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PREFACE

1. The Acraneenomic Research Centre for T.E. India -
beeame interested in the problems of shifting cultivation '
~or jhuming since tts very inception in 1960-61. The bobd
experiment undertaken by the Tripura Administration for
‘the solution of the problems of jhumias attracted our
immediate attention. A Jhumia colony (Kathaliacherra)was )
taken up for socio-economic survey under the "Continuous
Villaoe Survey Progremmé‘in 1961. The second point survey
of ths colony was undertaken in 1966 and a Resurvey Report
.is under preparation. Shiftlng cultivation being a common
probleméfor the States 1ike Assam, Orttla, Manipur, Naga-
land and VEFA, the results of the experiment in colonisa-
tion of the semi-nomedic jhumias (shifting cultivators)

are expacted to be of interest to all the above States. .

R. Instead of making it a statistical survey, the
present report is hased on case studies of 52 jhumias S6-
ttled in 10 colonies selected at random. The case studies
are both factual snd observational. An investigating party
consisting of Sarbashri N.Saha, D.K.Buraghoain and L.M.
Paul made the field survey in November, 1967,

_3."~ This study, like similar other studies of thie
Centre, is a joint product under my general auidance. The
following members of the staff, however, deserve special
mention for the respective contributions. The descriptive
‘beckground of the colonies (Appendix I) and case s tudies
Of jhumia hougeholds (Appendix II) are written jointly
by Shri N.Saha and Shri D.X. Buragohain. The main body

of the report containing the ahalysis of data contained

;in case studies is contributed by Shri Saha. Shri Bi~2nhatn



i1 '
has done almost all the tahgletlon work. The manuscript and
the stencils are typed byféerbeshfi B;Dév Burman and P.C.
Borahy while theiduplieatlﬁgiwas~done,by N;N;Deka.t - L

-

: 4. Without the help and cooperation of the Office of
: the AJD M. (Development) and the Aoricultural Department of
Tripura the nresent investigation would not have been nos—
sible.vWe are thankful to the Director of Aarlculture, Tri-
pura for deputlnp Shri L M.Paul, Research Assistant to work
with the party and providing a vehicle for field investiga—
the services rendered by the B.D, O Sy Extension Officers,,
Colony Supervisgtsyend the 1nformant settlers in the resp-
ective Blecks‘ahd Colonies for their cooperation and hospi -

tability accorded to the investigating party. |

L

Agro-Economic Research Centre, P.C.GOSWAMI,
for North East India, o P DIRECTOR,
Jorhat-4, Assam. S : S o

1st July,1969,
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The Territorv.

1.1. h Tripura, aluicon Tarritory in the Torth East India
is surrounded almo%t on thr-e sides by East Pakistan

and eonnected w;th the main_land by a small strip through
the Cachar District of‘ASsam..This landlocked situation

of the T'rritory has placed some insurmmountable difficul-
ties in developing ihe Territory. Tripura was a princely
State before it &és integrated with the Indian Union 1in
October, 1949. It was administered as é part 'C'State for -
some time and made a Union Terri%ory in Noveﬁber,‘1956
under a Chief Commissioner. The Territory is divided into
10 sub-divisions which are placed int» Lhree broad zones-
north, central and'SOuth - for administrative conveniencs.
The ohyéiOgraphy of the Territbry is uniula*ing}with
several rangeq running in the nnrth south direction Three-

fifth of the area of the Ter: iuory is hilly.

