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ABSTRACT : India is a country luving more than 70% of rural populatio4 and has

adopted and impleurented the Integrated Rural Developm.ent Program @DP) since
1979. The progam has undergone several transfomntions and it is also now
continuing. The aim of this paper is to see the impact of the integrated rural
development prograrns as operationalised within the framework of the District Rural
Development Agency. The study is basically focused on spatial dimension of tlte
program components - beneficiary, credit, nrbsidy and investment at the district level
taking block as the micro-level spatial unit. The study finds that the levels of
investment is not consistent with the levels of backwardness. The levels of
backwardness is idertifred on the basis of some selected nral developnr,ent

indicators. It is felt that the programs are implemented without much emphasis on
the objective of the IRDP.

INTRODUCTION
In rece,nt years, rural development has taken
the central stage of development planning in
most of the developing countries focusing on

the issue of alleviating rural poverty by
implementing a large number ofprograrns and

projects. The strategy ofdwelopment gadually
shiftpd from increasing rural production to
provide ernployment and increase income and

facilitate to share benefits equitably among the

rural poor. India is a country having more than
70o/o of rural population, has adopted and

implemented the Integrated Rural Development

Program (IRDP) in 197 9 and the program has

undergone several transformations and it is
continuing as such in present times. The
program has spatial,' sectoral and target goup
componsnts. The small andmarginal farmers,

scheduled castes and tribes (baclarard class
population), rural artisans, landless agricultural
and non-agricultural workers, and unemployed
youth mostly constitute the target groups.
Initially, the developmeut projects were confined
to primary sectror activities, however the focus
changed subsequently to accommodate
industrial, service and business compone,nts
including skill development through training
aimed for self employment. The program is
usually operationalized through identification
of poor households as per the income criteria,
selection of the rural dwelopment project and
provision of credit (cash and kind) to assist
poor to expand economic activities for
additional employment and income. However
about one third ofthe total rural populatio" ttiii
lirrcs belowthe curre,ntpoverty line. The reasons

are many.
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Cutler (1984:1129) observes that the benefits
of the steady rural econornic growth have
accrued to the betlcr offsection ofthe popularion
so that poverty has grown in relative terms, it"

not aboslutely. A poverty alleviation progxarns

assessment study bV Gaiha ( t 991 : 146) suggasts

that in general the increme,ntal incomes are not
large enough to enable the poor to cross the
poverly thresholds. Dantawala (1990:2806)

very rightly expresses that the perpetual
dependence of the poor on the government
sponsored public works, their adhoc choice

unintegrated vrith development plans and

sporadic nature did not push forward to
overcome the poverty situation in trndia. In
terms of allocation of resources, there is a

significantly higher degree ofleakage to persons

outside the target group (Swaminathan,
I 990:A1 8). Dreze ( 1 990:Al 0 1 -1 02) concludes
in a similar IRDP evaluation study that in large
parts of India (with some important exception
such as West Bengal) the selection of IRDP
beneficiaries is at best indiscriminale and at
most biased against the poor and we have no

solid evidenco on the actua"l offects ttnt IRDP
has onthe living standards ofthe participatory
households. Paul Seabright (1 989:2208) argues

in a similar study connec0ed with the livestock
investments under IRDP that even when
zubsidies are includedthe benefrts to households

ofinvesting in livestockthroughthe IRDP have

been significanfly below those to lives8ock

purchased outside the scheme, prineipally due

to higher prices paid by IRDP participants in
the livestock markets, not compensated by
higher quality ofthe animals purchased. Various
evaluation shrdies in India point out that the

operational deficiency of IRDP during the

Sixttr Plan could not yield the expected result

Kuriyan, 1989: A13).

OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

The evaluation studies conducted so far by
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nurny researchers on IRDP of India, have not
considered the spatial component as such.
Therefore, the aim of this study is to make a
spatiotemporal analysis ofvarious components
ofthe IRDP as implemented in Cuttack district
at the block (micro level unit of development
adnrinistration in India) level. Specifically the
objoetivcs ar:e as follows :

l) To identifii the levels of backwardness at
the block level on the basis of some selected
rural development indicators (conce,ntration

ofbackward class population, incidence of
rural poverty, distribution of small and
margrnal farmers and landless agricultural
labors).

