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ABSTRACT

India is a developing country. About 70% of pedple in rural India, depending on the primary sectf the
economy. Rural infrastructures play a vital role the improvement of the rural livelihood pattenndugh basic amenities
like — road, drinking water, education, medicalifties, bank, power supply etc. Countries progresassessed through
the quality of infrastructure. Socio-economic irsfraictures have a vital role in rural developmemhepomena. In this
paper, an attempt has been made to study some $@s@-economic infrastructures in Kota panchayretaof Ausgram —
Il block through calculating weighted scores. Raugkof different mouzasbest on basic services has dene from census
data. Besides a comparative analysis between thehaget picture and block scenario has been domeabal changes
in infrastructural development have been also showhhe mouzas having rail and frequent road netwake more
developed but forest-based mouzas are less deelSpaple statistical and cartographic techniquasénbeen employed

to complete this paper. Some recommendations reere suggested for further development of the streby.

KEYWORDS Rural Infrastructure, Rural Development, Socio-Emmic Services, Weighted Score, Human

Development
INTRODUCTION

Infrastructure is considered the backbone of ation. For social and economic development of antrguike —
India, there need at first infrastructural develeptn India is a developing country of which aboQ%e/ of people live in
rural India. So for proper development of this doynthere needs rural infrastructural developmanffirst like —
education, transport, communication, water suppéglth services, electricity and so on. Infrastitectis essential for a
country’s development and a country’s developmeratsisessed through the quality of infrastructueo (8 Rao, 2018).
The infrastructure plays an important role in rure¢lihood system. Rural development has an ingurtole in the

growth of the Indian economy. Rural India plays@role in this connection. So there need

further investments in rural India (Jha, Snajo@1@). Main objectives of rural development are @coic,
political and socio-cultural development througk tmprovement of services like — food, cloth, shielhealth, security,
power supply, better education and other cultuna@ities (Singh, Katar, 1986). All such amenitied &acilities are the
essential part of human resource development Ssavithout the development of human resource, gwveldpment of a
nation remains incomplete. In this paper an attedmgtbeen made to evaluate the level of ruralstrinatural facilities of

various mouzas of Kota Panchayet area of Ausgrdhblock of East Burdwan district in terms of edtioa, medical,
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transport, drinking water, power supply etc. Detathange of infrastructural development has beerkegout. Besides
the position of different mouzas from an infrastumal development point of view has been shown.idadly, it is an
agricultural region with some industries here ahedré. For further development, there need morespam facilities,

health care facilities, educational facilities, alvthking water facilities.
Study Area & the Rationale Behind the Selection afhe Study Area

For the present study under investigation mouzalkath Panchayet of Ausgram — Il block has beencsaie
Ausgram — Il (C.D. Block) is an administrative din of BarddhamanSadar North subdivision of Eastd®an district.
It is located approximately within &7730" E to 874400" E longitudes and 23400’ N to 233730 N latitudes. There
are seven panchayats like — Eral, Kota, Bhalki, da&y Bhedia, Amarpur, and Ramnagar with 106 mouté&s a block
between two major river systems of Ajoy in Nortldddamador in South with red, alluvial and lategtal. It is a part of
‘Rarh’ region of Bengal with scattered distributeal forest cover. Land productivity is a moderatget The studying
panchayet Kota is located in the southwestern carfhithis block, having almost similar charactdcistas like the whole
block area. It is an area with forest cover, redagritic soil along with the alluvial cover, indual area, agricultural
fields, rail and road networks. A dichotomy is foduamong the mouzas in case of rural infrastructdeggending on its
location which ultimately controls the livelihoodftern and development phenomena within the pamttaga. For this
study, the Kota Panchayet area has been selectedidee Kota Panchayet area is the good admixtubetbf developed
and undeveloped situations from the rural infragtmal development point of view. Some mouzas asered by forest,
lateritic and red soil with tribal population doration. On the other hand, some mouzas are neadtstrial and urban
area with good transport and communication sysfidra.remote tribal-dominated mouzas have lack otlrasal services
and amenities. Besides some place face water chising summer, drought condition, lower agrictdiuproductivity,
lack of irrigation facilities, soil infertility, sberosion, lack of socio-cultural development €me of the aims of this study
is to highlight such backward areas and to findtbatpossible causes of such backwardness. Nottoatybut to suggest

some remedies for their further development. Scéhection is justified.
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Figure 1: Location of the Study Area
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Objectives of the Study
The major objectives are —
e To know the nature of rural infrastructures of élifint mouzas of Kota Panchayet area.
* To make a comparison between panchayet and bleekiarcase of infrastructural development.
* Toinvestigate the decadal change in case of basit amenities.

