

Table. 10.5: Beneficiaries of Pension Schemes in Relation to Poverty Line

	Region
	Very Poor
	Poor
	Not Poor
	Well off
	Total

	Hill
	0.0
	4.4
	26.1
	69.6
	100.0

	West
	19.5
	23.2
	20.7
	36.6
	100.0

	Central
	56.7
	16.7
	13.3
	13.3
	100.0

	Bundelkhand
	53.3
	6.7
	6.7
	33.3
	100.0

	East
	32.7
	23.6
	16.4
	27.3
	100.0

	Total
	28.8
	19.0
	18.1
	34.2
	100.0


Source: Field Survey

Although the state schemes have been in operation for time, the programme coverage seems to have expanded since the launch of the National Social Assistance Programme. In the sample, 14.2 percent of the beneficiaries were receiving pensions from before 1990. Another 25.1 percent of the pensioners received pensions for the first time in the period 1990-1995. Almost 60 percent of the sample started receiving benefits only after 1995.


However, the number of fresh beneficiaries has fallen in the last two years (1998-99 and 1999-00). During 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98, benefits were extended to 15.2 percent, 17.5 percent  and 22.8 percent beneficiaries respectively in the sample. But in the subsequent two years, the percentage of beneficiaries covered was only 3.8 percent and 1.4 percent of the sample respectively.

	Table 10.6: Percentage of (New) Beneficiaries by Year of Receipt of First Pension

	Period
	% of Pensioners

	Before 1990
	14.2

	1991-95
	25.1

	1995-96
	15.2

	1996-97
	17.5

	1997-98
	22.8

	1998-99
	3.8

	1999-00
	1.4

	1995-00
	60.7

	Total
	100


Source: Field Survey

On the whole, these schemes have provided some succour in the form of social protection to the old, the disabled and the widowed poor and have enhanced their self-esteem and economic status. However, several problems in the implementation of the programme were reported by the beneficiaries. Two-thirds of the beneficiaries reported some problem or difficulty in getting pensions regularly and in full. Among these, sixty-two percent of such beneficiaries felt that these problems were substantial.

Fifty percent of the beneficiaries had to pay an initial amount of bribe either to get their names included or to get their applications processed. Some among the beneficiaries had to pay amounts ranging from Rs. 100 to 500 to the Pradhan., Panchayat Secretary, or other Block officials to get their names included.
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A quarter of the beneficiaries complained of irregular disbursement of the money from the Government. Many of them had not got the pensions since 1999 for reasons unknown to them. The pension amount should be disbursed twice a year but in many cases it is given in a single annual instalment. In some cases, the beneficiaries reported receiving only half the amount in the single instalment.

In a number of cases, amounts were reported to be deducted  from the pension by the disbursement agencies - Banks or the post office. In one of the villages, the Pradhan was reported to be collecting Rs. 150 before handing over the cheque. In a few cases, the Block officials also took money to hand over the cheque. In all, something like 10 to 30 percent of the meagre pension amount goes to middlemen involved in the process of disbursement 

As with other programmes, the Pradhan has played a central role in the identification of the beneficiary in nearly 85 percent of the cases. But here again, middlemen are also involved in the process of selection of beneficiaries. In one of the villages, two widows were able to secure widowhood pension with the help of a middleman. The middleman took one year’s pension amount from both of them. In some of the villages, however, charitable organisations like the Lions Club had helped in securing disability pension and equipment to some villagers.
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A number of deserving beneficiaries (23 in our sample) have not been able to avail of pensions because of shortage in the number of pensions that could be granted and because they lacked the influence to be included at an earlier stage.

CONCLUSION
Social protection forms an important component of a comprehensive social security policy in a welfare state. The UP government took an early lead in initiating a pension scheme for some of the most vulnerable social sections, the old, the disabled and the widows. These actions received a fillip when the Central government launched the NSAP as a Central Scheme. There is no doubt that the schemes are well received among the poor (see chapter 11 for an overall assessment of beneficiary responses). But assistance in applying and in getting selected comes at a cost and so also the receipt of assistance. A major problem is irregularity in the receipt of the pension. 

