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Preface

The first mass social audit of the National Rural Employment Guarantee Act in Tamil Nadu was conducted in the Viluppuram District from July 26 2007 to August 5 2007. About 350 people from agricultural unions, unorganized workers unions, women's organizations, youth forums, social activists and students participated in this audit. The audit was done in 5 villages each in the five blocks of Mailam, Vanur, Thirukoilur, Thiruvennainallur and Thirunavalur. After consolidating all the documents (especially the Muster Rolls) and social audit training, 25 teams went to 25 villages and did the audit. Special gram sabhas were organized at the end of the audit in each village in which the activists presented their findings. A district level meeting was also organized finally where the important findings from the audit were discussed.

The audit would not have been possible without the help and co-operation of a lot of people. Members of the Central Employment Guarantee Council Ms. Annie Raja, Ms. Aruna Roy and Prof. Jean Drèze  were instrumental in initating the audit and guiding it through. Experienced trainers from Andhra Pradesh and activits from MKSS provided  training to all the participants. The district collector Mr. Brajendra Navnit, DRDA Project Officer Mr. Selvaraj and other Viluppuram district officials were very supportive of the whole endevaour – they provided the required documents and took care of all logistics for the audit without which this would not have been possible. We express our heart-felt thanks to all of them.

This report for action  puts together specific actionable issues from the mass social audit. It also contains the list of main findings from the audit. Available written testimonies and petitions for issues are compiled separately each of which is indexed with the 'Ref No.' mentioned in this document.  

We sincerely hope that this report will enable the administration to improve the functioning of National Rural Employment Guarantee Act in Villupuram. The administration has done an impressive job in generating a large volume of employment, ensuring timely payments, eliminating private contractors and in many other respects. In other areas though improvements are warranted. We trust this partnership between us will go a long way in this process. 
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1  Introduction

This report for action contains six major sections including the current one. The second section 'Main findings in Brief' contains the main findings of the social audit in brief. The  third section 'Main findings' explains the main findings in more detail. These were compiled from using a variety of sources including a debriefing session with the teams, daily reports of the members of NREGA Watch TN and members of the Central EGA Council. 

The fourth section is a compilation of detailed data collected during the audit. All the information for each village is put together so that it will be easy to look up and take action. The information put together has been compiled from 4 sources:

1. 'Fact finding sheets' from teams (These consist of known discrepancises between what people said they received and what was filled up in the NMRs) and testimonies collected by the auditors (Not all teams filled up the 'fact finding sheets'. Some teams just obtained testimonies from people. This has discrepancies between what people where paid and what was registered in the NMR as well as discrepancies in what was entered in the Job Card (JC)). Data from the 'fact finding sheets' is prefixed with the letter F for the 'Ref No.' as in F.96, while data from the testimonies is prefixed with the letter T for the 'Ref No.' as in T.99. 

2.  Three questionnaires filled by each social audit team in each Panchayat. While the questionnaires themselves were long, we have presented the responses to select set of questions from each questionnaire. This will be of use in identifying larger issues in the Panchayat.

3. Petitons that were collected by the auditors from the villages.

4. Reports from the social audit teams.

Where written testimonies are available with the complaints, it is mentioned in the complaint. Written testimonies are available separately each indexed with the reference number in the complaint. 

It needs to be mentioned that the process of audit itself and documentation had many faults. To begin with, the audit itself happened in short notice and due to delay in consolidating all the muster rolls, sufficient time could not be allocated for training and as a result many of the teams were not very clear on filling the 'fact finding sheets' and obtaining testimonies. We don't know how many individual people they talked to. While the teams did do a great job in creating awareness about the act and people's rights, the audit process itself could be substantially improved in future.  Also, the documentation from many teams were unclear and this prevented us from including it here. 

The fifth section 'Complaints from Non-audit villages' refers to issues brought to our notice from villages other than the 25 in which we did the social audit.

The last section 'Complaints received over the phone' conists of complaints received from the general public over the phone during and after the social audit.

2  Main Findings in Brief

1. POSITIVE FINDINGS

· Employment has been generated on a massive scale.

· Minimum wages (Rs 80 per day) are being paid.

· Wages are paid within a week.

· Contractors and machines have largely disappeared.

· NREGA is a lifeline for the rural poor.

· Women (who account for more than 80 per cent of all NREGA workers) are particularly appreciative of the programme, and want it to continue. 

2. AREAS OF CONCERN

1) Poor awareness generation – workers know little about their entitlements.

2) Faulty design, distribution and maintenance of job cards.

3) The work application process is not in place – employment is provided top-down.

4) Employment is “rationed”, by rotation between different wards as well as by restricting work to one member per household.

5) The rotation system has led to “caste segregation” of work.

6) Disabled persons and old people are excluded.

7) Basic worksite facilities such as first-aid are lacking in most cases.

8) Absence of child care arrangements at the worksites.

9) There is a shortage of staff at all levels.

10) Inadequate training (if any) of NREGA staff especially at Gram Panchayat level.

11) Poor worksite management (supervision, measurement, etc.).

12) Low work productivity at many worksites.

13) Widespread flaws in the record-keeping system.

14) Poor implementation of transparency safeguards.

3  Main findings

1. POSITIVE FINDINGS

Employment has been generated on a massive scale: While the programme was at a virtual standstill last year (in 2006-7), employment generation has surged during the last few months.  The average job card holder in Villupuram has already been employed for nearly 25 days since 1 April 2007, compared with just about 2 days for the same period last year.  Nearly 70 per cent of all rural households in the District have a job card.

Minimum wages are being paid: The minimum wage to be paid on NREGA works is Rs 80 per day.  The full minimum wage is being paid, according to the muster rolls, and workers also confirmed that they had earned Rs 80 per day in most cases.

Wages are paid within a week: This is perhaps the greatest achievement of NREGA in Villupuram.  Wages are paid with great regularity, on a fixed day of each week.  There were very few complaints of delays in wage payments.

Contractors and machines have largely disappeared: NREGA works are implemented directly by the Gram Panchayats, with no involvement of contractors.  Very few cases of use of labour-displacing machines at NREGA worksites have been observed.

NREGA is a lifeline for the rural poor: In house after house, workers expressed great happiness with the new employment opportunities that are available under NREGA.  They are hoping that the programme will continue for many years.

Women are particularly appreciative of the programme: More than 80 per cent of NREGA workers in Villupuram are women.  As agricultural labourers, they earn a paltry Rs 30 per day for four to five hours of back-breaking work.  Today, however, they are earning the full minimum wage of Rs 80 per day on NREGA.  This is an unprecedented source of economic security and independence.

2. AREAS OF CONCERN

Poor awareness generation: In most villages, workers know very little about their entitlements under NREGA: work on demand, unemployment allowance, worksite facilities, and so on.

Faulty design, distribution and maintenance of job cards: The design of the job card in Villupuram is quite defective.  Employment details are recorded on a monthly basis, with no space to note the relevant dates.  The entries are neither dated nor signed.  Further, job cards are filled in a haphazard manner.  Many discrepancies were found between job cards and muster rolls.

Widespread flaws in the record-keeping system: Faulty maintenance of job cards is only one example of wider flaws in the record-keeping system.  Glaring examples include the poor maintenance of Measurement Books and NREGA-related registers at Panchayat offices.

The work application process is not in place: The process of demand-driven employment is non-existent in Villupuram.  Work is provided in a pro-active manner by the administration and people are asked to report for employment as and when it is available.  

Employment is “rationed”: In many Gram Panchayats, it was found that only one household member was allowed to work at any given point of time, in violation of the Act.  Further, employment was “rotated” between different wards in successive weeks.

The rotation system has led to “caste segregation” of work: Since wards are inhabited by different caste groups, employment is effectively segregated by caste (e.g. Scheduled Castes are employed for one week and then Backward Castes the next week).  This defeats an important purpose of the Act – breaking traditional social barriers and fostering class solidarity among labourers.  Instead of contributing to social inclusion, NREGA in Villupuram is in danger of solidifying social divisions.  

Disabled persons and old people are excluded: The productivity norms often lead to the exclusion of disadvantaged people (such as persons with disabilities) from the programme.

Inadequate worksite facilities: Very few worksites have the mandatory facilities.  For instance, most worksites have no first-aid kit and no child-care facilities.  Some do not even have shade or water.

Lack of child-friendliness: Very few worksites had child care facilities of any sort, even when children were present at the site.  In some places, women are discouraged from bringing children to the worksite (one woman was turned away because she had brought her child).

There is a shortage of staff at all levels: Additional staff is urgently required for worksite supervision, work measurement, record-keeping, and related tasks.  As things stand, the whole burden of implementing NREGA at the Gram Panchayat level falls on functionaries (e.g. the Panchayat Assistant) who are already over-worked and under-paid.

Inadequate training: Most of the functionaries in charge of NREGA have not received any training.  There is particularly urgent need for trained supervisors at the worksites, and for training in record-keeping.

Poor worksite management (supervision, measurement, etc.): In the absence of trained supervisors, the worksites are managed in an ad hoc manner by the Panchayat Assistant, Ward Members or others.  Work measurement arrangements, in particular, are highly inadequate.

Low work productivity at many worksites: Productivity levels are quite low at many worksites.  Productivity-related issues such as the appropriateness and transparency of the Schedule of Rates, supervision arrangements, and work measurement need to be addressed.

Poor implementation of transparency safeguards: In some respects Villupuram has done quite well in terms of the implementation of transparency safeguards.  For instance, muster rolls are kept at the worksite and labourers sign the muster roll every day, making it quite hard to fudge the entries.  However, some transparency safeguards are badly neglected, such as the proper maintenance of job cards and social audits by the Gram Sabha.

4  Village wise Data

4.1  Panchayat: Kodima, Block: Mailam

4.1.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: People were turned away once when the mother of the president was unwell..

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - many of these people had migrated

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Sometimes - there are team leaders of ten people each and the job cards are retained by these leaders

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: Entries are not made regularly and are made in bulk once a month.  Details are not for work done each week, but in totals

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Not satisfactory

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Very useful scheme and has stopped migration.  It would be good if the work hours are reduced and if tools are given.  Work should be provided for 100 days per person than family

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Thungal eri azhapaduthuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 20 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: Part of the money has not been distributed and the MNP says that it will happen only when Yuvarani signs the check

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: One of the bills have not come and wages have not been disbursed.  People who come late to work are given wages late.

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.2  Panchayat: Salai, Block: Mailam

4.2.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.99 Name: Ambika, J. C. No. 203 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (5) Records  (9) 

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.100 Name: Ayyammal W/o Palani, J. C. No. 7 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) Records (23) 

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.101 Name: Rajam W/o Selvamani, J. C. No. 111/1 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 880 

Further information: I worked for only 10 days but NMR 1 says that I worked for 11 days and NMR 2 says that I worked for 10 days.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 11 days).

REF NO. T.102 Name: Vellachi W/o Palani, J. C. No. 68 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (22) Discrepancy: Rs. 800 

Further information: We worked for 12 days but it's recorded as 22 days in NMR and 26 days in JC

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calculated based on 80Rs/day for 10 days)

REF NO. T.103 Name: Kavitha W/o Ramsamy, J. C. No. 70 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (9) JC  (21) 

Further information: We worked for 9 days but it's recorded as 21 days in JC and more number in NMR too.

Our remarks: The exact number of extra days marked in NMR has not been mentioned.

REF NO. T.104 Name: Sarasu W/o Patturaja, J. C. No. 90 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (8) Records  (14) 

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.105 Name: S. Santhi W/o Sekhar, J. C. No. 38 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) Records  (19) 

Further information: I got the JC only recently. It's written that I worked for 19 days which is wrong.

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC. The number of extra days also has not been mentioned.

REF NO. T.106 Name: Natesh S/o Venkatesan, J. C. No. 139 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) Records (53) 

Further information: It's written that I worked for 53 days which is wrong.

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC. The number of extra days also has not been mentioned.

REF NO. T.107 Name: G. Kala W/o Gunasekhar, J. C. No. 72 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 1200 

Further information: We worked for 20 days but it's recorded as 35 days in NMR.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 15 days). Old JC No was 40/1

REF NO. T.108 Name: Minnal W/o Munuswamy, J. C. No. 37 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) Records (29) 

Further information: I worked for only 10 days but it's recorded as 29 days.

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC. Old JC No was 95/2

REF NO. T.109 Name: Annapurani W/o Munusamy, J. C. No. 24 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (3) Records  (6) 

Further information: I worked for only 3 days but it's recorded as 6 days.