2) To compare the pattern of capital
investnent (allocation ofIRDP funds) with
the levels of backwardness.

The term backwardness is used here to refer the
magnitude of depressing socioeconomic
situation, measured by few selected but
important indicators specified under the IRD
Program. The work is primarily based on the
data which was made available from the District
Rural Developrnent Agency (DRDA) of
Cuttackdistrict. The spatial analysis is doneby
aggregating data at the block level and a
number of choropleth maps have beengenerated

by applying standard deviation grouping
technique to highlight different aspects ofIRDP.

STUDY AREA

The Cuttack district in the state of Orissa in
eastern India is selected for the purpose of
study beeause oftwo important reasons. First,
high proportion of the population fall into the

target group of the IRD Program and second,

ttris district is one of the oldest and leading

district in the country for implementing IRD
progrruns.

Cuttack is one ofthe coastal districts of Orissa
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with a geographical area of 11,14? Kmz

Gig. 1). The compound deitaie plain cit'the

Mahanadi-Brahmani-Baitararri rivers consti-

tute the major part of the distrist bordered by

the Eastern Ghat hilts in the wsst. "fhe delta

was prone to frequent flooding in the past. In

general the soil type is alluvium (silt and

loamy) with a narrow strip of saline tract along

the coast and laterite soil has occurred closely

to the Eastern Ghat range.

The district is characterized by suhtropicai

south-west moRsoon climate rn'ith average an-

nual rainfall of about 1301 mm which oceurs

during June to September. The population of
the district is 5.5 million as per the 1991

c€nsus. The majority oftho population (64. I 97")

are engagedin agricultural sector. The literac-r'

rate is 53.36yo. The district has a high popu-

lation density of494 persons per sqkm ofarea

as against 202, +he average situation of the

state. The population living in urban area is

only l2.3Yo, The backward cla:is population

(Scheduled Castes and Tribes - the bottom

section of population of the sociery in tcrms of
socio-economic parameters, and also constitu-

tionally identifi ed) is about 20 " S4% of the total
population of the district.

TREND OF PHYSICAL TAIT.GET AND
ACHIEVEMENT OF CUTTACK DRDA

In the beginning of each year, t}re DRDA sets

the targets of beneficiaries to be assisted and

financial (credit and subsidS') outlays to be

utilized. This is done by preparing the Annual

Plan and subsequently approved by the Gor'
erning Body of the DRDA" The targets were

the same for five consecutive years during the

Sixth Plan period (i.e. 1981-85). In all these

years (except the years of 1981, 1982 and

1989), it is observed ttrat ttre achie*,'ement was

always greabr than the target fixed. The rea*

son for this high physical achievement was due

to mainly as a response ofthe pressure &om the

t2t

t*p levei. ilho net result is the reduction of
finaacial support per household by increasing

the number of beneficiaries.

TREND OF INYESTMENT I.II{DER IRDP

The inveshnent pattem under the IRDP is not

unitbnn in all the years during 1980-81 to

I 990-9 1. The inveshnent per beneficiary which
r,vas only Rs. 1530.00 in 1980-81, increased

substantialty to Rs" 2796 rn 1990-91. This is

directly related to the nature of rural develop-

rnent projects assisttd and the availabilifi' of
increased furrding in the latter years. The data

on sectoral pattrrn of investnent were made

available from 1988-89 onwards. It is evi-

dencedvery clearly ftomthe datathatthe focus

of inveshnent also shifted from agricultural

anil allied activities to secondary and tertiary
activities. In tenns of percentage share in

1990-9i, about 63% of total funding was

invested in tertiary related activities, followed

by 23% in pnmary and l4Ya in secondary

sector related activities.

