J Soc Sci, 54(1-3): 1-11 (2018)
DOI: 10.31901/24566756.2018/54.1-3.2224

© Kamla-Raj 2018

Performance of North Eastern Region Community Resource
Management Project for Upland Areas (NERCORMP) in Assam
— A Study Based on Respondents’ Perspective

Sanjoy Dast, Amod Sharmat, A.K. Sahu?, N.K. Patra?and A.K. Makar®

Department of Agricultural Economics, Nagaland University, SASRD,
Medziphema Campus, Nagaland, India
2Department of Agricultural Extension, Nagaland University, SASRD,
Medziphema Campus, Nagaland, India
3Department of Rural Development and Planning, Nagaland University, SASRD,
Medziphema campus, Nagaland, India

KEYWORDS Asset. Beneficiary. Expenditure. Income. Livelihood

ABSTRACT North Eastern Region Community Resource Management Project for upland Areas (NERCORMP) is
standing as an important livelihood management project in North Eastern Region of India under International
Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD) and North Eastern Council, Ministry of Development of North Eastern
Region (DoNER), Government of India. Present study was conducted in order to see the performance of NERCORMP
based on respondents’ perception during 2014-15. Study showed that because of NERCORMP intervention,
income and expenditure for beneficiary respondents remained much higher than non-beneficiary respondents
considered from adjoining non-project villages. After exposure with various project components people in the
study area were seen to change their cropping pattern in order to increase their income. Although “shifting
cultivation” is considered as one of the most common livelihood management option, area under it declined over
the years. Not only that, beneficiary respondent showed more interest on cultivation of many other plantation
crops in project areas. Performance was more visible in respect of calculation of six different types of asset. These
assets were calculated based on various statements prepared for each type of asset. So far from the respondents’
direct perception or conception about the project, it can be calculated that by and large beneficiaries were satisfied
for most of the project activities except a few. Most of the beneficiaries referred that their income, saving,

expenditure were increased because of project intervention and on the other hand their liability declined.

INTRODUCTION

There are number of livelihood related
projects in the country for the benefit of below
poverty population, some are available for a spe-
cific period and some are almost continuous in
nature. Among them, North Eastern Region Com-
munity Resource Management Project for up-
land Areas (NERCORMP), a project funded joint-
ly by International Fund for Agricultural Devel-
opment (IFAD) and North Eastern Council, Min-
istry of Development of North Eastern Region
(DoNER), Government of India has appeared as
a big intervention for improvement of livelihood
in North Eastern Region of India in the last part
of 20" century. The project started its operation
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in six districts of three North Eastern States dur-
ing 1999 viz. (Karbi Anglong and Dima Hasao
districts (old NC Hill) from Assam; West Khasi
Hills and West Garo Hills districts from Megha-
laya and Senapati and Ukhrul districts from
Manipur). NERCORMP is implemented by North
Eastern Region Community Resource Manage-
ment Society (NERCORMS) located at Shillong,
Meghalaya as Regional Office and through dis-
trict level society at respective districts. At
present, the project is in its third phase and ex-
tension of the programme has already been initi-
ated in Arunachal Pradesh including three dis-
tricts viz. Tirap, Changlang, Longding and Ma-
nipur including two more districts viz. Chu-
rachandpur and Chandel from 2014. The overall
objective of NERCORMP is to improve the live-
lihood of vulnerable groups in a sustainable
manner through improved management of their
resource base that would restore and protect



2

the environment. Since 1999, NERCORMP has
been operationalising its activities in all the
project districts without any interruption. It is a
holistic approach under the NEC, GOI and is
implemented by the respective district offices
covering a large number of villages from the
above States. There are reports that NERCORMP
is one of the most successful livelihood improve-
ment projects in NE Region of India. Keeping in
view all above it was decided to study the per-
formance of NERCORMP on livelihood improve-
ment emphasising mostly from the beneficiaries’
point of view.

