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Increase in demand for work under MGNREGA

*227. SHRIMATI VANDANA CHAVAN: Will the Minister of RURAL
DEVELOPMENT be pleased to state:

(a) whether there has been an increase in the number of people demanding work
under the Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act (MGNREGA),
if so, the details thereof;

(b) whether Government has been able to provide the promised 100 days of
work to all the people who applied for work under MGNREGA;

(c) if so, the details thereof, State-wise, and if not, the reasons therefor; and

(d) what steps are taken by Government to ensure creation of job opportunities,

especially in rural areas?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT
(SHRI RAM KRIPAL YADAV): (a) to (d) A Statement is laid on the Table of the

House.
Statement

(a) Yes, Sir. The States/UTs-wise details of number of households demanded
employment under Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme
(MGNREGS) for the year 2014-15 and 2015-16 is given in Statement-I (See below).

(b) and (c) The Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act
(MGNREGA), 2005 provide for the enhancement of livelihood security of the
households in rural areas of the country by providing at least one hundred days of
guaranteed wage employment in every financial year to every household whose adult
members volunteer to do unskilled manual work. The Mahatma Gandhi NREGA
is a demand driven programme and the demand for work itself is influenced by
various factors such as rain-fall pattern, availability of alternative and remunerative
employment opportunities outside MGNREGA and prevailing unskilled wage rates.
The States/UTs-wise details of households completed 100 days’ employment under
MGNREGS during 2014-15, 2015-16 are given in Statement-II (See below).

(d) The Government is actively engaged with State Governments in establishing
systems that ensure provision of work as per demand, transparency and accountability.
To generate awareness about the provisions of the Scheme and to provide adequate
employment opportunities to rural households under MGNREGA, all States/UTs have

been requested for the following:
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(1) Initiate appropriate Information Education and Communication (IEC) campaigns

including wall paintings for wide dissemination of the provisions of the Act.

(i) Expand scope and coverage of demand registration system to ensure that

demand for work under MGNREGA does not go unregistered.

(iii) Organize ‘Rozgar Diwas’ periodically to capture latent demand under the

programme and to disseminate awareness about the provisions of the Act.

Statement-1

The States/UTs-wise details of number of households demanded employment under
Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme (MGNREGS)

for the year 2014-15 and 2015-16

® in lakh)
Sl. No. State No. of Household demanded employment

2014-15 2015-16
1 2 3 4
1. Andhra Pradesh 36.93 39.63
2. Arunachal Pradesh 1.45 1.93
3. Assam 10.83 16.68
4. Bihar 14.74 19.24
5. Chbhattisgarh 20.43 26.12
6. Gujarat 5.96 6.42
7. Haryana 2.63 2.00
8. Himachal Pradesh 4.99 4.67
9. Jammu and Kashmir 3.82 7.03
10.  Jharkhand 12.32 12.71
11.  Karnataka 15.14 16.63
12. Kerala 15.65 16.65
13.  Madhya Pradesh 31.02 30.24
14. Maharashtra 12.82 14.21
15. Manipur 4.72 4.81
16.  Meghalaya 3.57 3.75
17.  Mizoram 1.94 1.94
18.  Nagaland 4.07 4.18
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1 2 3 4
19.  Odisha 16.93 22.28
20.  Punjab 3.41 5.29
21. Rajasthan 41.17 46.88
22.  Sikkim 0.60 0.68
23.  Tamil Nadu 56.82 60.95
24. Telangana 29.10 29.62
25. Tripura 5.93 5.80
26.  Uttar Pradesh 45.36 63.11
27.  Uttarakhand 4.92 5.88
28. West Bengal 57.19 65.00
29.  Andaman and Nicobar Islands 0.14 0.10
30. Dadra and Nagar Haveli NR NR
31. Daman and Diu NR NR
32. Goa 0.07 0.06
33. Lakshadweep 0.01 0.00
34.  Puducherry 0.36 0.38
TotaL 465.03 534.87

