Y WA AT ART - A GHTIRT FRed, § AR A S A 9 91 B SFBR] 9red g,
S8 Sl TR Ud URAR ST ARIET 75 & aR H 37idbs AU €, I8 EHRI AMaTeT Bl b &
forg wad Aecaqul BRIEHH €, Afee AT #3017 Sl 91e i 8, SS9 12 1l BT del
Ieoi el g1 H AT AT S A ST <18 § o6 1 59 12 1531 3 ) 3179 AR1Er IRY BR B
BRINKCaEERY

i} T[ART el SIS : TR, ST {1 U8l P {5 8 WIUH PI 8% 19T H U & b A gl
YT 2T &1 399 99 Ul I8 o1 ST & f fohd Irou § fh M @ g @ Ge) SaieT
TR’  3fR 6P Y SR U §9 W, AT 5 ATl & fIg A1 U A1 & forg fopan S g1 <
U1 BT 2, 98 Ui Te o T SfTelT 8 3iR &% AT dea 21 Al B3 U] A Y5 A I8 YRIeT dR™ W
foram ST &, PR 31Tel ATel 39 $8 T add Y SN € SR 6 31Tel A1t fhR B 1199 add
WW%IW@%&FW@WpiCKand choose%ﬁ?ﬂ%\'l %‘oﬂ%ﬂmﬁﬁgﬁaﬁpick and
choose fegel &l B 1 T8 ST &b AR ST Ferh! B 3R ST & IR & a8t §Rt
BT gATS el B

S1. (3Tl ST Q. 2t : 97, G o AT IO B .. (FALH)...
MR. CHAIRMAN: | understand that, but one can have only three supplementaries. Q. No. 542.
Migration to cities despite MNREGS

*542. SHRI BHAGIRATHI MAJHI: Will the Minister of RURAL DEVELOPMENT be pleased to
state:

(a) whether despite the launch of Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee
Scheme (MNREGS), huge number of tribals and financially backward communities are migrating to
the cities and metro cities of the country;

(b)  if so, the details thereof;

() whether Government will ensure their empowerment for welfare/ development and
provide social security at the district level and to create safe livelihood at their native towns/villages;
and

(d)  if so, the details thereof?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT (SHRI PRADEEP
JAIN): (a) to (d) A Ttatement is laid on the Table of the House.

Statement

(a) to (d) With the launch of Mahatma Gandhi NREGA, there has been greater opportunity of
rural livelihood benefiting tribals and Scheduled Castes and other backward communities. This has
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helped in reduction in the migration of the tribals and other backward communities to the cities and
metro cities of the country. Since inception of the Act, a number of studies have been conducted by
various institutions/organizations to assess the impact of Mahatma Gandhi NREGA in rural areas.
These studies have revealed that due to increased employment opportunities in rural areas, there has
been a decrease in distress migration. In some places, reduction in family migration has been
noticed.

In order to ensure their empowerment, welfare, development, social security and safe
livelihood, Government has enacted Mahatma Gandhi NREGA. The aim of Mahatma Gandhi NREGA
is to provide for enhancement of livelihood security of the rural households by providing at least 100
days of guaranteed wage employment in a year to every household on demand for doing unskilled

manual work.

In accordance with para 12 of Mahatma Gandhi NREGA, as far as possible, employment shall
be provided within a radius of 5 kilometers of the village from where the applicant resides at the time
of applying. In case the employment is provided outside such radius, it must be provided within the
Block and the labourers shall be paid 10% of the wage rate as extra wages to meet additional
transportation and living expenses. Amendment has been made in para 1 (iv) of Schedule - | of the
Act to provide for works on individual land owned by small and marginal farmers. The amended para

is as given below;

"Provision of irrigation facility, horticulture plantation and land development facilities to land
owned by households belonging to the Schedule Castes and Schedule Tribes or below poverty line
families or to beneficiaries of land reforms or to the beneficiaries under the Indira Awaas Yojana of
Government of India or that of the small farmers or marginal farmers as defined in the Agriculture
Debt Waiver and Debit Relief Scheme, 2008."

Clarifications dated 1.9.2009 have been issued to provide that works on the land of SC and ST
households will be taken on priority. Once works on the lands of SC/ST beneficiaries are saturated in

a Gram Panchayat, works on lands of small and marginal farmers may be considered.

