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FOREWORD

An Evaluatlon,study on Integrated Child DeQelopment
. Services (ICDS) §theme was taken up a* the instance of the
State Evaluction Committee, The findings of the study, as in-
corporated in the Report, were based on data furnished by the
implementing Department and répresented in form of Tables and
Annexures besides on~the-spot investigations and observationf.\

The basic objective\df the ICDS Scneme has been to

promote the nutritional and health status of the Children,

in the age-group of 0-6 years, as well as the,,, .Ling mothers

and pregnant women, The effective imgslementation of the Scheme,

in the light of the suggestions offered in tne Report, may °

prove beneficial towérds achieving the objective of the scheme,
‘_This scheme also playé an important role in proceeding towards
“the goal of "Health For All in 2000 A.D.*® | '

I take this opportunity to thank all the concerned
functionaries of the Social Welfare Department, right from
the Directorzte down to ianganwadi Centres for tneir co-ope-
‘ ration in furnishing the requisite materials for the study.

My apprecistion goes also to Officers and Staff of Lvalua-
tion Unit who undertook great pains inlpreparing the Report,

My soecial thanks are, .however, due to the Chief-
- Secrectary to Govt: of MeghalaYa'and Cheairman offthe Stafe
Eveluation Committee Shri D.K. Gangopadhyay who despite of
“being héavily pre-occupied, in his capacity, could neverth-
less spare his valuable time in holding a.meeting;df the
Comnittee(State Evaluation), for thread-bare discussiori on
the Draft Report and finally conveYing approval of ﬁhe same,

In fige,‘I do hope, that inspite of certain limita-
tions, the findings and recomnendations as highlighted in
the Report will be found useful by the implementing Deparﬁ-
ment, in taking suitable corrective measures towards effec—
tive execution of the schemne, ' | |

Dt 12.00.97 i R. V. Suchiang
Ex-Officio Director of Evalustion,
Proyramne Implementation Departuent,
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Preface

¥ An Lvaluation study on the Integrated Child Develojment
Services (IuDo) scnewe was taken up at the request of the social
wWelfare Departuent with prior wpproval by the State kvaluation
Ccmmlttee. The SCOye, objectives, modus operondl etc, of the Scheme
are narrated v1V1d1y ‘in the Chapter-l where-in &lso the ObJ&CtheS
of tnis study are specified,’

2. This Centrally Sponbored Scheme started operdtlng in
meghdlqya since 197570, but for the purpose of the present study,
the reference period is confined toﬂyears between 1966-69 to 1991-92.

3. The findings presented in the ‘Report are ‘based on dgtd
furnlsned by the Directorate of Social Wel fare, the 3(threce) selec-
ted ICDS Progects,those;(dqtq) céllected at the &(e19n+) Sample
Anganwadi Centres ond as“wéli as on physical observations and
conversatlons/engﬁlrles made durlng field studies.

4. The packdge of serv1ces puryorted to be delivered by the
Scneme comprise, in ma 1n, Supplementary “iatrition Pr09ramm9( SNP)
nealthe and non—formal;educqtlon and tne same are accordingly hlgh—
lighted in cha pters IV-VA witn however, wore cow.rehensive el®bo-
ration on the OSNP wnich constitutes a major component both in terus
of mannual and financial aspects. how the Scheme is administered .o
and the extent of its Coverage, are ln-corporated in cnapters-II and
ILfI respectively, wnlle Chapter VII deals witn SUHEIVLSlon etc. The
assessment of its lHydCt on the concerned beneflclorles is focussed
1n‘Chdpter VIII, wiricir is followed by chapter IX hignlignting certain
impediments and loop-holes wiiich hindered for tne effective and :
siwooth 1w .lementation of the Scheme Last of all, we have chapter X
Spelllnc out .briefly the main flndlncs of tne study.

5. apart frow the Shortao& of staff, the Report presents
other limitations like non—chlldblllty of certain required data
and incOh31stencyi§ome furnisned figures, 1nadequacy of required
publicatiuns etc., These barriers disable the Report from arriving
at, in certain aspects, lucid conslusions for its findings.

' 0. Ihe,StUdy was entrusted to F. Syndai, Deputy Director
(in his earlier Capaeity aS hesearch Officer) wio carried out
the Whole spectruwm of the work.right frow desggnlng sta.e up to
report draftlng under my over-gll superv151on ( 1n my hitner—to
capacity as Deputy Director), In the field study he was assisted
by one Hesearch Assistant Sri wm. B. Lyngdoh wiiile in compilation
aqd TabUldthﬂ works tne Services of both Hesearcn assistants
(Shrl M.B. Lyngdoh and shyi 9. Lyngdoh) were utlllzed.
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Ta The EValuatlon Unit, "p.L.D., expresses its Sanere
appre01atlon to all the anOlVéd ufflcers and staff of the
Directorate of Social Welfare for tieir full co—oPeratlon witn
: us_in:comglétlng tiiis Study; In tuis connection, speciwl. wérition
may be made td swtii L. Lyngdoh;_ProLramme Officer (ICpS CLlLL) &nd
Sari S. Sherma Sta tlstlccl h3515fant ( of tne Dlrectorate) whose
valuable assistance nas enabled us 1N wany ways towards flnallslng
the Report as 1t is uOW. our 9ratefulness goes also to tne 2 pistrict
Prog;dmme ufficers [CDo, all tne CDPus aﬂd tne conCcrned bu)ervlsozs
of the 3(three) selected [COS Progects as well as the Anganwadi '
workers of the S(Glgnt) Samyle AﬂOdﬂdel Centres, \

&. It is hoped that the . Heport Wlth»dll 1ts” 1Lu1tdtlons,
w1ll serve a useful feed-back to the 1nH1ementllg Deyartment &nd
ay prove also leUdble towards 1erovement in the workLng ot the
Schewe in order to ensure 1ts ennanced effLCdCY and 1mpoct

... Y .n. BROY
~Joint pirector,
- Evalusztion . Unit, .
Programme Implementation Degjartment, "
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INTEGRATED CH L D DEVELUPMENT SEHVLChb SuHE wiks
IN N&‘-MMW\*—'-\ RISt Y 3

T

;ltléh, 1mmun1zatlon, health check—uo, re-
:ltlon and health education and non-formal
'cn),n‘an 1ntegrated manner to infants(O-1 "
-3%yearss) and pre—school going cn11dren(3+ﬂ
\ngjmctners,, pregnant and other,_women ‘witnin age-
‘qars belonglng to’ the waaker sectlons of tne
'flc services are eXpected to be; lmparted toeach
In Megnalaya, tne scheme

sg&pcted benef1c1ar1e<-

: 4 eré:heve been 26 ICDS rrOJects.

i_ A I.V.D S, OBJECTIVES :

ve the nutrltlonal and hedlth Status of bnlldren
5&6 years-- '
J?ffoundatlon for proper Hsychologlcal, phy5103]
yalént of the chlld, . 7-
.cg the incidence of mortallty, morbldlty,'mal—nu—
1}001 drO,)-out '
£ _ievg effective co—ordlnatlon of policy and lmple—
mentatlon ambngst the various departments to. promote cnild deve-
IOPmGRtt“ ST - A
: '=fn5‘{lb enhance tie capablllty of “the: pother to look after =
, the normal health and nutrltlonal needs of the child through
‘proper nutrltlon ‘and- health educatlon, -

&

Thh OPbRATLUNAL bbTLUP.

l 3 Ihe wperatlonal areas ‘f the Scheme!'s erJect known as

ICDS Project is cotermlnous with that of - Cowmunity Development
Block, It is tnerefore expected that there will Le one project
';for every Community Development Block, though at present tnis
: target is yet to be achieved in full. The. RIOJeCt is under an
Novetwall charge of project Officer de51gnated as Child Develcp-

)AlJGCt officer(GDPO) of the Social Welfare Department,

; ”fby'a number of supervisors and ministerial staff, lnder
each progect, tnere are village level workers entitled 'Anganwadis'!

.'9.-.2/"‘
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~ posted at -villages . selectedas
of which dlffers from proJ'i‘

ZICO—Ordlnathn comm@ttee are. constltuted at dlfferent 1ev€1s .
- . ) T

fl 4. F,[M-u\lcllx@ PATTI:RN g

Belng a Centrally Sponsored bcheme, a bulk of expen—AF
diture was found to be met from the Plan Budget as 1nd1Cated
in the flgures furnlshed by the 1mplement1ng Department for the
u'peIlOd from 1988-89 to 1951-92° excepting that of ,1990-91 where
’Nun—ﬁlan expendlture exceeded the ‘Plan expehdlture. K '

5, ‘MED FOR THE STUDY & I

4;1 5, :The Study was. conducted at the lnstance of the State Bva—
1udtlon ‘Committee as initially- d651red by the lmplementlng De~
}cpartment N

1. 6  OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY ¢

i) o hlgnllght the role played Dy an Anganwadi:WOTKer;

Aii) To Study measures taken in the Selectlon of benefl- s
c1ar1es, ‘ ; . : ; . .

iii) To Study an-extent of 1mprovement effected in tne i
nutritional Status of- the target grouos, -

_iv) To Study an-extent. of- Sexvices coverage :under tine
Health &, educatlonAcomponents of the scheme;

-;ivbnTb asSess the level~ o% co—ordlnatlon bétween the
~~ concerned depdrtménts R R e I

Vi)TIo evaluate an 1m,act of the scheme, oy

'ME.IH.)DOLO(:Y OF T STUDY -

1. 7. OW1ng to staff shortage, only three orogects regard&d as.
-the good ones (1 e, ‘in the sense where¢ maximum 1nformatlon>werei
. expected to be readily- avallable) were selected as- samples; fo" ;
‘the- study 1n consultatlon w1th the 1mH1ement1ng DeHartment
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Under‘éach of the two selected ICDS ﬁiogects, namely, Thadlaskein
and Rongram, 2(tWO) Anganwadl Centres were taken up as samples
whe:e as in Tespect of the remalnlng Zhol parea ICDS progect, 4
(four) Anganwadl Centres were crosen ... to the fact that hhis
3art1cular prOJ
area of its?fun

9C‘Vered 2(two) C.D. Blo-ks in the geographical

Y, “ instead of one Biock as it suould be, The

& centres (nnganwadi) was purpesive, that is,
esf Houses were avallable, This facility was

 -as aluatlon team needed to spend for serme days in |
every '¢§ht? order to study and collect relevant data recorded
in the Hegis ,rs'and other papers waintained by the anganwadi
workers. As régards beneficiary samples, the study selected at
random, lO Nos from among the children and 5 from the pregnant
women/nursxng .mothers as recorded in the SN Register for the month:
of July,. 1992, ’

TOOLS FOR THL STUDY

1.8: For the purposé of collection of data; the folloW1ng'sepe;
rate schedules_cum—questlonndlres were used - for (i) Beneficia—
ries (1i) Angarwadi workers (iii) ANNL(lV) >.D.P:0s (V) Directo-~
rate ‘of Social wWelfare, Besides, some guide points were keot rea-
dy for dlSCUSSlonS with tne Medical Cfficers and others during
field works.- '

VAN QOWER
1,9. Field works were conducted by the Research offlcer I/c who
was. assisted by nne Research Assistant, J’he scrutlny and tabu1a~
tion. works also, these two personnel together with another Re-

sear‘h assistant performed the Job, prafting of the Rﬁport was
.entrusted to the Research Officer. :

REFERENCE <ERIOD

1,10, In order \to,have some idea about the trehds“in the wor-
king of the schewe data collected covered the period from 1988~
89 to 1991-92.

. LILITATIONS

1. ll The Shortage of staff, espec1a11y for fleld works, cCome
pelled the Unit to take up. very few projects and Centres as. sam-
ples. Pata received at different levels were not complete.hThese
anduiothér handicaps including belated reéeipt af the information
from the . ;mplementlng Department have con51derably dlmlnlshed the

ond e b

qUallty qf thgjﬁeport

eesed/—
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CHAPTER — II

, HDnLNIDTHhTION OP Tht bthwh
Head Office ;

2 l. For the lmplementdtlon of the bcheme, the Dlrector of -

’ Soc1a1 welfare Departuent is .assisted by some Offlcers and

stdff ‘whose pay and allowances are met aut of the IbDb bcheme.
The Offlcer dlrectly involved with the Scheme i des1gnateo as
}Programme Officer (ICDS-Cell) and below her is the btdtlstlcal
Assistant. Their duty is mainly of co- ordlndtlon in nature wnlch
includes comgllatlon of Return, submitted from time to time by

the CDPOS Nuny of valuable information concerning the over~all
working of thne Scheme or even of any partlcular project are
readily available from the Directorate of Social welfare through
the sspgdeis Tendered by the afore-said Officer and Statistical |
Assistant. Besides, ministerial Staff comprising of U.D;Aa;L.D.A.;V
and Driver and one Peon are-all appointed under the ICDS ucieme,

CpPOst Offices

2.2, At the érojéct Level, tie staff consisted of C.D.f.0v, -
Supérvisors, Anganwadi workers, Helpers wno took up the scheéme
at Fhe gréés—rﬁot level, They were assisted by supporting staff
comprising Clerks, Typists and 4th Grade employees, The C, D. ¥, 0s
of all the three selected rojects were the holders-of Master
Degree in Social work and had also attended the 3 months Jgb
Training course and the gefresher course as well. The Rongram
and the Bhoi Area ICDS rrojects were both started in 1982
while that of Thadlaskein in 1979-80. If the figures ¢ i fur-
nished by the Projects, are correct, it shows that there Was
not much difference in the strength -+ staff during the 1n1t1a1
period and thet of the year 1991-92, Thus as per table No 2.1,
the strength'of the Lady Supervisors and the anganwadi workers
remained the sawe at 3 Nos and 60 Nos respectively from the
beginning till 1991—92_at Rongram ICDS Project. 5o also with
the case of Thadlaskein Project, the Lady Supervisors bécame
stationery in position with 5 Nos. With reyard to the Angan—
wadi workers and Helpers, the Project (Thadlaskein) showed an

" dncrease from 89 to 99 i.e. by 11,23 p.C., during a span of
1979-80 (starting year) to 1991-92. The figures pertaihing

ts Thadlaskein pProject shows that out of the 124 sanctioned’
"NosvmgvAngdnwadl workers helpers (the same stated tq.have been
there since the 1n1tlal ‘years) only 99iﬁg¥e in position by
1991-92, A clarification from the Social welfare Department
was that the vacancies had actually all been filled up but

Iy
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with the carv1ng—3ut of  the aplarew ICDS Progect from the com-
\3posite ‘Thadlaskein ICDS project ‘in 1990-91,%the 25 Anganwadis

"falling’ under tne new “project (amlarem) had also consequentially
“been tagged to 1t CBut tie Thadlaskein ICDS Project. still re-

tained its sdnctionlr strength of anganwadi Workers and helpers

based on its populatlcn\coverage Concerning the Bhoi area ICpS
fProgect ‘the study cannot throw any similar couments for went of
w&data requ1red in this connectlon. ‘

AR ' o : L2 7
- o TABL}:. NO. 2.1,
B STAFF PODLTION Or Thu bhw@Lé IbDb PHQJbuTb ay
. . ‘
Sfaf? aé51gnatlonh; N Rongram T T Bhoi AZed "3:'— ThadIaskeln
Mhi= TI991I92 TIni=' 1991592 ~ TvIni-T 19918927
- tial ,SanciIn %1al'5a9c— In 'tlal' Sanc-' In
- Losi- tlon~p051“ 't1#n~ 208i-' ' 'tiAn- ! p0-
tion 'ed 'tloﬁ' 'ed *tion ' . 'ed - tion. -
R e T [y SR FUR I R gl
1. Lady 3 3 3 N, T 5 Ay 5
. -SUperVLSOrs o B _ : .
2, Anganwadi 60 61 60 ' N.a,o 127 89 124 99
o wnrkers e REEE T F N L T o
'3.:délpers~_ : 6L 607 wpNLAL, 0 127 89 . 124 99

;j;ZJL?:é/i“f‘f‘ 2/1 2/1 -2/1 21

ate  anm w — — p—_ o - - - — - — o Guit —t o — G - S -

ASourcéé': ICDS - Projects,

.a-boo'?ﬁf‘s-‘
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Recrultment of Anganwadi wOrkers :

2. 3 In tne ‘matter of recruitment of angdnwadl worker; the flrst‘
:preference is to ap901nt ‘tre 106a¢ ‘candidate  as far as p0551b1e.;
But due to non-avalldblllty B suitdble local appllcants, the i
Ronyram ILDb Progect had to recruit. eutside as many as. 24(4U 0%)
out of the total GU,Anganwadl workers.eThe merits of such out-
side workers lie on. tuelr balng reldtlvely free from tne encum—h
brances #f domestic workaandaare tuerefore able to devote chh
of thelr time towdrds dls _ ';ég.tnﬁlr quties if tney are sinw
cere, Qur -two:, saqp;ei_ﬁn‘:ﬁygdx

appedred to be dutlful ti_

. workers seem to be’ so man' aa‘
exampl tne non-readlnes o)
af’ a She_Lta* for“the- dhd'anw
for ‘the, sncoth funttlonln”
;ﬁwner can dtxnrd prOVld;ng‘ v At 3
i - e Ee Be51des,gth ;=~ncere workers guve them easy
pretext frOm aVolding' ;'enéfag thzlr duties. regularly.‘ﬁnnq
workers of tne neqrby;centree*v1slted by the kvaluation’ quty
were not found An the;r respectlve place. of working and eveén

the 1oéa1 re51dents did” not know sbout their movement, On the
other hdnd the other two sample Progects were able to appoint .

'?xers ‘in tnis very Project
Eut”demerlts of non-logal
5 ".fheir merits, For

= for constructlonf'
;seilous problems
AEVET NQ. local house—
odm to stay= 1n~} 2

all thelr anganwadl workers from among the local candldates,_,,
The extent of co-operation of the village community in fulfll—'_
11ng the resHon51b111ty nf erecting a shed for shelter to "the
Anganwadi worker and for housing a non-formal Pre—yrlmdry
Scnool shall be dealt with in toe relevant Chapter.

Functionaries! ‘Tralning s -

2.4, From tue Table 2.2,, it appears that tihe 3(tnree) pPro-
jeits had made every effort to get the involved field staff
duly trained in their respestive sphere of activities as laid
down ertams Gu1de llnes, Rongram ICDS Project ‘seemed to have
achicved cent per cent in this regard when all tue 3 Supervi-
sers and the 60 Anganwadl workers had completed their respec~.
tlve tralnlng, In case of Bhoi Area ICDS Project, out of 7
5ueerV1sors, 5(71 4%) of them get Tlened while 114(89, 8%)
out of the total 127 Anganwadi workers had acqu1red Tralnlng.
Thadlaskein ICDS Project fared the least pertaining to Su-
pervisors!' training wnen only 3(60,0%) out of tne total 5
acQuired training. n respect of anganwadi workers, it how-
eyer, recorded a better performance than tnat of Bhoi area

seee T/~



Wben 93(93 Q%Q lncludlng 5 under tralnlng were tralned out of

1ts tital 99 Anganwadl workeTs, Tue over dll achlevement in: tnls
;. ':ed tnat 11(73 3%) of the 15 Superv1sors and 267

(93 4%‘ Qf»tne'286 Anganwadl workers ad received Ilenlng. Rea= .
son for non—sendlng ujto tralnlng oL ik untralned personnel was- ..
either due to pregndncy ! ba by nurSLng. In our 8(elght) saimple
Anganwad; workers onk of thcm remalned untrained also due to '

this very - reqson.

ﬂ

TABLE _ No.A.z SR

TﬂAINE.D/UNTmIN..D ruLJuTIu‘ARILb AT HRUJI:L,T &

m\»c,mwmals LI:VELS (Ab m 1991-92 y .
&, .. .
EIT"" P SGJEiViEors £ anwad' WOTKErE'“Lﬁq?ks
No.! Name 9f proJ&Ct'Ti'iT Un='Total " Iraij Un= 7 Total!
BN 'ned Jtrai2 . 'ned trais v '
R S ’ : r .|ned ' LT lne'd o '
b R I~ 2SN P S T PO S P I A S-S '3 '7_'- 9._
R | 3 R 3  ;O | o oo & post
.]. -Rgngram ICDS o _ 3. 60 - pos
S - Project (100.0) © (100.0) vacant
: o . o _ T . sunder
: ' deputa-
B T . C .. tion to
, 7~>=*“:f: S : : 4_‘ - Trai-:
2, Bh.i**’;\rea s 5 . 2 7 e 13 127 Ping.
© prg ol ( 7J--4) - ¢ *394)
3, Ihadlasksm' ILDS 3 2 5 884§ 6 . 99
Do SR ( 60 O) 5 S#*j Pl
Yo (939 |
AR Total° l.l. L4 15 2620 19 . 286
R Taigy

.\

. 'Nete : Figures in brackets indicate percentages to totals
Sourcégrs;"IGD&_PTCﬂéCtS‘i)

Ratio of quervrsors to - Anganwadl workers N

2.5, As can be seen from Table No.. 2. l., the ratio of 8uper—
 visors to Anganwadl WOrkers, as 'in . 1991—92, of the three se-
- lected ICDS Progects viz. Rongram, Bhoi hIEd and Tnadlaskeln

—worked out to. 1:20, 1: 118, L: 19 8 resgect1Ve1y, Cempared to a

ratlo of 1:17 (Trlbal arcas) as envisaged in tne Mannual, the
;'éxlstlng strength ef- SuperV1sors in relation to the number of
i Anganwadi Workers, as they stood in 1991—92,‘appeargd to be
> §£§114$nbrt of the said ratio laid down in the Scheme,There-

1‘u! o8/""
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_ of the Centr&s, the buperv;sor could hardly pay: a: Vis
‘once _a month into.tne centres: assigned to her, Bbgardlagit

actUal 1nsJectlon made b, the buptersorS to their respectlve

<u.jﬁcentre fthe same is highlighted in Chapter VII. . -~§ﬁL<“'*
. : , ~i ".. i

2 6 Tb a questlon whether the ex1stlng stuff were consldered"
dequate for tne' effuctive 1mplementdtlon of tue scneme two ©

. of three. selected -ICDS. ProJects vig, Hpngram and ThddlaSkELn:‘

replied in negdtlve €each, statlng thiat one more of superv1sor

- was required- whlle the remaining c0rrespondent made “he mention .

abput tnis p01nt Be31des, the Rongram rroject pointed out that
annther supporting ministrial staff was also needed in orderﬁto;

3 . . . "
co.e witn increasing officets works,

The imege-of Apganwadi Worker s .

2 7 As already stated wbove one of the funé£ionarieé inVOlVEd
in the, lmplebntatlon of® the scheme is designated as, Anganwadl

'yurker. Her role, as observed durlng field study, appeared Ty

be sa:vital that, #thner things remainiing constant the success
or- fallure of tiue scneme lies to a great measure on tiwk SlnCt*
rity or other wise of tuis category of worker., since tue Sphere
of her fqnctlons lics at tne grass-not 1eve1, the entire quK~
age of Services embodied under tie scheme must needs e even-
tUdlly dellvered by her to the ellglble target groups, She is
thus aptly. descrlbed as ti hlngpln of the scheme on her com-
blnéf seryices of (i) a mother nourishing her cnild witn nuuA -
trious foods, (ii). 2 Feacher moulding and building up- cnlldren's

/ph'SlCal and intellectuzl up-growtn and (1115"a nurse checklng

his/her dally health condition and rendering first-aid remedy,.
if necessary. The *manual on Inteyrated Child Development Ser-
vices?® enumerates the responsibilities of tne anganweadi workerﬁ
at para 2.18 thus,_organlzlng Pre— school dct1v1t1es arranging -
supplementary nutrltlon feeding for children, expectant and
nursing mothers; giving health_and_nqtrltlon education to
mptheis' making home visits for educating parents; eleciting

- community sugport and per101patlon, assisting the P.H. u.
*'sta®f in imgslementation of 1mmun1zatlon, health Cthk—uy
::etCt... ........ Ceaeereeaeini malngalnlng routine files and

M‘I‘tCOI‘dS .‘.l'..o:...o.o...od.cc—:c_ .:’.....,..'."""..‘....."'....'.‘.-.......

SUBTUCO - Bebldes, she is engaging '

r..‘..".".'li'l..ll(.l._"'.ll

\ﬁin conductlng famlly survey ia ordger to be able to locate the

&Ilglble targbt yroups, Lnterlng from house.to house was a

00009/"
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”vsnsumlng and tedious process but was ‘neverthless obliga-
sn her part esp601a11y at the initial stage of the imple-
uhtatlon of che scheme, The process was ‘repeated in the con-

@SecuthG years also as found 1n some - of tne selected Angahwadi
_workers : : ‘

<

Records Malntenqnce

2 8. Unllke her other counterparts (othbr v1llage 1eve1'workers)
‘h&r respon51b111t1es seem to.stand unique in the sense that
whatever dally dCthltlLS ShL performed, she had to enter ‘them
1n proper relevant Rﬁglsttrs. In this way, maintenance of re-
cords of different activities constituted one of the 1mportant
and regular features of the Anganwadis' functions, Thus‘ “for
any quantlty of any food items consumed on any day was found
to be recorded properly in the Stock Register even: though at
'the time of dellvery of fooda to the ICDS (Anganwadl) Centres
by the offlce, a daily ratc-of consumptlon per: -day for each
item was, c.11‘(-:ady speC1f1ed in the slip issued to them along
w;th the SNP foods. ‘This was however empha51sed to ‘be highly
neCassary as thelz stock~mu1ntenance was 11ab1e to audlt by
kthe competent authorltles. It is not known if there is any
Aother Govt. cmployees, of ‘their 1&vo1, wh?se Job is also sub«
ject to audltlng Pbrtalnlng to thls very component of the
scheme, ‘the anganwadls malntqlned another - Attendance Register
1for the daily participants (by namc} of the supplzmentary nu--
trition Programme at their rQSpb“tlle centre Like wise, a
;school—attendahce Reglstbr was ‘ther *Jr the non-formal Fre~
rschool b651des many otner Reglsters rccordlng 1muortant vil-
hlage—level StatlSthS such as blrtns, dezths etc.” To be pre-
cise, one can well understand how pre—occupled this category
;of v111age workers are from the various Reglstbrs ‘found to be
;in prose551on by some of the selected Anganadl dorkers Those
‘School (1v) Births and deaths (v) Health and Nutfition Educa—
“tion (vi) Abstract for births and deaths (vii) 6 + years
“children attending the local formal primary schools (viii)
. yisitors Registers (ix) Immunization Rgglster (x) Assets
(x1i) Medicines Stock (x11) delly survey and (x111) Daily

,,Dalry Rﬁglster.'

g..o.c.lo/"



tstlmated hours of work {’  

2.9. “How dlver51fled the, functlons performed by ﬁle~
was  amply demonstrated in the preclﬂrng garagraphs
fy OUr PUrpose, the study attempted %o break up the“‘
v1t1es of the anganwadis 1nto 5(f1Ve, Hieln lelSlons
feeding, pre-scnool fllllng up of cards, regr»ters etc,,
me asurdng of children, Health education,  The extent of -ho
work estlmgted to have been devoted to edcn of the 5 1tems of 
dCthltle by the- anganwadls is ¢hown in the Tuble No. 2 3. takmng
25 work1n9 dcys in & wonth as per Office's, dlrectlons 1m91y1ng ‘
thius ‘that thy were to be at.work in all the ddys 1n a month, ﬁ:
(save Sundays) with no public Holidays at all. ‘The Table N*ﬁhg;
2, 3. dbplCtS & cértain degree of variance no doubt in the ex—
tent of tiie said to be engaged in each of the flve different
act1v1tles by tue selected anganwadls,‘but 901ng by qverage,
the result; shows that tnis worker had-to set to work for 129
nours a month or 5. liours a day in dlscharglng thelr ddy—t0¢day
functlons Further, 1t(Tablt) demonstrates that out of the 5
'(flve) broqdly classified activities, . fllllng up of cards,
Reglsters etc, accounted for ncarly 47 hours monthly or al-:
most 2(two) hours dally, followed by teact:ing ln non-foamal
rprenscnool for ‘39 "hours p.m. OT -1 "hour,47 mln. a ‘day and fee~
ding 29. nours a month or lf hours _a daY. AS dgalnst thlS dura-—
‘tion’of. dally HouTs of work rendered. by the anganwadls it is"
;lnterestlng to knowzthdt tne L P, School’ Teachers (regular Govt
tmployees) are requlred to put in 4 hours of work a day only,
‘ cene be51des enjoying the 'public hHoli-

0000.« P e e e 00 s rntu-.’.”inu

~day and VdCdthn facrlltles.,

*/“s‘tao\mot extent the selected .. s actually:
> performcd their duties, it will be observed in
“the subsequent cnapterszz

veews 11/~
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T ABL E. NO*g;;iL'

HOUHb 05 noan IN ‘NUNTH

§1 TF Name df -mﬁmﬂours ina monfﬁ _______
‘No, ' Anganwadi .'reedlng Pre-~~IF”“11ng welgﬁtﬁ'H.aIfH1Ibtal
' Centre, -~ ! R 5cnool'Up of ..! ing on ‘educa-"'

t . ‘Regis— ! chllten‘tlon '

' ter etcd '
:E:’l:?-::—_—:______Z:;-:ZZZC’T.:'“IZ:E-:
1. Kyrdem - 25¢ 3 5 133,00

2, Sonidan 12430 0 -2 5 94:30
,73;5N0ngkhréh~r 254 o B50; '3 8 136:00
4 | ta® 18145~ T 3 15 86145

37330 3. 10 ¥3:30
“B0500 7 4 108:00
.- 8ls © - 37:30 '3 202:45
710030 - 230 Not yet 202
- g practised

o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

3lO 45 374345 60330 50 1033;30
33350 46 50 73134 7:08 129311
L:47 1:52 '0:18 0117 5 10

- Sources. 3 Anganwgdi*Centre.

A}

HONUBARIJNlTU ANbANMhDI HOR&bR :

B

2 10, Hd11ng dlscussed at length (in the. preceding paragraphs)
fabout the multi-farious functions of tne anganwadi workers, it
is very a)proprlate to be aware &l so of the remunaratlon offered
lto these workers, [ .» Accordlng to the 2(two) LDHO'S, the rate
iof honorarium differed mgrglnully accordlng to educgtlondl gqua-—
‘1ifications and period of service -in that tne matrlculdtes were
entilted to R.275/-p.m. whlle tilse of under-matrlculotes only
ito & 225/Lp.m.bbut after hQV1ng completed for 5 years continuous
se,rv:.ce,, their earning was raised to Rs.250/- d.m,. The remaining
.rsample progect seemed, however, to make distinction to nulther
of . ‘the afore—sgld two criteria, Ingtead, a flat rate of m.225/-
fp M, - Was Sdld to huve been paid to every workef In‘thls con—
nection it is to be mentioned that all “the B(elgnt) Sample AN-
ganwadi Workers were under~matr1rulote and they 'Were accordingly
~paid by thc sample prOJects as per tnelr Tespective: norms. For
example, the Angaandl worker ct Allegre ICDS:Centre, . thougn
having completed for 5 YLdrS 51nce,—st111 wus getting only
'm 225/—J.m. Going thus by tneir accepted’ norms, 1t is obserVed

N
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as per Teble NG's 2 44 that both the Rorgyram anggu"4? y
ting &,2257—p.m;veacﬁ thr&—as that of .Bhoi srea “ro 56
of 4 selected: Samples, two of them received Rse229/-p.iis &
onothe,r 2(tw0) at ‘an Ln,h‘..n(:ed rate; ot &.250/—p,n, qu
g¥rd to ThquQSRe;;srrOJect both of the selected Anganwa
‘ktrS(A‘W ) were rtmunergted qt Bse 250/~ p.m, each,

o ruB Lb No. 2.4.
I'AT‘S OF HUA\IOW-.RIUM TO J-\A\JCv-thADI wOBKERDS: .
~Newe 5E — T ates Udfed b uDPOS(R Sample ! ~Rate Trequenﬁ
~ ?E?E ot | R w4 y z slze 1 Gies quoted . -
| | : | _DY aus, ﬁﬂ%
1 ReErE-T T Under 15~ years ! 1 275 %Rs f
i”culqtes;_gpiriqz'ierv1cg 4 o4 :52 :gngL
: :-1-:.:::::3_:2:;{___3.:._L __4_'-__4__'___'.1 ._9.-.1.:7_'_%\_8.2._.
"Rdngrém ‘ 925 2 - 2 - £
Bhoi Area 275/~ 225/~ 250/~ 4 -2 2
. Thedleskein — 275/-  225/-  250/- 2 - =20
19‘  -: Helpers Hono+¢iium :

2,31, All our reSpondents ‘both &t village and project levels,
' corroborated in tneir Stqtbm&nt that the’ rute of nonordrlum pold
to Helper was RsrlIO/— Pemy s ] SR

o . HUNO:%AH.[UM AND VULUNE: OF WOtiKg ;
2,12, All the three selected C.D. P.Os. agreed tnat the p.nganwc.ndl
Workers were over-burdencd witn the;r day-to-day ad+1v1t1es. Simi~

larly as to & QUbSthn whether the ex1st1ng rate of honorarlum wask
con51dered COmp tiblc to the quantum of WOrks performed by them,
kthey all emphatically regllad 1n negutlve.' So the rates considered
"Justxfldble snould be 1in the range betwehn 500 to lOOO/—p.m. accor-
ding to them. The C, D. P Q. of Rongrum ICDS PrOJect oplned it

"Rs., lUOOVQ p.m. for Angunwadl Worker and RS. 500/— for nelpbr while
tnat of Bhod Area suggestcd at Rs. 700/— for matrlculdtes and
'Rs. 500/~ for under mutrlculates _For the helper, she put it Rs,300/
The Ihadlcskeln CDPO on the other hdnd recoumknded & flot rate of
Rs., 500/~ p.m. each both fom-Angaandl Worker and Helper, trying
thus to veluate equally the status and resaon51b111t1es of these .
“two- cgtegorles of. functlonques of the scheme wulCu appeured to be
'paradoxlcel. Ratbs cons idered COﬂdUClblb <,c:c:ord:.nc, to tuc selected
'C D.P Os. are reuroduced in tnh;Tublb NQ. . 2 5.
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o, the ,unganwadis expr‘-ssed W°‘~‘f”11Y their

,”a&dVVaryung rates con51dered JUStlfUdble ranging betﬂeen
to . .l.(DO/-p.m, of the. B(elght) sumples 3 of them agreed
Bse _b.m. while.one each ror fs. 900/—, B. 800/~ ‘and Bs.: 700/-
p;m. Ihe “two remginlng sainples preferred however, to leave it to
the Depgrtmbnt gud1c1ous decision of +hb mutter‘ ulth reggrd to
'the rgmunaratlon for tne ielpers tie = letLd unanWles TeCom-
:mechd for thc ugwurd revision of rqtcs Spreadlng between Bs; 200/~
to &. 500/~p.m. with 4 of them fall in 11ne w1th thc moaximum li-
mlt (1.&. %. 500/—)" ' O T

fQ 14, In flnc, it 15 obv1ous thgt 1f an - anaanadi workbr ls SUp=—
‘>p05edAto fu1f11 her dUtl&S as dbtolled in tne qu1de*11ncs,vshe
'>must be undoubtedly, heavily over—burdened in COmgarlsons to her
éfellow Vlllcge level workerAwhb are’ uctudlly 5&rv1ng as | IE9U1GI
:Gov=rnment employees. One of. Qur samplns, who,,we were to old,

| as selectad for Nutional: hWard, appbaI&d to be, really so busy
.enguglng herself most of the day in her JOb It is dlSO obser-
ved that their. dally hours of working is one hour more than
-that of. regulor L.P. School quchers whose monthly sulary TE g
ches the level ~f “gbout 2..‘/-. Be51des, the respon51b111ty of
‘their job SEEms to be greater than thb other workers of their
ﬁEIevel in that tbelr works cre subJect to audﬁg by ‘tne local Audit,.
<Th “r functlons arb multlppurgose in nctur6¢Uw thing that struck
53%: m!hd was reQardlng the valuable’ v1lluge st;tlstlcs that tney
were uoiiectlng and thgt ‘the same were being mulntuln&d in proper

,‘v - t <dee .L
5’-"6&»‘/"
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d't In tue face of these ﬁﬁgmk realltles lt segms
{4*'lf the recently rev1sed rotes of %,400/— dnd B.350/¥

:are conduc1b1e dt dll to tne 1dbour exerted by these gdxthUIQr‘
}vfllage workers, It w111 be p&RhapS in the’ “fitness of‘thlngs if
fthese workers side by slde with tnelr normql functlons, can be
'absorbed as Teachers in Pre-primary Schools the scheme belng 1n—
troduced recently and paid accordlngly through proper arrqnge~
ment with the EdUCgthD Depqrtment.xrom our Qbservetlon, gome of
these trained anganWadlS appeared o be very ... - effectlve in
dealing with our. 1little toddlers. The. local people of the sh&gle
ylllqges,dld also testlfy:befo:e uﬁ,erprdLng.thlS same’ queq;ty
‘they were possessing. - “ ”

. CHAPIER - 111
'SCHENE _COVERAGE

3 l Ihe scneme env1sdges the’ settlng up of one’ I.C(B,&. Cia.
pro;ect for every C.D. Block, Tlll 1991-92, there hed.been, hdw-".
€VeET; 26 I, C.D. S. PrOchts 1n functlonlng posxtlon (accerdlng to
the 2 Dpos' reports) as’ "against 30 C.D. Block in. the- S&ate ‘show=
‘ing. thus a shortfall of 4 Progect; to acbieve a d951red target
Under thls condltlon certain Projects may have to cover the
area of thelr Operatlon for arcas covered by 2 C C.D. Blocks, AS
an exdmple,wtne three selected I.C.D.S. Projects namedy , Bh01
Area was actuelly found to include 2(two) C.D. Blocks -viz.Bhoi
Area and the Nongpoh C.D. Blocks undet its purview,' Besides,
bwhlle the poledtlon 1n tne Tribal Project ;s essumed, according
to Manual dn 1.CiD.5. ‘(Page 17) to be in the range of 35,000 or
so, the oOtUal poPUIatlon of tie 4(four) C.D. -Blocks served by
the 3 select :d" I,C. D S. Progects numbered, accordlng to 1991
census between 43,480t0 . 75l. Thus the Bhoi area’ 1,C,D.S
‘PrnJect whlch héppened to cover the 2 Blocks hdd poPuldtlon

of 1, 27 312 (1 e, Bhoi Area C.oDe Block 76, 751 + Nongpoh C.De.
Block $ 50,561), T '

The Angaandl Centres_;‘a

\

3 2 The focal point for the delivery of I, L D S pdckoge of
servzces 1s an’ unganodl ‘centre supposed to be set up, at every
sv111age, Ihere wes hOWever, ‘a. groy1s1on that ng v111ages may
hdve more tnan one hnguandlc hccordlngly, the number of ANgan-
wadls mdy ‘differ from JrOJect to project dependlng upon popu~
latﬁﬁ'

. Qongraphy, communications e&tc, For the entire stste

18/
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" the number bf”A6;96Wadis rose from 1017 in 1988-89 to 1536 in
',1991*92 as ‘ggeinst 4902 nos of 1nhdb1ted villages &s per l98L
Ny census. Ibklng the 1981 census No. of v111ages as remalnlng
constant (wuich uctuglly cgnnot be) tnc rath of AnganhdlS to
Villages Tanged between 1:4. 8 and 1:3.2, between 1988—89 and
1991-92, |

3.3. The aAnganwadi Centres under the three geolected Projects
'Ebr the B(threé)qﬁrdgects,,the study selected 8(eight) Angenwa-
di Centres for semples, of wnich 4 of them represented the Bhoi
\Ared Lic.Di S, ProJect (Covering 2(two) C.D. Blocks under it),
whlle 2(two) each from tiie remaining two progects,-Thodlaskeln
“&nd Rongram, The three projects comprised altogether 274 Nos of
‘ Anganwadis;Which'COhstituted 26.,94% of the total angénwadié NU M-
‘ ber (1017) in 1985—89. By 1991-92 the . number of the centres stood
at 287, i.e, l8168% of the total No. (1536).in the State, The
Tcble 3il. indiceted tnat while the number of anganwadis under
Rongram remcined 61 during 1968-89 to 1991-92, that of Bhoi Area
f and of Thadlaskein showed an dinitiel increase from 108 to 127
" and 105 to 114 respectively fram-1988-89, to 1989~90, Further,
‘while the number of anganwadis (127) under Bhol hArea remained
« constdnt from 1989-90 to 1991-92, that of Thadléaskein resister—
" ed a decline from 114 in -1989-90 to 99 in 1990-91 till 1991-92,
This abrupt fall in the number of gnganadlS appegred to be e
“to the transfer of some Anganweadi Cbntres to thb ncwly created
*Amlare,m,l,u.D.S PrQJth under Amlarem (,p. Block., =

TABLE NO. 3.1,

No, OF M\JG/-\NWADI CENTRES U.\thh THE Ttht. S ﬁu;cn:r)
. ~PROJECTS

Name Ef‘I 3,7 o885 7196930~ '1950:91'71991—92'Remurks

- 61, 61 61 61 *One angan-

: Lo e , .~ . - wadi cen-
08 . . 127 . 127 127  ‘tre re-
L I ..., .Mmained
I05. 114 99 - 99 vacant
N gl . rwithout
‘ a worker.
Total - 274 302, 287 287

.Q... 16/~
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Emtent of pOVhrdgb—Vlanng Qnd PopuL“t‘

t}"]‘)h' fotal

;3 4. Out of 732 Nos. of- Vlllogbs» ds Pem“lg!i
' ; pts;stood

”deplcted contrast plcture, ‘when thb 99_
have outnumbbr&d the 1981 v1lluges n

'tne number of qngunwgdls in l991~92
pectlve 1981 No. of v1llages. AS" su‘

; _\ vi&ént that except.
Bh01 ATEa PTOJect the two proqu s (RONG T ,and ThadluSk&ln)

hls‘rate by 16, 57 ‘P,C.This

showed to hgve dlrdey crossed ov_"
”@number of qnganddl centres

is so- because under this pIOJ&Ct}
in SOme v1lluges exceeded more tha ne, In Case of Bh01 wrea
_however one gngaandl uentre hgd ta- cater on average, 1002 po-—

'pulatlon dS in 1991-92. d.e.. ‘in, excess ef 700 populdtlon.