1. 3. Tripura:has an area of 4416 uq.miles with a
population of 11 y42005 in 1961, with a sex ratin of 932 L
females -per 1000 mgles. The- ponulation 1ncreaqed in the
decade, 1951—bi by 78.6%. This abno“mqlly ‘high populatinn
growth is mainly due to the influx of refugees from East
Pakistan. The percentage of literacy is only 20. Abauu -
42% of the tqtal population belongs to backward commini- |
ties. | h

2. Iribal Pqulation s S

2.1. » Tripura has a total tiibel Population Hf 3,60,
070 accsuntlng for 31.53% of the total populatior. The
percentage 'declined to the present lavel from 236.33% ir
1951 due to the influx of non-tribsl populatiof from
outside, pafticularly, disp}aced‘persoms from the Bast
Pakistan. But taking the absolute increase of triba-

‘population during 1951-61, it is fouad 5hat the tribal
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population has increased by 51.32 p.c. which is quite
higher than the national average. This high increase

of tribal population may be probably due to under-enu-
meration in 1951 Census when polltloal cqndltions was
unfavvurablerfor Census operations in the hills. More-
@avgr, some tribal groups, particularly the Chakmas and
the Moghs might have entered into the Territory from
East Pakistan; In Table 1.1l. is given the distribution
of Scheduled trube population in 1961 in Tripura by
Sub-division. Certain sub-divisions, particularly Amar-
pur, Sabroom and Khowal have large percentage of tribal

population (70.12%; 46.85% and 45. 19% respectively)

Table I.1.

Distribution of Scheduled Tripe
population by Sub-Division in Tripura.

1961,
Totai_?bnulatlon i Sch.Iribes )
Sub-Division P.C.‘
w. | roe | . ;g;gﬁg;g_
ation{popu-,
latlon
1. Amarpur 56,365 4.04 39,525 10,98 70.12
2. Belonia 84,827 7.43 27,163 7.54 32.02
3. Dharmanagar 1,27,548 11.17 33,700 9.34 26.42
4. Kailashahar 1,04,126 9.12 34,068 9.46 32.72
5. Kamalpur 61,675 5.40 19,032 5.53 82.32
6. Khowai 1,29,948 11.38 58,726 16.31 45.19
7. Sabroom 43,397 3,80 20,333 5.65 46.85
8. Sadar 3,66,076 32,05 97,218 27.00 26.56
‘9. Sonamura 77,969 - 6.83 8,251 2.30 10.58
10, Udaipur 90,074 7.89 21,154 5.89 23.49
Total 8- 11,42,005 100,00 360,070 100.00

Source s 'Statistical Abstract, Tripura, 1963.

2.2, In Table 1.2 is given the distribusion of the

Tribal population by recognised tribal groups as in 1961



found that the Tripuras (or Tripuri) constitutes about
‘half the‘totalxtribéi'pobulatiop, with 45.7%. The
‘Reangs, Ndééias ?Heiams, and Jamaﬁias who ere akin to
the’ Trinuras in®language and culture are the next impor-
tant ‘groups. The Chakmas and the Moghs form about 10%
of the total tribal populatlon, The Lushais (the Mizo)
are only an insignifiCaht minor group. The Santal ,

- Munda and Oraons are m0st1y“téa-g3rden 1aéoﬁfefs brought
V“xfrom outsi®>. They. constitute only about 2% of the total
tribal population. The problem of jhuming (sh;fting
cultlvatlon) is very much related to the local groups
particularly the Irlpuras, Reangs, Noat;as, Jamatias,
and Halams. In cou}se;ef our investigation iﬂ ﬁhefeolo-
nieswe have_come‘acreee certain new groups‘ng.the'Mura-
sihgh (akin to tbekManipuris% Uchais, Morsums ahd o

Darlung;-(Kuki).
!

2,3, The ﬁribal people of :Tripura, in‘contfast to -
those in the hills of Assam, Nagaland and Manipur, have
their own traditional religious.customs and-beliefe;
Most~¢f‘them'call thémseives as "Kshetfiayas"(warfier.
eeste54and declare themselves as Hindus. The Moghs and
Chakmas .re, of course, Buddhlsts. A few groups in ‘the
Jampoi Hills adj01ning Mizo Distrlct are being influenced

by the Missioneries for embra01ng Chrlstianity.wx,ﬂ;

