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Problemsencountered and felt needsof rehabilited
triba sfor the sustainable devel opment

H Y.B. VENKATA REDDY, M.V. SRINIVAS AND B.S. LAKSHMAN REDDY

SUMMARY : The present study was conducted in Gudlur village of Coorg district and Nagapura
village of Mysore district and from each village, 75 beneficiaries were selected randomly. Thus,the
sample sizewas 150. Thefindingsreveal that cent per cent of the beneficiariesfelt that lack of extension
support, wild life damageto their crops, Almost al the beneficiariesfelt that lack of capital to carry out
agricultural operations (98.66%) and no employment during off season (90.60%) were problems. Cent
per cent of the beneficiaries expressed financial assistance for self employment activities, great majority
(81.33%) of the beneficiariesfeltirrigation facilitiesas aneed. Further nearly half (46.66%) expressed
providing loan for milch animals.
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itisunsustainable. Inthisregard, effortswere
continuously being made to relocate people
from the forest area, under India Eco-
Development Project. India Eco-
Development Project (IEDP) has been taken
up in seven Protected Areas (PAS) of our
country with a total project cost of US$ 67
millionfor aperiod of fiveyears. The project
aims at conserving bio-diversity by
implementing Eco-devel opment strategiesin
and around the PAs. The project alms at
conserving bio-diversity by implementing Eco-
development strategiesin and around the PAs.
Among these seven PAs, Rajeev Gandhi
National Park is one among them.
Rehabilitation of people from the forests,

BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES

In Karnataka, Jenu Kuruba and Betta
Kurubatribal s have inhabited Rajeev Gandhi
National Park. Asin therest of the state, the
density even among these tribal communities
hasincreased several folds. In Rgeev Gandhi
National Park that spans to an area of 643
square kilometers, a total of around 6,000
Kuruba populations reside inside the park
limits. This human density of ten persons per
square kilometer is very high. Commercia
harvesting of NTFP is no more sustainable.
Probably in the Amazons where the human
densities are | ess than one person per square
kilometer, reaping forest produce can be
sustainable, but with high populationsdensities
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particularly the tribals, is problematic in view of their
lack of socio-economic development, their attachment
totheir traditional customsand practices, which limit their
capacity to adopt to the changing environment and
situation. With this background the present study was
conducted with the following obj ectives;

— To know the profile of the beneficiaries of
relocation programme of the Rajeev Gandhi National
Park

— To ascertain problems of sustainable
development

— Toidentify felt needs of sustainable development

RESOURCES AND METHODS

The present study was conducted in Gudlur village
of Coorg district and Nagapuravillage of Mysoredistrict
of Karnataka state. From each of the purposively
selected two villages, 75 beneficiaries were selected
randomly asrespondents for the study. Thus, the sample
sizefor the study was 150. Ex-post-facto research design
was employed in this study. To know the problems and
felt needs of the beneficiaries, alist of ten statements
for both Gudlur and Nagapurawere prepared onthebasis
of earlier visits and conversation with the beneficiaries
and beneficiaries were asked to indicate their problems
and felt needs. Frequency and percentages were used
to analyze problems and felt needs of the beneficiaries.

OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS

Theresults obtai ned from the present study aswell
as discussions have been summarized under following
heads:

Profile of the beneficiaries :