' */bﬁote : It was clqufled by ‘the UJPlal Welfare Department
that in respect of Mbghaluya, thu govt rof Indld ndve rec
laxed a minimum population: requ1red for each anguandl Lbn—
tre to 300.__7 ‘

ERCR 4 . - :

o T'A B L E NO. 3 2. | .

- NUIBER ‘OF /—\Nu»’MmDI %N”IBE-S UNDi:H THE TﬁBI:.E

I.C.D.S, PROJECTS o

— - — —

ELFW@Br—ﬁ%us‘ImﬁbJ-mHﬁﬁﬁﬁm@ﬁwLm

1 t
No, ' ICDS . _' tion - ted Vll—" ANgan—1' Average. - - - .
’ ”“'PTOJect " (1991) 1 lages: ' wadis  'Popula— 'Village
ot (Rurdl) '(.1.98.1.) (1991~ tion vt T
e ! D 1 92) Lovered 1Covered
B A S (N oL PR S o Ll%l) (1981) _
R R P R R A S - N 6u_ VT
L. Rongram 43,480 ' 236 60 725 - 3.9
2, ‘Bhoi area 1,27,312 429 127 1002 344
3, Thadlaskéin 57,7937 67 . 99 . 584' R
Totel : 2,268,585 732 286  799,2 2.5

SOuré‘:e‘s“ 1006 .Pfojg'cié'.

[ 0 -l7/!— ‘
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Crlterla for selectlon of AnganddlS 1

3 5 Prom tne pr‘h;edlng pardgraph it 1 eVldent tngt not all
the v111ugts COuid be ‘covered. by i %0 progects {Thedlaskein
belng an bxcegtion) t111 the: time’ d¥"ou -study. ‘Besides, even in
cese of Thadlaskeln ICDb where fu1¢ COVLr¢g& oF v111aggs seemed
to Have been aChlEV&d the, settlng up of the Anganwadls was actusl-
ly dene in pnasb manner, Hence the qu&stlon of cnolce of prefe-
rence for: SblethR of any v1lla9e(s) for. stgrtlng thc Anggan-
dls dld natU”ully arise, In'arrrv1ng at such dLGlSlon, different
fcrltbrla.Whlu tuken into con51dbrat10n by’ the 5qmple Iqu,Pro-
chts Tt is however' 1nterest1ng to Rote thnt none_ Of‘éhcé&\dev
tors ‘was found to be identical from among tn;sc 3 prog;cts.\bomeh
‘criteriaz found, however, to “be common dmong them relgted to poor
dletary, non—ex1stenc-'of (a) bNP pentre run by tne C D Dbpdrt—
ment “(b) primary and (c) nursery Scnoel. Other p01nts of cons i-
deratlon included better communicatlon fac111t1es, remotengss
povbrty, bad hLalth conJltlons and & ipinimum populdtlon of 300..
Lack of uniformity 1n this regard was. tntrefore qu1te obv1ous.
Stlll, vach of those crltcr;u seemed to hqve lts fbleaan to
the scheme 51mllgr1y, Boards/commltbees which aec1jed for the
selectlon of the hnggnWadls Centres were not of. thc same ,While
Block Lbel Lo-ordlndtlon COmmltteL in’ consultatlon with the
lOCdl Nokmas, TBdCh&rS dnd other 1buJ1ng an were the autnarl—
tles to deCLde for thb motter for SLlLCthﬂ of Angunwadl Centre
accordlng to Rongram ILDS PrOJth, 1n case: of -Bhoi- ATea: progect,
hgwever 1t was the B.D. O.~und the delcdl Offler along with

C D.P.O. who took the dec151on OVer thc matter. Wlth regard to
?hadlaskeln prOJect thb Board Commlttee con51st1ng of District
Socxhl welfare Offlcer (DSWO), District yrogramme offlcer(luob)
and the CDPQ exercised this partlculdr power,

Fum1116§[P0pU1dt10n COVerag;,s

3 6 Onb of the duties of tue AnganWadl wOrkers is to eonduct
suxvey from time to tlmc inorder-to list hou3e-holds, -record
pupulatlcn by age-group and: ultlmately 1dent1fy the ellglble
beneflnxarzes. The “study found, however that 1 © some. of these
selected hnganadls 1acked com)lete and Up—dot&d data. TWD of
sucb AnganWadls lncluded, as’ reflccted in tha Tgble No. " ‘3.3.,
Sonldun whlch did- not conduct the survey after ndv1ng done it
once at the 1nc¢pt10n and tn; anotncr Onb belng Nongknrqh which -
had no Bﬁglsters etc.,/dt all saylng tnat tie sheets of the
Reglsters were &ll- torn out anJ usel for wrapplng medicines
that shc supplled to the beneflclar cJ. 'For ‘the rest the

e 18/-
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field study was. hlghly satlsfxed to flnd the efforts exerted
by the concernzd Angqnwadl WOrku' atir
and populgtlon ddtd:tbrou‘gh"”éi‘fr
difficulty wes ‘that “tworo
by the new},y recrﬂ ite 5
not C:omplhte.

. ;, o
:

3 7 Ihe Tbbla No 3 3 1ndlcgted thqt bdrrlng ohe: Centre(dn-_
ganuadl) all the‘angaanuls selected ull the families tnat had
been llsted (surveyed) for the schemets pdckage of - serv1ces. The
Ky;gcm Angqandl,Wthh was an exception to this general tendency
reported to have limited tﬁe'bénefits of'the'schemes to- these
eligible:gfades of children‘ohly unless they éctuélly atteﬁdéd
the non-formal pre-primary school, But then, shc did not huve ?
the flgures of such families actually coveréd by her. Thus from
the anlldble flgures, the No,of- famllles covered by tha Sblbc~
ted Anganwails ranged betWeen 5@ to 102 Nos worklng out 4h ave-
rage of 60 famalles per Angaandl. w?th rbgqrd to populatlon
covered. the runge was between 33Q ~nd 662 dnd the averdge
belng»4Cu.9 per Angdnwadl as showr f bhe Tqble Nb 3;1

ThBLE NO 3.3, "f-f;L»”ggf

NO. OF RhMILIEb AND POPULhTION UDVthB BY THh
o SE;LEQH:D ANGANWADIS - R

IR TN

517 7 Name™ 5 T T TNo, of T ATtually T T15tal” e
1NOJ'7HAnganwajis -t .families ' covered ' populetion! Remarks
! —— — i+ — e b " SUI‘X(:_Yed' ‘_.-' i—« e '— EO!&_I:GQ _‘- —————
I‘ 2 ..».._f?_!-_ __ 13 - _':' ~ A LS. U 9.'_. -
l. Kyrdem :f;ﬁ f' <78(9l) " Depending on,H ;862ﬁ o Note:Figures
R grades and ~~“*h;"= - in brackets
SRR : attendlng Pre— . - frefer the .
School. ‘ » “year the -
ARG R - Tafigures
‘24 Sonigan - 60(85) .. 60 ... 401 0 e
3. Nongkhrah STT LT qT s wiNaA
‘4, pilangkata . . 61(£3) : “6ls . - 485(91) .
5,.Nartiang- .~ . 72(91) .~ 72 - . %384 -
. 'Pohshnong .. L N _
6.;Um3a1d81aw o hw§8(9l) o .58 3386 .
7. Allegre L 1.02(91) _LOQ “ o594
8, Dolongmanda.  50(92) - .52 . 333
Total ; 558 - i 420 3215 .
Average ' 69,8 60 - 4019

sources ‘3-anganwadis.,,
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4,1, Having. conflrmed ‘by.+:8¢verelstudies that malnutrition
0 “og;nibutor to, ;gh rate of lnfant ‘and

This m&aﬁure;Tlt lswhoped;willyga ‘a long Way ln 1mprov1ng the’
| dletary deflclency of the; benefiCLarles in reduclng the past
_'alarming ‘rate of Chlld morbidity and’ mortality "in’ tnc country.

Selection df‘benbficiaries (p L2 «& N.m, )

4.2, Correct 1dent1f1catlon anj enlistment of benef1c1ar1es hdS
been one of the- 1mportant respenSlbllltlbs tnat the anganwadis
are to undertoke in order to-strxve for the: greatest “thbh OR
COVERKGE®. . Ks “to the 1dent1fy1ng of eligible pregndnﬁ women and .
‘nur51ng mothers for- S.N, the yearly survey conducted by the an-
ganwadis appedred-to~suffice for the purpose since Jdata collected
~in-suth SYFVey- dig include, Anter alia, thg ;nmute's name, age,
sex;: maxital status,: occupation,: “Land, holdlng annual 1ncome etc.
It ‘Was: heartcnlng to flﬂd thct Hout of tne total 8 Selected dn-
ganwadl erkers, nad records toﬁghow of tnelr regulqr performance
*~of thls purtlculdr Fetivity Thie two new: wurkers alSO were found
“to- be cqnsclous of this tas“;;of the Temaining . two, however, one.
" of. them said to-Have. stopped surveying after three years' prac-
'utlce whlle “the otber one -had - n@-nglstqu,ut all (reasons as'
'7Stat8d edrIlen). NGtWLtnstaadlng -of - such suIVey, what . wc actual
found-in ‘practice st fﬁaﬁ“thc p@rt101putlon by this group of
| fbenefic1ar1es (P:W. & N, M) dn all: ‘the . Sclected SN Centres st
-”quite negllglble aé cgn be seen: in the subsequent paragraphs
“Any how, the occupat;onal pdttern~o£ the randomly selectcd sdm—_
" ples is shown: in Table No. 4.1, Thc}ymggorlty of the household
of the selecteJ bcneflclarles (P.W.& Nom, & Chlldren below six
years) (1 e, 57 out ~of 120 or 47,5%) cs shown in thc said Table
were found to be engaglng themsa&ves as cu1t1Vators whose sta-
“ted annual yield was less than 1054 Kgs which was an hectargte
yield of winter padldy as recorded in page 48 of Statistical Hand
Book 1989, "That::is going by yield their land holding was less
 than a hectare and hence be classified as merginal fearmers,

4,4-'.""20/"'
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Next to CUlthdtOIS «wE~“*:’*\*?w‘ggﬁcglt&ral labourers who
constltuted 35 (29. 2%) out of the total 120 samplgs followed
by service Catecory l&(iS%)ﬁffff xaprlsed of mostly L. P,bchool

';petty buslness 8 nos or:

Teachers and Gth ‘grade employee?
6. 7% of the total. LSS _,;-;; ‘

e | IABLE Nog 4.1. ,'
OCCUDﬂTIONhL FhIThBN QF. . bbthIbD bAMPLhS'

Name of

T TTNG, 0T T " ccgm‘f'dw’ hehuliin iy .-r’fozar”

Projects.' .. . Centres ! CUItlJ AL TSer Busisv RUral'- . -/

L ! ‘stujled ! vator' ~‘viceitness ‘'-anti-t'v

| JE L g . SN ' i sams' ,hrigwﬁ

ZZi&ZZZCZ—EIZ"‘F_EEZ’.'EZI:T 8 T
2 . BhOlARa REAGERE 4 " »2-]- IR 22 : .;_\1‘,‘,“'-])’}31 ¥ 2 ' | 2 : :OO
Total i- a7 38 18 8 2 120

e
P

f%agif:", Identlflcatlon of Cnlldren Benef1c1arles ;

4 3 Barrlng the tWGrnCle recrumted nWs, all the remdlnlng '%‘
51x reSponqents sterted during lnteerLw, to hdve cond&tted
proper measurcement of weights of bbnef1c1ar1es before belngéen—
rolled 1n the SN, Attendance Higlgter. Of thesg 51x AWS,Only
one them said to use the hblp of tricoloured mld-a-g clrcumfe—'
rence strlp while the rest through a welghlng scale 'Ib verlfy
the actudl conJuctlng of such. 1dent1f1cat10n durlng short span'*
of fleld study, ‘it was® found dlfflcult malnly because Ho. sepa— '
3rate 1lst1ng was made-for the new: benef;c1drles durlng any par- ;
thUldr yeam Instead, ‘all the benef1c1ar1es were b&lng equal-=
1y’ serlal*ScJ ‘with' no. remarks as - to show who among them: st/were
belng enro1lej‘a-newy From what™ we observed, during, field: study,'
tlt dppedrej to us, -that no mich rigldlty was: ddhered to. the se_vi
reenlng of “the benef1c1ar1es due. to mdny local’ prob&@ms ndrra— -
_ted ‘to us by our respondents.: Ihls 1ssue “thet. only: efiglble
‘children wére provided.with Sii. serV1ces, will be dealt with,
‘more lucid inthe ‘subsequent:- . pdr¢graphs,_ar
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NO. OF SNP BI:.NEFICIARD—.':: (sThT& LEVEL)

4 4. An over—all number of SNP beneflclarles recordej,,as per»”
flgures furnlshed by the Dlrectoratc of bOCldl Welfare, a, steady
increase from 48,885 in 1988-89 to 56,006 in 1991-92 in fhe State
;show1ng thus qh 1ncrease of 14.62 P. . in the 4 ybars or 3.66 P.c.
,dnnually.,Ithughout thls perloJ (1988-89 to 1991—92) the 0-6
years cnlldren constltuted more or less 80% of the ycarly toteal
numbnr of.benef1c1ar1es. Follqwxng the same trend as that of the
aggregate number of benef1C1arles, the CL6 years chlldren ‘indi-
cdted a‘Yearly 1ncrease from 38 274 1n 1988-89 to 42 2C2 in 1989-
the rate of increase reglstered ¢t 18'08 p.c. qnd 18 81 P.
reSpectiyely from' that of 1988—89 p051t10n. of the remdlnlng two
groups, nursing mothers too. malntalnej a constqnt rise from 4248
_in - 1988-89 to. 4685 in’ 1994-92 fﬁhlch sccourted #s, 10.29 Pic.
LdUringmihe 4 years period. The number of pregnant He T re-ivf
co’ded xnltldlly a rise from 6363 in 1988—89-to 6649 in 1989~ -
:96 (4.49 PecCo) but subsequently took Jownward trend by’ fdlllng
vdown to 5394 in 1990-91 but by 1991—92, ‘there dgaln occured a -
_sl;ght 1ncredse to 5877, Table No. 4.2. represents the State
Level flgures pertalnlng to the group—w1se number of SNP bew -
neficiaries during thg reference periods

Y

Ti B LE_NO. 4.2,

GPOUP—WISE NOi OF SNp- BI:NE.P.[CIARJI:&: IN IHh SD«'IE

(CI988-89 - 1991-92 ]
Year ~ M;.' T —*___; SN$ _Benef _J;cid_{l_eis_(Nos) T T TT T T
S ' ThildTen ' ~ Pregnant Nursing ' Grand Total
"t beldw - wOmen t - mothers. ¢+ -~

o L Lbyears o o Ll
1988-89° 38,274 6363 4248 48,885 .
1989-90 42,202 6649 © 4409° 53,280 .
i9e0-91 45,193 5394 -~ 4495 55,082 ..
1993-92 45,474 .- --- 5877 4685 56,036 .. -

— e g s e e p— et e e s ey e s it pmn Sdmm i et et mmt  Smms EES b  SEms et s .

Sources $. Directurate of Social Welfare,.
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Varldtlon 1n no. of AqganWGdl Centres anJ SINP beneflClarles
Eﬁarb .<

4,5b The flg\res recelvej “Erom™ the tWo-pretrict= Progrémm:"“
cers, ICDS(C), posted at Shillong and Ture, showed that. the.
was an 1ncrease in the tot 1 number of Ahganddl workers: ﬂﬁwa
lul7 1n 1988—89 to 1080 in' 1989—9U WOrxlng out: & percentage d
crease of 6.49 as agdlnst 10:26°1in case of chlldren SNP beng
clarles By tne succeJlng year (1990-91 the workers totalled to
1462 reglsterlng an ‘increzse of 35,01 P,c.from that of preecedinc
year whereds +he ‘numbeT of S.N.P. bbnEflCldrleS (Children?) recor=
»jej an 1ncredse just. at 7,09 r.c. ‘These v11109e level functlonea
rles stood at 1536 1n number in 1991-92 0r"5,06 P.c. 1ncredse*1n,
199CL91 s c.gamst 0,62 P.cy 1ncrease in respect of chlldren be-

nef1c1ar1es._hnother adplct tnot oné can notice related to the f
compdrdtlve strength of these workers between that of Garo Hllls
and KhdSl Jalntla. In 1988—89 there,wure 661 and 356 workers 1n
Kha51 jdlntlaﬁgllls and Garo Hllis ‘respectively, By 1991-92 _
their number rose to 986 (6&49 P.c." increase) in Khasi Jaintia
Hllls anj 550 (O 54 P.c. 1ncredse) in Garo hills., Eurlng tnese'

years (1988- 89 ~ 1991—92) the number -of the workers TOSE.. from
1017 1n 1988—89 to 1536 1n '1991-92 giving this a 51.03 percentage
of 1ncrease or 12 76% dﬂﬂU&llYT

NO., OF ;NcthhDI WOR&k;Hb /u::wm:s DURING 1988—89 to 19%92
SO ING mr_ S5ThIE

Year ™ T _tED_i;Q_B;b. {CY 'State~'F§rcentgge_ " P.C, of
: "] Ea51 Hllls'Gdro-Hllls Jiﬁﬂ;ﬂ' 1of 'increase ' increase
Y - _ o v . Mfrom precé- * from
= “.'.,:-!,':","' ' ‘ . ' e ' - .:.".,f, R 'ding year- - 'that,of
e Y i 1 1988,
R PN R PO A< PR N N - N - PR
1988-89. .. 661 . . 3% . 1017 - -
1990-9L: ., - 912 - 550 . 1462 85,01 = 43,75
199192+ 986 ... 550 .. .. 1536 5,06 51,03

Sources 3 District Programme Officers ICDS(C).
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SNP Beneficiaries. :in the-three Sample Progects R

4,6, The number of SNP beneficiaries presented in the Table No.
4 .4, was derived by averaging the actual Nos, of beneficiaries
‘as they stood on the" flrst and 1dst quarters enje 31st. March-
cand 3ist Decémber of the yeqr as furnlsued by the CDrPOs. From:
the data supplied by the three uelected Progeets, it was found
that Rongram ICDS Progect excluJeJ the 0-6 years chlldren of
Normal category from 1989 onewqrds wh11e the remaining. two pro--
jects continued to enlist them 1n +1 same manner as they Jid
.to-children of. other categories as tney (normal group) were at- -

tending nen—formal pre—school euucatlon conJucteJ by the anggh-
wadis ‘as -per- prov151on 1ncorporgted 1ﬂ thc 1ast sentence of para
3.1% of the "Manual oh IeDb* read thus “In other words,-dll '
chlldren in" the _age group 3—5 attendlng the. hngdnwadl for non-
formal pre—school euucation are, ellglble for supplementary nu- -
trition and should be’ enllsted for that purpose”,, Eurlng field -
works,. through conversatlon w1th sample beneficiaries and other:
local leadlng ‘mén, we ‘came to know that in most of these-sample -
centres, they (local- people) regdrded the Anganddles as one of
the rural 1nst1tut10ns 1mport1ng educatlon to their toddlers._-
As -such, the parents sent their young ones to the ICDS Centres
for that purpose also and not just for SNP service,

Aggregate Varletlons_: e

PORPRES

B mehimne v

4,7, .Followed from the explunatlon narréteJ at the preciding-
pardgraph (4.6) the total number of SNP beneflc;drles under
Rongrdm ICDB r’;o J_ectvdro.ppes& i;rpm *lng aps+ .1.9886’ fto 1127&'“ p%)
1n~&§@? buflln gubéequent year: %hern occurred & rlse,? 639h E&ﬂ
sllghtly by 34(2 7%) in 1990 and tren significantly by~421
(33,.4%) in 1991 from that of tne year. 1988 In respect of Bh01
Area ICDS PTOJect, an’ dlternate downwerd and upWarj movement
waﬁ‘seen dJrlng thls perloJ from 1988-to 1991. Thus from 57@5

in -1988;. the augregate number of beneflcrbrles declﬁnej to 4521.0
(1 €. —20 75%) in 1989, thenreversed the trend by sweiang up
to 5519 butrby 1991, ‘the number of beneflclarles receded sharp—p '
~ 1y to 4188(r.e. -26. 6%) from that of, 1988,. UnJer—IheJlaskeln
ICDs Progect; ‘we. observed there had Be;h at flrst, a signlfl— T
cant, 1ncre%se ‘iR the total number of benef1CLdr1es from L325 S
in, 1988 to, - in1989- then €611 down' to ‘1088 in "1990° and
: abm_p; -f,_m 752 o (~) 43.2% in relation to that of: 1988.. It

is thérefbre to be- observed that only Rongram hed a p051t1ve
trendrand tie other two.being negative, Data as supplied by #
the CDPOs are reproduced in-the. TableNo, 4.4.

24/
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Ibrget*groug w1se varlatlon_.

4,8, Burlng the, yaur_ from 1988~ to 1991 tha vquatlon in the.
O=6years bcncflClarth, uanr nongram Progect, rdnged bbtwe&n
805 to 812(40.9%) folluweJ by that of nursxng mothbrs beth&n
257-:an], 523 (4103, 5%),gnJ lgstly by thgt of . the Prcgngnt women.
between 198 anl 346, Wlth rhgdrj to ‘Bhoi hreq yrogect ‘the num-
ber -of the. U~6 YthS benbflClorltS c+ood at 4310 in 1988 then
.1ncrbased sllghtly to 3974 1n l990 bu* rdpldly 'slumped to 2616
(~39.3%) in . 1991 where'gs ln CuSt uf Pregngnt women, from 575
-in. 1988, their number got requceJ ‘to 388 in 1989 but tntnCnfurth
. took an.upwdrj turn to 587 in 1990 dnJ flnglly to 639(1l. lm)
24991, Similexr ly, the nur51ng mothers numberlng 820 in 1988 de_‘
creased.to- 376 in 1989 but Jumpej to 958 in 1990 which worked
out to- L0¢8N lncrtose from tugt of 1988 and ‘s1#ghtly came .down
to 933, (13 8&) 1n 199¢1 IhaJldskeln Progect recorded on the other
ynanJ,rat flrst, a max1mum lnCrLdSE in tne@- number of 0-6 ycdrs
£bbnbf1c1arlgs from 995 in 1988 to 1634 in- 1989'wh1ch wes - equi~
‘Valent, to, 64, 2% rlse but dfter thgt the Saic Jr0pped to. 627 in
21990 and. stheply to 280 or (- ) 71 20 in 1991 frow that of 1986
Zlevel, In rtSpeCt of Pregnant wom&n, there réglsterLJ 1n1t1d11y
a-decrease from: 196 1n 1988 to 107 ln 1989 but the trend chunged
into opp051tc Jlrectlon by rlslng upwarJ t0" 258 in 1990 and. 250
(27,5%) in 1991 Follow;ng & stmiler ttnlency, ‘the beneficial”
nursing mothers recoriing &t 134.in 1988 fell markelly to 88 in
1989, but then rose tS' 208 in 1990 an lastly to 216 in 1991 gl—-
ving thus an 1ncrease of 61, 2% from tndt of 1988 | P

TABLE NO.4.4.

NUNBE.H OF BENEE [CIARIES - RIES BY cJRouPb Liv, THl:.
. - .IdREE T:C.D.5, PROJECT. DURING .
: 1988 - 1991 R

”Targef‘—'_f_~_ I 88_ AR f —1980 ~ i "I99@7 —IeaT T

groups "HaNge. Lol m{#mngsb%; Ihag=hHokig Ta-HoDGWBNL d ihad—
0f bae 'peid. Y rearlasé+ Ram +AT€a '1as— 'ram . *Area'las—'ram U1;ea'la8—
ne€i— too. otkeint ot tkefnr v tkeint Y Uakedin

cia—. ', ' ' L L R L R A R

ey B S SEPRRIRE TR CRC. | o R 1 “’_ 't

T I 3 TA TUBT "§_‘ T 7.8 T8I0, ":l"_l" TN 3.

" 1wChil- 805 4310 995 546 3555 1634 756 3974 627 812 2616 28R
~dren . - | | : (0 9)&—393)(-71-2)

$years ' : ,

2. '@e,-198‘575 .1.96 léO 388 167 190 587 258 346 639350

ghant . ‘ (74 7)(llel 5).
w;men e A e e e v L 2

3, Ngrs 257 ,_<820 134 421 578 8-8,-.,;3.48 : 9.58_ : 203 523 933 2.1.6
’slng g IR (1035(13 8)(6.L2)
Mpt ers

a 5 ‘@ 088/168174168/%52 .
Tot i1 31260 ‘57(55/1323/‘12774521F8897l294/ o1 /%3885(3%‘@(_{335 »
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Note ; FEigures in brackets are percentages of increase or.

‘decrease (-) as comJared - ¢ from that of 1988 pusi-
tion. R e T T

No. of 3nuanwadis7in the 3 Sample ICDS Qrojeéts‘;

‘4£9k; During 1988-89 the number of anganwadls under the 3 pro-
‘jects tutallt—.d to: 974 and Wy "1989-90, rose to: 302, Their number
huwever €defla‘ted 2y 9287 .in 1990—91 and 1991—92 ‘The decrgasb N
mdy be a ~tributed. to the carving out of a part of the. original
Thddlaskelh ICDS ‘Project and tne anganwadls there— of for Cunstl—
tutlng a new ICD& progect known as amlarem ICDS™ PrQJth ObseT~
v1ng by prudect ‘1t was found that tuoe. unganddlS Centres under
kﬁongram remalned at 0l/in nu. throughout this gerlod frum 1988 v
-89 to 1991292, Begides that, one Centre was having no erker
in 1wv1-92, In respect of the two erUJects, while their Bhui _
hrea(angaandls) number ruse from-108 .in 1988-89 to 127 in 19659-
90 and: stagngted at thls 1eve1 tlll 1991?92, that of Thadlaskbln
alsoy. at flrst fulluw1ng tne same dlrectlun by r%ﬁlng from 105
in 1988-89 tu ll4 in 1989—90 but 1dter by ly9 91, tneir (angan—ﬂ
wadis) number' rOpyed to. 99 tlll the' subsequent year, (the reaSUn
'as stated carlier), A Ihblb,NQr 4,5, 15 prepared to the‘r effect

T~ B.L.E NO. 4.5:

"‘NO. OFAM%M%D&LM&mTMLTW%LbMﬁURQH&MUJb

(198889 =~ I9Y1-92 ) _ R
Pro Jects 198§_§9"' 1‘969:96 "1y9u_91' ’1991-92 "_ Rc—.marks -
= ;..»_1-;_—__—__—'-_—_2; Dbl P A SR S A :':
Rungram ﬁé .61 r,»_;uélmuz-,b,6ll ..f,:'qgﬁ #*0nc. Chntre had
' L e ST o, angaandl
Bh01 hrea B los 71270 127 - C 127 workeér,
Thadlaskt—.:m 105 Clle 99 e 99
, Total P 274 »’?SQQWQa,,Q2&lw:4_ 267 -
R A:“:z:

No. of anbflClarl&S in tuc bamgle hngaandl Centres 3

G, lO.; The actual nyuber of bNP benef1c1ar1es Cun51st1ng Qf

Chlldren be o "6 years, tne Pregnant meen (pw) and, tne nur51ng
mothers(NM).wus collected as they- Stuud on tice montns. ut MdrCh
and Dt—. Ce_mbe_r;

'Jf any pqrtlculdr year, whereeVer available, Tnere-
’fore, tnc nuinber appedrbd in the “Table Nu. 4.6, re)resented tnc
aVerdge no. of c¢ach target gruup;flt will be scen that out of
the elght samplts anly th vf theém could” make available the da-
ta as- requxred fur<a11 the ycars from 1988~ to 1991. In contrast

. o -.26/-—
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one Centre (L ¢. nongkhrah undgr Bhoi srea Project) which 1s still
functioning ’tpurtbd to have fo ﬁeg¢sters at all, as thb Sawe had
been torn out and used fur wrapolng msq;c1nes This state of at-

fairs had already - been bruught to. thc~
CDPO. Relatéd to this Ctntre, tnéf vasu @uthar one viz, the wor-
ker of which st fuund to hqve some isters§/pasérs but full of

wltdg& of the concerned

blank pages. These Qhelr reSQectlve

pusts since 1 he beglnlng gf the Centres ;é'qther remdlnlng Cen—
tres were hJ-lng 1nCumplete 1nfurmdtlon dua tu res;gnatlun uf the

respectlive e {Jandl Wur&er.

w 1Y0 0 [urln 1288, the total number of SNP bEnEflCldrle rdngbd
between 48 (Dolongmanda's) &nd 130 (&yrdem's) w1th nil returns
from 3  Centres.. In 1989, Pilangkata tovk the lead w1th 110 nos,
of benef1c1ar1:s fullowed. by Kyrdcm (104 . aws) whlle that of
Dolonumonda ‘and Nartiang Pohshnqng vccupied the lqust pu51t1un
with 54 each, In 1990, .houwever, nllegre, w1th 106 bEneflCldrltS
out-numbered very slightly. the kyrdem Lentre “having 103 nos.
Againg Eplunbmanda had the leest number of beneflclarlbs w1th/
Just 52 only,: In between we: ‘had” pllungkatd, bunlddn and Ndrthng
pohshnong with 89, ‘88" angd: 81: NUS. of bNP benef1c1arles resPact1Vb_'
ly. In 1991, kyrdem.and Allegre again topped tne other centres
having 128 and 127 Nus, of benef1c1crles respectively followed
by Nartlang Pohshnung (86), Piléngls (85) and lastly Umnjala-—
siaw (66) On” avérage, - however, the.nainbex- of bepeficieries -
stood betwecn 80 and 98 during tris period, FUgures cullected
from the sdmple Anganwadl Centres are, grasented in Table N, 4, 6

Thn B L E NO. 4; 6,

* NUMBER OF SNB Bbwbblulhﬂlbb HS th¢thLh PRUM TH.
BAMPLL v Nwﬁor'cb”TPLs 11988 - 19 1)

__..-.____.___—..__.

Nou Ceatnesl | INE Uises 1989 |90 fi"i R
R - P N P I 0L PR - P - T Y S
1. Allegre 0-6 ¥rs N.a. , 61§ 83  105) .
SR P.W, © 571 128106 13 0127 -
ST - Nodi .59 119 99 .
2. Dolongmanda = O-6 Yrs 3L84 380 39( _ o
: | P.W. 10048 5854 - 350 52 N,A,
, Ny e T4 119 . 8¢
3, Pilangkata 0«6 ¥rs 91§ 820 - 7590 734
I PoW o . 7QL04 1001i0. . 4089 6(.85
Nobia 6 ( 189 10§ 69
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5. Sonidan 84 :Q. 88 Y Nua.
, Noi, (84 N.n. 488 -
el IS

N G ,,_.;;;'92 0 : 85 -4- 1046

6. KY’-?de:m_:‘. ~ ~
e 104 4 Qo3 - 7 8128
g 149 By
7. Nartlang.- W 0= 54 6L § '66'8ﬂ ,
" Pohishriong) | " P. Nenj 54 7 g8L. 9186
S ’:‘N:J‘.\‘o 13 . llQ
8. -UmJ,ala.slaw it =70 4§ Neae o Q
SRR 16 286 R =Y 66
‘N : Y _]_3'
Tutél* ‘_ ___\' 563 | 5l§ 492 iq
Average'-Tbtal ?~ .q._; 84}O‘ , 3@,4},7fn 86.5. 93;4
‘0-6 Yrs‘ 67.4° 68,7 .~ 7i.8- 78,4
. W. . 9.8 R 8 B ’ 5'3. 8c8
‘ N w. 6,8 - 10:5 9.3 " -lle2.

