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ZPRETACE

The vidyapeethas nane to be set up in the State,
as a part of the Adult Education P. ogramme, in 1947.
At present there are 12 vidyapeethas in the State,

10 for males and two for FTemales.

These vidyapeecthas were to frurnction on the model
of the folk high schools of Denmark and the CGurukulas
or Ashrams of our country. They were to impart educa-
tion to youth, oriented tc rural life and vocations
and to train them for good civizership as well as ru-

ral leadership.

This Evaluation Study was ta<sn up in five vidyﬁ;
peethas to ascertain their workirz and iupact. The
study has revealed some scerious shortcomings in the
working of the vidyapect! az like cwindling number cf
students enrolling, high porcentage of dropouts, low
income from land resourcecs, lack of propsr accommoda-
tion etc., in some of the vidyapeethas. It is hoped
that the probiems and shcrtcomings in the running vf
the vidyapeethas, brough. »ut in thie report will help
ﬁhe authorities in taking timely and corzective action.
The co=-operation exteng~d by the concerned Departments

in conducting this study s grate’ully acknowledged.

Bangalore G.N, GOPALAKRISHNA
[ october 1984 ‘ DIRECTOR (I/c)
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CHAPTER - I
Seomary,

India is rich in human rescurcee and therefore
harnessing the ercrzies cf ths 1:0vle haes become
one of the impoxtanu awms ﬂf the” fnvc vear plans.

A large part of tne pO)Q“aT»(I 2 st;qu;l;lgerate
with low standald of 11 v'ﬂg,' We sping’the rural
situation Ain viaw,. h?In*"aka bt"e launched the
Adult Educatlaa Pr05ramme in 191 ard the vid
peetha Programme a8 pars o? che vdult Education
Programme was comnencec ir the-jaar41947;‘

.. '
4 .

The main obje u:,e o7 tha Viﬂfaﬁ!efhEVchgramme

was to help to develop thoe pawon-2lity of the rural
youth for their cont:ibutron to - e welfare of t@e
conuunity and to develioy she voz gionst skills so
that the socin~ccoimic o udi®tixn 3 of their lot is

inproved.

This study was salzea vp wish tre Tollowing object-

ivee:

i)*to Sbtéy “he ads. nistre tive set up
in rel q’clon tw %be actﬁfitiegg

%o Know fhp CEp. ndlturf‘ifcurfed°in
reiation Yo the achievc.aent:

N
e
AP

113) to ghudy the ‘J&baét'of'
- on the bavb"“ aLrhS°

5&:
SO

rogranne

-

iv) to el;cit the oanions of the henef-
. iciaries zocmvgtng’mne Jrogranne,
specially it reerenc: t0 the type
of {Yrade the V Tave peen taught and
v) to know ihe Zi:ticuities, it ny, eX--
perienced by 1l:e. ber c11u13r1e° and to
suggest correcive aztiom,.
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1.7

1.8

The information wequire:l fur .. ntnév vas colle€w
ted through schedules zrd cuestionnaires wian b
were nailed to the gzlectea vid -apeethas. Benefi--
ciaries of these vidyaveethas wire interviewed to

obtain their views aud expcrieross,

Oat of 10 vidyapeethas for mel:-. ard 2 for females
in the State, four for uales ari cne for females
were selected for detuiled stucr. Thz beneficia-

ries who were available cu tiue ny or visit to the

selected wvillajes were inverxrvie ed.

Vidyapeethas in Xarnaiax:s:

Vidyapeethas ar: uader th: =Ap® - f~fmatsiva rontral
of Adult Blucation Jouncil ia tac Staez. The gene=-
ral Sacrelary at the Steiz Teve? and Principal at
the Vidyapeetha level we e pregponsille fér carrying

out the various acuvivities.

Vidyepeethas were genevrally Locwted away from the
township surrounied py vist stz :ich of land vaxrying

fromn 10 to 80 hechaves.

Th3 training at Vidycpe:-aa was imparied to batches
of SO studenvs. The training w8 of‘six nonthsg du=
ration, with 15C workiry days i .ciuding excursion.
Seven hours were gpent cn cach srking day of which
57 per cent was spent fnr‘praCtxcal and rield work
ana the renaining 43 ner cent TOor theory classes.
The vprogranne for each Awny was vrgulated by 2 time
table framed eaccording to 20 elaborate syllabus

Prescribed for cthe coulse.
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The average number of students trained per year
during the period 1974-79 in the State was 47, the
maximum being 77 at Nanjangud and mininum being 3
at Negalur. The dropouts during this period was

22 per cent for the State and it fluctﬁated between

9 per cent at Sirsi and %2 per cent at Shivaragudda.

It is seen that the nunber of stidents enfrolled in
Vidyapeethas is nuch below their capacity of 100.

There is a need to make a detailed investigation
of the reasons for the low intake. If necessary,

changes should be made in the course content and
also incentives may be provided to students. Pub-
licity needs to be given to attract more students.
If the intake cannot be improved inspite of all the
efforts, it would be better to close down such Vidyé

apeethas (Para~3.9 ).

The percentage of dropouts is vexry high. The rea-
song for this need to be looked into and corrective

action taken (Para-3%.12).

The average total expenditure for Vidyapeetha. was
Rs.10.86 lakhs and it varied betwzen Rs.9.26 lakhs
and Rs.12.01 lakhs during 1974-79. Operational ex-
penditure alone accounted for 55 per cent of the
total,salary 31 per cent and the remaining for sti-

rend and training.
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Anong the individual Vidyapeethas, tle total ex-
pendi ture varied between R3.0.1. 1lakh (Negalur)
and Rs.1.79 lakhs (shivaraguddr).

\

Keeping in view the number of students trzined

the average expendituxrz: rer stuent works out to

' Rg.1,926 per year and it was Re.4,6%7 at Negalur

and Rs.1,923 at Kengeri,

The total income per Vidyapeetha was Rs.21,83%3
per year and it was highest at shivaragudda
(Rs.78,989) and lowest at Basavikalyan (Rs.2,713)

where as it was nil at Negalur.

The income per student was Rs.:05 for the State

with variation lying betwesn Ri..1,097 and Rs.75.

The income~expenditure rutlo for the Svate was
0.241. It was low at Sfrei (0.056) and high at
Yegachi (0.356).

Efforts shouvld be nade by Shos: Vidyapeethas
whose income is low to make ma inul utilisavion
of the existing resources ana o derive higher

ircomes (Para- 3.27),

Selected Vidyapeethass:

Negalur Vidyapeetha was providad with largest_
extent of land, but it was of -rery low quality

and not fit for agricuitural use.
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The area of land provi ed to Vifyapee ‘has should

be uniform as far as possible. Also it should be
fit for cultivation (Para--i.= )

Among the six Vidyapeethas gselec’ed for studyjone

was housed in rented t-ilding a4 the rest in owned
building. |

The average building @pace‘avaiLable was 765 sq.
metres per Vidyapéetha‘and it V??ied between 118
Sq. ﬁetres (Negalur) and :,285 sq. metres (Nanjan-
gud). The building space proviced for lodging for
gtudents and staff avarthe ¢ togrther saccounted for
58 per cent of the ?Obﬁl.JI?ﬁe -~ 1ere as for class-

roon and workshop it wvas =Z pex cent.

The building space provided for Vidyapeethas varied
considerably. It i« i . cesecry 9 evouv: norcs to
determine tha space reav red fOr each Vidyapeetha.
Running of Vidyapeethsas i1 pentcd buildings should
be stopped and ecch Vi .peetha shonld 1we its own

~

building (Para Nos.-4.5:70d4 .8

The staff stfongth of Vid:apeetlxs‘variedrbetwéen

6 and 9 and if consisfé31Gf.p:ihzipai, insfructdrs,
clerk, cook ind Ul&ss»lf servant . The 1ualifica;
tiéns possessed 0y the instructc.s varied from one

Vidyapestha to the cothei.,

!
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1.25 Considering the syllabus and vorious activities of

the Vidyapeethas there is need to have a revised

staff pattern as given below:

Principal

T T 1

One Manager One tailo- One Craft  One Agricultural In-
{UDC) also ring in- instruc- " stryctor
to be hostel structor “tor : e
Superinten- o ! .
dent : ' '
: One Assis- One Asgi-
' tant Agri- stant An-
One L.D.C. cultural imal Hus-
. . Instructor bandry In-
| . ! structor

One Cook and

1]
One tractar
One  Assistant Driver-cun-
1

J . . Mechanic
'

Four Class-IV
Servants in-
ctuding cycle
orderly and .
watchman -

(Para Nos,~4.9 and 4,10)

1.26 It is recommended that uniform gqualifications be
. prescribed for rectuiting technical staff. The
principalfshqula'be 5 B.Ed., Graduate with trai-

ning in various crafts and agriculture and ani-

mal husbandry (Para No.-4.12).

127 ihé Principal of the Vidyapeetha wasg in overall
charge assisted by the Instructor ahd Clerical
and Class-1IV staff. The responsibilities entrus-

ted to the principal and the clerical staff were
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ensurate with the natrre of wor and respon91blll—

_ties"(?arp. No.-4 20§» i

nThe number of students tralned during 1979-8Q and
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‘”high and’ the workload in terms of syllabus prescri-

P b :

v :m_,,_i. R - N . i ' ..T G ,‘.,,,L \, VI g i

_,the,VLdyapeethas,as the.present,sg@lesuaxemnp@ncomm-

S DR RIS TSN T Fels S

;l 0oL - ,:1’« .—i

.

Also app01ntmenm of @art*tlme nnstrudtors Oni@bﬂéo-

Lidated paymeeds tae! stopped (Para'Nbudﬂ 2@);1

. ‘ ‘.;;

1980-81 wasg nuch below the norn, even in the selec-
ted v1dyapeethas and the drop—o1ts durlng the two

years was 41 per cent and 23 per cent respectlvely.

The entire course consisfed of 960 teaching periods,

eaeh of 45 mlnutes duration ana 280 hours each for

Pra@t;cal and field workn Practlcal and field work

'In almost‘all the Vidyapeethas v1s1ted, ;t was_zii
' found tools and equipments requlred for practieal

treining, yere lacking, Hence, all. the topls and
equipments, should be made avallable. A tractorvs
mag also: be supplied to- those Vidyapeethas Whlﬂha‘

haVe 1arge aress under cultnvatlon (Para Nb.-4,34)¢
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The income expenditure ratio was very low during
1979-80 and 1980-81 and it was 0,180 and 04060 res-
pectively. This was mainly due to nil inéome in

Negalur Vidyapeetha during both the years:

The average expenditure incurred per hectare of
land owned was Rs.3,245 in 1979-80 and R#.3%,759 in
1980-81 whereas the corresponding incone derived

was Rs.955 and Rs.1,061.

In conclusion, efforts are required to be made to’
improved the working of Vidyapeethas which is far
from satisfactory. Till the working 6f the &kis-’
ting Vidyapeethas is improvéd no new Vidyapeethas
may be gtarted (Para Nos.-4.54 and 4.55).

Benefioiary Studyi

ngority of the beneficiaries interviewed were be-
low 24 years of age and had studied upto 10th stan-
dard. The beneficiaries belonging to SCs. and STs.
were ‘20 per cent and those belonging to Backward

Classes 30 per cent. TForty six per cent 6f the

 beneficiaries wers earning members of which 12 per

cent wére head of thé“fémily. Almnost all the bene=-
ficiaries (90 per cent) had own houses. The living
space was less than 3 squares in case of 50 per

cent of.the‘housqholds of the beneficiaries.
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The average size of tb: family vag 7 nd varied
between 1 to 15. TIlliterates cunstituted 34 per
cent. The standard of living wes quitz low as

70 per cent of them had household incore of less
than Rs.3,000/- per annun depending nainly on agri-

culture for livelihood.