3. Land and shiftinguCultivation 1

3.1. The Traditional oceupetion“of all the tribal
group? is jhuming; e fofm of;shifting ciultivation in the
H;hill slopes..Some of the tribes are:very experﬁvih"‘
}bamboo and cane works, some afe exmE rt in weaving. A
 few are good gardeners. They have subsidiary sources of

ineome from poultry and- animal husbandry,fparticulérly



rearing of pigs, goats,'buffaloes and cows. Milk is not

used as food by the majority of the tribal people and as

such production and consymption of milk are very meagre.
.:All the tribal groups enjoy free supply of‘house building

naterials and wild tubers and fruits from the forests.

Hﬁnting'and fishing alsb give.them supplementary sources

of food.

Table 1.3. '
Distribution of Tribal Population by Tribes

. Tribe ¥ ~ Population i Percentage
1., Tripura 108,757 - 45,7
2. Reang - 38,556 16.2
3. Noatia 24,992 10.5
4. Halam 14,842“ 6.2
5. Jamatia 14,756 . 6.2
€. Chakma 14,353 ‘6.0
7. Magh 8,035 3.4
8. Garoo 3,451 1.5
9. Lushai 2,369 | , .

10. Kuki 1,836 ¥ ... 2.2
11. Santal 981 ¥

12, Munda . 2,731 ¥ §
13. Oraon - ; 1,855 y .

14. Chaimal _ . 220 Y 5 1
15. Khasea , P F-7 50 S :
16. Bhela ' 41 §'

17. Bhutia : S 19

18, Lepcha 5 )

Total ¢ ees 2,37,953 100.0

SourcesCensus - 1951.

3.2. . The jhum economy of the State has been passing

through a very critical phase due to- physical and human
factors. In the process of jhum oneratlons, the natbrc
of soil and vegetation undergoes changes and certf,r
areas 1n the hill become completely barren belnv ﬂﬁnug d
. of forest cover. While the supply of land for gh( Ing,
gets shrunk, the population pressure and dw1ndllng ylgld_

rate help to bring more land under cu;tlvatlon. The cumu-

lative results of the operation of these two forces are

the acute scarcity of land suitable for jhuming. In such
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a situatlon, without the 1ntervention of external agencies,
natural foreces would have bnmaght about famlne, under-
nourishment and epidemic to bring about a balance between
populatlon and land-supply, given the technique of produ-
ction remaining the same. In this reSpect, the schemes on
settlement and colonisation are §teps in the right direc-

tion.



CHAPTER Ii-.-

Spbemes:

Jhumia Settlement and Colony

1. The Background <

1.1.. Shifting culéivationfis an' extensive system of
‘ land;use and under certain conditions where populatioén
Lg;gssuré'iS“low and rest period can be kebt'higber than

' teﬂhyears;'itﬁdoes not harm the,éoil,”ﬁuf shifting cul-
tivation in Tripura has passed that stage. With the dete-
rioratigq‘of soil the economic conditiens of the jhumias
became preériQUa. Compared to the hill peoples of Assam,
the Tripuga‘tribal groups became less vigorous, may be,

~ due to,ﬁndérnourishment through economic backwardness.
They‘have‘also remained backward in education. The lite--
racy is quite low compared fo the tribal people of Assam.
The situation demands special treatment for their uplift
and economic betterment.

——————

1.2. The Jhumia settlement and colonisation scheme -~ -
‘are to be viewed in the above background.'Moreovép,“the
schemes form part of the overall strategy of 'shiftiﬁg
cultivation control scheme' initiated in first Plan in
Arndhra pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Madhya Pradeéb,Orissa;,MéniQ'

1. Under the settlement scheme, each jhumia

pur. and Tripura
family was given settlement of cultivable land suitable
for settled agriculture and a grant of Rg.500.,00. The Co-
lony Scheme made provisions for alloting a dwelling house
.1in a colony established by fhé Governmeﬁt. Eash such
colony was designed to provide facilities of drinking water

primary education, medical and vete;inary help and a co-
. \ .

operative society for credit and markéting.