Sources g Angénwadi Centres, -

N Phy51ca1 ACnltV&mtnts

>2M12; Based on the fbleant data fu1nlsheJ Syﬁthe’implementing
genc1&s,'the thSQCu acnlev¢mcnt of th< scheme - -may " be measurdeQ
1n terms of thh average “ndmbe T uf

::n‘dacmlﬂe.s »for dngquradl. |
Thls is mdl(:dtt.d ln j:hc Tgblb Nu.‘ “. 7 ‘In thh Sf,-a:,_;e_ fdg a whale,
dS ptr Eﬁrgcturate's flgUIES the aver "L, nu.‘uf benef;clarles -
per hngdnwadl stuod c,t 48 and. 49 durlng 1988 and 1989 raspectlve—
1lye Ihe number dropptd down to 38 in "1990 «hd .tu 37 in: 1991 ‘The
three sample )rujects' average number of beneflClarlbs yer nn-h__

“ganwadil wurked,uut tu Jjust 29 Nus in 1988 andg 1990; 24 Nos: -in-
1989 and.23 Nus 1n 1991. As aga;nst thls gluumy feature presenw B}

ted by thc 3 Sample prujects, the selected anganwadi bqntres

ralsed tne flgures as’ hlgh as’ 84 Nus- of‘benefL91ar1es per Centrh

in 1988 87 Nus in 1989 ; 8o Nds imr 1990 and further torup to 98

in 1991. The results showed & wide gap of. dlscregancy 1n the '
achievements at fhe thr@e 1evels. Whlle angaﬂqul Centres at~

prugcct touched the lowest,. In thls Cunnectlun,, 1t is tu be
noted that the sauple anganwadi centres all belunged to the
three selected prqdects themselves Further, the trend in the
movement of = the flgures “from one year to another was not con-
sistent between that of State and of the Centres, It is not

e ,.28/...
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knuwn/if thesg results as ‘derived from the ddta furnlshed by the
three pruJeCts became satisfied to the 1mp1ement1ng Depqrtment
when for 1nstunb during 1991, 1t wurked out tu unly 23 beneflc1d—
rlcs per angdnwadl Centre, Thls muy ﬁé Jhe to 1nCun51stency uf
the flgures-mdlntalneb'at dlfferent lthlS ‘

Reletlve Pusltlun uf thc Targgt broUps :-

'4.;3. ht tne 5tqte 1evc1, thc u_o yLuAs uhlldren rthlneJ aruund,
BO'P. . of thc tutals during 1986—199L, progngnt'wUmen between
10,5, anu 12.5 P. c.-QnJ Nurslhg muthbrs @round 8 P.c. The 06 -
years benef1c1grlbs ‘et the. prudact Level huwever ascllated be~
thcn‘79 2. unJ 56.5P.c. of the total, Pregnqnt women between .
8.3 and 13.4 P.c. and wnile thqt Nur51ng muthbrs Varied between
12.5 and 26, l PeCi ~Goming to tne anganwadi- centre lev&l it o
seen that in S0 far as the 0-6 years Childrents propurtiun’ 1s' -
concerned there was & similarity to thet of the State Level po-— .
sitiovn in&which théy compristd to eround 8U P.c. of the tutals a
during the rcference Jerlud whlle tnut uf Pregnant Wwomen and
‘Nursing mothers, a wide gap of lebrgane was noticed as can be
seen from the Table wo. 4.7,

ThnBLE NO, 4.74
hvmbuz NUWBER OF BEWEFICIARILS AT Dlrfmt.m LEVELS
(1959 - 1991 )" IR

Yeorr 0:6 yegrs T Pregnunf ~rNUrgsifigT T TrUTotElIT T’rgef"

“Women - ! Mothers. ;... .! . Groups
i3 §t te "Fro-lhn- TS'fa'fe "Brodan— 'bTMTgTP'quHH— 'S"E'J'Ee e My
.._Vm»~f'gecbgdnr : .{ﬁct'gdnJ © tject 'gans ' gect!ggn—u;
' AR ‘wadi' ' 0t twadl . T 0 'wadlde 1 'wadi,«
LY "2“-.7_-;7‘;3"._ n g, o __?5_._’;"6‘.‘,‘.'- 7. <. 190N T, """132. R P

1988 38220 67 6. 3 10 4 4 7 48 20 84
(79.2)(75.9)(79.8)(125)(10.3)(11.9)(8 "Jj(la 8)(8 3) o

1989... 397 19-69 . 6 2 "3 10749 24 - BT
C79-2)(79 2)(79.3)(12 2)(8 3)(9 2)(8 2)(12 5XL1.5) L

1990 .. 31 - 20° 72 . -« - 9: 38 29 86
(aL.6)69. A& 7Y 10, 5)(]_3 8)(5 8)(7 9)(17 2)(1.0 5)

1991' 30 k3 78 4 9 3 6 11 37 23 98

(81. l)(56 5)(79 6)(.1.0 8)(17 4)(9 2)(8 1)(26 l)(Ll 2)

Note '3 Flgures in brackets lndlcate percentages tq the
B4 reSQectlve total, . SR Y

~The figures in the table afe’ rounded tu‘the'
ngarest integers,
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AchieVemeﬁ%be’thﬁﬂ%hfﬁi élhftbd Pr'JQCtS

4.14 X Amung the three selbcteJ ICDS Prchcts Vlz. nungrdm Bhdl
Area ghd Thal laSk&Ln,: 1et us see tﬁblr rbSngthe aCilievement - 1n
reggrd to tne@unbe
Table No. 4‘8l9?4
numberlng be%_et

r of beheficiaries per anganwadi pentre.,Theil

cated tnet Bhoi ATva was heving beneficiaries
'33"dnd 5l per hnganudl Jurlng 1986 tq 1991
nedrly eduivdlent tu thdt of stgte 1evel Shuwn in the Table No.,
4,7, Rungram'pruJect 0uuld achxeve Just between L9 and 2l durlng,
the flrst three yours uf thg Herlud under, refcrence but by 1991,
'the member had gune uptu 29.,wow,:what is very pltlcblh to see
is thgt uf ThaqlaSktln Ing PrQJth where th; number uf beneleﬁy
ciarics er angaandl runka at the Towest 1e.ve]_ ranglng JUSt :“'
between 7 unJ 12 durlng the perlqd referred tu ubuVe althuugh f_
it becane- the unly pruJth ‘where the unganodl ubntres QUiéﬁum;_f
_ bered the number of vllluges &S per 1961 census, ss ogalnst :
this gloomy fecture reflected b~ the! ThquoSk&ln ICDS Prugect

it 1s neCcsgary to. puint wut that tbLnth qnganwadl Cantrss,
;Selested‘under “the prUJth as Sdmplbs fur the purpuse uf study,
‘had snuwn the ¢Ver°5e number uf bbﬂbflCIorle as 69 (qutlang— ~$
Puhshnung) anj 78 (Ude1a51aw) Jurlng the pbrluJ under rbftranEc
One thereforc, mey ‘be justifiable to furm Juubt about the com- .
pllatlun of . the: rclevant udtazobtglndblb from the angeanwedi
Centres and hancc, “the. flgures S0 furnlshed by LDPO for the pur—-
pose of this stujy without reﬁllslng the impllcgtluns of what '
she WaS ,dd.ing‘ Lo P ’

T h 'B L E. NU.‘.S&

NUMBLB OF BbNLPLthHIbb PER hthNWhDI UNDbn
“h TtiRkL SAMPL}:. PrQJhst .

i e T A g B I It e it T e el

Tam 'hred'lds—_'rgm 'hrg '1as~ 'Tam 'hrea'lds-'ram 'AIE"lgS~

r q 'keln ' B |ke1(1 |’ . l’ . 'kbln' . ! o *kbln
e Pt v e - il -l Al AP RS (o ._,l;-__ pL RN
1988 13 39 9 3 5 2 4 -7 1L 20 51 12 |
1989 9 28 5 3 3 1 7 5 1 19 36 7
1990 12 34 . 6 3:° "5 3 6 7 2 21 46 11
1991 14 21 3 6 5 2 -9 7 2 29 33 7

.._.‘..30/—-
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4‘15 : h ruugh Estlmotlun uf thc bNP benbflclgr;es, wurkeJ uut N
on tha b951s of utunquxj bulCUlutlun fur lOOO pupulatlun(as glven -
in the Nhnnuol on, iuab ct page 233 onJ rbpruduced at the ANNEXURL_
I uf the churt) is snuwn in the Tablb NO. 4, 9. 1n rusaect of
Stats anJ ‘the three Samplt IbDb Prugects.‘slnce thh btute as a}""
wh¢lb belungs to Trlbul nrha, hunca the rdtbs per 1000 pupulu— '
tion alSu are taken of thqse LNes (rgtes) ek glven ayainst the- N
Trlbdl hrea. The Schtme's turgcttcd cruups includeld (i) beVerely
mglnutrltluned phllJren (ii) uther Chll ren 1n need of supplembn—
Vtury nutrltlun (111) Pregnant wumen un} Nur51ng Muthtrs. The pProe -
porthn Jf the (1), (11) and (111) Sm bbanlCldrle WdS &Stlmu:
teld dt 17 llO anl 18 rLSpLCthhly per lOOO pupulatlun and . the,,.Qk
results arb glVen 1n the Izble Noo “. 9 for each Catb&ury.

ThBLl:. Nu.49

S ESTIvRTED NUwBLR.Or Sivp BbwhflbLmHIbb Ao PER 1991

S : . u:NbUb - ‘
51_.' Sf;'f&—P-fujeEtTl—QQl' N\J.df’— mu u‘f Tu-fq_I -§N—b'é'n:-——‘ Tu-'Ea‘i -
Nod . . ‘pupul Severedother ] culs fficiary | estimated
- : ila— ! 1y molJChlld~G4+5)§qnwng 1 Nu, bene-~
! , T f‘tluuf nutri tren-.in pregnant, | ficiaries:
[ - YRu-{ tionedlheed | fand nur- (Culs 6+7)
! “iral) | child-Iof SN} I ing ' mos.
! N i ren @;;@110 S %hers @
' ! 17 per 1 {18 per L
l_;__,;_J__ g*”ng  110’ VI R
L% DERER- SRR Bk SENE AR - R _F__ RN - PO
1. State 1444731 24560, 158920 183480 26005 209485
2. Rungrom/BluCk 43480 739 4782 - 5521 782 630G
. ICDS Pruject” S I T SRR et
3. Bhul ATed 127312 2164 140047 16168 2292 18460
ICDs Project - ‘ R T
(l e;NuSlquh
#Bhol wEga

LIQQ BldeS )
,4 ThdJlnSk&ln 157?93f~ﬁf982f ?ﬁ63574‘“?339“:“%Q4Qimu,8379“
£ BloCk/IbDS SERIRTE R A b2 L .. 837
“Project,

eesall/-
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, Extent of Ach;evement as agalnst the Bstlmated Nuss of
‘\Benef1c1dr1e5¢ C TR R e e B SET ‘

4, 16 , iy siif .j%'gbatwaErh~¥&t torbes .euvered

by the: 5chame, Lffls not therefof”““_

or nearly fully all the ellglble benef1c1ar1es 1n the state bdme
was. the expectatlun ot least fur the Hwo seleCtEJ ICDs Prugects'
wnich® had not been"db1¢ to” set” uR cnganwgdl Centres fur qll the
v1llages Juét,tu have an ideea, huwever, of- the extent of achieve-
ment ‘&S in’ 1991, let  .us have - @, ook on this aSpect as: 111ustrated
in the Tuble Nu.4.lO It will be sebn thut uut of ellglble of »
183480 Nos. of thb estlmute; SN phlldren, in 1991, unly 45,474 B
eqULleent to- 24 8% of thcm mnly could be covered 1eav1ng out
‘thus of 75. 2%. Slmllgrly out Uf ‘the cstlmgted 26005 ‘Nos. uf" pregst
nant and nurslng muthers unly 10502 or 4u ol% uf them WeIe Iepol-
ted tu hoVb been bbneflClal frum the scheme. Teken tugether ‘the ' -
estlmated nu. uf benef"ciories (209485) ¢n the Stgte, the overell
achleveuknt (56 OBb)as l99l WUrkeJ out to 26.8%% i.¢." @bout &
quarter uf the esﬁlmgteJ target groups,  The pusition was moTe-or -
less. the sanie undhr the selected SdMth pruJectS when out of the
targbtteJ 5522 Oué years thlJren Rgngrum pruJect was able to
cater only 812 or just 14,7%. But in respect of pregnunt wonien
end nursing muther the number of beneflClarles (869)" cXCeeJed |
the estlmatnd numb&r (783) How the nuaber of the pregngnt dﬂd;“h
nur51ng muther sN b&nuflCldrleS CUUIJ exceed “that of CLb yegrS‘*“"
children was o hatter not ‘clear ‘to us. Teking, however, the totEl
beneflClarles tugbther, thu extent of - aChleVEMbnt tuUCh&d tne le-
vel. of 26 1% v;ry cluse tu “that uf Stgte puSltlun (26 8%) Undét -+
Bhul hrea, out of 16168 0-6 years canJren, the cCtUal benef¢c1ae
“ries stuudrat 2616 rgtlng thus at 16 2 p.cy lee 1ts other cUun~‘
terparts,_the pherntog& of gcnlchment in resPect uf pregngnt
and nurslng muther wis rechJeJ Cumfurtably hlgh i.e, 68 6 P.c.
AN, over—all extent of uChletmeht wes nqever, found tu be Just
22 7 Pics thmt is, luwer tngn that uf btdte level (20 g Pie. ¥

But the least uf achlevuue.nt uf gll ‘was thdt uf thc-, ThoJlgskeJ.n
Prugect whlch, uS matter of tuCt, secureJ & unlque p051tlun amung
the three selecteJ sdmples belng the only ohe wnuse aHQQHWadl
Centres. (99 nos.) 1n 1991 far uut-numbgred the 1991 ‘€ensus ‘number
of v111ages (67 hos. ). AS in 1991, the 'U=6" years ‘SN beﬁbflClarle
numbering 286 accounted very negligible Just 3.9% uf the estime-
ted 7339 bbntflClorle. In regurd to pregnant and nursing muthers,
‘the puSltlun WQS huwevet uf average witti the percentage of €ove-
rqge belng 44,8, But oggln. the Project touchel the bottum most
level when taken the aghievement 752(9up.c ) against the total
8379 beneflclarles '

51b1é tu Cuver elther fully

v-;..'. 0.32/-
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BT 1»_ NO 4 lO

Lx IhD N, or SN EneE ICTARIES
an fﬂ: OF .[N L 2 d

Sfcfe7 ﬁ‘ ‘Esflmdfe3 Nus. JT SN benefﬁf
arugect'I; Cicries 1n“iggL_ e

ATQ=6"ycaTs ™ Preghant’ ! Tbtal‘«

ﬂﬁrs Prng“Tot¢1

'v”m chlldren ' women apd* (2 .3)' “ren' ‘nant - '(5+6)
R ! nursing ! swomen 't
o R muthbrs r. . '
9% LA IL L . t
e rlbarie | ‘"‘QT - —'—_—3;' e Sl St
State * 183480, 26005 . 209485 . 454’ | 108621
Rongram’ . 5522 .. 783 .. 6305 8'12' _869 e loai.‘
e R | 0 (4.7) 0 (R1L0): (26.7)
BhUi‘Area . 16168 . 2292 18460 = 2616 = 1572 - 4188 -
S e T B -(m,z) (08 6) - (22.7) .
Thallaskein 7339 1040 €379 286 466 "7‘5'2'"
o - S (3.9)  (44B) (9, 0)

Flgures ln brgckehs 1njlcate percentgge uut uf the u
respectlve est1m¢tej o _ g

Feejlng hCCummudatlun

4. l7 Fur tha JlStrLbUtlJn uf fUudS tu th& benef1c1qr1es, the f?f
study’fuunj tnot frum, qmung the 8(elght) Sample AngunWadl ubntres,
S(three) uf them Cuujucted thelr feedlng dCtIVltle 1n thb lqul
chmunlty Halls and 2(two) in the 1qul Schuul bu11d1ngs (l&E.dfm
ter the . scnuol huurs). It is, nowever, tu be pulnted out: that of ‘
the. abQVe 3 uwumunlty Halls, 2(twu) of them were dlSu used dS .schuu~
ling and as. such, feeJlng haJ tu be serVeJ after. Scnuul There was
unly.ung Case where, Cummuhlty Hall was nut utlllaed fur SCnuuang
purpuse., The gngdnwoJl worker CUuldj us suchy utlllze the bu1l— :
Jing: for feedlng PUTPUSE rlght frun»murnlng time. Only 1n one.
centre,, we hod a seperate shed Cunstructed by the v1llcge commu-;
nlty exclusxvely for tnls scheme S & chtrdst tu the ubuVe 1n—‘
stances, thgrc were huwever, two angaandl centres wnlch perfornkj
their fuud JlStrlbUtlun dCthltle in ‘an upen air uue tu dbSane
of - any acchmu@otlun. During ralny days, tney manqged it 1n what
;eVer puSSlble ax the Anganwodl wUrktrs or helpers vergnddh

S
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“:1& llxg tu tukt 1ntu CunSlJbLotlJn whether

tnemtéun51Jercd thc lstahcer

nlent‘ In cabe of thl hrﬁa Prucg'r UPrLs
only 3(5%) wut of the total 60 samples "whu thuught thc feeding
pldce dst being far from tnear r¢51Jpnce- Wh&rLdS 1n ThudloSk&lni
Prugcct there was unly. l(one) aut i 50'selected btntflClgrle'
who held a view as .above. To .be prtClSE we may luuk qt the: Tablb,
No 4 ll.;It w111 be seen that, vn the Whulb, uut uf 120 sedeéted |
benef1c1ér1es, unly 12(16%) GEthemir e the: fechng Centres

as belng far from thclr rtSp;CtLV£ Tesilence wnlle 108 or 90%

dld nuf 0un51Jer SQ."

[ . e ‘ ; "_'.‘
: " Th B LE. No._4 11..,_
F}:.I-_DIN(; u—.mm.b' ! DISTANGE  TO- Bhth.LlhﬁIhb'

e . ReSIDENCES, | . |
~ RafoT = - e 'NJ: "Jf—"'*-‘j-f:BE T TCT TS VI :.»"-rum
Prugect v Centres 't Faxr = T Not far fbeneflclo—”
o . -t ’ bhl\-cte l [ ' sl ST i Lo . 'I‘lbs . '-\
- —-1-:'-‘— —‘.,— -hr— -2' = .-'— —3_: I s —4-:- - —‘— N o— -
L, Rongrem 2 8 22 30
2;!Bh§i;brea:,‘~.,:f§;,§nﬁ£; ;3;‘. ;': ;§7“;°"f!”;  '60 
3. Thedléskein 2 . 1 29 B0
Totél™ s 8 - 4 12 108 120

Amuunt uf fou serve (hnganWadLQ

‘4 19 AS envlsegeJ in the: Scheme, tmcrt was @ unanlmlty dlSQ
fdmdng ‘the 1ntervleweJ gnganWadl/wUrh»rs,gbuut a duuble shgre ufi
SNP foods being served tu thesseverely, malngurlsheJ chlldren gra—
ded under group nus, III & IV. Tu ensure Unlfurmlty in the amount
of fuods tu be Jistributed tu the beneficiaries, it is expected
that the 1mplbmeqt1ng Dbycrtmbnt shouuld provide the wurkers with
a standard content or spoon, But what dCtUully heppened wes that
3 of the eignt selected sawples had nu spuuns supplied by the

coss e 34/-



u¢uxry—spUun.thh size of
sued by the. Dtpurtmbnt
‘hhot ‘wnile & curry-Spugn.
dren(w&», thn SbeIblY
n.J IV ‘received th

X ctice Wes huwever fuunJ

which m;ght nut uurreSpund fo

The usuel, prqctlce gmung'th y
:ful‘ wag supplied tu, the ma
mglmourlshed ChllJren(bMC),ur

spoonfuls. . Jeviation to tnls et

in case uf unh ncwly deulnt&J-W;rke s yet to leern the

-operutlun of walghlng maching for. 4T '~benef1c1arles uc- 
cording to their welghs‘onj GYES . (HECO

quantity wes. 1ilstr1buteJ tu buth cute

Ftu her an eqUol

es uf‘f* the mq]_nuurlsh’t,d

,Chlldren ..-In. relatlun Lo tne pregnonty

tners(NM) the stuJy quﬂJ vnly 2 uut of'th%

anganwadis. stdtej tu heve prqv1jed a Juuble shcre tu them (PW&

1NM) as required by the Scheme. ‘The ‘Test treated these beneflClu-
ries alike with thase uf Mcs for this purpuse. ~~~~~ ."f” S '

*‘an nurblng Mo~
"sylected sqmylezﬁ

“Amount uf fouds recelveJ(Benef1c10rles' VleW)

4.20. “The stuJy ubtalan alSu tne View of the sample bbnEflpla*
rie$ as to the e€stimcted cuount Of fouds they used tu ‘reweive .
from the feeding Centres. It is ubScrveJ, as. per Table Nui4el2,
that 96(80%) of the tutal 120 samples inlicete tu heve to been
supplied with one curry—Spuunful(caf) each of commodities(i.e.
1ike.Bengal gram, J&y pea etc) whlch tdlllej with the statement
of the anganwgdls Some resPunJents(parents of the chlldren) be~
ing. unable to attenj peTSunally the feedlng Centre preferred to
medsure the. cuantlty of fuuds dlstrlbuted to- their tuddlers on
the bisis of contefits they pruvldeJ tu thems still in must Cases,
though the quuntlty wes stated in Jifferent- units, yet the Sdmb
tended to be approximetely equal to leefy iHence, & cup—full,f
glass full, a augful(smgll 51ze) a hahdful(adult) all may be T
taken to equate to I csf. Therefure, if we - add tugetner the”
,number of benef1c1or1es saying & 'cugful, a- glass—ful,a mugful
(swall size) and hcnjful, we gut 1424344 respectively= lunus.
Adding to v6, we had(96#10)= 106 beneficicries or 88.3% of the
tutal Samples whuse statement wf the quantity of SNP fuods re-
reived was. more or 1ess equal tu lizifiyiépophful (g§f)t Frqm’
these”findlngs we mgy safely qu thdf én average the réceipients
were gettlng une CurrY*SPUUHfUl each
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4:21. From the gbth 1nference and os per Tgble No. 4. l2.nune '
of the sawples: S&bMEJ to be awaruad with 2 csfs, although some
of them (samples), weTre clearly 1ant1f1ed as belunging to Grdupf 
III or IV. One uf our sgmples, WaS even referred tu & neurby PHC,
but eaccurding tu pgrcnt's &Stlmgtlun he recelvej JUSt half of &
small mug 1de. 3 csf., One Can therefure hardly JUStlfy uueself in
suggesting’ thot & Speeldl cgre Wus “te ken in rcspect uf the SMCS -

&t the time Of sNp fuud dlstrlbutlon. The reasons, as CJUlJ be
observed, may be ascribe] to (i) the distribution of fuud wes en-
trusted tu & helper and (ii) the monituring vf tne gruwjh of & h
child Jid not get its Jdue place to the anganwadi Wurkbrs (we shall
substanticte tnis fact in subsequent parqgraph(s) w8 alTeady hagh-
lighted; the lstrlbutlun of bencficiaries according tou their
stated amount of SNP fuuds received is shown in the Teble No.4.12,

TABLE NO; 412,

Dlstrlbutlun of beneflclcrles according tu the steted
© amount of SNP fous received.

~ Priject

VNGO T TSFT TR T ﬁ* @4 @_@kwiﬁ
-1 centres VLT 51' T Ly T AT -
Tt gelecked!t O re ot T 00 T ' L) .
T D DT 2T 3447 5.7 877 BN 11120 Z3J R
Rongram 2 30 = = = - - - - - = - 30
Bhoi Area 4 37 -'1 3 2 1 3 6 4 1L 2 60
Thadlaskeln 2 29 - - - = = - - - 1 - 307
Total - 9¢ ~ 1 3 2 1 3 6 4 2 2 120

Note Csf = Qurry-spoonful; cf = cupful;
: Gf = glassful; Mf = mug-ful;Hf = handful
Ni = N idea. f

Foud Items' :

4,22, Eurlng the reference perlud, the main fuod items served
in the ICDS enganwali centres were found tu consist of Bengal
gram, greund nut, suji, rice, soyé bean and Jry pea besides com—
plementery items like sugar, Sdlt, M.oil and mugwdal., The pru-
purtlun of the said fuud items to the total quantltles of foods
use Jurlng 1988-89 to 1991—92 are 1nJ1cgted in the Teble No.«. l3
‘Bengal gram, ground nut, suji «nd rice weTre predominagnt under
the Rongram ILDS Project. puring l99CL91 and 1yv1l-92, Bengal
gram occuplej 54, 4% and 53.3% resyectlvely fullowed by ground
nut 35,9% in' 1v90-91, suji 34.6% in 1988+89 and rice 23,% in
1991—92 etc. Besides: tnuse already four mentioned foud 1tems,

ve 30/~
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ThudldSkeln) Thus,Jur1n91989ﬂ90 dry. peq dssumed 48. 2% qnih :
‘1991—92,‘soya been aCCountEJ for 59.4%. Bengal grem and:grd;nf
nut JlJ dlSU, however, take uxSlgnlfngﬂt puSltlun W1th 54 P2
and 35, 9% respectlvely Jurlng 1990-91. In so far as . ThaJlaskel
pruJect st concerned, 1t was observad, tnux rice CUmprlsed ;

49.2% 1n 1989—90 SOYd ‘bean 51+9% in, 1990-91 while Bengal gramw
44 lo 1n 199&r92
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- PBOPORTLUNS OF THE M~IN SNP FOOD. ITEMS. SERVED TO THE THREE ICDS' PROJEuTS,

5 1088-89 - 1991-92.
e m—— g — T — = — — i ey o o — — ;.+‘ g E e e = — = — - —_
f\’;f " Fodd Items |, loBse9__ _r. . 1989-90 T T Jeg0eL. - 7 Tloolo2
O vRongrdm Bhoi . ﬁﬁﬁ-‘&ahgram "BhoiTThe d'Ialﬁongréiﬁ'Bﬁo'I 'lsﬁadla-'Rungram "Bho1 'Thadla-
4 - ..' —_———— " _'arear skein ' | _ ‘area'skein’ ' _'_;-xreg'gkelg 4 _'_hreg'_'_gkem
_ L. - :2_ - 2 _ :‘:47 FTO5s_ I ®eT T, e 0T I T 2, T IsT 1Al
1. Bengal gram o Sraes 0 2608 j 54.-4' 54,4 15,1 53.3 2‘-?.0 w4il
3. Ground nu‘t - 15l '77_5 24,4 20,8 15,7 359 35,9 - 25.8
3. SUJl : Co ;33!5, j314,g QQ‘71» o | | 5 / T .
4. Rice .. S 14077 20,67 0 24.8 215 49,2 3 2€6,1- 23,9
5. Soya bean . 22.3 16.1 . 182 oy 51,9 . 59,4
€. pry pea S T S 482 T By : 1442
7. Other items - 27.6 30,3 16.9 9.7 9.7 6.9.. 22,8 13.€ 1€.2
——-—l-—--‘-q— T ooy iy mean ey wewm . Gewm  mpme  awmis ‘—_—-_.—_——.——-.——--—-————.————_—_—-.'—
' 13.0. 0 100 0 100. 100,0 100.0 100 O 100,0 100,0 100.0 - 100,0 4000

Séurces -;—.ICDS‘Projécﬁ;
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4.28. One.of the’ gu1d1ng principles, 'suggested in the. guf"wﬂ(
in the matter of seledtlun of‘foud 1tems is that it shuuld
creadlngay based un 1oc 11y aVallable fuod items (Para 3.21
neal}, In. praptlce huwever,_lt was qunJ that only Soya bedn;“

being en 1tem of ddlly diet) dyp&dr&d hu satls 'y this norm, Tié
Sdld food 1tem was . however, found COﬂSplCUuUS by its absence fr.y
amung ‘those (fuud itemg) issued to Rwungram Project although it B
(Soya bean) flourlshes well in the area. By not adopting this 4
prlnc1p1e, the result st that very few: vdrletles of fuod items .
could be suppLIed to the pruJeCtS. AS F tunsequence, most uf‘

the sample. reSpundents ise, among the pregnant women, nursing i’x
mothers and ﬁven among the mothers of Chlld below 6 years also

expressed the1r nun—apprecigtlun in the ‘limitetion of foud items.,
They would bT£Very happy 1f more varletles could be added like

fruits, iof ‘different klnds lncludlng banond, milk powder etc,
~ fﬁ 2 oo
- Beneficisries by Catbgurles (at Pruject )

4424, Ihe Oqé ﬁgars b&nbflCldrleS dre categorised according to

’degree uf th‘;r malnutrition based én thelr budy welghts,ﬁLradlﬁg

g ,eﬁ’ 1,II,III & IV with- laS-‘t th .grades being clas-
51f1ed‘as se"rery mdlnourlshed Chllern (SM@) and the grede II
8. I 51mp1y a molnourlshed cnlldren (MC) whercas normal chlldren

are ellglble fu: SNP. fuuds Just bec@use of thelr part1c1patlon
in’ the nqn—formdl pre= schuol educdtlun &s mentioned earlier, (Pa-
ra 4,6,) otﬁé&wlse not, and are thersfure groupeJ as MC. according-
ly, the numhgr;of benef1c1ar1es were’ obtdlnej from the three ICDS
iapmgects by thlr respect1ve grade fur'the months of March and
)ecember OwﬁhnhiYEQr 1988 to 1991, Ultlmutely, their resgectlve
average numpgr; &8 they stood durlng the first and the last quer—
ter,; was, obtolned and the same was repruduced in the Teble NO.

4, 14, 1nc1u31ng that of- Prﬁgndnt wumen/Nur51ng mothers,Zinaly-
sing of Data mgy bt seen in the subsequent Chapter relating to .
1mpdct of the bCh&ﬂk. 7
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T~ B Lt NO. 4,14,

- NO. OF 'O—O YEARS' SNP BENbFIthRIbb CthbIthD AS bNKZAND

MC'RETC, { 1986-89 - 1v91-92).
FRU3CCt™  TyB9Z60 — T~ T9B.T90 ~ '~ ~IDY0-0I T ~1BUTOF ~ -
, SNC TMCT Pi/NM T SMC TN P /N ¥ 'smc NCTHW Nt_vf’élvb-'MC_:W7Nm .
G S P F A SR VONCT S A A SN ST A
le Rung- 22 989 455 29 518 5Bl =) 716 540 107 731 870
ram
2. Bhoi 229 3800 1394 137 3418 966213 4131 1542 111 2543 1572
hTea - L7

3, Ihadla- 25 1105 329 38 1597 305 16 611 461 13 273 466
skelﬁ T e .

Grading beneficiaries at anganwadi Centres -3

w0

-

4, 25ki Frbmf%r: selected Centres,  as mentivned earlier, it Was”
found that thtre wasS Nu regular meaSurement of the weights of
the children bbluw 6 years of age, In one:ur two centres, the
absence of wUrxbrs for certain perlol of timeemight be the cause
vf this 1rregulor1ty. Ihere were some centres where even the re-
cords for enrolment were nut available not to say of grades for
the beneficiaries. Sume centres,: which tries to fulfil tnis re-
qu1rtment but: secmeJ tu encotnter certaln dlfflcultles elther
Jue to non-attenqonce of 5qme benef1c1ar1es on particular days
set- -aside for tn;s purpuse ‘ur for some vther reasons., As a re-
sult there WeTre Stlll many. of the beneficiaries remdlneJ ungra-=
ded durlng the two munths (March anJ uecember) taken by us for
_tne pdrthUlor study, However for the sake of thls study all
these: ungradlng benef1c1ur1es were treated as belunglng to mal-
nuurlsheJ O§tegury because quuntlty of fouds served to them was
suppaused tou be made on that besis. So whdtever Jata dVallable,
the same were 1nJ1cated in the. Tuble No. 4,15, It can be vbser—
ved that out of elght ‘selecte ] samples, five of them -Jid enJeo_' .
vour to carry out this particular functlun. The fite centres
vlncludej hllegrc, Pilengkata, Kyrdem, Nartlang—Puhshnung and
Umdalaalaw.
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T A B L E NO 4wl5

: ot . - e'VF; 'Puh- '51aw
:, B s '-.‘ (' X .' ‘shn@
B R et Y A e .Vl a3

— e Ay —— —— O o—

(i) N-II No records No re- 4 No re- NgT®-28 29 34,
mMc) « . “.  cords cords cords o

(i) III-IV. R R R T S

(111) No- gTer B | G 87 o e 7 o6 JE

(1v) PW/NM I T T I V- S 7
1980 T T e
(i) Mo . s2 e igd . 29 2.
(4i) smc = e
(iii) N.G. 19
(iv) PW/NM 5

3 3
—
a 5 3 3

1
. =84 47 23 40
N, 6 N Tes

1990 P . D
(i) MC 40 } i~, g 3. - _46.!539 No re=’
(i) sMc 27 e e B
(iii) N.G. 307 ca 73 W =50 36 217 8
(iv) PW/NMf: ;ié“‘ R E e i Zhie

1991 TR I O P IR
(1) MC f 60 e 73 5. No rei .42.y525;,fw;6:

LAfysMc 7 0 e L o e e g
(lll) N. G 3@ . . I - - A 60 e 40 25
(iv) PW/NMf“, - e 12w e 127 10 14

Note : N= Normal

MC= mialnourished Children

SMC= Severely Malnourished Chlldren
N.G.= Non-grading Children

‘PW = Pregnant women

NM = Nursing Mothers

"Sources4 Selected Anganwadi Centres;

oon.4l/—



- P 4l . ‘ bt

L

EXpend;ture on bNP N3

f”ThélAf,ud 1tems W1th thelr 1an1ved cust used for Snp..
jurlng 1988—89 ‘tu 1991—92 were 1lsted in ‘the Annexure 1I as
received from the three seiected IQDS PrOJects Ihe Bh01.hr9a
sroject comprising the twu C. D.Blucks(Bhul ATea & Boﬁgpoh)
should naturaslly embudy an hlgher qUantum uf uut—lay thdn any -
nt the remai:ing two, prugects. Ihus, 1ts expenjlture on SNP-
§ood’ bills amcunted tu Roo 10 lakhs(nearlng) in 1988-89 and . rose
to B. 10,74 l:khs in 1989-90 s agaifist. fs. 7.29 1dkh§ and
. 9429 lakhs by that of: Thadlaskein durlng the Curre5pond1ng
peflod.~h low Scale was however exhiblted by Ryngram ProJect ,
with fs. "6.85 lakhs lQ .1.988—89 and R ,-7 37 1akhs in 198990, By
1996—91, a- Jrastlc deShlng 1n the SN out-lay was ahparent in
skl the three pruJects when the Cut was effeoteJ to %¢5.8916khs
Jr 45 17 P.c, fram that 19é9a90 Ln case uf Bhai AYea Prugect The
Same trend was notlced in: all the Progects thruugh w;th varying
Jeg;ees. The sevh &st reducta”” Was nutLCed in, Fespect of Runge
ram Pmugect ‘when the amuunt drdapgjfdbruptly from‘m. 7.37 lakhs
in - 1989490 to . 2,96 lakhs or 65‘26 Pic. In Cuntrast JNOWEVET,
the fall in Case of ThaJlaskein dpytcr&q tu be mlld in: comydri—"
sun to ‘the uther two ‘as 1t reglsteruj JUbt 254239.0. (i.e, -from
Bs. 9., ,29 lekhs in 1989h90 to Rse 6. 76 1gkhs in 1990u9l). At the
same time the out-lay alloweld tu Thadlaskeln durlng 1991—91 &
1991-92 was found tu be much higher then that of Bhoi’ hred |
operating in the entire present Ri Bhoi ﬁlstrlct These flgures
of expenditure are 1nj1cdted in. Table No. 4,16, The flgures with-
in the: brack ts under Iable NO. “.16 deplct the - amuunt of expen—
Jlture supposej tu be 1ncurred ddily as derlved frum the annual
cost of SNP foods. The Tesults glve ‘us & dally total amuunt ;n—
volved under the three. PruJects ranglng from m.‘5072 59 to
m. 9137, 47 during the reference period from 1988-89 to 1991—92.
'This“bna1y31s gives us an idea of the flnanc1al 1mpllcat1ons -
the 5cheme 1nVO1ves, if we are to toke into dccount of all the
26 ICDS Pragects ds in 1991—92 any what mure 1f oll the 30¢C
1ocks dre to be L_*‘chereu by the Scheme.

4— 26 ‘
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Hfi<No.ﬁ4;16;

THh THHhh bLhCTED PﬂOJbGI&n

.H,.,".. .__........._.._._.....

19§0:91 '1991597

o (2 282,23)¢
24 BhUl hrea 9 99 997, l
Tl e(3333,32) ..

3. Thadldske1n7 29, 364, 44
e (2431.21)

,3( 854.39) (1 920 99)

) 5,58,929, 18 6,01,207,22
'*(1963 10) (20u4 os) *

2956 576 1529, 37 6,52; 748,49
: “,~(2255 10) (2175 83)

r@ial Deily (8046.76) ¥(9137;47)ﬁ - (5072.59)"  (6100.85) '

Notes § Figures in-brackets-indicate dally
ramount of expenditure,

Sources ¢ ICDS rrojects,

.SNi* Foouds tg hnggnwadl Centres 3

4, 27 InltLullv, the aim was tu Ubtdln the porthUIdrS of fuud

1tems 1ssueJ to thc Sample 4nganwadi Centres. from the rchrds

of the CuncerneJ workers themselves,' It was, however, fuund .“w

that whlle sume ‘of them Jid have-enough records fur our requlre-

“ment, 1n so fur,'ds ‘the perlud during- which they were posted

there tu, put Sume 'of them as  already. indicated did npt, maln-T
taln even the 5NP Reglsﬁer, not 'to.say of Stoeck Register. Be-
l51des, there was,‘ln some Cas%s, a dlscre,dncy between the. fl—-

- gures recorJeJ by the WurkerS(hnganaJlS) and that uf the cUn~

cerneJ CﬁPOs' Offlces. Under this" ‘condition it was thought advi-
Sdble tu get the year-w1se Ilst 6f fouds items with their quan-
tltles 1ssuej’tu tne selected Centres frum the. Cuncerned CDPOs.
sample hngdnwadi ‘Céntres viz, All&gTU Dalungmanda(ﬂungram ICDS)
rilangkata, Nongkhrafi-$ohidan, Kyrdem(Bhovi aread,. Nartldng-Puh—
shoong(Thadlaskein) was obtained frum thblr respective CDPO and
the same was detailed at Annexure—IIL,
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'-igIhégMaléeipfwsNR;ggQQS;Issued tu Selected hngdnwadl Centres

#f?é; ‘SiﬁCQ:the~ﬁénéy;béluevuf EVETY. ;tem of fQuuS prucured by
“'the’$éﬁp1e:ICD51§iajécts;was;alreqiy furnished by the 1atter S0

the same was maJde uéedxdf in determinifg:the cost 1nvolved fur !

every food item dlstrlbuteJ at the ,n rweadi Centre‘as well.hc-

curjlngly,
fqa,j ltem

thu hnnexure-xv 1nj1cutej %ﬁb'money'VaIue ~ofl ®ach
‘gd to thu Centre durlng 1988-89 t6°.1991-92, The

Statement Qurkej uut alSu the tutdl tost - peryesar s well as:
av&rgge dally expenses fur each Of the selected Centres in- all
the 4(f ur) yuwrs. For meetlng the gurpuse of this study, this:

avenage dglly eprnJlture un SNP 1nvolved in the sample hnganwadg
Centres 1; Te voduceJ in Table NG, 4 170 The picture at. Tuble Nu.~
d 17 reveols _n ubrupt fall Juring’ 199CL91 in the amount:of ual—.“
ly exoenjlture ir a11 the Centres €xcept’ Dolongmanda. This fole S
lowed the tenJency uccurlng in tae Prugects under which they be--

lugged tu. But Whlib this trend- cUntinued tos per51st even-in the
j»subsequent YEcr (1991»92) in reSpect ‘ofithe 4(fuur) Centres vigy-

Plldngkdtd, Nongkhrah sunldan & kyrdem ‘Which were ‘1l under Bhuid: .
hrea ICDb, an opp051te dlrectlun wds however, reglstered 1n res=

pect uf thg remalnlng Centres suun ‘in 1991—92‘

TaB L E NO« 4.17

D%ILY'AVEHhGh EXPENDITURE ON° bNP bOODS IN THL thhuTbD

hNGANW&DI CENTHES”DURING 1988589 1991-QQo

AN GANWA DI “CENTRES _TBS, 7 -
Q:ffegre'Dolung-,viIdng—‘Nung— 'bunl—' Kyr-:'Nurtlang UM ja—

b 'manJaif'kata -~'khr¢h “dan. - dem, 'Puh—F; ,'la—,

_ I Loz ! ,.-‘fg;,__- —‘-_ .‘_;T__.'.F._ .f_’f-;";ﬁ _____ 7 = -__g.. — _....g;-._
1988-89 46.65 19,20 38,39 31.25 731 92 33,46 41,67 '46;"63
196990 . ,41'.‘8? 21.25 41,84 ..33,70.:40.23 40,56 ‘35,42 28,43
1990-91 34,48 22,25 14,00 “*11.69° 16,50 16,89 '19:69: 19,40
1991-92 ,.40 Gu 19,64 :15.64 "10.61.:16,18 18,56 29,77

-‘Sources. 3ICDS Projects,

30,83

Sah%tloned RateS tu SNP BencfiCiaries by Categories

4,29, The:fates sanctioheJ to SNP beneficiaries différédﬁﬁﬁcor—

 dingtto‘CbteguriﬁS Thus, 0-6 years Children classified as severe-

iy’malnuu ishkj children (bMC)‘Were 'entitled 'td an amount of food
- of 90 palse ‘o€t head per Jay and the remaining SNP Children Cate-
gorised as Malnuurlsheu Cnildren(MmC) fur 45 paise each per Jday

dnasididfw
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while: thut of Pregna t
earmqued tq g&L an-k‘ i ES(P”fouJ eq&qulhnt\to-75;pq;s
head jurlng 198d—89 '1 glﬁﬁﬁkmzh; Tates stowd-revised uqu
1991-92, dt whlch rates thg5‘”C‘Was to-get.a quantity uf f°q,af)$x
Re, 1. OO MC=6O palsé dnd FW/NM‘-BO paiseieachys “

iW)'"r Nur51ng MutherS(NM) they.

Ng..uf Benbf1c1arles by Ldtggurles éﬂ

4430, T some extent,: the stuJy deEJ some hdndlcap pertalhlng tq

the numbering vf beneflclurles by Catcgurlbs by the selected hngan~f
wadi Centres. That is, besides tnuee Centres thlng blank reCUrds -
for SNP‘beneflClarles, moust .of these selectej Centres thuugh hav1ng
no Joubt +the list of btnbflCldrlE$ dut could not ensure rebuldr anu
up-to-date ‘categorisation-of G0 _Years ChllJren fqr certdln pra&-

tical  difficulties as Jiscussed at para 4.25. A back—lug of bhlL—

jren femained: Ur—graded., Therefore, fur Lur purpuse, the phllJren

- =nout: ‘graded(N,G. ) numbered in Table Nu.,q.l&; weTe Cunvenlently &
classed as MC' Children, in the bellbf thdt they were 91Vbn w1th an
amourit of fusd rated of 45 paise /60 Paise Each juring 1988-89 - %MW
199192, Thusjy .the category-wise No, uf benef1c1ur1es grrlved atﬁdw
by grouping the average Nos of MC ChllJren and NG uhlllren apq':‘
peared ih Table No. 4415, is reproduced in. Tdble NUs <. 180 €xelu~ "
ding those 3 Centres having nu records on SNP beneficicries v1z.';a

Dulungmdan, Nungkhrdﬁ and Sonidan,

< Th B Lk NO. 4,18 ,

CA (;ORY—VuIbh AV HAGE "N, - OF Bl:.vd}:.i-ibu.hlhb I THL L
FMIVE:-*:SI:LLCILD hNCﬂHNWt\DI u:.NTRbb goumuc, 1986~ ;99’1)

_.f)l' \

Y(yr—'"i Ndrtldng— 7Umga1051dw
b dem, Y Puhsnnung '

------ TE T TR

PRI ;

a4, 03 7

32 :

oL 52 64

.6 2 5

27 - 4 . 2 .

