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I ~TRODt.:CTI0:-1 

nw "llcport on the a;:ricullural acti,ilic>. rillinnur Bloc~" ,, 
the ih.lh i'"Ut' in tlw E\-aluation serie$ of the Hurcnu or Slntistk~ 
and E'·nlualion. l'ondicherry. The object ol Uti' 'luuJ " to find 
uut the !•xtcnt o l ach ievement by the block agencio; in the field ot 
ug•·kult urc during the year 1U68-6U. 

'l'hc willm11 co-operation ex tended by the l' rujc!'l Excculiw 
Oll1r!•r in III'Oddin;: all facili ties for this 'tu1h h grat~fullv 
:.u·kno\\ lcdgccl. Th<-• c·onuucn ts o f the Projt•(· t E\t'C" utivr OU1rt•r. 
Pondirh(·rry. R.r(,• al,u ~i\'CO :11 the end or llti:-. ft'()UJI. 

It i' hoped that the pre>cnt report "ill be '"''lui lor all tho.-· 
who ore concerned "ilh the e' aluation of plan -chclll<'> . 

Ponc.hchcrrs , S. MlTIIl UAS.-\\'A:\. 
13th =-:u\Cil\bCI', 1\ltl9. lJirector. 



STUDY OF \"ILLIANUR BLOCK 

Introduction : 

The Government of Ponuicherr_y in their Jette•· No . 664/Fin/ 
F.I/68 dated lhe (6th May, !968 have recommen ded eigh t Plan 
schemes to be ta k<· n up for "valua tion by this Bureau. The 
\'illianur Comm unity De,·clopmen t J>rojcd is orw such scheme 
taken up for c,•aluation. The study has however been restricted 
to the Agricultura l practices in the Block . 

Object of I be slucly: 

The main ob.i<•ct or the study is to find out the e xtent of 
achien·ment by tho !, lock Hg<•ntics in the field of agricu lture during 
the year 1968-09. For th is purpose it w;os decided to collect 
necessary data from a sam ple uf c ultivators in the Block a rea 
through a field <·nqu iry. 

Sampling design : 

The sampling dcsi~4n is~~ !-~lra l ificd. twu.~tage one~ the villages 
being the first-sta~;~ un its a nd th<' households the secon d-stage 
~amp1 i ng units . T he spvc.m rural communes of Pondiehrn.v region 
were ~;rou ped in to l.hr(•e s lntta . and a sample of 25 villages (allo· 
t.ated a mong tb~ th •·ec strata in t)l'oportion to 1061 popula tion) 
were sck·c lcd at •·andom with equal probability. In cad i sampl~ 

village a complete list of househo lds was pre t>ared, and twelve 
h ouseholds were selected b.Y the method of circular systematic! 
smnplin~;. making a tota l of 300 households fur all the 25 villages . 
The non-cult ivator households in the sample were substituted by 
c ultivator ltous('holds 1 wherever necessary . 

Sche<i11fe., : 

Th o sthed ule/quc'lionn~ir0 "as su itably s tructu red for this 
surn•y. This includes a lso questions on the reaction of cultivators 
to the im t)rO\'ed practices an<l their suggestions regardi ng loca tion 
of distributing cen tres of agriculh.J ral ioputs, agency of dis tribution 
and procedure of supply. 
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Field Work: 

The Sta tistical Inspectors of \he Burl!au visited the household~ 

of the selected ('u lti,·ators, canvassed the schedule and recorded 
the data. Their work was supervised by the Evaluation Officer 
and the Research Assistant. The reference period for the survey 
is the agricultural year ending on 30th J une 196!'1. The field work 
"'as done by six Statis tical Inspectors. In this report, certa in 
terms have been used which have the meaning as cxplainec\ be 
low. 

r:oncepts and definition., : 

1. Bene/ithtr!J culliualor: A b(•n('ficinry ('ulli,·ato r is one whcr 
has obtained aid from the block agency in respect of any one or 
more of the following :­

(a) Impro,·cd seeds 
(b) Fertilisers 
(c) Manures 
(d) Improved implements 
(e) Pesticides 
(f) Erect ion of pumps<'ls/borewclls and 
(g) Purchase of bulls. 

2. Improved seeds: 

( i) Guuernmen·t source :This refers to the seed obta inPd fwm 
recognised or acc<'plcd official sour<:<!s like Go\'ernmcnt Oeparl 
ments, Seed Farms. and Registered Growers . 

(ii) Natural sf>N"Jd: After " pa rli<·ular impro,·ed varie ty ha~ 
been released for general culli,·ati on, if spreads extensively from 
year to yf'nr th: lHtglt 
natural spread. 

nalunu propagation. This is known as 

History of Pondici!Nr!J Block : 

The Community Development P rogramme was in itiated in 
Ibis terri tory in 1955. Thet·e a:c no\\' 3 .'>/6 blocks- namely Pon­
dicherry doubl~ blol'k, KaraiJ.:al single block, Mahc h;1lf-a-blol'k 
and Ynnam one-third blot·k. These blocks cowr \)\l..'i% of tht• 
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total area of the territory, 100% of villages and 89% of popula­
tion. The n•duction is because Pondicherry town is to be exclu­
ded fwm the Computation. 

Th e Nat ional Extension Service Block was inaugurated in 
l'ondicherry region in May 1955 w ith its headquarters at Vi llia · 
nur. It is a double block with one adm inistrati\'e unit covering 
an area <lf 28,890 hectares. '!'here are 267, villages in the bl<:1ck 
"ith a total population of 2,18,140. It c:o nsists of the en tire 
l'ondicherry region exduding Pondicherry tow n. This block was 
converted into a Community Development Block in October 1957, 
>ix months ahead of the usual tenure of three years. From 2nd 
October, 1960 to 1st October 1!165 i t was in Stage II status. Since 
2nd October HJ65 it is a Po~t-Stage II Block. 

People in thi~ block a re mainly engaged in agricu lture. There 
are about 28,800 hnldowners of whom about 18,500 possess less 
than 50 "ares" ( 1.2 acres) of land . The net area sliown is 
49.317 acres . Three crops of paddy are ra ised in th is region. 