Change in employment status after training was ob-
served in only 22 per cent of the beneficiaries re-
sulting also in change in income level. Most of the
fomale beneficiaries trained, were students and
therefore the impact of the training was not visible
in any form. The beneficiaries who were agricultu-~
rists expressed that the Ytrainin: they received in
agriculture was beneficial and 973 per cent of the
beneficiaries were satisiiled wit: the type of traji-
ning they received at thc Vidyapuetha and the faci-

lities provided during thoir training neriod.

Enrolling of youths who 2ve still gticying to under-
g0 training at Vidyapeethas shou’d be avoided

(Para No.5.3).



- CHAPTER - II

Introdudﬁiéﬁ

2.1 The development of human reéburcoq>fok£a;£eégrtﬁe
"energles of the people was one of the magor 31PS of
. the Third Flve Year Plan and the 1mportance of hunan
element 1n economlc iev010pm nt 1s alsb”been recog—
nised. in the su006331ve flve yeav plans of our country.
Dlssemln tlon of knowledgc has bbcomg ong of the pro-

x1mate causes for grow‘h of thel;"shgmy. -Although,

:Indla is rlch in human rbsouccés, 1n terms of number,
a largu part of the populathg is stlll 1111terate
vandﬂh“swa low standard of ilving. A ma30r1ty of the
rural Youth elther have no educwtlon or hmv1ng entered
the school dlscontlﬂued studles %ubsequently, even
before they reach the secondary,level.__chpipg the
rural situati&n‘in vieQ,.fhe deernment,of Karnataka
'iduﬁéhed the Adult:Edué%tion Prograrme in fhe Btate

Qs early as 1912 An Adult Educ2tion Coun01l was

" constltuted to inple ment the programne.;t

2.2 The activities of the .Adult Education Council include

the following; =

l)jConductlng 3du1t>11ter;@y~classes
,j'li;>Traln1ng of. teachers ‘and workers
C i) Starting of llbrarles o
iv) Publications, :
© v) Establishment of- Vldyaveethas X
4“vi) Audio~v1sual edueatlor

2.3 Durlng 1979 an evaluatlon of the \dult Educatlon

Programme had been done, coverlng the above act1v1t1es
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of the Adult Education cvouncil. 3ince the Government
was contemplating to provide Vidy2peethas in all the
distrlcts 1n the State, 3n 1n—dep4h study of the pro-;

:gramme was 1n1t1ate&.

2.4 vldyapeetha» as the”titla indicdfés,'is'a'séat‘of
'7’learn1ng. Thls programme was started to a331m113te
'the model of the Folk ngh School of Denmark and the
tradltlon of the Gurukula or Ashran of our- Country.
These Vidyapeethas, ained at impazting education ori-
ented to rural life to youth and o train them for
good citizenship and rural leader.ship, in the context
of the prevailing cultural and social background.
The progranme has the following o.jectives, with a
View to provide opportunities for deVelopment.to the
rural youth:
i)'to adopt~eneseif to - modern
- developing society;
ii). to help %0 develop tre personallty
of the rural youth, 0 that they
‘ contribute to the weéfare of the
. Lo ;:communlty,'
- 4ii) to study the riral pwoblems, S0°
S that the rural youth can make ef-
fective contribution to solve such
problems :
iv) to develop the vocational skill of
" . the rural youth, gothat the socio-
econonic condition is inproved; and

v) to develop a scientific outlook ard
' to inculcate the gpirit of research.
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Keeping in view the above objectives, the programme
and activities of the Vidyapeetha are drawn up, so

as to train the village youth and to equip them to
face the present day challenges, specially the problen
of unemployment and underemployment and also to afford
greater insight in the field of work in which they are

generally interested.

Obdectives:

The general objective was to study the activities of
the Vidyapeethas and their usefulness to the rural
youth. The specific objectives included the follow=
ing{

1) to study the adminigtrative set up
of the Vidyapeethas in relation to
their activities;

iil) to know the experditure incurred in
relation to t.ue achievement, in temrms
of number trained and income derived;

iii) to study the impact of the programme
on the beneficiaries;

iv) to elicit the opinion of the benefi-
ciariegs regarding the nature of tr-
aining they have actually received
and suggestions, if any, with special
reference to the type of trade they
have been taught and

v) to know the difficulties, if any, ex-
perienced by the beneficiaries and to
offer suggestions for corrective act-
ion.
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Methodology:

2.7 The procedure followed in conducting the study was

as follows:

i) collection of information through
questionnaires mailed to the con-
cerned offic~rs and discussions
with then;

ii) collection of detailed data fronm
the selected vidyapeethas through
mailed questionnaires, followed by
visits and :

iii) contacting the beneficiaries to ob-

tain their views and cxperiences,
through personal interview,

2.8 Sampling:
Stratified sampling procedure was foliowed. Out
of 12 Vidyapeethas (2 for females), in the State,
5 including one for felales,‘whre'selected for the
'study. Beneficiaries who undervent training and
who were available on the day of visit to the sele-

cted -villages were interviewed.
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CHAPTER - III

Vidyapeethas in Karnataka

The first Vidyapeetha; under Adult Education Pro-
granne, was started in the year 1947. There are at
present 12 vidyapeethas in the State, of which ten
are neant for nales and two for females. The last
to be started was in the year 1966. The details of
the existing vidyapcethas in thc State with their

location, is provided in Appendix-1i.

The set up:

The Vidyapeethas in the State conme under the admini-
strative control of the 4dult Education Council, with
its hecadguarters in Mysore city. The structure of the
Adult Education Council is presented in Appendix-2.

At the State 1e§éi the General-Secretary is assisted
by a Secretary who looks aftef the affairs of all

the Vidyapeethas in the State. Zach vidyapeetha is
headed by a Principal, assisted by teehnical and cle-

rical gtaff,

Vidyapeethas are generally located away fron the
township. R Most of the vidyapeethas are houged in
owned buildings, surrounded by 1dnd, the extent of
which varied fron 10.26vhectares in the case of Ma=-
hila Vidyapeetha in Mysore District to 80.53 hecta-
res in the case of Yenigadalé Vilyspeetha in Xolar

District.
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Activities of the Vidypeethas:

3.4  The activities of the Vidyapeetras are spread over
six nonths and are regulated according to the pres=-
cribed syllabus.r The wutilisation of the six months

period is as follows:

Partieulars - No. of days
Adnission 6
Working days 140
Excursion 10
Sundays 24
Total 180
_ —

3e5 The working days consists of T hours, excluding the
break period. These seven hours during each day are

spent as shown bolows:

ggrticulars Noe cf hours

Theory classes 3 (42.8) (4 periods

, of 45 ni=-
: nutes each)
Practical class-
es in Industry

or Craft 2 (23.6)
Field work in

agriculture,

horticulture

and Animal

Husbandry 2 (28.6)

Total 7 (100.0)

Note: Figures in paranthesis are percentages.
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The time allotted for practical classes and field
work together account for 57.2 per cent of the to-
tal., The remaining 42.8 per cent is spent within

the class roon.

Nunber of gtudents in Vidyapecethas:

~ Each year students are ernrolled for training at

Vidyapeethas, in batches of 50, nornally twice a
year. Those who have entered the school but dis-

continued thejr secondary education are generally

preferred. The total number of students who were

enrolled at the 12 Vidyapeethas in the State luring
1974-75 to 1978-T9 is shown in table-1.

Table-1: Number of students during 1974-79

S1. Nare of the Nunber of students
No. Vldyéfeetha Potal ave§2§i per
i 2 3 4

1. Kengeri 362 72

2. Panpa | 209 42

3. Basavakalyan 181 36

4. Banthanal 148 30

5. Kathral 230 46

6. Negalur 15 3

T. Yegachi 285 57

8. Yenigadale 225 45

9. Shivaragudda 360 T2
10. Nanjangud 383 T
11. Thunga 358 72
12. Sirsi : 90 18

Average 237 47
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It can be seen that tl s total runber of students
enrolled during the five year piriod varied between

15 at Negalur and 38% at Nanjangud, as against the

‘overall state average of 237. OJut of 12 vidyapee-

thas, 5 were above the statevavbrage and the re-
naining-7 below the stécé avéragét Since the nun-
ber préscribed‘for admigsion is 50 for each batch,
of six months duration (long duration courses held
during 5 years coﬁsidered as‘ne;ligible), and two
batches are taken in a year, th: total adnission
per year per vidyapeetha should be 100. As against
this, the nunber actuélly adnitted was‘far less,

It was as low as 3 at Negalur and the highest was
77 at Nanjangud. When conpared with the prescribed
hﬁbbéf of:1QO for each vidyapeesha per year, the

state évergge worka oucv to 47 per cent.f In only

'five'vidyépeethas_viz., Nanjang.d, Shivaragudda,
iThuhga;‘KengeriAénd Yegachi adnissions were above

this state average. Further details are given in

Appendix-3.

It is unfortunate that these viiyapeethaé étarted
with noble ideals and 27 huge costs are not serving
the purpose as the number of students enrolled is
nuch below their capacity. There appears.to be sone-

thing basically wrong with the sorking of .some of

the vidyapeethas like Negalur ad Sirsi’ where the
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average enrolment per year during the pericd

1974-T79 was as low as 3 and 18. Even in the case

of other vidyapeethas the position was not satis-

factory. There is need to nake a detailed investi-
gation of the working of these vidyapeethas and

to find out the reaso..s for thiir low intake.

The local peoplerin the area siould also be con-
tééted to find out the reasons for the poor res-
pdnée. If necessary, changes should be made in
the course content and alsc offer more incentives
to the students. : If it is not possible to improve
the intake of these vidyapeeth:s where the enrol-
nent is very poor, it would be better to close
then down instead of wasting huge amounts on sa-
lary etc., of the staff and raintenance without

deriving any benefit.

Also, wide publicity through village panchayats,
radio prograrmnes, etc., needs to be given to

attract more rural youth for tihe vidyapcethas,

Nunber of drop outs:

As can be seen from table-2, the number of drop
outs was 22 per cent of the tosal adnitted, for
the state as a whole. The maxinum being %2.0 .

per cent at Shivaragudda and the mininum 8.9 per

cent at Sirsi. The average nuwaber per year for
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tl.e State was 11, th. variation ranging between 2

at Sirsi amd 23 at Shivaragudd-.

are provided in Appendix-4.

Further, deﬁails

Table-2: Detailg of drop outs during i974-79

Dcop outs
Yoo vidvametha . Toerat
Year nunber ad-
' nitted
1 2 3 4 2
1, Kengeri 35 7 9.7
2. Pampa 38 8 18.2
3. Basavakalyan 37 T 20.4
4. Banthanal =8 - 8 25.7
e Katharal o8 14 29.6
6. Negalur - - -
T« Yegachi 72 14 2543
8. Yenigadale 60 12 26.7
9. Shivaragudda 126‘ 23 32.0
10. Nanjangud 65 13 17.0
11. Thunga 93 19 30.0
12, Sirsi '3 2 8.9
Average 53 11

22.4

The percentage of drop outs at 22.4 is very high.