As reported by the State Governments, 2.10 crore households were provided employment
under Mahatma Gandhi NREGA during 2006-07, 3.39 crore during 2007-08, 4.51 crore during 2008~
09 and 5.06 crore have been provided employment during 2009-10 (up to march, provisional). 90.5
crore person days of employment were generated in 2006-07 out of which share of SC beneficiaries
was 25% and ST was 36%; in 2007-08, 143.59 crore persondays were generated out of which
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share of SCs was 27% and ST beneficiaries was 29%; in 2008-09, 216.32 crore persondays were
generated out of which SCs were 29% and STs were 25% and during 2009-10, 261.90 crore
persondays of employment have been generated out of which share of SCs is 30% and those of STs
is 21%.

sft yrfiveft wiveht - wwrafer weey, w0 oft 3 o SO e 7, s foran & £ et NREGA &
HIRYT migration HH B AT T, b1 # YA T8l AT € % 9P BRI migration & B AT 8,
R IS, TRES, BNTE A T W TGl AN B PR F oY GAR A1 B R TR
B %I quTgfer Gﬁ, Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act 1 l&d ? - U
IRaR BT a9 7 100 fEHT BT HT <1, <M 950 T T4 B ToR | A &, T8 ALMH1 IRT B4 fpar
ST RET &1 H HA S A S e g b A R g1 @t e ?

i ST 99 A GEIART S, # S9e AT | GEATG AE B g aredl §
NREGA | &1 279 IS 2, fI WRA ARPR o B $T ©U 347 8 3R U el Seisiga &
WW%WW@?W#WW, 1. 79HIET R @R uPA Chairperson, i
[ e F e 7 TE AR A fF <91 F 2,52,000 AT H S AR & §, I JISHIR AT
=1feT, A1fes @ wTial & SERi Bl 3R Hia 7 81 I ISR ed, 71 RISFRY 9=l firel, $9%
T T& Act &1 FFHTOT fomam 1211 39 Act & ST STET WRT WRER 9 BM $ oY s Suaed
PRI &, TE 39 Act P T 3 § I WRBRI gRT I8 TRET € o1l 8 76 I 7 gRar 31 100
&A1 @1 ISR S 39 UHR MRS I BT agH 97 ARSR BT 51 37T §9 Ao & 987 4
FHRIHAS YR AT &1 AFI0T b F1e 7 59 IR 3§ 9ga Al studies W1 31 € 6 o § 5y
Afger ofth 2, S SC & &I 8, ST ST & &N &, §Ta! WINaR) fhe= a8t 82 NFIW 1 T TSt &t
g, e 9= e vewn, fER ok afierrg &) W<l &) 81 I8 &al b oy Tia § ggat S
82 TR ART migrate B U, T 4 AISTI P AT B b 918 Td A & B PR & &1 34 A8 I8l
ST H 59 TRAT migration BT T, 5 YISTAT & AR B & d1& d8] b AN g I FTER S B
30T 81 XW@d 81 Centre For Science & Environment =t ST & Wﬁﬂ?{ 3R Aeg YS9 b
et Tl & IR 3 IS BT 21 I87 ST 60 URHAT migration BIT T, 314 I8 o 1T 21 3 IRE B 484
WW@%I Institute of Human Development#ﬁwaﬁmwaﬁﬁlﬁﬁw%%
ﬁ%’l’\’ﬁ(’ﬂ—dmigration 16 TR¥E & Y 1 I AT §1 §9F TATdT Indian Schools of Women = #t 2007-
08 H BHxeT H migration P IR H TCS! BT Y| ST TAR T H ST B! AT 8 BRIS & 3R SC B A=
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16 RIS & AT 31 TR 4 7! AR 9¢1 2, U8 84 I a1d 81 5 I H adT § I8 Taem
fopam ra & o < oy TR X1 T €, SR! AR {1 S| g9 <9 # Srfereier foham,
ﬂﬂ%ﬁ"\’?ﬂﬁﬂﬁv_ﬂﬁ%, small and marginal farmers%%ﬁquimﬁm@ﬂﬁﬁwaﬂ#
BT I W o5 T 7, T B! 88 9@ T 3@ 3
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T & 5 fhelFiiey & TRR & dTex fhd™ AoTgR B ox & forg T & iR Sa! feat aifaRe
CERINICIRIRE-¥

3t udta 99 : AR 9T 7Ee Y, § S ATerd | ST 9redn g o o 3 gd 5 &
T 3R Vo WX TR B &) ReR) g IRGRT B 81 37T H 39 d¥8 @I DI study el Bl
TS B1 T study ¥ S 3@ H 1 8, I8 I8 & {6 if¥raster i &1, S 19 & aid fheies & fex
2, 92! Il W B el SIar 81 B IS BT e R GRAR AT IS GRBR T8 B B,
et U 9= & §RT B A1 BT LR G371 ST 81 UM d=ad §R1 59 99 1 A1
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g & TIRID B MR g fPaHiex & e 811 $HP ATl 59 B b 3SR I8 WY wag ™ © &
e fHel HRUT A 98 BRI A F g fFaAmiex & 3R saturate B T 7, I 9 41 fharies &
e N BT B G © IR T oy & TRrerd o1 o=RIiRT 39 SIA & ofavia Fifed 81