70 75, 082 .. 6O NR.

12 s ® g _
d \:‘7 . . ...\c P 2 i -_. N _“J“r:—-; |
50 73 I Teoes v tiiggn

Sources 3 hnganW¢J1 Centres. S
.Q‘p.45/—
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ACtUdl Expcnjlturc Versus Ratbs Sdhctldan

4,31, Now hav1ng ubtalneJ fhe Jqlly ngUnt of expenJltu:e anl as

well as: the number uf benuf1¢¢ar1es o “tbgurles, 1t is ‘the noxr-
 ma1 methuJulugy uf ﬁV@lUutiun atujy tu thante the extent ef GCm: .

b

rutes: sgnctluneJ PET hadJ of benef1c1ar1bs. The oruceJure adopted i
.in" th;s annectlun is 51mpL¢ enuugh i.eq: reJuc1n9 the actual dally
vxpenxltume a> arrlved at to fates ggxmurkeJ for anlVldUdl bene—

;‘ f'j1 uerent categorles. An 111ustratlon of our ExeTClse

WS Jetamiej T knnsxure V. tdklng hllegre hnganqu uentre as &én’
feximple wlth refercnce to yeer 1990-91'5 zmount’ of Jally equn—
jlture anl un enrolment of 1990v The calculgtlon arrived. at gnd
shown 1n thb hnnexure-v has clbquy shown . that bhOUlJ the dmuunf of
iSNP foajs Sched t, “the benef1c1arles cUmmensurdte to rates €armar-
fked fur each the omuunt per. day ‘'should hgve cume to BS.64.80 Ju=
rlng l990~91 ‘But the actual amount arrlved at accardlng to data
Supplltj, Tecorde to Rs. 34.48 only instea per Jay Jurlng “the
pETriods hCCurJ'ngly, ‘the amount of SNP fuods served tou each SMC in
1990 was equivalent to <8 paise instead vf 90, to MC-24 paise in
place of 45 puise anl to EW/Nn =40 pdlse 1nstead of 75 palse In
this way, the money. volue of SNP fouds.eedved to each beneficiary
in the 5(five) hngandJl Centres basing un the actual 'smount spent
per Jay Juring the years 1988—59 to 1991—92 was worked out and shuwn
in. Tuble No..4.19.nccord1ng tu the Rgsults SO CalCUlut&J, it is
'obv1ous that wnly 2(th) bent;es v1z. hllegre and: Nartlangpuh~shnung
could dchleve the stateJ rqtes fur thelr bereficiaries but tnelrs
alsu; only for the perluJ frum 1988-89 to" 1999—90, when 53 pclse

én} 88, puise .omount. f fouds Was served to MG & PW/NM in 1989-90
-respectlvely at hllegre Cen%re. At Nurtlang Poh~shnong, ‘NG got 69
paise each ari. PW/Nui Rs; 1.16 palse cach in 1966-6Y wni Rs.l, Zﬁr
cach for SMC in l989—90 and 63 ,.)alse for PW/NM higher ‘thdn the

- 8cheduled rates uf 90 palse for SMC & 75 paise gach for PW/NM. -
For the remalnlng referbnce yerlud (l99CL9l & 1991-92),*the Table
“NO. 4419, amply exhlblted of the Snurtfall of the money Value of
SNP fuuds servel %o benef1c1ar1es frum thelr due rutes of 90 paise
-ifqr SNC, 45 pdlse far MC & 75 paise for- PU/NM upto 1990~9l and -
l.OO, 60 pdlse anJ 80 pulbe rbSprthGlY from: 1991—92. .

i -'46/-5'



leNEY VHLUE Or bNP PQQD§ thVbD TU BtwbeCLHRIbS BY
THhS;(1938—89 = 1791-92)

Since nu Te='y

1988—89 SNCTC NLRo®S =1t 10 Cew 1.03 ) Te=i
. Mo o 00,860« 0,69 0.51 curds relating
L PW/NM .. 080. 0 1,26 - 0.86 tu SNP enro}-
1989-90 SHC - = 1.26. - 0'72".[23”2 e‘gfewirrxe
Mc © 0,837 0.39° S 0,63 0.367 000t of the
PW/Nw 0,88 Oﬁoéf“b'oisgl T 0.60 3 selected. pan-
1990-91 suC ~ 0.48 - 0i32 7 0,48 = 3?2"”3‘%\)@’2&?
- ‘MC 0 0.24:0 0,14 . 0,16° 0,24  N.R. da,&ungkhrﬂh ,
SR PW/NM Q'QQ; 0.2+ . 0,27 Q.40 .+ - &and Sonidan
. N y e A . A : so no figures
~1991-92 . SMC Q.57 =TT 0325 1w . 2R oy
) et . : A rey Could be work—

PW/NM 0 O.40 0 0,230 10,20 0,52 them in this

cUnnectiun,_

#* Nos of beneficieries not aveildble,

TaABLE NOw 4,18(n)

Nutritive Values of SNP Fouds &

4,324 It is' ‘imperative tu dssess the nutr1t1Ve values of the SNP
fouls served at dltferant hngunwddl Centres under dlfferent 1CD5
Prugects3'1n order 5" rcflect the thddl Cuntrlhutlun made by the
Scheme In thig chnectlun huwever, tne non—dVallgblllty in. the
Tucal libreries of wrelevant authuritative publqutlunS llke (1)
#@c commende Dietary Intuka fur anldns, ‘1981 dnJ (11) “Nutrltlve
value of Indian Fuujsﬁ*both by the’ LnJldn Council uf NleCdl Re~.
scarch SV serve as odr reference :Books had caused certd;n cun=,
'strdln towar s uChleVlng the ufure-sald Jesirable. ubJeCtlveS Sume~
how, huwever, to- brnge this. gap twu pub11Cdt1uns entllled (1)“Fuuj
vanid Nutrltlun“_ publlsheJ by - EJUCctlQn qunnlng Group, partlculorly
the! AppenJlX—VI,tqn exﬁﬁLct purtlan Of whlch was duly reproduced

at Ennexure--vl plus (11) “hpplleq Nutrition®. by: Rdgdldkshml,Blo—
-chemistry Department M5, Undversity of Baroda-(appendix ~V),were

used for this purpose. &o with these llmlteJ sources of infurma~

tion a rough egtimgtion was’ acrlved at in ¥dighlighting the supple-
mentation %utrltlonal intake derlved from foods served at the.
selected ~nganwadi Centres c IR - P ’

~
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Sugglementary VULrltldndl Intuke quulrej :
4,33, ®"The aim®, to quote a Jortlun of para.2,9, of the Manual on
ICDS wis to suoplement nutrltlunal intake by about 200 calories ani
8~10 grums ot pruteln fur chlljren below I yeqr, dbuut 300 calories
anl 15 grems of prUtElL for chllJren bethen one. anJ 3 years of
age and qbuut B5U0 cglurlbs and 25 grums wof pru;eln for- uregnont
women unJ nur51ng muthers(Ph/NM) « NoO- Juse was huwever specified
for the, severeiy malnuurlshed child (SMC), but”baSEJ from the Pud~ |
getted allocetion, it should be higher:than that of PW/NM. QUr en-
Jdeavour. wds therefore, to show how the estlmatej dally quantltles |
of fouds Jistributed to the severely malnoupishe J CnllJ(bWL), the .
malnourished chil 1(MC). end the Pregnont WQmun/nub51ng mother cyuld
contr;bute the abuve. env1sagej juSBS of nutrltlunul lntuke to the

said gruups af benef1c1gr1es, In this connection it is to be puln—
teJ gut thet,gs no seperhte Jata were availaeble for cnllJren be— )
low- 1° Year anl fur chllJren between on. and 5 ¢ years of cge, we'
may estlmate Lalories fur #C to be arsunl 250 celories or 300, ca-
lories (as sdhsequently stutej 0t para 3.5, ) anJ between l0—15 '
grams. qf pnotelps{ Wlth regurus tu ‘the SMC benef1c1ar;es, there
‘;f culurses or prutelns injlcateJ ‘we know, however,
: qufuﬁj furachlll beYonging to this groupe is of

han the other groUps,vhence, the ‘quantum. Of nutrj- N
tlunal mnfakp_shuuld be alsu abuve the others. :

is ng quantV

bstlmateJ,hmuunt uf Nutr*tlun bupplemented

4 ] avlng obtalneJ the mJney rates of bNH fqus per 1nd1v1Jual,
87 shuwn 1n Table No 19 it -is dn.endeavour uf the stuJy to
thruw~5ume 1Jea as to whgt an-extent the Scheme st dble to fulfll-
its: aim; duly norrotej at para 4.33.-1In pruceeling w1th thls task :
the- yequy quantlty of each item of the SNP fouds serveJ ta the
selecteJ Anguandl Centres, ‘as’ 1lsteJ at ANNEeRUTE —III Wos reduced
tJ lts jally omuunt as June in case of the yearly dmuunt of e xpe fi-
Jlture on the SNP fouS ‘Then based on the calories and 3rute1n ‘
eantents 1n lcutel qulnst each fuud item in the gnnexure VI & VI
(a), the dally dmount of calurie anl qutbln for each fuud 1tem
was?worked uut anJ SubSunantly adle tuoather,_Ihe results thus '
wbtained anA_shuwlng for ‘the erio! from -1958-69 to 1991-92 are
‘incorporated in Toble No. 4;20.

é e e ,‘4-8/-
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THB L‘E No ) eQ,;“

CALORIES AND, PROTLIN INTAKL PER DhY. IN SELECTED
ANGANWhDI CENTRLS UJRD«S 16E s #9 — - 1991-92,

S17 ~ Nae™ 57+ I98B9 71960250 T 1600Lo1 T T TR T
No!  Anganwadi'CaloX ~Pro—'CaloX Pro~TCalo-iPro- 'Calo- . 'Pro=
_ ! _Centre r'rie ' tein'®ie ' tein'rie 'tein 'rie 'teln\£ .
1.3 T 2. T Tv3, 1T ZT.'"'" ?ﬂT _-6‘-.’_ T LT B 79,7 “"IGT Ry
- A D ORI AT S £ T = Y SH A -

L. Allegre . 24327 74001 1894 625,5 12112 469.3 10715 3883
2. Dolong- 9159 316.7 1L184 316.4 7954 313.0 11493 435,8
manda- o : i
3. Pilangkata 17801 930.6 183561002 2 5350.392.2 7016 584.4
4. wongkhrah 13859 700.9 15008 864.3 4318 319.5 7016 584.4
5. Sonidan 18315 894,2 20601 1183,9 5935 408,7 6431 458.3
. Kyrdem 21890 788.4 18948 10885 6123 446.9 ~ 7933 622.2

3
7. Nartiang- 18131 904.3 16332 862.7 8864 466.5 11845 627.7
. Pohshnong ’ _

8, Unjalasiaw 17309 857.3 15123 712,2 9040 478.2 11646 684.8

kstimated rer Capita Nutrltlonal Intake in the
belected'CEHLres : _

4,35, - The daily amount of cdlorles qnd Pruteln is taken to be
equal to a daily amount of expendita.c | ncurred for the same. durlng -
the corresponding pefied‘ Since the esiimated rates of daily per
capita expenditure by _cateyory of benet1c1arles in respect of the
. Selected Centres was clready obtalned vide Tdble No. .19, the ..
amount of calories and protein due to each beneflclary by grade'was
thus determined accordingly, for each Centre where-ever requlred
data 1nclud1ng no. of benef1c1ar1es, were avallable Ihe results. so
derlved was portrayed in. Table No. “4.21. Certain general observa—
tions may be hlghllghted with regard to flgures presiﬁyeg in the
sald Table No. -+. 21 (1) Barring Nartlang—Pohshnong hnganwadl Cen~
tre$ st 1edst for the years 1988-89 & 1989-90, no Centre appeared
~to be able to supplement Calories and Protein intake to their res—
vective beneficiaries equlvqlent to the quantum anticipated - -
'MC=300 Calories and 1u-15 gms proteln, PW/VM 500 Calories +  25gms
‘'of proteins while that of SwC more thdn that of PW/NM (ii) pPilang-
kata and Kyrdem AW bentres which represented Bh01 Area ICDS yrogect
shared the least amount of supplement;ry food lngredlents in com—
parison to their counterpart, while - Ndrtldng—rohshnong followed by
Umjelasiaw Centres (of Thadlaskein ICDS pruject) showed on the.other
hand, to have procurred‘fhe maximum amourit.of nutrition benefits:
towards their beneficiaries out of ths Scheme, allegre Centre be-
longing to RongramflpDS Project lay in between the two extremes.

QD.‘49/—
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(111) The suyplementary nutrition intake .in respect of all the se-
lected Lentres recorded ‘an: dprupt fall im 199CL91 correSpondlng,of

COUI‘S&

to the quantum of ‘expenditure - ae alreudy hlnted earller. A

&

sllght 51gn of recovery wad -noticed. ln the JYEar l99l—92.1

o PREEMENTARY -

— o —— w—

Anganwagi: e Grdﬁp7
Centre .

ThBLh NUQ ‘1”2-1--‘.

LLVhL (19$8»89'—-1991—92 )

—-—-—po—-

’_____-_'-..‘___

‘2-';;=.

: Nartiang-
-PeRshnong .

rilangkata

fkyfdemh::f

~ Pi/NM

PJ{/NN\

SNC
v MC

'SMC-

CNC
U PN/NM _

| Unjalasiaw SMC.

R

~19EE B T ~1969-90" ~ T9ICy L

1ﬁJTﬁITﬂmeL INTAkb O bNP BbNEFLthRIbb
D ON PER_ &PITA EXPENDITUREY AT ANGANWADI CENTRE .

TIG9L-9T T

——_..—-———.———_—_—-————_

iCaTod Pro-+Calp<d Frod Calod Pro—'Calo-'Pre-,

'rie 'tein'rie '%e;n' rie t teint'rie 'tel?
RRRE A 1 ( m) M t ( m)! ' '
‘ _2%___%%-_;_§f:z:ﬁ§_
. 168 6,5 152"?5;5*
N.R. 229 7.9 84 3,3 ~:9L. 3,3
©381.13,2 140 5.4 . 123 4.5
474 9,1. 171 10.2~ 53- 3,9 .86 .6.7
278 14,5 .285 17.0. 92 6,0 13 8,6
340 12.2 294 17,0 ‘115~ 8,4 . 107. 8.4
170 641 145 8.4 58 4,2 64 5,0
{288 10,1 243 1401 "98 Tl 85,67
.. 5983l.4 217 1l.4
“1“300‘15,9 299 5.7 109 7.8 150 7.9
- 445 22,0 ‘333 18.1  N.R. S -
220: 10,9 191 9.0 . . 195 11.5
371 18.4. 319 15,1

28182

: iif;;NP food sxuffs —Rﬁg arlty and adequacy s |
‘f;aJJbars that from 1991—92, the supply of bNP food—stufﬁ.

for the ehflre Stdte was “entrusted to the MECOFED.. Prlor to thls ;

perlod,

supplle”5¢

the prucurement was made through the Local approvad lethe
£S5 "to the quallty of coiunodities supplled. one of the

two Dlstrlct Prograumw Officers(DiOs ) pointed .oyt that th&y were
not: satlsfled in certain food items, slmlldrly, there was a frequert

short—age 1n the quantlty of some food items like rice and ground

it in the past few months, s a matter of fact, however all the-

three selected CDROs replled in affirmative that they normally re-
Jsorted to proper checklng of ' the quallty and quantity of each dnd
'every cona&gnments they recexved from the supplying. AQENCY, ‘

”ﬁffﬁép/fﬁlj



4,374 :
ther anthentLQated by all theiselecteé hnganwadl wbrkers Por exam*
ple, one of Centres p01nted out that the quuta for the munths of
August and beptemoer, 1992° was recerVed aL 1ate as 9th Nuvember,lggz
Anuther‘worker was S&Y¢ﬂg as’ there had been no regularlty not’ only j”
in dates of arrlval of the conszgnments but also in the - quantlties .
of-the. cuntents (fuod ltems)‘ The workers of the selected angaandB
aade the same oomplalnt about the tnadequacy of the SN fuuds issued
to them” SO as”to meet the requ1rbment of the beneflc1ar1es. This.
-fact.suunds contradlctory to: tbe flgures supplled by the GDPOS ln
this regards dnd &lso as wurked out in- this. study ‘of the 1m911ca—_@
tions’ of those furnlshed data»’ ol CS N AN S romoeie v
when: aeked ‘how . they managed the 51tuat1un, they all resorted:to. re_
duc1ng ‘the numbér of feedlng days. That is, instead of: serv1ng fouds
to the benef1c1ar1es for 25 days, they had to cut.the: no. of days to,
say, 15 or 10 days. For 1nstance, in’ our on-the saot data collectlon,
to ‘ohe centre on, the 18th hugust 1992, we were informed that her
stock had already exhausted on the greceedlng day (17th hugust)
after haVlng dlstrlbuted fovds for 13 -days only, One worker adOpted,
however, a dlfferent devrce bhe wuuld stop feed;ng for some days o
in the mlddle of the month and then resume feedlng by the- week—end
(of the month) But in their records and Returns- they aypeared to
1ndlcate it as though they’ performed feedlng to the full no. ufdﬁyﬁ
requlred. Another 1nterestlng flndlng was that whlle ‘many uf the |
worker took no care to check if the quantlty shown agalnst ‘¢ach Food
item issued.to them.was actually alrlght but two ‘of them frankly
Tstated that, on measurrng the shurtfall from the stated qiantitles
.was uftenﬁdetected. Fur examp1e£¥rom thé shown qUantlty of- 4y} BCCKg.
"of Bengal gram, the aCtUdl amount fuund was just 30,35Kg" only‘Gne
worker, huwever, 1nd1Cated ‘that the’ shortage was- between 4 and BKgs.
This: fact, no doubt Curraborated the remarks passed- by.one. QDHJ
}{“_19 wiercda ) It is therefure apparent thgt the changing.-in the sys-
tem uf SNH fouds procurement could not cure the ills of- lrregularlty

and lnadeqUacy 1n the supply uf the food—stuffs.

=

Cundltlun in Gary dlllS ICDS PTUJECtS ‘TT&

4;38 hccordlng tu the Dfo, Tura, se: G as the $Upply was car-
‘ried out, by the “Tira Branch of “the WEUOEED, “the  ICDS Prujects in
Garo Hllls Districts were able to receive the reguired 0an51gnments
of SNp’foods just after one monthfs time since the indent was made,
"When the re5punsibility'was, however, thken up directly by the Head
Offide of NECOFED;'ShillQng, the time-lag was lingered by 2 months
time, This fact was alsu amply borne by the deta submitted by the

.3905-1-/;“
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selected ICbS'Pruject'(angram), when during the years urececding
1991-92, the lssUdnce of the Swe fuud—stuffs CUUld be effected,at
least once fur every’two munth but sirte 1991—92 (the year that the
Sugyly was dune by thc MaDOfbD Head: oftlce Snlllun@ it was shown
to be. unrférly.

Numbér'ufﬂﬁeqdingéfpys 3

4.39, In- uractlce thed informgtion trdnsﬁlred by ‘the selected*nn—
ganwadl workers may perhaps suffice us tou grasp the aCtUdl func- '
tiuning of .the scheme '1n relation tu 1ts supplementdry nutrltlun
cumpunent,’ At the risk of re, petition, it was evident, that. su
long as stuck wWas stlll avallable, tise workers carried out the
service of feedlng ddlly tu their bcnbf1c1cr1es, but stogped when
there were no moTe: fuuds. But Sume, f them appeared tu ‘managé her
records by'whuw1ng the requlred uptlmum/nbdrly maximum number of
feeding days: althuugh the same WUrkers in’ replylng to our schedule
canvassing did admlt ‘the 1nadequacy of foods in relation to their
respectlve centre's requlrement wny way the numbcr of feeding days
as indicated in the Teble No. 4. 22, - was fuund to be.in most cases,
below the targut whlch is 300 days in a year, Berring the two an-
ganwadi centres Nartla“g pohshnong; under Thadlaskein ICDS Pruject
and Allegre, Rongraii yrugect the .rest were found to. Trecord thexr
feeding days vecillating from 116 to 27l ddys in a year durlng
1986 tou 1991:as. -against the‘reQUchd 300 ddYb. It can be ubServed‘
that some workcrs dic give certain remar. 3 regarding the months
during no. stock was anlldbl& and hence no. fhcdlng. In this’ case,
,Pllangkatd Centre WdS found to be very pdrtlcular. Eurlng our stu-
}dy, thc number of feedlng daYS during tie, munth.of July'92 (a month
'1mmed1ately prcceedlng t0 our’ fleld study) was a130 obtalned fer
—the selected Centres. Here alsou,. we . nhad ‘different no. of days Vdrb
ry;ng frum 10 to 27.%ut Of 8 centres, only 3 . of them could ach;eve
fthe tdrget 1. . 25 3 days, The frequen01es of feedlng dqys hy €ach
selected AngaanJl Centre. may be dlSCCrnbj frum thb Tdble Nu.4,22

- .«;i_.!”'c .52/"‘ )
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T A B L E, 0 %,22‘

NO.. OF Fbt:.DING D-\Yb hb RI:CIDRL)L:D BY M SELEL,TI:D

Al\(:l—.l\tW/—sD.[ u:NThr;b ( 198&-—89 149912927 )4

S1T:7 Y7 TNEme Gf muW. T 1968 - _1989'“ ‘1990 1991— LIy
‘ﬁ“:‘.ﬁ;ﬁ,.geﬂtfe_ e e e e e ST T ;_&922_*
-l. Kyrdem , 47 13
2. Sonidan 8 No records- Co 10
3. ikengkhrah § - 27.
4, pilangkata . 151 254 12 1160 25

Jany,~March Octr, Octr,.- Jaﬁy.{ |

SE:..)tI‘. . ‘ Nll- DecCr, JUlY

NO supply No sup-Octr,

OCtre-— - . . ply Decr,

10 days, - Septr, wnil

R : 13 Septr,.~

.. days. 1l days,

5§kNartlaﬂg— Puhshnung  _ 214 "VE"BCB“ 226‘f*'305 - 23
Lé‘ Umjalesiaw = - L 271 - B 268 - 187 267 0 21 o
oo gunemnnnt T E
Be Dulungmdnja L 160 230 266 N.a, o 27

hITN

Tl sturces hnganddl Centres;

Na, uf feealng days aCCOrdlng to Sample: benef1c1ar1es = -

4 O Niéws of the parents uf the selected Sample Ghlldren 1nc1u*
‘Jlng samples fromsamong the gregndnt and nur31ng mothers were sought
for: i matter ~pertaining to the number of feeJlng days ln a week
Jurlng the s yea s under, refbrcnce,halthaugh, we cdnnut hxgtct accu-
‘deY fron}such ‘replies, but - at least, it serves dS a pulnter ln
’furmlng an»ljea reguruxng the functiun of the scheme VlSna—VlS
'tuis par{icuidr dSpeCt Thus out of 30 s&lecteJ samyles, under
Rungram Project, 5 nos (16, 7%) of them rechlected as ‘abolt 6 ~days
a week that the SNp fuod wes, served to:.them, while the remaining
deurlty 25(83, 3%) put it between 5 and 2 days only weekly, i.e,
less than the prupusej six Jays a week, The 60 sample beneflCld—
ries Cngrlslng 4 anganwali centres unjer Bhol area had as many as
28(48,7%) of them who remembered to have been generally served
with supplementary nutrition for 6(si: ) lays in a week, while 15
(25,0%) put it less than six days. A ... number of 17(28,3%)
stated tu have no  ilea of this particular inforwstion. In case
of Thadlaskein PruJ&Ct benefLC1grles we had a mgtchlng no, of
beneficiaries i.e. 15:15 saylng 6 Jays and 1ess than six Jays Tes-—
eectivelv in a meek, Iaklng an over=all ajgregqte, we have 48



- . 83- r':f%';;;-. ' '7-:'
(40 O%) as glVlng 6’ Jays a week: anJ 55(wo BA) less than 6 days
whlle 17(14 2%) hav1ng nG - ijea at all. Ihe Cumylle ver31uns uf ‘the
seleuted sdmgles\ore refleCteJ 1n Table Nu,”ﬁ 23, ' '

4.4L, The study Wuule llkb further tu knuw: the 59e01f1c no, -of .
jgys they rucelved fous qurlng & muntn p wceeding the field study.
In this. case we: haJ, under. Hongram 2roject, 1+ of the total 30 se-
lected sampies as puttlng between 24 tu 16 Jays, anvther ko of them
puttlng it bbthtn 15 to O des while ‘unly 2 saying to remember it
not, Cumlngvig thb be06f101gr613 vf the other twu Prugects, it 1s_'
regretoblu to nute thgt tng deurlty +2(7O Ow) uf “the .60 samgles

of’ Bhul hEta Prucht stgtLJ that tnby cwull not sz 1t eXactly whi&
cent ;er Cant of the ThodlaSkEln Proscct: bbnbflClarl&S also fyll

:unJer th;s same” fate. All these resu LS are shuwn in Tdble Nu 4, 23.

I~ BL b NO. +.23,

A ROXINATE NUMBER:QF FEEDING DAYS WELI\LY hm
hCCUﬂD.[NG m bmv:PLt.. BbeLPIuLRILb ' -T\

e — —— — — ——- — o a—

o gy - m— — m— — — e = — e —

No. . ,S»elicc--'selé:c--l Jurlng a ! Jurlng )aSt r
Y A ted -rted !t week ' month = ¢ je
v T AW rsam- 16 WD TRy 84016 1550 o
' e 'Cen~~ ,ples aayiuays 1deaJays 'JdYS"ldea
el MEres S el !
If‘_'_ R R N Y Ei‘ '_. 6_- _'_ _7_1 = _—_'.-_9-'_—-_—_]:0'—
L. ,'-'Ruhgré.‘mf ... 2 30 5 25 - 14 142
2, Bhoi hI‘ea o G4 5028 15 17 6 1200 42

3. ThaJlaskeln 28 -2 30 15 15 " ;“TM-'¥ " iFi3O{’

Sources -3 . Beneficiaries,

LR B SR SRR

HEALTH”' ~ OmPONENT
Immunlzatlun,.h

Deda . Prevention uf chllJren bele 6 years of age agalnst the
attack of such Communlcable JlsedSes as tuberculuSls, letherlc,
whouplng Cngh tetanus, measles anJ pullu has been env1saged |
under . the 1CBS Schbm&.,Fur thlS purpuab 1mmunlzat1un agdlnst these
Jlseases Was: a‘,mmlstereu tu the cnilidren. beluw 6 years. of ‘age
&nd al’aftu the pregnan;_wqmun EE protect the 1atter as’ well as
the new burr infants froa ﬁ@¥;hu§
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. hchlevement
5,20, Ihtd furnlsuej by the DlreCturgtb vf Sucial welfare
1nd1cgtel a Stnglly upwch muVement wf BCG beneflclcrles from 4085 :
in 1986-69 to 537% in 1991-92; Eurlng this perivl (l98b—89 to
1991~92J tbe Chllern a: mlnlstech with BLG ‘veccines tutolth to
: ,‘.U‘}4920 per yegr. Ben&-",ﬂ

19680 dnj on: avergge ‘tielr. number workeJ ol

flCldrlES of “preventive measures dCatht tne iemalnlng Jlsegses .
rrlej in- nuuber erratlcolly frou yegr tu yeor Jurlng tne afuresaldf:
cerild,’ AJ}”fﬂtagqther, nuwaver, the nus bir of DIT,Pullu Qnu tyghulJ“
; enef1c1ar1es fors the « yeursAperluJ resulteg to 21&06 192v0 any
2346 rc59ect1vely, hﬂﬂUull) the aveTrage acn;evement in the btate )
lURNLD UP TU 5351 D, B. Te, 4622 pulio ouj'2R86 tyghulj benef1c1gr1es.,*
[n case uf Wote N Wi WeTe beneflclal frum T.T. 1nJectluns their 7
total number re ccied the 1eve1 of 18343 glvlng tnus & yegrly avergge‘
of 4586 The figures pbrtglnlng to beneflc1grles uf'VIT' T Sulutlun'
i F.h.Tab Sfiowed thelr aggregate number as. 146496 Juring the « yedrs
wnd that annuollv the state had as many as 36624 women receiving
it tat sulutoon’ i.E.h.TabuunJer the [CDS Scheme. The' achievement of .
the Scheme Jduring the 1966-69 to 19yl-92 is prgseﬁﬁéJ%ld¢the Teble
Nu,5. 1.

3o

‘TABLE NO.5.1,
NUMBER OF BENEFICIARILS ImmUNIZLD DUdJNG 1986—89 1o
1991—92 UNDER Iqu SCrik ik o

""'-'——'—5_‘_—— - " T S e e e S e iRt SR V 0% Iy aRh i
Tuunization | 1966 ] 1969} 1090 1 1991 1 ... 2. Yéiriz
against . 1 -6y b =00 R B Toeal i;&a:g9
IR R D T | 1991-92
B 6125 b e e s S e e e .
below 6 years o A ‘ . RN T
i) BCG. 4305 4038 - 5363 5374 19680 . 4920
ii; D.R.T. 4931 4614 ¢ 6090 5771 21406 - 5351
13y PO1io -~ - - 4530 4000 5504 5256 19290 4622
iv)Typhoids 07 2324 3216 2367 . 2439 10346 - 2586
. Women ‘ - ' i ,
7] T.T. , 4312 2504 - 3529 6998 18343 4586
1) Beneficiaries ) o ' -
of vittatsolution © - s Ti ; ' E
[.F.hs Tab, | 33619 43543 _ 31913 37429__}39498 36624

Soqrces_; District,Sucial Welfare

hssessment of acnlevement :
: ‘ Prugect level .'
3.3, - The number  of ICDS Prudects in the btgte stun at 17,21,26
and 26 respectively in 1986-£9, 19L9~90 1990—91 and 1991-92 as per'
nfurmatlun furnished by the th Dlstrlct Prugramue Officers (ICDS
-Cell) TherefurL, basel un the year*wlse number of tne Pqu&CtS anJ
:uhdt of immunize:l benef1c1eres (Table 5,14 ), the Ybur—WIS& avVETage
number of banef1c1urles 91Ven praventlun ggglust E ch uf ‘the: afore-

ffﬁé;55/“
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said Jlseases per Ipr PruJeci was_ 1n)1cguej in the Table Nu.5 2
puring ithe- fsur” years, 1t muy be ubserveJ, thqt the . year—w1se nufo— -
ber of benef1c1ar1es per ICDS Project was below 300 for all the
five. preventlve serv1ces Bbbljes, 11l the casés we nqtlce a
uwnwdrd trend. Ihus,nx respect Of immJnl ation agaLnst B: V.G.,the‘
average number ut b&anLClcrlCS “LCllHCJ from 253 in 1968-8v to
206.1in 1991792. For DeT the nUmb&r ;%“bbntflCldrlGS per ICDb Pro-
sect was shown to Jrup from 290 in 1988-89 to 220 'in laﬁ -90 and
slightly tenled tou go up by 234 in 1690-91 but ‘again uecreaseu to
222 in 1991—,-.‘ polio benef1c1ar1es alsu got reduced from 266 'in
19868-89 tL 19¢ in l9b9—90 onJ very slightly rose to 202 in. 1991—9&
~ fall frum 137 in 19866-8Y to ol in 1990-91 and 94 in 1$91-92 tuuk
place in the number of beneficiaries given prevention agalnst‘ty—
phoid. Lastly, fullowing the same trend, women administered with
T.T. injections fell Jdown 1n number from. 254 in 1986-69 tou 136 in .
1990-91 but rose to 269 1n 1991—92 per ILD& PruJLCt

¥

‘Th B LLk: NO. 5.2,

YLhRPWISh NO Or IWWMNIZtD BLNLbLLInHIhb PtR ICDS URUJtuT
DdRING 1988—89 TD 11991-92.

, Immunlzatlpﬁs— R zetr;ga No, 7;£‘I;g§;§§§i€cf Jurln N
‘against. 1 I9BEZ89 T 1869-907 1900501 r 1991-92" 7 RemeTKS

Rl Sl S MR- N N ‘_:i:_.i@?:*i”-:‘:ﬁ;'_*‘

1. B.C.G. 252 22) Csoo 206  Figures.

2, D.2.T. o 290 220 234 gop  WeTe mended.

3. Pulio L 266 190 212 202

4. Typhoid 137 153 91 94

5. T.T. 254 167 136 269

5., Angqnwadl Centre Level 5

Aceourling to parthUlqu recelveJ from tne ofure—sald two
District Prugrammg Ofilcers, the. number of hngaanJl Lbntre as in
1968—89, 1989—90 1990-91 and 1991—92 StJuJ res;ectlvely at lOl?
1083, 1462 and 1536, 8o per hnganwajl Centres an average year-wise
number of children beluw o ye&rs of age Whu were dumlnlstereJ with
preventlve measures agalnstBCG, [ﬁﬂ‘onu #ulio,diring 1986-69 to =
1991—92 ‘was Ubtqlan and iniiceated in “Table ‘No. 5.3, Those of Tmf.
beneficiaries were &lso- 1nCurpergtqg 4n- the Sdme ‘Table. The results
as Jerive: showed_thdt the achlevement ger hnganwajl Centre per-
Year proved. to be very Jismal 31nce on ;vergge, the ycarly achleve—
‘ment fqr all the five )reventlve measures vaccilated just between
2 and & nus., of beneficiaries, Ihus. " rezspect of those(Children
below 6 years of cge)_whg‘were innvcuicte  with BCG, DRT;PuliO(uraﬂg

.ncls5b/‘-
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their number tended to be gust 4 nos. GdCh annually durlng the
perltd'under rbference, while those of typhold the achlevement
rated.- ‘between 2, and 3 nos.vper dnganWodl centré, T.T lﬁJectlons
for )regnant women centted around 2 al, ¢ béneficxdries ,er yéar
ver CentreiAd B

I~BLE NO. 5.3

YEAR-WISE andAGb NU OE LNN&VIZbD BhNLrLCLhHIhb PER
ANuhuWhDI thTRt DJ8¢Nb 3988—89 TO l99l~92.

TuaiinizatTons L bvgr¢ ge No er anganwadi bentre'Bemarks
against_ T I9BEC6T — 198990 115999_1_ O IRYILg2T T _
— - _Jé___u_QL__;@_________QE___@_
1. B,C.Ga 4 4 4 4’  Figures
2. DP.T. 5 4 4 4 rounded.'
3. Polio : 4 4 4 ‘ﬁg
4, Typh01d 2 3 2 20
5.* T. Tl 4 + 3 \ 2 A‘ 4

— o o omm o e viems e e o e e me e e e e e e . S e e e e e e e

Performance in the three I_ps ProleCts :

5.5;3*A;&éép~W1§€"humbef Qf immunizationé aéainét:theoaéid‘diSeaﬁfﬂ
ses 1in respect.of the sémple'ICDb‘PTOJecté viz..Bongrém, Bhoi ATea
dnd Ihadlaskeln was detailed in mnnexure Nc VII, The figures as. :
qurnlshed by the three projects moved so unevenly from year to Yeen
Therefore, to serve aur pur.ose, we nbtalned a Cumulative and aves
rage nuwber of beneficiaries per year during tne perlad from 1988—
30 1991 ane that sur evaluation of the performance of the scheme‘
in the said three’ prOJECtS would be measured from the 1dtter par¢~
meter {average number) as apprOdched already in respect of State

- 1eVe1_§chievembnt. The results of such exercise are displayed in -
Table No. 5.4, |

B.C G;‘Beneflcianies;-

5, 6 - RS- Can be observed from Table wO. 5.4, it is.found taat in
30 far as preventlon agalnst B C. G st'concerned, Thadlaskein -
TS Progqct snowed to.have excelled the other two projects by
Ssecurlng & . maximum number of 417 benef1c1ques per y&dr 208>f
“and 187 nos..resoectlvely by Rongram and Bhoi ATEQ " Progect Fur—
ther, wnlle the dch;evement by the last two. Progects was comgard-
ble to thot of state level as lndlCatEd in Table NO.5.2., but that
of Thddlaskeln stood for dbove of the Sta te. iggures.

