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Snnun~ll")' 

l. Every Art:.~ Otricr of thl' Hurai Development Programme(RDP) conductli a houschoid swvcy 

lo idcnlil~' lh~· largl"l houscholili: upon enkring into a n~v. an:..:t for npansion of iL-; a~;Livilit::s. ll 

has usully heen done through structured questionnaire administered by temporarily recruited 

inten.iewen-. 

2. After effective tto;e of ~orne of the teclmiques of RRA...·PRA methods in vanous field of 

·research acti\ities. RED and RDP management have jointly decided to use the method on a 

pilot basis in 1dent:L~1ng target people for a new lillP A.rea Office in lieu of present surve~· 

methods. 

3. The mam objectives of the srudy were io identify targer people more accUiatet• and to 

deternri.."1e the cosr effectiveness of the methods as \vell. 

4. Physical ~Japping. \\·ealth Ranling, and Open DisclL~sion techniques of RRA method were 

used for the purpose. 

5. Seventy-two \.ilia~e5 of Lalmonirhat sadar 'til.lru and :five. paras of Lairn.onirruu pourashava 

w~e surv~yec.l. A lotai of 24.244 households wen~ cuv~ed. of \\IDl:h 14.362 (69.2 °:o) were ...... -
identified as targ:i group households. 

6. Abou! one-third of the target group households were found w be involved 1-vith other NGOs. 

So, the remaining 9, 600 (39.60.·; .. of the total) household~ were identified as potential target 

households to whom P..DP could offer its different development programmes. 

7. In Aditmari, whert TGs were id~ntified through questionn.aire survey, a total of 29, 173 

hous~holds wt=n: (;ovcrt:d. of wh.i(;h 1 'b,577 w~n: idc:ntific:d as targd group hous~holds. Among 

these target group households, U, 844 had no involvement v:ith any other NGOs. 

g. The survey of .A.d1tmari was conducted hy temporarily recrui!ed i.'11en~.t:wcr~: who worked for 

;~bout one mqnth and then left. On the other hancl, survey of Lalmonirhat w:1s concluctecl hy 

the BRAC staff (J>(j~ & PAs), who in the:: course of field worL will becom~: 1~m1iliar with the 

villagers, ils power structure and activities oi other NOOs in the: village. 
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9. In L'llmonirhat, 'illagcn: of rutTert:n1 ~ocio-cc.onomic. h:H.:J.;ground h~w p:nticipatt:d in the 

proces~ of TG identification. It was a group exercise and the panicipams had the opponunity 

to discus~ and clari.1\ ahout di1fercn1 BRA(' programmes among thcmselw~ which. \Vt: believe. 

\Vould work a~ a safcg~rd ~1g.ainst any misinterpretation by the moU.:1~ i:l1cr. 

10. The suJ"\·e~· dat:1 of L1lmonirhat seemed to he more reli:~hk th:~n th:tt of Aditm:ui. Four pcrcc.:nt 

information on A'GO /m,oh·emcnr data and 2V.'o information on Land holding data of AJitmari 

were reported io he erroneous .. Whereas. in l.:~lmonirhat 2.6°0 cL1ta of .vc-;o lm·oiw:meni were 

found lo b~ inal:wral~ and no ~rror was rqJorlt:d in Land holding iliita so far. 

11. It was fowul thai tht cost of survey through RRA methods was higher (Th. 1. 75:1-IH) lhan !hal 

of survey through questionnaire en. 0.66tHH). However, per day CO\'erage was fOlmd TO he 

higher in RRA melhods than thai of the questionnaire SUJ"\'ey, which wert 75 HH.slman-day in 

Lalmonirhat and 62HHs·man-day in Aditmari respectively. The cost of RRA methotf.. is higher 

bt:<.;aus~ il was tlon~ by comparative!.'· highly paid BRAC sl.a(r. Bul ils accura;.:y anti a<.;tive 

participation of the community members \Vill more than compensate the. higher cost of the 

survc~· . . :.~., peopks participation and !heir pen.:qJLion is very imporlcnl far ihcil dcvt:iopmtml 

this seemingly high-coSl method will not only enhance the reputation of BRAC, but \\ill al~o 

[a<.;ililalt: e!ft:clivc implemcnwlion of lht::: BRAC's programmes. 

1 :2. The progr<~mmc: worl~ers, who have p;~rticipatc:d in the whok proces1: of iden~i.ng TGs by 

PJtA. methods, have: highly appn:~iated the new method<s, since it satisfies the beneficiaries, 

helpful in forming new VOs. and seemed to he more accurale. For the: same reason we al~;o 

would lil;e to recommend thiE new methods in identifying TGs in new areas planned to be 

covered by RDP. 
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Rackgrotmd nnd lntrnd nction 

l ise of Panicipatory Rw-al Appraisal (PR:\) ml·thod in various field of research acthiri'-'~. 3.." wdl 

~!'. in pn~i.:\.:1 planning ;mu managt:mml ~~ lido kvd h~ \.:;Jusc::J t:XIt:nsiv~ dis~.:ussi<.'n among 

~sc.:trchcn: and Programme personnel. cspc:c.i.:tlly :lftt:r effective usc of some of itc; techniques in 

c.;~sl! study part of the Impact Assessment Study (1:\S) of RDP. Subsequently, som:: of the 

RRA.:'PRA techniques havt been successfully used in 1vlatlab study, lvhich also encouraged 

BRAC f\Uthority, especially RED re~earche~ to exten(t these. method~ sirnulr:meously in qualira.rive 

research and in panicipatory project pianning and management. 