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC.

REF NO. T.110 Name: Kannagi, J. C. No. 96 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (16) JC (24) 

Further information: I worked for only 16 days but it's recorded as 24 days in my JC. The JC was given to me only 2 days ago.

Our remarks: Old JC No was 10/1. Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.111 Name: Muniammal, J. C. No. 50 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (25) NMR  (33) JC (59) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

Further information: We worked for 25 days but it's recorded as 33 days in NMR and 59 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 8 days). Old JC No was 20/1

REF NO. T.112 Name: -, J. C. No. 56 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (21) JC  (22) 

Further information: I worked for only 21 days but it's recorded as 22 days in my JC.

Our remarks: Old JC No was 15/1. Name not clear. Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.113 Name: Santhi W/o Nagamuthu, J. C. No. 5 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (25) Discrepancy: Rs. 800 

Further information: I worked for only 15 days but it's recorded as 25 days just in the NMR from 06.04.07 to 10.05.07 . The JC claims 39 days.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 10 days).

REF NO. T.114 Name: Rangammal, J. C. No. 69 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (24) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

Further information: Only I worked for 15 days but the NMR claims 24 days.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 9 days).

REF NO. T.115 Name: Rangammal, J. C. No. 11 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (12) JC  (23) 

Further information: We worked for 12 days but it's recorded as 23 days in JC and unknown number of days in NMR

Our remarks: Number of days in NMR has not been mentioned.

REF NO. T.116 Name: Vasudevan S/o Rathinavelu, J. C. No. 192 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (11) JC (10) Discrepancy: Rs. 480 

Further information: I worked for 5 days but it's recorded as 11 days in NMR and 10 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 6 days).

REF NO. T.117 Name: Mangalakshmi W/o Sekhar, J. C. No. 13 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (13) JC  (26) 

Further information: I worked for 13 days but more days have been recored in the NMR and as 26 days in JC.

Our remarks: Number of extra days in NMR has not been mentioned.

REF NO. T.118 Name: Navathammal W/o Angappan, J. C. No. 72/1-138 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (23) JC (23) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

Further information: I worked for 15 days but it's recorded as 23 days in NMR and 23 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 8 days).

REF NO. T.119 Name: Sivagami, J. C. No. 10 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (25) JC (27) Discrepancy: Rs. 960 

Further information: I worked for 13 days but it's recorded as 25 days in NMR and 27 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 12 days).

REF NO. T.120 Name: Vasantha, J. C. No. 18 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

Further information: We worked for 13 days but it's recorded as 21 days in NMR.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 8 days).

REF NO. T.121 Name: Mannama W/o Jayaraman, J. C. No. 103/1 – 20 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (38) JC (41) Discrepancy: Rs. 1440 

Further information: We worked for 25 days but it's recorded as 38 days in NMR and 41 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 18 days).

REF NO. T.122 Name: Selvarani, J. C. No. 152 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (14) JC (19) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: We worked for 12 days but it's recorded as 14 days in NMR and 19 days in JC.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 2 days).

REF NO. T.123 Name: Pachaiammal W/o TamilVeeran, J. C. No. 182 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: We have worked only 15 days but Nadhiya W/o Nagarajan & Sumathi W/o Shankar have worked using our JC

Our remarks: Don't know whether the other 2 people actually worked and whether they were paid.

REF NO. T.124 Name: Amudha, J. C. No. 2 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (47) JC (52) Discrepancy: Rs. 2160 

Further information: We worked for 20 days but it's recorded as 47 days in NMR and 52 days in JC. The signature in NMR is also not ours.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 2 days).

REF NO. T.125 Name: Rani W/o Durai, J. C. No. 194 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Salai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (12) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

Further information: I worked for 7 days but it's recorded as 12 days in NMRs from 6.4.07 to 10.5.07

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calcualated based on 80Rs/day for 5 days).

4.2.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.68; K. Kaliyan says that since it's rainy season throughout Tamil Nadu now, it's not possible to do mud work and hence there's a danger of people not getting enough to feed themselves.  He advocates government taking up planting trees in poramboku lands and along tank bunds using funds from NREGA and asking people to maintain them. Each person can maintain about 60-70 saplings and once they are grown, 2 or 3 of them can be given to the personwho looked after the saplings. Further the village will also get regular income from the trees.

4.2.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: women with infant children, underage people, if more than one person per family turns up (not sure if this is on a given day or always). 

Panchayat's response: aged, disabled, women with children, women getting widow pensions, if more than one person per family turns up, under aged people.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - but very few and they had not applied

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: We verified about 160 out of 217 cards and found that most were fudged

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The work does not match the expenditure involved

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Children are getting better food with this income, more money going into education, Work hours should be reduced from 7 to 5 or 6 hours, social audits should be done periodically

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Pudhiya Kulam vettudhal, Er varuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: Only about ten cards were right.  Most of the rest were not and labourers were paid less than their due in most cases.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Chinna Nerkulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 15 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: There are many excess days entered in the muster rolls.  Discrepancies have been rampant and people have got only half of what has been disbursed.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: The Chinnaedapalayam ward member collected all the job cards on 27 July 07 and excess workdays and corresponding amounts have been entered in the job cards.  Discrepancies in job cards amount from 1,800 to 2,500 Rupees (Per card?).  In chinnakulam MBC and SC habitations there are corrections in the job cards.

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: There are lots of discrepancies.  For example between 14-May-07 and 19-May-07 the job card number 481 appears in three places in the nmr in different names.  The Job card register has different numbers as well.

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: 

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.3  Panchayat: Melperadikkuppam, Block: Mailam

4.3.1  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.48; 21 people have given testimony that they have received only Rs 60/day as wages.

(b) REF NO. N.49; Elumalai (SC) has testified that the president speaks insultingly to them.

(c) REF NO. N.50; Compaint from Makkal Nalla Pannialar (MNP) TamilSelvan who says that MNPs do a lot of NREGA administrative work like NMR maintenance, issuing Job Cards, monitoring workers at the worksite, wage disbursal etc. but are paid only Rs 1000/month. His request: please examine this and increase our salary.

4.3.2  Notes from Reports of Social Audit Teams

(a) 217 people from 87 families have applied for jobs.

4.3.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - because this was not advertised

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Some cards with Panchayat, others with families

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: In many cases 80 rupees have been paid but it's entered as 70! They have proof for this!

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: -

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): the work is of a good quality

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): The work is of great use…

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Deepening of Vanan Kuttai

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Yes

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.4  Panchayat: Rettanai, Block: Mailam

4.4.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.96 Name: -, J. C. No. 803 Testimony available: No

Work: - Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Our remarks: The NMR says that this person worked for 4 days and the worker says s/he was not paid. Not clear if this person worked or not

REF NO. F.97 Name: -, J. C. No. 457 Testimony available: No

Work: - Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (16) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.98 Name: -, J. C. No. 832 Testimony available: No

Work: - Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Our remarks: NMR says s/he worked for 2 days but this person has not been paid.  Not sure if s/he worked or not

REF NO. F.99 Name: -, J. C. No. 616 Testimony available: No

Work: - Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.100 Name: -, J. C. No. 722 Testimony available: No

Work: Mullaip Palayam Kulam Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (17) Discrepancy: Rs. 1360 

Our remarks: NMR says s/he worked for 17 days but this person has not been paid.  Not sure if s/he worked or not

REF NO. F.101 Name: -, J. C. No. 333 Testimony available: No

Work: Mullaip Palayam Kulam Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

REF NO. F.102 Name: -, J. C. No. 258 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

REF NO. F.103 Name: -, J. C. No. 259 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  (24) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

Our remarks: It is possible that the job card number is 239 instead of 259 we have entered.  The handwriting was not clear.

REF NO. F.104 Name: -, J. C. No. 262 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  (20) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.105 Name: -, J. C. No. 266 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (13) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: The worker has not been paid

REF NO. F.106 Name: -, J. C. No. 130 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (20) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Worker has been paid for just 14 days

REF NO. F.107 Name: -, J. C. No. 322 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (26) NMR  (26) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has been paid only for 17 days

REF NO. F.108 Name: -, J. C. No. 130 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (20) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: paid only for 16 days

REF NO. F.109 Name: -, J. C. No. 636 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (13) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: paid only for 8 days

REF NO. F.110 Name: -, J. C. No. 784 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Eri Vaikkal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has been paid only for 4 days

REF NO. F.111 Name: -, J. C. No. 242 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Eri Vaikkal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

REF NO. F.112 Name: -, J. C. No. 291 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Eri Vaikkal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (27) NMR  (31) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.113 Name: -, J. C. No. 332 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Eri Vaikkal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (21) Discrepancy: Rs. 1360 

REF NO. F.114 Name: -, J. C. No. 694 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (-) 

Our remarks: Worked for six days and has been paid 48 Rupees (not clear if it's 48 on the whole or 48 per day); Worker claims that 3 days of work have not been recorded at all.

REF NO. F.115 Name: -, J. C. No. 693 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has not been paid

REF NO. F.116 Name: -, J. C. No. 195 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Periya Vaikal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (33) NMR  (33) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 3 days

REF NO. F.117 Name: -, J. C. No. 238 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Periya Vaikal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (35) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 4 days

REF NO. F.118 Name: -, J. C. No. 792 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Periya Vaikal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

REF NO. F.119 Name: -, J. C. No. 233 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Periya Vaikal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (26) NMR  (26) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 1 day

REF NO. F.120 Name: -, J. C. No. 108 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai Periya Vaikal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (16) 

Our remarks: There is a discrepancy of 11 days between NMR and Job card and the remark says the worker has not been paid for 11 days - not clear how long this person has actually worked.

REF NO. F.121 Name: -, J. C. No. 813 Testimony available: No

Work: Erattanai eri thur varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

Our remarks: Out of 480 that is due only 400 has been paid.

REF NO. F.122 Name: -, J. C. No. 301 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (22) NMR  (22) Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 6 days

REF NO. F.123 Name: -, J. C. No. 17 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (7) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

Our remarks: Due to some overwriting it is not clear if this person has been underpaid; this case may be false alarm

REF NO. F.124 Name: -, J. C. No. 197 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Our remarks: has not been paid for two days.  No other detail given

REF NO. F.125 Name: -, J. C. No. 761 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (4) 

Our remarks: Not paid for 1 day.  Other details missing

REF NO. F.126 Name: -, J. C. No. 367 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (4)

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 4 days.  Other details missing.  The job card number is not clearly written and it may be 362.

REF NO. F.127 Name: -, J. C. No. 172 Testimony available: No

Work: Naverik Kuppam Tur Varuthal Panchayat: Rettanai Block: Mailam Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (26) 

Our remarks: Has not been paid for 2 days.  Other details missing

4.4.2  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Missing 

Panchayat's response: women with children, underaged people, if more than one person per family turns up..

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 90 people.  They were not informed about it.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: there are differences betweeen the nmr and the job card

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: Yes Further details: Muslim families in Mullaippalayam have not been "informed" aobut it. They expressed interest in working to the social audit teams

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The work was not completed and people say that there were problems in the works.  Mullai Palayam kulam has been done satisfactorily.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Narerik kuppam azhapapaduththuthal, varathu vaikal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: There are differences.

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.5  Panchayat: Chinnanerkunnam, Block: Mailam

4.6  Panchayat: T. Edapalayam, Block: Thiruvennainallur 

4.6.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.137 Name: -, J. C. No. 1-Feb Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Membadu Panchayat: T Edapalayam Block: Thiruvennainallur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (9) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

REF NO. F.138 Name: -, J. C. No. 54/1 Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Membadu Panchayat: T Edapalayam Block: Thiruvennainallur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (20) Discrepancy: Rs. 1600 

Our remarks: The person is out of town and NMR has both signature and thumb imprints

REF NO. F.139 Name: -, J. C. No. 57/1 Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Membadu Panchayat: T Edapalayam Block: Thiruvennainallur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (20) Discrepancy: Rs. 1600 

Our remarks: The details are not entered in the job card and the person has not got any money.  The job card number in muster roll is 55/2 instead of the correct number.

REF NO. F.140 Name: -, J. C. No. 20/2 Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Membadu Panchayat: T Edapalayam Block: Thiruvennainallur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (23) 

Our remarks: This person normally puts thumb imprints but the NMR has signatures.