1 Report of the Scheduled Areas and Scheduled Tribes
Commission, Vol.No. 1, 1960-61. P. - 149



2. Mumber of Jhumias :

By Though Jhuming is an important problem in Tri-

pura, there is no data on the total area affected by jhum-
ing and total population practicing it, According to one
estimate _there, were 103,000 jhumias out or 237,953 total
tribal population of Tripurg in 1951. This means that
about 43% of the total tribal ﬁ;ﬁﬁlatgpn was dependent on
-jhuming;_Taking S_Heads'per family, there were 20 600
Jhumia families in Tripura in 1951. It is indicated in the
_draft Fourth Five-year qun of Trlpura that 18,390 Thumia
families were settlad under “the two schcmes by the end of
Third Plan (1965-66).

2.2. In course of this investigation the Sub-division.
wise data on the member of Jhumia families yet to be sett-
‘led could not be gathered There were reports that some |
"JhUmias settled in colonies have left for unknown desti-
nations.. Such famllies cannot be identified in a different
- area and naturally they would swell the ranks of unsettled
Jhumias. Without strict vigilance thig type of desertion

‘and” enrolement as fresh jhumias cannot be controlled.

3. Qrganigsation of Colonjes :
3.1.  Table 2.1 gives yoar-wise organisation of . Tribal
: colonies in Tripura upto 1966-67 from the inceptichn of the
-scheme. It will be seen that 27 colonies were set up in
the Second Plan period and 20 colonies in the Third Plan.
On an average, more than 100 families were settied in a

colony.

Sele . The mosgt cfucial.aspéct of the settlement and
colony schemes is the question of land allotment: Fron
Table 2.1 it is apparent that cach family on an average

got less than 4 acres of lard. The scheme provided that

! Techno Economic Survey of Tripura, 1961. p. 31,



-33 8 33~

out of 4 acres of land, 2 acres tilla (upland) %aﬁqgﬁhoui@.
terracédfat the cost of the admiristration. In course of
'the:investigation, it was found that land settlement couldnot
be kepp at uniform level. Different colonies have different

pétterﬁ of land 'digtribution. ‘

.. Table 2.1.
Year-wise organisatim qf Colonies in
Tripura from 1956-57 T8 4966-67.

Yoar %No.of coloniesgNo.of familieces {Total of land

jestablished. § settled jalloted(acre).
1956-57 1 62 . - 240
1957-58 8 835 3,176
1958f59 3 298 - 788
1959-60 4 350 1,280
1960-61, 11 . L0 8,965
sub Total 27 2,046 14,448
1961-62 6 011 . 3,401
1962-63 5 708 T 1,528f'
1963-64 2 315 1,250
1964-65 3 | 330 N.2.
1965-66 4. 06T 1,809
Swb Toteal _J "0 T 7370 T TETE_ T
1966-67 . 4 a3 1,297%
* tﬁéféolonies not included:  One colony not included;‘?

SOURCE: Tribal Welfare Office, -Tripura,

4. Expenditure under the Schemo :
4.1. Table 2.2 provides provisior made and actunl
expenditure incurred for the First threc Plans for the

schemes of jhumia settlement and colonisation,
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Iable 2.2.

Plan Provisions and Actual Expenditure under
~Jhumia Settlement & Colonisation
Scheme, Tripura. , _
(R_g_es in-Lakhg).

Plan/Year. § "Plan I Actuari - H “Surplus(+) or
: I

Provision gExpenditure - Deflcit( ) .
1st Plan 24,900 21,040 + 3.860
~ 2nd Plan 54,560 51,333 + 3,227
3rd Plan 60,000 39,932 ~ + 20,068
1966-67 8.000 - ~ 10.000 27207800
Total 1,47.460  1,23.105 + 24.355

SOURCE ¢ Tribal Welfare Office, Tripura.