Financial resources are not available in the programmes to cover all the eligible beneficiaries which compounds some of the above problems. In the focus group discussions, it was generally felt that since the recipients of assistance under NSAP are from among the most poor and helpless people, and since the pensions were not indexed, there was a strong rationale for raising the amounts.
 Further, it was felt that all those who were eligible for these pensions should be able to get them.

� The quick evaluation of the programme ( Centre for Management and development, 2000) had also found that 90 percent of beneficiaries hold highlighted the low amounts of pensions





PAGE  
118

_1075641553.xls
Chart2

		Very Fertile

		Average Fertility

		Low Fertility

		Sodhic

		Residential



Table: Type of Patta Land Percent

Percent of Alottees

Figure 9.4Quality of Patta Land Distributed (Percent)

2.76

10.3

45.23

29.4

12.31



Sheet1

		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent

		Befire 1990		247		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3

		Others		36		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5

		No		225		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Age Distribution of Pensioners										agegr		Number		Percent		Cum.

												18		1		0.47		0.47

		Age Group		Percent								25		6		2.84		3.32

		Less than 60		31.8								35		12		5.69		9

		60 or more		68.3								45		20		9.48		18.48

		Source: Household Survey										55		28		13.27		31.75

												60		17		8.06		39.81

												65		35		16.59		56.4

												75		72		34.12		90.52

												99		20		9.48		100

												Total		211		100

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		77		36.5		Male		36.5

		Female		134		63.5		Female		63.5

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Caste Group

		newcaste		Number		Percent

		Upper Caste		35		16.6						Upper Caste		16.6

		O.B.C.		75		35.6						O.B.C.		35.6

		SC/ST		89		42.2						SC/ST		42.2

		Muslims		12		5.7						Muslims		5.7

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If any other member eligible for pension		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		2		1.0		0.98

		Yes		22		10.8		11.76

		No		180		88.2		100

		Total		204		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Wheather any attemp to acheave it		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		4.4		4.35

		Yes		14		60.9		65.22

		No		8		34.8		100

		Total		23		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Reason for not getting		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		5.6		5.56

		Did Not Attemp		6		33.3		38.89

		Attemp But Not hearing		11		61.1		100

		Total		18		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If getting benefit of Aannapurna		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		2.8		2.78

		Yes		1		2.8		5.56

		No		34		94.4		100

		Total		36		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Year of receive		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1980		1		0.5		0.47

		1986		3		1.4		1.9

		1987		1		0.5		2.37

		1988		3		1.4		3.79

		1990		22		10.4		14.22

		1991		8		3.8		18.01

		1992		8		3.8		21.8

		1993		6		2.8		24.64

		1994		14		6.6		31.28

		1995		17		8.1		39.34

		1996		32		15.2		54.5

		1997		37		17.5		72.04

		1998		48		22.8		94.79

		1999		8		3.8		98.58

		2000		3		1.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Who played a Role in Identification of the Beneficiary

				Number		Percent

		Gram Pradhan		178		84.4

		V.D.O.		8		3.8

		Othgrameen		2		1.0

		Other		23		10.9

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Type of attempt		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Pradhan		183		86.7		86.73

		Apply		3		1.4		88.15

		Officers		20		9.5		97.63

		Others		5		2.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Pension has been Received Regularly

				Number		Percent

		Yes		159		75.4

		No		52		24.6

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Difficulty in Receing Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		74		35.1		35.07

		No		137		64.9		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Significant Difficulty in Receving Pension/Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		46		62.2		62.16

		No		28		37.8		100

		Total		74		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries Reporting Expenses in Receiving Assistance

		Wheather any expence for help		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		105		49.8		49.76

		No		106		50.2		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		HOUSING

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Kind Investment Made by Beneficiary

		Investment Range		Number		Percent

		0-2000		43		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2

		6000=60000		10		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2				Gram Samaj		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6				Ceiling Surplus		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3				Does not know		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent				Period		Percent

		Before 1990		247		66.9				Befire 1990		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5				1990-1995		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5				1995-2000		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7				Pradhan		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3				Lekhpal		5.3

		Others		36		9.1				Others		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5				Yes		43.5

		No		225		56.5				No		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9				Yes		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0				No		61.1

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Age Distribution of Pensioners										agegr		Number		Percent		Cum.