.:.'o 3’157/_
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‘D.P.T. and Pol;o benef1c1arles f:

5.7. bbuefl’la;les agdlnst QRT_and Pollo dlseases refer to these
Cnlldren only wio had- conpleted ‘the requ1ref3 dozes: of 1mmunlzqtu»s
and for tne fr&bh Cases. only. For tnesé“tWO cq§es, Rongram Project
with cn dverdge number of &23 DyT dﬂd 004$P0119 benef1c1ar1es led
thne othsr ‘two proJects Th@re were: only 333 children 1nnocu1ated
Aanilally- witn - .DPT vaccines byth01 5rea Progect and 358 dppllLd
.0rally ‘with ROllO. The performgﬁce by Thadlaskeln Project in thls
regard was 360 DOT beneficicries per year but laggqufqr benlnd in
respect of POllO benef1C1ar1es when thelr number dropped to 160,
only, Compared to State flgures, achlevement evenby the two Prodtu&
(Bhol Aresa.and ThadlaSK&ln), was much_better in so far as DPT im—
nunlzdtlons was concarned But for that of Polio, while BhOf AT€G
having 356 beneflcldrles still r';r%uun red that of State flgur€s
(between 190-260), but- tnat of Thadlaskein snowed poor performance;
wlth JUbt 160 nos of bLneflplcrles annually on averaye€, »

_Typnoid é

5.6. It is consplcuous to find that no IanLthnS agdlnst ty)n01d
were adMlnlSthrEJ in gongram &nd Thadlaskein ICDS Progects wiiieh
both ‘submitted nil return agalnst this port;cular informations The
achievement by lone Bnoi prea Project in this case also WaS much
lower tnan the State level achievewent lying between 91 and 153,
nos._a_iqpually_, : : : e . . :

T.T. Bencf1c1grles :

5.9. Ihe flgures as furnlshed*by the three ProJects a)peared to
1nc1ude botn fresh and Booster benech1gr1es.,Ihls fact bdeuk very
promxnent 1n reSpect of ‘Bhoi AT€a WiikTe the average annual no of
benef1c1dr1es turned up ‘to be 1377. In case of the. remdlnlng two
rrOJECtS the p051tlon was 324 benef1c1urles per year under HQngram
and. 146 under Thadlaskein, w“lCh feqture‘wds more or 1ess Compa—
rable to tnat of State flgurus.

vieeses 5B/
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- AN hGGRhGHIE ANE)&HNUHL thﬁAhh Nu OL BENLFL;InHILS
IﬁmUNLZLE)nuhINaT SELLCTED’ Diohhbbs UNDhR Thn THﬁhh
ICDS PRJJLbTS DJRLING 1988 to 1991, SR

Partlc'JerE T e —_—_ : :‘_'j_fp@::pﬁga‘c%‘s" TRET T
"Hengram _ _ 7 - Bhei ... T Iﬁadlﬁsﬁéla
- "18tal F annual Total * Annual ! Ibtrl AﬁﬂUal
'No. ' AVeTagé .No. - ' sveraget No,o o Y f\Vﬁrage
Lt tNo. i wNewL bt Neg o
I VS A P St -V s St Sl
hA. U-54 years _ ‘ v o S
1. B.C.®8. - 613 203 748 . 167 lobg - 417
“{a) Fresh ™ - 2491 623 - 1332 333 1442 360
(b) Eooster L 29% 0 74 . 600 - . 150 - 135 34
3 Polio 'AL; o 'i . | | -
(a) Fresh - 2416 = 6u4 1434 35 - o54. . 163
(b) Booster —  N.A. 510 127 ' N.A.,
4. Typhoid | ,
(a) Fresh g NoAL 210 52 . N.A.
- {b) Booster { | “
B; Pregnant. Women _ , S
Fresh/Booster — 1296 324 5509 1377 564 14§

Sources - I Do Projects,

Immunlzatlon at the hnganwadl eentre Level

5:10, B.C.G.: The 1mmunlzdtlon flgures at the selected anganwadi
pentres Was obtdlned from the concerned ‘ANMS WO were 1ncnarge of
the said cCentres. Durlng the field study, we could personally meet
every AinM incharge of tie saméie CenﬁrES and tnat the proforma
prepared for tnis purpose could be‘handed‘over to tiem 1m person
with due explanation of the requirement there 1n, uUnfortunately,
however, twe of the eignt AnmS failed to subiit the Returns des-
pite reiinders issued to the concerned CpPO to pursue for the
same, The date so obtained were computed and tabulated as per
Table No, 5.§l Auong tine 6(six) Centres, the awa L/c of wongkhran
indiceted to have providéed the BCGL inoculation to & total of &u
cnildren for tue four years period from 1986 to 1yvl, Tne yearly
average worked out to 20 beneficiaries, It was.tuis Centre wnich
got the ma X luum number. Tne' least number of beneficigries in
munized Was recorded by Jujalasiaw Centre with a total of 21

....59/—
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nos :or 5 nos,.. .er year. SLmllarly, ‘Llcngkata centre by hav;ng 10
4benef1c1drles for 2 ytars time or o nos. ~Year, the rate of aunleve;
ment tended to be &t per witn that: of deQIQSLaw. Osten51b1y, how-~
‘ever, Sonidan Centre rerordej a nil dutd pertaining to b,o.G, on

account of reyorted non—dvallablllty of "Vaccines.

5vll 2.2.T, & 90110 etc.: witn reggrd to DPT and Polio lamuniza—
tions, hyrdem ventre recorded the largest nUMb r of benef1c1qr1es
(fresh) totaA11n9 ‘to 66 for four years (lQL&-lHQl) or 16 onnUally
on averaye, for &aCh of tlie two vdcc1n¢tlons NEXE Lo hyrdem Nonh— 

knrah Centre ddmlnlstered tne two IMMUHLZthonS Deo Te and 90110,
tes a ‘total of 60 children each for <+(four) years or 15 nos. annual-
ly. At the lowest, we heave Um3d1QSlQW(ThadlaSKEln ICDY pTOtht)
agaln hoVLHg been able to prov;de . immunization to a total number -
of 20 benecficiaries or 5 nos. .ahnually each 1in resPect of the two
1umunlzatlons.‘poncernlng prevention agalnst‘typn01d, the anm I/c.
Somidan Centre could render services to az total of 18'behef+ciar1cs
or 4 annually, follqwed by wongkhrah - 16 nos, or 4 per year and ©
lastiy‘by that Ayrdem Centre with. an agoreyate of 13 beneficiaries:
or 3 Yyearly, (All‘thiée three centres belonged to Bhoi Area Pro-

~ject). lnté}estlngly,‘Wnile~IhadlasKe1n prdject subuwitted « niT
return on typhoid immuhiiatlons; Jmjalcslaw UEntre,quicn is under
the same project, was snowing & l(one) no, of benefic1ary be 1ngy ;
lnoculoted w1tn typn01d vacCine for the entire correspondlng pe—
riod.

5.1 2. T.T. Ihgcctions : Tne figures subwmitted by the niin I/c.
Pllangkuta Centre related to 2(two) years period only from 1990~
19y1l. During these two: yeans tite no, of pregnant women treated

w1th T.T. anthlonS stood et 30 in nunker of 15 nos per year as
.dgamst . tetal of Tl nos of 6 aniuully attained by the anm I/c
of, Dolongmdnda uentre for tue.foWwr yearst' ‘period. Table No.5.5.
‘mdy be studled concernlng'the perfoerHCb of the selected pbntres

R

in reqga®d to. Lnwunizations.. ) e

ooo--ooou/—v



,t;" '~:'¢60 ,'~ -3
CT A»-*B Lk’ Ny 5 5 |

TOTAL: RND hVthbb ;.\JJ UI‘ B .Lu.[nﬂ.[hb ,LvuhUNJprD DJﬁ.LN(_:
: l958— 1991 bX u"xL bhmPLL }—.Nu—\NthD.L u_nTm..b.- S "

- ftIcGer§ _'fgilu’fe— i beoEgﬁgﬁd§ 5 :plldnﬁk~%af_ NonBKhrar
Total ' Yegrly T6¥El7 YEZny7Tot§lﬁYear1y‘Tofal‘?EaLl
: .'No ; ' aygg t'No. ' aYgf-"NO~f~de8—-“fN0v :ave—“
B e ok Rk o Vol B o Jality St
1. B.C.G N T B33 13 o 5 60 20
2, DuP.T. - | | o FERE
Fresher . N.As 42w 26 13 60 157
Bpoétei‘ | * Nil WA 9 2
3, polio _;‘ '.“ ) - | o : : ?% p
 Fresher " 42. 10 26 13 60 1%
. Booster " ) 20 . . 5 17 .5 v
4. Typhoid N
Fresner | n NoA. Nl o 4
CBooster 2 O
5. T.T.
Fresher _ o _ o _
. -Booster . = ® 1_25‘. ‘ i 6, a0 15 10 2
* Figures: submitted. by AN I/c. of- Pllangkdta |
anganwadl Centre related to thc perlod of 1990
to 1s9l unly 1.&. 2 years,
. T~ B Lb NO. S 5 (uontlnued)
~ Pparticulafs™ ~sonidan T mirggﬁ—"lﬂa?&ﬁgﬁg—”—’jﬁﬁ dloslaw
2 Totalf Yearly'1b€al'rcany'TStdITYeorly'To al Yearly
_ 'NO. ' AVes  MiNOow. 'mVe-  'NO. tuve—  'Wos ' hAVe-
_ .. v . vrage ' " 'Tage 5 _'rage A ! Tage
et Bl (* NELIEIt MR BERERE SIRLERL. Y Clst Tlel TIE
i.BiC.G. ¢ NIL . 63, 16 “Nim. G219
2. D.P.T Sy o ERER
. Fresh 23 6 _ﬁb 16 @ .20 5
Booster 17 li 3 # +..5 1
3. Polio . ‘ L
Fresh 42 10 66 16 . 20 5
Eooster 21 5 i3 " 5 1
Fresn - e L4 13 3 .« 1 9
Booster 25 6 NoA “« . . Neh.
5._T.T. o o
Fggﬁzt:;d/ 17 4 13 3 . Nome

Note : Figures were rounded.
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Lomparlson (Table ‘W0 . 5.3, and 5.5. )

i

’5 13 " The" ‘preceeding parqgraphs revealed that in most cases the p
,achlevement wased: on lmmuandtLOu figures su,plled by the three
selected Ipr PTOJects, stood at higher scale than tnat of derived
flgures per  project s based on data submitted by the Dlrectorate,
‘The position‘became more. osten51ble if we compare the figures col-
, 1ected from the selected Sample Anganwadi Centres with that of de-
rlved achlevement per Anganwadl ucntre as worked out from the in-
formatlon furnlshed by the Dlrectorate, In other words mtasurlng
the achlevement in terms of the number of anganwadi Centres in tie
Stgte as :ger figures reCElVGd b/ thc llrector’ialt was found
that tne results was. at a- 1ower sCale naen compared to actual fi-
‘gures collected from the belected Centres in the metter. of immu-,'
-fandtlonS._ Thus, on averoge there had been, only 4 -nos. of B.u.b‘
benef1c1dr1es per year: fur hngqnWadl Centre during 196b-86Y to 1yvi-
92, accordlng to figures furnisned by the’ Directorate, where-as
the primery date received from the Selected Centres suowed the no,
of B.C.G," b&nbflCldrleS ?f'wcﬁ'betwebn 5 and 2U dﬂﬁUdllY. blmllar-
1y, in case l...T.‘and ivlio, whlle the uecondary ‘data strowed the
yearly aCulevement to Ground 4 nos, each ger AngonWodl Lentre, thc
prlmdry data dn the othcr hand worked out to be between 5 and lo
“nos. per Anganwadi uentre per Ybar. '

Probable reasons : 

: 5 14, nlthough actucl foctors leading to- low representatlon of the
number of immunized benefLClu“le as based on Secondary date can-
not be pln oointed, yet it may be pernaps” that 1n_dctlon or non-
subm1551cn of data. by some uentres under the dlrferent Projects had
{been a premlnent factor, ror exomole, from our study, out of 8 vali-
‘lple- AngaDdel Lentres z(two) of tiiem did not. send thelr return
:1(exp1a1ned already edrller) and QCC1jenta11y the two pentres ranked
“foremost when, eVoantbd in the dlffe4¥nt sHheres of tnc1r activi-
‘tles. SQ, tnls fact may be an eye-opensr for the 1mp1emcnt1ng al—
tnorities to ensure that eVery Lentre should furnlsh their imuuni-
zation statistics so tnat our sStute w111 not be found 1agglng ‘be-
‘hind when comgéféd'W1tn other States, The other regsons like 1r-

regular/sno~toge in supply of vacc1nes, frcquent transfer of ahus
etc. may not bc ruled out

.:':0002/—
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General Commtnts .

5.15, Whatever may be the causes attributing to the existing: low
key p&rfOrmgqu of the Scnewe, it is. qute obvious, tnat the- ac—,
hievewent was not saticfoltory.at uil. ASs indicated, the max1mum ;4
number. of beneficizrics innoculated for Jdifferent VaCClan for pro-
3tectloniagq;nst the specified degdly diseases stood &t:i20 peT Year

per Centre wnlcn worked'out to haerdly 2 beneficialics per month,
that uis, as per data furnlshed by the hNNB I/c.Centre, How n&911~
gible it was, if we are to assess the aChle&ant of the Scheme,vis
a-vis 1mmunlzatlon as per, bauondary data SUpplltu by the Directe—
rate of SOClal Welfare. The situation JUStlfle no comylacency Oi.
tne part of the lmpIEmbntlng duthorltles. Besides, con31dcr1ng(t
size of populatlon covered by Bhoi area ICDS Project wiiCn compri-
sed. 2(two) .D. Blocks, its perforience in resgect of' . immunizations

was prom;n;ntly tihe Jowest,

- bExtent of drops out?é

5,164 A4S already pointed out earlicer thet unless a cnild completes
all the three dozes of citier 9T immunization or oral polio Vac-
cine, it shall not be deemed: aS being  a benuf1c1gry of elther even
though it méy have undergone up to two dozes of the same, In case
typhoid two dJdozes need to.bg’fulfilléd. In this conncct;on, 1t_1s
" also the intent of the study to evaluate the extent of drops out
as per figures furnisned both at the project and the anganwadi Ceuw
tre level in respect of the three_immuniiaﬁlon services (pPT, Polio
~and typh01d) | ' ‘ '

ht ProJcct Livel o

5.17, D;P.T. : The yeal wise number'of’Oyo yéarsrtnildrgn who had
“been administered witn the first and the 3rd dozes of DPT and ro-
“1io vacecines was detuiled at hnncxure—V[i in respect of tue thnree
'sample ICDS Hrogects for tne period froiw 1966 %0 1991, The sauc
was -also indicated in &elotlon to tyrh01d 1nJectlons,a1tnougn tinis
yqrtlcular service was confined to Bhoi wrea HrOJth only and ac—
tually there also the operation dpp@ared to be qultt lnSlgﬂlflCant
It was common to &ll tne three prOJLCtS that the nuiber of benefi-
cicries who had completed tine full’ JOZLS was relqtlvely lower tnan
that of tne first dozes, This HroveJ that thgre were ‘mally of them
who -failed to turn up for the requ1red scneduled doZes of " these
three 1mmunlzat*ons For the purposc of’ tnis study we JUSt worked
out the suw totals éf the number of the first and the third/2nd
dozes for allgtbe.4-years'and obtained the differente there-of,

lLes s s 003/“
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Comparlson (Table O+ B 3. dnJ 3.5, )

5. 13 " The Jreceedlng parogrdphs revedled that in most cases the
,acnlevement, wased- on 1nmmnlzat¢0n flgures su,plled by the three
s&lected Ipr PTOJ&CtS, stood at higher scale than tnat of derived
f;gures PET  project : %3 based on data submitted by the Dlrectorate,
vThe pbsition became more. osten51b1e if we. compare the figures col-
, 1ected from the Selected Sample anganwadi Centres with that of de-
' rlved achlevembnt per Anganwadl Centre'ds worked out from the in-
formatlon furnlshed by. the Dlr&Ctoratt. In other words mcasurlng
the dchlevement in terms- of the number of anNganwadi Centres in tie
Stgte as' per figures received b/ the Dlrectorofalt was found
that tne results was at a- 1ower scalt when compared to dctual fi-
igures collected from the belected Lentres in the matter. of 1mmu-‘
‘nlzdtlons. Thus, on avergge, there had- been, only: 4-nos. of B,V.G
benef1c1ar1es ‘per year: fuf hnbanWadl Centre during 196b-69 to. 1Yvi-
92, according to figures furnished by the! Directorate, where-as
the primary data received from the Selected Centres su.owed the no,
of, BiC.G." bencf1c1cr1es *fﬂﬂeﬁ'betWten 5 and 20 annUally. Simllar-
1y, in case D...T.‘and 01io, while the gecondary ‘data strowed the
) yearly aCulevement to ‘around 4Anos. cach per Anganodl Centre, the
prlmary data dn the othcr ‘hand worked out to be between 5 and lo
“nes. per Anganwsdi Centre per yedr. '

probdble reosons :t

. 5,l4. nlthough actusl factors 1ead1n9 to low regresentatlon of the
huhber of immunized benef1c1ur1es as based on betgndary_ddte can-
not be pin pointed, yet it mdy be gefhdps*thatlin;action or non-
' submlss1on of data. by some uentres under the dlfferent Progects had
»been a premlnent factor, ror exgmole, ‘from our study, out 6f 8 val~
. ple Anganwddl Centres z(two) of tiem did not. send thelr return
"(explalned alreddy earller) dnd sccidentally the two uentres ranked
'foremost when. evaluated in the dlffe.tnt sHheres of tnelr activi-
1tl€$. 50, tnis fact may be an eyt—openﬁr for the 1mplemcnt1ng au—
tnorities to ensurc that every Centre should furnish their imun i—
zation utdtlsthS so tnat our state w111 not be found lagying be-
hind when comgéféd'WLth other States, The other reasons like ir-
reculdr/sno tage in SUpply of vacc1nes, Irtquent transfer of aNus
etc, may not bb ruled out,
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Thus, as ﬁé} Téble No. 5. 6.‘tut of é grana total of 7077’chilafen::
’who rec:lQed the flrst doze of DPT 1mmunlzdtlons for all the 3 pro-
J&CtS LthtU 1ly, only 5065 did undergo the tnlrd doze resultlng
thereby 2612 or 34,02 atrcentqge of drops out Tak1ng, however, a
,proJect—w1se30051tlon, it was the Bhoi KIea, wnlch had the nlgncSt
‘percentdgb of. drops out whicn was «4&.1l when out ot 2567 children
who were admlnlstered with- flrst doze of DPT'JﬂMMandtLonS, -there”
.were dS many as” 1235 of them who were mlsSLng the 3rd doze. The
dlffhrbnte in the-extent of drogs out between that of Rongram and
of ThadloSREln Projects was of moderate dimension with the L tter,-
_however, teking a higher scale of 29. 23% (i.c. 513 absentces ou®-
of 1755) than tnat of the former with 25,7%%(i.c. 804 drops out of
3355 cuildren receiving tne flrst dozc) during the entire ptrlod )
from. 1996 to lv9l. '

5,16, Hollo i The Table ivo. 5.6, gave as many as 6803 cnildren, .
for: all tne three ICDb PrOJects, winc were yiven with the first dezé
of van oral pOllO vecCine durlng the ’putLre reference. yer;od, and
out of whem, 2299 or 33.79 P.c, of them evaded the 3rd doze. himong
.thé:fhi%kxprbjects;'the hign progﬂrtion‘offdropstout,_up,to~a'1th1
of 61.21% was" recorded by Thadleskeln Project when out of a total
1686 first doze btneflCiurleS 1U32 of thewm gave up uQ tné‘femai—
nlnu scneduleJ Jozc(s) Bhoi ATea Project followed ThadluSKbln with
751 .children or 34, 37 p.c. out of 2165 children applied with first
’doze of oral polio vaccine. In contrdst ~ Hongraii Project displayed
1ts splendid performance  in this reyard heving a mlnlmum_oﬂ,l7.om

of drops out (1.€. 516 ). -
_ . 2933

'5 19, ,Ith01d :J W1th bare 614 cnlldren served w1tn flrst doze
of typh01d anthlonS by tne Bhoi ar¢a fUDS Project, evuntually
'iny 349 of thcm completed tut requared full course: of. anthLOHS
That isy the number of drops out worked- out to 205 or 43 16%.

#

TUT%L NUMBEh OF DHUPD‘OJT rOn DPT, POLIU AND TYRHOID -
INWUN&ZHTLUND IN Trib ThﬂLL ICDS PROSECTS DJURING 1988-to 1991

B Sl Sl 17y % allpbaliplni:s & Cpialutulinlints: -t} Aninintn
Proggct"No oT drops—7p C.of 'No, o~ dTOpSJP C.of"wo.of ~ #.C.ef
: o voh fout of fo- tdrops ‘out of to- tdrops fdrops ouﬂdroys

“ttal lst - rout O ottal 1st tout: 1of total out
1doze bene— - ¢ tdoze bere- - tlst doze,
L e lficic£1§§___!_ _ lflClaEle_ t 'Qﬁggfr&ld—
- ot 2 3. 1 _ T4 375, e VT 7.
Rongram . go4 © 25,75 = 516 -~ 17.6 No Ao
Bhoi Area ° 1235 . 46,11 7%l - 34,37 . 265 43,16
Thadleaskein 513 29.23 1032 61,21 N. A.
L _125§~ _________ 1659_
Total - 2012 34,02 2299 T T 733,79 7265 “43.16°
‘“?577 65603 614
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At nnganwady Centre Level B

5,20. '}b,;;f:f;-ﬁ The YborWlSE nunber of cnxldren who wCre adm;nfzf
stcred w1tn flrst and 3rd dozes ot D T 1mmunazatlon c.nd oral pello
‘chc1ne wa 'ndlcotbdlogalnut LaCﬂ of tne selected augqnwadl utntr:
as per hnnLngL NOWVEL, IS thb SYAHS st%temcnt, p@rtlculgxs rblgtlr
o tnot of tyoh01d 1anctlons weTe dlsu lncorporatad The total of
,ch¢lern on ‘aq been- 91Vbn mltn flrst doze of DPT lmmunlzatlons,
t)phOld LnJLCthUS iid the oral lelO vacc1an durlng the perlod
from isbt to 1991 was shown in Tablc No. 5.7. In ruspact of PPT
lmmunletlonS, we hed 310 children who were aduinistered w1t§;fip§{
doze of DLT 1mmunlzutlons in the six: regortlug anganhwadi Qbhffégr
during tioe reference period., Out of tHESb 31lo cnildren, 1t was
found that 79 or 25% of tnem did not couwplete tne full prcscrlbe§
ZJOzbS Q01n9 by centre, 1t could be seen thot of bonldan Centre .
had the highest percentage of drops out which stood at 57.41 fol-
lowed by Unjalasisw at 35, 48%. In cose of - nyrdem Centre, thi'%d-
nexure VILI siowed that the dbb&ntbts for tne third doze occurch
only in 1966 but becawe nil in. tnc ‘Ubsequent Yeals, Dolonbmgnda
had no drogs out in &ll the “ ycala, wnile tnat of Pilangkata Cen-
tre hdd only l(one) child out of & total 27 children Juring the .
two years (Lv90-1991). In cese of Nongkhrah Centré, tneidrops out
tOtulltJ to 24 out of &0 first doze btneflCldrle or 25%._

,5 41._ ggiir : Out 0f- 329 Children 91vgn ‘with flrst doze. of oral
-pOllO vaccine Jurino 1968 to 19v1l in the 6(six). reportlng d“gaanu'
Centres, 73 or 22.19% of tnem failed to complbte fur thL tn;rd

doze. oonlJan ‘angenwaedi Centre recorded 25 oF 37.3 p.c. drOpS out
*of the totzl 67 cin1ldren SeTVed witn first oral Joze of the said
vaccine, dext to sonidan, we have Umjalusiaw anganWadl bentre with
11(35.48%) out of 31 cnildren, orally a.plicd witn first doze of
20110 Vaceine; The percentages of drops out in'the"remalhing Cen-
tres in JbSCbﬂdlng orjers were 25.0, 19,51.3.7 relating to Nong—
khran, syriem and Pllanbkctd respectlvely. Dolongianda pbntre
'*hoJ no’ dbqulterS at all.

.jJ 22.: ZXB“Old ¢ The Jefoulters in respect of Tth01d 1nJect¢uns
upder kyrden AnpanwgJi puntrhaos SHOWN 1N Tahle o, 5. 7. 4nd An-.
*ngxure'-VllL was -of very’ nlgn inteosity i. c. 91 44 p,c. as out 6f
152 CHlluan belng qululStercu wi. fairst Joze of antCtlon
=tncrb h¢J been as Waiy- &S 139 of ‘w..om who: snlppcj aver the-2nd

. doze: of. injection. UmJQI Slaw “Centre debdrEd to Oy&rdt& the '
ScCheme 1n one year only (iQ&b) with 9 Lnllern admlnlsttrbd with
flrst Joze but only- L(Oﬂb) repeoteJ tioe 2nd doZe Thus in tsrms
“of percentege the Jrops out: touanJ thne 1evel of 66,69 P.C. hnllb

o v-e 005/'—
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that of Sonidan stood at 28, O”P. The QVer-all number of drops out
for typhoid 1thct¢onS ‘tota 1led to 158 (76 70%) -out of 206 children
-in all who weTe 9¢ven Wlth flrst Joze of tyﬂb01J 1nJect10ns.

T h;Bg;~¢, NO. 5.7,

TOTAl widmitn OF DRDPS=O0T FOR DTy POLIO AND TYPHULD
ﬂwmﬂVILnTLONo im THL thrLL nuuhmhADI .LNTHLS )

317 “WhgEnwaT: " "—»*“‘_"5;4?_—_‘—_-»'- ROl T T TYRHOD T

S No# Lentrgs,p "No.of Jrops4p.C.of o, of—dropsqﬁ—c of No. oT'P b of
L S  tout out of 'drops 'out out ‘of. 'dreps' .drops 'drops

S "f'tnOStScn&d 'out “'tnose senedvout ! outqt'out
L .o 'with 1st . ! S twith 1st ' of v
o , o dozes ! 'Jo ze v 1 those !
;; .{. i ' ’ ' Lh'»,}serve:d' .
N v L ' v with v
! K v ' R P
o _ S ' ! v 'fdoze.'
IF T T T T T W‘lh"fr?fj__57_7“ﬁ4*7.W“K‘
1y llegre - NO Return . NoReturn
27 ¥olongmanda - NEL nil,‘, nil. ~  No. data
3, rilangkata* - 1 3.7, 1 3.7 N. A.
"4y Nongkhrah 20 25,0 : ;‘20,;@,“ 25.0 4 20,0
LT 80 80 200 .
‘fsyjsonidan - - 31 g57&41._H 25 37 31 7 26,0
B | B4 S T e | 25
6. Kerem 16 19,51 _lo . 19.51 139 9l.44
- o 8D FE -~ _1525
7. Nartlangpon—- e s\ . Return  ——em -
 shnong . o L T
w¢8+‘UmJa10slaw 1l 35,48 1l 35.48 B - 88,89
16£d1 -T2 T T2so0 7 22 19 158*é 70,70
. 206

'¥~For pérlod iff6m1199O;l§5lL
. Sources - thANmMs I/c. »

Mdgnltude of droes-out :

5. 23 Ihe stuJy as narrated 1n thb prébegd;hg’paragraphsManq as
Avexnlblted in the relevant Tables, it is e91Jent’that thé extEnt of
 .droppej—out cnlldren thum& MmoTe 1ntcnse.ot tne grdssroot 1bvel,
~that is, tne hﬂgaﬂWdJl Centres, tnai et WdS presented by ddta
.glven by the selecte 1r0JthS By talllng to Comply with' &1l tne
requ1red Jozcs of 1ﬂmManatlonS, it resulted in qutage of 1abour
band of scare VqCClan. Besldes, rcoortlnc to this Step connotes
_an absence of clear unJerstanulng of on 1mpllcat10n of such an act
~which is a loss to the bbﬂbflClgrleS dnu ‘as well as. thc btatt € X~
chequer,. ‘Conell trlng this fact, we' urb constralned to. Opine itthat
*1mplembnt1n9 autnorlties may: dcv1se meusures to ‘avoid this was tefull

;btdte of dffalrs "4’,,..601—
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Referral CdSbS &ﬁ»

5.24, From dmong thc 8(bLbnt) gﬂgaandl Centres taken as samples
for our stuldy nearly all. of “them 19 not have -ahy TeCords to show
tnat any btnbfLClorle bltnLr Gmong, tne -cniluren or woien was Te—.

'ftrreJ to any hOSplvul &l o Sefl“ﬁﬁﬂsos‘of illness durlng the
period unlder Leference from lybbal/,*..hn cxc=pt10n to tnls fin-

. Jing was thcver StuthJ ln CdSh of Nurtldng Pohshnong hnbaandl
Centre: when one . chllJ sufferlng from rlckats was~sa1J to have been
referred to appolntbj referdl hOSyltdlc The ChllJ had since re-,
turned dnJ;lts condltlon wes somt-now better than previously. DUring
our ficld’ stuqy, we were also told by one Cantre (Unjalesiaw)that
'durlng 1992 2(two) Cnildren botn aged between 4-5 years were ab-
tacked w1tn lllanS naving symptoms of hlgn temperature,(turnlng
yellowisn the entlre body “nd followe w1th swellings Both were "
sent to the perdtb nospltdls-one at Snillony ani enother: at JOWQlt
but unfortunately both of them met with fatal end before being
treated by the poctors,

L “C H A 2 TER . VI
NUN - FORWAL Phi_ - SL,“OUL t.DJChT.[L)i\J H

. l.l ImJartlng non—-formal pre~school eJucctlon to childrerr of
3=5 ycdrs of .age- is anotuer service Trendered by the ICD: Scheme
and for which the hngaanJl Workers themsclves are to be engqgej.
AS this dct1v1ty constltutes an integral part of ‘the WothS'mult—.
,farlouswfunctlons, so every centre wppears to have a non—formdl
Qrb—SCuOOl €. ucdtlon as Per inforuation supplied. Selee g

Y

'032.‘ Lnrolment 5]
The total State enrolment, as furnisied by tne Directarate

of SQCldl eLere snowed a rapld increase froin year to year Juriag
the refercice P)&I‘_LO (19686-8y to "1991-<92). Tneir number rose frow
33,317 in 190u-69 to «2,200 in 1991,92 showing tnus an increase
of 26.,74% Juring the four yeears, Yedrly, thcrctorc, there was an
increase of 0.68% in the state as a wnole, Tie enrdlmtnt in the
ithrec Samplb IpD& ProJects rLLOTJLJ on the otnar nand an 1rr€gu—
'flur movement in all of tnbm. On avérage, nowever, tne yearly NUii—
) ber of 3-5 years uhLlthn enrollaJ in tnc non—formol Pre— bcuool
"egucatlon unjer ﬂpngram, Bn01 hred anl. ThaaloSK&Ln ProJects turne }
‘ out to- bc 1815 34Uu gnJ 2869 resgeutlvely. puring 1991 only the
61 hngonngl ue_ntr(;s of nongrom ProJLct naJ altObbt“br 2000 cnil-
Jdren enrolleJ 1n thb non—formql Pre—bcnool eJucatlon. In case of
'Bhoi area with Lz7 uentres tnbra wasra sharp JeCanb 'in the ‘en—
;jrolment from 4109 in 1990 £o 3004 1n 1991._Wltu 997 hnognwoJl Cen— -
) tres during - lel, tne Tu011askt1n lqu proJects ha% 1n tnalr

i:s_»‘u "
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records &s many as 3174 part1c1pants in tieir non-forwmal pre-scnool
centres Per ongaHWaJl centrev tne eurolment Jurlug 1yy1l, workeld
out to 32.8 under Hongrum LoD Prodect~.anJ 32.1 under TnaJdlaskeln

and gust 23,6 unJer Bhol Area., The results showe), by and large, &

tenJency'of garlty in tie enrolment of non—formal prb-SChOOl educa’
tion in tne turec Samplb%HrQJ&CtS The averg9e senrolment per. angaliwe .
centre Unjer*fne S“Qfdjééts tukéﬁ togetner Wes:26.5 ws in lyvl, En-
rolment of tne tnree selecth ICDS PrOJects, &S received from the
tnrce uDIOS for tut gtrlOJ from igbbquQl are rcpioJuceu in tne Table
no. 6, l '

I'A B:L E NO., O, l

-———.-—-—r—.————-—

ENSOLMENT IN NON~FORwAL #RE~SCHOUL EDUCATION
"IN THe ShMPLE JCDS PHOJECTS -~ ( 1986 -1991)

évf—*—~————4-—————nn&-———j —————————————————————————— b ittt do bttt
ICDS i 1966 ' lygy 1 199U 1 19v1 ] AVeTage {,"bnrq}ment
Project |} ' , ! K] j;‘strengtn | “per angan—
S P ' ! i 1y&E 199ll wadl cen--
________ Jf__- S SN SRR SO DO 5 U7
I S ;____:__J___§:_J___§:_J___EE___]______§:____]_____Z_: ______
1. Rongram 1553 1ylé 1792 2000 1615 32.6
2J*Bh01 ATes 27335 3755 410y 3004 3400 23,6
keln Co 26Uy 2874 201y 3174 2809 . 23241
_'—_’ _____________ —_—srmrmmTsT T - ——____——__——__—-—'“—_—"———-'_"- ______
Tota1l199l) | S C e B1Th 7 28.5

*'Operatioual aTes Couprising 2 CD Blocks.-:'

N bnrolme t in: the selected a ‘ganWUJl Centres- o
-653; . ms-snown 1n Table no. 6.2, two of tne selected bentres
rqcorjtJ their Lnrolment above 50 while the rest Taliy 1ng bttthn 31
and 4o -during 1986 to 1991, The, yearly thrst number of cnlldren
of the selecteld Centrzs Juring- tnls period stooJ _however, between
'30 O wnd 53,3 while & coabined qvergge of all tne Lentres Jurlng trie
year lybe to 1591 stool at 40, 5 per. year)- but taken for 1991 only . 1t
workej cut: to 4l. 7, as. agalnst 26.5, Leing, tue flpures for C.nc_,c.nw(,#
Centre, as'Jerlveq from ‘the figures furnisied by tne tnrae selecte |
ICDS pIOJ&CtS. It is therefore evident that tne strength of tne part.-
1c1p—dnts per angaanql Centre nglnb on tne Jate collectt—_u et the
grass root level, far exceeded tnz one obtained frow tie figures
submitte 1. by tue tnrge prthcts un Jer which tie sqme_sgmylb centres

belong to.:
-ew ----...4,.6.8/-— :
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2, Dolodguenia N.a, 01u Re¢ isteres: kept byiﬁﬁeﬁex;worker

3. rilengkete 36 45 w.,40 739 40,5

4. nNompkhrah O reCords i #4043 4L.5
5. sonijan " NeA 30 2y CaeT 735,00

6. KYthm ~ 92 , 51-. .7 55 49 L5i:7ki.r
7. Nertieng- - 3.9 ¢ 3i-4 ., 25 7 25 30.0

ronshnong. . ~7 -~ e SN e T e e i "

8. Umgglablgwf N;h;. ¥";:28”.. 33“‘ S 34 317V
e T T T g T 59 tora U oteg2 L we

Teaciing Method 3

‘6.4, - Through -our Jiscourse, it‘fEVEdle;"tU'US, that the local®
peﬂaie secimeJ to have high opinion of tiese non—formdl e)ucotlongl
Centres trcdt1n9 them as equully as ordingry Schools 1n motter of
‘eJucatlon for tneir. toj’lbrs. AN €qual ifsistence WdS tnercfore~ |
given upon tnulr young ones for thneir reguler qttenjance to tnese
ICDS bJUCutlongl Services &s they usel to Jo to the formcl scnools,
TcaChlng.gl s like. _rewings, nun-lcrafps, cuttingsetc, prbyor§u by
“tne anganwojl workers tnemscives Uiring thneir training chloJ weaxe
usé ‘in orjer -to “irew tua~°ttent¢on of the cnhiliren anl ta-. ﬂak&ié
‘tncm urn erstunllng of . teucu1ngs lmparth to them, Be51les, the‘ o
conVentlondl e1ls Tike countlng “frame an ) alphabet charts WeTE
&lso founl in &ll tie sclecte dnyanwa )i Centre satiples. blnglng
ZAhJ:prdying weTe @lso prdctisej.fOne cCentre. becgme unlque in the
'metnojoloqy of: its -teacning Wﬂlhﬂ they. tbrm&yl?u{“Ihbmgth metnoJ“
dCCOfJLng to wihich one tneme or subject was Jiviled into Jifferent
‘sub- tngmcs For thmplt,uJuang our: visit-tne tneme taken for- the
class’ st on a'“Flower“ Dwelllng ‘on, how flower Came into being,
thney took up Jifferent stgges right from soil prtpuratlon scedling/
’)lontlng, watering so on so. fortn till. & flowerlng stgbe.

L S
"

@chool working Jays s

6.5, Tue non-formazl scnnols cre supporteld to be conluctel Jeily
irresective of the ovellebility of onp foo l~stock: supervisorts
remerks in o« Aeglster of one Centre reluate l to tinils very fact.The
majority of the intervieweld angenwa il workers liJd <lso confirm

this view. puring our fiell visits whot we actuwlly founld was thd

ceee 09/
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not all the selscteJ Ceatre 'ij'conjuct thcif“§o5601ihg activities
‘regularly as Jb51reJ for one or othexr Te&Sons, onc WOLKET” cgnlely
steted thgt slncs the :UOsttuff WdS. alreajy eanustbj hence .. no‘
school wus tnerc (due. on tie Jay of. our v151t) “Others ﬂaJ taelir
own groun js for exdmole, two oentres c.ttrlbutc—_J to the ebsence of
accommojatlon, aHOtnbr Centre jue to OCCUlenb of the Holl by’ tncA
Local Derar, an) another’ one ﬂUt to mgternlty grouns.,on querry,‘h
from the local 1nuob1tonts ‘it tranlereJ to us an 1ilea tngt Some
of these. selectel Centres never nell rtLqurlY thd school but ut
least, 1n tnree centres Namely hllbLLt, aolongmgnjq (preScnt wor~
ker)- anJ Flldngkutd, 5chools were. Tun Jally even wncn there was
no Jlstrlbutlon of sNQ foo's. AS* rugarjs, hyrjem oentre tu&& K
school was Tun ‘very efflClently by -the workbr but’ SUSRtht Juru
Jays when ever thbre wzs no foold Jlstrlbutlon. ' o

uontrlbutlon of thc hngonWaJl bcnools :

64 one of- tne dlmS of tne Gngdnwajl scnools is to Jevelop a
11nk09e of these non-formal scnools witii the local elementary
schools 1n.the Sence tnot when tne chlljren have come to an age -
fwlll 1ncllne ‘towar Js contlnulng their 1earn1ng in tht fOTMal £ Ju-
cational 1nst1tutlons. In elethlng the success of the selectel
~angandJl$ towarls thls end, it was foun] tnat very few of them
maintaine rtcosz relutlng to this inforuwation, As & rbSUlt,dll
but one gave.- Pague reoly,Eor e xample. tnree of them said most of
them, Whllb one Centre guessed it to be one-fourth of the cdxlsren
and another oentre averggej the out turn to lie between 6 ani 10
nos. dnnUully. It was., however well Please) that onc o&ntre (1 €.
hllegre) enumeruteb the ord]Utts of her anLgnWaJl y@ar-wise thus
—l989 & chllJren, 90 = 10, 9L —xlo onJ 1n 1992 = = 22 nos, The
then worker too& cngrge of the centre in: 1y&§‘ dcr StutlsthS €
_ v1ncej COHﬂ&nJable procress of . ner school. It is clSO consilere )
:thelpful if the non-foerl schools in other Centres be 1n51stej to
“follow the - exGmule of this pcrthUolr -worker, BT

rarents attltuje ..