SPATLAL DISTRIBUTION OF BENE-
FICIARIES

The current distribution (1991) ofbeneficiary
in euthck district does not reveal any clear cut

spatial pattern" Mostly the central and eastern

parts ofthe distriet have verylow concentration

ixcept Balikuda block in the south where the

concentration is relatively high. Only 6 blocks

(15%) have comparatively more numbcr of
beneficiaries (4 ta l)per 100 poor househ"lds

and the rest of the blocks which constitute tiie

vast majority have only 1 to 3 beneficiaries.

Twenty four blocks (5 8 7d are below the district

average. The blocks having higher number of
bencficiaries are mainly observed in and around

the distrist head quarters' This is due to the

direct and easy access ofthe local leaders and

officials to the office of the DRDA within a

short distance, who mobilize higher funding in
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Table 1

Distribution of Beneficiaries from 1980-81 to 1990-91

Percentage of
Cumulative
Beneficiaries

Very High
(>'71.680/0)

High (59.54o/n
71.68Yo

Moderate
(47 .40oA-59.54Yo)

Low (35.26o/r
47 "40%)

Very Low
(< 35.2604)

TotaI

the interest of their blocks" The Nischinta Koil
block which has the highest beneficiaries per

100 poor household is situated in tle central

part ofthe district. The details ofthedistribution
is shown in Fig. 2.

The real distribution pattern of beneficiaries

could be well visualized ftom the cumulative

figures over the last ten years as a percentage

of the total households enumerated under

the poverty line at the beginning of the

program. The percentage of poor households

assisted under the IRDP during 1989-81 to
1990-91 varies from27.73Yo in Bari block to
83.95yo in Tigiria block.The pattern reflects

that the uneven distribution could be

auributed to the weak motivation factor of the

beneficiaries in many blocks coupled with
poor diffirsion and promotion of the involved

organizations - block administration and

banking institutions. A very low zone has

emerged as a west-east corridorinthe northem

part. The western part of the district with
8 blocks se€ms to be well assisted under the

progr.un.

t23

Number of Blocks

Vo

4.8

7.3

4t.46

24.39

21.95

II{V-ESTMENT OF CRBDIT AI\D ST]8.
SIDY COMPONENT
The investment pattern under the IRDP can be

divided into trrro components - the credit and

the subsidy. Both the components are very

much important for individual programs and

category ofbeneficiary. The feasibility andthe

success ofthe program is directly dependent on

the amount of credit and subsidy to a great

extent. The spatial pattern ofcredit invesbnent

per beneficiary in different blocks is varying
and can be clearly seen from Fig. 4. The

average credit per beneficiary in the district is
about Rs. 4,000. The distribution pattern as

observed from the map is very weak in the

peripheral blocks of the district. Bari and

Garadapur blocks have secured highest position

regardingthe credit investrnent ofRs. 6,000 to
Rs. 7,000 per beneficiary. It is clear from Fig.

4 that the ceirtral part is in a bettcr position

regarding the credit investnent per beireficiary.

The credit distribution is mainly weak in the

blocks away from the headquarters such as

Rajnagar, Dasarathpur and Dangadi.

100

Number of Blocks

F

Group (in
absolute

Numbers)r a/o

2

3

9

t7

l0

4.8

7.3

3t.70

4t.46

t4.63

Very High
(>12,019)

High (10,487-
12.019)

Moderate
(8,955-
10,487)

Low(1,423-
8"95s)

Very Low
(< 7,423)

l7

2

3

13

6

4t100 Total41
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Subsidy is provided by the Central and State

Governments in addition to the credit given by
the bank for all the programs under the IRDP.

Subsidy amount is highest in case of backward

castes. The distribution pattem of subsidy is

given in Fig 5. In general the distribution
pattern of subsidy is not frrlly concomitant with
the distribution pattem of credit, except few

exceptions . The upper blocks in the credit

ladder have also kept similar positions in the

higher share of beneficiaries $glsnging to

backward castes and marginal farmers.