The following table gives the stall' position of the block as 
on 31st March , 1969 : ­

6 Number in posi·
" tion~.., 

0 ~"Pa rticulars -gz .&>0 ';;;""' .9e ·.:= "' '" ..-0v.i o·;;;~ "" ..." ~z !-o -I 2 43 s 6 

l. Project Executive Officer I I I 
2. Ciramascvaks 30 30 30 
3, Gramasevikas 4 4 4 
4. Extension Offictr (Agriculture) 2 2 1 I 
5. Extension Officer (Animal Husbandry) ... 1 I 1 
6. Extension Officer (Industries) 1 1 I 
7. Social Education Organiser 2 2 2 
8. Mukhya Sevika 2 2 2 
9. Engineering Supervisor 2 2 2 

10. Extension Officer (Statistics) I I I 
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Pllysical acllievemenl.~: 

Various schemes are beinl! implemented bv the Block in 
different sectors like agriculture, animal husbandry. health and 
rural sanitation. social education etc. As the study is concerned 
only with the agricullural sector. the achievements rc~ard i1ig the 
programtucs relating to agricullurc alone arc drn lt with in thb < 
report. The important schemes in this sector arc distribution of 
improved seeds. fertilisers, manures. improved im11Icments and 
pesticides. loans to agriculturists for purchase of electric motor>. 
s inking of borewclls. purchase of bullo('ks and <'ar'. Tltc physkal 
achievements twrtaining to lht• abon~ !'.chem<•c:; for lhf" ~-ear 

1958-69 arc givt•n in the following table. ­

SL AchievementsParticu lars UnitNo. in 1968-69 
I 2 3 4 

A. Distribution of improved .feeds 

I. Cereals: 

(a) Paddy Quintal 3,590.00 
(b) Other cereals .. 81.20 

Total (cereals) 
" 

3,671.20 
2. Groundnut Kg. 20,783.00 

3. Vegetable seeds ,, 370.10 
<> 

B. Distribution offertilisers and mallures 

I. Ammonium sulphate Quintal 9,545.00 
2. Urea 

" 
5,388.00 

3. Superphosphate 
" 

953.50 
4. Ammonium phosphate 

" 
104.00 

5. Nitro phosphate .. 154.00 
6. Other chemical fertilisers 

" 
16;890.00 

Total (fertilisers) .. 33,034.50 
7. Green manure seeds : 

(a) Daincha Kg. 12,686.00 

(b) Others ,, 4,853.00 
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1 2 	 3 

C. Dlsrribution of improved implements 

1. 	 Iron ploughs and Bose ploughs Nos. 1,277 
2. 	 Cultivators 2

" 3. Sprayers 	 15
" 

4. 	 Burmese Setturns 88
" 

D. Agricultural demonstrations: 

]. Composite demonstrations held Nos. 60 

E. Otha items: 

1. Chemical pesticides distributed I< g. 16,414 
2. New compost pits dug 	 Nos. 1,476 
3. Area under green manuring Hectares 4,331 
4. 	 Area uoder package practices and 

intensive cultivation: 

(a) Paddy 	 Hectares 22,273 
5. 	 Fruit trees planted Nos. 33,973 
6. 	 Area under vegetables Hectares 527 

t:ndt•r (utcnsi\·c• Agricultural An"'a Programme. the total 
:...mount ol loans di~bursed to agriculturi';IS durlng 1H68-69 is 
Rs. 	 H\_.·,oo. Out nf thi' Rs. H\.000 was for purchase of bullocks 
nnd <·:nls anrl Hs. 2,.)00 feu- digging of wells. The numbrr of 
persons who applied for loans chn·ing 1!168-6!) is 38 out of which 
:~:l ati.ually got I ht· loans. Of I his :i l are for purC'hasc.. of bullock-; 
r..nd earls a1Hl 2 nrc for digging wells. Heasons. for not disbursing 
the lo~ns to the remninin~ rh·e applie::mts wcrf' tollccled and are 
giv('n in the following statement. 

Sl. 
No. 

Date of 
application. 

Reasons for not disbursing 
the loans. 

2 3 

I. 23 - 8-68 Documents of the lands to be mortgaged in 
favour of the Government were not in order. 
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2 3 

2. 10-6-68 

3. 19-9-68 

4. 26-12-68 

5. 3- 1-69 

The a pplication which was sent to the Revenue 
Depar tment for enquiries was recdved back 
on 20- 2-69. Funds were not available in 
1968-69 budget. The loan will be disbursed 
d uring 1969-70. 

T he party who was called on 5- 2- 69 did not 
turn up. 

T he application which was sent to tbe Revenue 
Department for enquiries was received back 
on 29-4-69. The loan will be disbursed 
during 1969-70. 

T he application was sent to the Revenue 
Department for enquiries on 20- 5- 69. No 
Reply was received. T he loan will be dis­
bursed during 1969-70. 

l'nder the Communit~· Ot>\'E"lopmenl Pro~ramme. loans were 
also given to agriculturists for purchas~ of el<•ttric motors and 
~inking of horewrlb. The t{ltal amount nf loans disbursed under 
this head durin~: l\J68·6fl wa~ Rs. 20.000. The n umber nf appli ­
('HOts for the same was ten out of which two did nvl get th(' loan, 
clue to non .anlilabili ty of funds. Their applications were for 

warded lo the .\~ric'ulture Departmt:>nt for ne~e~san· action. 

\\'hilc p"ru<ing tho abo,·e tabh'. it may be l<1uncl that. in one 
case. the loan was not disbursed be<·ause llw doeum..nts to be 
nwrtgagcd in favour of the Government were not regular, in lhr<'(' 
cases because of shortage of funds and in ano ther case the partv 
dicl not turn up. In the la~t case, the party might not have been 
interested because lhe loan mighl nol ser\'0 the purpose for 

whi<·h it was •!>plied. probably due to !ale sanction. This partY 
who had applied lor lhe loan on J!l-9-1\168 was called only on 
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<m 5-2-191m after a tapes of ·I~ months from the dale of hi~ 
~;pplication. The tlist<·ibution of p<>rsons who h:wc applied and 
got the loans according to the lim<•-lag between the date of appli ­
tation and date of receipt of the loan is gi\·en in the following 
table:-

Sl. No. of Percentage of 
No. Time-lag appli- Col. (3) 

cants to total 
2 3 4 

I. Up to 3 months 3 8 
2. Above 3 but below 6 months 14 34 
3. Above 6 but below 9 months 21 56 
4. Above 9 but below 12 montbs I 2 

Total 41 100 

It may he seen from the ahove tab!~ that the time-lag was 
more lhon 6 month< in :.~% ol' lh<• rases. Thr time taken for 
scrutinJ of the applications. 'erilkation of the title deeds, 
Go,·ernmcnt 'anc tion etc .. is undul~· great and thP same needs 
to be redu<·,•d . The n•ason addu<·NI by lht• Bloc k Offi<·c for the 
undu~ delay in disbursing th~ loan< is that the Revenue Depart· 
ment was taking much lime for ,·erifkation and enquiry. Neces· 
~ary sl<'ps should be taken bY the authoritit•s concerned to mini­
mize the time fo r verifieation of the title d<•rds. enquiries . etc., 
and to send back the a t)plkations within t !, tla,·s to the block. 