RDP impkrnents its different developmenT progranunes through .'\rea Office!' (AOs) ai rhe field 

kvd. Ea~.:.h A.O wvm aboul 6:000 houst:hulds by t:slablishing 150-160 Villagt: OrganiL.aliuns 

(VOs). Lipan entering a new area, a sun:~· ha5 been conducted v.tith the help of t:mporarily 

recruited surveyers to identi...+y the target households through door to door ..,isits. 

As a development organization, BR_I\C has been giving more importance t.o the opinion and a.ctive 

pa.~cipation of the rural poor in programme planning and its implementation from the very 

inception of the programme, although. in some cases, this participation \\'as somewhat controlled. 

Particularly in identif}ing target people BRAC usually depend on informations collected by 

traditional survt:y rn~lhod in whi~h that: i-.; no ad~quale s~opt: Lo rc::Dt:~( v:illagt:~' p~~;~Li<.m about 

the measure of poorness which eventually resuits m excluding the real poor and in::;}uding 

rel~rively well-off people in the ·village organizations. 

To mitigate these limitation~ RDP and RED jointly decided to identif}' target people 'llc;ing 

RKAJPRA techniques in lieu of traditional survey method on a pilot basis. But still then w:: had to 

kc::ep in mind the J:m.AC's definition of poor i.e:. the Target Group(H.J) hd<>re allowing the 

vil~gers complete freedom ro defme who i.<; poor or who ic; rich and we ourselves did th:: arut.Jysis 

of lh~ fmdings. 

Tilt TC:S<:liJCh..--r:; ure indebtc:d \t• Mu!U1lUWJ R.Khall ' .stAoff (;(.;f.momist. Resew-ch I!Jid Evu.luati<'ll Division, BkN : k·r 

her help, suggestion, aud guidance 
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The study had the 1oll0\-ving four major ol~jccrivcs: 

a. to ensure people'~ participation in !argel people identification proces!': 

h. to identify t.1rge1 people more accurately: 

c. dc:tennining cost effectiveness of the method in ident'¢1ing target people. in terms of 

time(rnan-days) and money: and 

d. let the community know about DR.'\.C's programme in advance. 

1\1ethodolo~' 

The study was conducL~d by using Lh~ knowl~e of rural peopk Lollmving the:: cunc~:pl "rural 

people are themselves knowledgcabk on many su~jects which touched their lives·· (Chambers, 

199:!). We used the follm.ving te;;hniques of R.R.I\ method: (i) Physical Mapping, (ii) Wealth 

Ranking, and (iii) Open Discussion .. AJJ these techniques were used to tap the villagers · knowledge 

wruch would help us to identify T arge1 Hon-;ehold. 

JJhysical maps were drawn to delineat~ about the residential pan of the. ,.illage, it~ different paras 

and household distribution. Ff .. ealrh rankings were done to class~' the households into diff"-rcnt 

economic caLc::goric::s. Open discussiOns were condu(.;lt:d lo knu\ov lht: t:xLenl of invo]vtmJc::nl of the 

houschold'i v.'ith difterc:nt NGOs. 

For ea<;y h:mclling of all typc:s of iniiJrm..ation, spt:cial information cards wen~ devdopcd as shown 

in Tahle-1 below. Af1er dr~•vvine, a map on the ground all households of the villar,c were identified 

hy paras. Names of the housc.::hold hc.::ad'> and th<..-ir fath~rs'/hw;bands· wen v.'lincn down on the 

top of the card. 
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Thus, ~ six1gi~ c~d was prepared for each household of the village. Th~ cards, ·with the: names of 

household heads on the top, were. then divided into four groups based on their economic status, 

that is, the \\-ealth C~tegory (\VC) scale. After that the card~; went to WC-T and WC:-TI 

(economically well off groups) were left out and the rest rwo groups (who sell labour at least 100 

days a year) were further divided into four specific Land Categories (LC). Finai.Jy the card<; were 

divided into two groups based on their involvement \vith NGOs. .-'\fter completion of the field 

exe1·cise all i.nfonnation of the car~ were tran~ferred iu to a penuanent register. 

Seven out of nine union~ of Lalmonirhat sadar thana were intended to cover by the proposed RDP 

office. The remaining two unionc;. Jl...ajpur and Khuniagach., were left oul hY the senior 

managemenl since those arc flond-pmn:: and not feasihle for VO fr>rmation . 