NR=Not Reported

Statement-I11

The States/UTs-wise details of households completed 100 days’ employment under

MGNREGS during 2014-15, 2015-16

(R in lakh)
S1. State No. of Households completed 100 days (In Nos.)
No. 2014-15 2015-16
1 2 3 4
1. Andhra Pradesh 380660 587093
2. Arunachal Pradesh 13 1924
3. Assam 10449 45780
4. Bihar 30884 63344
5. Chhattisgarh 48032 242744
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1 2 3 4
6. Gujarat 16473 19248
7. Haryana 5407 3597
8. Himachal Pradesh 21562 20254
9. Jammu and Kashmir 7858 34675
10. Jharkhand 82390 174761
11. Karnataka 41372 133212
12. Kerala 98650 165962
13. Madhya Pradesh 157961 225599
14. Maharashtra 165381 218446
15. Manipur 44 1
16. Meghalaya 32506 48785
17. Mizoram 0 0
18. Nagaland 7 1551
19. Odisha 81959 197472
20. Punjab 2037 7461
21. Rajasthan 281234 468720
22. Sikkim 3293 9732
23. Tamil Nadu 333005 846361
24. Telangana 161926 416042
25. Tripura 251444 304867
26. Uttar Pradesh 110180 187094
27. Uttarakhand 7675 19971
28. West Bengal 158261 410990
29. Andaman and Nicobar Islands 880 112
30. Dadra and Nagar Haveli NR NR
31. Daman and Diu NR NR
32. Goa 104 21
33. Lakshadweep 4 3
34. Puducherry 0 6
ToTAL 2491651 4855828

NR=Not Reported
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SHRIMATI VANDANA CHAVAN: Sir, the hon. Minister has provided the figures
pertaining to the number of households which demanded employment and, the number

of households which got jobs and completed hundred days of employment.

Sir, if we look at the figures that have been provided, we see a total mismatch
and a gaping difference between the number of people who had applied and the
number of people who actually got the jobs. In Maharashtra, in this year alone, in
2015-16, 14.21 lakhs had applied, but only 2.18 lakhs got the jobs. In Uttar Pradesh,
63 lakhs had applied, but only 1.87 lakhs got the jobs, and so on and so forth. The
situation in Tamil Nadu, West Bengal and other States is similar.

Sir, there is a 19 per cent turn-back in this year, in 2015-16. Even earlier, it
was 11 per cent in 2013-14 and 15 per cent in 2014-15. Considering that for two
years there have been consecutive droughts, I want to ask the Government why it has
failed to provide jobs under this Scheme, which forms the largest part of alternative

employment options for them.

# M PUE Alqd: Heled, H AUD HgH A AT AT Bl A8 Jfod b
el f& 99 2015-16 § ST 4.82 SR URART BT ISR fear war g1 iy o
2015-16 & Tgol S T eHIR QU U, S99 Ja9 3ffSd SR &l ST,
T 49 & & I5R favra 6 aut # oiftre oy 1w €1 § o § f sud g
gRIRT 3MTdfed @1 75 81 A TP AR WRBR I HOIGRI &b YA & Ty ST
29,536.99 HRIS TUY &I AR Ardfed & 81 w9 ! 919 I8 ¥ {6 eIR) WHR @t
Ig et ® fo 3ifdd & &fs @l &1 SR et 8k Sd! orfdes J 21fera
3 weg el § emue! T @rEdr § 6 39 R & foa<ig af § St 38,500 RIS
YA DI AR BT UL AT, SHH 5,000 BIIS BIJ DI AR 31w Vs & T3 7 3R
T 43,500 PRI BT W A 31fds AR 'H T D S Bl WNRPR BT I8 AR
TN § 6 TR ASIgRI Bl 310d W 3fd BRIGT &Il 9P oY asset creation ®I
AT DI s 8, Sl @™ IR 4 PN R Ri=E 4 eI gon 2

SHRIMATI VANDANA CHAVAN: Sir, I am sorry to say this, but the hon.

Minister has not really given a satisfactory answer as to why there is a gap. In

spite of the increasing suicides that happened, the Government could not provide jobs
to nearly 1.6 crore people out of the 8.4 crores that had applied. I wish to know
whether there is any mechanism by which a social audit is conducted to know how
many people get jobs and how many people are deprived of jobs despite applying

for them. I request the Minister to enlighten us.

TrfT e 93 (3 s Rig dFR): AT QUi Heled, I8 SIhT He@yul
Harel gol T 8, Wil "HIRA" F Ay H el T I§ [dd dRIS Al A S
T3 21 H 3MMUdh AIH ¥ G Pl I AEAl g (b "HARM" AT AN AR
gl B3 IR Ul aRfRufl Y it € & 41T siferep At 8, <ifhsT S q1g ISR
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W HH AN AN T, 3G HHI-HH sriger fearlt <ar &, «ifes § wwemar g &
3R AT 2015-16 H <, GI 235 BRI A4 feaw S affSa by v, 9 apft o &
Arg fega 4§ farra gd gl # wqife €1 4R AReR B Ufiagar & & arior a5
H TET aTell BIS W TRIG ASIGR PR 7 Al IHB! ASTIR A1 ST 21f2q) 79 #
IMH UBR B T U8l MY YR WRBR F DI 7, P BRI monitoring W IGRIT
ST Y@ 8, Wl ® A9 396 account H YA H BT YA W fHar 7 <@,
asset creation I fdT 7 &7 AR S AT B, IAG! Uit g9 &1 &4 A fHan
ST R8T 81 BIs A /i U el el wfey, fedt goflexr 7 g, gafe § A
AT P AR HRAT A8 g b 9 YIS b 3l Sl WY gfeRky b /T 3T,
fafead wu 9 9= &M foar S 89 w89 90 ufaerd v aRaRt & a1 Id B,
S YAP 99 H BM I & — 39 T ¥ TR BIRE B 1 I B