* To find out the recent problems and to formulatensofurther recommendations for the betterment ef th

panchayet area.
Database & Methodology

The present paper is mainly based on secondarylilata census data, books, journals, magazinepsmtc.
Various statistical techniques like — weighted sspipercentage analysis, charts etc. have beerogsiplSome simple

cartographic techniques have been also appliedefmape this paper.
Analysis and Interpretation

According to census report (2011) Ausgram — Il klbas a total 106 mouzas with 150896 totalpopulafidhere

are seven panchayets. Among them, Kota Panchagrtisf the important areas.

Table 1: Population Characteristics of Kota Panchagt

Name of the Mouzas Village Area (ha.) No. of Households | Total Population
Sonai 696.28 796 3185
Sonaiaima 53.03 6 22
SonaiaimaPurba 107.72 131 537
Ramnagarchak 19.78 2 13
Pondali 499.48 303 1180
Dharala 216.77 349 1500
Raghunathpur 135.68 296 1288
Kota Chandipur 817.82 1185 5177
Babrampur 180.89 231 1010
Shyamsundarpur 355.95 400 1535
Gopalmath 249.00 272 1220
Khandari 743.93 472 1985

(Source — census, 2011)

Kota Chandipur has the highest population and Rgamthak has lowest population in this Panchayed. ake
number of households are also more in Kota Chandipiage. It's a real extension is also high. Hj@ys maximum

services and facilities. Ramnagarchak was totaliphabited as per Census — 2001. But it is inhdbitaw.
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Table 2: Various Infrastructural Facilities & Servi ces in Different Mouza — 2011

L Post, Recreation
Name of the Mouza | Educational | Medieal W?t:]ll'ﬂ;l:lgrte (Col:n";';li'::;m) Telegraph & | Banking ;’:;‘;"l; N‘;I";gl;‘;li’;:& & Cultural F:c‘i’]tiﬁes
Telephone Facility

1. Sonai 6 4 ) § 3 2 4 | 4 39(10.48)
2, Sonaiaima 0 0 2 7 2 0 4 0 2 17(4.57)
3. Sonaiaimapurba 0 0 ) 6 1 1 4 0 2 16 (4.30)
4, Ramnagarchak 0 01 01 1 1 0 1 0 1 12(3.23)
5. Pondali 2 04 M 12 1 2 2 | 5 39 (1048)
6. Dharba i 02 01 12 T 2 | | i 38(10.22)
7. Raghunathpur 4 02 03 12 b 2 | | 6 37(9.95)
8. Kota Chandipur 13 06 05 13 i 2 4 | b 55(14.78)
9. Balarampur 3 03 03 1l i 2 1 1 5 3(9.14)
10. Shyamsundarpur 2 03 03 11 § 3 1 1 3 32 (8.60)
11. Gopalnath 2 01 03 08 4 ] 2 | 2 26(6.99)
12. Khandari 4 01 03 07 4 2 | | 3 27(7.26)

Total Q019) [ 7026 ] 3504) | 140065 | 0398 |26 ] 26699) | 94y | 5210 | 37 (100)

(Brackets indicate percentage) (Source — Compietthd Author from census 2011)

As per census — 2011 number of total facilities mme in Kota Chandipurmouza (14.78%) Pondali aodas
jointly have the same level of services i.&. @sition and Dharala has 4 position. Ramnagarchak has the last position.
Here nine infrastructural facilities have been teda Among them, transport has th dosition (30.65%). Then post,
telegraph, telephone, and internet facilities hthee 2% position (13.98%) and Recreation & cultural fai@k hold ¥
position i.e. 12.10% share. Newspaper supply hatsplasition (2.42%). The good condition of Kota Gdligur, Pondali,
Sonai and Dharala are due to their perfect locatiear to the proximity of semi-urban centers likd?anagarh and
Budbud. Not only that but National Highway — 2 dadstern Railway Main branch are passing just atettge of this
mouza. This mouza also enjoy another opporturiey # educational, medical, banking, power supply @tie to they are
this kind of advantageous location. On the othendhaRamnagarchak, Shyamsundorpur, Gopalnath, Khianda
Baharampur, have the bad condition due to theiatlon in forest-based lateritic and red soil arBa. these are
inaccessible and remote them the previous onesd@&ethis mouza have poor tribal population conegian. Drinking
water condition is not suitable as there is lowerugdwater table due to edhapic& physical drougintdition. Medical,

banking and educational facilities are not so &attery.