4.6.2  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: No

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Mostly with families, some with panchayats

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: No

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The work is fine

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Migration has reduced, men and women get equal wages.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Kulam Membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Mostly 

Details: Only one person they met (Rashid) did not get the right wages, every one else did.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Mostly

Details given: Expect the entries for July 2007, the rest were correct and matching

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Yes

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.7  Panchayat: Alanguppam, Block: Thiruvennainallur

4.7.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: if someone comes late. 

Panchayat's response: latecomers.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: - Further details: There were differences between the job card and the muster roll, but it's not clear as to whether this is due to fudging

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): the work is satisfactory

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Since this is a small village new works should be created, wages should be increased to 150, dalit lands should be taken up for improvement, new ponds, afforestation, Narik Kuravar people should be given job cards

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Varathu vaikal membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 7 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Mostly

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: The job cards were issued once in 2007 and once before and this has caused a confusion resulting in some errors

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.8  Panchayat: Karapattu, Block: Thiruvennainallur

4.8.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No

Reasons: only underaged children are turned away. 

Panchayat's response: only children below 18 are turned away.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: 

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: 

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: 

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: 

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: 

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): 

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Varathu vaikal membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Salai membadu, varathu vaikal membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No - the entries are not according to the muster roll

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: The entries did nto match and there were many cards without any entries

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: 

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.9  Panchayat: Arumbattu, Block: Thiruvennainallur

4.9.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: if more than 3 people per family come instead of rationing the work, sometimes we ask a few people to go away for the day. 

Panchayat's response: if more than two come, if aged come, if people do not come in groups, if excess people come, if there are differences in the group..

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - since they did not have "kudumba attai", newly wed, returned from a different locality

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Some cards with Panchayat, others with families

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: Apart from work days some workers have been paid on holidays.  In some cases we found signatures and thumb imprints, some people were paid twice on the same day

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): People get timely wages, have rest shelter, water facilities, etc.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Wages should be "properly" paid - may be through the post office, should get work on all days

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Varappu Vaikal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 15 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No - In approximately 10% of the cards entries are more than what was received by the workers.  This happened in two wards

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

Details given: Inconsistency!

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: At times

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.10  Panchayat: PoigaiArasur, Block: Thiruvennainallur

4.10.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.95 Name: Alaganathan SC, J. C. No. 36/1 Testimony available: No

Work: Salai Membadu Panchayat: Poigai Arasur Block: Thiruvennainallur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (9) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

4.10.2  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: yes - 5 people

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: There was one case of a person who claimed to have worked more than it was entered in the muster rolls.  there were two cases of excess entries

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): 

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Salai Membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Mostly 

Details: in some cases the entries were not correct

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

Details given: Inconsistency!

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: At times

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.11  Panchayat: Talakanikuppam, Block: Vanur

4.11.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.1 Name: Kengammal, J. C. No. 17 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

REF NO. T.2 Name: Elumalai, J. C. No. 8 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 480 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan for 6 days

REF NO. T.3 Name: Sudamani, J. C. No. 21 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (8) Discrepancy: Rs. 480 

REF NO. T.4 Name: Kalpana, J. C. No. 28 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan for 4 days

REF NO. T.5 Name: A Lakshmanan, J. C. No. 27 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan for 2 days

REF NO. T.6 Name: Neelakshi, J. C. No. 13 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (8) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.7 Name: Anjalakshi, J. C. No. 24 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.8 Name: Manonmani, J. C. No. 51 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.9 Name: Devarasu, J. C. No. 22 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.10 Name: Ramu, J. C. No. 35 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (8) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

REF NO. T.11 Name: Krishnan & Jyoti, J. C. No. 30 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 480 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.12 Name: Ramasami, J. C. No. 34 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. T.13 Name: Jayamurthi, J. C. No. 42 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.14 Name: Ramalingam, J. C. No. 56 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.15 Name: R Anbu, J. C. No. 53 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (2) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.16 Name: Rajavel, J. C. No. 15 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: NMR claims that this person worked in Jan

REF NO. T.17 Name: Mahalakshmi, J. C. No. 103 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: From 2/2/07 to 8/2/07 her husband's signature is there in the NMR whereas he did not work.

Our remarks: Don't know the actual number of days. Was it 6 days?

REF NO. T.18 Name: M Subarayan, J. C. No. 94 Testimony available: Yes

Work: - Panchayat: Talakanikuppam Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: He normally signs but from 2/2/07 to 3/2/07 someone has put a thumb imprint in his name.

Our remarks: Don't know whether he worked and someone signed on his behalf or whether he did not work at all.

4.11.2  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: only if they come very late.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - but mostly these were people who are economically and socially well off

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: With families now

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: some cards specially with the MBCs are fudged.  but it was difficult to find out things exactly since the place is highly politicised.

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No Further details: Normally the situation is fine, but this week some people were turned off since they did not have job cards

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The work is happening fine, but the "vaikal" is closed due to vehicular traffic and movement of domestic animals!

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): People are not very aware of the programme

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Varathu vaikal membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Not clear

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: the job cards were issued only last week and were filled in a hurry, as a result many entries are wrong

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Kulam membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Not clear

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: 

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: Only a board is maintained at the site and the muster rolls are not pasted

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.12  Panchayat: Kilianur, Block: Vanur

4.12.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.71 Name: -, J. C. No. 438 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (2) 

Our remarks: The worker claims to have worked for three days but the NMR says s/he worked for 2

REF NO. F.72 Name: -, J. C. No. 107 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.73 Name: -, J. C. No. 115 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.74 Name: -, J. C. No. 15 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.75 Name: -, J. C. No. 430 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.76 Name: -, J. C. No. 212 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.77 Name: -, J. C. No. 196 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.78 Name: -, J. C. No. 441 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.79 Name: -, J. C. No. 322 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (5) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.80 Name: Annathanam, J. C. No. 117 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Our remarks: She received only 320 Rs but muster roll claims 480 Rs. Also she did not put the thumb imprint.

REF NO. F.81 Name: -, J. C. No. 196 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (4) 

Our remarks: The worker claims to have worked for 6 days and the NMR says 4

REF NO. F.82 Name: -, J. C. No. 319 Testimony available: No

Work: Sokkan Kulam Alappaduthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (1) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

REF NO. F.83 Name: -, J. C. No. 77 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (6) 

Our remarks: Worker claims to have worked for 12 days but NMR Says 6

REF NO. F.84 Name: -, J. C. No. 193 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.85 Name: -, J. C. No. 110 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.86 Name: -, J. C. No. 114 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.87 Name: -, J. C. No. 469 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.88 Name: -, J. C. No. 531 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.89 Name: -, J. C. No. 491 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. F.90 Name: -, J. C. No. 104 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (5) 

Our remarks: Worker claims to have worked for 6 days but NMR Says 5

REF NO. F.91 Name: -, J. C. No. 531 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.92 Name: -, J. C. No. 105 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

REF NO. F.93 Name: P. Santhi, J. C. No. 405 Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (5) 

Our remarks: She worked for 6 days but NMR Says 5. She alo said that she does not sign in the MR but her signature is forged.

REF NO. F.94 Name: -, J. C. No.  Testimony available: No

Work: Veeran Kulam Alappaduthuthal Panchayat: Kilianur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (5) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

REF NO. T.47 Name: N. Rani, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: She says that her signature has been forged.

Our remarks: This could be a duplicate of entry in FFSheet (We don't know since Job Card No. is not known)

REF NO. T.48 Name: M. Muthulakshmi, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

Further information: She says that her signature has been forged.

Our remarks: This could be a duplicate of entry in FFSheet (We don't know since Job Card No. is not known)

REF NO. T.49 Name: Panchali, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

Further information: She worked for 3 days and signature was obtained for 3 days but was paid only for 2 days(Rs 160).

Our remarks: This could be a duplicate of entry in FFSheet (We don't know since Job Card No. is not known)

REF NO. T.50 Name: Poorani, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

Further information: She worked for 4 days and signature was obtained for 4 days but was paid only for 3 days(Rs 240). 

Our remarks: This could be a duplicate of entry in FFSheet (We don't know since Job Card No. is not known)

REF NO. T.51 Name: Mahalingam S/o Kokkalingam, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (-) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: He worked for 6 days but was paid only for 4 days(Rs 320).

REF NO. T.52 Name: Porkilai W/o Pachaiappan, J. C. No. 151 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (9) NMR  (-) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

Further information: He worked for 9 days but was paid only for 4 days(Rs 320).

REF NO. T.53 Name: E. Raja, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kiliyanur Block: Vanur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: She worked for 4 days and signature was obtained for 4 days but was paid only for 2 days(Rs 160).

Our remarks: This could be a duplicate of entry in FFSheet (We don't know since Job Card No. is not known)

4.12.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.19; Seventeen people have submitted that they are working in NREGA works, have submitted application and photo for job card but that they have still not received job cards. Their request: please issue the job cards.

(b) REF NO. N.20; P. Santhi, JC No. 405 says that she worked in the Verran Kulam project but that she did not sign in the NMRs but someone else did. Please take action.

(c) REF NO. N.21; 6 people have signed testified that they are working in NREGA works but have still not been given job cards. Also, that they do not sign in the NMRs but someone else does this for them. Please take appropriate action and help ensure that full benefits of NREGA reaches us.

(d) REF NO. N.22; Panchali wo Durairaj says that she got hurt in her right leg while working using a 'Manvetti' on 24.07.07 but that she was not given any treatment or paid wages during her recovery period. She requests treatment to be provided to her and wages be paid to her.

(e) REF NO. N.23; Testimony from Rajagopal that he worked on Veeran Kulam worksite but that instead of his signature in the NMR, someone else signed using a thumb imprint. Please take action.

(f) REF NO. N.24; 12 women have said that there is no creche facilities at the worksite and request that a creche be started which will enable them to benefit under NREGA.

4.12.3  Notes from audit reports of social audit teams

(a) Worksite facilities were not provided and gram sabha resolution was made that they will be.Resolved that they will fill Jcs and the registers on a regular basis.

4.12.4  Survey Results

Note: We got two sets of responses for the first part. Both have been included here.

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: Once a week during rotation. 

Panchayat's response: once a week.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: 

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): 

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): People are able to find work without migrating

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: Once a week during rotation. 

Panchayat's response: once a week.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Cant say - job cards were not filled

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Veeran Kulam work is not well designed since there is no scope for water to come in or go out, and the surface is not levelled.  Similar design issues with other projects as well

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Veeran Kulam work

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 7 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: The job cards have not been filled

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Yes

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Not given

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Not clear

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.13  Panchayat: Konjimangalam, Vanur

4.13.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: if they dont have job cards. 

Panchayat's response: if they dont have job cards.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Sometimes with Panchayat

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Mostly no

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: Yes Further details: SC People have complained that their work hours are extended and they dont get work some times

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Wages in this are better than the agricultural wages, and so people are happy.  Further people are happy that the work will be stable.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Women are able to get work and this may help the village from avoiding a flood sitution in the future.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Eri varappu vaikal, vadikkal vaikal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Mostly 

Details: Only during the 8th week people had worked for lesser number of days than were entered in the muster rolls

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: -

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.14  Panchayat: Nallavur, Vanur

4.14.1  NREGA Related Petitions

a) REF NO. N.25; Petition from Kaliamurthi:  Pudur and Nallavur drain canals were worked with machines; also muster roll fraud is happening regularly.

b) REF NO. N.26; 18 women belonging to Chandran Women's group have said that they need work daily under NREGA

c) REF NO. N.27; Vennila wo Velu, JC No. 54/3. Says that she has one breast-feeding baby but still she wants to go to work due to poverty. However, there are no facilities like shade or creche available at the worksite. Providing such facilities will be useful to her and to others like her.

d) REF NO. N.28; Muthuvel so Kannan says that inspite of working in NREGA works, he still has not got a job card and requests that a job card be issued to him quickly.

e) REF NO. N.29; Devi from Pudur, Nallavur says that she has worked for 4 days but neither does she have a job card nor has she been paid the money for this.She also says that Rs 5 was withheld for JCB work (presumably from wages paid for earlier work that she had done?)

f) REF NO. N.30 ; Selvendran is an handicapped person and says that he's been given soil digging and soil carrying work and requests that some work that would be easy for him to do be given to him as he finds it difficult to do the work that's given to every one.

g) REF NO. N.31; Poorani is an handicapped person and says that he's been given soil digging and soil carrying work and requests that some work that would be easy for him to do be given to him as he finds it difficult to do the work that's given to every one.

h) REF NO. N.32; 23 people have said that Rs 5 was withheld for 3 days to pay for the JCB which came to work in their worksite.

i) REF NO. N.33; 74 people living in Ambedkar Nagar, Nallavur have said that they have worked in NREGA worksites, received wages but have still not got job cards inspite of registering for NREGA work.

j) REF NO. N.34; 34 people from Madura Pudur, Nallavur have said that they have worked on average 9 days each in drain work and Pudur tank work but were not given job cards. Also, the wages were paid only after 4 months.

k) REF NO. N.35; Petition from 20 women of Rojah Women's Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

l) REF NO. N.36; Petition from 18 women of Kalaimahal Women's Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

m) REF NO. N.37; Petition from 20 women of Tamarai Women's Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

n) REF NO. N.38; Petition from 15 women of Tennilavu Women's Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

o) REF NO. N.39; Petition from 20 women of Kanahambaram Women's Development Group requesting that deepening of their ery and clearing of the drains be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

p) REF NO. N.40; Petition from 15 women of Chembaruthi Women's Development Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

q) REF NO. N.41; Petition from 15 women of MahilambuWomen's Development Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

r) REF NO. N.42; Petition from 20 women of Samanthi Women's Development Group requesting that deepening of their ery be taken up as this will irrigate about 500 acres and benefit 950 families.

s) REF NO. N.43; Petition from 17 dalit BPL women of Ambedkar Nagar  Women's Development Group requesting that they be provided jobs  in deepening the ery in their village, that they be given this work regularly, that ery needs to be deepened for the benefit of people, build a location where they can meet regularly.