SHRI DEREK O'BRIEN: Sir, through you, I want to remind the hon. Minister that
the Prime Minister had called the MGNREGA programme a waste of time because
it is only used to give people jobs to dig holes. I welcome that at least, in the last
few months, there has been a change of heart or a beginning to change of heart,
and in the Supplementary Demands for Grants, there has been a slight increase in
the outlay even though it has been done only in the case of Supplementary Demands
for Grants. My question to the Minister is: Can he give us a commitment on the
floor of this House that the Government has actually changed its policy in regard
to MGNREGA not believing that it is a programme only to dig holes? Let them
withdraw that, and let them re-commit to this programme because in the case of
the State of West Bengal, whichever way we look at it from the Numbers' point
of view, it is number one from the point of view of the MGNREGA. So, let him
give a firm commitment that they are serious about the MGNREGA and will put
their money where the mouth is ...(Interruptions)... No, no. I am putting a question

to one Minister ...(Interruptions)...
MR. CHAIRMAN: Don't get distracted. Address the Chair. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI DEREK O'BRIEN: The other Minister is...(/nterruptions)... What can 1

do? That is the situation in my State...(Interruptions)...
MR. CHAIRMAN: A serious batsman like you does not get distracted like this.

SHRI DEREK O'BRIEN: No, Sir. I am serious about this because I have seen
the Supplementary Demands for Grants. The figure has gone up ...(Interruptions)...

Let them make ...(Interruptions)...

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. Let it be answered.
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# IM PUE AEd: W, H ATPH AEYH I FST DI, < Pl AR W AR W
AT AEI Bl Y8 MG HRA1 aATe] g b g ol Hel 9 feyfid fdan s wan
T A S ey a8 g% 2, S9d aR # I8 W g 6w dg 98 g,
HIRAT Bl dibd o4 & v, S anfde fauordr & Marem & forv fRat et fdr
P AMALIHAT ENT, T8 BANI IRBR I Bl ga9g | T HAT S BT @R dR )
e & {5 89 39 W) ®ls 9usiar 81 &=+ Il &1 I8! a1, $HH $g ¥ P ol
BT off, 3T W g P BT FE BT T T AEIGY, 3HH g9 T W YRR
BIAT o1, S9 ICER $I ¥ B3 & Iy &9 Sl steps IBIT T, I9d 3fcid 319
DBT & #1egd ¥ el S Yohlse § U1 faan S Rer 81 § 3ysd! garl anedr §
o TR WR W, AR WR TR $HDT monitoring ® aRAT Bt TR Bl g9 M W)
AN B I8 AFRIDT 81 T &l b AR BT AW 8, Tl S E Bl BT Bl
§T B BHY DBT NN Bl S99 ¢ U9 IR ST81 Us 3R YeER SR §ofl 8, d8l
IR @ ft g9d & T B

S1. 9. fIa agegs: W, 999 Ugd H ud Aedd | A HAl Sl Bl 9918
o1 FrEdl § f S=iF corruption @1 de HRA b T d1wl WA fey 81 wEley,
asset creation P! W& A ENER Ir%.\ﬂlsﬂ ﬁWQﬁiﬁh%ﬂTW?ﬂl W H1AT S |
AT ® T 9 asset creation & A TR EANT WRBR 7 3 & &1 Sl AHoAAT qriy
BN, IHHT ISTAR 3R s NPT &, dl BT W 19T H asset creation g AfIdH
ATHd I B TET 8, 39h R H MR MY 3T BT Ab, dl BT T2

# I FUA ATEq: GUUNT ABlGd, H AS FRH F AT GG BT G
=redl § b 2015-16 d S aRE@Rl I assets creation §3T &, S¥THT 61 Ufrerd
R B IR R & HafT asset creation TR @d @1 T8 gl 3R 3MY IYAR
fgaxor =red € & saa! @IS Gl Sucred 81, a1 v dR 9R Sfue! g8 & Syl
BT &1 S| WRBR BT Y8 YA ¢ b S 89 3ol 91 IR @ o) I® €, S/
assets creation Bl 3R IHBT AT 11’?’ IR ¥ framl B el TRy & e 4