This neans one out of 5 students leaves the course

without completing it. The reasons for such drop

outs may-be either due to the ersonal problens of
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the students or due to the course not catering to

their requirements. This needs to be looked into

in detail amd corrective actic taken.

Expenditure of Vidyapeethas:

The expenditure incurred by thc Vidyapeeéhas inclu-
ded salary, payment of stipend, training and other

Operational expenditure. The annual expenditure

for the State during the five years is presented

Table-3: Total Expenditure of Vidyapeethas for the
tate . ‘

(Rs. in lakhs)

Parti- Ave-
culaps 1974=T5 197576 1976~77 1977—78 1978-79 Lage
Salary .05  2.95 ~  3.24  3.34 3,99 ~3.32
o o T T (s006)
Stipend 0.81  0.94  1.32 1,72 1.53  1.26
R VT & B P1-)
' Training 0.22 0,24 0,30 0.44  0.30 - 0,30
, ("2.7)
Opera~ _' | SRR
tional 5,18 5467 6.51 6,51 6,07  5.98
Total 9.26  9.80  11.37 12.01  11.89 10.86

(100.0)

- The total a#erage expenditure per year for the State

was Rs.10,86 lakhs. It ,Varied hetween RBs¢9.26 lakhs
and Rs.12;01liakhs, during the 5 years period.. Of
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the total expendlture, Rs.5. 98 lakhs or 55.1 per

| cent was towards operational exnendlture, Rs 3 32

‘lakhs or 30 6 per cent for salary, Rs.1 26 lakhs

;b‘or 11. 6 per cent towards payment of stipend and

) ffRs.0.30 1akh or 2 T per cent for training-‘ Opera-

‘ “f;tional expenditure included the expendlture towards

”f_agriculture, aninal husbandry, industry ete., thus

'Lfaccounting for a_major portion.of the -expendi ture

© ..incurred by the vidyapeethas-during each year.

3;15T’0

RN

JTﬁB:£6%a1~expenditure incurred by the individual -

'J 3v1dyapeethas per year varied between Rg.1.79-lakhs

i:(Shivaragu&da) ‘and- Rs.0.14 lakh (Negalur), as against .
"';; the state average of Rs 0 91 lakh (Table-4)

) Thble-4;~Annua1 Average Egpengitu;e 6f‘Viayapeétﬁas(1974-7g)

.

iName of the f' Average Ex«enditure towards

1

Ho. rv;éiipe?fyé‘ Salary  Stipend _~§EZ;“ -232321 Total

| -2 5 4. 5 6 1
1. Kengeri 25543 20594 - 27553 73690
2. Panmpa 35453 8578 16183 50303 110507
"3, Basavakalyan 14125 9402 123 38502 62152
. .4, Banthanal . 22716 6059 1551 31849 62175
' 5. Kathral 31543 9810 1017 53575 95945
.. 6. Negalur 8619 848 - 4444 13911
. 7. Yegachi 32260 12088 1884 32301 78533
8. Yenigadale 32299 10097 2571 53583 98555
9. shivaragudda 45501 15182 201 117721 178605
10. Wanjangud 30353 - 14252 1774 65221 111600
11. Thunga 32563 14744 2572 113042 162921
12, Sirsi 20672 4627 2012 10627 37938
Average 27637 10523 2491 49893 90544
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3.16 The expenditure incurred cn salary varied between
Rs.0.08 lakh {Negalur) and Rs.( .45 iakh {Shivara-
gudda), as against the state atverage of Rs.0.23
lakh. On stiyend, the variaticn was between Rs.0.01
laxh (Hegalur) and Rs.0.2% lakl. (Kengeri), the
state average beingvkk.ooii iati. As regards trai-
ning, the expenditure was setween nil {Kengeri and
Negalur) and Rs.0.16 lakk (Panua), as comnpared with
the gtate averzge of Rs.0.03% loxh. The operational
expenditure was between “s.0.0. {HNegalur)and Bs.1.18
lakhs (Shivaragudda), vhi.le the state average was

Rs.0.50 lakh., Purther details are given in Appen-

dix=5.

Table-5: Average Bxpendi ture {1 23.) per student per

resx

S1. HName of the Yo. ~F CodverT o0 :

No. Vidyapeetha gtudeyis cxpendfﬁure Rank
13 ' N S SO
1. Xengeri . 72 1,023 1
2, Panpa , 12 2,631 11
3. Basavakalyan 26 1,726 4
4. Banthanal D 2,072 5
6. Kathral 46 2,066 . 6
6. Negalur 3 4,637 12
7. Yegachi T 1,378 2
8. Yerigadale 45 2,190 8
9. Shivaragudda 72 2,481 10

- 10. Nanjangud 77 14449 3
~11. Thunga "2 2,263 9

12. Sirsi '8 2,108 7

o Aﬁerage 4% : 1,926.

3.17 The' average expenditure incurre! per stdent per

year was Rs.1.926 for the Statc (table-3). Out of
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12 vidyapeethas, only four viz., Kengeri, Yegachi,
expenditure
Nanaangud and Basavakalyan, had incurred /lower

B N S

‘than the state average.

incurred the ﬁax1mum exnenditure.

Negalur vidy}geetha had

Thié was because

Yof the very poor 1ntake of students by this Insti-

tution and the consequent increase in the per capita .

l-o:penditure.

Appendlx-6

2

Yearwise information is prov1dei in

'Incomerﬁi Vidyapeethas:

in pheracter, they are engaged in production and

AAltheuéh:vidyapeethas are not primarily connmercial

.manhfacturing activities, in the process of inpart-

ing training in different trades.

fore, derived some benefits by way of incone.

income is mainly from agriculture, horticulture,

.animal husbandry and industry.

They have, there-~
The

The annual average

income per year in each of the vidyapeetha in the

State is given in table-6.

Tablew6: ve;age Incone of Vldvaneethas per Year (1974-179)

Rs.)
S1I.” Name of the Agri- Horti- “Poul- Indu-
No., Vidyapeetha __ culture culture DTV gry  oppy TO®AL
i 2__ 3 4 5 — 71
1. Kengeri 7734 8250 4561 1967 229 2274t
2. Panpa 24767 - 4044 835 223 29869
3. Basavakalyan 2713 - - - - 2713
4. Banthanal 5093 2200 - - - 7293%
5. Katharal 9022 251 - 3455 255 12983
Negalur - - - - - -
7. Yegachi 15568 5314 399 6092 134 28007
8. Yenigadale 7027 317 1267 727 331 9669
9. Shivaragudda 18206 17693 7417 - 34297 1376 78939
10. Nanjangud 3400 5195 350 - 52 13997
11. Thunga 37077 7123 7923 1484 - 53612
12. Sirsi - 2130 - - - 2130
Average - 11300 1040 2205 4071 217 21833
E_e_gcentage - 51.8 18.5 10.1 18.6 100

100,00
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3.19 The average annual total incone per vidyapeetha

was Rs.21,83%3. The income was derived nainly fron
agriculture and horticulture, as they accounted
for 70.3 per cent of the total, the share of agri-
culture alone being 51.8 per cent. Animal husban-
dry contributed 28.7 per cent out of which poultry
accounted for 13.5 per cent. The contribution fron
industry was just 1.0 per cent. The total income
per vidyapeetha varied from nil in Negalur to
Rs.78,989 in Shivaragudda.v The average incone

was above the state average in fi#e vidyaﬁeethas
and below in renaining seven. Further details

are given in Appendix-T7.

3.20  Since the income @efivéd depended oﬁ_the strength
of the students who ﬁere available for field work
as parf of the training programe, it would be in-
teresting to know the average incone obtained"per

student. The same'is provided in table-T.

Table~7: Average Income per Stulent (1974-79)

. - ' Average -
Sl. HNane of the No, of . :
v : . incone per Rank
No. Vidyapee?ha students student
1 2 3 4 5
1. Kengeri N 72 316 5
* 3. Basavakalyan 36 A 75 1
4. Banthanal 30 243 7
5. Katharal - 46 282 6
6. Negalur o 3 - il 12
T. Yegachi 57 491 4
8. Ysnigadale - 45 . 215 8
9. Shivaragudda o - 1097 1
- 10. -Nanjaagud -~ - 77 - 182 9
11. Thunga - S 72 745 - 2
-+~ 12, Sirsi o 18 118 10
- - State 4T . . 465 7 - *
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The average income derivei per étudent for the State
as a wholé was Rs.465 per year and it varied between
nil in Negalur and Rs.1,097 in Shivaragudda. Only in
four vidyapeethas the average iﬁcome was:above the

state average and in the remaining eight vidyapeethas

" it was nuch below. 'Further"information'is provided

in Appendix-8.. -

Although Nanjangud Vidyapeetha had the maximum nun-

ber of students per year (77), in order of incone
derived, it bccupied'9th rank, whereas Pampa Vidya-
peetha, with the‘numﬁer of students below the state

average, occupied 3rd rank.

The variation in the inconme derived during the 5
years period, as revealed from the index construc-

ted for the 12 vidyapeethas, is presented in table-8.

Table-8: Index of Income of Vidyapeethas
. ..  \verage 1974-79 = 100

o ggg;g;feggg | 74=75 75-76 76-77 T1-T8 78=T9
P Tl R £ RN A & Sy 9%
2, .Panpa o .75 64 115 115 130
3, Basavakalyan 45 88 - T0 176 121
‘4. Banthanal 110 102 115 101 71
5. Katharal 149 60 41 167 82
6. Negalur - R - =
7. Yegachi 123 617 - 98 116 101
8. Yenigadale 128 28 98 88 157
9.. Shivaragudda 130 73 82 72 143
10.” Wanjangud 66 114 60 42 208
1. Thunga 125 125 98 T4 7
12. Sirpsi 2% 145 . 69 34 38

State 124 84 88 87 117
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The year to year income of the Vidyaweetha, when
conpared with average for the veriod 1975 to 1979
(taken as 100) show that, therc was bonsistency
only in the case of Pampa Vidy:peetha, where as in
the case of others, the deviation from the average
was significant. The index foi; the state followed

the same pattern.

Incone=-Expenditure Ratio:

In order to know the impact of the students' par-

ticipation in the field activities undertaken by

‘the vidyapeethas, the income-expenditure ratio ba-

sed on the average per student was worked out and

the same is presented in table-9.

Table-9: Incone-Expenditure Ratio

ﬁ%: Name of the Vidyapeetha Ratio
1 2 — 3

1. Kengeri ' 0.308
2. Panpa - ' 0.270
3. Basavakalyan ' 0.0473
4. Banthanal 0117
5. Katharal - 04135
6. Negalur -
7. Yegachi 0.356
8+ Yenigadale 0.098
9. Shivaragudda 0e442
10. Nanjangud 0.125
11. Thunga  0.329
12. Sirsi ‘ 0.056

~ Average -O¢241
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It is seen that, as cdnpared to the state average
ratio of Oi241; five vidyapeethas viz., Shivara-
gudda, Yegachi, Thunga, Kengeri and Panpa had 2

ratio higher than the state average. This ratio

was considerably less in the case of all the re-

. naining vidyapeethas. Apart frcma the influence of

other factors, like seasonal condition, it may be
inferred that the participation of the students in
the activities, specially field work is fairly good

in the five vidyapeethas mentioned above, as it has

‘resulted in better return, as conpared to the re-

maining:sevehvvidyapeethas. Credit nmust also go
to the staff for their effectiveness in training in
this regard. Yearwise incone-expenditure ratios for

all the vidyapeethas are given in Appendix-9,

Sincere efforts should be made by those vidyapeethas
whose income is low to make maxirnum utilisation of
the exigting resources so as to derive higher incones

and be self-supportive to the extent possible.
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CHAPTER - IV

Selected Vidyapeethaa

Six Vidyapeethas were selected Jor detailed studye.
The year of comméhcement of these vidyapeéthas and

the extent of area owned are given in table-10.