6.7. The stQ1y probeJ the mgtttr furtner by Jlscoverlng the pa-—
rents' keenrcss or otherwise ‘on their chlljren's €JUCatlon Out
of l2u SoMJle only 47(32.2%) - of tncm conflrmej to nuve sent their
' chllJren for scnooling to the 1oc°1 P LTy sctnools after they he
crosse ] over the we  of part1c1pat1ng in the anganweaiis! non-for-
‘ mal schools. From tnesc 47 housenolgs, there were altogether lue
chil lren who were the products of the ICDS - -non=foruzl scnools but
later got ,mltt§J 1n thc TeyUler Primery schools. e rthlﬂlng

'...‘70/- '
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73 .sample householjs which constitute I 00‘8% of the total 120 sau~
Tple remdlnej inlifferent of their cnil jrents 11ttrgcy snowing thus
thet the non—‘ormal ‘¢ ucetion of tna IeDS had 11tt1e impact on ‘tne
moJorlty of the rural fumlllbs in’ 80- far as of eJuc@tlon for theair
young ones 1s COﬂC&ran, as ohtLClputeJ un ler. the Scneme. The
break by rrogect/Block b&tW&bn tnc fuml*;es who '1J not Sb“J tﬂer
chll‘ren for further eJucotlon aftbr dttenJlng thc non—formal

school bJUCutlon ‘of ' ICDS eni: thé%é« wna ;11 so,»&s 9¢ven 1n tht
Table No, 6.3, Out of 30U sawplesy 1 wmach from Bnoi ares V.D Bloc}
(i.€, part of the Bhoi nrea IUDS - “rodbc*)»onj ThdJluSKELn Block/
Ies yrogect while only. 10 samples under Nongpoh S D. Block (part,
of Bhoi hrea IUDJ Project) onit 13 fawilies unJer Rongram <, D. Blof;
,/ICDS Progcct who confirue d to have tuclr cnllJren (wno he bbq.

formerly the ICDS Ben&flc;grles)Jngltth 1n the local prlmary
Schools, Tne rest gave o necdtlve replya. » v
T 1B LB NQ. 6.3

, NO OF FAWILIES WHO SkwT Ui THe IR kOHuLnLY Ipr
‘CHILDREN TO LowhL PniNmRY buhOOLb

Name GT_Iqu' unler C.D. 'No, of‘i’,'fi No, Of—fﬁmllle'NO. of

“Project - 1 Block 'Sc.mples Wwho sentup Wwio Jid ichildren
I o 2t to séhools’ 'not sent 'who. persc
! ! 7 rtheir for- 'up to - 'cutel
v S s ,,,Lﬂﬂmerly-ICDs'ischools “ttheir pr.-
' t_tchiliren  "taeir 'mary. e Ju--
o AU O . Jformerly 'cation,
_____ Voo i ,chillren !
_:_I;__L_2;_4L_ftL,J@TZ;:ﬂZitﬂZ&_"
Rongram <+ . Hongram_jg 30g;l‘  ;3 J"' ff”lj*< “?z: 31
Bhoi‘hream;ven- Nongpoh .30 . 7 10 U200 19
Bhoi n¥ea: L. Bhoi wres .. .30 . 120 g e 129
'Thd)ldSKEIh Thajlgskbln‘- 30 . 12 18~k 230
Total : Py 120 47 73 1

e CHAPTER = VII

SUPERVIbION, CO—OKDMWHTION, mIbLLLLhNhOUS
Supcrv151on o

:7 l¢ For the &f[&utlve 1mp1emcntatlon of the bchgm;, 1t 1s‘av1*
Saye i, thet the onil !} DbV&IOment rTOJect OfflCLr will: have to
SupeerSe an} gu1je tne work of thb entire teon*of the prodnct
.Wthh inclu jes SUpEIVisors ¢nJ ANgewea J1 workers. Bes1ies he/she
will .have to ensure the proper mglntenunce .ofurcgisters and.
other rbcosz both at the JrOJth anl tne dnganoJl centre level,

I

NS 007_1./—



For tnls purpose he/shc will "heve to JnSpeCt tn; recoris perlojl- |
cally; Belng the key functlonary of the schéme, the CDPU ﬁas €nor-
mous pe3p0n510111t1es ‘to perform at progcct level ptrtalnlng to

ajm;n; rgtlon comblneJ with buperv151onary sctivities ot the anes
gaanJl centre leel. CODSqurlng the tume taken by the three sani-

plest (ICDs Pmogects),'selecteJ for thls study, in supplying the’
requxrel jatd, it WaS apparent tnat the recosz were not properly
meintained, AbtUally, 1t was ‘an inorljincte delay in receipt of Je-
sired information from one of the three sclected Ipr Progects
that hal jlsablej us from executing tne tabulatlon afid other PDO=
cesses of the stujy in right earnest. Be51jes, the flgures so fur-
nishe] by the Sample projects were found lncon31stent This foct

can be 50311y observej from the Varlous Tqbles 1ncorporgted in'
this Report Tt may, however, be pclnted 0ut thgt their keing PO~
pccupie i w1th varled act1v3t1es gave tnem no “time enougn to per—
sonally SCIUtlﬂl$£ the . flgures @8 compllej by their steff as tho-
roughly as nncessary.kqéag o

7. 2. Out o1 B Sblc¢te1 hﬂguﬂdel wbtkcrs, one of them was yet to
cqmplete one year perxcj in her sefvice, o of the remalnlng 7
workers, 5 of thkm replled fngt?thelr respectlve pnpu coulld pay a
v1sit to. their ceutre for onge i yeur. One  of them however stete
it to’ be oncz or tw1ca : ytar w1tu no regularity in th;~fre§uency
of her (LDPO) 1nSpect10n Whllb anotncr responhjent Just hinteld .
the irregularlty of the congcernt.l CDPO's visit. In few Centres,
tuere st founJ an attempt by the Workers. to put ih: rééords-tné
v1sit palj by any Offlcers of staff or their own or othci Dngért-
ments..It is’ not known whether in such a brief visit the CDPO’
coull get time enough to exawine the propriety of maLntenance

of recor‘s by thé’ hngunwujl Workers unjer tneir juris jiction,
uon51jer1ng the number of: ICDS Centres under each CDPU, the time
perhaps, in most casesw at tnelr (uDHD) Jlsposal coull hurjly
permit them to- ensure satlsfuctory superV151on of tnulr Villege
level functlonary unlts.

- At SuybrV1sors Level 3

7¢3+ The Lffectlve superv151on is, ‘on thc other hanJ, expectel
to be Jelivere 3 by the supervisors uppolntej to act -as 1mmeJ1ate
htlp an) guide to tie. ~WMs in various w@ys. .AS shown &t para 3.5,
the retio between & ‘supervisor an: tne hwws, ‘uhjer the three se-
lecte) ICDS Projects Juring 1991—92, worke. out, on. &VeTrage, to
1319, UnJer ‘tiis aqnd‘klon, they cannot be expoptej to conduct
a/monthly sdperv1s;on of the works of the ~WWs under them,Be-
sldes, thelr normal superv131onary funetions, the services of
~these 5upervlsors were glsonut;llgedffor delivering tne Sng -

cecasT2/=
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sam& of the workers
”is;(ior Jellvery of

3

attentlbn by the bupterSBf}

“ance. Taklng all the faots 1nto COHSlJt¢at10n w1tn a"fﬁgv'
rgference to the malntenanca Qf ﬂecosz, wevqre lncllnedi
;say thot thef Suverv1slun nee,s substdntlal 1mprovement 3
to Jerive thb mox1mum bél”f&t fram tne scneme.l,ﬁﬁjw.

‘”ABLt No.71..
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Co-orj;natlon

7, 4 A ht Prowect lbvel tuera was a Block vael Lo—orjlnutlon;  ]
Conmuit&e (BLGQ) chglrej by & block DeveloJmhnt folﬁﬁrrln res-
pect the twe~bc1ectef:;@Ds chect5~but by sub—dlv191ona1
Offlcer (Civ11) an oné Piodect “The Capo bccaﬂm nowever a'member
becrhtgry 1n.all the thret IbDD PrOJeCtS. Other members con51staJ
of’ the reprbgcntathbS from the 1nv01VeJ Jqurtments llKe PHL awa.
Healtn Eduéatlon an.j,one” local wuL.h. The’ Commlt%ee was constltu-;
teJ w1th’ Vltw'ZO,( ) ensurlng Co-orjlnathn Qmong the anolveJ
departm@nts locate] at Blpc& level onJ (b) 1Jentifylng any bot-
tlenecks and practiceal Jlfflcultles afld. to suggest rbthlal me &= -
sures. Durlng A991-92, tne BLuC of Rongram Is ,Progect nad’ two
51t%1ngs -In its loSt mcetlng, the te;p%utiénp ;ﬁopﬁeg refcrred
to (b) anOIVLmknt of the hWWS—dﬂ aJulV“ b dCYtPrbgrgmme,(ll)
suyplylng of safe Jr1nk1n5 nater in uch dkﬁtrus ngv1ng as’ -
yet no; sucn faCllltles dnd (111) ; ce;be gl{en “to r0aJs'
fé_BLGC of TnaJlgsxeln
)+ ,ricé in 1971r92,'yet no
J M“,VnzshéJ by the ‘CDRO. The

, ! ?:jxldly aJmltteJ to ‘have no

-meetlng Qf the commltteé Jaring 19y1~y2 ‘ i

A

7 5 hccorjlng to the CDPQ' dl;hrea th&rc WQS,’bLSldeS BLuG,
a Dlstrlct Level uo—orJlnatlunvComm;ttee, unJer the Lhalrmcnsh1;
"of the Deputy LOuMdSSluner Edst KhdSl HlllS,‘ln whlcn all the
CDPO's, the pistrict Heals' of thc 1nv01vej repgrtments shared.
tnelr views concerning any problems stanlng in the 6fbethe
1mplemcntat;on of the Iqu Scheme. S

7.6, GVer ‘ahd gbOVb, the CO-QrJlngtLOH betwcen tne Social wel-
fare ani Heelth Jeﬂgrtmcnts' ‘was furtuer stx‘e:u'u_,ﬂ:he:m:\,l througn
serles of meetings between . the fl&lu Offdcers of the, two.JcpgrtH
mentsP 1n tnxs connectlon, we haJ jlscuSs1ans witn one 1ujy o
superv1sor of: ThgjlgSkﬁln IuDS P roJect 1n thblr otfice- Sl“CL,
their CoRQ wes not in. statlon botn &t the. t:urie,,,of procec Jing to
ani: rhturnlng from our flblj study. hccorJlnc to her ( Lady
:5upbrv”_or) monthly Sectoral meeting uscd ta, be el d- regularly
betwecn the CDHO, the ‘Medical. folcer (m.o )I/u of the ‘Sector,
the LAV, tiae concerned La dy” suyerV1sors (Lb) and. Anganwudl Worke:
The maln purpose of  such g mectlng was of negort complldtlon In
‘Sho; ATce Project, thiszkimd of mcbtlng was also said to be
fprevalllng. Perhaps, tiie same wuS also neld under Rongreawm Project
‘albeit, no mentlonlng of it wes male, hpart from trne sailj
:Sectoral Commlttee, the other two—tlcs of~ montxly meeting con-
s1sted. of (i) Project mcetlng an ! (11) District Level mteting

.....75/-
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both under the bhclrMQHSHlJ et tuc C1V11 Surgeon. 6 the |
Progect hﬁetlug all thL Mg UB 5 tue Lb, LHVs onu the CDRO lnChdrge oy
of the Progect snarej eacn atm-rfln solv1ng dny problems be51des the
Report uompllotlon, e

on the ovar-pll performan.
health serV1ces componan o . th

unjoubttdly the, 2 fﬁ';if%f» "rflngtlon betw:gn the
el he1 regulqri?.

two Ekyartments:'

747, g How for thb PHE extenje t fect)
towards ‘the Scheme may perhaps bm*&Xg,;ﬁnbg thk  lt ﬁaCtUal
provision with safe-Jrlnklng Water to tﬂe v1llage _cﬁJetea unJe}
the ICDS: ks peT Jata furnlsheJ by the threu selectéd IGﬁS PIOJthS
though 1nCQnylete, it cen be &cen thgt out Cof SUW A W Centres, as
in 1991292, tiere were only 18v. gentres haVlng wuter supply sChemes
through PHE, the percentaye of coverage being 61, %,  On the part °
of trme study it was intenlel to focus tne new water suley Scneumes
pronJeJ to those villeages o1~ y COVbrtj by the’ bcubme, but due to-
wanting  of mcuerlgls the ObeCthL cennot be mat&rlolLSbJ, except

in respect of one Progect viz, Rongram which indicated: thgt qurlng
1986~69 to 1991—92 tltrb ual been 6 'weter supoly. shemes rngLJ

in thUSL erucs broucnt alreaJy under the ICDS schambq Tablb No 7 2.
Jepictel. 1n terms 'of flgures of winat wes.. JlSCUSStJ in tuls i
paragraph, - i ' " :

EXTENT Or bOVLﬁth THE ANGANWADI LLNTBhS WITH
e RJHnL wh'n:.m dePLY SG1Eva

ICDS : 4"N0 of Angan— f No.gf_bngan— ! S;w Ydﬁbr
Ry - ©oat waill Centres ' Wall Centres| Priy v R&marks
Project as in M with Wis.. | GTTET 1005
o T 3 ' It LR} I3 jurlng Lt
4 &S in o v __J
1985:' I§§13:7"I’E§:"igﬁi:—TlQSS—'IQHI i
o j 89, ] 92 B9 92 b B89 ] y2
S T ‘j 2, ‘: 3, 0 ar Vbooss 4 60 F 7. 8.
Rongram ¢ .- o617 0 614 219 0 - .25 0 6 7 *related to
R e ‘ - SR - 1990-91”7as
3h01 Area A:f ,;1O§m', %27 ' 895y XD 4’}kf%:_ . o intime-
| B R " BTNt ~ "7 ‘thon from

e . - ‘: . - ‘i‘_, : S o N K : .--,,‘x,“’-‘a;l o Phh for
: . ; CEN . . - -"' . . L "-Al, S St d --;.,," ! .,« i.'.: S e ‘ N . .1.99.1."'92

rha)1é$Réih;”L:E?EOSTQQ'A99*W'ﬂ?n;afﬁ“f7&f{ﬂ“fﬂﬁig,’,f;i’JU© to bi-

A R T TR IR B furcetion
: 5 ‘ ey . , B . AT : - of fhe
e o o ‘Progbct

In so far as

vy

Totdl. DS 307 - 189
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i 8. ;m;larly out oﬁ . selcctcj Sumple Ahyanwa Ji ubntres, 4
of them‘were founj to have been pr0V1ij witn water sugply scnemcf
hll these four‘Centres WeTe est@bllshej Jurlng 1982 anq 1983

: purpose whllu Oﬂb uentre st szV¢J portla&—
1y by thb HHE w b;S

an by thc flowlng strbam.‘ f“*f[’r*'_' "

.gab,, WJ_ ; L ,;-< T

| uommunl'

7. 9. ACCOmmOJathH forf;frrylng out the aCth1tleS of the Cell-
tres snoulJ be the prqmlnent ltbm of ccntrlbutlon,supposaJ to be

. ; .
runn n tne non-for*

‘ ,115 rnpgateg vdln assurdnces
,péchgme, In our mtttlng with'

s 1o ‘us, "ulth rcgarJ to guothbr
!tlon fftne nLaJman, it th&me

i tter mlsunderstanjlng W1th

f{peapl»'s interest &ﬁ‘>¢ _j¢1but1on tuwurds the SChemc. In course
“of - flelj StUJy in all the blght Stltctbl pentrbs, Wb tried te
bVaantb through observat;on, peoplets attltuJb tOWarJS tne.
Scneme an.J. found that theoratlcally dlmObt 411 of them liked

the scheme but gractlcglly VeRyY: fcw were willifig to com. for-

Wor (" I 3 g ‘:',

wOmen Organlsqtlons :

7 lOﬁf It Wos surprise ) to find thet 4n all but on. u&ntre, no
womign OIgdﬂlSatlonS LXlSt&J. Hence, nNo CO—Oybrothn LVET Caiut
forth.from the WOmen~folk,,In one Centre (mllegre )where wome i

£
00007-/"‘
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OrganiSétioh'WasAin'bxisfenq  *SOu&tlmbS, tnclr bbrVLCbS were
‘AVailgble in aséisting tnéQO tre. througn dlstllbutlon of bNP foon
to ‘the b&ﬁbfiCioriﬁs WUen gskel, all dhe. SelecttJ bbntf;ClorLes
sgmylas txpruSStJ tuelr reqdlnbss, hDWGVbr, to ASsist the worxers

in any 9035101¢ way 1f qnd wnbn requlrej. but so fgr no sucn’” help
wes sougnt for, hXCth tnose OI hllegre bt“trb.

B:stCbllgncous : '
Klt for hngganjl Worker :
7,110 'f ror tne suHle of an foojs to tnb bbnbflClbrle certaln
itews of céoking VbSS»lS gnj otuer mgterlgls wcre issue ] to the”

dugaanJl workers. The . common egu1pmants recL1Ve, by the Somplb .
workgrs GTC WiOWIL i tie Table o, 7.3. Itmay be seent that cooklng
vesscls anl buckets W.Te aCtUdlly we Je chllcblb to all tne selectb;
workers but" not: w1tu an equal nu“ber. ‘AccorJing to ‘the: St&tbmbnt by
“the snglcs, it was founj titet '3 (tnrcp) out of & (elght) Workers
werb‘uble to ‘yet 2 nos. ecch ot COUklng VLSStlS Whllb 4(fourj of
them rthlvel 2 nos, EQCM of buckets Iha rcmglnlng workers mGnang
to 9et JUSt on - eacn tne dbOVb two ;% ;m. Wlth regarj to & curry
spoon whlch suerj as & measurcment ‘®r“Ji trlbut ‘“0f tne shar

of the malnourlsnej anj thb.SeverlyfmaIndur s“&j cﬁlidren, 3(tnr&e)
v eEdive . of thu s&iue wnd hald
tharefore to nanaga : i _ ,Vh;iéttib wes’ ‘redeived just
by. l(onc) samplc. Wltn r,'arwh%b %qblg t4tfour) workers failed to
get thu Saihe:. WullL 3Qtnrcc)’of'tnem salJ to hth Feceived with one
Chalr eccn and: antnbr 3(tnr&~) w1tn ont rQOk/01MIrun v'ecn,  So the
fact lemply dehMﬂStiqt€J & non—unlfarmliy in the qugntlty of Jafferent
itews of reGuisite qulpmbntS dlstrlbutej to tn»xanggnwoJl WOIKeTS.

of the sqmples re

A S regcrjs, athlgn¢n9 moChlnb, 1t is obvmous that,the S&E “WaS |
lssueJ to all but_ one worhbr hQJ S1Ce returuej it to the' concerne.d
CDPO's .offace. b»cquse the muchlne be came Jefect1Va. Till ‘the time
of -our vlslt, she huj not bten supplllej wlth & substitute. Simil-
arly, the Table 743 anlicated that 3 af the buckets aand 1l(onc)
table 1ssuaj to- the sblECth anganoJl Workers haJ turnaJ unserV1cL_
“abley, o ? -
{._-'a v TU /=
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U TnBLE No.’ 7 3 |
- BQUIPHENTS Sd.’JPLIl:.D T THe :v.man ANCJI-\NWADI WORKERS

Sl! RO “;1" ,i ’ Prchcncies of th; Ccntruf'.!fn Nes. of 5
No‘ ./ 'materiels o ) whicno IbethJ S ?JnSCIVlecblb
' B . : ! e i - - Y Lo
L L no. )
————————————— d—-—_—----—d‘&—.-.fs——--—-—— - -‘
X NG .
el T RO g; ________ do S8 -
Cooklng vessel 5
< Buckets , 3
. Curry-sPoon T 9
Sookettle IR
5. Table ' I g
C e uldlr L".:»‘ 3 L ) I,
7. Back/hlmlrah 3 e LT e w ey ety e L Since
Gy returnecd

"?Jconcerncm

CDRO's

5 cre SalJ to hQVe bcbn uut.down»n

on.aunng tnc 4(four) Centrcs Wi11.€ :
sne of txem sald “to. nave b&bn pail, cnnul‘ﬂy_at tn@ rqte of Bs 20/“P-M-A

o5 ogclHSt tne previous rate-of Rs;ﬁO/—P. o Tb tng other ong,,tnp ;gte
pdymcnt was steted to be Tuiglag bttunth ‘Rs. 25/L &nJ Rs 30/— oe The
saird sdmple anlCutEJ thdt theéir ce jot & cash pdymgnt in lieu of
Tuel at ‘the TLJUde rete of Rs. 40/—P‘M. fﬁbm tngt of ‘an earller one of
45 50/—? wL while the fourth sample of “the’ ‘same Project. (Bn01 hrea)
sted the' “aniount  of to'be Rs,400f=, a8 ayainst Rs,6008- per annum
:;‘reVLously. COmlng to TnajlaSkkln IcDs Projgect,; onc’ Centre iudl‘ated
.0 hqu been pdlu & lumpsum of Rs“ ﬁboy- per year Jurlng leLh9l an }
annccj amount -of Rs.: 593/— ELY 1991~92, All these paymcnts were pa1$
Lrect to tnz nLlJbrS’ tngt is: wny, ‘one- anganwe J1 pleaJeJ for her;
uorance of the mattbr.,ln COHtraSt the two selecte ) hngdHWoJl B
Sentre? under ROUqum ;CDb Progect, caanyeJ of their thlng no inforu~
ation of such fac111t1&s “This fact wes' also CUnflrmeJ by the CDHJ
“himself. They: (hkl,ers gan ] Agganwe i Wurkars) hed to mdn;gc themelVbS
“for the fare-wood es. tﬂe uunatlon frow tie cnlldreu was QUlte 1naJequatL
to meet -the regulr&ment for cook;nuthe Sine foon. It 18 an unijenial
fact th¢t now»g-Joys ben in remotb ylaCLS,_tnE supply of flrc-wooJ hes

....7 /-
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becomb Very llmltbi thge, the poor SOClal‘WorkbrS nL;J a sympa-

rc.m IL,DS Prodc‘ct DI SR S * |

Qs ¢TER - VIII-
IMPACT OF THb f)bht-nt‘. s

8.1 ~S the SChbmb has, in mein, three COmponbntS. hccorilngly
the 1mpqct of the ICDS Scheme may be stul Jiel, ewony Otner tu1“§§
unier threc aspects namcly boljy §rowth Juc to suppleientary nu-
trltlon, heglth coniditions enl education of the beneficiaries. It
is. true, no Joubt,, that thblCdl ncalth is the conblneJ cffect of
nutrltlon anJ hbolth cdre. -For the sake of our stul 'y, however, we
may - assumc ‘that. a Jirect ani dume i te 1mpdct on Chili's bojy-
welght may be attrlbutbi to gdoJ &n nutrltloLs foon. '

BO‘lly growth +

8, 2;, brouphwlsh number of beEflClgrlbs was. obtqlnt—,J from the
selecteJ ICDs Rrogccts an;qnf_“jgjl Centrns @8 they steod. Juring
the flrst en! tht last qu;rt TS of eocn yggr unier the. rLfcranQ
,pcrloj (lQ&b-lQQL)i Thy unjerlf/ng 1Jba was ‘that positive lmqut
of the- SUpyl&muntdrY nut§1t1qn'1n”tnp ben;flglorles may . be reflec—
t¢d through Q-jownwarj trenJ 1n tnt -numwber of tne Graje IV-& III,
_bencf1c1gr1es by the 1dst quarter &% compgrej with that  of the
first querter of tue Sdmt%ygﬁcg blm;larly, one m&y take it otngr-
wise..in case the number of tue cbove two grouys of beneficicFies:

rbmalnbﬂ e;tncr constint or “CHACRCE T ‘urlng the last wuarter' cs
suamnst of<what they stool” durJ.ng ‘the first qurtbr. Viewe | £rom
this polnt of consideration’ ‘the Juta furnlsne, by ‘the Rongrdm ISDS
Project (r&prOJUCt] at Tbble ‘No, 8 l ) seumed to have ‘some bearlnc
if“this regqri. ‘For exampln, thc Qraje IV bbneflClorlLS sllcntly
}rOy)eJ 'te'2 in their number Jurlng the last qugrter of 19868 from *
their bclng 3 in- number in the flrst qugrtcr. ‘This SdMu trend was
notice? in the subquuLnt ygurs _leu. Thus in 1989, tnb number -of
.G?die IV bengf1c1gr1eé s“w%ﬁx frum 12 in thc flrst quorter to 9 in
the. 1Qst QUartbr, in. L990 from qto 7 anJ im 1991 from 24 to 18, as
can be seen from tne sail Tablb No_ ‘To somc ;xtcnt this. tbnjuncy )
WaSholSO UlSlblt in rcspect of thL LraJc IZI bhnhflClarth thce;V
we qr; apt to concluie, tndt the nuuber of scvcrely malnourlshcJ -
ChllJren (Snb) bCllan mdrkchy Jurlng the 1d$t quarter aS canﬁfﬁi

79~
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_pdreJ w1th thgt of thc flrst qugrt;r ¢ the YLdr, in 50 fqr as
Rongram IbDb Proguct WaS conccrnc* implying thtrcby of e pOSltht

1m)act of the SCnumb on thb COHCLrnuJ bencflc1dr1us.,

6.3, Fluures )crtolnlng tQ Bh01 hItd Qrogect lﬂJngthJ & mixel
1mpdct ‘Thet is, for tne ybgrs 19&6 onl l990‘tnb brgje IV & III
beneficierics (both cl.ssifiel as SMu) tenJcJ to Jecreese v151b1y
in the lest quarters frow that of the first, To  be stc1f1c the
number of Grele IV bencficicries Jroppeld from 60 Juring tne first
quasrter to 36 or 36.7% in the last’ qUartLrof 19886 «nd from 60U to
40 or 33.3% uring "1990 &s  can be QbSLerJ frow Teble WO .64 Lo The
numb;r of Grale [I[ bbﬂtflCluIles too-bcnaveJ in thc Sallie Wanner
for these two years es cgn e obs&erd from: ‘the sa1J Teble noy
hS ‘agalnst this p051t1ve fcgturu,;wn have a nbgdthb ConseqUtan
lurlng 1989 end 1991, wh»n ;Qe number of Grojg IV beneficiarics.,
recorJeJ ‘an 1ncrease uu to—27 ln»tn; 1ast qugrtur from tngt of - 1y
in the flrst quarter ln 1989 dhq to 5&;from 27 in 1991, With re-
gari to Graje I bcnafxc;" 5 ”ﬁclr numgyr rtglsttrtj an 1n-
credse 1n tnc 1ast unrtcf ofzong ygcr 0u1y tnct 1s 1n 1969.

Jurlng tnb 1a5t chrtbr &s Cprcrt from that of the first quar-
ter. So here also, we cdn obscrve d‘tren‘ tvstlfylng tnc partial
1m3uct of the SCntmp : e SR

g, e Contrary to tn; plcture presentej by thu two Iqu Projects
the GruJe IV btanlClurles, un{er Tnajlusxcln Iqu eroJccts, in-
stedj of showing & Jlownwar] tien. re;lstereJ & Sharp 1ncresse -in
the “last HUdrthr, 05 compure ] to thut thc first quorter of tne two
successive yeJrs bcglnnlng froy 1968, Thus the figures ot Tuble

8, 1. showe ! thet thc ‘number of Graje v beneficiaries Jumpe ] from
1’No. ln tne first quurtcr to 7 nos. in tne- laSt quarter of 1968
anl from 6 ‘to 10U in 1969, while, th;lr number rewalne ! the saume
(i,ev 6) both in the first wnd the 1gst quarter £h  1990, Durlng
199l,rhowever we heve tie opposite cons;Huunce>1n wiicn tneir
,number abruptly dropped from-9 nos in thc flrst Quértcr to:a single
one in the loSt qugrtcr. The S&le’ bruth ten;ency was shown in
respect of Grele III grouy bbnbf;elgrlhs (tne unothur group con-
stit-ting.the bavbrely mulnourlsh chil iren when their nuubur Vae
cillete - from 4 nos 1in tnu flrst guerter of 1966 to 38 nos' in the
last quarter of the SGML yeor. Wiile 1in. 1989 th;y move } 1n.an op-
p051te lirectasn, i.e. from 171 nos Juring tne flrst qUurtbr tu
59°hos in the last quart.r, blmllarly, from 7 to 4 Juring*tie
first qucrtcr anl the last qUarter respect1Vc1y in .1¥90, Tnen
ggdln, thc numbur Of’ Gralc AIL benef1c1ar1es movcj 1nvers;1y

.;;..5375»



nt thc hnggnw°J1 pentres, thel

8;5ia Dotd of tnt ngb nuturt i. e. the group—w1se numbtr of bcne—'
;flciarles, weTe Cdllbctb. frow tne eight selected angaanjl cen-
tres &S eI TeCOT S, foun } in- tnb;1 rbsggctxve SNR Htglsttr. To
our upsét; it was, aowsver,- fuuni thgt uut of 8 selectel Ccntrus,
only 3 of them eppearct to be. congerne | 1n keeping reécords pcr—_
teining to the buly ‘weights, of the bbncflClgrle. Further,even
these 3 centres ulso, G gooJ numbbr of tn» benef1c1crlas bore

no inlication ast thulr weights i.e l grajes agalnst their Nules

in the rgglstcr. On querry, we: were tolJ thet such bbntflClgrlLS'
1i1 not turn up on the Jdte(s) set for welght muasurbmunt &nd
thgt their fools were 1ssue through thelr brotnbrs/51sters The
Q(thrce) Centres. con31Jere to pQSSess the rtqu1rej 1nformgt10n
dlbelt with many dbSEﬂttES, 1nc1uJej allebru (Rungrum IbDb) Kyr—
-dem (Bhol hrea) anl Nartlang—Puhshﬂ h9(Thujloskeln) Thus, we
coulj, anyhoww mgn@ge to have st least one Centre ecach for the

three samplt I DS ProJccts. The workurs of the two Centres,viz,
Dblongmcnja(aongrgm) anl UmdolpSloW(ThullcSkbln) 4id Nuve . reasou—
nzble” exCUse on tht. grounj of ‘their beang new hends. sanotier
Centre, nqmej, ‘pilangketa, (Bhoi hreg) id no Joubt attewpt to
fulfll thls requ1rument but the lcte for the two yLars were
found ;ncomplete The rumolnlng two hnLonWojl ucntrhs, Nelue 1y,
Sonljaﬁ dnj Nunokhrgh, butn un.ler Bnol hrLa IVDb .rogcct were |
foun} 1dck1ng recor)s cumplbtely on this perticuler’ 1nqlcgtor"
‘evun theﬁgh tnese Sale WOorkers, hQVu beun in their rtSptctlve \
'Gentre $ane 1ts aneﬁtLon.i- '

B0y Ihb worktr wes trdnsfcrreJ tu hlltcrc somet¢mes ’uang the
qsst partruf 1986, Hence for the yeer 1968, there were no Jata

relatlng to the. grdjes of bcnaflClgrles. The same were bhowever,
availy

1e for thb 519n1f1cqnt numbbr of benhflClgrleS who bore
no rumarks ertalnlng to thelr Cattcory. hs per- gvdllqblt'Autp
shown at Thblc No. 8. 2., 1t mgy be ob5crvej that - Jurlng 1989,
wriile there haj bbLn unly*normal gnJ 9ruje I bLn&flClurlés JU-
‘rlng the first qudrtcr but by the 1ust qugrter thbrb hed been . -
1 bentf1c1¢ry WhOSb W&lght toucheJ thg level of Gralde IIL,' Simi-
Qerly, Juring 1990 thtrn nGJ buen no grale III &and grade IV..
beneflclaries Jurlng the flrst qugrtbr but by the kst qUarter,
;the beneflclur;es btlonglng to tncs, two yrades viz(III & IV)
stoo* rESptCtIVely dt 20 onj 7 1n nuum;r, Whllb ‘the ‘normal be-'
nef1c1ar1es fell- shorgly in number frum 26 in the flrst Quar—’ -
ter to- 7 1n the- 1ost guuTter anl toot” Uf-GruJb ‘I from 14 to 8,

PO
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in 1991, th&ig cub III bancflc1ar1es rose”frow 3 in number jurlng
the flrst qu;ftnr to lu 1n Lhe lust qudrter‘unj thot of graje IV
from n11 to l..It tnhrtfdrb SeemeAvthgt tuc oNp feedings and -
hnglth SbrVICéS aJmlnlstech unjer the Iqu Scnemc an no affeut

on the wélgnts uf bbnbflCLgrl&S.

KYT Je hnngWdJl Ctntre i

8.7, ; The Table NO. 8. .2, shawe J. that a large number of benefi*
c1gr1es as wany as 69 (73, 4p) out ‘of .a total 94 Juring the firstﬁ
qugrt&r an! 77 (6€.7%) out of le‘lnwthb'let qQarter of the
yeir 1966 remeine ) ungralel, The figures of the regorted benefi-
claries inliccteld & rising tren} dfrthosg classifie] as normal;
grade I.enlgrelde II during the last: quarter &s comjare] to that .
of the first querter, Wnllu that of yrade III Jroppe 2 from 3 to
nil., There wes, huwevpr; 1(one ) number of grdJe v bbnbflClury

in the lest qugrttr (I988) when there wes ione uring the first
QUorthr..ThlS One bene;1c1gry might be the one Quwng these bene—
ficieries who sut theuselves newly rcglstcrei after tne flrst
querter of the y»ar(19b6) In 1969 it was founl tiut 3 nos of
bencf1c1grlas ClaSSlfle as grale LiE Jurlng the last quarter
when. there WcS nll in the first. quarter Wnllh triere wes no
grede IV for botn the qugrtbrs uur¢qg the years hlmost the same
tenlency WdS fuun lurlno 1990 with 6. grQJe III benef1c1ar1cs
Juring the lest qudrter with nane 1n the flrst quarter. curlng
thls yeer, huwcver, tere remalnc 1 beneflc1ary jurlng the flrst
an last qugrter. By 1991, tbe grqje III beneflc1arles 1ncreaseJ
by l(onc) in the lest qudrter (l.b, from 1 to 2). DJrlng the year
there Wms l(unc} grcle IV benef1c1gr; ln tne first quqrter but
tneru ‘WaS no more 1n the 1qst qugrter‘

: Ncntlgng-POhshnqﬂg_thanwaJl Lentre :

6.8, The non—reportbj benef1c1ur1es escalateJ alurmlngly in 1991
especially in the last quarter wnen uut of & total 53 bunef1c1o-
ries 42(79 2%) of tiem hz1 no. wtignt weasurenent &t &ll due, per-
hups,'as pointe } out: bdrlltr, to absence of welghlng macnine
which hel since been returne 1 to the cppQls Office belng founl
je¢fective, Prior to this yegr, thear nuiber, compered to the othner
centres, appeare ] tu be moderste, -During 1966, the SiC pnlldren
became nil in the first as well as in the ldst_qu;rters_of the
yéar;‘ln the following year (1v89), nowever, the:two numbers of
grgjb III bbnbfLClorlbs in the first- quarter Jecllne to 1{one)
in the last quartur anl from 2 to: nil Juring 199V, again, by 1991,
“therc.was none tlthbr for the orgje ILL or grede [V benef1c1ar1e5.
‘Thé fluctuction 1n the nuiber of benbflClgrle by gcht WdS ie-
picte} in thg Tgble NQy Be2¢e L - 25 '
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TABLI: Nu.'bz

 GRADE-wisk NO. UF. Bx..NLrJ.andLLb UNSEa The THREL © -
o ANCRa D L \JE-A‘JT“LD Ddu._x\a(_ IHL l‘u‘{yT & I_,hbT udhnTt.m. ’
o 1obt to 199l

Gra € J f"ﬁggre hnc,_.__mu Jicenfre — T T T 7 77 T
Lk T T Ik T T 50 T T TR T
gt uugr"E'e.r - ur’Ecr '_* Quar " Qierter
_ 1 Tst T TSt *‘Is TTdst. ls"t'_ f_IE_st Tst™ - Tast
I P :‘_"_ 2.7 T30 T T4, 7 5.6, 7.7 78, 9.
© Nermal ° 54 - : ' '
1 e
N.R, = -
\Not Re.,)ortej) i
T T Totel s 56. . 64.. B5 110 104 106
: w )
N =7 ol Kyrjem s 3n_vga_l__t_€_ﬁt-f‘e_ R
1T T19Be_f 198! T T I990 T T T TI99L T
' uugrte_r "~ _uﬁart'é'g- T T Querfer T wuerfer T
S

| e .. ; K t
I PO ,‘- TI0.7 TILT Ci2 "1_;@.“ TIg. T 15, T 169 17.

I 11 - 16 26 @ 15 24 13 26

II 6 1o. 11 T 14 21 11 16
I1I 3 - - 3 - o 1 2 .

v - 1 - < a1 1 1 -

C N.R. 69 77T 40 53 46 25  66° 54
TRl T 9 T Tz T _'_92"‘ 92 —;[-8‘7‘ T E flbé‘f 106

— e m— A . wm— s

—G?o_]e* L 'Nart]_.._.ng-PShshnong 6%5-““"‘ B Cen'fre. ~-

LT 71968 T 7196y T T T T9G0T T __;Igu;f;‘
4 ' ngr:t'_e;_ T Quarter T T gu‘.ffer © L @erter’
L 'Ist T TSt 'J_st_'qu_t;""_'Is 7 Jast Ist 7 Tast™
T T T1e. g, T 20 2 ZL_ELZ?%;_JL_
Normel 17 2L 5 li 13 17 17 .5
I~ 5 '8 10 1. I3 .9 9 5
Ir 3 4 7 11 .9 16 12 1
Irr = - - 2. 1 2 - e
v - - - - - - -
N . R, 20 21 35 11 - 13 29 3. 42
Total : 45- 54 59 .48 50 71 77 53

HOUrCEs 3 ANganwadi Centres,
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Health 1m;ruVement

8. 9. Lack. of reCoT ] s‘ﬁ ﬁmu~é$ the 1mpe;1ments encountereu WdS
on lnddEQUcCY/nOD—QVullublllty of thc rylcvunt ;utu wulcn formeJ
thcilmportdnt 1n,1cgtors for tie gury05$ of the stuly, on thL

health dSpﬁCt 1t WaS CQnsllcreJ necessary to have matcrlgls in-
‘1M¢t1ng the murblﬂlty unJ uwrt 11ty CunJLtlonS prevailing prlor“
to the Cummencemence uf tnb scheme willcn woulld serve as bench= "
merk for future reter£n0b. ThL hun-chll bLllty ot soch 1nforma—
tion in the saumple Centres botn ot tne Vlll;ge recor s and as
well as at the gnggnngl WOTKLTS Mele US impossible to offer in
tiis stuly Sp&lelC conmuents rebarglng tne 1m_aCt of tnb stujy
on the target groups. Bbsljgs,HQMGng the 8 selecte anQanJl
‘centres, ualy 3(tnree) of tpqm»couid éiVe us 1nforwation on the
mortallty r tes Zmuhu the U-5 4 yecrs! Chillren in toeir respeC—~
tive Centre-for tne snort perloj from 1966- to 1591, These three
Centres i} not, however, waintain recurjs on the morbidity con~’
jitions.of_tnt_vulnerable groups 1n their respective Centre,
&‘10;: Amohg thu'aforéféaij 3 Sa@plcé KYT Jeln Angeliwadl Centre
qppaara4 to e morn pgrt;cular than the otner two 1in kteplng ‘re—
gular records for tnc deatn of uhllthn below O years of aye.AcCc-
corjlng to her rbcorls, for’ thc yc;rs 1988 tuv 1991, there were no
Jeaths Juring 198¢ qm- 1990, but incilJence of Jeath vecurrel in
1989 when & cnil j of less than dh.bdr slus 3 uhllJren c.«z,j.ng Je-
tween 1 and 3 y-ars vl pqsscd fay. SlMngrly, in 1v91, 2 unll_
\Jren both below one year old dl&,, As for the other two Centres,
inforuation cbncerning the chllj mortallty was found to relete
to one year only (1991). So N«..r'tlang-Pohahnung Centre inlicated
the 1nc14ence of Jeath on- 2(two) ‘Cnildren both of less. tnan a
“year old. let-w1se,_tnu otncr Anganwaji uentre, ndmely, Alleyre,
& chily of bttw&bn Ll anl 3 Ybars olJ anl another chill between
_&—5 ycars uf ogb explreJ Jurlng 1991 d%"recosz for thé previous

“yecrs.