The total provisions for the Fourth Plan ére not
avaiigble._But_thé_perfopmance_in the first three plans
does not look encouraging. Considering the urgency of the
proh&em;,poéed by the Jhumiag, it is‘sprp?ising that lakhs
of rupé:s could not be spent though provisions were made
in the plans. The fourth Plan scheme has made certain up-
‘ward revision in the amount of granté and loans per family

to be settled.

4.2.  The Fourth Plan Scheme provides for grant to the
exten$ of Rs. 1,245.00 and for loan to the exteng of Rs. -
665.00. The total financial implication for each settled
family wi;l come to Rs. 1,910,00. The break up of the

Grants. Lo .
(Rs). (R ;.
1) Reclamation cost of Rs.8300/-per
family per acre for 2.20 acres. 405.00 165.00

amount is given below 3~

2) House Building- : | youry 500.00

3) Agril.Purpose:
a) Bullocks & Implements Rs. 370.00
b; Purchase of Seeds .,..Rs. 40.00
c¢) Purchase of fruits,plants,
suckers and grafts ...Rs. 20.02
(d) Purchase of manure and :
fertilisers ... Ra. 20.00
: Contd/-



(e) Bubsidy for 6 months
@ Rs. 50.00 per family
per month e e o ol RS- 300 00

~ Total Rs. 1 ,245, oo Rs. 665,.00.

e e, e e e

&..5 Present Admlnistrative arrangemen s

B 1. S For the administfation of the Jhumia COlonisa-

tion'and Settlement SCheme, the Trlpura_ﬁdminlstratlon
does not have any special department. The Scheme is now
under the administrative control of the Devélopment Co-
'mmissioner and Ex-officio Secretary, Development. The

‘A D. M (Development) 1s glven powers to 1mplement the Scheme.
R HS is 3531stgd'inlh;s works by a Trlbal Welfare~0fflcer
(previously known as Cultural Reseaith Officer). Under the
T.W;O,, there are three:Assistant Tribal ngfare.Officers
stationed in the~three‘Zonal S.D.0.'s Officeé. Theré are
one Tribal Welfare Inqnector and one Amin in each of the
. ten suygdivisions. In each of the colonies there isA a
Tribal Superv1sor (Senior V.L.W. rank) who is under the
‘immediate administrative control of the B.D L0..1t has
been“gathared that}%he absence of direct line adminlstra-
tion from the T.w: Officer at the apex and the Tribal
Supgfvisprs in the. Colonies, there are several administra-
tive difficulties. It is gathered that the administration
is weil.awafe of these lacunge and it is pronosed that a.
éingle line administration will be set up with the reorga

‘nisation of the Tribal Welfare Dgpartment.

M
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'?CEAETER - III.

.'-AéseSSmgnt of the Colonisation Scheme

Scope and Method :

- The tiny territory of Tripura is beset with many

baffling problems. One of them relates to the control of

jhﬁming_and rehabilitation of the(jhuhias who are no longer
in a position to make two ends meet with jhm cultivation.

In 1961, the Agro-Economic Research Centre undertook a sur-

. vey .in the Kathaliacherra Model Tribal Colony under its

'Continuous village survey programme’ and“é‘report was pre-
. o1 -

pared.

‘a resurvey report is under preparatlon. The Kathaliacherra

survey pinpointed the importance of the colonisation scheme

in the rehabilitation and. welfare of the erstwhile jhumias.

The result of the11961 survey was as under :

"It has been found that the colonisation scheme

has achieved a partial success with settled farm-
ing having a mixed reception. It was seen that __

41% of the families left for unknown destination

after receiving the benefits under the scheme. Of

the remaining 59%, the occupational pattern in

relatlon to settled farmlng is as follows :

._..-n-~

No.of "P.C.of

Total T .. ... 36

Occupational Class. —
e Families. . Total.
2. Mainly Settled Farmers ... 11 ... 30.5
3 . Mainly JhUInlaS L] e o lO R e s 27 -8
LI lO0.0

| Saha, N. gg'g;. Kathaliacherra

¢ Agro~Economic Rescgrel

Centre for N.E.Indla, Jorhat, 196z.

