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in the world.

which was oue of the lowest per capita  incomes
fﬁ-?ﬂ"icuitw~‘. was the backbone of the Indian Economy. Sixty Five per cent
of e Lot work force depends on agriculture directly or indircctly. 1252
thian 11 per cent of the work force was employed in all forms of industry.
do addition 1o the oyerall backwardness, Indian economy was characterized
by widespread regional imbalances. It was during the colonial rule that the
ter-state and inter-district disparitics were quite sharp and  kept
widening. These differences were in the levels of per capita income and
consumption, literacy, medical and health facilitics, population growth,
infrastructure development, employment opportunities ....€1c. Extreme
poveity and deprivation, characterized by stagnant agricultural output, an
uneyen and weak industrial sector and low capital resources were
inherited by Independent India.

Peopel wtilization of both human and maltcrial resources was the
sajor challenges for the cconomic development of Independent India. At
e time of its independence, the country had low level of cconomic and
technological  development, low per capital income, slow pace of

1
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4 was established in 1950 to acce

an ol .
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through sys
SYstematice utjl;
’ e ; "
production and utilization of the resources of the country. inc
and providij :
formulate 1 ! tding opportunitics to all. The Planning Commission
‘ 1¢ plans f; ;
Plans for the most cffective and balanced utilization of

ain focus of the
far,

country’s re
Y S resource ‘ .
cs by dctcrmming prioritics. The m

planning co o
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ISS1on since its inception was rural development. SO
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programmes which were proposed by plan
problems

ake
of rural N up by government of India to address the
u
ral unemployment and rural poverty.

Th ;
€ measures taken by the Planning Commission till 1972 t0 provide
me, 2)

empl
ployment for rural labour are: 1) Land Reclamation Sche

Integrated Area Development Scheme and 3) The Employee’s State
ndian state which has

Insurance Scheme. Maharashtra was the first I
ght to

ann s i
ounced an employment generating scheme based on a frl

livelihood approach in 1972-73. In 1980 the food for work program Was

restructured and renamed as National Rural Employment Programme

(NREP) for which 50 per cent of the funds were provided by the central
government. The main aim of the program was o provide employment
by which community assets of sustainable nature were expected to be

and 7th plans.

produced. This programme was continued in 6"
forestry was introduced in NREP. Rural Landless

Development of social
P) was introduced in 1983 to

Employment Guarantec Programme (RLEG
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viages il e Gulow the poverty line (World Bank, 2011). They are
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MONREGA at a glance

Loy mcr

The Government of India passed the National Rural Faop
b e

Guarantee Act in 2005. The Act was implemented MWOUE
MGNREG Scheme, and several features of it were Gesigned 19 Coumer
the weaknesses of the cadier programs. ft inwoduced 2 gt
framework with legislative backing. it also incorporated e ownd
action to fulfill guarantee of work within 15 days of demand for ok 0
a disincentive for non- performance. The basic objective of fle At e e
enhance livelihood security in rural areas. This work guaranics 4as s
serve other objectivessuch as generating productive assets, Prevectisag. [
environment, empowering rurzal women, reducing nusl-wben pgsaion
and fostering social equity ...etc. Under this Act, any adda willing o 4
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work. There are alg, Provisions tor pu-silc sefe drinking walss,

“a1e of sinall children, periods of rest and 4 first-sid box. Copucons 208
"‘“L:’lewb have been banned between Government and labowers. The
National Ruyaf Employmeny Guaranice Act 2005 direcls every Stale
Govemment 1 Prepare a Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme (REGS)
within six monihs, in order 10 proyidethe work unders the provisions of the
ALt Thus, the Aa provides the legal foundation of the work guaraniec
under pational legislation, unlike previous scheme which were stale-

specific,

Objectives of the Act

The basic objective of the Act is 1o enhance livelihood security in
rural arcas by providing at least 100 days of guaranteed wage employment

on demand. This work guaraniee can also serve other objectives like:

generating  productive  assets,  protecting  the  environment, rural

cimpowerment of women, reducing rural-urban migration and fostering
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