4.14.2  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: only one person per family is allowed, the rest are turned away if they come. 

Panchayat's response: only once person per family is given, if job cards dont carry the names of the person, and if the person is under age.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Sometimes with family sometimes with panchayat

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: No Further details: Job cards have no entries so far, but there are those who are not in the muster roll who get money

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: Yes Further details: BC people have got twice the work compared to SC people, some complain that the work is harder and people of the two communities do not work together

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: Yes Further details: JCB was used for some stretch and about Rs. 5 per person was taken towards this work.

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Quality does not match the amount spent, basic facilities are not available, machines used

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Vaikal vettuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: -

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 120 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Cards not filled

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: Partly because the job cards were issued very late and are not filled

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Dont know

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Puthur kulam toor varuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 150 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Cards not filled

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: cards not filled

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: 

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.14.3  Non-NREGA Petitions

(a) REF NO. O.8; K. Venkatakrishnan says that there is no road for the more than 10 families who have been living in the Reddiyar Nilam for more than 5 years now. Please arrange for a proper road.

4.15  Panchayat: V Parangini, Vanur

4.15.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No 

Panchayat's response: if someone comes very late.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - only one, but most people got it recently and the cards did not have entries

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: No

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Works are happening well

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Very useful

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Pavetteri seramaikkum pani

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Yes

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: Yes - there were six children

4.16  Panchayat: Thirupalapandhal, Block: Thirukoilur

4.16.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.146 Name: Sumathi W/o Ramesh, J. C. No. 575 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thirupalapandal Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: She worked only for 4 days, signed for 4 days and paid for 4 days (Rs 320) but the total was calculated for 6 days.

Our remarks: Also, this person did not work on the first day the NMR was opened, but her name is not last in the NMR but in the middle. There are entries after her who have worked on the first day. This indicates that NMR was either not maintained daily or bogus entries have been made.

REF NO. T.147 Name: Sathya, J. C. No. 595 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thirupalapandal Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: She worked only for 4 days, signed for 4 days and paid for 4 days (Rs 320) but the total was calculated for 6 days.

Our remarks: Also, this person did not work on the first day the NMR was opened, but her name is not last in the NMR but in the middle. There are entries after her who have worked on the first day. This indicates that NMR was either not maintained daily or bogus entries have been made.

REF NO. T.148 Name: Amudha W/o Gopal, J. C. No. 527 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thirupalapandal Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: She worked only for 4 days, signed for 4 days and paid for 4 days (Rs 320) but the total was calculated for 6 days.

Our remarks: Also, this person did not work on the first day the NMR was opened, but her name is not last in the NMR but in the middle. There are entries after her who have worked on the first day. This indicates that NMR was either not maintained daily or bogus entries have been made.

REF NO. T.149 Name: Name Not Clear, J. C. No. 551 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thirupalapandal Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () Discrepancy: Rs. 80 

Further information: She worked only for 3 days, signed for 3 days and paid for 3 days (Rs 240) but the total was calculated for 4 days.

Our remarks: Also, this person did not work on the first day the NMR was opened, but her name is not last in the NMR but in the middle. There are entries after her who have worked on the first day. This indicates that NMR was either not maintained daily or bogus entries have been made.

REF NO. F.130 Name: Saman S/o Veeran, J. C. No. 17 Testimony available: No

Work: Vavval Kuttai Panchayat: Thiruppala Pandhal Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (17) NMR  (39) Discrepancy: Rs. 1760 

Our remarks: Remembers having worked for 17 days but did not keep clear records

4.16.2  Notes from Reports of Social Audit Teams

(a) Panchayat president discourages people who work in his farm from coming to NREGA work. Some people wanted work to start at 7 am but president did not agree to this. When people from the block office were asked 'How much work do we have to do?', they 
were told “Just do what is given to you”! SC people are not given work continously. All the projects that are implemented are in the village from which the president lives.  People in the villages have not been issued job cards. The president has asked people with children not to come to work.

4.16.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: Only if more than four or five people turn up for work from one family are some turned away. 

Panchayat's response: only if more than 4 people turn up from one family.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Missing questionnaire

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: 

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: 

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: 

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: 

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: 

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): 

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Selamandik Kulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 15 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: Only a few people have been given correctly

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: the job cards show as if people have worked more than they have

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.17  Panchayat: Cholavandipuram, Block: Thirukoilur

4.17.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: answer illegible. 

Panchayat's response: Illegible.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: 

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: 

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: 

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: 

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: 

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: 

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): 

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: * Thur varum velai

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Illegible

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Illegible

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.18  Panchayat: J. Sithamur, Block: Thirukoilur

4.18.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.19 Name: Manikkam S/o Ayanperumal, J. C. No. 92 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) JC  (97) 

Further information: It's the job card that has 97 days as the entry.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.20 Name: Angalagan S/o Kuppan, J. C. No. 395 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) JC  (68) 

Further information: Worked 20 days but Job card says 68

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.21 Name: Kasiamal W/o Devaraj, J. C. No. 55/2 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: Has worked for 20 days and the job card says 129 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.22 Name: Mahalakshmi W/o Kannidan, J. C. No. 226/2 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) JC  (54) 

Further information: Worked 15 and Job card says 54

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.23 Name: Santhi W/o Pavadai, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (21) Records   (57) 

Our remarks: Not clear if 57 is claimed in job card or the muster roll

REF NO. T.126 Name: Anbarasan S/o Kuppan, J. C. No. 163 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (50) JC  (99) 

Further information: I have worked for 50 days but my JC says 99 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.127 Name: Anjalai W/o Ramasamy, J. C. No. 155 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (16) Records  (52) 

Further information: We worked for 50 days but our JC says 99 days. Also, my husband has not been well for the last 2 years and has not gone for any work but documents showing that he went for work is fraud.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs (maybe 52?) 

REF NO. T.128 Name: Kannu Gounder S/o Katha Gounder, J. C. No. 5 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) JC  (11) 

Further information: I have not worked but my JC claims I worked for 11 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.129 Name: Santhi W/o Sekhar, J. C. No. 4 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (25) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 25 days.

Our remarks: The JC number in the testimony is not very clear. Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.130 Name: Manonmani W/o Jayashankar, J. C. No. 278 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (13) JC (37) 

Further information: I have  worked for 13 days but my JC claims I worked for 37 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.131 Name: Neelavathi W/o Kumarasamy, J. C. No. 373 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (51) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 51 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.132 Name: Maheshwari W/o Ilango, J. C. No. 75 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (5) JC (21) 

Further information: I have  worked for 5 days but my JC claims I worked for 21 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.133 Name: Usha S/o Ramalingam, J. C. No. 148 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (11) JC  (31) 

Further information: We have  worked for 11 days but our JC claims that we worked for 31 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.134 Name: Narayanan S/o Ranganathan, J. C. No. 383 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (25) JC  (83) 

Further information: We have  worked for 25 days but our JC claims that we worked for 83 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.135 Name: Usha W/o Vadamalai, J. C. No. 414 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (15) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 15 days.

Our remarks: JC number not very clear. Is it 414 or 714? Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.136 Name: Thanappan S/o Kannu Gounder, J. C. No. 351 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (102) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 102 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.137 Name: Sudha W/o Govindhan, J. C. No. 98 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (9) JC (28) 

Further information: I have  worked for 9 days but my JC claims I worked for 28 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.138 Name: Asodha W/o Kannu Gounder, J. C. No. 103 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC (53) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 53 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.139 Name: Mailambal W/o Annamalai, J. C. No. 107 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC (56) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 56 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.140 Name: Dhanalakshmi W/o Subramani, J. C. No. 124 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC (25) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 25 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.141 Name: Chinnapillai W/o Kuppan, J. C. No. 64 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (24) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 24 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.142 Name: Sumathi W/o Selvaraj, J. C. No. 421 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (33) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 33 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.143 Name: Pooraniammal W/o Sakthivel, J. C. No. 47 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC (107) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 107 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.144 Name: Mangalakshmi W/o Natesan, J. C. No. 414 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) JC  (28) 

Further information: I have  worked for 10 days but my JC claims I worked for 28 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.145 Name: Samikannu S/o Narayasamy Gounder, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Ja Sithamur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: I got JC today morning. It's registered that I and my daughter-in-law who is living in Delhi have worked. Please take appropriate action.

Our remarks: Don't know whether it was recorded that they worked in the JC or in the NMRs.

4.18.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.51; Ramasamy so Andi Gounder says that he has been working since last year but has still not got JC and requests JC to be given to him.

(b) REF NO. N.52; Anjalai do Iyapuri Udayar says that he has been working since last year but has still not got JC and requests JC to be given to him.

(c) REF NO. N.53; Jayanthi wo Marimuthu says that the mate told her there's no work for women and discouraged her from coming to work.

(d) REF NO. N.54; We (Vachalla wo Ganapathy) are given measurements when we go to work. If we finish work early, we are not allowed to go home early. It's been more than 20 days since I worked and I have still not been paid. The worksite was 8 kms from where we lived but we were not paid transport allowance.

(e) REF NO. N.55; Ganapathi so Andi Gounder, Chinnaponnu wo Dharmalingam, Vijaya wo Palanisamy all say that when they go to work, they are told “There's no work since you belong to the neighbouring village.  (I think they imply they are part of Ja Sithamur but are still told this)

(f) REF NO. N.56; S. Balu so Saminathan says that he went for work but has still not gotten the wages.

(g) REF NO. N.57; Kannamal wo Mannangkatti says that the president keeps the JC and does not give it to her. Also, they have to take all the implements for doing the work.

(h) REF NO. N.58; Samikannu so Pandian says that no one from his family went to work.

(i) REF NO. N.59; Mangai wo Kannu Gounder says that she worked only for 9 days in NREGA work. 

(j) REF NO. N.60; Indira Gandhi wo Sekhar says that since she is a student in ITI, she has not gone to work even for 1 day.

(k) REF NO. N.61; S. Pandian so Samikannu sayst hat he has not gone for NREGA work. Thiruvarangam drain was worked using JCB and people even have taken a photo of it.

(l) REF NO. N.62; Thangaraju so Narayansamy says that he does not go to work; Only his wife Jayalakshmi goes to work.

(m) REF NO. N.63; Govindhammal wo Sudhakar says that she did not go to work but has found out that her name is listed as if she went to work.

(n) REF NO. N.64; Govindhan so Dharmalingam says that he has worked for more than 30 days but has still not received JC.

(o)  REF NO. N.65; Indirani wo Pandian says that no one from her family went to work but that her name has been listed as if she went to work.

(p) REF NO. N.66; Munusamy so Suman has been given two Job Cards No. 295 and 253 and he has worked under both of them. 

(q) REF NO. N.67; Laksmi wo Veeran JC No 255. She and her husband have worked for 20 days but neither the old president nor the new president have entered any data in her JC.

4.18.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Missing 

Panchayat's response: -.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 50 people.  Many were out of station and some believed that cards will be issued without application.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: if people worked for 10 days, job cards often say 20.