NAAS Rating: 3.10- Articles can be sent ¢dlitor@impactjournals.us




Situation of Rural Infrastructural Facilities in KotaPanchayet of Ausgram — 313
Il Block of East Burdwan District, West Bengal, India

Table 3: Various Infrastructural Facilities & Servi ces in Different Mouza — 2001

Drinking Trasport Post, News | Recreation
Name of the Mouza | Educational | Medical | Water .. | Telegraph & | Banking | Power Supply | Paper& | & Cultural | Total Facilities

Sonree (Communication Telephone Magazine | Facility
1. Sonai ) ] 3 1 l 0 1 1 1 16(10.19)
2. Sonaiairam 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 06(3.82)
3. Sonaiaimapurba 0 0 2 0 ! 0 0 0 2 05 (3.18)
4 Ramnagarchak 0y ON 01 0N 0" 0A 0B 01 0T 0E()D
5. Pondali 2 ] 04 0 1 0 1 1 ) 15 (9.55)
6. Dharala 3 02 3 1 1 0 1 1 1 15(9.55)
7. Raghunathpur 2 0 4 1 1 0 1 1 1 13(8.28)
8. Kota Chandipur b j 4 ) l 0 1 1 2 23 (14.65)
9. Balarampur 2 ) 03 ) 1 0 1 1 1 14(8.92)
10. Shyamsundarpur 2 ) 4 ) ) 1 1 1 ) 17(10.83)
11. Gopalmath 2 ] 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 17(10.83)
12.Khandari ) 2 4 1 l 1 1 1 1 16(10.19)

13(14.65) | 22(14.01) | 37(23.57) 15(9.55) 20(1274) | 03(191) | 09(5.73) [ 09(5.73) | 19(12.10) | 157(100)
(Brackets indicate percentage) (Source — comfited census 2001)

As per 2001 census, from a total facilities poiftview, Kota Chandipurmouza has th& gosition (14.65%).
Than Shyamsundorpur and Gopalnath jointly have2fHeposition (10.83%) and the third position goes tn& and
Khandari (10.19%) jointly. From an individual sex@ipoint of view, as per this census report drigkivater supply has
the T position (23.57%), then educational has"a sition (14.65%) and medical has 4 gosition (14.01%). The

banking sector has last position (1.91%).

Line graph
Showing mouza wise total infrastructural
tacilities of Census 2001 & 2011
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Line graph
Showing total ditferent services of the
Panchayetarea of census - 2001 & 2011
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Table 4: Decadal Change of Various Total Services iKota Panchayet Area
Sl. No Facilities Services in 2001 | Services in 2011 | Difference % Change
1. Educational 23 42 19 82.61
2. Medical 22 27 05 22.73
3. Drinking water 37 35 -2 -5.41
4. Transport 15 114 99 660
5 Post, Telegraph, Telephone 20 52 32 160
& Internet
6. Banking 03 22 19 633.33
7. Power supply 09 26 17 188.89
8. Newspaper & magazine 09 09 0 0
g, | Recreation & cultural 19 45 26 136.84
facilities
Total 157 372 215 136.94

(Source — compiled from census 2001 & 2011)

When we analyze the decadal change of infrastractdevelopment, we look that is overall 136.94%
infrastructural improvement. It indicates a pogtishange in infrastructural facilities over tinheis due to Government

help, people’s consciousness and participationaiious activities, people’s educational and finahdievelopment etc.

The maximum increase is found in case of transpevelopment due to central and state road impromepwicies like —

Pradhan Mantri Gram SadakYojana etc. Banking serkigts a good hike due to microfinance, change vwhgs habit,

ATM facilities, a tendency towards co-operativevisss etc. Unfortunately, drinking water sector hagative growth. As

population increases but the source of drinkingewist not increasing as the same rate.

Table 5: Decadal Change of Village Wise Total Fadiies

Sl. No Mouza Tot?)Isz%c(:;litles Tota;Isz%clllitles Difference % Change
1 Sonai 16 39 23 143.75
2 Sonaiaima 06 17 11 183.33
3 SonaiaimaPurbg 05 16 11 220.0
4 Ramnagarchak 0 12 12 1200.00
5 Pondali 15 39 24 160.0
6 Dharala 15 38 23 153.33
7 Raghunathpur 13 37 24 184.62
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Table 5: Contd.,
8 Kota Chandipur 23 55 32 139.13
9 Balarampur 14 34 20 142.86
10 Shyamsundarpur 17 32 15 88.24
11 Gopalmath 17 26 09 52.94
12 Khandari 16 27 11 68.75

(Source — Complied from census 2001 & 2011)

In case of village wise decadal change of fac#litiexcept Ramnagarchak as it was uninhabited irl,200
SoaiaimaPurba has maximum change i.e. 220% thehuRathpur has 184.62% Soaiaima has 183.33% andaftwag
160% change in case of supply of various facilit®syamsundorpur, Gopalnath, and Khandari haverlessange due to

their remote forest-based location.