All feasible villages of the \ -1ahcndran.agar, Harati, Kulaghat and Mogalhat unions, sho\vn below 

(Tahk 2), were survcyc.:d. Some villages of Gokunda, Barobari, and Panchagram unions were not 

surveyed due to bad communi~atiou and some other villages wen:: k11 out for future sUJvey, if 

need arises. Some sdeetcd ruraJ areas of Lalmonirhat Pourashava were abo covered. The: Fig. l of 

next page shows the: general location of the; study area. 
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Table 2: Vi113!!r Sun'ryed by Vnion. 

Naml· of l~nion~ Total :!'io. of No. of villages 

villn.Qes CO\'ered 

l\1ahen~ranag.ar 19 19 

Harati 15 15 

hUlaghat 11 8 

Mogalhat 13 8 

Gokund.l 10 5 

Barobari 10 ... 11 

Panchagram 17 6 

Rural(T ot•'ll) 104 72 

Paurashava(Paras) 5 

No. of village~ 

left out" 

3 

10 

•These v'.Jlage~ are excluded due tc- bad communication (flood-prone. lack ofroad! 

.1\o. of ''illngr~ could 

h<' cover<'d in future 

8 

11 

22 

A team of 16 members carried out the exercise ~ith the help and guidance of RED personnel (See 

Annex-! for the names). The exerci<>e took four weeks, inc-luding three da:vs of preparatory works, 

for completion. 
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Ji'i.nd inJ!~ 

A total of :4.:44 hNtc;;<..:holdc; from 72 \illages of seven unions :md five.~ paras of the Pourashava 
I 

w<..:n.~ survc:n~d. Of Lltt: loW. 14.362 (59.2%) hous~holtb were: idc::nlifi~d as Targt:l Group 

household.". 

Table 3: Distribution of tht Households(lffis) by l'nion. 

Name of rnion!' No. of villages Total :\o. of No. ofTG 

covered Households Households(0/o )"' 

1. J\tahendranagar 19 5,435 3,269 (60.2) 

2. Harati 15 5.004 2,979 (59.5) 

3. Barabari 11 2,338 1,362 (58.3) 

4 . Goh-unda :: 2,034 1:211 (59.5) _, 

5. Kul.aghat 8 2.620 1,547 (59.0) 

6. Mogolhat 8 4,294 2363 (55.0) 

7. Panch~ 6 1. 715 1,067 (62.2) 

Rural (T ota1) i2 23.~0 13,798 (58.9) 

8. Paurashava 5 Paras 804 564 (70.1) 

Total 24.244 14.362 (59.2) 

"' ln per cern of the Lotal HH.: . 

Table 3 shows that out of these 72 \·illages the percentage of TG households is highest in 

P<~nchagr::m and lowest in 1\1ogolh<~l union which :rr::: 62.2~·(, :md 55.0~·o, respectively. 

Jt may he noted that the numher of TG households are considerably more prevalent in Paurashava 

area trutn that of the: rural area, which an: 70.J<';o and 58.9"·<-., respectivdy. This is because Wt: 

purposively surveyed the poorer area of Paurashava to lo~atc the TG households for VO 

formation, but in case of rural .area we covered all household~ of a village. Villagewi')e TG 

hws~hold distribution has hccn shown in Ann~x - 2. 

Househ,Jld~ 1~<~'-'Uil! lts~ than :'iO th:cimab •.•f laud and sdl m:tnllillla'l>rJUT fr,r at least I 00 day!> " year for 
livchhor.Jrj ln 1i11'.. Sllldy ' tlw household!> l~hmgiHg ll.llht~ we JlJ A~ J\1 of Tr;hl~ 4 111ld LC 11 . 111 /i..•.IV o( 

Tublc 5 an; W1L'$Jdcr::d 10 he the TG H Hs. 
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Figure 1: Map showing the area covered by the survey of Labnonirhat sadar 
thana. 
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As ciescrihed in methodology !'Cction w~ 11~1 cii'\idcd all household-; inlo four groups on the h:tsil; 

of tht:ir economic condition and level (\f selling their manual labour over the year. Wealth 

Catc~ory J stands for hcner-off households and IV indicates worse-oft household<: of the 

c.onunWliTy. The uniom\isc distribution of \\'Cs ar~' given in Tahir.- 4 and critc.:ria in Box- one . 

Table~ : Household Distribution by l\"calth Category. 