Findings o/lhe survey: 

.-\s men tioned earlier. :100 ru ltinJtnrs selec ted from 25 , ·illages 
were c·ontacted and information as to whether the~· IJaye obtai ned 
>~ny aid from the Block. particu lars n·garding quanti t'' of im­
pro,·rd seeds. fertilizers. manures and pesticides applied in their 

holdings during Hl68-6!J. area on which they have applied the 
inputs. their J'Caction to the impro,·ed practices and their sugges­
tions. were collec· led from the selected cutth·ators. The results 
of the sun·ey are gh·en in the following paragraphs. 
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Si:e of opemlinnal h&hliny : 

The distribution uf sample • ulli\ a tors according to llw 'i"· 
of their ot><'raliunal h oldings tnwnccl and leased-in Iandt h 
shown in tlw table below. 

Sl. Size - group Number of Percentage 
No. (in acres) households to total 
I 2 3 4 

I. Less than 2 acres 102 34.00 
2. 2 to 4 acres 91 30.34 
3. 4 to 6 acres 36 12.00 
4. 6 to 8 acres 25 8.33 
5. 8 to 10 acres 16 5.33 
6. 10 and above 3 10.00 

Total 300 100.00 

It muv lw st•en thnt nbout till'<'<' fmn·ths or Lhc <'tilt h aiMs 
haw• 1C's~ lhnn n ncrcs of land tilHI lhnt only 10% have JO Jlt'I'('S 

and ubOI'C . 

Area un<ier tli/lerent crop• : 

The following table d•·ah with the 'lr~a uncler each t·rutl 
(irriflah•tl anti un-irrigatedl in lht• nt>crational holdings of "'mrl•· 
culli\·ators fur the year 1968-69. 

Area in acres Percentage 
z 0 Name of crop ------- Total of Col. (5) 

Irrigated Un-irri- to ( 

v; gated Total 
I 2 3 4 s 6 

I. Paddy 1,029.83 7.83 1,037.66 55.36 
2. Ragi 212.80 5.50 218.30 11.65 
3. Cumbu 135.21 9.00 I 44.21 7 69 
4. Grouodunt 143.45 87.35 230 80 12 32 
5. Su~arcane 154.25 I 54.25 8.23 
6. Ot en 57.35 31.75 89.10 4.75 

Total 1,732.89 141.43 J ,874.32 100.00 

It may be seen that more tlutn hnll' the are" was undt•r pncld1 
crop, uhnu l 12% under ga·otmdnut :uad ll% under <ugna·cunc•. II 
may nlsn bl' nulttd that m.on· thnu ~JO% of the nrea wa~~; irri~nlctl . 



Ben£•/icioriex and non-beneficiaries: 

Ou t of :IOU sample culti,•utors. 247 eullh·ato•·s (82.33%) have 
obtained one or more aids from the block, only one cu lli vutor 
(0.33%) obta in~<! all the aids, whereas b:l cull i,·ators ( 17.67 %) 
h ave not obtained an:v aid . The number und perc<•utage of bene· 
lici>u·ies by type of aiel are given in cl(•lai l in tht• lnbk b~l ow. 

PerccnUl!JC of bPneficiarh·s ·by ·type uf aid 

%of bene-Sl. No. ofType of aid ficiar ics to total
No. beneficiaries cultivators. 

2 3 4 

I. One or more aids 247 82 .33 
2. All the aids 1 0.33 
3. No aid 53 17.67 
4. Improved seeds 137 45.66 
s. Chemical ferti lisers 228 76.00 
6. Manures 155 51.66 
7. Pesticides 209 69.66 
8. Improved implements 147 49.00 
9. Erection of pumpsetsJborewells 6 2.00 

10. Purchase of bulls 7 2.33 

The pc l·ccn lilge nl t.cncfidaries for impron'!d seeds is 46 .66. 
Chemicnl f<•rti lizers ;_)c<·ounts fo r the. highest pcr('entage (76.00%) 
lo llow"d b~- peslic id(•S (&9.6!1%). 

/JistribufitJn of culfioutors udoplinr1 imprt)ued prrwlire~ rlurina 
HIG8-6!J : 

T he r<·stll ls of llw su rvc~y indi<'al<·d thai ;) I% of Ihe $:Hmple 

cul th ·a tm·s adopl<'d imp1·ovcd S(•('(l~ in lh<>ir hnlding!'-:. ChC'mical 
fertilisers w<~rc used by H7 .ln%. grc(•n rrwnurc b~· :~(i.3:>.% and 
chemical ptslicid<!S h~· 111l.67 % uf thr• t ll llh·•llors. The'~ l)arli· 
c ui:Hs ~1re gh·en in c]('tail in lhl' followin~ table. 
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Number of rercentageSl. Improved practices culuvators to tota l No. 
adopting 

2 3 4 

I. Improved seeds 162 54.00 
2. Chemical fertilisers 263 87.67 
3. Green manure 109 36.33 
4. Cheruical pesticides 242 80.67 

lmprrJ(Jef/ see<ls: 

Th<• cli"lribulion nr ruJI i\'fiiOt'S usin•.:- impl'O\'Pcl t:l'<'d' crop . 
"lse for 1'108-GD is 'hown b(')ow. 

Total No. No. of cultiva- Percentage0 Crop of cultivators tors using ofCol.(4)z 
gro" ing the improved seeds to 

iii crop. Col. (3) 
2 3 4 5 

I. Paddy 246 114 46.34 
2. Rajli 128 7 5.47 
3. Cumbo 46 33 71.74 
4. Grouodnut 84 22 26.19 
5. Sug~rcane 23 10 43.48 
6. Other crops 73 4 5.48 

7. Anyone ofmore crops 300 162 54.00 

li mn~· br s<'en f•·om the "b""'' table that out of 2-lti t ulJi,·alors 
growin~ paddy. 114 cull i\'aturs (4ti.34 % 1 used imprO\'cd seeds 
Th4! pCl'('f'nlagc of cull inllors u ..,ing ill1PI'O\'Nl l'<:Pds is highest 
for cumbu 17l.'i-! 1:tO) . f(,llowt·d h_y paddY 1--tG.:$-1 J nnd sug:trcarw 

(43.48%) . 