The average aggregatn assistance (credit and

subsidy) per beneficiary is about Rs. 7,000

The spatial pattern ofaggregate assistance as

shown in Fig. 6 clearly depicts that the blocks

in the periphery of the district have low
investment per beneficiary. Only three blocks

(Garadapur, Bari and Badchana) have the

investnent over Rs. 10,000 per beneficiary.

DISTRIBUTION OF BACKWARD
POPULATION

The disribution pattem of backurard population

(scheduled castes and scheduledtribes) is very

important inthe context ofthe IRDP as one of
the main objectives of this program is to pull

them out from the poverty situation. They get

more emphasis and privileges under all the

programs. The scheduled caste beneficiaries

are proportionately more in the district. From

Fig. 7 it is seenthatthe upland region (Sukinda

and Dangadi blocks) has the highest
concentration of backward class beneficiaries.

As discussed earlier, it is ironic that these two
blocks are always in the lower end ofthe ladder

with respect to the concentration of
beneficiaries, investment and subsidy as

compared to other blocks of the district. This

is because, firstly due to low motivation of the

backward population to avail the opportunity

under the IRDP, secondly poor promotional

measures by the officials.
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DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSEHOLDS
BELOW POVERTY LIIVE

Any family with an average of 5 members and

an annual income of Rs. 6400 or less is

considered to be below the poverty line' This

criteria is continuously used since 1987 until
now. The occure,nce of households under the

poverty line is expressed as a percentage ofthe
total households. The spatial pattern. of
conce,ntration of households below the poverty

tine is shown in Fig. 8. Raghunathpur block

has the highest percenrage ofpoor households

- 90% of the total households. In spite of the

nearness to the district headquarters, it has

been neglected in terms ofbeneficiary coverage,

subsidy and credit distribution. Although
Sukinda and Dangadi blocks are dominated by
the bachryard caste populatiorq yet surprisingly
they have a .very low percentage of poor

households.

DISTRIBUTION OF SMALL AND
MARGINAL FARMERS

The distribution of small and marginal farmers

in the district also varies from one block to
another. In this case central and offerne westem

parts show a high concentration. As inthe case

ofpoor households, Raghunathpur block also

tops the list among all the blocks ofthe distfict
for having more then 98% of the households

underthe categoy of small land holdings (less

than 2.5 acres). Badanrba and Dharmasala

blocls also havehigherproportion ofsmall and

marginal framers (more than 80%). Only four
blocts have very low concentration. The spatial

distribution of small andmarginal farmers are

shown in Fig. 9.

LEYELS OF BACKWARDNESS BY
BLOCKS

The levels of backrrardness by blocks have

beeir measured to find out its relationship with
levels of investnent. This is based onthe basis
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of some selected important indicators addrcssed

under IRDP. The indicators are :

l. Percentage of backward caste households

(which comprises scheduled castes and

scheduled tribes) to total households,

2. Percentage ofhouseholdsbelowthepoverly
line and

3. Percentage of households belonging to
the category of small and marginal
farmers.

The indicators are ranked individrally following

the octile msthod of grouping and fused into a

composite indorwhictr equats to the summation

of all rank values to find out the aggregato

status of baclsmrdness'for each block. The

pattern of backrryardness is shown in Fig. 10-

The least backward pocket stretches from the

south-east to the south west ofthe district. The

eastem most part is under the backward pocket.

Table 2
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The blocks nearer to the district headquarters

seem to be least baclnrard.