Table 6: Comparison between Block Picture with Parttayet
Picture in Case of Infrastructtal Development (2011)

. 559 42
1 Educational (19.54) (11.29) -8.25
. 295 27
2 Medical (10.31) (7.26) -3.05
. 302 35
3 Drinking water (10.56) (9.41) -1.15
670 114
4 Transport (23.42) (30.65) +7.23
5 Post, Telegraph, 244 52 +5 45
Telephone & Internet (8.53) (13.98) )
. 132 22
6 Banking (4.61) (5.91) +1.3
220 26
7 Power supply (7.69) (6.99) -0.7
Newspaper & 88 09 )
8 Magazine (3.08) (2.42) 0.66
9 Recreation & cultural 351 45 017
facilities (12.27) (12.10) '

(Brackets indicate percentage) (Compiled leyAlthor from Census — 2011)

When we compare total block infrastructural faight with Panchayet picture we find that transppdst &
telephone and banking services have a positive trow. upward position than the block position.uEational and

medical services are placed in the lower positi@ntthe average block condition.



Percentage bargraph
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Figure 4: Mean of the Total Facilities of Each Vilages (2011)
Mean is the simple average which computes the alerdaiue or average.

Table 7: Total Facilities of Different Mouzas

1 Sonai 39
2 Sonaiaima 17
3 SonaiaimaPurba 16
4 Ramnagarchak 12
5 Pondali 39
6 Dharala 38
7 Raghunathpur 37
8 Kota Chandipur 55
9 Balarampur 34
10 Shyamsundarpur 32
11 Gopalmath 26
12 Khandari 27
(Compiled by the Author from Census — 2011)
Mean (X) = %
_amn
1z
=31
Where X = mean

¥ X = Variables (services) / 372

n = total villages / 12
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Standard Deviation (SD) of Total Facilities of EactMouzas — 2011

It gives proper weightage of deviation from indwad values to its mean. So higher deviation is mjitegher
weightage and vice versa.

T ——
|7 x® Lxy©
Sb _"ql n ( n )
Where X = variables / services

n = number of observations / villages

Table 8: Different Services

X (Services) X2
1. Sonai 39 1521
2. Sonaiaima 17 289
3. SonaiaimaPurba 16 256
4. Ramnagarchak 12 144
5. Pondali 39 1521
6. Dharala 38 1444
7. Raghunathpur 37 1369
8. Kota Chandipur 55 3025
9. Balarampur 34 1156
10. Shyamsundarpur 32 1024
11. Gopalmath 26 676
12. Khandari 27 729
Yx=372 | Xx*=13154

(Source — Census 2011)

[ a
13154 3TIN

SD = | -
W 1z 12

=+/1096.17 — 961

=+/135.17
=11.63

From the result of the mean of the total facilitifseach village, it is said that about 50% mouizas Kota
Chandipur, Sonai, Pondali, Dharala, RaghunathpahaBampur, Shyamsundorpur, have a better positam the whole

panchayet average position. The value of Standaisiah is 11.63.

Impact Factor(JCC): 3.7985 - This article can be dowalted fromwww.impactjournals.us




[ 318

Raj Kumar Samanth

Mean of Each Facility of the Kota Panchayet (2011)

Table 9: Different Facilities

Sl. No Facilities Number (X)
1. Educational 42
2. Medical 27
3. Drinking water 35
4, Transport 114
5. Post, Telegraph, Telephone & Internet 52
6. Banking 22
7. Power supply 26
8. Newspaper & magazine 09
9. Recreation & cultural facilities 45

Total ZX = 372

‘Mean x) :En—x

372

=41

(Compiled by the AuthorfidCensus — 2011)

.33

Standard Deviation (SD) of Each Facility of Panchagt (2011)

Table 10: Different Facilities

SI. No Facilities Number (X) (X3
1. Educational 42 1764
2. Medical 27 729
3. Drinking water 35 1225
4, Transport 114 12996
5. Post, Telegraph, Telephone & Internet 52 2704
6. Banking 22 484
7. Power supply 26 676
8. Newspaper & magazine 09 81
9. Recreation & cultural facilities 45 2025
Z X =372 ZX: = 22684
(Compiled by the Author from Census — 2011)
z 2
sp= |2 — (%)
N on n
_ {22624 B (3?2 )'3'
_*.,Il 5 5

=+/2520.44 — 1708.44

=812
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=28.50

On the other hand from the result of the mean chdacility of the Panchayet, it is noticed thabab45%
services i.e. transport, postal & telephone, rdémeaand education have comparatively good pasitidere the value of

Standard division is 28.50. Other infrastructurescto be developed soon.
Here the functional weightage has been calculayetividing each total service by total villages.