.-\rea uculer improved .1wed.~ : 

The following tabl<- drols wilh the arc" untkr impi'O\'Cd seeds 

(crop·wise). 
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0:z Crop 
Area under 

the crop 
Area under 

improved 
Pe1 ceotage 
of col. (4) 

v; (acres) seed (acres) to col. (3) 

2 3 4 5 

I. 
2. 
3. 

Paddy 
Ragi 
Cumbu 

1,037.66 
218.30 
144.21 

371.21 
12.00 
70.06 

35.77 
5.49 

48 58 
4. Grouodnut 230.80 42.25 18.31 
5. 
6. 

Sugarcane 
Others 

I ~4.25 
89.10 

74.00 
7.00 

47.97 
7.86 

Total 1,874.32 576.52 31.83 

Onh :i 1 .~~:~ ·:·~ of lhe tot~tl nn!n. ''as c·uvered by impro\'<:'cl 
seed s. ~-J.=J .7i% of lh(• an•a under l>addy, ..J-R ..)~ ~~ of tlw nrC'a un 
dt..r c·umbu . .t7.~i% ot th(' area untl('r sugarcane were under im· 
proved seeds. In the ..:as("' of ground nut and ragl I he p<·rtc·ntngl· 
area covered by impron~cl se(•cl!i: was on l.v 18.:~ l% nnd .j ,·HJ% rt's 
pectivcly. Elrods should b<• made by the Ut·parlmcnt lo popu· 
l;uisc the w•c or improved seeds. The perec•ntagt• area con:n•d 
is very low in the c·asc ol ragi and groundnut. [n the c:Hs(' of 
paddy lhe pen·c ntagt• arcn tOV<'rt!d is not salisf::H: Iory. 

Thr a1·<·a und(-'1' imiH'O\'('cl S('eds supplit•<1 b.'' Co\'el·nment 
source on l.'· is dealt with in the followini( lahle. 

Total area Area under im- Percentage 

z 0 

Crop under im- proved seeds of Col. (4) 

pr JV<d seeds supplied by to Col. (3)
v; (acres) Govt source 

(acres) 
2 3 4 

I. 	 Paddy 371.21 58.85 15,85 
2. 	 Ragi 12.00 

Cumbu 70.06 58.06 82.88 
4. 	 Grcundnut 42.25 5.00 1!.83 s. 	 Sugarcane 74.00 28.00 37.84 
6. 	 Others 7.00 6.00 85.71 

Total 516.52 155.91 27.04 

5 

3 
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.\hunt 'Ji% of tlh~ Jfo.·a under illl)J!"IIH'C( "-l'("tl' \\aS t'h\t~rf'd 
b' irnprow·cl 4\t·t·tl, ~uppbe•l by {,.,, c·rnrm nl ...uurn· l'ht· rt· 
mainmt: ;:~% u( the Oha \\!1S Ut\tl("f ll:liUrDI ~)•rt•nll. \ti rt•~.orcf.. 
p~uldy. 1:1 S:•% nl :hi" ~~H"~ unt:er iiUJ>rOHtJ pac!rl\· \\OS lU tll•r 
qnl.._, nl•t:tirwcl tl•rt1U""h (ro\f•rnmrnt 'ourrt• In ltn~ •·;l§l' 01 l<t;;:l, 
the arn1 rqwrlt:d to IK-· undlr impro,·('d 'trams "no;, whnlh· UJult:r 
sc·t·<h· nhl:linul lhllJU~h natural spread. 

Ferlifi,ct.'t, IIHIIlur('... and pt•slicide.;,·: 

\, lu" bt•t•n 'lnh'd t•:nlit•r. Ri.Gi ol \Uillph• c·ulhvatHr' 
haq~ otpplit·cl t'lu-mirnl h·I'I1li~er~. while :3h .:1:t% applit·d grNm 
munun• nntl RO.n;% usPd p··~Licidcs in thl'ar hnlclinus in I~:m~ llH 

Tlu:,t · par1irulnr..; nrt· ~ht·P 11\ detail in lin lullowlllt.:" lnbll· l'or 
t~ath. IYJW 11f h·•·tilt'l'l' manuH· ek. 

Number or Percentage or 
Sl. ~o. Particular< cultivators Col. f 3) to total 

U>iD)! cultivators 
1 3 4 

t. Ammonwm ~ulphate 202 67.33 
2. Superph<'~phate 21 7.00 
3. Urea 76 25.33 
4. Mixed rertili~ers 184 61.33 
5. One or more reniliser• 263 87.67 
6. Oi lcake 65 2l.li6 
7. Green manure 109 36.33 
8. F~rmynrd manure 268 89.33 
9. One or more types of manures 284 94.47 

10. Pesticide> 242 80.67 

.'\rnnu,Ulllln 'UIJ,hnlt· \\ttS cc.munonly u ...ttl h~ tlu- rulli\atur' 

,t;<.J:l%) lulluw•·•l In· mi,ed rcrlili,cr' till :1:1\,). llul '"l"'r 
pho,plwtt• \\ hic-h IS an 1111pro' t>rl input "as :uloph·d nnh· h\· 7% 
ol •·ultinJtnl, t:llurt-. ,}tould tw made to Jl('Jmlari,t• thi' tnpul 
:\lajurit\ ul ,·uiiJ\alur-. thH.:~::l%\ us(•d ~trnt ,. nu Jl\firmn• Rut 
~let•n Jll:tuun• "as w..t•cl unl~· by ~f..:J~i 

~ hnultl h4 populari,t•d moll' l'\lensi\"eh 
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Area und<>r r hrmh·ftf fertili ..:,ers : 

TliP pt'ITt·ntag-r of an•a under the cliflcrE'n t crops manw·ed 
by chrmic:al I trlili~eJ \ i~ ~ivcn in Ihe followins;t table. 

P:rcentaee area under chemical fertilisers 
Sl. 