Name ofl~nions \Yealth Cate!!on· (HHs) Total HHs 

I l II III IV 
1. Mahendranagar 856 . 751 "!.039 2.789 5.435 

"'H . , .:. . 1.3fatl 736 787 1,016 2,465 5,0(4 

3 . Barabari 2S4 440 43g 1.176 2.33~ 

• 4. Gokunda 269 302 341 1,122 2.034 

5. Kulaghal .. 431 . 3&5 533 1.271 2.620 

6. :l'dogolhai ·628 · 614 . 842 2.210 4.294 

· 7. Panchagram 155 201 325 934 1. 715 

8 . Pourash.ava 85 90 136 493 804 

Total 3.544 3.570 4,670 12.460 24.2-+4 

17, 13(1 (70.7°/n} 

DOX- One 
Wealth Category Criteria: 

\VC:l :r Well-off farmer (surplus crop producer). service holder, business man. etc . 
•\VC :II ;;... \1arginal fanner. ser..ice holder. and business man who nonnally do not sell tru1nual 

labour. 
we :ill ;,.. !vlarginal fanner and small trader who abo sell physical hhour for their livelihood. 
' \\ 'C:r, · ;... Small land holders, landless, shotrecropper, self-employed e.g. Rickshaw puller, poner. 

blacksmith, etc . v,·ho live solely on physical labour. 
------------~----------~--~~-------------------------- ·------·---

According to the Weal1h Categor:'· cri1~ it io; found that the households helongjng to the w~:;,Jth 

cla·ss I & Il cannot be d.assified as target woup ao; they have good source of income: and du not 

sell manual labour any time ot the year. Jn J .and Category ext:rcise we have therefort: takt:n onlv 

those household•; who sell lAbour Jor their livelihood (\VC ID&IV). Thus a total of J 7, l 3!}(70. 7'~/·~) 

householdo.; wen; Lakcn into wnsideraliun for lhc: TG i<.lenlifi~aliun exen.:isc (T&thle-4 ). 

9 
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.·\~ ~~~ond ~tcp of TG idcntific:11ion the household . .,: under \\'C ill & JV catcgori~~ were nm.her 

divided into four subclassc.."S. According to the ddinition of BRAC TG housd10ld =tnd J.1~0 

3ccording 10 the rcquinncnt of IlK prog.TamnH:. thr ~izt.: of the land holding was used as cliteria for 

thi~ c!:lc:c:i!ic:llion. Table 5 and Box- Two giw the distribution of land categories and th~· critcril. 

n:spc.:tivd~. 

Table~ : Hou~dmld ( WC 111 &. n·) Distribution by Land Catq~or:· . 

:\'amt' of rniC'II 

. 1. ).1a..J,endranaga:r 559 

, 2. Harati 502 

• .3. Barlbari 252 

4. Gol-.unda 252 
· 5. I~ulag:hat 257 · 

6. l\.1ogolhat 689 

. 7. Panduurram 192 ' 

8. Pourashava 65 

Rurai(Total) 2;7nR 

TG Households 

Land Cat~gor:' Criteria: 

LCJ 
LCD 
LCill 
LCJV 

\. ,... 
' · , 
' ,. 

Land Cate2orv 

n TTl 

2:'4 475 

207 395 

69 143 

78 129 

70 189 

169 330 

50 120 

21 30 

RRR l.R 11 

14,362 (83.8%>) 

BOX- Two 

5J dc;;imal and above 

41 - 50 decimal 
2 J - 4(! decimal 
l:lelow 20 dcci1ml 

T\' 

2,570 

2.377 

1,150 

1.004 

1.288 

L864 

897 

513 

11.663 

Total 

.3,828 

3A81 

1.614 

1.463 

1.804 

3 ~ 052 

1.259 

629 

1'7. no 

Tahle 5 shows that 14,~{62 (~3.X0'()) hou~;cholds of WC ill&JV having 50 or kss than 50 decimal 

of land arc TG households. The 2. ?Gg household<; helonging to LC-I do not fulfl.J the enteric: of 

131<. ;\C"I:i TG as they have: more than 50 dccuJtal of land. Th~se households an:: excluded wht.."11 the 

dal.<l on '?'H.JO involvement :m: presented in Tahk G. 

10 
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\Vc:dUt 
Caaeeon· i 1 

11 

Di~trihnt.ion of TG Hnu~l'holch hy \V(', LC, and St;Jtu-. of ln,·ol"<'mt>n1 witJ1 

other NGOs. 

Land Cateonn· 

II lJI ! n· Total I 

Nl T : Nl T Nl T '\! T NJ ,. 
i 
I. 

" 1: . 

I 
I 

i 

T 

III !-_; .<19 49:: :6s 466 ':"'34 5:4 ss- ~.~:I 
I 

975 1.6'7:: :.647 I 
I 

J, (l;'7 \ IV ) J~ ::>o 396 JOS 669 3 ~;1 - .(1('9 10. :~: 
\ 3,787 7.9:8 1!. 7:5 I 

Total ~ . :q~ 569 sss 676 LJJ5 1.811 .3.7(.- -.s~6 ll.6G3 4.76:! 9,600 14.36: 
.. .. I 

36 64 100 3~ 63 100 3~ 68 100 33 6-::' }{)(j ·~ 

I : invoived with A'GO.<: XI · Xo! lnv(l/ved: T . Total 

To identifY potential TG household (who are not involved with any ~'GOs) open discussions "'ere 

conducted in the last session of field exercise. It was foWld tha1 33°o of the pre\~ously identified 

TG households are in some way involved with other NGOs and the remaining 67% have no 

connection v.'ith any other NGOs. As a result, 9~600 (39.6<!1o of the wtal) households were finally 

identified as potential TG househoid~ to whom DRA.C could offer iLs different development 

programmes. 