Table 1 revealsthat 46 per cent of the beneficiaries
were middle aged at Gudlur and 41 per cent are young
aged at Nagapura. This could probably due to the fact
that most of the young people go to school or go outside
for work at Gudlur, but in Nagapura, the old people are
illiterates, more conserved and most of the decisionswere
taken by the young people. Further, nearly half of the
Gudlur beneficiarieshad primary school education but at
Nagapura a considerable per cent were illiterates. The
possible reason might be that Gudliur beneficiaries were
relocated long back and have improved their education
standards compared to the Nagapura beneficiaries who
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arerd ocated recently. Almost al thebeneficiariesof Guldiur
had less than two acres of land holding whereas al the
beneficiaries at Nagapurahad five acres of land holding.
The reason is that quantum of land is allotted for the
beneficiarieswhen they wererelocated. A mgjority of the
beneficiarieshad mediumlevel of family size becausethe
benefits were given to individual families at the time of
relocation and they havedivided their familiesin order to
get morebenefits. Thishasleanto smaller families. Further,
a majority of the respondents had medium level of
possession of assetsat both the places. The reason might
be, in case of Gudlur, the savingswere very poor and they
cannot afford to purchase these assets and al so they were
not provided any assetsduring rel ocation. Whereasin case
of Nagapura, after relocation the income level was very
poor to purchase any assets and also the implements
provided after relocation are very less. The source of
income at both the places for al the beneficiaries is
agriculture, asit isthe primary occupation and secondary
sourceislabour. A mgjority of the beneficiaries of Gudlur
had mediumlevel of socid participation. Whereas, mgjority
of the Nagapura beneficiaries had low level. The reason
might be, Gudlur beneficiaries were relocated |ong back
and have improved their contact with outsiders when
compared to the Nagapura beneficiaries. Also, two-third
of the Gudlur beneficiaries had low level of extension
participation when compared to Nagapura where a
majority of the beneficiaries had high level of extension
participation. Thereason might be, in case of Nagapuraa
good number of extension activitieswere conducted after
relocation but in Gudlur none of the extension programmes
(except one bee keeping training programme) were
conducted. M gjority of the beneficiariesof both thevillages
were belonged to medium level of standard of living
because of very poor income. A mgjority (58% and 62%)
of Gudlur and Nagapura, respectively were having medium
level of aspirationsduetolow level of education, economic
status, standard of living, socia participation and level of
extension participation. Mgjority of the beneficiarieshad
medium level of cultural change but little higher in
Nagapurabeneficiaries. Since, the Nagapurabeneficiaries
aretribalswho were moretraditional and after relocation
they wereto changealotintheir culturein order to adjust
to the new area.

Problems of sustainable development :
Theresultsin Table 2 reveals that cent per cent of
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Tablel: Profile of the beneficiares

Gudlur (n=75 N ura (n=75
Category Number : ) % Numberagap ( ) %
Age
Y oung (35 and below) 16 21.33 31 41.34
Middle (36-50) 35 46.67 28 37.33
Old (51 and above 24 32.00 16 21.33
Education
Illiterate 8 10.67 24 32.00
Functional literate 4 5.33 18 24.00
Primary School 37 49.34 24 32.00
High School 22 29.33 7 9.34
PUC level 4 533 1 333
Degree level 0 0 1 0.67
Caste
Non-tribes 74 98.67 0 0.00
Tribals 1 133 75 100
Land holdings
Land less 0 0 0 0.00
<2 acres 72 96 0 0.00
2-5 acres 1 133 75 100
>bacres 2 2.67 0 0.00
Family size
Small (1-3members) 14 18.67 16 21.33
Medium (4-6members) 54 72.00 51 68.00
Large (7 and above) 7 9.33 8 10.67
Possession of assets
Low (5.17) 1 1.33 30 40.00
Medium (5.17-21.27) 44 58.67 45 60.00
High (>21.28) 30 40.00 0 0.00
Sour ce of income
Agriculture 75 100 75 100
Job/service 7 9.33 7 4.66
Wages 62 82.66 70 93.33
Others 64 85.33 0 0.00
Social participation
Low (<0.067) 2 2.67 43 57.33
Medium (0.067 to 3.512) 57 76.00 32 42.67
High (>3.512) 16 21.33 0 0.00
Extension participation
Low (<0.235) 50 66.67 0 0.00
Medium (0.235 t04.536) 25 33.33 32 42.67
High (>4.536) 0 0.00 43 57.33
Standard of living
Low (<10.11) 0 0.00 21 28.00
Medium (10.11 to 14.43) 58 77.33 54 72.00
High (>14.43) 17 22.67 0 0.00
Aspiration
Low (<10.11) 2 267 32 42.67
Medium (10.11 to 14.43) 51 68.00 42 56.00
High (>14.43) 22 29.33 1 1.33
Cultural change
Low (<3.168) 13 17.33 9 12.00
Medium (3.168 to 5.0) 52 69.34 66 88.00
High (>5.0) 10 13.33 0 0.00
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the beneficiariesfelt that |ack of extension support, wild
life damage to their crops, lack of irrigation and
inadequate improved agricultural implements were the
problemsat Gudlur and no empl oyment during off season,
lack of bullock cartsto transport inputs and produce, wild
life damage to the crops, lack of irrigation, inadequate
agricultural implements, lack of capital to carry out
agricultural operations, lack of experiencein agriculture
and lack of extension support were the problems at
Nagapura. Almost all the beneficiaries felt that lack of
capital to carry out agricultural operations (98.66%) and
no employment during off season (90.60%) were
problemsat Gudlur and agreat majority of the Nagapura
beneficiaries expressed that |ack of daft animals (82.70%)
as a problem. A least per cent felt that lack of bullock
cartsto transport Inputsand produce (10.60%) and none
of them felt that lack of draft animals and lack of
experiencein agriculture asproblemsfor their sustainable
development at Gudlur. Thereason for wild life damage
to their crops may be, these are rel ocated to areaswhich
are adjoining to the National Park, where the wild life
damage to their cropsis very common and from which
these beneficiaries are loosing their crops every time.