No. 
Cr•'p Am rnoni -

urn 
Super 
pbos- Urea 

Mixed 
ferti-

One or 
more 

sulphate pbate lisers fertilisers 
2 3 4 5 6 7 

l. Paddy 76.23 14.05 15.07 54.62 8 1.90 
2. Ragi 33.09 11.22 48.19 58.65 
3. Cumbu 3845 5.20 39.17 50.35 
4. Groundnut 9.81 1.84 0.86 8.58 12.39 
s. Sugarcane 7.13 ·U4 6'\59 65.42 
6. Others 9.54 6. 17 18.51 24 .68 

!I m.1_, !w "rt·n th:·l ~l.~tO~., of lh an:~t under padd,· rN·Piv<'d 
nu·ioth c hemi" t1 l l"'rrli,t•r" \VIH.•n IH• area beuefit(•d hv th r 
lli!\'('r('ll( f<·r(jJj tO 'l'S i"i ('Cill ...hiPH•fl Separ; te}y. 'j is fOUi\d \ha l ( 1,23% 
of tltt' p;_: :d, UlC':l \':s-. trt·oliPd wi th :-l"llll1o~~.um :->ulphalt·. 1'.05% 
nf llu· HILl iJ.\' stqH'rp!~osphak LJ.Oi% by urt:a and :H..6~% by 
mixrtl frrliJi,f'l'-'-. 

.\rta under IW'! ure.'i: 

Tlw pl'fn•ctagl· :tn·a unth·r the rliffci'C'nt rrops trentecl with 
Jllal'~UH·S 1'- ~h•·, in llw f~,Jh,wing tabl(•. 

Sl. Cr,>p 
Percentage a'ea under manures 

No 
Green 
manure Oibake Other 

manures 
One 0'" more 

mar. Jres 
I 2 3 4 5 6 

I. Paddy 46.49 18.19 73 24 79. 38 
2 Ragi 9.87 46.44 49.06 
3. Cumbu 4.19 38.73 4185 
4. G rounJn•t 3.89 42.24 45.29 
5. Sugarrar.< 1.29 18.47 25.~0 33.71 
6. Others 7.56 41,30 44.95 
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It m'". be seen from the above table thai 46.49% of the 
paddv area was treated with g reen manure. II ma~· be noted 
tha t the u< e of other man ures like farm yard manure continued 
to be very popu lar with the cultivators . Tht! use <)[ farm _yard 
m a nure is not considered as an improved agricultural practice and 
as such, lllc tlata in respect of these manures are not considered 
for the present study. ll is. howe,·er, interesting to note that the 
farm yard manure was used in 73.24% of the paddy area. 

:\reo under chemical pesticides: 

The pc·rcenta~e area unde1· the different crops brought un­
de r chemical pcsti<'ides is shown in the foilc)wing table•. 

Percentage area under 
Sl. No. Crop chemical pesticides 

1 2 3 

l. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

Paddy 
Ragi 
Cumbu 
Groundnut 
Sugarcane 
Others 

80.39 
24.76 
24.38 
40.14 
11.66 
19.42 

Chemic·al pes icicles wc·1'c u>cd in 80.39% of the a rea under 
paddy which actnunts for the highest twrccntage when compared 
to all other <Tops . 

PART II 

Reru:t ion r1/ c-ullirmtor.~ to I he rUirious i m prouod ugrku/1urol 
practices: 

As alr~adv uwntioncd. the schedule u~cd for the su t',~ey \Vas 
so design,, ,, as to obtai n lhe \' iews of t11e <'llilivators abou t th<! 
varioth impro\'t'd a,gr;cultural practices. Information was ob· 
tained on lh<'ir knowh.·dgc nbout impro,·ed agricultural practices, 
their af·c.·eptanu· ~ncl adoption of the improved practices . reason~ 
for lh f> non.adopli Jfl of Hn~· of thr prnr tic·es allci their !-.Ugl{estion~ 
for the Jwtt(•r prc.JHigation of th~ practices. Tlw rest.lts of !his 
opinion su" ·ey ar~ sum ma1 iM·d in the paragraphs that follow. 
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E.r:Ji!nl of mluplion of improved practices: 

Thr pen·c nlag<' c•f ('nlli,·ators who we n· conversant with the 
'ariuth impro\l·ll -=• ~Ticullural practices and of th ose who a<·cepled 
and adopt~<! liicm at least once. is gh·cn in the following table. 

Chemi· 
z Particulars 	 Jmp- Ammo- Super Green cal 

roved nium phos · manure pesti­
seed sulphate phate cides"' 2 3 4 5 6 7 

I, Percentage of culti ­
vators conversant 
with improved 
practiees. 87.66 89.00 71.33 88.66 94.33 

2. Percentage of culti ­
vators accepting 
the utility o f prac­
tices. 81.33 79.00 65.33 81.33 89.00 

3. Percentage ofculti­
vators adopting 
the improved 
practices. 80.00 79.00 63.00 81.33 89.00 

~ 

j.\'o. H: p,.-·<·c·nl::lg'!' ha'e Ueen worked out on the total num 
L<·r ol tulth a tors 1300)). 

Tht• table rH<·al, that 87 .li6% ot •·ulr, ators were <"Onvcr 
san t with the ulilih of imprmt•d s~<'<i'. 81 :13% accept~d it. and 
XO% adunlh ...h't>ll·tl H in Jll">lttice. 72.33 'A, of cultivators were 
ron,c·r~ant witu ulih:y o• ... tq.c·rphosphale. 6j.:33% accepted it, 
and o:-~ /n ::wlu~• ly ad<•Jlh:d it in prac tice. In tlw case of <'ltemic:.t l 
pc.·:-.tiddc.·.:.., 9L:n°·' <Jil'u lli\':ltor ... were c·on,·er...anl with the prac tice 
and :·m% a.dLw'h- adopted it. 

J>islrtlml ion ol l.'ulli1mlors nol adopting improved proclice.t bu 
rem.:ons : 

The pc..c·(, l;.~t:c· uf culll\'~lturs not :.tdopting th e improved 
pradic.:cs JJy u·o1.scm_.;, h J.:l\'('n in lhe following tabl<". 
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Cbemi-
SJ. Particulars Imp­

roved 
Ammo­
nium 

Super 
phos­

Green 
manu1 e 

cal 
pesti ­

No. 
I 2 

seed 
3 

sul phate 
4 

phate 
5 6 

cides 
7 

I. Lack of finances 83.33 88.89 72.97 92.87 87.88 

2. Found nvt beneficial 1 67 1.59 7.21 3.57 3.03 

3. Absence of irrigation 
4. Non availability of 

materi~l 

4.99 

1.67 

3.17 2.70 

12.62 

5. Procedur< for obtai­
ning aid cumbersome 

6. Aid not locall) avai ­
lable 

3.33 

1.67 

3.17 

1.59 

2.70 

0.90 

1.78 3.03 

3.03 

7. Size of holding sma"l 1.67 
3. Others 1.67 1.59 0.90 1.73 3.03 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

It ma1· IH' S<·•·n thal financial din"icult.1 was reported to bt• 
the prin('ipnl ('all'il~ f<,r thC' non·ndopliou of the impro,·ed agri· 
CUltUJ"ai ])l"llCtiC~S bY ih~ c•lili\•ators. ~(ore than 80% Of the 
cultivators "lw h ·>-.·e not a<lm>ted the re<]>ectin· impro1·!'d pr:lC· 
lice. have qunlf'd hi~ rt>a~on for uon-adoplion. 