												18		1		0.47		0.47

		Age Group		Percent								25		6		2.84		3.32

		Less than 60		31.8								35		12		5.69		9

		60 or more		68.3								45		20		9.48		18.48

		Source: Household Survey										55		28		13.27		31.75

												60		17		8.06		39.81

												65		35		16.59		56.4

												75		72		34.12		90.52

												99		20		9.48		100

												Total		211		100

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		77		36.5		Male		36.5

		Female		134		63.5		Female		63.5

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Caste Group

		newcaste		Number		Percent

		Upper Caste		35		16.6						Upper Caste		16.6

		O.B.C.		75		35.6						O.B.C.		35.6

		SC/ST		89		42.2						SC/ST		42.2

		Muslims		12		5.7						Muslims		5.7

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If any other member eligible for pension		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		2		1.0		0.98

		Yes		22		10.8		11.76

		No		180		88.2		100

		Total		204		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Wheather any attemp to acheave it		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		4.4		4.35

		Yes		14		60.9		65.22

		No		8		34.8		100

		Total		23		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Reason for not getting		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		5.6		5.56

		Did Not Attemp		6		33.3		38.89

		Attemp But Not hearing		11		61.1		100

		Total		18		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If getting benefit of Aannapurna		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		2.8		2.78

		Yes		1		2.8		5.56

		No		34		94.4		100

		Total		36		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Year of receive		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1980		1		0.5		0.47

		1986		3		1.4		1.9

		1987		1		0.5		2.37

		1988		3		1.4		3.79

		1990		22		10.4		14.22

		1991		8		3.8		18.01

		1992		8		3.8		21.8

		1993		6		2.8		24.64

		1994		14		6.6		31.28

		1995		17		8.1		39.34

		1996		32		15.2		54.5

		1997		37		17.5		72.04

		1998		48		22.8		94.79

		1999		8		3.8		98.58

		2000		3		1.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Who played a Role in Identification of the Beneficiary

				Number		Percent

		Gram Pradhan		178		84.4

		V.D.O.		8		3.8

		Othgrameen		2		1.0

		Other		23		10.9

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Type of attempt		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Pradhan		183		86.7		86.73

		Apply		3		1.4		88.15

		Officers		20		9.5		97.63

		Others		5		2.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Pension has been Received Regularly

				Number		Percent

		Yes		159		75.4

		No		52		24.6

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Difficulty in Receing Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		74		35.1		35.07

		No		137		64.9		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Significant Difficulty in Receving Pension/Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		46		62.2		62.16

		No		28		37.8		100

		Total		74		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries Reporting Expenses in Receiving Assistance

		Wheather any expence for help		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		105		49.8		49.76

		No		106		50.2		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Age Distribution of Pensioners										agegr		Number		Percent		Cum.

												18		1		0.47		0.47

		Age Group		Percent								25		6		2.84		3.32

		Less than 60		31.8								35		12		5.69		9

		60 or more		68.3								45		20		9.48		18.48

		Source: Household Survey										55		28		13.27		31.75

												60		17		8.06		39.81

												65		35		16.59		56.4

												75		72		34.12		90.52

												99		20		9.48		100

												Total		211		100

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		77		36.5		Male		36.5

		Female		134		63.5		Female		63.5

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Caste Group

		newcaste		Number		Percent

		Upper Caste		35		16.6						Upper Caste		16.6

		O.B.C.		75		35.6						O.B.C.		35.6

		SC/ST		89		42.2						SC/ST		42.2

		Muslims		12		5.7						Muslims		5.7

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If any other member eligible for pension		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		2		1.0		0.98

		Yes		22		10.8		11.76

		No		180		88.2		100

		Total		204		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Wheather any attemp to acheave it		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		4.4		4.35

		Yes		14		60.9		65.22

		No		8		34.8		100

		Total		23		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Reason for not getting		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		5.6		5.56