Discussion and Conclusion 

The study was undcnal.:en to identify the Target Group households for establishing a RDP office 

hy using RRA teclmiques, as it is participatory, more accuratt:, and ~osl effectivt:. A total of 

24,244 houc;eholdc; (23A40 HHs from 72 villages and 804 HHs from Lalmonirhat pourashavJ) 

were surveyed for the purpose and 14,362 (59.21~·o) households Wt."f<: identifit:d as TG households 

according to DRAC's ddiniticm. Of these TG households, 4, 7G2(33'~,;J) were found lobe involved 

with other NGOf.. A<; <1 result, the n:maining 9,600 (39 .61~·o of the total) households were fmally 

l 1 
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identified as potential TG households to whom BRA(' could offer its difll':fcnt dcwlopment 

programmes. 

A month before our fidd wor1: in L:umonirhat RDP also conducted :1 surn·y through 

questionnaire to id::nti1\ 1.1rget households for .-\ditmari area ofiice oflhe same region. In .-\dltmari 

a total of 29.173 houschold!i were covered in the survey, of which 18.577 were TG households. 

Among these households, 1.3,844 \\ere not inYolved \Viih ~my other NGOs i.e. potential TGs. Tne 

survey was conducted by locally recruited inten'iewers who worked for about one month and then 

left. They had least orientation ~)OUt BRAC and interviewed the respondents nithout expiaining 

them about the purpose of the sun1ey. 

On the other hand, survey of Lal.'TloP.irhat (following P . .R~ techniques) was conducted !:>y tl)e 

regular BR.-\C staff (POs & PAs). Field a~tr\ities for dai4 collection always preceded '1\ith 

briefin~c: of the vma~ers about BRA.C. The 'illa~ers, particularly the social elites and aged persons, 

become aware in advance abour BR..-\C" s different activities. Furthermore, as the vilia.~ers 

participated in the whole process as a group th~' also had the opportunity to discuss and clarify the 

different BRAe's progranunes among themselves which, we believe, would work as a safeguard 

against misunderstanding and misinterpretation by the fundamentalist. In the course of field work 

the POs and PAs have also come to know, though not in a large ell.1ent about the ovcntU siruation 

of the -village, i.e. corrununication facilities, leadership pattern, activities of otht-r \ "GOs, 

enthusiastic people, etc. which htlpt;d them a Jot in selecting the locations of VOs and VO 

formation. But tht PO!-: and the PA.-: of .t>-.ditmari did not have any such advantag~. 

Daily survf'y cowrage was found tu bt rughc....,· in JI.RA methods (used in LalmonirhatJ Hum that of 

the questionrutire survey ( dont: in Aditrn.ari) which were 75 HHsiman-day in J...almonirhat and 

12 
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62I-ll-1s/man-ci.1y in Aditmari. respective!~· . Averagf COSI of !'Uf\\'~ · \\";1~ reportt;d to he n .0.66:llH 

in Aditmari. which is l0wer than the cost of Lalmonirhat (Tk. 1. 7 1-ll-n. 

It wa!i found om from ;1 b1icf follow-up Y:isit in the stud~ :m::-~ th31 the sun·e~· daUI of La.lrnonirhat 

appeared w he more reliable than that of Adinnari. At least i\,ur percent information of sun·~· 

datll of Adim:ari reg:lfding involvement \\·ith NGO and two percent information on landholding 

-data wert' found to he ~rroneous when -checked hy the Programme Assistant" of the branch office. 

In Lahnonirhat : .6°-o of NGO involvement were found to t>e inaccurate, while no error was 

reported in the land holding data. 

Within such a short time, it was not possible to undertake e"-'1en.sive \'arification of the data to make 

any finn recommendation. But for the present, acceptin~ the views of the respondents and 

programme ~vorl; ers (the people who have participated in the whole process of identifying TG by 

RJ', ... A. methods and who have come to know about the process of field work), we would like to 

recommend the. P-RA methods in identifying TG for BR.J\C \'Os. 11 may be strongly aruged that 

accuracy of the survey a.'1d active participation of the co!!'.rnuniry members will more than 

compensate the higher cost of the survey by el.imiruuing or minimising the potential problems 

which might otherwise have been created hy the- fundamemalis~ or unsocial elements of the 

community, if the communi~' members, especially the: village ei..ite~, were kept in darl\em:ss about 

tl)t BP~A.C~ prograrrune~. This will not only enhance the reputation of BRAC but v.~ll also 

fa;;iliL1tc implementdtion of the BRACs programmes. 
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Annrx-1 

List of Participant lnve!>tigators at thr Field L<'vcl 

FmmRED 

1. :Md. Altaf Ilossain 
.., ~v1d. Azrnal Kabir Kazal 
3. Shamim Ara Begum 
4. Parul Lata Biswal' 
5. }.Jd. Nurul Amin 