Suggeslion10 of <:ullinators for hcftrr propagation oj improver/ Uflri· 

cultural prm:li('t's (1 able in ..1ppcmlix- l): 

The vi<'w" n! the c-ulth·aturs ,n~n• sou~hl n•gar<ling- lhe lot:a 
tion of 1hc ._·rnln· lcr· the <Lslri bution of tlw imprnYed inputs 
(seeds. rertilht•rs rnd p~stitidcsl. the ,)gency for their d stribution. 
th!' manner (1(" su •pi~ the adequacy of the inpuls supplied. and 
the method lo bt· atlopt~d fo1· t·tluca~ing Lhc cullin<t•li"S on the 
impro,·cd H;.!rin:ll ~1ral lf'dHliqut.>s. The ,·jews exp res~eci by tht~ 

C'u l tivator~ nrr smnmnr:st•d bt•low. 

f1) Locatio" ui ll1e tlhirii>Uting centre: More th·1n 43% of 
the culth-ators wa tit·<l tlw rlislrjhuti nt;: t·cnlre to be ln(';lh~d at fh(• 
t:n·ot>crah·e sociclv The second preference wns the Grmn Sc,·ak"s 
hc·adquartcr. 
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(2) Agency {or distribution: More than 54 o/o of the culti· 
vators suggested the distribution of the a~ricultural inputs through 
the co-operath·e society. Gram Sevak was preferred as the agency 
for distribution b.v 31% of cultivators. 

(3) Procedure of supply: The cultivators were asked to 
state whe ther the improved inputs should be distributed by (i) 
credit or (ii) subsidy or (ii i) exchange for other t)roduce. Subsi· 
discd distribution of the seeds. f~rtilisers and pesti<:ides was 
favoured by more than 50% of the cultivators . The next prefer· 
cnce was for credit supply and th is was favoured by about 25% 
of the cultivators. The suggestion to obtain inpu ts in exchange 
for other produce did not appeal to the cultivators as 
attracti,·e. 

(4) ;\dequacy of inputs supplied: In respect of impro,·ed 
seeds. 67.66% of the total cultivators reported that they could get 
them to meet thci•· entire requirements. 27.67% of the cultiva­
tors did nut get the required quantit~· of improved seeds to meet 
their need in full. 4 .!>7% felt that the seeds suprlied to them had 
to be substituted by other varieties. 

As regards chemic:a l fertilisers 70.:{3 o/o of cu ltivators reported 
that the supply made could meet their requirements. Additional 
quantity was needed by about 25% of the c·ultivators. Nearly
o% of culth·ators felt the need to substitute the fertilisers supplied 
to them by other ' 'aricties. 

In respec t of ch<'mical pesticides. 66.67 o/o of the cultivators 
got adequate supply. 32.66% needed additional quantity and only 
0.67% clesired substitution of pestiddes supplied to t.hem by other 
Yarictics. 

(.5) ,1Jet/wds of advia adopted b!f lhe Department : Tne 
sun·e.v made an assessment of the ,·icws of the cultivators on the 
following different methods through which the departmental ad· 
Yice on the usc of impro,·ed agricultutal techniq ues should be 
propagated :­

(a) Propaganda 
1b) field demonst ra lion 

(<") Tn1ining camps 

(d ) Audio-visual aids. 
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The data collected fmm tht· sunc\ re,cale<l that more than 
85% of the culth a tors :sugge:o.led prop~ganda <lllfl d<>monst ralion 
in the fie lds as me thods of rxlt'nsion edtwation b,· the• depart 
m en!. 

Periodicity o/ visit of \ 'il/flge Level \\'orl.:crs: Jnformatinn rc· 
garcling the IWrio..Hcit~· of vi{\it of \ 'illage Lcn•l \Yorkel'!) tu thl' 
\·mages S(•lf'C"'h·d for Hw ~unt~. \\as al!\o <·olkciNl and is giv<>n in 
the following tablr. 

" Particulars No. of cult iva- Percentage 
tors reporting to total 

2 ~ 4 

I. Daily 3 1.00 
2. Thrice a week 14 4 67 
3. Twice a week 12 4.00 
4. Once a week 108 36.00 
5. Fortnightly 87 29.00 
6. Monthly 24 8.00 
7. Rare 14 4.66 
8. Not visiting 26 8.67 
9. Cultivators not reporting 12 4.00 

Toral 300 100.00 

It may bt• s<•<>n that the maximum numhPr of <·ultivalor~ 
(36% 1 ha~c l'<'!lOfl<•d that the \'illage L<'' d \\'urkcrs wore 'isit 
ing the Yillagcs onc·t• a \\ ed ·b.66% reporlc>cl hat the \'illagc 
level \\'orlwrs W«'rc rctrclv vi~ iling and 8-Ji7n, rr_)Orted tbat tht•'\ 
were not 'isiling the Yillages a a ll. 

Summory of iirulings : 

.\ summar~· of the iruporlan l findings or the study is ghcn 
below :­

1. 82.3;;% of tlw ~amp!,• culth·atnrs wt·rt• bencfic'inry <·ulli 
vators . as the\· hnn• oblainrd unc ur mon' aids and l ite n·mninin~ 
17.67 % were non-bentticiarics. 

2. ,;t% of the snm t>lc ,·ulll\'lltors U>Cd m1t>ro,·ed seeds or 
seedlings in th<'ir holdin~!' in H'68-6~L .\s rrgarcJ.,. c·ultivalor· ... 
growing paddy. 46.34' _ ol lh<nl ad<>t>h:d unpnJ\cd strains. 



19 


:.L 8/.(l/~--. of lJw ~~un ple t·tlllivaturs used ch<'ntical fertili~ 
Sl'I. ·• (' .,., '" ' ', +\:• II lii<~llln \.' .tllu' ol ' t . I lJC~1·lC.:Iut!~ (1unngS, .J ;.,,., "ll .u,. ·· N Ill'IHU.:a .·' . 