		Did Not Attemp		6		33.3		38.89

		Attemp But Not hearing		11		61.1		100

		Total		18		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If getting benefit of Aannapurna		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		2.8		2.78

		Yes		1		2.8		5.56

		No		34		94.4		100

		Total		36		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Year of receive		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1980		1		0.5		0.47						Table: Percentage of (New) Beneficiaries by Year of Receipt of First Pension

		1986		3		1.4		1.9

		1987		1		0.5		2.37						Period		% of Pensioners

		1988		3		1.4		3.79						Before 1990		14.2

		1990		22		10.4		14.22		14.2				1991-95		25.1

		1991		8		3.8		18.01						1995-96		15.2

		1992		8		3.8		21.8						1996-97		17.5

		1993		6		2.8		24.64						1997-98		22.8

		1994		14		6.6		31.28						1998-99		3.8

		1995		17		8.1		39.34		25.1				1999-00		1.4

		1996		32		15.2		54.5						1995-00		60.7

		1997		37		17.5		72.04

		1998		48		22.8		94.79						Total		100

		1999		8		3.8		98.58		60.7

		2000		3		1.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Who played a Role in Identification of the Beneficiary

				Number		Percent

		Gram Pradhan		178		84.4

		V.D.O.		8		3.8

		Othgrameen		2		1.0

		Other		23		10.9

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Type of attempt		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Pradhan		183		86.7		86.73

		Apply		3		1.4		88.15

		Officers		20		9.5		97.63

		Others		5		2.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Pension has been Received Regularly

				Number		Percent

		Yes		159		75.4

		No		52		24.6

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Difficulty in Receing Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		74		35.1		35.07				Significant

		No		137		64.9		100				Yes

		Total		211		100.0						Nil

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Significant Difficulty in Receving Pension/Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		46		62.2		62.16

		No		28		37.8		100

		Total		74		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries Reporting Expenses in Receiving Assistance

		Wheather any expence for help		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		105		49.8		49.76				Yes		49.8

		No		106		50.2		100				No		50.2

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent				Period		Percent

		Before 1990		247		66.9				Befire 1990		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5				1990-1995		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5				1995-2000		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3

		Others		36		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5

		No		225		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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Sheet1

		

		Table: Age Distribution of Pensioners										agegr		Number		Percent		Cum.

												18		1		0.47		0.47

		Age Group		Percent								25		6		2.84		3.32

		Less than 60		31.8								35		12		5.69		9

		60 or more		68.3								45		20		9.48		18.48

		Source: Household Survey										55		28		13.27		31.75

												60		17		8.06		39.81

												65		35		16.59		56.4

												75		72		34.12		90.52

												99		20		9.48		100

												Total		211		100

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		77		36.5		Male		36.5

		Female		134		63.5		Female		63.5

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Distribution of Pensioners by Caste Group

		newcaste		Number		Percent

		Upper Caste		35		16.6						Upper Caste		16.6

		O.B.C.		75		35.6						O.B.C.		35.6

		SC/ST		89		42.2						SC/ST		42.2

		Muslims		12		5.7						Muslims		5.7

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If any other member eligible for pension		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		2		1.0		0.98

		Yes		22		10.8		11.76

		No		180		88.2		100

		Total		204		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Wheather any attemp to acheave it		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		4.4		4.35

		Yes		14		60.9		65.22

		No		8		34.8		100

		Total		23		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Reason for not getting		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		5.6		5.56

		Did Not Attemp		6		33.3		38.89

		Attemp But Not hearing		11		61.1		100

		Total		18		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		If getting benefit of Aannapurna		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0		1		2.8		2.78

		Yes		1		2.8		5.56

		No		34		94.4		100

		Total		36		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Year of receive		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1980		1		0.5		0.47						Table: Percentage of (New) Beneficiaries by Year of Receipt of First Pension