From RDP: Prom-amme 

1. Abdus Samau 
2. Khandoker Safiq.ud-Dau12 
3. ..~m.irul Islam 
4. ?vi d. Moklesur Rahom.an 
5. Rafiqullslam 
6. Abdul Halim 
7. Ranjan Kumar Bhowmil\ 
8. ?'v1d. Abdul Alim 
9. Parash Chandra Biswas 

Programrm: As~isLanls f:r_CJm RDP 

l 0. Kartik Chakravarti 
1 J . Mokarrom Hossain 
l 2. Rashidul Haq 
13. Nurul l<>lam 
l 4. Enamul H.aq 
15. Sakir Uddin 
16. Alamgir Hossain 

15 
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J)imlbutlnn of Hou~.-holrls hy YlllagC!. 

J\am(' of linlon : Mahendranagar 

AhtK':-i-11 

l'agr 1 

1\amr of\'lllagf' Tot:tl Houst>bold(l\o.) TG lwu~ehold(N_~·o::.):__ ______ _ 

1 . n;lj t' l\1 uznn 
~ ChuupJTa 
' Dhananj0y 
4. Goh:ll 
'5 H;uild.;11lil 

o. Han tha1.'1u 
- Hari bhang:1 
S. hasipur 
c Ki~mill Dh<JtllliJ¥<trhh 
10 ~lukrJ Dhadhagachh 
1 l. Manororn 
1: Naodabas 
J .3. Nijpar~ 
l ~. Purbi1 Guriadaha 
!5. Rarna kama 
l (, Rarn_iibon 
1- S<~.Lp<~iki 

18. Si.ngadar 
19. Teiioara 

!\ante ofl.ioion : Pancbagram 

'\ame ofYillage 
1 . Dairagi kumar 
_ Hari ::Jeo 
_ Lmapoti Hor Narayan 
..\ . Guru GabindD 
5 Kismat Nagar Danth 
c. Ramci.a5 

.>\.II 

~arne ofl!nion : Gokunda 

~am(· of\'fllagt· 
l. Berp.,.ng" 

240 
3til 
24{i 
:!31 
JC~ 

J lei 
03'7 

195 
24:' 
:'\65 
142 
120 

9'7 
:?12 
7i4 
209 
248 

5.4.35 

Total Hou~hold(l\o.J 

405 
13-.1 
284 
135 
3~6 

361 

1.715 

Total Household('\o.j 
241 

1:'\1 ( .'i.:'.ci!• 
20~ (~li.SI 

1421~7.71 

14:. <.o:!.s·, 
I:" <t>ci.:n 
69 1.<;0_5'1 

3S3t.o0. ll 
326 <58.8) 
JClo (56.":'1 
113 (57()~ 
134 !54.7) 
223 i6l.J'J 
108 (76.1! 
i.:l !57.41 
51 !52.61 

125 (5!1.0) 
4S3 !67.6) 
Ill (53.1) 
153 (61. 7) 

.3.-269 (60..2) 

TG househnld(Nn..) 

258 (63.71"' 
98 !73.1) 

150 (52.8) 
72 153.3) 

:!53 (03.9) 

236 f65.41 

1.067 (62.2) 

TG HousE'hold(No.j 

: Guri4d.aha 771 429 (55.6j 

3 Talu!: Mrittinget 2i8 160 (5' .riJ 
~ - J...razJ Fatel:han K.ashinathjhar I 82 1 I i 164.9) 
~ - Must.~~_:;;'.::fi ___________ ~~~~-------------~3::::44~1(::•1~. :':,.:1 ________ _ 

All 2.034 1.211 (~9-~) 

*In t»...,rN-.nt oftbf' total bou~f'hold~. 

16 
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Namr of I .Inion : Haraf1 

Anncx-JI 
l1aJ!l' 2 

_N_a~••_•<_·o_f_\_!_ll_la~~-r _____________ l_o_t_a_ll_~_ou_s_e~h_ol~d-~~-' ~o.~) ____________ T~G~I~tou~~h_o_ld~CN_. _o.~) ____________ _ 
1. .-\Jw ClluJI~hi.tr.1 J:!<' <'I c.J!\.4!"" 
2. Atbil 62 33 c53.2l 
3. Atbil Darpalaskor 210 I 38 !_65. 7) 
4. Dhabtai 56? 3~2 (57.5! 
.\ Fahi.rLa!i 300 !50 f50.0) 
6. Hi.ra Manik 702 ~19 (50.7J 

.., ~· Cha\\T.; 582 3so 1 cio.S) 
8. Khamar Gobindaram 112 72 164.3) 
9. Ki:illllll Ciu.tllgcsdiJ.Iil 301 l (iC (56.2! 
10. K.Ismat Harati 555 324 (58.4) 
l l. Namurai Har.lti 106 -:-3 168.9.! 
1.:!. l'J3yek c~ H3...r:lti 
13. P<i!'drim /vn hari 
14. Talul Chwtgadara 
IS. Taluk Harati 

All 

Name of l.inion : Bara Bari 

Namt> of\'llla!!E' 

1. Supraji 
2. Rudra Ram 
3. Chat Hara Narayc:.n 
4 Purba AmbaT"i 
5. Ban!Bari 
6. Sibram 
i. Sadek rt.ag-dT 

8. Air l:hama! 
o. J <'yhori 
10. Noabari 
I l . Kismat Bid\'a bi12t:sr: 

All 

225 1.23 (5-l./"} 
260 J 41 (5~.21 
11S '"'5 (63.6) 
783 490 (62.6"! 