I Vl!~ 6!l. 

I. Onh at.X:J% nf the Inial '"'rain the hOiolings of sample 
('UIIhaiHr"> \\';(') ll)\('ft'd b.\ improve-d S(>E'ds. Taking into conside.. 
rntion lhc an•a und~r paddy alone J5.i7% of the p:\ddy area 
was trPalt'cl wiiJt improvNI strains. 

:;. ln n·st><-d ul arc·a under t>add, . 81.\10% rN·eived chemi­
cal ft·rlili~er.~. 4b l~;~·u was Lrt•nh->d '' ilh gn•en manure and 80.39% 
with tht·mh-nl JH•slkidts. 

ll. ~ton· llwn HO% ol lht· cullintlor<:. W('fC conversant with 
the u1ilth· or imJll'n,<·d agricultural pl'aclit(ls (excc~pt super.. 
phusphiltf• 72r~·V J nnd m;.ljorlh nf llu:n\ han· :tdoptc-·d the impro\'ed 
rn(\lh.,tl'\ in praclic·c: nt lf'.\~t onct'. 

I. f· inarwi:tl diflicult~ ''as tl.C.t•r'ib('d as the main hurdle for 
lhe nnn~adoplion of ilnpro,·cd practices. Some of the other 
reasons reporiC'd Wf'rC' llOil·hCIWfirial f:wlor of the inputs. absence 
of irrigation l;tdlit iC's ~HHI difficulty in obtaining the inputs. 

R. Mon· than :,c.J j{, of the cuHi\'alors sugg<.'Sl<'d tlw distribu~ 
lion of lht agri('ulluntl inputs through the co ·opc:ralh c society. 

9. Subsidised dislribulinn of the seeds. fertilisers and pesli ­
cidt•s wao; fn,·oun·d bY murc thnn :lO% of <·ultivators. 

10 . . \bono! lwo-lhinls of Inc rulth·ators have n•ported that 
they ('ould gt'l Lht.• agri<'ulturnl inputs to meet their full rcquire­
m<'llts. 

11 . )lore than 8~% of tlw cultivator• suggested propaganda 
and tlt•monslnllion in I he fields as methods of extension education 
hy lht• d(•parlmcnl. 

1~ . 4.61\% ol naltiY:olors rt'I>Ortcd lh!ll the \ 'illagc Level 
\\-orkers wen• rarely ,·isiling I he villages and 8.1>7% rl'porte<.l that 
lh(• \'illagr L<•Yel \\'mker< wer~ nol at all ,·isiling the ,·illages. 

t:1. .\s f('~ard..; disbursement of loans to agriculturist. •he 
time takt•n for ~cnalin,· of the applications. nrifit-ation of title 
dc-•eds, C'k.. is ulHluly long. It L..; found that in .18<~·;, nl the cases 
!lac lime· tak<·n was rnore than G month<. :\ecessary sleps should 
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be taken to rnmmuse the time·L•u nnd try to disburse the loon• 
to the applicants at least within one month from the dale of 
application . 

14. From the finJiings of the suney it mny be said that the 
achievements of the Block in rc•pe<·t of chemical fertilisers and 
pcsticiMs ure <1uile satisfactory. Most of the cullivatc11·s wen· 
convcrsnnt with the u tility of llwst• inputs und majority ul' them 
were actually adopting llwm in practice. In other wonls, the 
culli\'lltor& are highly fertiliser mind~d nnn pesticide conscious. ,
Howe,•er. it must he pointed out that in n •speC'l of irntlro-cd •ceds 
and green manure the achie,•enwn'- of the Block cannot bt• said 
to be quite >ntisfactory. The pcr,·entaJ!e of areas under these twu 
prarticrs i~ nut ~ncoura..:ing . ~lur('tnt"r, the qu;.llitv of inll)ro,·cd 
seeds supplied to the rulti,·ator\ "''" r~tl<>rted to be "goocl" only 
by H% of cultivators. Abuut tt % of cultivators have t•eporlt•d 
that the seeds supplied to llwm w<·n· not satisfactory. The I'C· 

ma.ining 45% hn,·e not e:\prtsst)(l nn,v opinion nbout lht fJUalily 
of the seeds. 
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APPENDIX-I 

TABU! No. I 


Quantify of improud utds obtained and sow, 

In 1968-69 by the sample cultil•ators 


Quantity of improved Percen· 
0 z 
{i; 

Crop 
seeds obtained tnge of 

Col. (3) to 
Oovt. Natural Total Col. {5) 
source spread 

2 3 4 5 6 

I . Paddy Kg. 2,01S.OO 8,969.00 10,984 00 18.34 
2. Ragl .. 100.00 100.00 
3. Cumbu 

" 
88.50 59.00 147.50 60.00 

4. Groundnut .. 380.00 2,510.00 2,890.00 13.15 
5. Sugarcane Nos. 5,60,000 7,60,000 13,20,000 42.42 
6. Others Kg. 19.00 9.00 28.00 67.85 

TABLE No.2 

Quantity offertiii3U3, manuru and puticides obtalntd mrd 
applied in 1968-69 by tire sample cultirators 

Sl. 
No. 

Particulars Unit Q uaotuy 
obtai ned 

I 2 3 4 

I. Chemical fertilisers · 
{i) Ammonium Sulphate Kg. 72,450 

(ii) Super Phosphate 
" 

12,895 
{iii) Urea 

" 8,970 
(iv) Mixed fertilisers .. 1,78,905 

2. Man11us: 
{i) Oil cake Kg. 27,260 

(ii) Green manure 
" 86,142 

(iii) Farm yard manure To noes 5.81 s. 2 

3. Ptslicldts : 
(i) BHC and DDT Kg. 30,003.5 

(ii) Endrin/Folidol Tins 945 



------

l2 

Suggestions of cultivators for Mtter pr<>pagatiun of impruve,/ pructicts. 

TABLE No 3 

SuggeJtionJ ugardi,,;: focarion of dlsrributing Cl'tHre 

Sl. 
No. Suggestions 

Irupro- -\ rnmo­
\Cd nium 

Super 
Pho•- Otl-

Green 
man-

Chc­
mica! 

seed Sulphate phatc cake nure Pesti­
cides 

-- ­ - 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ·------ ­
I. Block Headquarters 27.67 15.34 22.00 18.67 19.34 25.34 
2. Gram Scvak's 

Headquarters 28 .67" 29.00 29.00 31.01) 29.66 29.00 
3. co.operauve 

Society 43.00 44.33 48.00 45.00 47.33 4~.00 
~. Others including 

ptlvatesalesman 
etc. 0.66 1.33 1.00 5.33 3.67 1.66 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 1.00.00 

(N. B.: Figuros relate to percentage of cultivators giving particular 
suggestion h> otal number of cultivators.) 