STATUS OF BACKWARDI\IESS vis-a-
vis LEVELS OF II{VESTMENT

Levels of baclonardness above is compared

againstthe levels ofinvesfneut. The Spearman's

rank correlation coefficient value is found to be

-0.201, which shows that the levels of
invesbnsnt is not concomitantwiththe levels of
backrrardness. Most ofthe least backward and

less backrrard blocks (comparatively) tave
availed more investnent under IRDP than the

blocks categorizrd under as very backrvard

and exremely baclsilard. The Table 2 clea;rly

depicts the relationship between the status of
backwardness and levels ofinveshneut.Cuttack
Sadar, Athgarh, Nischinta Koil and Tigiria
blocks have received higher investment
irrespective of their status of backwardness. It
could be concluded that there is no such direct

Stafus of Backwardness vis-a-vis Levels of Investment

Status of Backwardness Levels of Investment

boemdy Bacb+wd
RAGHIjNATIIPUR

Vqy HiSh
GARADAPI.I& BARI, BADCHANA

Very Backrnrd
DHARMASALA SALIPU&
TRANGICHOUDWA& NARASINGIIPUR
BADAMBA JAJPI.T& DANGADI,

HtSh
RASU,PU& NIALI, TAI{GICHOUDWAR, DERABISHI,
CUTIACK SADA& RAGHIINATHPUR
ATTIGARII, JAGATSINGHPTI&

Ba*nod
BARANG, KENDRAPRADA DERABISI{I,
PATTAMTINDAI, DASARATHAPI,]R
BANKI. BADCHANA MAHANGA
KANTAPADA SI]KINDA ERSANTA

Mobac
PATTAM{,]NDAI, MARSHAGHAJ, TIGruA
DHARMASAI-A" AUL MMAEANGA ERSAMA
MSCHINTAKOtr.I, BALIKI.]DA
RAJKA}.Itrq BINJHAR?I.I& TIRTOI.

Le5is bochr+'ord
JAGATSINGHPT'& BARI, GARADAPUR,
MARSHAGHAI, TIRTOI+ KUJANGA' DAMPADA AtII+
BALIKUDA RASIILPII& BINJHARPU& NIAII
BIRIDI,I\ruAGAON, KOREI, RAJKAI{IKA

I-ow
SALIPUR, BIRIDI, KOREI,
NUAGAON, IOJA}.IGA, SUKINDA,
KANTAPADA. JNPTI& BA}.IKI,

Least bochtrtstl
ATHGAR}I, CUTIACK SADA& RA.INAGA&
TIGIRIA MAHAKALAPADA NISCHINTAKOIII

Yty Inw
BADAI{BA DAMPADA KENDRAPADA RAJNAGAR
BARAT.IG, DANGAI, NARASINGHPT'& DASARATIIAPUX
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Spatial Phenomena Statistics
Mean SD O{o/o

1. Distribution of Beneficiary as a yo to the
households below poverty line

2. Cumulative Beneficiary as to/o to the households

below povery line.

3. IRDP credit investrnent per beneficiary

4. IRDP subsidy per beneficiary

5. Aggregate assistance per beneficiary
(total IRDP investnent)

6. Distribution of Small and Marginal Farmers

7. Percentage of households below poverty line

8. Percentage of Backrrard Caste (SC and ST)

households
9. Aggregate status of backrrardness

2.90

47.40

3794.29

3050.38

6E44.66

65.20

7L.20

24.05

t5.24

t.t4

L2.14

tt37.23
933.53

2032.36

14.03

8.67

6.46

3.65

39.31

25.61

29.97

30.60

29.69

21.52

12.18

26.86

23.95

ANALYSN OF INTEGRATED RI.]RAL DE\IELOPMENT PROGRAMAT BLOCK LE\IEL

Table 3 :

Statistics for Selected IRDP Components.

relationship bstween levels of bachrardness
and levels of IRDP invesftnent at present. In
other words, the distribution of IRDP funds is
not strictly followed as per the guidelines,
principles and contents of the progranr, thus
diluting the focus stated under the plan period.

SPATIAL VARIATION OF POPULATION
RATIO BELOW POVERTY LINE AND THE
LEYEL OF IRDP ASSISTANCE.

The variation of different phenome,na under the

IRDP are compared against each other by
calculating the coefficient of variation. The

coefficient of variation provides a relative

measure of variability expressed in percentage

as a ratio of standard deviation and the mean

The results of coefEcient of variation relating
to the selected parameters are presented in
Table 3.