Objectives

The general objective of the study is to as-
sess the performance of NERCORMP in Assam
based on respondents’ perception about the
programme. In addition to that beneficiary re-
spondents were evaluated based on some so-
cio-economic parameters viz. income, expendi-
ture, saving and on the basis of available status
of asset creation.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Present study was undertaken at Nagaland
University, Nagaland, India. Study was conduct-
ed in both the implementing districts of Assam
viz. Karbi Anglong and Dima Hasao. Both the
districts possess certain peculiarity so far the
topography, climatic condition, socio-political
structure etc. are concerned as compared to any
other district in Assam. Total 144 number of re-
spondents as beneficiary of NERCORMP were
selected for final data collection from 32 Self-
help Groups (SHGs) and 16 Natural Resource
Management Groups (NaRMGs) (SHGs and
NaRMGs are community based grass-root level
organisations sponsored and constituted by the
project) from both the districts. Primary data were
collected through structured schedule during
2014-15 from all the sample respondents. In ad-
dition to simple percentage and frequency anal-
ysis, t-test was also used in order to get valid
and logical conclusions. Further, indices were
also developed with appropriate scoring tech-
nique in order to see the status of asset/capital
creation by the respondents. Asset/capital cre-
ation was studied based on six different aspects
viz. Human asset, Physical asset, Natural asset,
Financial asset, Social asset, Food security as-
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set and finally the overall asset creation (Dolli
2006). At the same time, 60 non-beneficiaries were
also selected from both the districts preferably
from adjoining non-project villages that gave
the total sample size 204. The concept of benefi-
ciary and non-beneficiary respondents were
used here in order to see the real difference be-
tween them. In some cases, the status existed
before project starts and the status after the
project are compared to see the performance of
the project.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Performance of a project can be evaluated
based on different parameters. A project can ful-
fil all the requirements in terms of utilisation of
money, but it may not be successful in fulfilling
the objectives framed out at the time of prepara-
tion of the project. Hence a systematic analysis
is required to check whether project could fulfil
its objectives along with the utilisation of mon-
ey or not. Keeping in view the above, some of
the pertinent issues were considered here to
assess the performance of NERCORMP in As-
sam. Table 1 shows the income and expenditure
pattern of the selected beneficiaries and non-
beneficiaries. In order to know the income and
expenditure pattern more specifically, respon-
dents were classified as marginal, small, semi-
medium, medium, and large based on the land
holding status. In Karbi Anglong district among
the beneficiary respondents, 69.4 percent were
marginal category (< 1 ha) against 30.6 percent
as small farmer category. There was no farmers
in the category of semi-medium, medium and
large category. Average yearly income in the dis-
trict recorded as Rs. 1,42,550/- by the marginal
groups and Rs. 1,09,184/- by the small group of
beneficiaries. It also indicated that marginal group
of beneficiaries contributed the maximum por-
tion of net income (84%) against sixteen percent
only by the small group of beneficiaries. Return
per rupee of expenditure realised was 1.85 in case
of marginal groups against 1.35 for small group
of beneficiaries. As awhole in the district, aver-
age yearly income recorded as Rs. 1,32,355/- with
return per rupee of expenditure at 1.69. So far
expenditure is concerned, beneficiaries under
small land holding groups contributed 31.6 per-
cent of total gross expenditure against their con-
tribution as gross income of 25.2 percent. In Dima
Hasao district, average yearly income recorded
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the lowest (Rs. 99,220/-) by the marginal groups
and it increased by the increase of size of land
holding and the highest average yearly income
recorded as Rs. 2,60,250/- by the medium group
of beneficiaries. As number of respondents were
more in small land holding groups, their contri-
bution to gross income/net income as well as
gross expenditure was also more. Return over
expenditure was recorded above 1.0 for all the
categories of respondents and it increased by
the increase of land holding size. Average year-
ly income was comparatively higher (Rs.
1,86,802/-) in Dima Hasao district than Karbi
Anglong (Rs. 1,32,355/-) district but return over
expenditure was higher in Karbi Anglong dis-
trict (1.69) against 1.67 for Dima Hasao district.
Jayachandra and Naidu (2006) in a study on dairy
cooperatives also reported an increase of in-
come; however rate of increase in case of mar-
ginal farmers was more in comparison to small
farmers. Chauhan and Kundu (2005) in Inten-
sive Cattle Development Projects of Haryana
State reported that the average net income of
the beneficiary households was 3.77 times high-
er than the non-beneficiary households.

In case of non-beneficiary respondents, av-
erage yearly income recorded a bit low that is,
Rs. 38,140/- and Rs. 33,167/- respectively for
Karbi Anglong and Dima Haso district. Howev-
er, return over expenditure indicated more than
1.0 for both the districts.