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The quality was good, we inspected it.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Has increased employment opportunities and thus reduced migration.  Agricultural wages are improving.  Better wages and work opportunities for women and dalits will also help in reducing social problems.  The scheme will also help in improving water facilities in the village.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Eri Varathu Vaikal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 30 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes 

Details: in some cases there were corrections.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: -

Details given: Most entries in the job cards were correct, some though were wrong.

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: -

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: -

4.19  Panchayat: Thurinjippattu, Block: Thirukoilur

4.19.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.24 Name: Amudha, J. C. No. 139 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (35) JC  (65) 

Further information: Job card claims 65 days of work when people in her family have worked just for 35 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what they were paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.25 Name: A Kumaresan S/o Ayanar, J. C. No. 320/2 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (22) JC (83) 

Further information: Job card claims 83 days of work when people in his family have worked just for 22 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what they were paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.26 Name: Chinnathambi S/o Thongani, J. C. No. 208/1 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (26) Discrepancy: Rs. 2080 

REF NO. F.18 Name: Poongavanam w/o Periyathambi, J. C. No. 100/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (18) Discrepancy: Rs. 880 

REF NO. F.19 Name: Nadammal w/o Raman, J. C. No. 193/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (80) NMR  (111) Discrepancy: Rs. 2480 

REF NO. F.20 Name: Kumari W/o Murugan, J. C. No. 217/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

REF NO. F.21 Name: Kuppu W/o Jambulingam, J. C. No. 97/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (52) Discrepancy: Rs. 2960 

Our remarks: Discrepency noted as 17 days.  Most likely a mistake.

REF NO. F.22 Name: Nadhamani W/o Mannanggatti, J. C. No. 175/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (75) Discrepancy: Rs. 5200 

REF NO. F.23 Name: Chinnathambi, J. C. No. 280/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (26) Discrepancy: Rs. 1840 

REF NO. F.24 Name: Sekhar, J. C. No. 15/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (13) Discrepancy: Rs. 640 

REF NO. F.25 Name: Murugesan, J. C. No. 99/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (68) Discrepancy: Rs. 5440 

REF NO. F.26 Name: Kathaye W/o Paladai, J. C. No. 115/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (22) Discrepancy: Rs. 1440 

Our remarks: Name of husband not clear

REF NO. F.27 Name: Rajakumari S/o Ramam, J. C. No. 174/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (33) Discrepancy: Rs. 2160 

REF NO. F.28 Name: Periyasami S/o Elumalai, J. C. No. 215/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (33) Discrepancy: Rs. 2320 

REF NO. F.29 Name: Kannan do Vimala, J. C. No. 335 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (18) Discrepancy: Rs. 960 

REF NO. F.30 Name: Koothaiye W/o saravanan, J. C. No. 186 Testimony available: Yes

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (78) Discrepancy: Rs. 4640 

REF NO. F.31 Name: Govindan S/o vadivel, J. C. No. 307/5 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (60) Discrepancy: Rs. 3600 

REF NO. F.32 Name: Elumalai S/o veerabadran, J. C. No. 206/4 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  (44) Discrepancy: Rs. 2240 

REF NO. F.33 Name: Banumthi W/o pavadai, J. C. No. 355/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

REF NO. F.34 Name: Ponusami S/o veerabadran, J. C. No. 114/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (9) Discrepancy: Rs. 320 

REF NO. F.35 Name: Parvathi W/o velayutham, J. C. No. 144 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (28) Discrepancy: Rs. 1440 

REF NO. F.36 Name: Lakshmi W/o selvaraj, J. C. No. 290/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (40) NMR  (97) Discrepancy: Rs. 4560 

REF NO. F.37 Name: Sakarai S/o Chinnathambi, J. C. No. 128/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (18) NMR  (65) Discrepancy: Rs. 3760 

REF NO. F.38 Name: Boomadevi W/o Lekandhan, J. C. No. 200/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (73) Discrepancy: Rs. 5040 

REF NO. F.39 Name: Sushila W/o elumalai, J. C. No. 131/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (59) Discrepancy: Rs. 3120 

REF NO. F.40 Name: Elumalai S/o Annamalai, J. C. No. 131/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (24) Discrepancy: Rs. 1120 

REF NO. F.41 Name: Palani S/o Govindan, J. C. No. 265/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (71) Discrepancy: Rs. 4880 

REF NO. F.42 Name: Alamelu W/o Subramani, J. C. No. 170/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (31) Discrepancy: Rs. 1280 

REF NO. F.43 Name: Govindan S/o Chinnathambi, J. C. No. 183/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (1) NMR  (49) Discrepancy: Rs. 3840 

Our remarks: The job card number according to NMR is 189/3, but the actuall job card number is 183/3

REF NO. F.44 Name: Kuppusami S/o Govindan, J. C. No. 110/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (25) NMR  (103) Discrepancy: Rs. 6240 

REF NO. F.45 Name: Elumalai S/o Velayutham, J. C. No. 291/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (64) Discrepancy: Rs. 3920 

REF NO. F.46 Name: Kannadasan S/o Selvarasu, J. C. No. 267/3 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (11) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

Our remarks: Discrepancy amount wrongly entered as 880

REF NO. F.47 Name: Ramachandran S/o Govindan, J. C. No. 121/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (41) Discrepancy: Rs. 1680 

REF NO. F.48 Name: Ganeshan S/o Ponnusami, J. C. No. 309/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (58) Discrepancy: Rs. 4640 

REF NO. F.49 Name: Koothan S/o Munnusami, J. C. No. 84/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (74) Discrepancy: Rs. 5920 

REF NO. F.50 Name: -, J. C. No. 46/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (4) NMR  (103) Discrepancy: Rs. 7920 

Our remarks: No name given in the FF Sheet

REF NO. F.51 Name: Perumal, J. C. No. 62/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (47) NMR  (101) Discrepancy: Rs. 4320 

REF NO. F.52 Name: Pallipattan, J. C. No. 167/4 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (20) NMR  (58) Discrepancy: Rs. 3040 

REF NO. F.53 Name: Karpagam, J. C. No. 76/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () Discrepancy: Rs. 0 

Our remarks: Claims that she worked for 17 days but the NMR does not have her name

REF NO. F.54 Name: Manjula, J. C. No. 212/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (31) Discrepancy: Rs. 1280 

REF NO. F.55 Name: Suhila, J. C. No. 294/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (15) NMR  (24) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

REF NO. F.56 Name: Arumugam, J. C. No. 258/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (11) NMR  (26) Discrepancy: Rs. 1200 

REF NO. F.57 Name: Raji, J. C. No. 30/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (30) NMR  (83) Discrepancy: Rs. 4240 

REF NO. F.58 Name: Ayanar, J. C. No. 320/2 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (22) NMR  (88) Discrepancy: Rs. 5280 

REF NO. F.59 Name: Govindaraj S/o Murugesan, J. C. No. 158/1 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Thurinjipattu Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (52) Discrepancy: Rs. 3360 

4.19.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.44; Alamelu wo Murugan, JC NO 211/1 has worked for 37 days and that is what is registered in the NMR but she has got wages only for 7 days. She requests that the remaining wages be paid to her. (The village is not mentioned in the testimony but from the order in which it was placed, it looks like Thurinjipattu)

(b) REF NO. N.45; Thulasi wo Balakrishnan, Vice president of Thurinjipattu says that not ne of the facilities like water, first-aid, shade have been provided. Also, when 70 people come for work, the president writes that 120 people came to work and when she protested he said 'This is what I will do. You cannot do anything'. Because of this she does not sign in any of the NMRs. Please rectfy this discrepancy and ensure that people get jobs and the full wages due to them.

(c) REF NO. N.46; Raja so Sarangapani, JC 301/3 says he has a small disability in his right leg but that this does not prevent him from doing hard manual labour in other places. But the president is using his disability to deny him job at the NREGA worksite. His request: Please allow me to work in NREGA works.

4.19.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Yes

Reasons: If people come late or if the family has exhausted 100 days of work.  Raja (job card number 310/3) has slight disability and is not getting work.. 

Panchayat's response: Disabled people and those who have finished 100 days of work have been turned away.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 30 people but 21 were issued cards in the special gram sabha meeting itself

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: No

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: Some people say that the entries are greater than the days they have worked.

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No Further details: -

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Of the 6 works in this panchayat 1 is of good quality.  More technical assistance should be given to the panchayat.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Women are getting proper wages, a useful scheme given high unemployment, more works that are beneficial to Dalits should be taken up.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Mathan Kulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: -

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: -

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: Yes

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.20  Panchayat: Vengur, Block: Thirukoilur

4.20.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.128 Name: Rasammal W/o Subramani, J. C. No. 407 Testimony available: No

Work: Settithangal Pandathal Eri Panchayat: Vengur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (40) Discrepancy: Rs. 2240 

Further information: Only one person has worked on this job card (Rasammal) but NMR has three other names.  While this person has worked for just 12 days.

REF NO. F.129 Name: K Kasthuri W/o Karthikeyan, J. C. No. 645 Testimony available: No

Work: All works Panchayat: Vengur Block: Tirukkoyilur Days worked according to: Worker (59) NMR  (71) Discrepancy: Rs. 960 

4.20.2  NREGA Related Petitions

a) REF NO. N.47; A. Sivaraman writes that no basic facilities are provided to women who come to work and further women are prevented from working. Please advice administration officials and panchayat presidents to rectify this situation.

4.20.3  Notes from Reports of Social Audit Teams

a) They resolved to give the job cards that have not been distriuted to some people so far.

4.20.4  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No 

Panchayat's response: only one person is permitted to work with one job card.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - many of these were related to married people within a family, people who had returned from out of the village.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Illegible

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: There were many overwritten entries and things were different in the job card as well

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Not satisfactory

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Erikkulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 15 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: -

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: -

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.21  Panchayat: Kambattu, Block: Thirunavalur

4.21.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.60 Name: Ramachandran S/o Nallu, J. C. No. 21 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Eri Membadu Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (17) NMR  (30) Discrepancy: Rs. 1190 

Our remarks: They were paid 1210 for 17 days, but the NMR claims they were paid 2400

REF NO. T.27 Name: Lakshmi W/o Karnan, J. C. No. 26 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (8) JC  (25) 

Further information: She was paid 460 for 8 days, the job card says she worked for 25 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.28 Name: Selvarsu S/o Manangatti, J. C. No. 34 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (33) JC  (38) 

Further information: Job card claims 5 extra days of work.  He was paid only 70 days a day;

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.29 Name: Yasodai W/o Chinnasami, J. C. No. - Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (16) JC  (52) 

Further information: Job card claims 52 days of work, more than the actual.  She got only 1040 for her work.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.30 Name: Chinnapon W/o Kesavan, J. C. No. 90 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (9) JC  (28) 

Further information: Job card claims more days of work than actually done.  She and her brother got only Rs. 640 for nine days of work they did in all.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.31 Name: Kalaiselvi W/o Vakravel, J. C. No. 213 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (4) JC  (6) 

Further information: Job card claims 2 extra days of work.  She got paid 260 for four days of work.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.32 Name: Amudha W/o Ammasi, J. C. No. 22 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (6) JC  (21) 

Further information: Job card claims 21 days of work while she and her husband worked for just 6 days put together.  They got Rs. 380 in all

Our remarks: Don't know what they were paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.33 Name: Tamilarasi W/o Arunachelam, J. C. No. 75 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (-) 

Further information: Worked for 7 days and her husband works in Bangalore and has not worked in NREGA

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.34 Name: R Kesavan, J. C. No. 46 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (-) 

Further information: "I sign" is the comment given in testimony.

Our remarks: Does testimony imply the muster roll had thumb imprint? This is not clear.  Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.35 Name: Veeramal W/o Vaithi, J. C. No. 18 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (8) JC  (36) 

Further information: Job card claims that her family worked for more days than what she claims.  She got 520 for 8 days

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.36 Name: Ranganayagi W/o Ramar, J. C. No. 221 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (6) NMR  (-) 

Further information: The family has got 460 in all.

Our remarks: Don't know what they were paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.37 Name: Gloria W/o Arunnidhi, J. C. No. 39 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) JC  (25) 

Further information: Job card claims 25 days when the family worked lesser number of days.  She got 460 in all for 7 days of work she did

Our remarks: Don't know what they were paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.38 Name: Vembu W/o Pichaikaran, J. C. No. 103 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (?) NMR  (28) 

Further information: She has given a testimony that she did not affix any thumb imprint in the the muster rolls.

Our remarks: Don't know whether she worked and did not fix thumb imprint and she did not work at all.