Table-10: Detailsg of selecte’l vidyapeethas

. Extens Whe ther housed
Name of the Year of of arca in own or ren-

Vidyapeetha starting (hectares) ted.building

1 2 3 4
Panpa 1962 19.43 _ Own
Banthanal . 1965 17.86 Own
Negalur 1966 20435 Rented
Yegachi 1952 16.19 Own
Nanjangud 1947 10.26 Own
Tunga 1958 304735 Own

Note: Average - 20.74 Hectares

The oldest of the vidyapeethas was started in the
year 1947 at Nanjangud. The rest were gtarted bet-
ween the year 1952 and 1966. Except Negalur Vidya-
peetha, which had rented bﬁildiz:g, all the others
were having their own.buildimg. The extent of
area owned by these vidyapeethas variéd bétween
10.26 hectares (Nﬁﬁjangud) and 70.3%5 hectares
(Negalur, Tunga). The land provided fdi Negalur
Vidyapeetha was of very low quality and was not

fit for agricultural production.
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The area of land provided for the vidyapeethas

~should be uniform asg far as possible. Norms regar-

" ding the requirement of lands for each vid yapeetha

should be worked out based on its adnission capacity

as well as pubjects in which training is imparted.

Particular care should be taken to see that the land

provided to the Vidyapeetha is fit for cultivation.

‘Building:

Of the six vidyaﬁeethas faken up for the gstudy, ex-
cepting Banthanai all fhe‘remaining five were visited.
Four vidyapeethaé viz., Tunga, Yegachi, Nanjangud and
Panmpa had fairly‘good buiidings. Only Negalur Vidya-
peetha which waé housed in rented building, had not
sufficient building space and even the one used at
present to conduct clagses and workshop was f£it only

to be a cattle shed. The building space provided

. for the vidyapeethas varied considerably. "It was

as low as 118 sq. kms. in Negalur conmpared to 2,285

sq. kns. ih Nanjangud.

Hence, it is necessary to evolve norns to determine
the gpace required for each vidyapeetha based on
the requirements for class .roon, workshop, office,

staff quarters, students hostel ctc.

Running of vidyapeetha in a rented building proved
to be 2 total failure as in the case of Negalur
Vidyapeetha., It is essential that each vidyapeetha

rnugst have its own building.
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gtaff Pogition:

4.7 The staff of the vidyapeethas c.nsisted of a prin-
¢ipal, instructors, clerks and attenders including
cooks 2nd kitchen servants. The sanctioned stren-

gth and the number in position are given in table-11,

Table-11: Staff Position

lane of Prin~ 1Instr- Minis- C(lass-

Kitchen
the vidya- cipal uctors terial IV %% ‘soyyapge TOPal
peetha s P S P S P S P 8§ P S P S P
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 910 1112 13 14 1
ranpa t1.2 2 1 1 2 2 11 - - 77

3anthanal 11 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 8 8

Negalur 1 - 1 1 1 1 2 211 - = 65
Yegachi 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 \» - 7 6
{anjahgud 11 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 - - T 7
Tunga‘ 1 1 2 1 1 1 3 3 1 1 1% 1 9 8
Note: S = Sanctioned
* = Driver
P = In position

4,8 All the vidyapeethas except Negalur had the sén-
ctioned staff in position. The post of principal
at Negalur;had not-been filledfup after it had fa-
llen vacant due to transfer. Five vidyapeethas

, had'the sﬁnctibned stréngth 6f two instructoré

each and one vidyapeetha viz., Negalur had one in-

structor. Except one instructor at Yegachi Vidya-
peetha all were in position. There was one second

division clerk, provided for each of the vidyapeethas
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ani all were in posit:on. Most vidy-peethas had

-2 olass-Iv attendents and one cook, all of them

were in position. ’Tanga ¥idyapcetha had however 3

- elags-IV attendents and one driver and Banthanal

Vidyapeetha had one kitchen servant in addition to

cook

/.

. Considering fhe'type1of syllabusuprescribed and

' the various activities at the vidyapeeth2s there

is need to have a revised staff pattern as reco-

. nended below.

Pri?cipal
1
: ] ' ] T
One Mana-  One tai- One é&raft One Agricultu-
ger (UDC) 1loring instructor ral Instructor
also to instruc~ S
be hostel tor _ T * Tt
superin- o ‘ One A ! !
; , > Agsistant One As-
tendent  One supe- Agricultural © sistant
One LDC - - ; Tastructor Aninal
' ‘ 1 Husban-
! ’ dry In-
One Cook One tractor
and Assi- driver-cun- structor
stant - o -~ rechanic '
, :
1
Four
Class-IV
- gervants .
including
cycle or=-
derly and
watchnan

To attract more candidates to the vidyapecthas, it

“is recommended to provde trainiag in various crafts

like smithy, carpentry, nachine operation etec. In
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worien vidyépeethas, training nmoy be provided in
embroidery, knitting, nat and b;sket weaving etc.
However, introduction of rarioué training courses
should be taken only after adequate number of stu-

dents are adnmitted.

Qualification of the teaching staff:

The principal had a degree while instructors had
pasged SSLC and had undergone short duration trai-
ning in the polytechnic instifujes. There were
some ingtructors with a degree »r a diploma. The
Manager was having SSLC'as basic qualification.
Uniform qualification had not bcen prescribed for

recruitment of technical staff.

It is recommended that uniforn gualifications be
prescribed for recruiting technical staff. The
Principal of the Vidyapeetha should be a B.Ed.,
graduate and he shdﬁld be given training in vurious

crafts as also in agriculture and animal husbandry.

Renuneration to gtaff:

The scales of pay prescribed for different catego-~
ries of staff of the Vidyapeethn were as given be-

low:

=

Principal -  Rs.500-1120
Instructor - Rs3.400-900
Manager - K54300-700
Cook-Driver - Rs.280-~500
Class~IV - Rg.250-400
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Instructors were also appointed on part time
basis and they were paid Rs.200/- per month and

Class-IV servants were paid Rs.15/- per nonth,

Duties and Regponsibilities:

Principal: He was in overall charge of the Vidya-
peetha. He had to ensure thaﬁ the activities i.e.,
teaching, practical training and field work were
carried out according to the curriculum prescribed.
Since the students were in the Vidyapeetha all the

24 hours in a'day, he worked almost round the clock.i
The‘financial responsiblities 21so rested with the
Principal. As regards financial power, he could in—é
cur an expenditure of Rs.50/- ot a time for mainte- |
nance and repairs of buildings, furnitures and

fittings. BSafety and security, of 2ll the moveable

and immoveable properties of the vidyapeethas res-

ted with the Principal. He was also incharge of

the hostel.

Instructor: The dutics of the Instructor were tea-

ching the prescribed crafts and also.guiding and
supervising practical and field work of the stu-
dents. They were also expectel to assist the
principal in maintaining discipline among the stu-
dents during the training prograrmme in the Vidya-

peetha,
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Manager: All clerical and accounts matters were

‘attended to by the Manager, who was in the cadre

of a second divieion clerk. He also agsisted the
principal in the nmaintenance and running of the

hostel attachel to the Vidyapeetha,

Cook: He had to prepare and serrc norning break-
fast, lunch at noon and dinner %t night to the
students of the Vidyapeetha. He was -assisted by

a Clags=-IV servant.

Menial: Out of two Class-IV servants working in
each of the Vidyapeethas, one attended to the Office
work and the other worked as a watchman. They also

agsisted in the hostel work of the Vidyapeetha.

Téking into considerationn,‘the'dufies and respon-
sibilities of the posts of Principal,iinstructor,
éssistant'instruétor and field staff, suitable pay
scales need to be gi#en as the 5resen$_scales are
not Qommensurate.with the”natuié bf ﬁbrk and duties
and respongibilities of these posts. 'Higher pay

scales will also attract better talented persons.

Also, appointment of pért time instruetors on con-~

golidated pay needs to be stopped. Unlesg the in-

- gtructor are full time employees their complete in-

volvenent in the _progfamme would be doubtful.
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Number of gtudents:

The admission to the vidyapeeth:as was regtrictel

to rural youths, in the age grovn of 18=25 years,
with a mininum qualification of VI standard, naxi-
mum being high school course. In exceptional cises,

the minimunm qualification was r¢laxed.

The nunber of students enrollecd in the selected
vidyapeethas during 1979-80 and 1980-81, as con-
pared to the five years average for the period

1974-~79, is given in table-12.

Table-12: Number of Students Enrolled

31. Name Average No. of students enrolled
No. of the  1974-79

Xég a~ | 1979-30 1980~-81
1 2 3 4 5
. 1.Panpa 42 23 49
2.Banthanal 30 51 29
3,Négalur 3 4 1
4.Yegachi 57 69 31
5.Nanjangud 77 65 39
6.Tunga T2 17 92
Average 47 56 40

State Average (1974=79) = 47

Note: Since the norn prescribed is 100 per year
per Vidyapeetha, the actual nunber enrolled
also indicate the percentzsge enrolled as
conpared to the nomm.
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The intake of students ner yeﬁr wag fixed at 100
per vidyapeetha. - The average number of students
actually enrolled during the "ive years 1974-T79

in the selected vidyapeethas was however, much bé-
1§w this noiﬁuand it_vgried butween 3 per cent in
Negalur and 77 per cent in Nanjangud. As against

this, the pogition during the latest two years

viz., 1979-30 and 1980-81 was. still lower. BEx-

“cept in Tunga Vidyapeetha, in none of the other

five vidyapeethas was the uvtilisation any where
near the norm. Even when comparcil to the five

years average for the selecteil vidyapeethas, the

- nunber trained was far below the average in 2 vi-

dyapeethas during 1979-80, viz., Nanjangd and

Pampa.

As already recomnended, it is necessary to ihves-~
tigate the Qausés of such low eﬁrolment and to

take corrective action by bringing forth necess-
ary changes in the curriculun 3s well as by pro-

viding proper incentives to students so that the

‘capacity of the vidyapeethas is utilised fully.

Wherever +the intake cannot be improved, it is be=
tter to close down such vidyapsethas instead of

wWasting money on thene.
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Drop_outs:
4.26 The number of dron outs durirg the years 1979-80
and 1930-81 is given in table-13.
Table-13: Number of drop outs
: ‘ Percentage to
g1, Neme of the . No. of drop outs 4,451 No. enrolled
No. Vidyapeetha
- Average 4979_80. 1980-81 1979-80  1980-81
1974=-T79
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. Panpa 8 3 10 13,0 20.4
2. Banthanal 8 10 3 19.6 27.6
3. Negalur ’ - 4 A - -
4. Yegachi 14 50 15 . 72.5 43,4
5. Nanjangud _ 13 31 4 47.77 103
6. Tunga 19 40 16 34.2 17.4
_ Average 10% 2% 9 M4 22.5
. Note: * State average: 11 (or 23 per cent of the
total enrolled).
4,27  The drop outs during 1979-80C were very high and

constituted 41.4 per cent of the total nunber en-
rolled during 1979-80. Duriag 1980-81, it was

22.5 per ceht. Thé‘actual nunber . of drop outs

ag conpared to the average of 10 for the period
1974-79, was 23 during 1979-80 and 9 during 1980-81.