5.004 2.979 (59.5) 

Total .Housebold(l\o.) 

96 
161 
236 
135 
122 
508 
197 
355 
240 
69 

219 
2.33R 

TG Household(No.) 

44 145.8)"' 
87 (54.0) 

158 (67.0) 
86 i63.i.i 
66 (54.1) 

318162.6) 
136 169.0) 
I 61 !4S.4; 
126 (52.5) 
32 !46.4_; 

148 (07.6) 

1 ,3li2 (~"-2) 

• J n percent of th(· total household£. 
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Nallll' of Union : I~ ula{!haf 

Naml' of VIlla!!" 
1 . Dhrurkhata 
.., Baru3 
3. Ratin:md:m 
4. Halw·il 
5. Sakoa 
c. K.hatamari 
7. Bari Banamali 
K Kuhurhal 

All 

Name of Union : !\lo~lhat 

:'\arne ofVilla2e 
! . Battis Haza.ri 
:. Bh.atibari 
3. Dural.-uthi 
4. Kal:eya Tepa 
5. Kodal Khathl. 
6. Phulgach 
7. komapur 
8. Kuru! 

All 

Paurasbava Area: 

Nam*' of Para 

1 . Uttar Saptam 
2. lslampur Coiony 
3. Tehpar:. Sapt&n" Colony 
-1 Burll!n Bandhu C o1on:: 
5. Purba Saptam 

All 

Annl'X-11 
Pa~l'3 

_T_o_ta_I_H_o--=u~~::-l'l_to_l_d.:....(N_'o_.:...) _______ T_G_H_o::-u:-::~fhold(J'i_o...:.) ___ , ___ _ 
50S :;o-:: !OD.·W 
~95 ~0~ 151.1) 
o3 :;o i.r£, 
2N 1-11 (5:; -1) 

.m 
171 
3S2 

:!.610 

Total Housebold(No.) 

!58 
()'"? 

~riO 

128 
26";' 

1.024 
1, 75'J 

?dO 
4.294 

Total HouseholdrNo.) 

61 

iS5 (55 n 
::;::; (5ti~l 
l~Ci (73.'7) 
:::;:; (6101 

I54i (59.0') 

TG HouseboldC\o.) 
] 03 (65.:!)• 
30 (30.~1 

:273 !59.3) 
130 <Y.C'l 
150 t5c.2i 
523 (51.1) 

987 C5ti4J 
16/(53~) 

2.363 (55.01 

TG Household(." a.) 

207 (74 7) 
4ti (":'54) 

41!535) 
~k (Q.1.6) 

182 <cil.:'il 

564 (70.1; 

•Jn perceor of'fb(·total houliehold~. 

If\ 

117 



A ntH');-Ill 
}'age 1 

Dl~trlbutlon of TG Housrhold:-; b~· '''c:ltth C:nc-gor;r. Land Catc~ory· and Sbtu~ of Jrn·ol\'cnlt'rll "1th ~COs 

~amr of Pnlon : Mahcndranagar .- i Land Categor:•(HH.s) I I 
! Wf'Jllftt j II III I JV Total 
! Catt-go•.,. i NI T "-H .,.. T NJ T Nl T 1\'' T j 

I !'tJ. j j • J I 

1 I ; - ' i 856 I 
I ' - . . .I 

11 ! - ·• 
I '?51 I I ·-. 

III I 156 268 424 50 6! ll! 50 138 188 12~ 187 316 385 c':-4 1,039 
I 

IV I 47 88 135 i 45 6R 113 107 IRO 287 ; 674 1.580 2254 873 L~lci 2.789 I 
' 

Total : .., .1" 
I . .:.U-"' , 35o 5~ ~:- J~<l ::-l l)'"; 31~ 475 i ~03 1,767 :570 1.::5~ ~.5"70 5,435 

~amP nf finlnn : Harati 

Land Categor:· (HHs2 
Wealth I II IIJ JV Total 

' Cat~!!On· ! NI T ~;] T NI T NI T 'l\1 T .. 

1 . j - :; - ' . - .. 736 .l 
.. j. .:! I 

.II i. 787 . ~ ., - j . ~ 

!II 15: 
.. . :z.W 39: 

·! 
36 9"' 53 167 108 324 :.so: 659 1.016 i 

:! 
, .. 114 lJt) " 

rv ·:;.4 76 . itO .I :\0 44 '74 !!2 14,; ~21! 'i9'i 1,4'iR 2.0:\' "'41 1,"724 2.4/i'i 

Total ! 1S6 316 . so: 66 1 •• -.~ - D~· :!6(: J95 "-11 1.666 :.J7"' J.OS'8 :..JS3 5.004 --:.: ....·.' 