Further the protection measures taken are not sufficient
asthe elephant proof trenchisinsufficient to control rouge
elephants raiding the crops. With respect to lack of
irrigation facilities, in case of Gudlur they are growing
coffee and paddy for which irrigation is required
whenever thereis shortage of rainfall. In case of coffee
rainfall isvery much essential for at thetime of flowering
for better yields. But most of the times they are not
receiving rainfall, at that time they have to provide
sprinkler irrigation for which water source is required
and they do not have any water source to provide
irrigation. It isalso known fact that the beneficiariesare
unable to get open / bore well facility due to their poor
economic status. At Nagapura they are given dry lands
and are growing rain fed crops depending on rainfall.
But most of the times they are not receiving rainfall at
proper time and ultimately getting poor yield which is
insufficient for their sustainable development. Hence,
they need irrigation facilities to grow commercial crops
by which they can improvetheir economy.

With respect to inadequate improved agricultural
implements, the Gudlur beneficiaries have not provided
any improved agricultural implements at the time of

Table 2 : Problems of the Gudlur and Nagapura beneficiariesfor their sustainable development

Problems

Gudlur (n=75) Nagapura (n=75)

No. % No. %
Lack of extension support 75 100 75 100
Wild life damage to their crops 75 100 75 100
Lack of irrigation 75 100 75 100
Inadequate improved agricultural implements 75 100 75 100
Lack of capital to carry out agricultural operations 74 98.66 75 100
No employment during off season 68 90.60 75 100
Lack of bullock carts to transport input and produce 8 10.60 75 100
Lack of draft animals 0 0.00 62 82.70
Lack of experiencein agriculture 0 0.00 75 100

Table 3 : Felt needs of the Gudlur and Nagapura beneficiariesfor their sustainable development

Felt needs

Gudlur (n=75) Nagapura (n=75)

No % No. %
Financial assistance for self employment 75 100 75 100
Improved agricultural implements 75 100 75 100
Protection from wild life 75 100 75 100
Technical guidance on various enterprises 75 100 75 100
Irrigation facilities 61 81.33 75 100
Loan for milch animals 35 46.66 0 0.00
Draft animals 14 18.66 61 81.33
Marketing facility 1 1.33 0 0.00
Extension of financial support for few more years 0 0.00 75 100
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relocation or any other time and the implements, which
they posses are not enough for their improvement inthe
agriculture. In case of Nagapura, they are given
agricultureimplementslike, spade and si ckles and except
theseimplementstheir level of possession of these assets
is very poor. Without these improved agricultural
implementsthey cannot carry out agricultural operations.
Hence developmental departments should provide
required agricultural implementsfor their improvement
in agriculture. Regarding lack of extension support, the
Gudlur beneficiaries have not received any guidance
about agriculture and allied activities from the
developmental departments because of that their level
of knowledge is poor about agriculture and allied
activities. Whereasin case of Nagapura, during past two
years a good number of extension activities like
demonstrations, traings, study tours, field visitsand group
discussion meetings have conducted. But these are not
sufficient as the tribal’s are new to the profession of
agriculture and need further extension support in order
to makethesetribal sfamiliar with the modern agriculture.

In case of Gudlur almost all the beneficiaries felt
that no empl oyment during off-season and | ack of capital
to carry out agricultural operationsas problemsfor their
sustai nabl e devel opment. Whereasin case of Nagapura
al thebeneficiariesfelt these asthe problems. Thereason
might be these beneficiaries have to depend on only
agriculture and they do not have any other subsidiary
occupations to engage themselves during off-season.
Also they are not getting income from any other source
other than agriculture and al so theincome what they are
getting isinsufficient for their house hold expenses. So,
they arefacing problemsto spend money on agricultural
operation. Regarding draft animals, a great majority of
the nagapurabeneficiaries expressed as problems as most
of them don’t posses, whereas in case of Gudlur none of
themasexpressedit asaproblemasall the beneficiaries
possessdraft animals. Thereason might be, draft animals
are the major resource in agricultural operations and
without which they cannot carry out most of the
agricultural operations.