		1986		3		1.4		1.9

		1987		1		0.5		2.37						Period		% of Pensioners

		1988		3		1.4		3.79						Before 1990		14.2

		1990		22		10.4		14.22		14.2				1991-95		25.1

		1991		8		3.8		18.01						1995-96		15.2

		1992		8		3.8		21.8						1996-97		17.5

		1993		6		2.8		24.64						1997-98		22.8

		1994		14		6.6		31.28						1998-99		3.8

		1995		17		8.1		39.34		25.1				1999-00		1.4

		1996		32		15.2		54.5						1995-00		60.7

		1997		37		17.5		72.04

		1998		48		22.8		94.79						Total		100

		1999		8		3.8		98.58		60.7

		2000		3		1.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Who played a Role in Identification of the Beneficiary

				Number		Percent

		Gram Pradhan		178		84.4				Gram Pradhan		84.4

		V.D.O.		8		3.8				V.D.O.		3.8

		Other Villagers		2		1.0				Other Villagers		1.0

		Other		23		10.9				Other		10.9

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Type of attempt		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Pradhan		183		86.7		86.73

		Apply		3		1.4		88.15

		Officers		20		9.5		97.63

		Others		5		2.4		100

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Pension has been Received Regularly

				Number		Percent

		Yes		159		75.4

		No		52		24.6

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Difficulty in Receing Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		74		35.1		35.07				Significant

		No		137		64.9		100				Yes

		Total		211		100.0						Nil

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Households Reporting Significant Difficulty in Receving Pension/Assistance

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		46		62.2		62.16

		No		28		37.8		100

		Total		74		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries Reporting Expenses in Receiving Assistance

		Wheather any expence for help		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		105		49.8		49.76				Yes		49.8

		No		106		50.2		100				No		50.2

		Total		211		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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Sheet1

		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent				Period		Percent

		Before 1990		247		66.9				Befire 1990		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5				1990-1995		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5				1995-2000		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7				Pradhan		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3				Lekhpal		5.3

		Others		36		9.1				Others		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5

		No		225		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9				Yes		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0				No		61.1

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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Figure 9.7 Percentage of Beneficaries Reporting Expenditure in Obtaining Allotments
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Sheet1

		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent				Period		Percent

		Before 1990		247		66.9				Befire 1990		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5				1990-1995		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5				1995-2000		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7				Pradhan		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3				Lekhpal		5.3

		Others		36		9.1				Others		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5				Yes		43.5

		No		225		56.5				No		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9				Yes		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0				No		61.1

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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Sheet1

		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent				Period		Percent

		Before 1990		247		66.9				Befire 1990		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5				1990-1995		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5				1995-2000		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land								Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent				Type of Patta land		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8				Very Fertile		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3				Average Fertility		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2				Low Fertility		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4				Sodhic		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3				Residential		12.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3

		Others		36		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5

		No		225		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9				Yes		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0				No		61.1

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Cash Investment Made by Beneficiaries

		Investment Range		Number		Percent				Cash Outlays		Percentage

		0-2000		43		49.4				0-2000		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2				2000-6000		9.2

		6000-60000		10		11.5				6000-60000		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9				> 60000		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6				0-20		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0				20-40		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7				40-60		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8				60-200		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Cash Investment Made by Beneficiaries

		Investment Range		Number		Percent				Cash Outlays		Percentage

		0-2000		43		49.4				0-2000		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2				2000-6000		9.2

		6000-60000		10		11.5				6000-60000		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9				> 60000		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1				Satisfactory		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9				Poor		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0				Destroyed		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		LAND DISTRIBUTION

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent

		Male		346		86.9

		Female		52		13.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Category of Land Distributed

				No. of Alottees		Percent

		Gram Samaj		339		85.2

		Ceiling Surplus		42		10.6

		Does not know		17		4.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Received from where		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Gram Samaj		336		84.4		84.4

		Government		61		15.3		99.8

		Both		1		0.3		100.0

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table; Whether in Possession of Land Alotted

				Number		Percent

		Yes		369		92.7

		No		29		7.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Alotment

		Period		Number		Percent

		Befire 1990		247		66.9

		1990-1995		61		16.5

		1995-2000		61		16.5

		Total		369		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres								Table: Area of Land Alotted in acres