REF NO. T.39 Name: Kalaiwani W/o murugan, J. C. No. 163 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: She never got 80 rupees for the work she did on any day.  She does not remember the total amount she got; but the first six days she got 50 rupees and the second six days she got 70.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.40 Name: Vijaya W/o Kesavan, J. C. No. 201 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (-) 

Further information: Got only 70 rupees per day.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.41 Name: Sathya do Krishnamurthi, J. C. No. 212 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (8) NMR  (-) 

Further information: She got 600 rupees.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.42 Name: Lakshmi W/o Elumalai, J. C. No. 123 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (21) NMR  (-) 

Further information: Initially she got 60 Rs per day and then Rs. 70 per day.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.43 Name: Anasuya W/o Ulaganidhi, J. C. No. 43 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (6) JC  (21) 

Further information: Job card says worked for 21 days when she worked for 6 days and got 390

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.44 Name: Manjula W/o Rajesh, J. C. No. 225 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (-) 

Further information: She got 210 working for 3 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what she was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.45 Name: Dharmaseelan S/o Jayaraman, J. C. No. 35 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (16) JC  (45) NMR (31)

Further information: He and his wife got 1080 for 16 days.  NMR says that they were paid 2480. Job card claims that worked for 45 days

Discrepancy: Rs. 1400 

REF NO. T.46 Name: Ramachandran S/o Nallu, J. C. No. 21 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (17) JC  (43) 

Further information: They worked for 17 days and the job card says 43.  While he got 80 rs per day, his wife got 60 rupees for three days, 70 in two days and his daughter got 60 for 2 days and 70 for three.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.150 Name: Jothi W/o Jayabal, J. C. No. 230 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Kampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (3) Discrepancy: Rs. 160 

Further information: She learnt that she has worked for 3 days from the auditors when she had only worked for 2 days. She was paid only 140 Rs for this. Also, she worked for 4 more days in another work, but has been paid only for 2 days (Rs 160)

4.21.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.17; Indira Gandhi wo Kesavan (JC No. 184) says that for the 2 weeks that she worked, she got 60 Rs for 1 day and 70 Rs for the remaining days. She also says that her president asked her not to come to work without a man.

(b) REF NO. N.18; A. Ramesh, Panchayat president says that the former president took Rs 1,80,000 before and just after the election out of Rs 6,00,000 sanctioned for Eri development. The former president then did this work using JCB and did not involve people. He has also given this testimony in November 2006 to DRDA officer who came to do an enquiry.

(c) REF NO. N.25; Letter from P. Sundaramurthy, President stating that he has done ery development work and has paid his people properly. The engineer asked for Rs. 30,000 as bribe and since he refused it, the engineer removed his signature from the NMR. Similarly the block treasurer also asked for money and again because he refused, the treasurer too removed his signature from the NMR. He has sent written Petitions about this to the AD and BDO  but no action has been taken so far.

4.21.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: Missing 

Panchayat's response: women are asked to come to work with men.  If girls over 18 are wearing 'pavadai-sattai' they are turned away.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 50 people.  They did not have information about it.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: There are excess entries in the job cards and there are inconsistencies as well with NMR.  Testimonies available.

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: Yes Further details: During the previous panchayat JCB was used in this scheme.  A petiton is available on this issue.

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Not satisfactory

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Not everyone gets work at the same time.   There are differences in wages between men and women.  We are not able to work freely since someone is behind the back of labourers all the time.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Eri Membattu Thittam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 14 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: Some testimonies have been gathered on fudged entries.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: In some cases there was an inconsistancy

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.21.4  Non-NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. O.8; Petition from Chandra, Village Education Committee President that the school building work started in 2005 is yet to be completed. Because of this, they are not able to avail benefits under SSA scheme and also children supposed to sit in 8 classes are now sitting in 2 classes. Please finish this work soon.

4.22  Panchayat: Siruthanur, Block: Thirunavalur

4.22.1  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No 

Panchayat's response: if people do not have job cards when people come to work.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 50 people.  They were out of station and had also not applied thinking that they will get it automatically.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: if people work for 10 days, it's falsely written as 20 in the job card

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: No

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The quality was good

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Settik Kulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7. Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Puthiya kulam amaithal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: A few days delay in Nov 2006 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Yes

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: 

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Varathu vaikkal thur varuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 3 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: -

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: -

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Eri varathhu vaikal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No - salary is given once is two or three weeks since Panchayat vice president is not there

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 30 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: Mostly yes

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: Mostly yes 

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: -

Details: -

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: -

Project Name: Eri Azhappaduthuthal

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No - since panchayat vice president is not there

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 30 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.23  Panchayat: Devianandal, Block: Thirunavalur

4.23.1  Testimonies

REF NO. F.62 Name: Anjulakshmi do Jayakumar, J. C. No. 188 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (12) Discrepancy: Rs. 960 

Further information: I am a 15 year old student and have not worked in NREGA works

Our remarks: Testimony has been entered here. FFSheet had different info (person worked 21 days but NMR said 21 days)

REF NO. F.63 Name: L. Radha do Latchuman, J. C. No. 209 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (19) Discrepancy: Rs. 720 

Further information: I worked for 10 days and was paid wages like Rs 80, 65, 70/day.

Our remarks: Testimony has been entered here. FFSheet had different info (person worked 10  days but NMR said 16 days and discrepancy amount was Rs 800)

REF NO. F.64 Name: Amurpomary W/o Latchakar, J. C. No. 109 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (11) NMR  (42) Discrepancy: Rs. 2535 

Our remarks: Testimony has been entered here. Testimony says that NMR claims 3360 was given to her but the number of days mentioned in the NMR is not clear (FFSheet said that the person worked for 5 days and received 360 while the NMR claimed that s/he worked for 33 d

REF NO. F.65 Name: Sivakumar S/o Sellakutty, J. C. No. 167 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (5) Discrepancy: Rs. 400 

Our remarks: Testimony entered here. (FFSheet info had 11 and 15 but 11 days referred to what was entered in the JC. Need to check if NMR had 5 days as mentioned in testimony or 15 days)

REF NO. F.66 Name: K. Thilagam W/o Kannan, J. C. No. 97 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (49) Discrepancy: Rs. 2830 

Further information: I worked for 6 days in ery and 12 days in kulam and received Rs 1090. It's claimed in the NMR that my husband worked for 49 days but he did not work even for one single day.

Our remarks: FF sheet claimed that she was paid  810 but her testimony says that she was paid 1090. We have used the latter figure to calculate the discrepancy amount. Also not clear whether the 3920 is for the amount paid to her husband for 49 days in which case this

REF NO. F.67 Name: -, J. C. No. 112 Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (42) NMR  (42) Discrepancy: Rs. 40 

Our remarks: They were paid 3320 but the NMR claims that s/he was paid 3360

REF NO. F.68 Name: Rajaraman S/o Kannaiyan Naidu, J. C. No. 84 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (49) Discrepancy: Rs. 3630 

Our remarks: He was paid 340 (FFSheet said 390 and 3 days worked) but the NMR claims that he was paid 3970

REF NO. F.69 Name: Venkatesan S/o Kullappan Naidu, J. C. No. 191 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (14) Discrepancy: Rs. 460 

Further information: I worked for 10 days and received Rs 650

Our remarks: They were paid 650 but the NMR claims that he was paid 1110

REF NO. F.70 Name: -, J. C. No. 93 Testimony available: No

Work: Kulam Alapaduthal Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (13) Discrepancy: Rs. 175 

Our remarks: They were paid 750 but the NMR claims that s/he was paid 925

REF NO. T.58 Name: Srirangan S/o Ramasamy, J. C. No. 108 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) JC (28) 

Further information: We did not work in 2006 but our job card says that we worked for 28 days and received Rs 2240.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.59 Name: Rajaram S/o Kannaiyan, J. C. No. 84 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) JC  (49) 

Further information: Inspite of asking for work, we were not given work in 2006 but our job card says that we worked for 49 days and received Rs 3920.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.60 Name: Arulmary W/o Thambusamy, J. C. No. 175 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (7) 

Further information: We did not work in 2006 but it's claimed that Alamelu do Perumal has worked for 7 days in December and received Rs 560 using our job card number. I have worked only 2 days in 2007 and I only use thumb imprint.

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Alamelu or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.61 Name: Porkalai W/o Elumalai, J. C. No. 83 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records   (49) 

Further information: We did not work in 2006 but it is claimed that we worked for 49 days and received Rs 3920.

Our remarks: Not clear whether she is referring to wrong entry in Job Card or Muster Roll

REF NO. T.62 Name: Radhakrishnan S/o Kullappanadu, J. C. No. 92 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (4) JC  (83) 

Further information: In 2007, I worked only for 4 days but my job card says that I worked for 34 days and received Rs 1500. I am afraid that my family will not get 100 days of work because of this. Further, in 2006 we did not work at all but the job card says that we worked for 49 days and received Rs 3920. 

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.63 Name: Indira Gandi W/o Saravanan, J. C. No. 237 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (17) 

Further information: Manimozhi W/o Venkatesan who is not part of our family has worked for 10 days in 2006 and 7 days in 2007 using our card. Also, I sign by my thumb imprint but someone has signed in English for me.

Our remarks: Was Manimozhi's JC number entered wrongly or is this NMR fraud? She says that her thumb imprint was forged with a signature but has not said for how many days.

REF NO. T.64 Name: Veerapan S/o Kesavan, J. C. No. 269 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0)   Records (14) 

Further information: Andal W/o Muniappan  who is not part of our family has worked for 14 days and received Rs 950 using our card. Also someone has forged my signature with a thumb imprint.

Our remarks: Was Andal's JC number entered wrongly or is this NMR fraud? He says that his signature was forged with a thumb imprint but has not said for how many days.

REF NO. T.65 Name: Elumalai S/o Arumugam, J. C. No. - Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () Discrepancy: Rs. 10 

Further information: It's been a month since I applied for a job card and I have still not received it. The panchayat assistant took Rs 10 for this but has still not given me the job card.

REF NO. T.66 Name: Bhuvaneswari W/o Veeramani, J. C. No. 638 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (3) JC  (5) 

Further information: The number of days that we worked is less than what is mentioned in our job card.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.67 Name: Kala W/o Ramakrishnan, J. C. No. 674 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (6) JC  (9) 

Further information: The number of days that we worked is less than what is mentioned in our job card.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.68 Name: Panchavarnam W/o Velayutham, J. C. No. 667 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) JC  (15) 

Further information: The number of days that we worked is less than what is mentioned in our job card.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.69 Name: Govindharasu S/o Ammavasai, J. C. No. 99 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: Received wages at the rate of Rs 65, 70, 80. Panchayat president asked us to tell that we received Rs 80 as wages.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.70 Name: Shanthi S/o Renganathan, J. C. No. 230 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: Worked without receiving job card and got Rs 40, Rs 60 as wages. Believes that massive corruption happened in this work.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.71 Name: Anjapuli S/o Aran, J. C. No. 11 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: I have not done any work and not received any money. The documents that claim I have worked and received money are false.

Our remarks: Not sure where the claim was made – in NMR or JC.

REF NO. T.72 Name: Santhappan S/o Anthonymuthu, J. C. No. 122 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (21) 

Further information: In 2006, I did not work but documents claim that I have worked for 21 days and received 1680 Rs. I sign using my thumb imprint but someone has done a written signature. In 2007, I worked for 3 days and was paid only Rs 195.

Our remarks: Not sure where the claim was made – in NMR or JC. Since she says that he signed, it must be the NMR. But we don't know whether someone impersonated her in the NMR for just 3 days or for 21 days in 2006. Hence the amount has not been entered.

REF NO. T.73 Name: Seenivasan S/o Nallavandu Naidu, J. C. No. 98 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (14) Discrepancy: Rs. 1120 

Further information: We did not work in 2006 but it is claimed that we worked for 14 days and received Rs 1120 . Someone else has put an imprint for my signature.

Our remarks: Not sure where the claim was made – in NMR or JC. Since she says that she signed,we assume it's in the NMR.

REF NO. T.75 Name: Ayappan S/o Kuppusamy, J. C. No. 86 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (12) 

Further information: My son did not go to work but it is recorded as if he went to work for 12 days and received Rs 960

Our remarks: Not sure where the claim was made – in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.76 Name: Ganesan S/o Sundaramurthy, J. C. No. 28 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (14) NMR  (14) Discrepancy: Rs. 105 

Further information: I worked for 2 weeks. First week I received Rs 80 and second week Rs 65 but it has been recorded as if I received Rs 80 throughout.