The number of drop outs was high in Negalur,
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Yegachi, Nanjangud and Tunga vidyapeethas during
1979-80. The duration ¢f traininsg was 10 months in-
stead of 6 nmonths during this yecar. During 1980-81,
drop out was high in Yegachi Vidyapeetha (48.4 per

cent).

Course Content:

The entire course covered 560 teaching periods, cach
period being of 45 minutes duration, 280 hours of

practical work and 280 hours of field work.

Teaching Period:

The distribution of teaching period for the entire

courgse ig given in table-14.

Table-14: Utilisation of teaching periods

Peds of sty Yo, of,  Fereentase
1 - 2 — 3
General Subjects 215 38.4
Agricultural & Horticulture 120 21.4
Animal Husbandry 85 15.2
Industries 140 _ 25.0
Total 560 | 100.0

Nearly two thirds of the}teaching periods were uti-
lised for teaching sdbjects on agriculture, horti-
culture and industries and the rest for general

subjects.
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Practical work:

Practical work coverel any one or nore of the follow-
ing trades taught 2t the vidyapsethas.

1. Tailoring

2. Carpentry

3. Mat making

4. Printing nd Dyeing
Tajiloring was the only trade in»which training was
imparted in all the vidyapeethaé in the State. The
other three trades were not taught in the vidyapee-
thas visited for want of facilities like equipment
and also lack of encouragenent by way of inducenent

to the rural youths.

Field work:

The field work was mainly confined to agriculture,
: . L ' 0
horticulture, aninal husbandry 1nd_ggltry, in the

vidyapeetha selected for the study. Excepting Ne-

- galur, in all the other vidyapecthas the field

activity in agriculture and horticulture was en-
couraging, inspite of poor facilities, provided.
Most of the prelininary operations like ploughing
was being done by engaging hire.! labourers for want
of inplements and bullocks. Bovine population was
insufficient to. take up aninal husbandry activities.
At Negalur, since the land proviled for the Vidya-
peectha was of very low quality, 2gricultural and

horticultural activities were practically nil.

.
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In almost all the vidyapeethas vigited, it was

found that tools and equipments reguired for prac-

tical training in trades and field work were lack-

ing.

If the training imparted by these institutions

is to be useful, it is imperative that proper faci-

lities should be provided.

All the tools 2and equip-

ments required for inparting tir-aining in différent

crafts and trades as well for fiell work in agricul-

ture, horticulture, animal hushbandry. etc., should

be made available.

A tractor nay also be supplied

to vidyapeethas which have lar.;c arcas under cul-

tivation.

Expenditure:

The total expenditure incurreld by the sclecteld

vidyapeethas during 1979-80 and 1930-841, as compared

to the average expenditure during the five vears

period ending with 1974-79, is presented in table-15.

Table~15: Total Expenditure

BExpenditure incurred (Bs.)

Sl. Nane of the
No. Vidyapeetha Average
’ 1974-76 197980 1??9?81
1 2 2 4.~4 5
1. Pampa 1,10,5C7 74,622 38,054
‘ (=32.5)  (=20.3)
2. Banthanal 62,175 45,705 50,124
("26-5) (-19‘4)
3. Negalur 13,911 29,727 36,342
(+113.7) (+161.2)
4. Yegachi 78,5%3 8,698 1,001,096
+12.9) #428.7)
5. Nanjangud 1,11,600 92,%44 75,465
(-17.3)  (=32.4)
6. Tunga 1,62,921 72,715 1,16,739
("55'4) ("28-3)
89,941 67,302 17,970
Average (=25.2) (13.3)

Note: 1) State average 1974-79 = Rs.90,544

2) Figures in porantheses are percentage
variations as compared to the average.
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4,36 The over2ll total expenditure ‘ncurred for 2ll the
six vidyaneethas during 1979-89 and 1980-81 was be-
low the annual average expendisure. Among the in-
dividual vidyapeethas, it was »elow in Panpa, Ban-
thanal, Nanjangud and Tunga. The percentage variation
was between 17.3% and 55.4 in 1979-80 and between
19.4 and 32.4 in 1980C-31. In She remaining two vi-
dyapeethas viz., Negalur and Yegachi, it was above
the average by 113.7 per cent wnd 12.9 per cent du-
ring 1979-80 and 161.2 per cen:; and 28.7 per cent du-
ring 1980~81 respectively. Whcen compared with the
state's five year average, Nanjangud Vidyapeetha
(2.0 per cent) dufing 1979-80 ind Yegachi (11.7 per
cent) and Tﬁnga Vidyapectha (23.9 per cent) during
1980-81 recorded higher expend:’ture and the remaining_
vidyapeéthas during both the y:ars recorded less ex-
penditufe. This var’ ition was betwc:n 67.2 per ceat
(Negalur) and 2.0 per cent (Ye~ichi) during 1979-80

and between 59.9 per ceant (Negilur) and 2.8 per cent
(Panpa) during 1980-81.

4.%7 The break-up of expenliture in:zurrecd auring 1979-80
“and 1980-81 as compared to the average for 1974-79

under different heads is givern in table-16.
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Table-16: Details of Expenditure (Rs.) ~

Name of Salary Stipend Operational
Sl. tre vid
No ¢ yidya _ oo
* peetha 1979-80 1980-81 1979-82 1980-81 1979-80 1980-31
1 2 3 4 5 . 6 i 8 -
1. Panpa 42990 44715 12263 11844 19369 31495
(354573) (24751) (5030%)
2. Banthanal 28968 32301 7474, 10556 8897 77007
(22716) - (7610) +366%  +260%
(31849)
3. Negalur 20493 21356 7704 14761 1530 22°
(3619) (348) (4444)
4. Yegachi 44422 48233 13162 12180 28311 2512
(32260) (13972) +2803@ +155¢
(32301
5. Nanjangud 36483 40930 24196‘ 18433 31665 161 -
(30353) (16026) (65221)
6. Tunga 32795 38260 18646 25433 21274 5304
(32563) - "(17316) < (113042
. 34358 37633 13908 1553%5 18508 22166
Average (269949 (13420) (49527)
Note: Figures in parantheses denote 5 years average -
1974-79
*¥ = BExpenditure towards books and Stationery
@ = Expenditure towards stationery, furnlture,
repairs to pump etc.
4438 The expenditure on salary during 1979-80 and 1930-81

was higher than the 5 years averige expenditure in

all the six vidyapeethas.

On the contrary, the ope-

rational expenditure was considerably lower during

1979-80 and  1980-81 as compared to the 5 years ave-

rage.

In the case of stipend, it was lower during

1979-80 and 1980-81, in Pampa anl Yegachi and higher

in Negalur,

Nanjangud and Tungz, whereas in Banthanal

Vidyapeetha it was lower during 1979-80 and higher

during 1980-31.
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4.39 The incidence of expenditure per student during
1979-80 and 1980-81 as conparel to the average cx-

penditure for the pe iod 1974-79 is given:in table-17.

- Pable-17: Incidence of Expenditure ner Student per
year

Variation as conmpa-

Sl. Name of the Enggg%t ﬁg,%er stu- red to the average
No. Vidyapeetha1974_79 - ‘
Averama 1979-80 1980-£1 197930 1980-81
1 P 3 4 5 6 7
1. Pampa 2631 3244 1797 +2%.3  =31.7
2. Banthanal 2072 896 1728 -56.8  =16.6
3, Negalur 4637 7432 36342 +60.3  +683.7
4. Yegachi 1378 1285 3261 - 6.8 +136.6
5. Nanjangud 1449 1421 1935 - 1.9 + 335
- 6. Tunga - 2267 621 1269 -72.6  -43.9
Average 2405 2483 7722 +3.2 +221 .1

(1959) (1493)  (1998) (-23.8) (+2.0 )

Note: Figures in p rantheses refe: to the
average exclu.ing Negalur V_.lyapeetha,

4.402 The average expenditu e per student per year n
wis Rs.2,48% during 1979-80 and Rs.7,722 during
1980-831. Although exmenditurc had been incurred
by Negalur Vidyapecth:, the nvmber of students
enrolled was very low. Hence, the average expen-
diture incurred per student diring 1930-31 was
very high (Rs.36,342). Excluﬁihg Negalur Vidya-
peetha the o&erall average for the remaining
vidyapeethas was Rs.1,493% in - 979-80 and Rs. 1,993
in 1980-81. When compared to the 5 years average,
it was less by 24 per cent during 1979-80 and

nore by 2 per cent during 1931-81.
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Anong the individual vidyapcethas, 4 vidyapcethas
viz., Tunga, Banthanal, Yegachi and Nanjangud re-
corded less than average eipcaditure er student

per year during 1979-80 and it was less by 73 per

cent, 57 per cent,A7‘per cent and 2 per cent res-
pectively. Negalur ond Panp: vidyapeethas regis-
tered higher expendivurec by €0 per cent and 23

per cent respcctively. Duri=g]1930-81, the ex-
penditure incurred was less in 3 vidyapecthas viz.,
Tunga, Pampa and Banthanal, by 44 per cent, 32

per cent and 17 ver cent respectively. The re-
naining 3 vidyapeethis viz., Negalur, Ycgachi and
Nanjangud recordel higher ex enditure, by 634 per

cent, 137 per cent and 34 pcr cent respectively.

Incone:

The income derived oy the vilyapeethas during
1979-30 and 1930-81 ag comp2 ed to the average in-
conne for the period 1974~79 is provided in table-18.

Table-18: Total Income of Seclected Vidyapeethas

Sl.

" No.

 Percentage variation

Name of Incone during ‘ag conpared to the
-the Vid- village

yapeetha

1974~79 1979-30 1980-81 1979-30 1980-81
Average

2 4 5 6 T

1.
2.

4.
56
6.

Panpa

29,869 37,539 41,123  +25,7 +37.7

Banthanal 7,293 5,381 8,970 =26.2 +23.,0
Negalur - - - - -

Yegachi 23,007 21,907 13,970 =21.8 ~50.1
Nanjangud  1%,997 23,409 29,199  +67.2 +108.6

Tunga

53,612 30,611 38,7°3  =42.9 - 27.8

Average 22,130 19,808 21,999 -10.5 - 0.6
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The overall income of the selccted vidyapeethas du-

ring 1979-80 was 11 per cent below the average for

the 5 years period 1974-79.

Two vidyapeethas viz.,

Nanjangud and Pampa had income higher than the

average during 1979-30, three vidyapecthas i.e.,

Tunga, Banthanal and Yegachi had income lower than

the average and one vidyapeetha i.e. Negalur had

no income at all.

The position during 1980-81 was

cbmparatively better, since the overall income of

the selected vidyapeethas was less by one per cent

as compared to the average for the 5 years period

1974=-T79.

It was nuch higher in 3 vidyapeecthas

Nanjangud, Pampa and Banthanal and lower in 2 vi-

dyapeethas Yegachi and Tunga.

Negalur had no

income at all, since there were again no students

during that »pexriod.

The break up of the total in-

come of the selected six vidyaneethas during

1979-80 and 1980-81 as conmparcd to the 5 years

average 1974-79 is given in table-19.

Table-=19: Details of Income (Rs,.)

-Incone
“fron

1974-T79

Average

1979-30

1930-81

Percentage vari
ation as conmpa-

red to average

1979-80 1980-8!

2

43

4;..