Sl gaT BRA : TR, T GHI I W H S AIARA Colonies B, I B HRUN § Iga WK
dPbe ¥ g, TAMY " 6 § SB[ ST T F wY H B B FHal 31 AT §F MAD
IS I €, T 2006-07 H 36 TRUT BT & 137 tribals BT 3T TTY, g8 Hed-HSH TS 21 WRIAT AP
3 T E1 9% A g¢ 6 F1Rad 9 "R Ue AERIHS 3R 2, b 39 Ty anfaanfiaa &
T i1 STOR &, ST migrant workers Bl ST &, 31TST S JfABR F & SRIER &1 SARMY § A
Wﬁ@wm%ﬁ?ﬁmigranttribal workers &, S 302 TS9N § S &, S [0 59 997
ﬁs‘ social security Tl ?, Faife m T?W residential proof EARSECEG %\', @ & o e
T BT AR A migrant tribal workers %mﬁs‘ﬁﬁﬁwﬂnaﬁw,ﬁwwm%ﬁ
AFfIpR %, TaRey e o e § 3R 91P) SN social security & PR %, 3% foory migrant
identity card SR 3T foTg 3T a3 AT b 27

3t Frf. Sl : AR @l wEe Y, AT e 7 faRgd TR Sern R, S s W &
orbit T ITER B1 S WY & e H B8l 7, SI9Ive & e § HaT 1 R WReR FHiTad R
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YIS BTS T BT BT PR IE| &, AP G HAM I8! & [ 89 S TR 371eH] 31 g8 d IR Ib
3R 98 FEl W 1l AT, IABT entitlement SHHT Tt AH| 7 AT IE B A6 AIdido $I regerd
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aRfErd g o Fa ugel 59 "R A1 A B T, A1 200 districts # AR B TS off 3R 9 wa™
poorestdistricts%ﬂﬁWQ\TIWWST’cﬁpopulationa%'itl?”aﬁl @@-@@Eﬁmmé,aﬁ
I ST BT Population relatively & BTt T8 1 21 IRAE BH & &1 HRUT I 78] & % ST &1 78
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st fasgolia 29 - X, S "Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Development Guarantee
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FMERI A migrant 81 I 8, $A®! 930 SR I8 § 6 981 IR S "7 W1 implement T ST T&T
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H Mg | 37T E 981 W PIE 96 el 71 96 7 BN S HRU 981 W T4 WHIH B 6] e A
SEART el BY 9 ¢ I8 vy Rarsie 81 59% iR 60:40 &1 i1 vedl 7, R 60 e 39
P T8 IR ATGRT P oY @ BT 8 31R 40 RAT IR | $5 HERIA WIS PRAT 51 3R H every
T 9 W BY 15 W1ex W U 399 (Hume) ITSY a1y RIeT @RI & forg, Fiaer e Jorger 4
S &, S 95 SATGT ST 81 I8 16 dTell SATHT 8, T8 U erosion protection ST TSl 21 I8
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ART TRBR F S BT a1 5, S BILA 3 100 BT B FTH HOIGR] BT AT &1 SHBT
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SRAHCE 3R FHS T I TRBRI B B g1 3R el faRiy &5 # 92 9% o & 6
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ft SeRTer 91fdT : FET A B BT B .. (). .
ft Tty : 91for <Y, My 95 SISl
sft SeTRTEOT qIfYT : oMY S [R&T SITI S categorically T 2Tl HRAAT | &1 AT

ST 8] ..(ET). .
it [Ty : 379 93 ST SATIHT HET TE A
Impact of Recession
*543. SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY : Will the Minister of FINANCE be pleased to state:
(a) the number of factories declared sick due to recession since April 2009;

(b)  the number of units recommended by Board for Industrial and Financial
Reconstruction (BIFR) to close down; and

(c) the number of jobs that have been lost or will be affected due to closure of sick units
since April, 2009 ?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRI NAMO NARAIN MEENA):
(a) to (c) A Statement is laid on the Table of the House.

Statement

(a) to (c) The Board for Industrial and Financial Reconstruction (BIFR) has reported that 200
industrial companies have been declared sick under the provisions of Sick Industrial Companies
(Special Provisions) Act, 1985 by the Board since April 2009. BIFR has recommended 22 industrial
companies / units for winding up since April 2009 and the number of employees in these industrial
companies / units at the time of their registration was 2174.

it 3rofta waTg wSt : 7RIS, HA) HEIGY 7 ST IR {5 .3 UhLeTR. & ST g v
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