After popularisation of NERCORMP in the
districts and after exposure with various com-
ponents, people in the project area were seen to
change their cropping pattern in order to in-
crease their income. Table 2 depicts the changes
of cropping pattern among the beneficiary re-
spondents after initiation of project activities.
Shifting cultivation or ‘Jhuming” was one of the
major livelihood management activities among
the people of both the hill districts of Assam
and “‘Jhuming’ is still being practised like earlier
times. In Karbi Anglong district, after initiation
of NERCORMP project number of households
practising ‘Jhuming’ as a livelihood management
activity slightly declined to 98.6 percent from
hundred percent before project started. Of course
area under ‘Jhuming’ declined to 24.6 ha from
34.93 ha before the project started activities.
Whereas, number of households practising pan-
ikheti, plantation crops, banana, orange, areca
nut etc. increased significantly after the project
activities. Accordingly area under crops also
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increased for all these types of crops in the dis-
trict. On an average in the district, area under
different crops increased to 71.48 ha from 44.97
ha available just before the project started. This
increment of area was 58.94 percent. Similarly in
Dima Hasao district, number of households prac-
tising ‘Jhuming’ as viable livelihood manage-
ment strategy declined to 94.4 percent from hun-
dred percent just before project started. Howev-
er, area under ‘Jhuming’ in the district declined
t0 38.67 ha from 71.2 ha. Similarly, for all other
crops also percentage of households practising
‘Jhuming’ increased after project started. Over-
all in the district, area under crop increased to
145.6 ha after the project from 87.97 ha before
the project started its activity and this incre-
ment percentage was 65.52 percent higher than
the Karbi Anglong district. Singh et al. (2010)
also reported changes on land use pattern and
cropping pattern because of intervention of
watershed development programme in India.

Comparison of Assets Created by Beneficiary
Respondents

The performance of NERCORMP was stud-
ied by considering 6 different types of assets/
capital that are acquired by the respondent ben-
eficiaries. The six different types of assets that
were considered in the present study are human
asset, physical asset, social asset, natural asset,
financial asset, food security asset and on the
basis of availability of these assets finally over-
all asset creation was measured. Table 3 depicts
the comparison of asset created by the respon-
dents before and after project intervention in
both the project districts based on the indices
developed for that. Human asset before project
started stood at 53.5 percent that increased to
72.9 percent after the project intervention in Karbi
Anglong district with t-value of 50.6 that was
significant at one percent level. Similarly, Dima
Hasao district also showed similar trend. Physi-
cal asset, natural asset, social asset, food secu-
rity asset and overall asset also increased after
the project intervention in both the districts,
however natural asset was found to be non-sig-
nificant. On the other hand, financial asset cre-
ation was found negative as well as significant
in both the districts after the project interven-
tion. As financial asset includes two different
components viz. saving and debt of the respon-
dents together, it became negative. In one way
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saving increased in case of most of the respon-
dents after intervention of project and in the
other way debt decreased (positive in nature),
that resulted in a negative impact on financial
asset.

It can be concluded that after intervention
of NERCORMP, people were more aware about
extraction/utilisation of resources that led to sig-
nificant increase of asset level viz. human asset,
physical asset, social asset and food security
asset and finally a significant increase of overall
asset position for respondent beneficiaries. In
the similar line, Biradar et al. (2011) also reported
the increase in overall capital acquisition index
in Bellary and Bijapur districts of Karnataka in
Karnataka Watershed Development Project ben-
eficiaries that was significant at one percent lev-
el. Swain (2015) opinion was on the same line in
Odisha State. Rebecca et al. (2011) were also in
the opinion of positive impact of MGNREGA on
creation of some important assets among the
beneficiaries in the State of Madhya Pradesh.
Sharma (2004) also reported the development of
components of human capital through provision
of micro finance programme in Andhra Pradesh.

Respondents’ Perception

The performance of any project largely de-
pends on conception and perception by the ben-
eficiaries about the project in different project
activities. Hence, altogether 11 number of crite-
ria were identified that are very much relevant to
different project activities of NERCORMP to take
the respondent’s views viz. selection of benefi-
ciary/household, selection of village, selection
of work/activities, selection of NaRMG members,
execution of work, supervision of work, quality
of work executed, quality of NERCORMP per-
sonnel, support from Government agency, sup-
port from local organisation/NGOs and benefit
to the villagers. These questions were asked to
the respondents to give their ranking in 5 differ-
ent ways viz. ‘very good’, ‘good’, ‘satisfacto-
ry’, ‘poor’ and ‘very poor’.