Itis observedthatthel :ntageofhouseholds
below the pover[y linu uas the least value of
coefficient ofvariation (12. 187o) which e,xplains

the normal distribution of data by blocks.

129

However the average IRDP assistance per

beneficiary shows comparatively higher degree

ofvariation (29 .69%) andexplains a wider gap
between households in terms of availing
assistance. Similarly a great gap exists betweeir
the blocks in supporting the number of
be,neficiaries. The results thus obtained are

quite useful in strengthening the program in the
furhre, if taken into account by the agency
concemed for implementation.

CONCLUSION

Table. 4 represents various componelrts. of
IRDP. Two important poin* have emerged

from this piece of study. Firsf the number of
beneifciaries assisted by the IRDP program is
not coherent with the concentrption of poor
households at the block level. Secon{ the
levels of invesftneirt are not consistent with the
levels of backwardness. These two interrelated

and important therefore have a strong influe,lrce

on the overall impact and success of the
program. This type of analysis and inferences
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ANALYSIS OF INTEGRATED RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM AT BLOCK LEVEL

Table 4.
Various Aspects of IRDP By Blocks Cuttack District' 1991

l3l

Nuol
tt. Blo.I oa

l191 Dd.lldrd.r

HtF
Dd.aldrry

rhbd&
F

Eadld!,

Ilrtu
F

E rdlnt

CmEdo
oa Edrrd
Ililtdoldr

Ca.do
ofSf&Mf

Allldd.
tlrb! of

E.dilafrdr
oa Poc

IIruMr
ATHGARH

AUL

BADAMBA

BADCHANA

BALIKIIDA

BANKI

BARANG

BARI

BINJHARPIJR

BIRIDI

CUTIACK SADAR

DAMPADA

DANGADI 
I

DAS^{RATI{APIJR I

DERABISHI I

I

DIIAR]!'L{SAr A 
IERSAMA 
]GARADAPUR ]

JAGATSINGHPI'R ]

]AJPUR

KANTAPADA

KENDRAPADA

KOREI

KUJANGA

MAI{AIQ{T-APADA

MAHANGA

lvIARSII{GIIAI

NARASINGHPUR

NIALI

NTSCHINTAKOILI

NUAGAON

l"ot*
l*oorr.*o**
l*"r"""*"
l*o^oo*
Inasulpun
lr*o,r*l.*
lro*oroo,-**
l'o*
l*to,

Very High

Modmt

Low

Lw
Hish

Vcry Low

Hidt

VqyLow

Modcratc

Low

Hish

Low

Low

Low

VayLow

VoyLow

LN
V6yLow

Modaate

Low

Mods8tc

Lot,

Modcratc

Modmts

Low

Mod@tc

Modmtc

Low

Low

Vcry High

Modatc

VayLow

Very Inw

Modsatc

Low

Low

Low

Modmt

Low

His
VcyIc

His
Low

Modmtc

VayLow

Low

Low

VeryHigh

VayLm
VayLow

Moddatc

ModsEtc

Modmt€

Mod6stc

YuyLow

Low

Low

Low

Modtratc

Low

VuyLow

Mod68t€

Low

Lw
Low

Low

lr1od@tc
I

lHidrt-
lModsatc
I voy Lo*
I

I Low
I

lHidr
Low

Moder8L

Low

Modaalc

*'
.{oderatE

Modratc

Vcry HiSh

Low

Modmte

Modmte

VayLw
Hidt

Modcr8tc

Low

VuyLow

Vay Low

Low

Lry
Modmrc

Low

VayLow

Very Low

Modorata

Low

Low

V"ry l{idr

\.fodmte

Low

Low

VayLow

Lm
Low

Modtr8t€

Low

Modlr8tr

Vcry Low

Lfod@te
I

Modmtc

I-ow
I

lModmlr
I

lModentr
t-[ -ow
I

lvor 
Low

lsl,at-
lLow
I

I l-ow
I

lModcrstc
lm*
I

lMods8tr

Moderatc

Low

Low

VsyHigh

Low

Lo$'