Nam'' of UbiOb : Bara Bari 
Land Categon•(HHs} 

\Yeattb 1 II m IV Total 
Category I NI T "~I J Nl T Nl T 1'-iJ T 

I 284 
II 

.. 440 
Ill 81 85 166 18 18 36 4~ ,:, 29 72 o: _.) 6!-) lOA 237 201 438 
I'' ' 3l 55 86 13 20 33 30 41 71 390 5~6 986 ~ "712 )J76: 

Total i12 140 252 31 3Y, 6:.> ~- .,0 J .. f' ~5 o6~ J.J 50 '7(l' Yl :~ ::: , 33~ l_, .,,J 

Ftv<" Para!; of Pourasha\·a: 

Land Catego~(lllh l 
·wc-atth J JJ IJJ JV Total 

<.:ategon' NI T ~<J .... NJ T Nl T J<J T j 

1 i - 85 
11 ! - ; - 90 
Ill I~. 40 5~ 03 orJ 12 II 0~ ]0 13 ~~ ;<;O . ., 

~.: Bti ·' I ... ~ 
IV m 07 j(J 04 u~, (j'f U7 04 JJ Jti2 :~OJ 463 Pv :~J 7 411?. ; 

·lolls) ]4. 47 ol 07 i4 21 )!) 12 30 175 33!-: .'513 21X 41 I 80~ 

No1c: 1: ltJVo/vcd with NGO:;; Nl: N111 Jnvulvcd; 1': Total. 

19 
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NaanC' or llnion : C:okund:1 

i 

I -----
\\'r.altb n 

~ Cateoon· 'Jj T Nl T 
I 
ll 
1ll 50 1:'~ J:-S 1' 38 4o 34 ' 12 08 80 '7:_:1 

l\' ~(I .-.~ :j ,, 13 •"\, ) 
_:._. ri:'i 0' ! .. .:' -;o ~14 201 

Total -.-, 
JS? :!52 I' ol ""8 ~· 

ou :~u J:'i- s.n 1.004 i :7c\ 

Name of union : ~ulaghat 

Land Cateoorv(HHs) 
Wealth II Ill IV 

Cate<>on· Ni T NJ T }JJ T NJ T 
I - .. - -
ll 
Ill 8.:1 108 1~2 19 20 39 51 46 o- 8"7 118 205 241 
!V :3-J ~, 65 15 16 31 52 -10 o::: :'12 5'71 1.083 610 

J<.llal j ].) l ~" _.., .. :?5"7 :.4 :"-\6 70 103 86 j~C ~CC; 689 1,288 8.'1 

Name oflinion : \iogolbat 

T .and C:atetwry(HHs) 
! Weattb I • ! II ! Ill IV . I 
' Cate!!OfT Sl T ]\'] T NJ T 
j. j - ·- ... . ! -

i Il 
! 

lJl ;35 331 466 "lO 64 
' 

.... 
... l ... 
93 3.5 62 r- 46 138 186 247 

j \' c: ~62 :23 ]i 5Y 76 7.:1 159 -~-" 45!:! 1,220 1.67)) oJO 
TolliJ ~96 4"':< .689 : 46 P"' _;) 16S> 10~ 2:21 330 506 1,358 1,86-i §57 

Namt· of linion : Panchagram 

~------------------------
·------·------·--- ·-·---· Land Cat~~orv(J:-J}hJ 

i \Vealth . ___ I __________ IJ _______ __ _IlL_ _______ _ IV 
1 Cale"on ; :I 'J ' hJI T ~; l .,. i __ :...~,;'-) ---1--
..--..:..;:..r:::.. ·-----·-·-. I 

•JJ 
i 

lll 40 110 !50 1 JO 12 22 22 35 <;-: 

i 1\-' I J ', 27 -12 i J:' J 'i 2l-! , 2\J ~i-1 G3 . 
3~ 

29i 
62 96 106 
501 801 35·1 

--'--'--+-

Annl'x-111 
ra~l' 2 

:?68 
~21 

LJSO 

Total 
NJ 

292 
661 
95~ 

Total 

5~5 

L600 
2.195 

'lolai 

3-ll 
J.J12 
l.-:l63 

"T' 
J 

~31 . 

~5 

533 
1.271 
2.620 

T 
628 
6].1 

2.210 

NJ T 
'----25'-~-; -

2JU 
SHO 

2UJ 
325 
931 

J Total -r 55--1~?-. i92T-i327-~!Jl--.S-J--09--J ~ 331 5_6<'_, __ 15_9~_, __.!~4_o_O_ 7<1<1 L71'• 

Note: 1: /nVt,lved with NGOs; Nl: Not lnMil•cd: 1': Total 

20 
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