6

T

Agricul=
ture

Horticul-
ture
Dairy
Poultry
Industry

Others

Mntal.

15150
(68.5)

3306
(14.9)

2204
(10.0)

1402

10635
(5%.7)

6867
(34.7)

2160.
(10.8)

(6.3)

63
(0.3)

72
(0.4)

T4
(0e4)

11835

(5%.3)

7455

(%33.9)

1990
(9.0)
595
(2.7)
100
(0.5)

25
(0.1)

"2908

+%07.7

- 2'.0

+ 5.9

~21.9

+125.5
- 9.7

- 5706

+ 47.1 .

7221 36\

19808,

22000,

-10.5
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4.44  The return from agriculture and horticulture con-
tinued to be the major source of inconme of the
vidyapecthas and accountel respectively for 53.7
per cent and 34.7 per cent du: ing 1979-30 and
53.8 per cent and 33.9 per ceut during 1930-31.
However, as ccmpiared to the average for 1974-79,
the income from horticulture 1as much nore during
1979-80 and 1980-81 and there was corresponding
fall in %he income from agricvlturc during the
same period. Income from dairying continued to
be about 10 per cent of the total. There was
fall in the income from poultyy during the later
years wherc ags no significant change was noticel

as regards industry.

4.45 The average income per student per year during

1979-80 and 1980-81 is given in table-20.

Table-~-20: Averaaé Income per student per year

Variation as

Income per Student., . compared to the
1%: figevif Rs.) average
dyapeetha 1974-79 19879-80 1980-31 1979-80 1980-81
Average
1 2 3 4 ) 6 i
1. Pampa 712 1,632 839 +129.2 + 17.8
2. Banthanal 2473 106 309 - 56,4 + 27.2
3. Negalur - - - - -
4., Yegachi 491 - 31T 451 - 35.4 = 3.1
5. Nanjangud 182 - 360 749 + 97.3 +311.5
6. Tunga 745 262 421 - 64.8 = 43.5

Average 462 ? 12.6 + 16.7

396 446 -
(475) (535)  (554) +12.6) (+16.6)

Note: Figures in parantheses refsr to the average
excluding Negalur Vidyapeetha.
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The overall average income of the Vidyapeetha per
student during 1975-80 and 1980-81 was Ls.446 and
Rs,462 and it was on a highe side when compared

to the average for 5'years ’974-79, the wvariation

being 13 per cent and 17 per cent regpectively.

Among the individual vidyapeethas, the average

income per student varied between Rs.106 (Banthanal

”and’Rs.1,632 (Pampa) during 1979-80 and between

Rs.309 (Bénthanal) and Rs.8§9 (Pampa) during
1980-81. As compared to the 5 years, the income

per student was low in % vidyapeethas viz., Yegachié
(35 per cent), Banthanal (56 per cent) and Thunga
(65 per cent) and high in tvo vidyapeethas viz.,
Nanjangud (98 per cent) and Pampa (129 per cent)
during 1979-80. During 1980-81 this was low in

2 vidyapeethas i.e., Yegachi (8 per cent) and Thun:
(44 per cent) and high in 3 vidyapeethas i.e.,
Nanjangud (312 per cent), Binthanal (27 per cent)

and Pampa (18 per cent).

- Income-Expenditure Ratio:

The. ratio worked out on the basgis of average in-
come and expenditure per student per year during
1979-80 and 1980-81 as compared to the average
ratio for the period 1974-79 igs provided in

table-21.
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Table~21: Per Student Income-Exienditure Ratio

Income-Exp«nditure Ratio
S1. Name of the —

No. Vidyapeetha Aggi;;g 1979-80 1980-81
1 2 3 4 5
1. Pampa 270 0.503 0.467
2. Banthanal 0.117 0.118  0.179
3. Negalur - * *
4, Yegachi - 0.356 0.2417 0;138
5. Nanjangud 0.125 0.255 0.387
6. Thunga . 0.329 0.421  0.332
Average | 0.164 0.180 0.060

Note: *Income nil and ezpenditure high
therefore the ovzrall average
is low.

4.49 The income-expenditure -ratio was high in 4 vidya—
peethas, i.e., Pampé, ﬁaﬁjangud, fhunga and/Bantha-
hal during 1979~-80 as compared o the 5 years ave- -
rage ratio. Only Yegachi Vidyaoeetha recorded a
low ratio. The overal. average was higher and
this would have been much higher but for Negalur
Vidyapeetha which had recorded considerably high
expenditure per studeht‘per year with nil income.
During 1980-81, this ratiq was 21so high in 4 vi-
dyapeethas Nanjangud, Pampa, Baathanal and Thunga
and low again in Yegachi Vidyapcetha. Negalur
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again . had'reeerded very high expenditure per
student per year,during“1980-81 also with nil
income. This has brought dowr the overall ave-
rage ratio to as low as 07060 as cempared to

five years average ratio of 0.164. -

The extent of land owned by each of the sgelected
vidyapeetha is provided in table-1Q. The total
income and expenditure derived by these vidya-
peethas as compared with the area owned by the
vidyapeethas has been worked out to‘study the
utilisatioﬁ on a comparative basis and the same

is presented in table-22.

Table~-22: Income and Expenditure per Hectare of Land owned

Income per hectare Expenditure per hec-

S1. Name of the tare
No. vidyapeetha -
1974=T9 1979-80 1980«81 1974-79;1979—80 1980

! Z 3 i 5 6 7____8
1. Pampa 1,537 1,932 2,116 5,687 3,841 4,5
2. Banthanal 408 301 502 3,481 2,559  2,8¢
3. Negalur - - - 458 979  1,1¢
4. Yegachi 1,730 1,353 863 4,851 5,479 6,2
5. Nanjangud 1,364 2,282 2,846 10,877 9,000 7,3
6. Thunga 1,766 1,009 1,276 5,368 2,396 3,8/

Average 1,067 955 1,061 4,336 3,245 3,7
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4.51 The average_annual"expenditure incurred per hect-
are of land owned byvfhe Vidy=peetha was Rs.3,245
and Rs.3,759 durihg 1979-80 an? 1980-81 respecti-
vely as compared té the 5 years average of Rs.4,33%6.
The expenditure pe# hectare v-ried between Rs.979
(Negalur) and Rs.9,000 (Nanjaczud) during 1979-80
and bgtween Rs.1,197 (Negalur and Rs.7,355 (Nan-
jangud) during 1980-81 as comrared to the varia-
tion in 5 years average of Rs.458 (Negalur) and

Rs.10,877 (Nanjangud).

- 4,52 The average income derived per hectare of land
owned was Rs.955 in 1979-80 aid Rs.1,061 in 1980-81
as against the 5 years averagz of Rs.1,067. The
variation among the vidyapeethas was between nil
(Negalur)and Rs.2,282 (Nanjangud) in 1979-80 and
between nil (Negalu. )and Rs.2,846 (Nanjangud) in

1980-81 as compared to the vewiation in 5 years
average nil (Negalur) and Rs-1,730 (Yegachi). The
percentage variation in 1979-80 and 1980-81 as
combared to the 5 years average income and expen-

diture per hectare ot land omed is presented in

table-23.
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Table-2%3: Percentage variation in Income and Expen-
diture as compared to 5 years average

Sl. Name of the

Percentage variation in

No., vidyapeetha | Income Expenditure

| 1979-80 1980-81  1979-80 1980-81
1 2 3 7 . 5 5
1. Pampa + 25;7 + 37.7 - 32.5 = 20,3
2. Banthanal - 26.3 + 22.9 - 26.5 - 19.4
3. Negalur - - +113.8 +161.4
4., Yegachi - 21.8 = 49.9 + 12.9 + 28.7
5. Nanjangud + 67.2  +108.5 = 17.3 - 32.4
6. Thunga - 42,9 - 27.7 - 55.4 - 28.4

Average - 10.5 = 0.05 = 25.2 = 13.3

The average expenditure incurred by the selected
vidyapeethas was less by 25.2-per cent and 13.3
per cent during 1979-80 and 1980-81 respectively
as compared to the 5 years average. Two vidyapee
thas viz., Negalur (113.8 per cenf and 161.4 per
cent) and Yeéachi (12.9 per cent and 28,7 per cent)
recorded higher expenditure and remaining vidya-
peethas had lower expenditure during 1979- 30 and
1980-81. The overall income recorded a fall by
10.5 per cent and 0.05 per cent during the same
Period. Nanjangud (67.2 per cent), Pampa (25.7
per cent) during 1979-80 and Pampa (37.7 per cenf)
Banthanal (22.9 per cent) and Nanjangud (108,5

per cent) during 1980-81 recorded less expenditure.-
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4.54 In conclusion, it sho1ld be stnted that the work-

4.55

ing of the vidyapeethas in the State is not enti-
rely satisfactory and efforts 2re required to be
made to improve their working. Partidular atten-
tion needs to be paid twoards improving enrolment
of students by providing more facilities 2and in-
Centives and changing the curriculum according to
the needs of the students. Wide publicity should
be given to the activities of the vidyapeethas es-
pecially in the rural areas surrounding the vidya-

peethas so as to attract more students.

Till the working of the existirg vidyapeethas is

improved no new vidyapeetha may be started.
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CHAPTER -~ V

Beneficiary Survay

A beneficiary survey was conducted in 5 of the se-
lected vidyapeethas namely, Pampa, Negalur, Yegachi,
Nanjangud and Thunga. In all, 41 beneficiaries were
interviewed. Except in Negalur Vidyapeetha, where
only two beneficiaries were interviewed, in other
vidyapeethas, the number of bencficiarieg interviewed
varied between 5 to 18. An enalysis of the bénefici-

ary study is presented below.

. A majority (90 per ¢ nt) of the beneficiaries inter-

viewed were below the age of 24 years. Most of them
i.e., 90 per cent, had gtudied apto 10th standard.
Twenty per cent of the beneficiaries inferviewed be-
longed to SCs. ahd ST¢. and 30 »er ceat to Backward
classes. Of the beneficiaries interviewed 54 per
cent were dependants and 46 per cent were earing
members. Among the earning memvrers 12 per cent were
heads of their families. Generally, the beneficia-
ries lived in their own houses. Only 10 per cent
lived in rented houses. The tyze of houses in

which they lived were mostly ru—-al in character,
walls being constructed out of mud, roofing either
thached or tiled with mud flooring. The number of
rooms including kitchen varied vetween 1 to 3 in

the case of 75 per cent of the heneficiary house-

holds. The living :space was lcss than 3 squares



5.3

5.4

- 55 -

in 50 per cent of the households.

Beneficiary Households:

The average size of the family was 7 and it varied
between 1 tov15.. Males accounted for 55 per cent
and the remaining 45 bcr cent were females. Among
the family members of the beneficiaries, 5.4 per
cent were children below 5 years of age. Of the
remaining members, 34 per cent were illiterates,

30 per cent had studied between I and VII staqiards,
31 per cent between VIII and X standards and’t;g‘

rest had studied upto either PUC or degree level.

In case of almost all the beneficiary families,

the source of drinking water supply was village

well. Thirty per cen. of the.benefiéiary house~ |
holds had supply of electricity. The vessels used
for cooking were generally either of clay or alu-
minimum. The vessels used for other purposes were
also mostly made out of alumimium. The fuel used
for cooking was wood in the case of 70 per cent

of the benefibiary families. The rest used kero-
sene oil. Very few (10 to 20 yper cent) benefici-
ary families had moveable agsets like almirah, tran-

sistor/radio, watch/wall clock, cycles, chairs,

 tables and cots;';Nearl§~507per cent of them had

milch animals and bullocks.
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The cccupation of the earning members of the bene-
ficiary families was mainly agriculture, and 63 per
cent were dependant upon.it. Trhe household income
was less than Rs.3,000/= per annum in the case of
70 per cent of the beneficiary families, above
Rs.5,000/— per annuﬁ in respect of 20 per cent of

the beneficiary households and the rest had income

between Rs.3,000/- and Rs.5,000/-.