-	" TABLE No.4 

Su~rgr.1tiom regarding agency of ditrritltmiJn" 

Sl. l mpro- Ammo- Super Green Cbe-
No. Sugeestions ved nium Pbos- Oil- man- mica! 

seed Sulphate phate cake nure Pesti· 
cides 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

1. 	Gram Sevaks 31.00 31 66 33.66 32.66 34.33 31.66 
2. Agriculture 

Department 11.00 11.34 9.34 8.34 10.00 10.67 
3. 	Co-operative 

Society 57.00 56.00 56.3~ 57.33 54.33 56.67 
4. 	Private Salesman 1.00 1.00 0.66 1.67 1.34 1.00 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

8 
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TABLE No.5 

Suggestions regarding mode of supply 

Sl. Suggest ions Impro- Ammo- Super Oil- Green Chemi-
No. ved nium Pbos­ cake m:i-nure ca1 

seed Sui­ pbate Pesti ­
pbate cidcs 

:! 3 4 5 6 7 8 -- ­
I. 
2. 

By credit 
By subsidy 

27.33 
56.00 

26.66 
55.00 

28.00 
51.00 

28.34 
49.33 

28.00 
50.67 

23.34 
59.33 

3. By credit and 
3Ubsidy 16.67 16.67 16.67 16.67 16.67 16.67 

4. In exchange for 
produce - 1.67 4.33 5.66 4.66 0.66 

Total 100.00 100.00 !00.00 IOO.CO 100.00 100.00 

TABLE No.6 

Adequacy of Inputs &upp/i"d 

St. Particulars Impro- Ammo- Super Oil- Green Cberni-
No. vcd nium Phos­ cake manure cal 

seed Sui­ phate Pestici­
phate cides 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

I. 
2. 

Adequate 
Additional 

67.66 70.33 70.33 69.67 72.00 66.67 

quantity n•:edcd 27.67 25.67 24.00 23.00 24.00 32.66 
3. Substitute dt'Si­

red 4.67 4.00 5.67 7.33 4.00 0.67 

Totai 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

TABLE No.7 

Suggestion< regardim:mnhods ofad•lce by tire Department. 

Impro- Ammo- Super Chemi-
St. Sugge~tioas ved nium Phos­ Oil- Green cal 

No. seed Sui­ phate cake maoure Pesti ­
phate cidc.l 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

I. By propaganda 31.33 25.00 3 1.00 29.00 25.67 25.61 
2. By demonstration 28:66 28.66 25.66 26.66 28.33 29.66 
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2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

3. By !.raining camp 7.00 12.67 10.66 12.00 13.66 11.66 

4. By audio-visual 
aids 1.00 1.66 0.67 0.33 0.33 1.00 

5. By propaganda 
and demonstra­
tion 31.67 31.67 31.67 3167 31.67 31.67 

6. By demonstration 
and audiovisual 
aids 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 !00.00 100.00 
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CmiME:-ITS IF THE PHO.JECT EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

1. negard ing imp roved scetls. in Pondich crry 1·egiv n , thf' 
loc:ll variclics h ave been re placed by improved varieties lik •· 
C0-2!1, ADT-27. C0- 25, BCP- 1 and ASD- o. No ryot in 
this area is ,,_.u llivatlug lo(:al varieties and all the culti vated. areas 
arc cropped w ith improved varieties on ly. The ryots who were 
inq uired rnean only lhc foundation set!ds as itn proved seeds. T tw 
fo undation seeds wt're produced in S tate Seeds Fa rms. only itt 
lim ited q uantity a nd they were s uppllcd only to the selected ryots 
to faci litate tlw n atu ral wread . 

2. Pesticides are supJ>Ii<•d only :tt :10% s ubsidy . There is a 
Gove rnment policy not to subsidise the seed s and f<•,·tilisel's. 

Fertilisers arc distributed only thro ugh the villaf!e credit 
socie ties. 

3. l)t:nlon~lralions wcr(! conduc1ed in 5 acn:s plot 1 pilot Uc · 
mons1raliuns} and in .iO cent plo ts \ l"Om posit dcmvnstration) a nd 
trial..; a:'<.· aJ.,o t..·oJl(ludt•d d uring the intrud ud ion o f 11('''' nuiPlif's 
like Jaya and Padma. Nat"ionul Dt•Jnunstnllion is also la id out 
in hO(' UITl' plot. 

4. lkgard:ng the germi nation o1 S('Crls, the germina tion test 
b ( OI'Uh:• iltt i ;oth iu St at~ .Scl.'d V.u·m a nd in the Agt•it ultu ral 

Dep:tl' lm(·n t bc·forc tl_islrib ulinn to the public. The sc•cds wiJI b~· 
di~tril>u1NI on!~ if lh<- gf'rJJ'l inat ion pcrc.:cntag<' is mm·c· than 90% 

Therc·ro~t·. lht•rc i~ no h~:1sis l'or the <·ornplaint. 

.j . l)t·riodidty uf ui~·it of Village /.Jeuel \\'orker.-.: T he \'ilhtgt· 
l.cn· l \\'ork..:;·~ ~tt·c llw multipurpt)$.(' work <:r s of the Block. Be· 
-:ide·:. lh<' du l it·s no nn :.l ll.Y attached to their posts they are n tt(' nd · 
in~ !o Ilk propagation \\'OI'k of o ther <lepartmcn l.s SU(·h a~ In!'ol'· 
mnt ion. 1\ unil.'' Phw n; ng. II arijan \Vclfar<·. Thc·~· ar(· in char;.:-~· 
of ftt.oul ten \'i llng<>.~ ))(•lo nging to thc.:ir jurisdictkn. lns tr\t(' lion 
\\'ill bP f.(i\'l'll lo ~t il \ 'illage l..C\'(•1 \\.orker..;. to \'isit the ,·ill:,gcs a l 

ll·a:-. 1 once a wcc-Jc 

6. Ht•gard in g tht..• d istribu tion of loans to agric ulturisls . lh t· 
verifkntion work is don e by lhc Rc•\'c>nue Departmen t. T hc•y will 
be req uC'sted to rl'duc<> th ~: time lag . 

P ROJECT £X£Cl:TJ\'E O FFICEH 