VcryLow

VayHiglr

I-ow

Low

Modmte

VayLow

Vcy Low

Voy low

Modmtc

Low

Modcratc

VsyHigh

Low

Low

Low

lr*
I

I 

Low

lLow
lvroa**"
I

I 

Low

lr*
I

I 
Very Low

Hidr

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Modaatc

Low

Low

Modmtc

Modcratc

hw

Hish

N{odcmtc

VcryLow

VcryHigh

Modmta

Low

VeryLow

VsyHieh

Mod@tc

Low

His
VeryLow

VcryHieh

VcyLow

Hish

Modtrat

Modmtc

VcryHi&

His
Low

Lm
VayLow

Lw
Low

Hieh

Moda*c

Mod@tc

Vcry Low

I 
ltigl

I

lModErBtG
I

lLw
I

lModcratc
I

lHigh

lr*
I

I 
Vay Low

lr,*
Low

Low

Hie
Modlr8tc

Modmtc

I\roderatc I

I

I-ow I

lLw
l

VcryLw 
]

Vcry Low

Low

Hidr

Lry
Modcratc

Low

Modsstc

Low

VsyLow

Hid
ModcrBtE

Modcrrtc

Modmtc

Low

Low

Los,

Mo&,rat!

Lw
Itr
Vcry Low

Very Low

Moddst!

Low

lvlodcratc

Low

Low

VcryLw

Modratc

Moderatr

Low

VcryLow

Lw
Hish

Vcry High

lvldaatr

Very Low

Low

Vcry Low

Low

Hidr

Hish

Low

Mod€r8te

Modmtc

Low

Low

vay

VcryLow

Low

Low

Low

Modcstc

Hidr

Low

Low

Moderatc

High

Modastc

Modlrata

Vcry Low

Lw
VayLow

Lry
Low

Hidr

Low

VryLow

Low

Modgatc

VsyHigh

Lw
Lotr,

Lw
Hish

Low

Hid
Low

Low

VryLow

Low

Hish

Modmtc

Modcratc

Modmtc

Modcrat€

Low

Low

Low

VoyLow

Mod@tc

Moderate

Modceate

Modcrats

Hisb

hw
Low

Modrst€

Modaatc

Lry
Modmtc

Lffi
Modlrstc

Low

Modmte

Low

Modrrste

Low

Vcry Low

Modtr8t

Modcrst

Very Hidr

Lo$,

Irw
Low

Iv{odmtc

Lm
Modmtc

Vay Low

Modaatc

LextBrchrud

LxsBachrsd

Vay Back Ward

Brckward

Ls Backwrrd

Brclsud

Bmkward

LsB&lsud
Lcss Backward

LsBaclcwrd

Lcss Brckumd

Lx Brckward

VcryBrckWud

Backward

Baclrmrd

VayBackWud

Baclffard

L* Bs.kwed

LmBrckwud

VayBacLWrd

Brchxud

Backmrd

Less B6c&ward

L*Baclrcd
Lest Ba.hrrrd

Backu/sd

Lcss Backurard

VcryBackwud

Lcsg Badsard

Least Bacl$rad

L*Bachrmd

Backmrd

Extsemely Backumd

L* Bac}q'ard

Lcast Backwud

Ls Brckward

VayBackwud

Brckwrd

Vay Baclcumd

Lesst Bsdarard

Lccs Ba.lorsrd



132

help understanding and monitoring the IRDP
periodically. For this purpose of monitoring
and evaluation, a data base on IRDP is already

created in each DRDA facilitated with the

CRISP (Computerized Rural Information
System for Planning) softrrare. But no such

study attempted before on DRDA data has

highligted such issues to gauge the impact of
the IRDP. Howeverthe impact of IRDP could

be further studied in dstail by dorng a primary
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survey involving the agency and participants;
the IRDP be,neficiaries in this case to explore
many other facts for strengthening grassroots

development.
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