Altkhough fhére were othei members in the families
of beneficiaries who wefg eligible to undergo trai-
ning ét vidyapeethas; none of them had availed the
opportunity, mainly dﬁe to lack of interest in such

training.

Employment stétus of the beneficiaries beforevand
after training showed that there was change in the
nature of work done only in the case of 22 per cent
of them., However, there was change in the income
after the training when compared to their income
before training, namely a 30 per cent increase in
the case of beneficiaries of Negalur Vidyapeetha and
38 per cent increage in the case of beneficiaries
of Yegachi Vidyapeetha. Among the women benefici-
aries of Eagjgngud Vidyapeetha, since, almost all
of them were students, the training they underwent
at the Vidyageefha had not much impact on improving

the economic conditions of the family.
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Hence, enrolling yout s, who are sti 1 studying,
to undergo training at vidyapecthas should be avoi-

ded.

The beneficiaries of Pampa z2nd Thunga Vidyapeethas,
who were mostly agricu.turists, expressed that the
training received in agricultural activities was of

use to them.

The beneficiaries generalily received training in the
trade which they desired. Only 10 per cent of them
expressed that they did not receive training in the
trade they desgirad. Oanly 50 per cent .of the Ybene-

ficlaries expressed that the training they received
of

was not/much help for th.ir present work.

Excepting three beneficiaries (7 per cent), all the
other beneficiaries interviewed were satisfied with
teaching and practical'training imparted and boar-
ding and lodging facilities prcvided to them at the
vidyapeethas. The a%«:ndance ¢f the beneficiaries
was regular and there were no instances of long ab-
sence, except in 20 per cent of fhe cases, where
absence was reported due to ill health. The dura-

tion of such absence varied between 20 to 30 days.
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Appendix - 1

Details of the existing vidyapeéthas run by the Adult Education Council in Karnataké

Location of the vidyapeethas N ‘Distance
. ' ' Year Male/
Name of the vidyapeethas , From near-
V%%%ige/ Paluk District sggr— gigsif Kms. - egt city/
ting peethas i town
.2 - 3 g 5 g T 8 ;)
Mahila Vildyapeetha Kengeri Bangalore ‘Bangalore 1958 Female 15 Bangalore
’ South '
Pampa Vidyapeetha Ramasagar Hospet Bellary 1962 Male 25 Hospet
Basavakalyan Vidyapeethsa Basavakalyan Bagavakal- Bidar 1966  Male 10 Basavaka-
yan : : lyan
Banthanal Vidyapeetha Banthanal Indi Bijapur 1965  Male 10 Indi
Katharal Vidyapeetha Katharal Chitradurga  Chitra- 1966 Male 15 - . Chiitradurga
, durga . ’ .
Negalur Vidyapeetha Negalur Haveri Dharwad 1966 Male 20 | Haveri
‘Yegachi Vidyapeetha Yegachi Hassan Hassan 1952 Male - 10 . Hagsan
Yenigadale Vidyapeetha Yenigadale - Chintamani Kolar 1958 Male 22 * Chintameni
Shivaragudda Vidyapeetha shivaragudda Maddur Mendye. 1957 53;9 12 v'=mhdd“r-
Mahila Vidyapeetha Nanjangud Nanjangud Mysore 1947 TFemale 1.5 _b?anjansud
Tunga Vidyapeetha Gajanoor Shimoga Shimoga 1958 Male 15 Shimoga
\ , s
$ Vi i iri i Uttara=- 1966 Male - 20 Sirsi -
Sirs%tV1dyapeetha Navilugiri Sirsi Rornada Banavasi

(Main”Road)r
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Appendix - 2

Structure of Karnataka State Adult Education Council

K.S.A.E.C.
;
t
1
]

1 ot o {
Central District Vidyapeethas (Administrative
Council - Committees Committees set,up

t ’ ]

1 t
. t

! . President (Nomi
Executive : ~
Committee gggig)by Gove-

| 1

] 1]

- Expert | ;
Committees General Secre -
(get up as tary (A Gove-
and when rnment of Ka-:
needed) rnataka Depu- :

tee in the .
' grade of: DDPI)
1
': . < -
Chief Executiws

Officer

_s

' n

1 "‘ : —

i m : e
‘Reglonal Secretary Secretary Senior Re=~
Officers vidyapeethas Publication search As-

H ' ! ' ' sistant

! 1
District . '
Bxecutive Principals
Officers of vidyapee-

| thas
A )

Taluk .

Executive-

Officers
Note:

DDPI: Deputy Director of Public Instruction



Number of students selected for training during 1974-79

Appendix - 3

S1.

Namne of the

Tdtal

Yo. vidyapeetha 1974-75 1975=76 1976=T7 1977-78 1978=79 Total Average
1. Kengeri 48 65 70 82 97 362 72
2. Pampa 34 18 49 49 59 209 42
3+ Basavakalyan 25 36 39 48 33 181 36
4. Banthanal 13 - 41 52 37 148 30
5. Katharal 20 37 62 65 46 230 46
5. Negalur 15 - - - - 15 3
7. Yegachi 49 46 - 69 71 50 285 57
3. Yenigadale 25 50 50 50 50 225 . 45 .

- 9. Shivaragudda 50 50 87 100 13 360 72

10. Nenjangud = 43 81 79 77 103 383 77

11, Thunga 38 51 84 90 95 . .358 = 12

12. Sirsi 15 - - 25 50 90 18

330 434 630 709 693 2846 a7




Number of_dropouts in the vidyapeethag from 1974-75 to 1978-79

Appendix = 4

51,

Name of the

No. vidyapeetha 1974-T75 1975-76 1976=-T17 1977~78 1978-T79 Total Average
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8_ 9
1« Kengeri - 13 4 5 5 8 35 7
2, Pampa 9 2 11 4 12 38 8
3. Bagavakalyan 7 4 6 11 9 37 7
4. -Banthanal -1 - 8 16 13 z8 -8
5. Katharal 6 10 19 8 25 68 14
6. Negalur* - - - - - - -
7. Yegachi 14 5 21 22 10 72 14
8. Yenigadale 3 26 20 8 3 60 12
9. .Shivaragudda 16 22 31 32 15 116 23

10. Nanjangud 6 27 15 5 12 €S 13

11« Thunga . 5 12 20 21 35 93 19

12. Sirsi 5 - - 1 2 8 2

Total 85 o112 . 156 133 144 630 53
Note: *There were no admission in Negalur Vidyapeetha during

the period in reference except for the year 1974-75.



Appendix - 5

Bxpenditure incurred by the Vidyapeethas in the State during 1974-79

Name df the

Expenditure (in Rs.) incurred during 1974-79

si. |
No. Vidyapeetha salary " Stipend  Training Operational Total
] R 3 7z 5 3 7
1. Kengeri 1,27,714 1,02,971 - 1,37,763 3,68,448
2. Panpa 1,77,265 42,842 80,917 2,51,516 5,52,540
3. Bagavakalyan 70,625 47,008 616 1,92,512 3,10,761
4. Banthanal 1,13,579 30,295 1,753 1,59,246 3,10,873
5., ¥atharal 1,57,714 49,050 5,086 2,67,877 4,719,727
6. Negalur 43,096 2 .240 - 22,220 69,556
7. Yegachi 1,61,302 60,439 9,420 1,61,506 3,92,667
8. Yenigadale 1,61,493 50,484 12,857 2,67,939 4,92,773
9. Shivaragudda 2,27,505 75,911 1,005 5,88,605 8,93,026
10. Nanjangud 1,51,764 71,259 8,869 3,426,103 5,557,995
11. Thunga 1,62,815 73,719 12,860 5,65,210 8,14,604
12, Sirei 1,03,358 2%,135 10,059 53,134 1,89,686
Total 16,58,230 6,31,35% 1,49,442 29,93,6%1 54,32,656

- ¢g -



N, g

Average expenditure incurred per student per year by thefv;@yaggetgag in thg;state'fpom 1974=-75 to 1978-79

2,437

1,804

(Rs.)
| 3%: Name of the vidjapeetha 1974-75 . 1975-176 1976-T77 1977-78 1978=79 Aggeggggs
1 7 3 7 5 5 7 5

1. Kengeri 1,475 - 1,104 1,084 877 805 1,023
2. Lampa 2,630 5,495 2,746 2,805 1,563 2,67
3, Basavakalyan 2,467 1,414 1,751 1,363 1,954 1,726
4, Bantranal 2,739 - 1. 823 1.4738 1,892 2.072
5. Katharal 3,115 2,229 1,805 1,865 2,105 2,086
6. Negalur * 1,950 - = - - - 4,637
7. Yegachi 1,669 1,513 1,074 1,204 1,634 1,378
" 8. _nigadale 2,966 1,398 2,233 1,924 2,817 2,109
9. Shivaragudda 1,317 3,383 2,301 2,119 3,368 2,481
10. Nanjangud 2,667 876 1,062 1,480 1,694 1,449
11. Thunga 4,943 4,105 2,029 1,719 971 2,263
12, Sirsi’ | 2,607 - - 2,324 893 2,108
| Total 2,257 1,694 1,716 1,926

-

Note: % Negalur vidyapeetha functioned only during 1974-75



Appendizx- 7

Income derived by vidyapeethas in the State during 1974-79

6,78,031

: = — , , (Rs.)

No. vidyapceths ~ Asriculture Horticulture Dairying Poultry Industry  Total

3 5 = 7 — S -

1. Kengeri - 38,669 T A1,249 22,807 9,834 1,143 1,13,702
2, Pampa 1,23,835 - 20,218 4,175 1,113 1,49,341
3. Basavakalyan 13,566 - - - - - 13,566
4. Banthanal 25,467 10, 999 - - - 75,466
5. Katharal 45,108 1,253 - 17,275 1,274 64,910
6. Negalur - : - - - - -

7. Yegachi 77,838 26,571 4,496 30,460 671 1,40,0%6
8. Yenigadale 35,135 1,586 6,334 3,637 1,653 48,345
9. Shivaragucda 91,028 88,463 37,086 1,71,483 6,882 ' 3,94,942
10. Nanjangud 41,998 25,973 1,752 - 259 69,982
11, Thunga 1,85,387 35,638 39,613 17,422 - 2,68,060
|2, Sirsi - 10,652 - oo- - 10,652

29429:384 1 y32’306 ‘2'y449286 12,995 | 13_)10’0Q?,

Total

_99..



Average Inccme derived ver stgg t per

197415 to 1978-T9

gt

ea< b' t e V1dvapeethas in the State from

. Sl.