Subsequently, the colony was resufveyed in 1966 ard

~
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It may be pointed out that 16. 7% of the existing
families are converted into settled farmers, 58.,4% are 1in
the transitional stage ndertaking settled farmlng and
jhuming together and 25% are still following thelr tradi-
tional occupation, ViZ., jhuming."

1524 In course of further investigation5'it was gath-
ered that the situation as found in Kathaliacherra colony
cannot be generalised. There are instances of  both ideal amd
absurd colonies. The case for an absurd-colony is provided
by Blshramganj colony in the Sadar Sub-Division which was

found completely deserted. It was alsoO heard that there

are some colonies where there is little desertion.

1.3,  This prompted the Agro-Economic Research Centre to
take up a survey like the one undertaken here. It was de-
cided that atleast 10 (ten) colonies should be visited and
étleastYBO,settlers intervlewed to know about their socio-
economic conditions‘in the colonies. It was thought that

‘a mere statistical survey would not serve the purpose. The
approach'Should, as far as possible, be observatlonal. This
is why the method of case studies was followed in the
present survey. . A
‘ The descriptive backgrounds of the 10 colonies

_surveyed are given in Appendix I. The case studles of 52

settlers are glven in Appendix II.

2. Chagacterlstlgs of Qolonies Surveyed @ T .

“2ele - The colonles selected for’ 1nvestigation are
located in different parts of the Territory. Sub-D1v151on
wise, there is no colony in Seder”SUb;Drvisien as the
only colony at Blshramgang -is completely deserted. No

colony is selected from Khowal Sub-Division as they arc



recent colonies.

nia Sub- D1v1s1ons are selected.

13

-2 o e
—e e -

Two colonies each from Kamalpur and Belo-

"other Sub-Div1sions is included in the study.

One colony each from six

According to

the year of estebllshmentVthe:dlstrlygtlonglsdas?follows 3

Year.
m

1957-58

1958-59

1959-60"
' 1960-61
1961-62
 1962-63
1964-65

2.

1.
3.
4-

- 5,

6.

. 7 .

8.
9.

10,

~ Name of Colonies.

Gandacherra

Kathaliacherra :::
Ranikilla cee
Muhuripuri cee
iBaithangbarlv ooe
Kaledhepa oo
Lalcherra ees
Mendihour cee
Lebacherra cee
Taijiling L e

Sub-Divisions.

Kamalpur
Belonia

Udaipur

Belonig
Dharmanagar .

‘Subfoom

Kailasahar »
Kamalpur
Amafpuf-

Sonamura

LMore weight is given to the colonies éstabllshed

in the flrst 5 years of the scheme under Second Plan

(1957-58 to 1960-61) as seven colonies of thls period are

studied.

242

 and Lalcherra are fairly large, while Baithangbari,

2
cherra and Taijiling are of moderate size,

Of the selected colonies, Kaladhepa,

availability of land,
the problems of/a colony should not be too big but in

consideration of provision

publlc health etc,

set pattern is possible in thls respect In

Lebacherra
Ganda-

Con31der1ng

of facilities ‘for educatlon,

they should not be too small But no

respect of

communication, certaln colonles could not be approached

with jeep. Ranlkllla suffers from difficult communlcaclcn

facilities,

Lebacherra angd Gandacherra alsc suffers from

ZA list of colonies is given in Appendix III.

s@%%
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difficulty of communication, though roads are in the way of

construction. n

‘S.YExgbleg of desertions :

3 1. It is noted earlier that desertlon of colonies by
families settled is a problem. The causes of desertion may
‘. be many and varied. Some are economic others are psycholo-