Resistant PuWer : : .‘fi . é}»

Gslle s healtny ciill is SUpsE:] tu posses more resistent po-
wer than the orie who is physically weak; From the se¢lected 120
samples, 75(62,5%) of thew assented that according to their ob-
Bervgtlun thear cinil lren who beneflttej fruom the Jifferent ser-
vices of the ICDS. Scneme were fuunJ tu be less susceptible to
{iseases Cummonly offuctlng the chnil lren of ‘thelr age, wnlthough
they sufferre ) frum such Jiseases yet they Caie round within a
brief perloj of the1ir suffcrlng. 39(32.5%) of the total samples. -

expresse }, however, their 19nur¢ncevgf the 2wsitive or other- -
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wise contribution of the Scherie, Wnllb the remaining 6(5,0%) in-~
Jicate the absence of any guoj gffcet of tihe scheme on tneir
chil iren, Ih= Tubl& Np 8434 demonstrgtcj tue pruJth/BluCk—WLSe

break—up of tne bbn“flclurles view pbrtglnlng tu the impact of -
U0 'hlljren~’1hus, unjer the Tnaileskeln Pro-
Wi h;t SUETGET30 reSpunJants only 13- or
”y”gble ¢ffects of the scheme when
vll “€ither of the 111 O guo 'l
“uf them $ail thet the scieus

‘tthut of ThoJloSkbln Prudect,
“*:‘ llu&’. r\—u -I\J_,u.t)

Areafproject 1tse1f whu accountei 23 or 76 7% uf tne total 30 se-~
lecteJ sqmples sqylng thbt thelr Chll rtn prUVeJ ‘better uff ih
re51st1ng agqlnst Jlsg Ses, GlVlhg tf 701mllur' view, we have
the’ pOSlthe cdntrlbutlun ot tne SOneme tu tuelr chlljren who"'
were pdrt1c1yat1ng in the SNP. anJ hhalth renJered by thc schemb.

Ttk BAEAR-UP OF THE ShWPLES'Y W m—.qhnoL»G THE BESISThaT
POAER. OF Tri LGOS BENEFLCInHIES AGh INST CuwiN. DISEABES -
BY PROJECT/BLOCK. T oo

SI -7 Naﬁe“uT The 7 _UHJZf—tHe v wﬁefner tHe re31sfgﬁt-prZf*
No, ;' Ipr Prugcct' D. luck ' ot their IuDS Cniliren a-
v ! -t gainst: couinon Jiscases was
A ! 1 bhetter than non-IuDS Bene
» ! ' ! _f1c1a£1ps. L R
_ ' ! . 'Yes ' Nu_ 'No, TiCa ¥ Total
;’T._xﬁa_ ;- 5.— < P L - PR Y - Y iy P
1. nonc_,ram . Romgrem. 22 3 . -5 . @0
2. Bhoi hrea” . NoAgpoh 23 0 - 7 -~ -3
3, Bhol,h;cg ' f»"‘“ Bhbi'Area <170 13- - .30
‘4. Tnalleskein . Tthlgskeln 13 3 14 ’ 30
RS f-e-*"-_ - —“T "—'_f_~475515;6_ — T35 T TS TIm0T T
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Cnllj mmrtallty (Parbn,qf v;ew)

‘ lLS' view regor-

8 12 Thc stuly 5uu9nt for tnu,symplg bengflc
§ ty. 1n.the1r Tes—

,jlng the intensity or obxgr~w“ .
: pectlve. village since tihe Optf&;ﬁtloﬁ ’u
'anngct¢un, 1t is hburtunLﬂg ﬁb nut

}LCllﬂutlﬂn Ln the

{62,5%) of thp tut 1 120 sqmplbs Whu de thu
Jesths: of young ciil iren since 1mplcmcntot;on uf tie. Lugb scnhme
wnile only lz(lU%) of thew viewe ) thlngs as uSUcl. Thbrt weTe
however as meny as 33(27.5%) of tne totdl samﬂles who' rLSponJ%;
as, to tneir hevang no ides et &ll. The Table No. 6/4..inJicate ]
‘th t out of 30 sauwples, cach, th%ﬁb who observe tngt the c¢chilyl
;mortdllty had Jeclincd since tne launching of the [uDS Schewe
_accuuntej in &n ascen 1n9 ur ler, &s lL(36 7% ) lb(éd Gk) s 22(73 3%)
 °nJ 24(80 uu%) unler Bhoi AT a Bluck (of Bhui Area pProgect) Thal-
“1qske1n PrUcht angram Prugect onJ Nongpoh Block un jer Bhol
jArea Froject resJeEtlvely. As to tnose wnu said’ to LhaVb no Cofu~
.ments at’ gll, We neve a maxiuMim no. fram the Bnoi AT€& Block,un~
Jer Bhoi Area~P;UJLct witi 16: in «lil or 53.3% of i totasl 30

samples,

ThBL E. NO..

THL Bﬁ.t.hl\-—UP IV THg bbut.l‘ICL-HD-u VILw HL(;\}-.BDIN(J Tt
ImRhuT OF The ICDS auﬂnmt O ThHe CHILD NUHIALITY L
' Tik I8 VILLAGES

S1. ¢ Nae’ uT ?nt ' U'—cr—fne T
No, v | Progject. * C.D.Block ! 51nce tha 1gunch1ng of 'San—
A o o o v the. ICDS SCneme remoln-'ples
' P v ,
! Bl : ;De—; T fwuTse _i_T\]oJ—.. _'
' ! 1011-!usuu1' Co, . 'idea
R E med ! v ) 1
T T - Pes B P v At - At S (RS - P
1. ;Rohg,ram - ; Rdngfam L 22 4 N1y 4 30
2.,Bhu1 ATESE | wongpoh 24 1 Nil 5 30
3. Bhoi ares  Buol area i 3 wnil o 16 30
4, Thu 1eskein - Tnajleskein 16 4 wil 8. 30
Total -3- 75 12 Nil 33 120

LA .ﬁz/"’
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j:bcal Pe;ople's view

B, 13’ Incourse of our fiell .stujy;fwﬁ”gsbertéinel ‘from the locel
heajmbn an the other: inncbitents o To wnether the onagoi1ng ICDS
Scheme WaS founJ benbflClal tq the v111°ge. To this, everybody
CUnflrmej an 1mmen5e Gontribution of the  Scheme towurls the health
.CunJltldn of tne cnlliren in their respectlve village. They attri-
bute 1 the prtValllng ‘rejuce ) réte in cnilld murbljlty and- mort 11ty
malnly Jue tq tnu serv;ccs operated unlder the [CDS Schee, T

3

LOCdl Peuple's vggue concggtlon of the QCHEME :

.8;14”* Notw1thstunllng of the hign oplnlun tnat peuple reportuJ
to huve .about the scheie, a nute of cautlun way nowever,. bey"
SouanJ as to their cleur-cut unJerstanjlng uf the full lmpll—
catlons of the lifferent services Jellverej unJer the Scneme; Fur
example, we heve seen in the bhapthr v regarjlng the. hlgh per—
centage of- jroys-uut 1n respect of DPT,Pbllo ‘and tygholj iwnuni-—
zations, Those benef1c1gries wnu mlght have Cumpletej even upto
two. Jozen uf DPT. lmnunlzatluns but mlssej the thirj one, is decmel
as, belng non benef101al of tna same. 8o this. lmpllej their lack
of. clear cgn_eptlon,of the. 1my11c°tlon of ths DPT 1Hmunlzatluns.
Againy the pres ﬁ¢e &f backqlug of SwP bcnef1c1ar1es who Jid not
turn up: for the wglght magsuremunt mdy be pgrtly ue to 1gnorauce
on thé patt of ,gfg,t 1114ren, ‘The cause of this situa-
tion’ mgy alsuﬁbe ascrlbe‘ due” tu laCk of. publlC motivetion that
"’c‘hé.vlﬂrzige rlwel functlondrie.s drc suyposei to mobilize in the
v1lluge?-.f

“If_they'were fully. cancious of the fact, that the boly
weight of'g- chlll is an 1njlcgtur of & ChllJ'S heglth condition,
they shoull hdve become eager for the. Sailic &S everybojy is tu-
warJs hlS/hcr cnllJ. o

5 Respunse tu Ante-— Natal Cllnlc i

& l5.3 out “of l2u samples’ 71(59, 2%) of them regorte 1-tu huve
dttenje, tne Ante-Netal Clinic luring. tneir PTegnancy periol
whlle "39(40,8%) hed no interest. 1n Joing. soy From the Table No,
8,50, it wes in the ﬁgngrgm Pragect where the highest Jcrcentogc
(76.7%) of wttendence took plece: when out of 3V totel samples.,
23 wf $hem seil tu heve pgrt1c1pgtel in the provile] fucilities
for the. pvegnunt women. Next we have beneficicries, belonging to -
The Jlaskein ,roJect LwWihose reSponse “to the ARte-Natal Clinic
‘rotel ot 63,3% (1 €. 19 out of 30), ‘Those of Nungpoh and Bhul_
ATea C D. Block, both’ uu,cr Bhoi hrea PruJect, rncor%ej aImust
a matching pruportLJn uf 50 50“betvvun the. pgrtlclpants and the
non-psrticaipernts, Taklng &an over-all plctur&, we moy huweVer,

7a
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safely conclule thet” the impact Of the scheme in so far as the
welfere for the pregnent women was by anl large encouraging,

i ThBLt. N0.85|

hXTENT UF PARTICIPATION In Trb hNTb—NhTAL uLINICS |
' JNDLr{ Txﬂ: I(.,Dfn SCrEwk . _ SIS

N

1, Namf;jf—fCDS'— Naﬁa_QT T, B;“ _:“Number uf“baMyle anETl—
"No. v ‘mogect ! Block o “ Ccleries _

L . y 'wno at¥ens" 'Wnofjiu' 'TbIdI

v, ; ' ; 'Jej Cllnlcs'nut atsend'No. "t

iy v o v e © 1Clinics ‘
S abuieg-Siolaliet abelall Rololutnintel: Aubecaiiulnti-Nat sl it
l.. Rongram , Rungram ” 23 7 30
2, Bhoi nrea | ,Nungpoh ' 15 15 30"

3. Bhul. Area Bhui ATea 4‘_ 14 | 16 30 °
4, The llaskein ThoJldSkbln 19 1L 30

ST T T T T TotEl s T T T T T T T T T T T 437 120~

bEducation s

18,16, ' The stuly founJ thot the local people hal hign regerd of
the teuchlng given to thalr tojjlers by the Scheme, But « Nega-
tive aspect was thet mgny of parents touk no interest in keeplng
up their chil lren e1ucgtlon aftar “their cUmplettlon of sge eligi-
ble for nun—furmol erc-scuuul eJqutlun. While 7 out of the & .
sample ANganwa 1i bentras mglntdlnél no rbCurJS reldtlng to out—
turn of their pre—scnool Lluc&tlon serV1ces, one centre hdj &
llStlnCtlun from the rest by thlng spec1f1c yecr—w1sg numbcr of
her beneflClgrles Who Julne‘ thb lucal furmal primary schuol.

unhPTLR - IX

pRL)B I_,}:le 9 Sd(J(Jt-J TJ.U[\lb AL& \J\)JNULUb IUA N :
Unmetching amount of hunorarlum s

9,1, The numerous functluns, a551gnej to the hnLgnWaJl worhcrs,;ﬁ
as env1sggeJ in the scheme, requ1rej full lay exercise by tne
‘workers, espechlly for those who were nuv1ng little ¢ Jucation,
ThlS wes a CQmmon comglaint from every sample worker. Thefre was
a Jdemani for spare sheets of puper for joing rough works (1.
calculation,etc, e bundljerlng thcrefure, the work load, they:
kwere called to. perfurm viith munthly gmount uf honorarium rgnglng
between H.; 226/— to Rs, 275/— the sdmple workcrs con51JereJ
thelr remundrqtlon as nlgnly 1ncompatlb1c“ ow1nc to sucn unse- .
tlsfactury amuunt of nunururlum, a gou member Of hnggan}l

e B9/
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worker quittéj their jub for better yoid avenuéS“of employmeht,
This Stete of affalFS occurlng S0 frequently Wes hgmperlng a lot -

for the snogth 1mglem>ntut1un of the scheme, oCCQIJlng to the Sauy
L,DPOS., S

Shelter E

9v2,; Ihe}non-avglwablllty 1n SUm» of the selected angunWaJl Cen-

I vne relating
, formal pre;prlmcry school &s thlSageJ in the Scheme, Even
.fur_tvoée’centrbs where the Vlllage coummnlty constructe.} tEHH
porary shelters eltner for conJuctlng tne different dCthltle
unjer the scheme Qr for accommujutlun to U the angenwadi Workers
there drOSe the quStlun of annual repairing of which, the same
WaS not dunc 1n some centres ;w;:,; _ ig“w '

e N

:9 3. The stuJy fuunj tnat there was  no unlfurmlty in the arran-
gement of fual for the angenwali centres, But harJSthS affecte ]
eqUally eVen tu those who received tne supply of thlS faCLllty
(fuel) in thgt tuey got the payment of tneir fue} 5111 either
qulte late, @nnUally) or less than the unthlJath Jue amount. To
the nun—recclplent of tnis f90l11ty, they hed to munaye them-
‘selves the flre—wouA S the contribution by the - benef1c1aries
was always lnaquUgtb of tn~ r&LUlr&Mbnt ‘

Nute

i9 4 Cundltluns pertulnlng to regulorlty of supply, qugllty
:anJ adequdcy of oip fools - alrealdy- explalne, at paras “4e41-43
uf‘pnqyter Ve .

&hortage of equipment for AnganWaJls s

945, * Almost all the selecte ) Sc“Jl& wurhers, cUmplolneJ -about
their ﬁun—rthlpt,Of-thlS or thet itew of equijiment required for
their effective functiovning. Such itemsjihciuJeJ_rack;snelf,table
chair;spoon,bucket etc, One of the centres statel to have no
weighing mechune for some monfbstbefufe the time of our field
stuly as tne one issue] to her héj been returned to the CDPO's
office for necessary repeiring of the defects, It was reported
that tie sbsence of sucn meterials haempere ) yreatly their norinal
functions, another. sample pointe J out: the requirement of enougn
sheets of plain pepers for rough exercise works,

'..‘90/-



D T

Nbgatlvt gttltuje of suue wurkers P

Y.6. Keeplnu in view uf tne circumstences unler wuich tn@se"'
honorary village workers Reve to perform witn’ thtlr multlfarluué
functivns, yet there were:some of thenr wnose Jlscouruglng gttl-'ﬁ 
tule toweris tneir Luties wds so glgrlng. soie of theuw appbaer
to be satisfiel with were Jischarging of aNp fuuj JlStrlbUtlon '
tu the benéfIClgrle, though actually in meny cises this’ portltu-
ler respun51b111ty w.s dune by the-nelpers. The Hcglsters of such
workers remeine ] blank for months/years together. It is not cledr
what kinJ of- Jate the CDPO can get frowm sucn workers, There was
~§1s0 an instance where the releationship between the wurker and
the local. peuplb was not Lur‘lal et wll. - ' *=

pPerfuncterdancss in bon Welght madsurement o Y

9,7. The owission of mqny beneficicries frum taklng pnrlochQlly
ok SN Ehetedven

“their rcSchthb welgnt showe ] no uuubt & leck of serivusness on

the pert of functlunorles tdWarJS this partlculgx responsibility

0f tneirs, Then w1th tne absence of such servicCe; we heve misseld

one vf the vital gurgmetres Spelllng out thg 1mpact of tut SChelue

A

'upun the ceneficiaries,

: C;lSSluu of Cumplbtu Jozes of lmmuandtlunS :

9.6. The Angenwe ll workers seecue i to take no ‘botheration wbout

- those beneficiaries wio i1l not complete tue reyuired Jozes uf
1mmunlzut1uns for orT, Polio ani Typhoidlyutting the entire b1ame
upon chlldran's parents They turgut tnot one of tneir prlme TeS—
pun51blllt1es 1s to LJucgte the 1gnurqnt v11109ers in all possi-
ble ways. Hence, they coulld not shirk their requn51b111ty for
the perticl feilure. of this.scheme in.this perticuler item of
S€rvices unjer tne I.Dy Schame, '

Lgck of proper sturege fgc111t1es :

9.9, hcchllng to tn» Jlrecturgte of Social welfere, storage

y faCllltlig et the Project Offices were not uJequatg; incilentegl-
1y however, nune of our’ three sampic Projects saild to heve any
_prublem in tnis resRect wnen askel of tncm. so this may occur
to the otirer IVDS Prthcts

_VaCClnts,Prubluu_i

9. 10, Tnet “the cchievenent uhjef jmwunization services was

Cextremely low Goes beyond loubt as per Jete furnished by the
functionarics aind . iuly JlSJlquJ in the releveant Tebles of
Chapter V. One of tne factors thet edplainel for tnis short .
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all Wps the 11m1tej’9uunt1ty of VuCCluLS particularly fur thet
‘of LG &5 nerratel by our ahm sempless Ehb fuct. tngt cropped w;th
this prublcm was” sturube faCllltle witnout wnlcn the vacc1nes'
cuhnvt be storej beyon] sRec1f1eJ huurs‘ Tnat is wny the Bhui
AT PruJth w1tn lmany Qnggnwull pcntras lYlng in rbmute are&s.
jsuf ercl for the muSt in tnis. reggr,;1 |

Irregulcr;tyfln chlth pheck-qp«anJ Immuﬂlzqt¢uﬂs z lf

N

‘9 l R In tm.lr ot
tave 1mp1b,ontotxun uf tne scnemc,the Dlrbcturutt vt buClql ‘Wel~

*quncﬁrnlng prublems thet 1mpeded the ;ff=c~

fare mcnt;unu.§ubqut 1rre9¢1;r Heulth uheck-up anl ledﬂlzutlunS
in somie’ Ibbb Prugﬁcts. Thb same Dlrtcturatu alsu spoke gbout tnc
shurtage of ER b.,gt thu ,ﬁ,gs thbl tu luok after the hbclth
“serv1c;s of the ICDS ocneme._IhL fanlngS was tnot ;mong the &
(nght) selecteJ Scillples ,. -only. l(on») centre(“yrjcm) inticuted
to “hevé & requler visit: by, tne MO, for uVury qugrtcr,‘even whet
tie #HC wasinut yet spifte ] to tne plece of its beSbnt lucatlun
We held gnuth»r sample (murtlgng—;uhshnung) ‘where ‘the ouctur use
o ey @ V151t to Centre en CQHAUCtEJ & health Lﬂbdk-up for tne
_chllJren. Tnu m.O.'s fanlnc$/nUtlngS were istlnctly recorled,
The, remalnlng 6(s¢x) Samplhs saild (most of tnem) tnet they nuj
.unly once, so fur, uI en 1nsJectlun by the: Ductur tu thelir res-

pectlve uentre.'

) Ing bqugte queerSlun s

'9 12: " As hote ) 9urllbr, “tie frbquulults of 1nsHectlun by the
supervisars «n.! tne llkb wes found inedequeate sou as tu ensure
bgtter $&rvices by the anganwalis in the mcttnr of rchrq main-
tenence ani other mgttcrs“_”“utity uf funJ, as pulnteJ uut by
ORe. VD?O, miy,ht be requnslblc for tne curtullment of - tuurlng
‘by tneir supcrv15ury pcrsunnel, h i S

| ‘suggestions, for lmproVEMbnt 1n thc functluns S

the bcnequLnnunceJ rate ol anorqrium,.»frﬁ-

‘9,13, " For buostlmg tue lanntht of tuc uﬂbcﬂWch WOTKETS Wiho

.are ‘“the key fettors fur tnu SUCC&SSth tne suneme, it is sug—
‘gesth thet the cuthorities gy Cun514er For an bQUltdble €n—
huncement of the rate-of honorariua CUrrespunjlng tu the Vulumt
of wwrks thqt tncse pecunlgry workcrs gre Called upun tu shoul-~
S Jer. The rccgmmen.gt¢un by th» ngngram BLUL fur 1an1v;ng “the
AMW 1in lucal AJdult Lucation serv1ce 1s & rlght steg in a rlgnt
directdon. This mecsure w1ll dllEVlgtb, nut unly tnclr 1ow in-
Come earnlng but w111 be 9150 & guoj serV1ce to the illetergte
dJUltS. L ‘

'0,.,.
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hcchmongtlun :”

9. l4 - A% L@-u:;"
shuulj agree tu pruvlJ‘wl?:;"‘*;
workcrs onJ ulSu for toe y :
schools €ucetion,. it is tnbretor; 1mpcrg ;véit
be obtained ;rum tile c@mmunlty ani thﬁi" :

and cnforcel uCCJTJlngly. That ‘15, fa :
'hﬂtuurmplQCgs wnps§
J  shelter for the

ment e &ns tnt snlftlng of the cuntr
1nhub1t@nts iTe rquy tu HruVl‘b the Tl
gurRUSt.' R ' "

Unlfurmlty ‘in Fqu gruv;51un {5§7 e

9.15. - W1tn tiw prbsent churastgtlun Gues un ularm1ngly unobate,,
thne flre~Wous h@ve become ngrC& tverY‘whtrt.chn An, the must
interior. areas, vf the Sto te, it is GJVLsable thet < prQVLSlun for
fuel'for tVery Anganwgd¢ ptntrb bb egrmgrkej anj 5anctLuneJ tu
th(—, lc.t*tt.r. : ’

Cunstgnt Vlgllgnbb fur tlleY quply af SNP food stuffs :

9.16J Tu cneck eny slgckncss un-the ycrt uf ogpruvej Sule Supgllbr
inclading its iifferent brenches, 1t is suggeste 1 thit Tegular mo-
" nituring of the supply oui Sn@ fould stuffs to oll the HrthCtS be
dune by the Directurate of suciel Welfere. Such’ messure will' €Na-
ble the lmplbmbntlng Departuent tu ildentify a brgnch or Brgncnes
uf NLLOFbD belgtlng tnc supply of fou stuffs to the chcerngj

‘ Prugccts. _ S . T '

M&aSUFbS fqr tgckllngrthe alle}ge} ‘snurtege -in guantltz
V 1ssue, frum fhe Stgtcj quntltx : R

9,17. The DRO Ipr C&ll Tura wnuse prJJthS WeTe, dllbgbjly Sald
tu exoerlence such anumgly, sugge:ted tnat a vhysical: prcsence of
& steff’ frum Prthct Oftiice et the MbLOFhD QUJUWn ot thne t Liie of
'ntaklng mngdrment tna 0qn51gnm€nt of Cummu“ltles meent for their
Project, hlturngtcly, a wblghing ‘scale be. installe ! tu egch gnJ
uevery Pfﬂgect Office for re-welghlng the gugntlty of cUmmqutles
jjtllVbIb to tnelr rechctlve -Tujhct In betwecn tna th; tne
secoun ] clturnutlve appeors tu be cesier than the flrst unc, but
fias flncnulgl 1nvulvement whichduay not be founl oCCthqblt by
~ the quernmcnt 'S0 for €asy. ap,ruvgl by tne QUVcrnmant tuc first

' glttrnLt¢ve 1s. :ecummenjej.

Quorterly 1ecklng

9.16. To ensurc.buﬁter pcrfurmcnce frum tne hngunwg i Workers
perhaps, there is Mo substitute to regulqpt*ﬁ,ﬁctlon Of the Centre.
end checking. of tugir Registers,; ot lewst once in tnree wontis.
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for each Cbntfe_by the UOberSur I/c Thusélwgrkers~fqunj ty. be
insincere en. incuigetent Je591tc rbpyutbj wernings ehd advices .
-Wild heve too be. Teplace ] ufter nuv1ng been 91th enuugn tlme tu,k
exglgln tuems@lves ' '

i

In51stenc§ uf bqu—Wnght m;asurbmbnt :

Y W, A ptrlOJlCul u;,surumcnt ot @ bujy—welgnt ot bcneflcldrles
(0=6 yeurs, of ege) being une uf toe specifie ) Jutle-uf tne woTrkers
it~ 1:~su39eutcﬂ_t“gt the same ‘may be curried out regulerly: wnd the
resulis be 1nLLLLteJ-L1eur1y ugolnst tner bbnef1c1gr1es resaeqtlve
nemet’ In case of new rucru1ts, tne Suile muy be m&le to-learn the.
techniigue of uperctlun tne” matter. The superv15urs Day. «18J. be’ in-
. structe te check the “cglster in wnlch tne bujy»welght ‘of tht'bté
fnbflmlgrlbs is. rccurjbu. IR AT I IV

Ny L —
N InCIEQSb‘ efforts fur 1mmunlzat1un beerCts s

9 20 T é Jhmmnlﬁgtlun SberCbS jellVbrEJ unJer ‘the leb, s

» pdrtrgyej in t“‘ rel event Tables ngLJ on . Jota SuppllEJ by tuajg
sgm‘Ie IpDS RruJLcts onJ‘ongunwull Centres, prQVb, tu be at e Vbry
1uw key A11 remejlal me;surts ne;J, thercfurb} taKLn Wp toweards
remuval Of Ubstoblbs rchun51b1e fur tuls pdltry dChle&mth
Vactines p¢rt1culor1y tine one relotlng tu BCG md y be madedadews, -
quetess Further, ) the parents’ be well 1nstructeJ ao not -0 miss Lo
scnedule d subsequent uzu,(s) uf lumunlzotlon thot 15, in. rbSptCt
uf DPT, Poliv: enl Typnoil. B SR

” Cunqlstbncy of figures at Project level @
9°21" The  Jote receive ; frum tiie selecte J Projects pértiCulafly
taut of ThaJ1GSKLln, ldCth ustch1b1y o fecture of cunsistency.
‘It is, .therefore, SUngStL) thgt nLLLSSdrV lmprchﬁknt be effecte

towerds tuis Jirection, tnrougi P ruper ‘scrutiny «ny. IEBUlor g Li—
tendnce uf the Jdate cullectel Jrum~%hb algoan i ‘ceitres,

Malntemancy uf VLtal 8tcL;%t¢cs ;. g

J.22, Tu serve os vne of tnb 1nJlCaturS abuut tnb lmgact Of tne
SChEmL, & 51m le Vltol btatlSthS rclgtlng tu the tgrget gnQUPS

(l,c. 06 . yeors ci1l iren & pre;nant women) is c\)nsz.v.e.revl qultb
necessary, In case of Jeatns, known causes. may be ln‘lCoth cgullsl
~each incilence. Perheps.such veirtrure will pTovide & Vbry leuablb
- 50UrCE, ot lnfurmctlon abuut the ncaltn cUnjltluns in tie village,

i"‘o"‘ .o ; . 94/—' : ’
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ReCusz fur outs tufh uf t“b uun-furmal prehscnuol EDUCatlun(NPh)
9. 23,50 4 51mJ1e oljltlundl effurt “the. Anggnw 1 WOTkeIS ey Nave
to be maJe vnée « ngr ‘in try¢nc t5find" uut tnL nUmer of. cny

uUt~Culng Chllqren of tnelr rLSprthL NPb Whu Julnt the! luCul
;prlmury Scnuul. Tnu numbhr 50 rLCblVb Ty e rderJEJ a nnuully 1n
thelr N2k Rﬁglster ltself ' s

winiwiziig the erk—&uaj uf tnb Anggnwajl workers s v
Y24, Having cure ] @ 9rumblu from all our selecte ] Sausle, angunu
wall workers onl &lss by our owii ubserveation, we were quite’ satis—~
fiel that those poor honorary workers were reclly neevily uverbur-
Cdenel, Seelng tedngs b, uurSelves, with their liwitel knuwluigeg we

feel quite justifie ) for recommending of reucing tneir workdoa

to the minlmUM~pussiblt ) as_tu conforu more or 1.ss witu dn'f\
amoynt of honordrium tiey are palj w1tn.”l£ is not clear wily - toeir
stock:. H&CLSter ete. bb subJecteu to lucel aulit when a supervisor

is there tu gJ tnrougn thelr recorls, This 1s just tu citelan exauple

1

'1etgll is left to the. 1mp1ument1ng Deydrtment &S whet things to be U
'Junn in tu1s respect, ' SRR
N MublllZutlun uﬁLPubllc pdrthlgatlun :
9,25, In orler to get anjactive participataon frow. the qullc
;tuwcrjs the lmHlbmentatlgn q£ thg_scnbmb,,lt is perhaps neceBSaTyY

‘fur thu CDPOs tu nake. u,,ginf'thgt once 1in twy, years, &t least,  tney
shoulj bb able ‘tu holl & locel PUbllC’m&btlng at euch an} every”
AngoUWQJl Centre 'tu explain to fne people. about the schicme anl to
Teniin | them; of tnerl rhSpunS bllltles to make tub sCheue | a—grand

st.lcc:ess.,~ o R o [ ‘Z

Conclusion :

9 20:‘; SerV1n9 the rurél cUmmunlty (1.6, terget group) ‘under tnL
three'Jlmen51uns ngmcly, nutrltlun, healthn enld eJducations,  —the
must net e J sbrv1ces of QuUr rurel quulatlun, tie ICDS Scnelue Te—
celvej Jeep apprb01at1un from tie  locul peole witi witom we hel
JlSCUSSlJnS Jurlng our flglj stu,y.;Descrlblng it, as tne unly Je—
velupmcnt sch;mb, that has actuolly Cuile jlrect tu the Juqr of the
rural pour,,the sample beneJ1c1gr1es desire thdt -the buvernment
woul cUnthue with the Schewe in thelr respective ville gb/lqcullt'
By thelr own ubS&IVutlun, they founl tne yuod effects of the ‘sCheme
on their SuClbty. Of course, there were some of the scmyles Wi

though tney likeld the schewe .no Joubt but reveglej tneir Jisatlse "

faction witn' the wUrklng uf the lUCul Wurkers Sti1lllthere were feW_f

of tiiem (samJies) who QoyegreJ to ‘be 1nultferent tuwngs the Scheme,“

‘ .
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Ln flne, we may, wituout uny hbSltdtlun at a11 'CanluJL thut’ the
publlc do. oCtUully realise tnL 1npqrtunc; &~hffl€uClJUS effects uf
the Scoecme UQun their chlety but wiFalls uut eforts nebj however)
to be tXCtrtLJ in orjer tu clear uff tie: aurales now 1mprln9 fur
the effectlve 1m;1ementot1Jn @i thb ST so- thet tne benef1c1gr1ts

can . Jerlve full beneflts irum it (bChbe)

‘_-—_-—._..,...—-

SUuuw-\RY OF l"_[l\:D_LNGS

1

H&CfUltm»ﬂt uf Angunwajl wurkers s’

lO l. SByandilarge, Anganwall Workewus Whrt recrultbj 1uc011y unj
except fuw (of them) all were trgln&J (parus 2,3, 4. ) ' S
10,2, (i) Ythe ratiov uf bugerv13urs Ao Angalwa i Centres: in tne ﬁhree
§e1ectej ICEb rryjects. Wur&b out tu between lz18& wnj 1:20.&s 1n. 199L-
92 as ‘etgainst 1317 thlch&J in the-Schems . (11) Incidentally,: two

of the-three Selecte J Iqu Prujects reported of @ s shortege of une

"'OUJerVLsur'e .£h 1 tnelr reSpectlve Project, (Parcs 2,5,6.).

lu 3.m Angonwng_ Wurker ;. : IR

(1) Ihe study- foun g thgt the v11109e level Wurhbr uf tne scheue
wes entrusteJ w1th multl llcity of functluns She Wus to mglntuln,gs
many &S qbuut 13- Rec_,lsters (yara 2 T1.8.:} L e

(ii) Thklng unly the main. 1tems ot her gCthltltS{‘Sh& WS to en—

“‘gcge apy sroximately 5,00 huurs Jqliy (Pgra 2, 9.)

" (EEi) ALL the Salple wurkers tXpT&SSbJ tnelr greut ‘issatisfactiun
 OVET the mcagre cmount uf hunorarlum polj to them. ‘This. V1ew w1y
" shared by all thb three sc“uplb \,DHOS._ (.«.ra 2, 10714 ) '

Scheme bthrEHe': ST 3'5wﬁ N

iu 4. (1) Till 1991-92, ‘there had been 29: IpDS kTujeCtS (1n func—
“*tlunlng puSltl&n) asregainst 30 C.R. ,D. Blucks n the sdmé yeur,
the number E553 hﬂbgnWoJl Centres -stood ot 1536 as ggalnst 49CQ nus
of inhabited villeges in the State, qCCurJlng tu 1981 census(Para
3,124, - s

o (11) Of the tnree selectej IC% fruQects, two uf thbm were yet
" tu - cuver thelr rbSprtht nunber of 1nhqb1teJ blllcges(lle) with
Angenwali uentres while - in one vi thbm, t@e Anganwadi Centres as
they stood in 1991—92 chad alrquy uutnumbered 1ts l981 Cbnsus

X

“ inhabite i vxlluges (Hard 3 4. )

SeleCtlon ut*Benef1c1cr1es H

10.5. (1) In s far as the 6 out of 8 sauple hnggnwgdl erkers,:
the stujy found very satisficd with messures and exercises taken
towards 1dent1f1cot1un of e€ligible beneficieries, Thus, olmost &ll

the Samplb benef¢c1gr1cs were found to belong tu low 1ncuwme group,
(:ara 42 . .
eor 96/~



(11) A, bujy welght uf every Sivp cn‘IJ was reportel to be first
meusureJ 1nvar1gb1y befure being. bnrullbj uS €ligible beneficiary.
in prcCth&, it apyearej, however, tﬂut no reyility wes adhered to
tnis conlition (Earg “, 3 )T

5NptanbflClurl&S 5

<106, (1) Thure WGS a stbujy lncrtase in &n uVer~a11 number of SN,
benefLC1gr1es 1n tne’btute from 48 B85 in l988—89 56, Cﬁﬁ in .
L9V 1-92 rbLlCt&rlng tnus an 1ncreose uf 14 63 P.G wththe "4 years
perio] or 3.6, P.c ;funnudlly. The 06 ytars chirdren constituted
fur .over 805..c. of the tutgl benbf1c1gr1es.’ Selno '
(i1): In ths 3 sei;éfej DS Prubects, while Rungrom PrUJ»ct

‘recorlel; nu Juubt “an Uchrj moveiient in tne aggregate number of
T.SJNP BtnbfLC1ur1es from 126U in 1966 to 1061 in:1v91 wnlch wast e
quivalent to 36,4 0 .T. TlSt, but' that of Bhol sTea. <nd Thadlgskexl
1n%}c?te1'a steep Jecline by 26,6 P.c. and #3.2 p. c._resHect1Ve1y
juring tﬂe'6foe3pung1n9»per1uj; ‘Teking only 0-6 yeurs cnlljren
the pcrcentage of théQse‘ln 1991 wus 39.3. unjer Bhui hr%a end
7%.2 unJer THa ileskein ¢umpére 1t thet of 1968 pustilun.

(111) The scl&CttJ Angenweli Centres (one Centre having no re-
CUsz) ShOWLJ, on QVerage, to heve mure thun 80 nus . uf bmp bene~
ficieries in tnelr Fnrolment (Rurg +e4e 6, ) '

,,,,,,

'tre Jurxng 19687i99g roﬂdt¢ bgtween 19 unJ 29 nuS unjer Hungram,
f33 nd 5L nius [unjer Bhul . ATea and. between 7_anJ 12 ne&dnder

'''''

'mThajlaSkéln IbDb PTu ject., (Pora “he L4 ) . f,h _‘ﬂ',rvL_“”'?

P

. Acnlevcment uut uf estlmatej nu. uf b&nEflClurleS basej
TR 1991 CeAsus P . - -

 !¢0 8 .HS IbgngS 06 yegrs, tht utate level- acnlevement stuud dt
‘28 8 P c., Rgngrum Iqu Pruject 14,7 P.c.,Bhul hTta -L6 2. ? c,an
' ThgjluSkeln Prugcct 27 dismul rete of. 3.9 R.c, of thclr rbSu&CthL-
estlmateJ number of benef1c1ur1es based on 1991 Census, (yaro G

hCCummuJotlunS H

j'lu 9, Two “wf the eight selected ARganwa J1 uentres CU“JUCth

" fHeir ‘GNP feeJiig! wctivities! in:an Aopen &ir fur wgnt uf uCCUEh
"'mujutlgn (Pofe 4i17.)

' Buqy \v61gnt uv1ec.surum:nt

10.10. b WaS. Jfoun.i that o quY welght uf & 1Qr9e number of CLb
years cnlljrtn weas not inJicete ugglnst tnelr‘ngme 1n the SNP

Heglsters (PaTa +.25,)
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~Estimcte ! va]ue“uf SNy fouls J*strlbuteJ to bencf;C;arles

,Le,Ucv 1€
lu.ll Tne figures aVulldblt at the yress root o in resHect o

the selected hnaanwadl,lbentres whowe J that the value of an aumount
Of NP fous serve ] tq the- three—tlvr gruup of benef1c1or1es il

was mucn 1uwer thgn thut of stlpulatej rates eXcept in resgect of
hllegre. anJ Nortlong-ﬁuhshnung at least fur tne years lQ@&-bQ wnd
196990 (Pdra 4.3.)

bui_;i;jleme’nte,ry Int ke 3

”lv.l_. AS meuHStrotbA by tnt flnulngs in the sumple AnLgnWaJl Ceils
tres, 1t rthcled thut-nqneﬂof “the SeletLJ aamgles (pbntres) Eoull
SUpplebQ£ their respective beneficiuries (by BroJes) w1th an envi-
sayg J- amqunt of celories anl prutbln excegt ‘one Centre fur lybb—b9
anl 1969-9U only (Pers . “o 35 ) D :

Hggulgrlty anj oqequCY in the quglx uf SNH fuu; Stuffs

1034 ﬁegulurlty in tht squly qf oip fquswgs yet tu be rbqllSEJ
Shortggn of uctual qucntlty uf bwa Conau dities rerlveJ frum toet
’Stoth Qmuunt was glre‘ b, the sgmple erKers, sume uf mhum tuux

poln in. re—Wblghlng the same (Pdra 4,30-37.)