Felt needs of beneficiaries:

Table 3 revealed that cent per cent of the
beneficiaries expressed financial assistance for self
employment activities, Improved agricultural implements,
protection fromwild life, technical guidance onvarious

enterprises as felt needs at Gudlur and extension of
financia support for few moreyears, irrigation facilities,
financial assistance for self employment activities,
improved agricultural implements, protection fromwild
lifeand technical guidance onvariousenterprisesasfelt
needs at Nagapura. A great majority (81.33%) of the
beneficiariesfeltirrigation facilitiesasaneed at Gudlur
and draft animals at Nagapura. Further, nearly half
(46.66%) expressed providing loan for milch animals,
nearly onefourth (18.66%) expressed draft animalsand
a least per cent of them (1.33%) expressed marketing
facility asafelt needsat Gudlur. None of the beneficiarie
felt that extension of financial support for few moreyears
asaneed at Gudlur and marketing facility and loan for
milch animals as needs for sustainable devel opment at
Nagapura.

Since both of these beneficiaries are depending on
agriculture and the income what they are getting out of
agriculture is insufficient for their sustainable
development and they need to start subsidiary enterprises
In order to get additional income for their sustainable
development. Hence, developmental departments need
to take necessary steps for sustai nable devel opment of
these people. With regard to improved agricultural
implements, the possession of agricultural implementsis
very poor which are very essential for the agricultural
operations. Hence, developmental departments should
provide these implements, as these people cannot afford
to purchase.

As wildlife damage is very severe problem in the
surroundings of the National Park and these people
cannot afford the damage caused by wildlife to their
crops. Hence, Forest Department should take necessary
steps to stop the damage from the wildlife to the crops
of these people. The beneficiaries need to take up
subsidiary enterprisesfor their sustainabl e devel opment,
but they lack knowledge on any such enterprise and they
need guidance from the experts from different fieldsin
thisregard. A great mgjority of the beneficiaries of Gudlur
and all the beneficiaries of Nagapurafelt that irrigation
facility isaneed. The reason might bein case of Gudlur,
they needirrigationfacility for providing sprinkler irrigation
to the coffee and also to take up commercial crops on
the low lands to improve their income. In case of
Nagapura, the beneficiaries are depending on rain fed
crops but rainfall is uncertain and income from these
crops cannot improvetheir economic status. Hence, they
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have to take up commercial crops to improve their
economic status for which irrigation facilities are very
much needed. Similar work related to the present
investigation was also carried out by Ratnakar and
Sudharshan Reddy (1991); Markute (1990); More et al.
(2015); Suganthi et al. (2013); Suresh and Jayaramaiah
(1995); Vijay (2012) and Yadav (1970).

Conclusion :

Thetribalsfelt that lack of extension support, wild
life damage to their crops, lack of irrigation and
inadequate improved agricultural implements and no
employment during off season were the problems and
they expressed employment opportunitiesand improved
agricultural implements for sustainable development.
Hence, the government has to take necessary policy
measuresto provide continued benefits and devel opment
department should give more interest for providing
irrigation facilitiesto grow commercial cropsand impart
thetraining for improvement of thesetribals.

Authors’ affiliations :

M.V. SRINIVAS, Department of Agricultural Extension, University of
Agricultural Sciences, GK.V.K., BENGALURU (KARNATAKA) INDIA
Email : patraseena@rediffmail.com

B.S. LAKSHMAN REDDY, University of Horticultural Sciences,
BAGALKOT (KARNATAKA) INDIA

Email : bslreddyextn@yahoo.com

REFERENCES

Markute, S.R. (1990). Socio-cultural study of schedule Tribes,
Concept Publishing Company, New Delhi (INDIA).

More, B.D., Kale, R.B. and Singh, Khajan (2015). Role
performance of the NGO personal in sustainable livelihood
generationfor tribal dairy farmers. Indian. J. Agric. Res., 49 (1)
:96-98

Ratnakar, R. and Sudharshan Reddy, M.S. (1991). Tribal
farmers perception about ITDA programmes. Maharashtra J.
Extn. Educ., 10 (2): 75-78.

Suganthi, S., Venkataprabhu, J. and Muthiah Manoharan, P.
(2013). Cultural characteristics of the tribal communities, J.
Extn. Edu., 25 (1) : 5004-5009

Sur esh and Jayaramaiah (1995). Constraints of tribal farmers
inanimal husbandry and employment generation, programmes.
Rural India, 58 (4) : 69-73.

Vijay, Oraon (2012). Changing pattern of tribal lively hoodsA
case study in Sundargrh district Odisha. MA Thesis, National
Ingtitute of Technology Rourkela

Yadav, K..S. (1970). Soclo-cultura obstaclesto the devel opment
of Adivasis, Yojana, 14 (5) : 13.

12y

* % % % % Of Excallence % x %« x »

Agric. Update, 12(1) Feb., 2017 : 95-100
Hind Agricultural Research and Training Institute