		Acres		Number		Percent				Acres		Percent

		<.05		55		13.8				<.05		13.8

		.05-.5		120		30.2				.05-.5		30.2

		.5-1.25		131		32.9				.5-1.25		32.9

		1.25-2.50		79		19.9				1.25-2.50		19.9

		above 2.50		13		3.3				above 2.50		3.3

		Total		398		100.0				Total		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Type of Patta Land

		Type of Patta land		Number		Percent

		Very Fertile		11		2.8

		Average Fertile		41		10.3

		Low Fertility		180		45.2

		Sodhic		117		29.4

		Residential		49		12.3

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Principal Agency Facilitiating Identification and Alotment

		Who helped		Number		Percent

		Pradhan		341		85.7

		Lekhpal		21		5.3

		Others		36		9.1

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any expensiture incurred in Getting Patta

				Number		Percent

		Yes		173		43.5

		No		225		56.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: If any amount paid, to whom?

				Number		Percent

		Pradhan		36		20.8

		Lekhpal		132		76.3

		Others		5		2.9

		Total		173		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether any Government Assistance Received After Alotment

				Number		Percent

		Yes		30		7.5

		No		368		92.5

		Total		398		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Government Assistance Received

		Amount of govt. assistance		Number		Percent

		Less than Rs. 500		11		36.7

		500-1000		12		40.0

		1000-1500		3		10.0

		1500-3000		4		13.3

		Total		30		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Spent in Improving Land

		Labour Days		Number		Percent		Cum.

		0-10		107		40.5		40.5

		20-30		50		18.9		59.5

		30-35		31		11.7		71.2

		35-40		12		4.6		75.8

		More than 40		64		24.2		100.0

		Total		264		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Cash spent in Land Improvement

		Cash investment		Number		Percent

		0-500		47		38.8

		500-1000		28		23.1

		1000-2000		16		13.2

		2000-3000		8		6.6

		3000-4000		7		5.8

		More than 4000		15		12.4

		Total		121		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Whether Patta Land is Irrigated

		Whether land is irrigated		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Yes		154		38.9		38.9

		No		242		61.1		100.0

		Total		396		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6				0-20		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0				20-40		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7				40-60		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8				60-200		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Cash Investment Made by Beneficiaries

		Investment Range		Number		Percent				Cash Outlays		Percentage

		0-2000		43		49.4				0-2000		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2				2000-6000		9.2

		6000-60000		10		11.5				6000-60000		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9				> 60000		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1				Satisfactory		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9				Poor		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0				Destroyed		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49				Residence		82.5

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5				For Keeping Animals		1.0

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55				Keeping Goods		5.1

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92				Empty		3.4

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100				Not Liveable		8.1

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9		Satisfied		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0		Low Quality of Housing		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7		Not fit to Live in		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5		Amount of Grant Insufficient		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9		Did not get full amount		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6				0-20		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0				20-40		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7				40-60		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8				60-200		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Cash Investment Made by Beneficiaries

		Investment Range		Number		Percent				Cash Outlays		Percentage

		0-2000		43		49.4				0-2000		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2				2000-6000		9.2

		6000-60000		10		11.5				6000-60000		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9				> 60000		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1				Satisfactory		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9				Poor		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0				Destroyed		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49				Residence		82.5

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5				For Keeping Animals		1.0

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55				Keeping Goods		5.1

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92				Empty		3.4

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100				Not Liveable		8.1

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey





Sheet1

		0

		0

		0



Period

Percentage of Beneficiaries

Percentage of Beneficiaries of Housing Programmes by Period



Sheet2

		0

		0



% of Beneficiaries

Percentage of Beneficiaries by Sex



Sheet3

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percent

No. of Installments

Percent of Beneficiaries by Number of Of Installments of Assistance



Sheet4

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percentage

Cash Outlay (Rs.)