FeeJlng Joys :

_1u.;¢. (1) Tnn number of feeling Joys repurte"by the Sdmple WoT-—
.kers J:Lffe,rt—.J wilely as between - 1lo-anl 271 Jays 1n & Yeel. &S, g
~,gc.a:l.ns‘c. slgte@ 300 Jays. slmllurly, for the month of July, 92 the
Varlatlun An the feeJlng Jeys Was between 1J dnJ 27 Jays JtpenJlng
'GCCUrJlng tu thelr Stut&Mbnt, upun the anllcblllty of fou items
.at thblr xlSﬂuSul. ‘5,. e S : e T S

(11) Neurly 46%, uf tne Stl&CtﬁJﬂIhSpunJentS(b&n&iLClgrlevCunflth
tu be rcmemburlng tnot they were rece1V1ng me foulds 1ess tnan 6
Jays & week (Pdra 4 39 ~ 4.4, )

Health gumpuncnt z

10, 15 DmmJanotlunS 3 :
(1) puring 1968-69 . to 1591-92, tne YLurly oV&ruLb nu. "Of beneficic—

Tries . 1mmunlzej in the State c‘gc.n.ns.t tnc fullanng Jisesses Stou
at = (a)BCG -4920 nos (b) DPT —,53“1 nus (c) polio — 4622 nos
(1) Typhulj ~ 2580 nus ¢ ) IT = . 4566 nus. - -
(11) The figures, so furnlsneJ by the Dlrthqrotb of . Suc1al Wwels
fare when being Je uceld tu the acnlevement per Iqu PruJth in. the

utgte showeJ tngt the beneficiaries immunize 1. agulnst BuG,eollu Ty~
phoid enlt T,T. Wurka to be below 300 nus egch Jbr yeor '

....98/—



- 9% - =
:(i ) -If the Samt 15 furthed 1nferrbi fvithat ot benbflblarlbs fg;
hngunwdjl Cbntre, thc Tesults. 9Gve Ub Just o»uut 4 nas ) :

yeor for: BCG,DDT,Pullu,typnulJ between 2 & 3 end IT between'z &4
nos ytr‘ytar JUfl“L l&bb-lel (Qurc Sgi;)

PerfqrmunCt by tnc selbcte} sgu&gcs;;:_

lO 16 (1) Iin su far as p& WiS chCerneJ,'the peCe ot ucnleVeuu—,nt'
in tre 3 sample ICDS Projects wes more or 1es5 Cumpuruble to tngt
vf state level flturbs, wheTe &S 1n rbspeCt of DDT,pPuliv, etc.,the
positiun in thne three PruJLCtS was of higher levely. '
(i} At the sauple anganwadi- pentres, the no. of b&neflClurltS @ dind -
nistere ) with tamunization fuoqlnst the gfura—sulj JleaSLS WaS
found to be of higher scale thet of Ste ate level dcn;tvemcnt (Jbr
hngonwajl Centre ) €.§s BCG béneficicfics stoud bethen 5 «nd 20 nos
onnuolly.

Drogsvuut :

1u.17. (1) An over-all yanEUtugb of Jrops~out in respect of DPT
an rwllu stuoj at 34, 02 anl 33 19 rtSuthlVblY in tne Selnctc

_ IbDb PruJ§CtS.‘j ' .

(11) The sample AnguanJl btntres iniiceted the rates of Jrups out
&s . 25% anl 22, 19% for DeT gn] Puliv respectively but that of Ty-
phoild remaine ) as high as 70.7 P.c., (Para 5, 9—10)

Nun-furmdl Pre-bcnoul Lducutlun

=10, l&. a Every hnggnwc.l ppntre 1nc1uJ1nc tnt salecteJ &omylbﬁ,WdS
.;repurteJ and fuunj tu hcve y nun-fqrmal Pre~sch001 (qua 6¢l )

i bngrv151uns

AA.‘J;‘_& ko

~

10, 19. The Superv151un buth by the CDPOs and: SupeerSurS 414 nut
igappegr tu e sdtlsfuctury (Purd 7:3s )

Cu—Or 1net1on ¢

10;20. The stuldy fuunj_a very sati%factbry cuiQrJihofiun thet
eXistel between the Sucisl Welfane“anj thLiH¢¢iﬁh.Deyartment.
(rare Toa.) | . '

Cummunlty Purt1c1)gt1un s

' lO 21. In- pruCtLCb, tﬂb communlty porthlgutLun in most ot thb
selecte hnganwa i bentras WS nut encUuraolng (Porq 7 9. )

e e b‘. . 99/’- 4



- 99 e

.
L]

Imgact :
Body, Weights :

10_22. (1) ~s to théf?slutlgn between the SN2 Serviceé“and the
boly weight uvf 0-6 yuars'chiljren,.therc appeare) to exist a fa-
voursble impact in respect of tne two out of three sample Projects,
base } un figures furnisael by them,

(ii) The available’figures from the 3 out of 8 selecteu ANganwadi
Centres gove ny clear anlLatldn as- tu. the contribution of the
ICDS berv1ces tq tne buJy welghts of the benef1c1gr1es (Para 8.)

s

Lupdct on Hedlth s

10,23, (1) The absence vf relevant Jata wade it very difficult for
us to throw specific comments in tnis regardy .
(i1i) 75% of the selected respondents (beneficiaries) maintailned
‘however, thet their chil iren who were puarticipating in the ser-
vices renlerel by the Scheme, did hweve more resistant power ageainst
cummonly: known Jdiseases than others, ‘

(1iii) The same proportion of selected sawples testified tu have
observel) a marked Jeclining trend in child mortality in their
‘respective village since tne operation vf the ICDS Scheue, :
(iv) Respon%e tou hnté—natal clinic Services agrangeld unler the

ICDS Scheme was quite evildent with 59,2% of the sawples claimeld

'to have utilizel the yiven facilities,(Fara 8.)

Education

10,24, Loucal people snhowe ) equal kmeness on the Non-forwal Pre—
schoul education &s tou those of formal Primary Schools,

Problem & Suggestluns :

10. 25, probiems besetting the snmuth functlunlng of the 5cheme
as well as snurt—chlngs in its lmglementatlon were Jduly identi-
fied ani brlefly narrateJ in Chapter IX.

4

N/- . ; oo



3NngRE-I

GHIL y DEVEU.PMENT sanvzce._,

A age 23 R

SHR - benﬁficiaries and fund Requiremeht in :ms Standard calwlation

for p:@ulatlon.

Cwws med | wes o AaE v e san A WS el e e et Game e B S . T

s "38, m 4;”.3& 8’ 38.%

--nmp—*—*—-——-_-,}@nm”-ﬁntmu-—-,——

8, 3;5

- , - Plu::;sa_']‘.'~ _IriB'aJ. U'ban
i1} Total polulation ‘ 1,000 1,000 l,
;§~2“'.~_T3tal number of children below 6 years 170 1D 10
23} Number of severely m@lnutrit;ongd ke 17 17 17
5t children, - . R !
(4) Number of other chiliiren in need of supp- * 15 110 51
. lementary nutrition’ (30%. 6% JoMl xospoctively) 3 "
(5) Number of pregna#t womeh at a point of 24 24 \'24
.- time (2-—4%of polulation} ) ;
(6) Numbér of Pregnant wom n in tmxd 8 8 ‘8
tremester {1/3 of (5) S ; T
(7) Number of lactatinQ“MenLui to six mmth 16 16 16
. of. Laetatisn)at 2 Qaiﬁﬁ af %:Lma( l.& of R
pwulatz.oh) = i o
‘(8) Total ac (6) & (7) o 24 24 24
&) for vow {3 o 3,060 3, 060
(b) z*’far rgw {45%’ 75 Per year e 3y &25 : :3 825
(@lﬁfanmm (’93%.150 per. year R 02 - o DR X .L;

e S —— s

-



statement shDW1ng food items etc,used for SNP under Im.»_, schemex A ‘ ANNEXUBE ~ Il
TG ng 1988 -89 ~ 1991-92‘3; the sanple 103§ fro}ents. ’ ‘
Yo s 1988 - 89 R

-u-v--'-v—-_--i‘"?-G-n'-'-—--....-‘—--w.--..—-p -—q—-—.---....-,-'u..,.u.-_-..,am e W e e e wem o Ere e oty G wew wom

- Rangram ARG Bhog Atea" R R A _Thadlaskein
Quantity ~ “Rmount 7 Qué‘ﬁtlfyt , lmount ..... Quan'ﬁi'fy T Kmount

Axa) L Bes B (KDL Res o B LK) _Be B
9051, 940, 67,889, oo‘ 24055.600‘ 1, 56,361, 40;__ 88, 65,000 153, 192,00
/18436920 1,96,285,00  5706,000.  75,604,55 2,12,21.000. 3,33,420.64
29985.660+1,22,839,00 . 17435,000 ~ 78,457,50 © 23,192,082 ' 74,612,680

9648% 340 75’4w 00 3487 6 5 0 I 26, 152.33 ;k. lCXM OOO : 23, 055.(13

5. Rjce: % 12720.600 7 55,227,00 | 25330 .500, 1,07, 654,62 " . 4474,000 - 20,133.00,

6./ M DL C“frt“f w o 5607,730°1,22,242:80°  1081.805 20, 48800 322(111:) 15, 4.00.

T Me DL D ,w-,51 Fo3p 43,316,000 ¥ 77034900 53,933 40. ' 449,000 3":59.2 00

8. Salt | 744.0@9 1,421,00 267,500+ | 5,97L.17. . 448,000 . 1,287.00
9. Ohion e em YL M= e 1833.96% 252,84 - -n 0o L
10, Dates 4 o M L 5664.080 2,1L,502,00 ., 2657,862° 61, 180,00
11. Soya %eaa R s 27684,100 2,47, 238.25‘ 6563.000  41,859,00
1Zinrweea v E B S 19949.000 1,11,389.00
13, Mllk Powder T i : - B \ DRI SR -

i e

14, Th.l.n ATTOWIoot, . L ‘ e e e L e ey

15, Dalda o | o 235,000 5,336,000 - 4

16., Ssap-' PR o 340 3: 1508°OO ' 5 o -

i mun | v ek v R e --.._.-.-—-.4-.._‘.,,_‘_.,‘.- e amy e Cmrm o -.h-—-A.o g e mms s iea e S S e es e e

)

L ';_ 86458 690 6, 84, 669 00 123083, 835 9, 99, 997. 18 ‘86855 166 - 1, 29, 364,44

o d e oo



1989 - 90 | ANNEXURE ~II

Sa emme tEN maa PR wems e e aey e e — e v uis e —x‘. com o mem r g e e e - WA wmm eew v e cwe £

S1yy - ' "R Sngram BHozaArea . Thadlas kem
No,, <Commodities annflt_z ~ Ampgunt_ ,__Quantlt _ Ampunt Quant_;:ty ~ Amgunt’
s . } . ' o . .‘l Kg. ] . Rs' P .- I(g. S‘ : P Kg. ’ IRS P

e e s g s .-,r........—-....-«.x_-._...."..,...................._.. B R I T a......,..._..~,..r..f...... e e -4....-—.-wu..-v.-—--—-.=.a,...-.-

1. Bengal fram'  20183.780 1, 76,196.00 4340,000 3,38,426.25 12971.102 . 97,476.76
2. Grobnd put ' 15674,020  2,38,215,00° 9574,000 1,41,341,00 17871,655 2, 77,099, 64
3, suji ... 4541,000 ' 20,885,00 . = - 55085558 2, 19, 724,62
. 4-_-5098? ‘ DR 1219.(I)O ; 17’ 979,00 IR __ 3547, 392 69, 799,00
5Q4JRiCé o - -.18687..760. \\84,095.00 18624,000 1,04, 247,75 o o

6, . Dil(1it) 4557.020  1,14,622,00  2417.150 44, 758.54 - S

e M. Dal - 7779, 200 - 82, 654,00 ‘.\4159?, o850 45, 409, 65 - R
8, salt . 1342,000  2,)897.00  3204,1%50 5,628.50  1075,000 2,022,00 °
¢+ Onien o o N e - S
110¢ Lates ... 5422000  €0,398,00 936,705 21, 544,20
‘11, Soya bean . .. .- . .. . 41731,000 3,27, oso oo" 20695,380 1,47, 874,07
12, LTy pea | o e T e
13, Milk Powder T I ) ~ 1222,000(Tins) 39, 104,00
14, Thin AIrowroot | N o R AR . | 370,000 1 51’“300'00
15, Dalda R T S - R o -
16,50 L - e | 17-'19("0“5)‘ ,5;-‘698.-'00; Lo M07udoz, 3, 678 foo

1

LI s e d

cr e we sea WO s s rmm ma s owen wme v i e e . . [T e . > - 1 B .
¢ '

75184,7%0 7, 37, .oo 86472, 25 10, 74,1163, 9 113693 792 9, '29 532,29 -
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}§a@ Commodltzes

- W e P

Y %ae T T Rs. P 7

1990 -

L e + o

Ronoram -
Quantlty o

Vv-u o '-- e ».,m" - ar "

:z,l. Beng l f*ram
2. Ground nut
30 Suii
4; Sugar
5, Rice
6, M, 0il(1it)
*7a M. Dal
78. Salt -
9. Onion
10.ates
+.11,Soya bean
_12hry oea
L 13Milk Powder
14.Thin Arz;aw:;o:t
15.nalda
. 16.50ap
17§Shiza

T o, e e

Sn/-

10524, 900
- 6249.800

1372.800

485,000

e

s . a e

19332.500 2, 56,317.00

“Amount

e

98, 556,00
1, 25,096,00

31, 573.00

91

-
ﬁ* Qlartltx
g . ,..Kg‘ N

18306. 525

_t391.700

;_;593,000

ke B
AT e

‘ 254 bars
4563, 500 Kgs e

*9584:.500 A:

2

Bﬁol Areaw'-_e.w

31115,476 - -

v 556,925
R $3nm . .
 2042,100

20026,900

| 44294,150. 5,88,

P

Amount
S,

1,51,028 50
48, 289,88

=

3,917,00

-

l
-~
!
-t e
R
i

14, 224,00,

. 15663.35
'2,769.25

, 40, 732,98
1 3,03,022,00

3, 397 25;_3

19,885.00 :

" 48784,000

93945,759

Tﬁadlas?eln
CLantltx

Koo o2
14188,000

24502, 388
1816.221

3780.150

e
~
)

-’

ANNEXURE *

oy

— -y

—

Amountf:“
S. P

1, 36, 204, 80

\

_hﬁqszﬁl

14,983,83 |

+33,076,30

3, 80, 844,00

e

B e T P

6, 76, 529,37 .

P L



i _»_?ll.fS'Ql’y’a bean
412, Ly Pea

B 1991 -

ST T e R_ n’gram =
No. ' Commodities 'Quantlty amount_
! ‘ ) ngo ‘ RS P

v wrea e wars R L I

1. Bengal Grem 14119?.000" "12.4'"1'. 220,00
2, Ground nut
3, suii |
. '#, Sugar : |
‘B, Rice 6345000 . 34,897.00
CleaM.oil 2037.900; . 62,003.00
ToM.Del X680 40,154.00
. 8-‘ Sa l*-:t'; o 834"*240 l 24'1' OO

.9, onion
. 10. ates

'.].3. Mllk Po/vder S ‘
" 514 Thln ATTrow Roat

‘15, Dalda ¢ 25,600 -0 c . 563,00

e .
Lo Vel T

(N kwm kA pwer am TR mes e



b . BhdiArea _ T . T4 T~ "Thadlaskein_
o JLuantity T7 T Amdunt” 77 MQuantity T _Amount”
l1 Kg. RS.. ) P ; Kg. : RS. P

w3 emas e - ves e e tua . — e -~

16997.600 1, 63 157,05 35426.724 3 37 977,95
4267,650  1,06,691,25 20455,388 1,15, 159,81
- 1192,472 12,401,71 .
3059,680 20, 652,84

- - S et . -

11284,950 32,296,20 © 188 lit, -  6,956,00
| | - 63L.748 . 7,896,85
1753,312 3,320,12 832,750 . 1,814,80
992,900 T 4,243,05" uzoo ooo 1,400.00
37458.636 2,89,110;05‘. 6896,004  62,849,00
oo ll418 600 85,639, 50

e
G i e . . -
oy SRR e

2815500 2. 3[Q_ "N Yoo Coe L



ANNE A RE—.I,
of cgmmodltles issued t:> 8 samole ANNE KU : II

“ggatement snowang Lne cxudm.lt _
' G leT "ICLS scheme, d durin ng

g H,‘ﬂanvadl centres “for_ Jlstribu'fl:m to SN2? Der: ,eflclarles ur»

S ouyrces

: TC,S Prajects.

e T

1968 = 89 . = ~IO91 - 92,
o 1988 = 89 S
A o ;\llegre Bolong 'Pilang- | I\‘ongkhlah Sonidan' Kyrdem "t Nartiang mmldglaw’ Remarks
] Qty 'mada 'kata X y ! t Pohshnongt ¢ ¢ 1 :
5 | (ke) b (Ra) Lt (K _t (ko) _ g .(Ka) .. (Kg.) §.(Kge) . Lt K@) oo Ll
o Bergal grsm 276, 800 178.942 286,980 234,070 334,200 218,857 159,930 106,200
%Jf,{gr}ound nut 0 235,275 | 134,710 158,800 .. 45,800 o €0,500 58,060 332,580 330.7’20 : ‘
3, “Suji 547,008 . 89,900 213,875 162,00 235,376 < 214,200 234,100
4, Sugar 180,000 19,912 42,875 32,40¢ 47,075 35,425 16,065 17,557
5, Rice’ 312,135 160,664 292,175 233,675 98,595 258,990 100,800 100,000
6. M. Oil(lit). 108,425 39,178 9.400 9. m 9. 1a¢ 9. 758 3,000  3lits,
7. M. Dal 183,235 66,880 92,490 70,886 102,320 219,905 10,080 ' . 10,000
3, salt 20,000 18,000~ 24,988  25.280° 27.7¢0 24,327 12 pkts. 12,000
5. Onion 21,977 15.980 21.3¢0 15.886 T
10. Dates 63.870 59,040  70.5%0  57.735 66,900  73.975 i
11. Soya bean 342.835 246.500 379,788 269.780 161,850 165,575
12. Dry pea ; S B & 286,252 " 234.322 |
13, Milk Powder: -~ e - ) - - - Y - ' ' —-
14, Thin Arrow root - - - - - - - -
15, Dalda . . 2 Kg 2,000 2,000 '
16, Soap . 3 3 5 bars .



ANNEXURE =- FTI

11989 - 90
g7 " Food Ttems ’f i A‘l‘Ie‘gr'E 7 5100+ P'l'IaTig" ,"‘N'Un'g-" B S‘orfl'd’ah ."KYI"L‘em “Nartiang — sUmjFlFLs T -
Noe, - - Qty (Kg.), mada  kata . khrah . Pohshnong , siaw  Remarks
;...._.!...._.....—....-w...'-.. — et (KOs - (Kae) (.KQ)__....(KQ:.).; (KQ.J‘..L..\_‘ ......_x__._.z.._......'
1, Bengal gram {353.175 178,942 389,900 364,800 456,500 463,900 '105.457 143,547
2 ground nut 268,875 134,710 190,800 . 83.700 96,00 105,900, -153.129 154.816
3. Buji ~ 78.750 . 39.900. 0 : 508,204  446.718
4., Sugar - - 39.300 19,912 e 118,642 25,245
5. Rice - 317.100 160.664%?*-};256.975 217.800 260,775 275:600 133.900 © 133.900
60 M. 0;1(1 +) . 77.325 39,178 19.905 19.750 24,567 _26.190 . 1.0
To Mo Dal 132,000 66.880° - 54,730 - 30.285 23,787 38.530 18,070  0.045
8+ salt 18,000  18.000 30.485., 29,480 354207 . 36,040 94000 9.
9 .Onion ' 2,410 - . 4,000, %500 3,000
J.D.Dates x 66 osoiv 15 46 480,._,; 63;310 , 55.060- 17‘120 ‘ " 16. 850
11,Soya bean 468,850  354.350 425.275 444.000 - - 278.934 228,311
12,y pea “78.725
13.Milk Powder -8, 1its,
14,Thin ATrow Root | 144 pkts,
15.Dalda IR
16.508D 18 nos. 13 . 12,800 15ars. - 9 bundles .



——-—-ﬂ.-n‘--—r.——..—-

R R - al  Y
..,__.,,\.M._._,,-.-(Kg )_,,.“LKQ). AKge) .. .. fKa.).
1. Benﬁal gram 196.160 172, 760 130.200 116, 600
2. Ground put 343,960  200.653 13,050 15,600
3, Suji Lo - - - -
4. Sugar . | 3.355  3.405
5.':Rice o 133,080  77.630 - -
T : upto Septt.1990. 5
6, M.,oll 43,800 25,550 2,000 3,000
7 M.Dal 64,800  37.800 - -
. Salt " 17,520 10.220 6,534 24,075
9.0nion . = = 2.000 3,900
10.pates = . .- 23,100 9,500
1. Soya bean = - 209,050 165,900
12. Dry pea” . ' & - e -
Alf&. Milk Powder . = ° - R -
=l4. Thin Arrow roat - S - PO
1% Dalda . . . 0,280 ° - ~t
TR LT .. L. 6 nos, 21,760
,L7, Shlra I . Ca . S l_6.775i‘ 17,025



ANNEXUTE -~ III

Sonld_n f&fdem NaTtlang UmJaTb-'RemarEs’ -
Pohshnong siaw

(Kg..)__..(l’g;)___ e e e e e e

135,750 175,600 159,368 82,530 During
55,950  18.400 - - 1999
- - 204,280 340,567 1991-92
'3.220  4.300 15,322 18,044 C°he SubP-
. . ly 1s -
. gular ‘
3.000 3,000 - - Cue the
W _ non-will-
- - - - ingness
~ s , of supp-
6.8%0 54920 13(Imn;e) 120ktS. Jier %o
4,490 . 3,894 - ” - supPly
28,950 = 2L.800 — ... 8t the
. o accep -
195,725 229,00 29,720 29,110 ted
aii o caw 387,160 451,497 Taress
 t;;E- 7;5#399‘f;-’94 -
17,278 = 21,500 - -
N":‘_,.,‘A‘:"_ )

i e e wmem

- -
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. .

;ﬂ&. Food I'cams

1, ‘Be:ng'a“_l gram ..
2, Ground nut .
3. Suji o |
4. 5ugafr'

5,‘ Rice 7

6« M. 0il

7 M. Dal
8. Salt

9. Onion JRERERE

1Gn Datas ™
ll. Seya hean
12, D€y Sea -

-139; Mll% P owder

14, Thin .1I‘r3w rod2t «

15. Dalda
16. S oap

L
: L5

VA i-iggfe )

B 'LKS-) -
2204800

275,340

- l28§.~800

133 .080

1991 - 92

'Dolong- nPllang- ~ Nong—'
, mada ,kata #ykhrah

_ alkaw) "2 .;( Kas)_ 4 (Kge) -
143,000 154,800 192750

36,700 544,900 38,400

Ts'dn':‘fd:a”n"

1607615 -

3 R s
- ST -k’ - el -
: - [ S
B ) - -v..
- b2 4 i

77 630 E R
26 .250“

'Kyrdem ' NaTtiang 'UmJala-

e 49,790

* ANNEXURE = IIX

e WS e

P:;hshnong, siaw Remarks
175.000 443 519 319.9217 ,

- 212772
- 15,012

228.828
164180
34,125

N

- 370%0 - . A

- . 2m.325

13.187%
6,790

. 144625

294,875 219,412}

- - - -
S

e e o ame” e i e s

e wmw wes  eme wew ma s wws s

. 2,000F & 1.78F.s.

”*ﬁéélié

'-h"

10@960
: 4« 652 '

.338691.0

o - a
S - 2 -
’ |- ] - -
5,542 8, = - -

‘ - 1.000
10.244

10,000

3.000

134,136
123,120

\

2.350
70200 -
11,267

220.716°
127,200

s gl e e Ay e wme. N o s wms R vew  eps Ghfe W Rmes Ws dAme —



' ANNE XURE = IV
- Statement sho~1ng the estlmated money value of the SNP foods supBllied to the selected
‘Anganwadl centres durlno 1988-89 ~l99l-92 (based at procurlng Price atJPIOJect)ra ’

i 1988 -89
' nlIegxe 'DO‘“ng- T Pilanig- T Nong- 7Sodid§
! ! mada ' kata ! gbgah b

m.-RS: ‘b. 1 RS, RS. t 1 Rs‘_
076,68 1342,06  1865.37 1521445

‘Lu_“—-’.-‘-v

Si,
No. Food Items

—— me vem

Kyrdem "Nartisng ! UmJala-51aw Remarks
P ohshnon
RS, P _THs. F“Tfi‘ B3 E;"”‘“”“*”’ iy

2172,88 1422.57 950.+58 63720 - Figures in
brackets

=
&

, Bengal gram’_

N

H
R 4

W
.

N ,3
A CE

€]

N O
s

: M. 3.11( ll't)

Ground nut

Suj1

‘sugar,

Rice

. 3435.02
b 22420 TQ - =
. 1408.10
. 13%4,66
- 23%0.05
cevs 1111,18.

196677

163+ 59
155,31

657,28
841,93
557.78

 1241.74
177.66

779. 10

* 9 62&43 o

606, 85"

729.00 _

24300

993,12
183,33

- 01462

419.03

., 172, 37

7164 24

1089,18
353.06,

265,69
1100, 71
184,43

30 5224.83 - 5195.30
753,48

689&72
123.38’

453,60

77.34

- indicated
the daily
.average

134.84 expenses.

450.00
7734

96.00

e

®
e 5

Y -

SV e
S i
ct

1539.34 80,64
57.74 .. 50,60 . 33,60 . 33,60 -
%612 - TLAL - -

263.81 ' 21 1836,40 1701.42°

AT | it

Ty

38400 BL97
98. 9o_j"

2384.50

- 34420

A Dates' e TERE -\ P -- B - : )

2195,82

2204,55

. Srn ey yg“ﬂ"' :;'l Q
11 Soya bean : _ 3./2409,91 +1032,60 1036:37.

. -2290,02 1874.58
MlikiPowder LB - - R AT N Y. T - L e
2 Thln,anrmw root ”‘E o - - - EETANE R G pny e e e -

23 00

'1.,.- i

s Drx pea : ‘vf'_ W;/ . - - T -l -

13996"‘.39 ey ‘Ii'664 65 0375,98 957650  10036.08
(ab6y (o) (Seue) (3L {31052 (3249

KT ‘-.: - o~ b d ‘e " TR SRR . R «

12010,13

1250‘1. 71 o
(40,09

{41, 67) .




1%%. Food Items AlTegfe °
1- Bengal gram 3083, 0

“e

-

-:Ground net 7-4041,301"”_: "

3 suji o 354,83
4, Sugar.. ' 304,58
-5 Rice 1376.21
6, M. Qil(1lit) 1944.72 .
v, M. Dal o 1401 e .
CoSalt | " 38.88 ..
9. Onion T
10, Dates T g
1L, Sbya-, bean E -

12, DTy pea ' -

1%, Milk Powder -

14. ‘Thin Arrow noo0t -
lu. Dalda '
16 Soap ,

-

1989

“Jolong 'PlTang- -
'mada __ akata
,..Rf’,’ - Rs._ __P
1562“161 3017.82
2047.59  2300.70
'179;55??' -
154,32 -
697.28  1092.14"
985,33 - . 500,61
710¢26;;,. 581,23
38,88 - 65,87
- 710.8%
- 1518 69,
~ " agsa.ge:
=, e




ANNEXHBE - IV

“( 401 B 23)

=199 .,
'Nong- 'Sonida ! Kyraem “Nartiang 7 UmJa"la- T~ s
fkhrah 'Pohshmongj siaw_ 4 -
Rs. B Rs._ P Rs. "P7 "Rs. F L\ Bs, P T T
284541_ 3560, 10 3618.48. 791,98 1078,04 -
1799, 55, ch§4.oo_ 2276.85 2373.50 2399.65
- - - 1992.16  1751.13
- e .  366.87. 495,82
925,65 1108,30. 1171,30 602.35 €02.55
496,71 454,98 485,04 - 18.52
321,63 252,62 398,91 197.32 246,22
63.68 76,05 63,07 . 15,75 - 16,92
18,00 2025 13,50 - -
1069.04. 1456,13 613,37 190,72  387.55
2533, €0 3040.12 3480.96 2186.84 1630.14
- - - 629,80 -
- - - 512,00 -
- - 720400 -
37;18 | 35.00 46,65 48,00 - |
__1613;@ 48 T068.75 1.2168“.‘0’7 10827.29” 8537783 =~ 7~
| ),:"_ (40 56) (35.42) ' (28,.43)



1‘ Fbod Items

ﬁ_—~———_"=--umn‘---w

- e e

le

LW

104
1l
12,

14,
15,
1€,-
17,

R A R em

Bengal_gram
ground nut
Suji N
Suger .

"Rice

M. Oi1(113)

M. Dal
Salt
Onion
Dated
Sn?é bean

Dry pea-
13,

Mllk P owder

Thln,Arrow root

Dalda
S oap
Shira _

tmn e EE ey Ree mae aes e

1840, 18

| 619_1; 64

577457
100 7. 40

688,18

3%.42

-

e
\3

s e

10344 39

(34,48

ATlque

. . _Pe

1990 .

~ Bolong-

mada

o e e

E.. Pe

1617,03

361; 75

336.91
587,65
491,40

23,00

o

6373'62
(22 25) -

~ FiTangs

ka ta

= 1991

St orse xe e cm
Rse P
e

- 1074,15

202,28

33,55

. 56,00
19 .54
.22..00
46.84

2119.77

56.00 .
160.75

2198 68~

(14.00)



.919,26
126,41

260.08
3023.72

" Nongkh¥ah “Soniddn~ "Kyrdem
Ry TR TERCB TR T .
961,957 1119.94 -1448,70  1529,90
241,80 867,23 285,20
34,01 32,20 43.00
84,00 . .84.00 84,00
71,98 20,60 . 17.70
21.45 24,7 . 21.42
189.52 . 57755 434,91
1682,23  1984,65 2322,06
: - - 940 56
50,00 60,00 .. 65,00
170,75 177,75 250,00
'3507)?15 ” f4§4§{32 50635.55 ps?% o
(11.69) . (16.50) (16.89)

(19 59)

" 792 28 S

-

1082, 55

148.86

254,71

- 3526419

5§25'5§"’

(l9 40)



R e A TR I s A sl o e o~ R e o Tt T

S1, Allegre Dolong- Pilang- Iﬂongkhrah
Naoe Food Items © ‘mada . kata

--......-—._...-_-:-—.-..,,-...—.‘-.-n‘,~'—--.-_a--—-—- ey e eew  wwe mm mm W - e W

e o i i o e e Bse  Be B _De__Rse _Be_ _Rs _ By

1, Bengal gram 2208,00  1288.00 ' 1372,80  1486.08
Ground nut . T6883.50  2841.07 917,50  1047.50

suji T - o

N
.

sugar: - . = T - s
Rice = . 73L.94 426,96 - - -
4D 1337.99 779.62 . 166.86 . 87.9%
 M.Te . 832,00  49L,40 - - -
salt - 25,02 . 24.95°  24.81  "27.C
Oonion = - - o 28.75 25.5¢
10, Da'te's:ff’, - - . R " .- -
11, Soya been - - 2148.67  2276.43
12, yry Pec - - ' . -

” L]

w. g O SJI DHOw

[~

O
©

13. Milk Powder R [
14, Thin . ATTow Toot - - S - i
15, balda = s - : - R
16. Soap - - - 32,00 - © 32,00

s e e "-E—wva“‘,—.um-‘m_-u——-‘ﬂ—.‘eﬂ-’!n“—'—‘-——~w—-—_-—l

12015445 5892.00 - 4691.39. 4983,20
(40.06)  (19.64) - (15 64) ' (16.61)



ANNEXURE = IV.

-—...---uu———--—.--——-——---_..-—“...__

e Pohshnong siaw

S L

Rse _ Bo.. R, _ Pa_ BRse _ D._ :Rsz:p: - T= -

1527.5.3 1680,00 4231,17 3052,05

960,00  104l.25 - -
S - 2212,82 2379,81
- - 101,33 109,21
- = 273,84 187.69
190,99 163.70 37.00  86.95
- - 128.05  87.75
24,92 - 020, 7 21,80 24,52

20,82 28 92 - -

B 59,85 -
1653.87  2616.38. 1221,98 2010,72
- -7 osLis7 993,43

o _ ::__’ e -

28,48 5600 ¢ - -

B :
-aa.— -v—-=~='—“""--4-'v=—-—-—-—--"——-"———

. 4B854,68  5566.96 9249,41 8932,13
(16.18) (18.56) (30.83) ' (29.77)
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Statement show1qg the calculatlon in estlmatlng roughl y the act
money value that each beneflclary by category, was supposed tg @
out of the actual amount of expénditure incurred or SNP foods durif
for example,;1990-91 in respectof Allegre Anganwadi Centre; under Ron

ram IS Project by reducing the said exoenrlture to the rates earma
ked for different categories , ‘
Purtlculars A

1 Ssvera*xe daily expenditure during 1990—91 oo ceeae = Rse34,48

i

Z. No.of beneficiaries SM =27, MC= 70(}nclud1ng.. . oAN
non-gradid ones»)PN & NM.z 12
3, Rates earmarked up to (2)1990~91 :- v
?ag Swg = 90 paise; ME =45 paise & PW/AM = 75 paise
_ b) 1991-92:~ SM =Rs;1,00; ME = 60Paise ;PN /M = 80 Paise.
& Statement of Calculatlon'
SRR ¢ 1-)
Sategory® Rates Nosjof"' Total dally‘— Actual™ "Reduc.lng the actual™
nF bene~t Per  tbenefi-: amount due : amt.sPenttamount sPent to the
ficiaries, bene~ ciaries, as permtes per day samount due acc,to rates
ficia ' ,-sanctloned "' for all ,armarked for diffarent
~ tTies 1t ' t categc~ categories, the amount
\ . . - - -, ries of tthat the total mpo.of -
‘ benefi- beneficiaries {by cate:
IR r ! 1 ciaries gory)to receive per
Ty '.(:ﬁﬂ1); ! . tdiem out of actual
e e et T e e LU Lo ... 2Mount sPent Per day:-
LAe a2 O} 3. L - S S - S
sMC 0 - 27 24,30 34.48 ,34‘ 48 X 54 a5 1293
.. ‘ 64,80 * e ‘
Me : .45 70 3l.50 34,48 -
~ > T | T80 X 3L.50= 16.76
PW /A 75 12 9,00 34,48 48 - 4-va
‘ ‘ - T84,80 g0 X 9.09= 4.8

34,48

._.‘"::‘-l“‘-m'_n—-l——-n!-v-ﬂ_-r.- 3 mmm S wes  omm  CEm nad mem wme e wa e W

: Category !t Amount Der beneflcnary per day out of amount
! actuale spemt
T

o W v Eea | e e mees bh._..-vzlgyg—--.—-—-—-—-wn.-n

—_— o "m em wee e Jom e e i wre e wm  Gee  cme oS ams | ems vmm ria wmm emm o ew A cme mae e e e

SMC 12,93 ¢ 27 =0,48
MC 16768 0 =0,24
COoPWAM 4,79 .+ 12 =0,40

Y™



Praxlmate Prlnc:Lpless Common Fooés.

. LANNEXJRE = VI
" FOL AND NUTRITION '
Publlshed bx Education Plann;ng g mm. -

Arya Publlshlng House I’arol Bagh ’ -

New Delhis kAPUendlx - VI,

S1.No. Name of Pood::-stuff ‘

1, - Bujra., : =

-2, _ Barley { fugi)f

4., .Jawar :

9, Rlce,Par‘

10, Ricey parf,

lJ. Rice,ravw,.ha;_@ agc

12, ' Rige,raw,- milled y :

13, Rieebran | . 43,5,

20,  Whestdhole - 1.8

o8, Bengal Gram Whule = 17l 36

29, Bengal Gram Dal - , 0.8 ‘, 372
30, Bengal Gram (Roasted) . : 22.5 o . 369
40, Pease Greell - o 7.2 o 93
41, Pegse Dry . . 197 - 315
44,  Red GramDal . 22,38 . 338,
46, ~ Soya bean : .. 43.2 . 432
,1231. 'b‘rﬁ.@ﬁ sma ll o 4 1,8 4 - 00
»m2, - Ground nut . 25.3 P ' i, B67
254  Dates dried 2.5 317
255, Dates fresh =~ L2 144
432, - Sklmmed milk(P owder(cozv's) 38.0 357
433,  Whole Milk(P owder{Con's) 25,8 L 496
438, Gooking Oil * - - - sl
439; 'Sugar Cane " | 0.l | 398
441, Jaqaery! cane) 0.4 | 383



- .;.——.-.—-..-L

Paqe‘487.

Protein: contents of Cemmon
7 Appided Nutrl tion wmfm

Bioghemis try Drepar tmenty ¥ My Sy U niveEiEY 0 s R A oday

Appendix = V..
Table =« Z.

Food Galories/100 gms.
Pulses and Dals 330 - 370
GI‘Ound nut : 550 .

. One ‘dram of protein fields 4 calories on axidation in the body.



KXY A B V]

4ITH BCG, DRPT ETC
THREE SEIECTED I(LS

FICIARIES WHO WEKE ADMT: iTEREG
URING 1988 TO 1991 UNLE: i%&

'QTIBDS‘“Pﬁ&fié?i'Lwadﬂ_wj
nrongram A
; B-Nrtggf“ 7901’ 1@
3.4 N

166 63 175 234 274 515 515

458’”229ﬁ
4.].3 Sn‘r
49 1z

711
363
124

977
334
66

710
+ 681
" 64,

648
364
105

608
2770
171

521
292
44

547
383
30

300
335
207

484
422

556
BlL

684
103

51%
292

372
290
134

487
420
144

642 551
346

129

226
138

s o loma ees

Qouyees ;-

-

105
52

e .
S Ngree
Aa .

e amls RIS

£eds R

199+
1c"

172
105

2 Yeats
{; )
4

o000 610 149

3387

25D

206

264
195

78
34

3178 2399 1846



‘Statement Showing ‘the number of beneficiaries who reteived the lst and 3rd dozes of EPT immunizatiens
and:Cral’Polio vaccines and the ldt and 2nd dozes of TyPhoid injections during 1988 to 1991 at the -
‘Sample-Angarwadi Gentres, _ AEREER ,

e e e o i S e o b = = = - <
$17 Name of anganwadi " DT : o ; st

SR B R : _‘_:. l..' .._..__' - "; Ty “_‘ ; - s -“,'7 i ; _-.:_..i.;. 1
T988 TTIge9T 19901 TTO9T 98B 1989 1990 T90T | T IOBE | 198¢7 T I00L

PERSRARE MR . B

|

f . o !

e TIITeTlITi T ATITy DOITVOIIT: X TI30 1031 DOITILIILSIOL TOIIL I
Ly oo 20 oo vE LA el T, :97;1"_1,9-‘111:1 12,5 14_T18]161077 16 057 .20'?1'1 2212372415, 728
1. Aallegre _NIL RETURN |

2. Delongnanda © ° .10 10 ¢ 9 1 1l :12 1210109 9 U 1112 12 Nil

Ny |
.0 L A

Lo--

3, Pilangkata N. A, 14 14 13 12 N. A, 14 "14 13 12 Nil

4. Nangkhrah . = 20 15 25 2015 10 20 152015252075 102 1508 5 5 5 3 Nil

- oobteE s il ’ i . . o ‘ V :.: ,
5. Sonidan - 113 13 3 14 10 16 7 W 13L:7 15 1516 7 2 2 14 2 2 1010
6, Kyrdem 19 3 25 2510 10 28 2819 3 %52510 10 28 28 39Nil IONil 30 Nil73 13.
' - NIL RETURN - . 7

7. Nertilag Pohshnsng N | |
8, Umjalasiaw 5 4 13 4 5 4.8 8 5 4.-134.4.4 9 8 91 NTL

mra EEE sem vow mAm cw: Gem woe wES RS ma CnS G W smm T e R SO0 e g ses  mmel ke TEW ome S0 mm sea RS e &3 e TR LY wma com e TR L MER supe e e VT mmem

i

Sources i ‘ANMS I//)c,.' '_c';:f the named Anganwadi Centres,

R XK