~gical and'3001al. The jhumias were semi-nomadic and as
such greatest psychological preparation is necessary for
them to settle permanently, perticularly when families are
given settlement is a new area away from.their area of
operation. Secondly, the lure of jhuﬁing mey attract a cer-
tain families to the interior of the hlllS after getting
the cash grants under the settlement scheme. This cause is
dlrectly comnected- w1th job preference. Settled agriculture
is fundamentally dlfferent from jhuming, slash—and-farm
method of agriculture. Because settled farming requires
superior skill. Thirdly, a few families have left colonies
due to unfeveurable economic circumstances. They night not
have got adequate land and scope for emplojyment in or
around the colony. |
3.2 In Table 3.1. are given data on the number of

families settled and number'end percentage of families

‘ deserted. ngher desertlon is mostly due to following
1mportant reasons :
(1). Inadequate Land Settlement :

There is no uniform policy on land settlement
in dlfferenf?colonies. A certain'arees allotted to the
settlers fell into forest reservation and could not be

brought under cultivation,

b
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" Iable 3.1
.Colonles. 'Nb. of - NE; of =~ P.C.‘bf
; families families deserted -
1. Gandacherra 65 ... 6 .. 9.53
2. Kathaliacherra 61 ... 290 ... 47.54
3. Ranikilla 107 ... 45 ... 42,06
4. Muhuripur 185 ... 17 ... 12VBQ0
5. Baithangbari 43 ...~ 2 uu.  4.65.
6. Kalédhepé ; | 91 ... 2 .' cose 1.05
7. lalcherra 110 ... 29 ... 26.36
8. Mendihour - 91 ces Nil - ... Nil
9. Lebacherra 186 ... .2 ... 1.8
10.'Téijiiing .88 ... 3 ... 4wl
C Total 1,027 ... 135 ... 13.15

A certain area is waterlogged and thefelié‘ﬁo irrigafioh
facility in certain- areas. Thevdisadvanfagéd famiiieé had
“to see their own way; | o -

(2). Some_coiohiés do nét have adequate medical and
educational facilities.

(3). in some colonies there is dearth of drinkiﬁg water.

The colony background in Appendix I will show that
Kathaliacherra, Ranikilla and Lalcherra suffer from above
disadvantages.,About Lalcherra colony, it is gatheredfthét
the scheme for reclaimation of a big swémp did not matef-
ialise. The families who left could not be given enough
lunga (low) land for wet paddy cultivation.
3e3e It is found that in certain cclonies, the settlers

are original people in the locality. They were previously,
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undertaking jhuming, but;‘due:tO‘paucity of jhum land, they
were: trying -to -get more wet.. paddy land. _When under the
colony scheme, such Jhumias got l__gg land, there 1s least -
deSertion. The Kaladhepa and Mendihour colonles ‘are instances
of such colonies. These colonies are not "new settlement n
which a colony actually means. As a matter of pollcy, the
jhumias should not be removed from their area of operatlon.
They;should be kept; as far as pcssible, in‘theif'own

surroundings, in their own location.

4, Lapd Settlement

4.1. The-success of the colonisation scheme hinges on
availability of land for wet paddy cultivatlonzind __;lg
land amenable for terraclng. It was gathered that the

administration decided to. allot a minimum h6ldifig of four

acres - twc.ecres lggg"(lcw'land)'and two @erés tilla

s

(upland) land per family. From the 1nformation gathered in
the case studies, it was found that this norm could not be
maintained. Moreover, in certain ‘colonies more land was
allotted to certain settlers against others getting less.
It appeers that there was no uniformity'of appfoach;
Desertion in many cases, was-duefto‘allotment of unsuitable

and inadequate land for permanent cultivation.

4.2.  As the jhumias have realised the value of lunga
land for wet paddy cultivation, there is a rising demand 2

for such land. But tilla land allotted to them had

‘remained unreclaimed in many cases. Even certain terraced

tilla lands were found fallow, as there was no scope for

¢y

irrigation. Even rainfed crops were not grown as these