Based on the respondent’s views on the
above, Table 4 was prepared. It shows the de-
tails of performance of NERCORMP by rating at
block, district and state level in the perspective
of respondents. In Karbi Anglong district, 36.1
percent respondents ranked ‘very good’ for se-
lection of beneficiary/household as against 38.9
percent as ‘good’, twenty-five percent as ‘satis-
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factory’. For selection of beneficiary/household
no one ranked as either ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’.
Out of 5 ratings, the most preferred rating was
‘good’ for 10 nos. of criteria except the criteria
‘support from Government agency’. The sec-
ond most preferred rating was ‘satisfactory’ for
all the 11 nos. of criteria. On the other hand in
the district, for criteria no. 9 (support from Gov-
ernment agency), the most preferred rating was
‘poor’ (52.8%) followed by “satisfactory’ (47.2%).
Otherwise, no beneficiary has given any prefer-
ence to ‘poor’ and ‘very poor’ for any of the
above criteria. The record 36.1 percent respon-
dent ranked “very good’ for criteriano.1 ‘selec-
tion of beneficiary/household’ followed by 22.2
percent for criteria no. 2 ‘selection of village’. Of
course, there were some other criteria also, where
beneficiary preferred/ranked ‘very good’, but as
avery small percentage.

So far Dima Hasao district is concerned, the
most preferred rating was ‘good’ again for 9 nos.
of criteria, except the criteria no. 9 (support from
Govt. agency) and criteria no. 1 (selection of
beneficiary/household), where most preferred
rating was ‘poor’ and ‘very good’ respectively.
In this district also, record 44.4 percent respon-
dent (higher than Karbi Anglong) preferred “very
good’ for criteria no. 1 (selection beneficiary/
household) followed by *selection of village’ by
20.8 percent, selection of work/activities by 11.1
percent. Some respondents in the district even
ranked ‘very good’ in some other criteria also,
but there percentage was very less like Karbi
Anglong district. For criteriano. 9 (support from
Govt. agency) a record of 70.8 percent respon-
dent in the district (higher than Karbi Anglong)
ranked ‘poor’ followed by 26.4 percent as “satis-
factory’ and 2.8 percent as ‘good’. The most
significant in the district is that there were some
respondents who even ranked ‘very poor’ for
criteriano. 1.

As a whole in the State, almost similar type
of picture was visible. Most preferred rating was
‘good’ for 9 nos. of criteria except criteria no. 1
(where most preferred was very good) and for
criteria no. 9 (where most preferred was poor).
The second most preferred rating was ‘satisfac-
tory’ for all the 9 nos. of criteria.

To know the performance of NERCORMP
based on respondent’s conception and percep-
tion comparative ratings were prepared based
on total score and average score for each and
every 11 criteria considered for the study and