REF NO. T.77 Name: Ayappan S/o Kalian, J. C. No. 35 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (19) Records  (32) 

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.78 Name: Kannan S/o Chinnappa Naidu, J. C. No. 188 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (3) JC (12) Discrepancy: Rs.  

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.79 Name: Lakshmidevi W/o Ramalingam, J. C. No. 158 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (14) NMR  (-) Discrepancy: Rs.  

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.80 Name: Annamalai S/o Perampadaiyachi, J. C. No. 123 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (1) JC  (5) 

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number.

Our remarks: Don't know what he was paid according to NMR.

REF NO. T.81 Name: Kavithamani W/o Murugan, J. C. No. 217 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (4) Discrepancy: Rs. 240 

Further information: She received only Rs 300 for 4 days but says that she worked for 1 week (10 m length, 10 m breadth and 1m depth). She wants her full wages to be paid.

Our remarks: Amount in NMR not mentioned. Since she has not been paid for 3 days, the amount is 80*3

REF NO. T.82 Name: Mahalakshmi W/o Saravanan, J. C. No. 117 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records   (42) 

Further information: I did not work in 2006; worked only for 6 days in 2007 and got paid Rs 390. But another person Mahalakshmi S/o (not clear S/o or wo) Mani has worked for 28 days in 2006 and 14 days in 2007 using my card.

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Mahalakshmi or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.83 Name: Vijaya W/o Ramalingam, J. C. No. 268 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (2) NMR  (-) Discrepancy: Rs.  

Further information: Ramachandran S/o Balaraman has worked using our card and received wages.

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Ramachandran or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.84 Name: Elumalai S/o Muthu, J. C. No. 254 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (-) Discrepancy: Rs.  

Further information: Jayalakshmi W/o Kuppusamy has worked for 8 days in 2006 using our card and received wages.

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Jayalakshmi or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.85 Name: Tirumalai S/o Appavu, J. C. No. 202 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: Rani W/o Singaram has worked for 10 days in 2006 using our card and received wages.

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Rani or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.86 Name: Arogiammal W/o Pavul, J. C. No. 54 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (-) 

Further information: I have worked only for 7 days and received Rs 520 as wages in 2007 but records claim that I worked and received wages in 2006.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.87 Name: Sasi do Sivanantham, J. C. No. 166 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (14) JC (39) 

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number and I received only Rs 65/day for 3 days.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.88 Name: Arogiyaselvi W/o ArulRaj, J. C. No. 257 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (2) Records   (8) 

Further information: I worked for 2 days and received Rs 150 but records say that Sundari do Ramamurthi has worked for 8 days and received Rs 640

Our remarks: Was a mistake made in entering the JC No. of Sundari or is this NMR fraud?

REF NO. T.89 Name: Adhikesavan S/o Pitchaikaran, J. C. No. 43 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (5) JC  (45) 

Further information: JC claims more days worked than true number.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.90 Name: C. Venkatesan W/o Chinnappa Naidu, J. C. No. 223 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  () 

Further information: Worked for 12 days but received only Rs 795 as wages.

Our remarks: Not sure what has been entered in the NMR

REF NO. T.91 Name: Kanakavalli W/o Ramesh, J. C. No. 245 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (1) Discrepancy: Rs. 86 

Further information: Did not go to work but they have removed Rs 86 in my name.

Our remarks: Statement seems to indicate that her name was in the NMR

REF NO. T.92 Name: Palani S/o Pavadai, J. C. No. 170 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  () 

Further information: I have not gone for work S/o far but it's been registered as if I went to work.

Our remarks: Not sure where it's written that he went to work – in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.93 Name: Pakiyam W/o Arul, J. C. No. - Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Deviyandal Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  () 

Further information: We have never worked but it's claimed that we worked and received money.

Our remarks: Not sure where the claim was made – in NMR or JC

4.23.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.14; 14 people have reported that they do not get the full wages. People get Rs 60, Rs 65 and Rs 70 and the officials say “This is what we will give. You can go tell this anywhere you please”

(b) REF NO. N.15; 23 people have submitted that in 2005-2006 women were paid Rs 40 and men were paid Rs 60 but they did not get jobs for 100 days. When asked the officials said “We have spent all the money that came to us”. Their request is for an order that will grant them 100 days of work.

(c) REF NO. N.16; 7 people have submitted that the job cards are not with them. After hearing that a social audit is going to happen, they were given their job cards and signatures obtained at 8pm on 28th July 2007. There request to the administration: please ensure that the job cards are with us.

4.23.3  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - only one person per household has been given a card and others do not have an access to the card.

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: Fudged entries are made in the job card numbers 167, 166, 54, 109, 237, 92, 83, 202, 254, 175, 84, 108, 257, 117, 11, 122, 98 and 268

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: Yes Further details: People beloinging to BC & MBC communities are not getting jobs properly

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: Yes Further details: Poclain has been used to remove the thorny plants near the lake shore

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): Not good.  The lake has not been deepened well enough, and the shore level has not been raised anywhere.

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): 

Project Specific Information

Project Name: 

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: - days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: About 80 persons have been show to work in the muster rolls each day and only 60-75 are accounted for in the job cards!

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No - The job cards show a lower number of working days compared to muster rolls

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.23.4  Non-NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. O.2; Complaint from ward member C. Venkatesan who says that he is not consulted on any of the works/decisions in the panchayat. He says that he has signed only twice but came to know that his signature has been forged 55 times.

(b) REF NO. O.3; 12 people have submitted that only 320 people over 18 have been given farmer cards. There are 350 more people and they should also be issued cards. The good quality produce in the PDS shop is taken by powerful people. Also, they are not getting the rice, cereals etc. in sufficient quantity and the weight of the items that they get is also less than what they say.

(c) REF NO. O.4; 22 people have requested for street lights from the bus stop to their village and within their village also. Also, please remove non-working lights and install new lights.

(d) REF NO. O.5; 42 people have said that street lights don't work, drinking water not available regularly, Mini-tank is not working properly and waste-water drain is not there. If people tell this to the president he says “Go ask the person to whom you cast your vote” and hence people are afraid to ask him.

(e) REF NO. O.6; 10 people have submitted that the 24 lakh Rs that come to their village for tank rehabilitation, street lights, water etc. is not used properly. Most of it is being pilfered. Please take appropriate action and ensure that money is spent properly for our benefit.

(f) REF NO. O.7; 30 people have requested for rain water and sewarage drains to be constructed in their village.

4.24  Panchayat: Vanambattu, Block: Thirunavalur

4.24.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.94 Name: Mannankatty W/o Kaliperumal, J. C. No.  Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Vanambattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (16) NMR  () Discrepancy: Rs. 880 

Further information: I worked for 16 days but have received only Rs 400 for 8 days  (Rs 50/day) and have not gotten wages for the remaining days and the clerk is not giving it.

Our remarks: The amount was not mentioned explicitly (We calculated based on 80Rs/day for 16 days and subtracted the 400 Rs that was paid)

REF NO. T.95 Name: Ammasi S/o Murugan, J. C. No. 139 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Vanambattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: I have not done any work or received money but my job card says that I have worked and received money which is false.

Our remarks: Don't know what was written in NMRs.

REF NO. T.96 Name: Neelavathi W/o Sarkarai, J. C. No. 3 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Vanambattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records   (42) 

Further information: I did not work but it's recorded that I worked for 42 days and received Rs 3360.

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.97 Name: Manikandan S/o Kasi, J. C. No. 31 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Vanambattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (10) 

Further information: I did not work but it's recorded that I worked for 10 days and received Rs 800

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. T.98 Name: Ganapathy S/o Mottaiyan, J. C. No. 146 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Vanambattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) Records  (35) 

Further information: I did not work but it's recorded that I worked for 35 days and received Rs 2800

Our remarks: Not clear if extra days have been marked in NMR or JC

REF NO. F.1 Name: Lakshmi w/o Mani, J. C. No. 4 Testimony available: No

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 2800 

REF NO. F.2 Name: Chandramathi w/o. Aanayan, J. C. No. 83 Testimony available: No

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 2800 

Further information: Normally she only affixes a thumb imprint, but the muster roll has a signature.

REF NO. F.3 Name: Panchanathan s/o Manikkam, J. C. No. 66 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (12) NMR  (39) Discrepancy: Rs. 2160 

Further information: He normally affixes a thumb imprint though some muster rolls carry signatures

Our remarks: The FF Sheet mentions discrepancy amount as 1620 for 27 days, which does not tally (I.e. 27 x 80 = 2160)

REF NO. F.4 Name: Anjalai w/o Ranganathan, J. C. No. 231 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (12) Discrepancy: Rs. 960 

REF NO. F.5 Name: Veeran s/o Arunachelam, J. C. No. 142 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 2000 

Further information: He normally affixes thumb imprints, but NMR carries signatures

REF NO. F.6 Name: Manikandan s/o velu, J. C. No. 37 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (6) Discrepancy: Rs. 480 

REF NO. F.7 Name: Manikkam s/o Arasan, J. C. No. 180 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (28) Discrepancy: Rs. 2240 

Our remarks: The FF sheet did not carry an entry for the discrepancy

REF NO. F.8 Name: Narasingam s/o Chinnathambi, J. C. No. 10 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (42) Discrepancy: Rs. 2800 

Further information: He normally signs, but nmr has thumb imprints

REF NO. F.9 Name: Perumal S/o Thangarasu, J. C. No. 92 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (28) Discrepancy: Rs. 2240 

REF NO. F.10 Name: Ramesh s/o thangarasu, J. C. No. 93 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (27) Discrepancy: Rs. 2160 

REF NO. F.11 Name: Thangarasu s/o samikannu, J. C. No. 193 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (24) Discrepancy: Rs. 1400 

Our remarks: FF sheet mentions that he worked for 24 days, but has been paid 1960 (I.e. for 24.5 days at 80 Rupees)

REF NO. F.12 Name: Sugunawathi w/o Selvarasu, J. C. No. 190 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (10) NMR  (28) Discrepancy: Rs. 1440 

Further information: Worked for 10 days and there seems to be an excess entry of 18 days in job card

Our remarks: There is no mention of how many days in NMR

REF NO. F.13 Name: Subramani s/o Muthukrishnan, J. C. No. 115 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (13) NMR  (40) Discrepancy: Rs. 2160 

Further information: Knows to sign but NMRs have thumb imprints

REF NO. F.14 Name: Rani w/o Veeran, J. C. No. 23 Testimony available: No

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (1) NMR  (47) Discrepancy: Rs. 3680 

REF NO. F.16 Name: Manigandan s/o Rayar, J. C. No. 191 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (28) Discrepancy: Rs. 1680 

Further information: Has not got job card yet

REF NO. F.17 Name: Ukkiravel s/o Vellayan, J. C. No. 82 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanampattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (0) NMR  (35) Discrepancy: Rs. 2800 

REF NO. F.15 Name: Anbukarasi w/o singaperumal, J. C. No. 181 Testimony available: Yes

Work: Mattikarai eri membadu Panchayat: Vanumbattu Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (29) Discrepancy: Rs. 1760 

Further information: She has not received a job card yet.

4.24.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.10; M. Rajamanickam, Amaravathi & R. Masilamani say that gram sabha meetings are not announced and are not held. The elected officials along with the clerk hold private meetings and all decisions are taken by them.

(b) REF NO. N.11; 4 people have said that they have worked on NREGA works but still have not received the job card. We gave photo and application in 2006 itself. If we go for work, they ask us not to come since we do not have job card. There are many people like us.

(c) REF NO. N.9; Complaint from R. Parimala wo Ramalingam about clerk harassment during lunch time. The clerk asks her to finish lunch quickly and asks her not to come to work if she brings lunch. If she argues, she is given more work and in 2007 the clerk asked her not to come to work saying there is no work for her.

(d) REF NO. N.12; Anbukarasi wo Singaperumal, JCN 181 says that the clerk took her JC in November 2006. Wants her card back so that she can get benefits under NREGA.