W) SHBT TH1 Tl Y& BT 9ard fhar gl

3t 3R Rig: 9 QUi weigy, d fyufdd 81ex a1 JauRIm & IR W)
&1, dfcth ST TN P MUR W AYH HAEIH J A 731 St § go1 =g &
SiI Common Review Mission &, fTIeT 61 3Mads #a1ed 7 &1 fohal B, I¥d TJdR
3MqP IR B T8l & 3R $HD! golg A s SiTe R "HAI" DI B b T T
gl I8l a® gonl ® % 5 axi 1 S9H & fhar &, S9! awrs W T8l firell g
gut 81 7T © 3R $UBI BRUI non-availability of funds IATAT SIIAT &1 $9dT RTHER)
R IfERAT & IR 7, 96 RIclis R dRATe &I Ts 82 IR HRATS 8l P
TS 8, A R RN B TS 82 9 g8 ...

3t |uTafer: 39 e |aTel giogl
2t M FUTA I1ed: FUIIRT HEIG, H MMUd HAIgH J A1 GG Bl 59 91
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B! Wieral g & fara aut 4§, fiffeaa dr = el smeier o e @ ® &
Wﬁ[é‘\’ﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬁ@%lw,meermissioné,ﬁﬁwm
g % Iogar S U9 &1 ey R S o, SE wH IR eidfed @t St ot H
3ITID! I FTEdl § b ¥ 2011-12 H GO BT FFAM 40,000 PRIS BYY BT AT,
Wfp 31,000 BRIS BUAT f&AT AT G 2013-14 H IS BT JFATT 33,000 BRIS BUY
BT AT, AP lastly THIT 32,994 BRIS SUAT release Bl

9 ¥ FARNT APR 38 &, 99 § ra-1 I &1 rgard: goic § yay o &,
g QX1 B g IR BH <1 BT 9IT AT 81 TAR U gRIT Bl B b TE 2
§ g8 91d WeRdl g & 4 7M1, 5 7ML, 6 7M1 Hog)] & YA H Sl a%X gafl
aral o, gifery Q4 fean & 6 ag A9 JoigRi & @id § Y, 39 fofg o9
d DBT &1 YINT 83T &, a9 A 15 a7 & 3far IR FoigRl ®1 el &1 81 § Fwer
g o o8 W Iy €, 61 R s o Al 5, 39 BHl 3l Al e F 31 30
e # ¥+ QS W), 7 W Y T, S8l W PV S8 W cash payment
B AR FI TS T AR W AR W S @R Iy &, &l AR BT I cash
H fpar ST 8, P 300 exact blocks H cash & ATETH F A YA AT ST @
Rifh g8l 9 DBT S AR § U 2l 8H IR B PIs HAI T&l B <l I
B! el G &, I Hol HT &b JJAR HOIGRI DI, TG P HOIGRI DI ISR e,
ITB! e AT A/ 81, SHP [l B BX-UHT B B Pl T PR 8 6l

st 3R ﬁTs’ q9Tgfer W, HE=I-T |31 ST 7 Common Review Mission & dN
H T8l a7 Bl 3FR S9¢ YN a9 dIR T8 &, df d fogdr 9a1 <l

it waTaf: e T
P Td Gioll A S TRl & G 8] 999d & fog @9
*208. it fafrasra Rig: &= @™ w30 I8 a1 &1 Fu1 B (6:

(@) R BTN Td GRS § S TR F G g H§ U9 9T BRI
¥ g e I & oY UF 9UE 9 a1 oIFT @iy ek afe ', dr g
TS B9 dF 8l QT 3R IR LY, O $HP FT BRI §; 3R

(@) Bl RS &7 (6 iR faery) sfafras, 1957 &1 iR &= @ik
ST &1 T B & R IRBR -3 TIN G I8 & Fifh T9d TRBRI
BT DI PN A AT BT FWIET T 8 $ PR A7 ARBRI Pl &b AR
USRI Yo Bl 9gd WK JH4A 81 &7 872

N HAT & g 7 (o S MEen: (@) dfu F TR 263 & dgd
g € 9 e faxicdg uRve g1 uRue, T TRt e & R o ardl
& - FrEfiad w6

() T vl & " BT &R 99 R fGER el S, S |/ sreEr g
I, 3fraT WY 3R U 31dl i I1odl BT 3 fod 8