PERFORMANCE OF NORTH EASTERN REGION COMMUNITY

|e101 01 1ud2Jad 81edlpul sasayiuased ul sainbi4 810N

(00) (00 (9:ze) (9v9) (82) |(00) (00) (eee)  (6€9) (82 | (00) (00) (6'T8) (£99) (872) siabe|[In sy
0 0 Ly €6 v 0 0 ve 97 z 0 0 (4 LY 2z 01 siyauag ‘TT
SO9N
(00) (00 (6'7e)  (9v9) (s€) |(00) (0°0) (eee) (s29) (ezv) | (00) (00) (908) (299) (82) /uonesiuebio g0
0 0 9% €6 S 0 0 ve Gy € 0 0 ze 8y z wou} uoddng 0T
(00) (819 (89¢) 1) (0°0) |(0°0) (802 (v92) (82 (00 | (00) (829 (z¥) (00)  (00) Kouabe -1n0b
0 68 €S Z 0 0 15 6T z 0 0 8¢ ve 0 0 woJy poddns -6
Jauuosiad
(co) (00 (zse) (099) (12) |(00) (00) (68¢)  (6'95) (zv) | (00) (00) (s28) (0sy) (00) dINYODHIN
0 0 GS G6 € 0 0 8¢ 187 € 0 0 L2 vS 0 Jo Auend g
(00) (00 (zge) (119) (20) | (00 (00) (tev)  (959) (1) | (00) (00) (gee) (299) (00) P3INJaX3 HIOM
0 0 GS 8¢ 1 0 0 1€ 0¥ 1 0 0 ve 8¥ 0 Jo Auend "2
(00) (00 (6'88) (1'19) (0°0) |(0°0) (00) (eov) (69) (00) | (00) (00) (s28) (g29) (00) 3iom
0 0 9§ 88 0 0 0 6¢ ey 0 0 0 L2 Gy 0 j0 uoisialedng *9
(00) (00 (291) (661 (5°¢) |(0°0) (00) (e'g1)  (908) (zv) | (00) (00) (181) (262 (872 3iom
0 0 ve GTT S 0 0 1T 89 € 0 0 €T LS 14 JO uonndax3 °g
(00) (00 (822) (o) (12) |(00) (00 (r9z) (ve69) (zv) | (00) (00) (z62) (802 (000) slsquaw DNYEN
0 0 (0} 10T € 0 0 6T 0s € 0 0 12 1§ 0 JO UONBIRS ¥
(00) (00 (8'22) (9v9) (92) |(00) (00) (0sz)  (6¢9) (1t)| (000) (00) (908) (e59) (2v) SOI1IAIIOR/YI0M
0 0 0¥ €6 11T 0 0 8T 97 8 0 0 A4 Ly € JO UONDBIaS ‘g
(00) (0 (tToz) (929 (s712) | (0°0) (r'1) (t81) (269 (802)| (00) (00) (zzz) (9ss) (z22) abeja
0 T 6¢ €8 T¢ 0 1 €T ey GT 0 0 97 0¥ 97 JO UoNBIeS g
ployssnoy
(20) (00 (622) (179¢) (r1m) (80z) (eee)  (wwy) (00) | (0°0) (0sz) (688) (179¢) ST ENEL
T 0 €g Zs 85 1 0 GT vz 43 0 0 8T 82 92 40 uonos|es T
5 & s | s g s | s g 5
3 y & o 3|3 o z @ 2| = S g g =2
Rl IS) 2 1) « R} o 2 1) « - IS 2 1) «
3 - 3 = 8 3 = 3 = S 3 - 3 = 1<y
= M o = rM o = M o
|e101 10143SIp OeSeH ewiqg 1014381p Buojbuy 1giey B1131110 3y} JO sweN

siuapuodsad ayl Ag pairsabbns se dINYODHIN 40 ddurwWIOLIad ¢ 9|qel



8

the result is presented in Table 5. The scores
were given as 5, 4, 3, 2, 1 for very good, good,
satisfactory, poor and very poor respectively.
Out of 11 criteria in Karbi Anglong district, crite-
ria no. 8 (quality of NERCORMP personnel)
topped the list (with total score of 297 and aver-
age score of 4.13) followed by selection of ben-
eficiary/household with total score of 296 and
average score of 4.11 and then selection of vil-
lage (with total score of 288 and average score
of 4.0). Support from Government agency with
total score of 178 and average score of 2.47
ranked the lowest in the list of 11 criteria so far
performance indicators are concerned. In case
of Dima Hasao district, selection of beneficiary/
household topped the list with total score of 302
and average score of 4.19 followed by selection
of village (with total score of 288 and average
score of 4.0) and execution of work (total score
of 280 and average score of 3.89). Like Karbi
Anglong district, criteria no. 9 ranked the last in
the list of 11 criteria with total score of 167 and
average score of 2.32. It can also be viewed that
in the criteria no.1 to 5, scores remained higher
in case of Dima Hasao district as compared to
Karbi Anglong district, whereas from criteria no.
6 to 11, scores remained higher for Karbi An-
glong district as compared to Dima Hasao dis-
trict. As a whole in the state also criteria no. 1
occupied the 1% rank followed by criteria no. 2
and then criteria no. 8. Similarly, criteria no. 9
ranked the last in the list of 11 criteria selected
for the study.

Table 6 shows the response of the respon-
dents on some vital socio-economic issues viz.
number of livestock, income level of the benefi-
ciary, expenditure pattern, liability status, em-
powerment of women because of NERCORMP.
In Karbi Anglong district, so far income, expen-
diture and empowerment of women are con-
cerned, above ninety percent respondents re-
sponded positively that is, increase in level of
income, expenditure and empowerment of wom-
en after the project. There was no respondent
who responded as ‘decrease’ for these 3 criteria,
of course there was some percentage of respon-
dents who responded as ‘no change’ for these 3
criteria/issues. For saving, almost eighty-five
percent respondents responded positively
against fifteen percent for ‘no change’. So far
livestock status is concerned, only 22.2 percent
reported as ‘increase level’ against 77.8 percent
as ‘no change’, of course there was no one who
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reported as ‘decrease’ level of livestock after
NERCORMP. Again so far liability is concerned,
83.3 percent reported as ‘decrease’ in the dis-
trictagainst 16.7 percent as ‘no change’and ‘NIL’
for “increase level’.