Percentage of Households

Cash Outlays Made by Beneficiary Households to Supplement Assistance



Sheet5

		0

		0

		0

		0



Labour Days

Percentage of Households

Labour Contribution by Beneficiary Households in Construction (in Labour Days)



		0

		0

		0



% of Beneficiaries

Current Condition of House



		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



% of Beneficiaries

Nature of Current Utilisation of Constructed House



		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



% of Beneficiaries

Beneficiaries Assessment of the Programme



		





		





		





		






_1075639205.xls
Chart2

		Male

		Female



% of Beneficiaries

Figure 8.2 Percentage of Beneficiaries by Sex

56.71

43.29



Sheet1

		HOUSING

		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1		61		20.5		20.47

		2		159		53.4		73.83

		3		66		22.2		95.97

		4		12		4.0		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received second instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		167		70.5		70.46

		Kind		61		25.7		96.2

		Both		9		3.8		100

		Total		237		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received third instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		61		78.2		78.21

		Kind		15		19.2		97.44

		Both		2		2.6		100

		Total		78		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received fourth instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		10		83.3		83.33

		Kind		2		16.7		100

		Total		12		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Kind Investment Made by Beneficiary

		Investment Range		Number		Percent

		0-2000		43		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2

		6000=60000		10		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71				Male		56.7

		Female		129		43.3		100				Female		43.3

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.				No. of Instalments		Percent

		1		61		20.5		20.47				1		20.5

		2		159		53.4		73.83				2		53.4

		3		66		22.2		95.97				3		22.2

		4		12		4.0		100				4		4.0

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6				0-20		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0				20-40		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7				40-60		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8				60-200		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Cash Investment Made by Beneficiaries

		Investment Range		Number		Percent				Cash Outlays		Percentage

		0-2000		43		49.4				0-2000		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2				2000-6000		9.2

		6000-60000		10		11.5				6000-60000		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9				> 60000		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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		Table: Distribution of Beneficiaries by Sex

		Sex		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Male		169		56.7		56.71

		Female		129		43.3		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Primary Agency Facilitating Identification of Beneficiary

				Number		Percent		Cum.

		Pradhan		238		79.9		79.87

		V.D.O.		30		10.1		89.93

		Other Grameen		10		3.4		93.29

		Other		20		6.7		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Period of Housing Assistance

		Year of receiving the grant		Number		Percent

		Before 1990		61		20.5				Before 1990		20.5

		1990-1995		80		26.9				1990-1995		26.9

		1995-2000		157		52.7				1995-2000		52.7

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Beneficiaries' Assessment of the Housing Assistance

				Number		Percent

		Satisfied		113		37.9

		Low Quality of Housing		6		2.0

		Not fit to Live in		14		4.7

		Amount of Grant Insufficient		52		17.5

		Did not get full amount		113		37.9

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Number of installment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		1		61		20.5		20.47

		2		159		53.4		73.83

		3		66		22.2		95.97

		4		12		4.0		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received first instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		197		66.1		66.11

		Kind		101		33.9		100

		Total		298		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received second instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		167		70.5		70.46

		Kind		61		25.7		96.2

		Both		9		3.8		100

		Total		237		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received third instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		61		78.2		78.21

		Kind		15		19.2		97.44

		Both		2		2.6		100

		Total		78		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		How received fourth instalment		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Cash		10		83.3		83.33

		Kind		2		16.7		100

		Total		12		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Labour Days Put in by Beneficiary

		Labour days invested		Number		Percent

		0-20		135		48.6

		20-40		89		32.0

		40-60		38		13.7

		60-200		16		5.8

		Total		278		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Amount of Kind Investment Made by Beneficiary

		Investment Range		Number		Percent

		0-2000		43		49.4

		2000-6000		8		9.2

		6000=60000		10		11.5

		> 60000		26		29.9

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Current Condition of House

				Number		Percent

		Satisfactory		229		77.1

		Poor		65		21.9

		Destroyed		3		1.0

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: Present Estimated Value of House

				Number		Percent

		0-10000		72		82.8

		10000-20000		7		8.1

		20000-30000		4		4.6

		30000-40000		1		1.2

		More than 40000		3		3.5

		Total		87		100.0

		Source: Household Survey

		Table: How is the House Being Used at Present

		Type of use of house		Number		Percent		Cum.

		Residence		245		82.5		82.49

		For Keeping Animals		3		1.0		83.5

		Keeping Goods		15		5.1		88.55

		Empty		10		3.4		91.92

		Not Liveable		24		8.1		100

		Total		297		100.0

		Source: Household Survey
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