, (Rs.)
S ﬂiﬁ;aggeﬁﬁg 1974275 1975-76 1976-77_ 1977-78 1978-75' Aiieggzg?v_
T 5 3 i 5 % 7 g
1. Kengeri 875~ 288 2736 186 219 316
2. Pampa 657 1,062 704 704 660 712
3. Basavakalyan 50 66 49 g9 Y I
. 4. Banthanal 449 - 204 142 139 2473
5. Katharal 967 212 - 86 334 232 - 282
6. Neglur * - - - L. - -
7. Yegachi 704 369 397 459 570 491
8. Yenigadale 496 53 190 171 305 215
9.vSh1v1ragudda 2,059 1,155 T4 57 1,549 © 1,097
10. Nanjangud 245,197 106 17 296 182
11, Thunga 1,769 1,319 628 441 433 745
12, Sirsi 303 - - .29 16 18
Total 505 366 - 321 445 465

Nofe. * Negalur v1dyapeetha was not functlonlng during the
) period under study except 1974~75 where there was

no income derlved.

—99—.



Appendix - O

Statement shcwing the Income-Expenditure Ratio-in the vidyapeethas in the State during
1974-75 to 1978-T79

b N et 1974-75  1975-T6  1976=77 1977-78  1978-T9 pertdlt
1. Kengeri 0.594 0.261 0.218 0.217 0.272 0.308
2. Pampa | 0250 0.193 0.256 0.251 0.422 0.270
3, Basavakalyan 0,020 0.047 - 0,028 0.073 0.051 0.043%
4. Banthanal 0.164 0,173 £.112 0.099 0.074 0.117
5. Katharal 0.310 - 0.095 0.048 0172 0.110 04135
6. Negalur * - S - - - - -
7. Yegachi 0,422 0.244 0.370 0.7381 0.%349 0.356
8. Yenigadale 0.167 0.038 0.085 0.089 0.108 0.098
9. Shivaragudda 1.563 0.341 0.%22 0.267 0.460 0.442
10. HNanjangud 0.084 0.225 0.100 0.252 0.175 0.125
11. Thungu. - 0.358 0.%21 0.309 0,256 0.446 0.329
12. Sirsi 0.116 0.107 0.077 0.012 0.018 0.056
Total 0.350 0.224 0.203 0.190 0.259 0,241

Note:*There is no Inoome in Negalur Vidyapeetha since the same was
not functioning during the period in reference,
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Apperdix - 10

BENEFICIARY SCHEL JIB

IDENTIFICATION:

Name of the Beneficiary :

Address of the beneficiarj:

a) Vi;lage/ifcwn

b) Taluk
c) District

Age

Educational Qualification :

Casgte

BENEFICIARY HOUSEHOLD

Whether the beneficiary
is the head of the fami-

ly?

Members in the family an?

their education

Nil
1 -4
5 -7
8 =10
P.U.C.
Degree

3. Whether youare living in:

rented houge?

,If; ye S ’

monthly rent paid

Rs.

S€ st | BC | Others
IYes ] No
0=516-10 |11-17 18-25 265551A§
. 3 - ™ //@,a. L;,‘._
T e " " / A‘;
1 1 ——1_~—1.
T : —1 T _
s P
D P P g
Yes No



- 69 -

4. Type of dwelling house you
are living and accommod ‘- :
tion available

a) Walls : mud/orlcks/stone/others(spe»
‘ cify’
b) Roof . : thauhed/tlled /Madras tharsi

RCC/others (specify)

c¢) Floor Kadapa slab/stone/cement/mui

d) Accommodation : Rooms| Area o

5. Facilities

a) Electricity - [ves o i

b)-Drinking water : River/well/tap/others(specift:

¢) Sanitation ~ Type : trench/pit/septic tank/
: othars %spe01fy

6. Please give details of

household articles you s
possess
a) Cooking vessels : Clay/Alluminium/Brass/

Othaors (specify)

b) Other : vessels (iike Clav/Allumlnlum/Brass/>

tumbler lates :
dékshissétg.) €8y ,Ste>1/0thers (specify)
¢) Cooking fuel :'Woci/Kerosene/Gas/Ele—
ctrlclty
Te Furnlture : l : WOoden Steel- -
a) Tables -
b) Cots ' : :
Q) Chairs ' :
d) Almirah :
8. Other moveables :
a) Wireless sets : Tron31stor/Rad10(whether
o S T 2 in 1)
b) Clocks : Wr;st_watch/Wall clock/

Tine piece
e) Cycles |
d) Motorcycle/Scooter
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9. Livestock {in Nos.)

-;a) éhitry :
: *;b} Piggery :
Type Quantity __Value
Sl L : Kgs‘ Grams Re. P
""ﬁfa) Gereals (dally) : ) )
b) Pulses (dally) : )
¢) 0il (weekly) : _ )
4) Vegetables (daily) o
ﬁe)ﬁmeét (weekly) : o
SEW b‘cbupafio}ii (Present) : - Main' Subgidia
a) Beneficiary
b) Otlzers
B PO
2.
3. o
12.'Income (Present) : Mein = Rg. Subgidiary Rs.
o (weekly/monthly/yearly) '
a) Beneficiary
b) Othersv- 2
1.
5.

3,
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13, .If. you are an agricultu- y
rist, give extent of lewd : gﬁi?& { Acres | Guntas
owned and crops grown Rt -

Croy 4Kharif”fRab; Summer
AC. G AC G AC G

TR

2
5
4e
14. What was. the work you'
were doing prior to - H
training?
15. What was your earning s .
prior to taking training ' Rs. :
(weekly/monthly/annually)?

16. Apart frdm your occupa~-
tion, how 40 you use :
your leisure time?

a. Attending clubs.

“be Member of any Instl—
tution

c. Recreation

(13

"d. iny other activities

| III. Tralnlng

3. Vldyapeetha where you
‘ underwent tralning ?

2. Trade in which you re-
“ceived training?

3. Did you receive trai- .

ning in the trade you s - ,j:j'les ; - No
" desired? S o

4, I not, ¥n _what spe01-
 fic subjects/trade you
"'were interested and was °
it provided in the. Vi-
dyapeetha?

5. Are you satisfied with
the training you recei- =
-ved? .

a) Teaching ‘ - L ’ Yes | No-

b) .Practical

o6

Yes B No
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6. Is the tralning received
“helpful to your present
" work? _

‘Yés 4’ No !

7. Did you experlence any
problems during the pe-
riod of your training at
the vidyapeetha, with re-
gard to the following:

 a) Teaching offered

»

2

b) Equipments provided

Q)'Hours'of training

" d) Treatment from the-u;yﬁ,aw
o gtaff S

(13

@) Scholarship payment

o8

f) Boardiﬁg o _ | ' (‘;f
g) Lodging = |

oe

" h) Sdnitation
i) Drinking water
j) Others (specify)

.o

8. Have. yOu avaiied any'klnd C e ,
of leave during your trai~ ‘ T
ning per10d9

-

-~

93 If yes,’please_give the,pe~ - Fe fiod-
riod of leave availed '‘and - :
~ the reasons for availnent ’,»Rﬁason'

oe

10. Hoﬁ.you‘were able fo,make
' . good the peéeriod of your
- abgence from training?

11. What was the amount of sch-
olarship you get durlng e
your tra1n1ng9

rs.] . }per year

12. What was the mode of. pay--'
ment of scholarship? :

i-Mgnthly/Quarterly/Yeérlyé

13. How did yoﬁ.make use of
the schcolarship amount?

000
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14, Number of members in . —
‘ the family, who have . Male ; Female 1

received training in
the Vidyapeetha

15. How many persons in
. your village have .
undergone and completed’
training in the Vidya-

Male | Female ? i

t
————————r——

peetha?
16. How many of them are . _ ey . ,
employeed? R :. Male § . Female ' |
IV, GERBRAL :

1. What ig your general
opinion gbout the work-
ing of the Vidyapeetha * -
and its usefulness to
the Society?

2. Do you have any speci~
fic suggestions to make,
.for better working of °
the Vidyaveetha?

******I



35.
37.

38.
39.

41.

LIST OF PUBLICATIONS BROUGHT OUT BY

Setting up of Seed Farms and Distribution of
Improved Seeds*
Soil Testing Arrangements
Arecanut. Development Programme*
Minor Irrigation Tank Work in Kamarahalli*
Roads Programme*
Investment for Infrastructure in the Tunga-
bhadra Project Ayacut*
Kharland Reclamation Scheme®
Loans for Irrigation Wells
Lokakarya Kshetras
Organisation of Hosiery Co-operative
Nature and Extent of time-lag in Crop Fore-
casts and Agricultural Statistics Reporting.
Principles of Evaluation-A Manual*

Publicity Programme in C. D. Blocks

Applied Nutrition Programme in Anekal Block
Sub-Regional Employment Exchange, Bangalore
Working of Agricultural Schools*

Soil Conservation Programme in Tungabhadra
Project Catchment Area*

Returned USAID Participants

Agricultural Engineering. Organisation—Part
Ta 1.

Pepper Development Programme*

Report. on Industrial Estates®

Feeds and Fodder Development Scheme*
Work turned out by the District Publicity
Organisation®.

Sheep Development Programme*

Artificial Insemination Centres

Indo-Danish Dairy Project*

Housing Colonies*

Community Irrigation Wells*

Utilisation of Irrigation Facilities in Chincholi*
Land Utilisation in Mysore State
Coconut Development Progromme
Soil  Conservation Programme
bunding) *

Structure of Finances and Development of
Non-tax Revenues in the State*

Production and Consumption of Foodgrains
in Mysore State.

Drought Prone Area Programme*

Fisheries Co-operative Societies*

Agricultural Refinance Corporation Scheme in

T.B.P. area.

Growth of Development Expenditure.

Pilot study of Marconahalli Medium Irrigation

Project.

Cardamom Development Programme.

Drought Employment Programme.

(Contour-

NOTE.—*Copies Exhausted. .

NIEPA DC
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42,
44.
46.
47.
48.

49.
50.

51.
52.
53.

54.
55.

56
57.
58.

59.

61.
62.

63.

66.
67.

69.
70.

71.
2.

73.

4.
75.
76.
77.

THE EVALUATION DIVISION

Land Army Prgramme
Artisan Training Institute*
Poultry Development Programme
Soil Conservation Programme—XKarnataka
Crash Scheme for Rural Employment in
Karnataka.
Returns from Minor Irrigation (Tanks) in-
Kolar District*
Scheme for the supply of Improved Appliances
to Weavers’ Co-operative Societies—
Karnataka.
Karnataka State Lottery
Major Irrigation Projects*—

(i) Bhadra Reservoir Project’

(ii) Ghataprabha Project (Stage I and 1I).
Industrial Estate Programme
Half-a-million Jobs Programme

Pilot Intensive Rural Employment PrOJect
Harihar,

Primary Health Centres

Review of Public Distribution System in

Bangalore District*.
Adult Education Programme
Small Farmers’ Development Agency, Bldar
Industrial Training Insfitute and  Basic
Training Centre, Bangalore.
Strengthening of the Divisional Establishment
" of the Department of Agriculture
CARE Assisted Suraksha Programme
CARE Assisted Balahar Programme
Primary Educational Institutions in
Bangalore*
Fish Farmers’ Development Agency, Mysore
District.
CARE Assisted Poshak Programme.
Small Farmers’ Development Agency, Bidar
District (Follow-up Study).
Working of Employment Exchanges.
Area Reporting in Minor Irrigation (Tanks).
Bhadravati Dairy Project. -
Plan for the Development of Hinterland of
New Mangalore Port.
Food-for-Work Programme-Major and
Medium Irrigation Projects.
Medium Irrigation Projects.
Food-for-Work Programme-Soil COIlSeTVB,tIOD
Works.
Industrial Estates Programme.
Lokavastra Unit. i
National Rural Water Supply Scheme.
Applied Nutrition Programme.
World Food Programme for Hostels.