So far Dima Hasao district is concerned, all
the respondents (100%) reported ‘increase’ lev-
el of income, savings and empowerment of wom-
en after the intervention of NERCORMP. There
was no response at all towards “decrease’ level
and ‘no change’ for the above three parameters.
In case of livestock level, twenty-five percent
respondents only viewed as ‘increase’ as against
1.4 percent as ‘decrease’ and 73.6 percent as ‘no
change’. In case of expenditure pattern, 86.1
percent viewed as ‘increase’ level against 13.9
percent as ‘decrease’ level and “‘NIL’ to ‘no
change’. Again in case of liability, 98.6 percent
reported as ‘decrease’ level against 1.4 percent
as ‘no change’ and ‘NIL’ to ‘increase’ level.

As a whole in the state also, almost similar
trend was visible. Response of the respondents
as ‘increase’ in case of livestock was compara-
tively reported as very low (23.6%) as against a
high level in case of other issues viz. income,
expenditure, saving and empowerment) (>90%)
as reported by the respondents. A very high
percentage of respondents (91%) reported ‘de-
crease’ level of liability after intervention of
project as against nine percent for ‘no change’.
In this regard, study made by Roy and Singh
(2010) on empowerment of beneficiaries of MGN-
REGA, Singh et al. (2010) on effectiveness of
watershed development programme, Arora et al.
(2013) on MNREGS, Nalini etal. (2013) onim-
pact of SHGs on rural economy, Sahu et al. (2012)
on ATMA, Swain (2015) on poverty alleviation
programme, Reddy et al. (2016) on MGNREGA
etc. could be referred.

From the above it can be concluded that by
and large beneficiaries were satisfied for most of
the project activities except a few either at dis-
trict or at state level. However, for criteria ‘sup-
port from Government agency’ as a whole, ma-
jority ranked as ‘poor’, this seems to be thought
upon very seriously by the project authorities.
On the other hand, out of two districts, ranking
on ‘very good’ on some of the issues was more
in Dima Hasao district compared to Karbi An-
glong district. As per the views and response
collected from the respondents, it can be further
stated that selection of villages as well as house-
hold/beneficiaries for implementing the NER-
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CORMP in both the districts of the state was
upto the mark that is, respondents were mostly
satisfied.

CONCLUSION

Because of NERCORMP intervention it can
be appropriately stated that income and expen-
diture for beneficiary respondents remained
much higher than non-beneficiary respondents
considered from adjoining non-project villages.
After exposure with various project components
people in the study area were seen to change
their cropping pattern in order to increase their
income. Although “shifting cultivation” is con-
sidered as one of the most common livelihood
management option, area under it declined over
the years. Not only that, beneficiary respondent
showed more interest on cultivation of many
other plantation crops in project areas. Perfor-
mance was more visible in respect of calculation
of six different types of assets. These assets
were calculated based on various statements
prepared for each type of asset. So far the re-
spondents’ direct perception or conception
about the project, it can be calculated that by
and large beneficiaries were satisfied for most of
the project activities except a few. Most of the
beneficiaries referred that their income, saving,
expenditure were increased because of project
intervention and on the other hand their liability
declined.

RECOMMENDATIONS

On the basis of the results of the present
study, the following few recommendations may
be made for overall improvement of such type of
livelihood improvement projects operational not
only in the study areas but also in other parts of
the North Eastern India.

1. Based on comparable differences between
beneficiary and non-beneficiary respon-
dents on various issues, it can be conclud-
ed that NERCORMP has been doing tre-
mendous work for the benefit of the rural
tribal people in study area. So implementa-
tion of such type of projects can be initiat-
ed in other areas also.

2. As existing phase of NERCORMP is sup-
posed to be complete its operation by 2016-
17, funding agency like IFAD and NEC may
consider another phase for NERCORMP in

SANJOY DAS, AMOD SHARMA, A.K. SAHU ET AL.

Karbi Anglong and Dima Hasao districts
covering some more areas keeping in view
the existing socio-economic condition of the
districts. Naturally present study may ap-
pear as a guideline or impetus to implement
the subsequent phases.

3. Based on experiences and success of NER-
CORMP in North East India, Government
may think to initiate the process for devel-
opment of NERCORMP as an independent
permanent body under North Eastern Coun-
cil for monitoring and development of live-
lihood improvement projects in North East
India.
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