(e) REF NO. N.13; Kamala wo Muthupandi, JCN 274 says that the clerk took her JC 9 months ago. Wants her card back or atleast a new card so that she can get benefits under NREGA

(f) REF NO. N.69; In 2006, Rs 1 lakh was spend on road development. This work was done using JCB but the people have been asked not to talk about this. Medu village people were ignored during JC distribution. We made arrangements for 90 of them to get job cards. Muster roll fraud has also happened.

a) REF NO. N.70; Rs 1 lakh has been alloted for Road Improvement in Kallamedu and Muster rolls have been created for this work but on enquiry both the Kallamedu and Vanambattu village people say that no such work was ever done. Also there is no evidence of any such work done here. 
By R. Ramamurthy

4.24.3  Notes from Reports of Social Audit Teams

(a) REF NO. N.72; In Ery Membattu Velai, Rs. 2,67,680 was given to labourers but the amount in the muster roll is Rs. 2,86,133. Extra money that has been withdrawn is Rs. 15,453

(b) REF NO. N.71; Kallamedu hamlet people did not have JCs. About 75 people submitted applications and received JCs  after the audit team requested the president to give the JCs. Gram Sabha decided to built a Pannai Kulam

(c) REF NO. N.73; JC No 83, Gandhimathi wo Annaiyan – She did not put her thumb imprint in the muster roll

(d) REF NO. N.74; JC No 82, Ukkiravel so Vellaiyan – NMR has thumb imprints for 6 days but wages were paid for 7 days.

(e) REF NO. N.75; JC No 88, Ramalingam so Govindasamy – Wages have been paid without signature.

(f) REF NO. N.76; JC No 174, Annamalai so Gopal – Wages have been paid for 2 days but NMR says that he came only for 1 day.

(g) REF NO. N.80; JC No, 72, Krishnamurthy so Murugesan worked for 7 days but his thumb imprint was obtained for 8 days.

(h) REF NO. N.78; JC No. 73, 74, 7, 78, 130, 131, 133, 153 – these do not have the correct category. SC people have been classified as BC and MBC people have been classified as SC.

(i) REF NO. N.79; Many signatures in NMR look like they have been made by one person.without signature.

(j) Ukkiravel so Vellaiyan – NMR has thumb imprints for 6 days but wages were paid for 7 days.

(k) She did not put her thumb imprint in the muster roll

(l)  NMRs have thumb imprints of some people who can sign. The president says that they do this because doing thumb imprints are faster for some people ie. They take a long time to sign. In some cases, money has been paid without any work done. NMRs did not carry dates. In kallamedu village, no project  has been done and people have not received job cards. 

4.24.4  Survey Results

1.  Are people turned away from work at times: No 

Panchayat's response: -.

2.  Did you meet many people without job cards: Yes - about 100 people and they were not informed of the job cards

3.  Are the job cards retained by the Panchayat: Yes - given to people only two days before the social audit

4.  Do the investigators think the entries in job cards are fudged: Yes Further details: people who did not come have been entered in the job cards

5.  Do the investigators feel that certain communities are discriminated against in the works: Yes Further details: (see remarks)

6.  Were machines used in any of the works in this Panchayat: No

7.  Were contractors used in any of these works: No

8.  Investigators' opinion about the quality of work (selected responses): The soil is hard

9.  People's opinions on NREGA (selected responses): Agricultural wages have increased after the inception of this scheme.  Protects people from hunger and from want of basic needs.

Project Specific Information

Project Name: Thamaraik kulam

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: Yes

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: 0 days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: Yes

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: -

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: Cards were issued just one week before the social audit and there are differences between the NMR and the JC

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: No

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

Project Name: Mattigai Eri Membadu

1.  Are wages paid on a timely basis: No

2.  What was the maximum delay in paying wages: - days

3.  Do the investigators think the entries in muster roll are correct: No 

Details: the details in nmr are largely incorrect.  It looks like money was paid to people before the social audit knowing it is going to take place.

4.  Do the investigators think entries in job cards are correct: No

5.  Do entries in job card and NMR match: No

Details given: excess entries were made in the job cards.

6.  Are muster rolls pasted in the Panchayat regularly: 

Details: 

7.  Was there a child care facility in the project: No

4.25  Panchayat: Andikuzhi, Block: Thirunavalur

4.25.1  Testimonies

REF NO. T.54 Name: Veeramani & Bhuvaneshwari, J. C. No. 638 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: They were paid only 60Rs but MR book says 70 Rs and also another person named Manjula W/o Muthulingam has been entered in NMRs using their job card number.

Our remarks: Don't know for how many days she was paid Rs 60 instead of Rs 70. Also, don't know whether Manjula's JC No was entered incorrectly or this is NMR fraud.

REF NO. T.55 Name: Singaram W/o Dhanasingam, J. C. No. 500 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (-) NMR  (-) 

Further information: We have not received wages for the work we did. Also, president, assitant and makkal nalla panniyalar have claimed that we worked on days when we did not and have taken the money.

Our remarks: Has not specified how much money has been taken.

REF NO. T.56 Name: Banumathi W/o Velmurugan, J. C. No. 520 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: We have not received wages for the work we did. Also, president, assitant and makkal nalla panniyalar have claimed that we worked on days when we did not and have taken the money.

Our remarks: Has not specified how much money has been taken.

REF NO. T.57 Name: Pavunu W/o Mayavel, J. C. No. 568 Testimony available: Yes

Work:  Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Thirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker () NMR  () 

Further information: We have not received wages for the work we did. Also, president, assitant and makkal nalla panniyalar have claimed that we worked on days when we did not and have taken the money.

Our remarks: Has not specified how much money has been taken.

REF NO. F.131 Name: Bhuvaneshwari W/o Veeramani, J. C. No. 638 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (3) NMR  (5) Discrepancy: Rs. 140 

Our remarks: People seem to have been paid just Rs. 70 in this Panchayat.

REF NO. F.132 Name: Dharmalingam W/o Anamalai, J. C. No. 620 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (5) NMR  (11) Discrepancy: Rs. 470 

Our remarks: 300 has been received and 770 has been entered in NMR

REF NO. F.133 Name: Padma W/o Selvarasu, J. C. No. 621 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (9) NMR  (9) Discrepancy: Rs. 90 

Our remarks: Received 540 while NMR contains 630.

REF NO. F.134 Name: Jayalakshmi W/o Rajayogyam, J. C. No. 579 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (11) NMR  (17) Discrepancy: Rs. 390 

Our remarks: Received 770 while NMR claims 1160

REF NO. F.135 Name: Ranganathan S/o Thangarasu, J. C. No. 530 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (9) NMR  (15) Discrepancy: Rs. 330 

Our remarks: Got 540 and NMR claims 870.  The number in the muster roll is 486, where as the true number of the person is given in the first column.

REF NO. F.136 Name: Kannairam W/o Subbarayan, J. C. No. 475 Testimony available: No

Work: Kallamedu Puthiya Kulam Vettuthal Panchayat: Andikuzhi Block: Tirunavalur Days worked according to: Worker (7) NMR  (8) Discrepancy: Rs. 40 

Our remarks: Got 420 while NMR Claims 460

4.25.2  NREGA Related Petitions

(a) REF NO. N.3; About 50 families living in main road have not participated in any of the works because we have not received job cards. Please give us job cards. Signed by 30 people.

(b) REF NO. N.4; 4 of us have worked in the Kallamedu new Kulam but no entry was made in the job card. The panchayat assistant came to us on the 30th July 2007 evening and filled in the details according to his wish.

(c) REF NO. N.5; 93 people living in Kalathur colony have submitted that they have not been given jobs inspite of giving petitions to the president on 15/3/07. The president says that he will not give jobs because these people did not vote for him. Further, he has engaged in muster roll fraud.

(d) REF NO. N.6; Petition from Lalitha wo Ramar (JC No. 410) asking for medical help for her and her children – they and 50 others were injured due to poison bee stings. Children and 5 others were seriously injured. They were provided basic first aid at hospital and then discharged but due to continous pain, they are seeing private practitioners.

(e) REF NO. N.7; Petition from Jeyakodi wo Rajagopal (JC No. 678) asking for unemployment assistance during her recuperation from injury during her work on NREGA – She had hurt her left leg on a bamboo thorn in June but did not tell it to the person in charge at the worksite immediately since she was not aware of the benefits that she could avail.

(f) REF NO. N.8; Petition from 26 people living in New Colony saying that job card entries are not correct and that they are not being paid the full wage.

5  Issues from non-audit villages

(a) REF NO. O.1; Name:  Sumathi wo Kanniappan; Panchayat: Choliyasorkulam; Block: -; Type: Non-NREGA; Details: She has requested that Rs 10,000 be given under the Government Death Benefit scheme as her husband Kaniappan, aged 30 passed away and she is having a tough time raising her three daughters and supporting them. She is an MBC person and also classified as BPL.

(b) REF NO. N.1; Name:  Villagers Panchayat: Thurinjipoondi; Block: Melmalayanur; Type: NREGA; Details: Villagers testified that money allocated for Thurinjipoondi Eri was used for Ayanavarm Odai and this too was done using JCB. Also, he wants to change this into a path and is bringing sand in a tractor and is trying to bill for this too. Please order this to be stopped and money to be spent on developing the Thurinjipoondi Eri. The president is  ignoring the SC people in the village. The wages are not distributed properly and muster roll fraud is also happening.

(c) REF NO. N.2; Name: Annadurai, so Kaviammal; Panchayat: Melpakkam; Block: Olakkur; Type: NREGA; Details: Annadurai is the son of Panchayat President. NREGA work happened from 20.07.07 to 26.07.07. 163 people worked on 21.07.07. The technical assistant who came to the village informed the Block office of how many people came to work the same day. When I went to the officer on 2.07.07 to collect money, he said that the office computer had not recorded that 163 people had worked on 21.07.07. I then took the block engineer to the BDO but still she did not give approval.  We complained to the PO and even after that we had to spend two more days before the money was finally released. The true reason that we  were put to all this trouble was because I did not give money to BDO Vasantha. Please ensure that such incidents do not happen again.

6  Complaints received over the phone

The order of fields in the list below is Panchayat Name, Block Name, Complainant Name/s with phone numbers, Complaint.

a) Pandur, Thirunavalur, Kaliyaperumal, 220190, Wages not paid regularly; Muster Roll Fraud - 10 people work and 50 people in muster roll.

b) Pandur, Thirunavalur, Dakshinamurthy, 98434 28609, Muster roll fraud - They have a work for 3 Lakhs but do work only for 1 lakh.

c) Melpakkam, Olakkur, Panchayat President, 292507, 163 people worked for 6 days but wages paid only for 5 days. Computer shows 0 days for the next week and hence BDO refuses to pay even though the engineer has said that people worked on that day. This problem has been reported in other panchayats too.

d) Thatchampattu, Gingee, CV Annamalai Gounder; 98437 67590, Muster roll fraud - Only 150 people work but muster roll has 400 names. Panchayat president in co-operation with BDO inflates number of people working and asks village people not to work with Dalits

e) Bangaram, Chinnasalem, Kannan, People not being given work regularly

f) Kappiyampuliyur, Vikravandi, Devanathan, husband of Premila, 93626 27690, No Transparency; Even ward member (Premila) not allowed to see documents; No information about meetings; JCB used; Private workers are being written up in Muster Roll.

g) Thennavarayanpattu, Vikravandi, ---, President and Vice-president(cousin brothers) are filling up names of their private employees in muster rolls regularly. Some of the people so entered are Ashok, Rani, Parasu, Seenapulli, Murugesan (working on processing gingelly) and kannan, chinnathambi (working on construction of house). Also fake names are being entered in muster rolls. Complaints have been made to BDO but no action has been taken so far.

h) Sathanur Vikravandi, Ward Member, Muster Roll Fraud - Even government employees' names are there in the muster roll!

i) Asarankuppam, Koliyanur, P. Sivaperumal, Got assaulted by Panchayat leader's friends because he made complaints about muster roll frauds to Project Officer. Got admitted to hospital and an FIR has been filed by the police REF NO. P.1;

j) Asarankuppam, Koliyanur, Villagers, Gave petition asking to ignore Sivaperumal's complaint and that their president is clean. They also do not want the work to be stopped because of this complaint. Requested worked to be started immediately.

k) Kiliyanur, Vanur, Jesu, Problems with muster roll & job cards.

l) Karuveppillai, Tiruvennainallur, Karuveppillai, Sathyavel, Wants Social Audit to happen in his village

m) Melolakkur, Vallam, Viswanathan, Kanniapan, Chandrasekhar, Kathirvelu (4 ward members), Jawahar & Selvam, Only 6 days worked but money for 32 days has been withdrawn.

n) Thagadi, Thirukoilur, Raghotaman, husband of Bhuvaneshwari, Ward Member, 99420 93594, Muster Roll Fraud is happening. Also, he is doing the same work that was done by the panchyat president before instead of doing new work which will help the people. 