After calculating weightage scores for individuahsces the weightage scores for individual mounadifferent
services have been calculated by multiplying thal toumber of a particular service with the funotibweightage score of

that service. Then these are summing up to théogétoth service wise and mouza wise total scosesell as percentage

values for them. Then categorization is done orbtws of these individual scores.

Table 11: Functional Weightage of Different Facilites in Panchayet Area — 2011

SI. No Facilities Number Total Villages Fun_ctlonal
Weightage
1. Educational 42 12 3.50
2. Medical 27 12 2.25
3. Drinking water 35 12 2.92
4, Transport 114 12 9.50
5 Post, Telegraph, Telephone & 52 12 433
Internet
6. Banking 22 12 1.83
7. Power supply 26 12 2.17
8. Newspaper & magazine 09 12 0.75
9. Recreation & cultural facilities 45 12 3.75

(Compiled by the Author from Census — 2011)

From the functional weightage analysis of differéatilities, it is seen that transport has tiepbsition, post &
telephone has"2position and Recreation has " osition. Newspaper supply has the last posifiois.similar to that of

percentage analysis.
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Table 12: Weightage Scores of Mouzas 2011

o Educatio . Drinking Post, Telegraph, \ Power ,
5L No Mouzas ul Medical Water Transport I Banking Suoul Newspaper | Recreation | Tofal
. 6X3.5 ) s X292 ‘o cvarron g | XLEI= [ 4XLIT | 1X075= coqe | 17034
1| Sonat -1 4X225=9 -146 8X9.5=T6 3X433=2165 166 -368 075 1375=15 00
c 1% ) 2

2| Sonaiaima [}fa': 0X225=0 *_Xf'g‘ TX95=665 | 2X433=866 | 0X1.83=0 4_){"'” 0X0.75=0 | 2X3.75=73 9,“8
= =584 =§.68 (5.14)
. 0x3.5 1t X192 e - X183= | 4X217 ‘o ryrreoqe | 518
3| SonaizimaPurba _ 0X2.25=0 ~554 6X9.5=57 1X433=433 183 iy 0X0.75=0 | 2X3.75=73 (451)
5 107 ) 7
¢ |mgiak | 0| mas=2as| BNR ) mos=s | = | mus= | BT 0= | noms=ss | o
. . i35 ) s M9 R - K= | M7 | 1XDT5= | conqc _yope | 19949
5| Pondali : 4X225=9 1148 12X95=114 | 7X433=3031 156 i3 075 SX3.75=1875 (1059)
6535 | pypneoyc | 1X292 B - X183= | IX217 | IXD75= come | 20181
6 | Dharala ) 2X225=45 19 12X95=114 | 7X433=3031 166 o7 075 6X3.75=215 (1068)
35 | pyrneogc | 3X292 . ¢ X183= | IX217 | 1X075= comc | 19632
7 | Raghunathpur iy 2X225=45 g 12X95=114 | 6X433=2598 166 -7 073 6X3.75=215 (1039)
. 13%35 e _1ac | K292 cormc | cyaaon g | KL= | 4X21T | IXDT5= comc | 20434
§ | Kota Chandipur 555 6X2.25=133 144 13%95=1235 | 5X433=1165 146 348 075 fX3.75=225 (1346)
X35 g g | 3K292 comac | sxarenge | XKI8= [ IXUT | OIKDTS= | oo | 17749
9 | Balarampur 105 3X225=6.75 375 11X95=1045 | 5X433=2165 166 17 075 SX375=1875 039)
) X35 ypcogc | K292 canas | cvarnen e | KL= | IX217 | IXDT5= co1y0c | 16832
10| Shyamsundarpur N 3X225=6.75 375 11X9.5=1045 | 5X433=2165 S 10 -1 075 X3T5=1125 (59)
X35 yns_nnc | K292 ‘o _irqr | 3KIS3= | 2KLIT | OIKOTS= | aen oo _qc | 12941
11 | Gopalmath : 1X225=215 37 §X95=76 | 4X433=1732 S 19 i3 075 X375=15 (655)
. 4335 X192= X183= | IX217 | 1X0T75= 12849

7 15 =774 i= 5 = 7 i=11725
12 | Khandari iy 1X225=1215 87 TX95=665 | 4X433=1732 549 =217 075 X375=1105 (650)
Total 147 60.75 1022 1083.0 12516 40.26 56.42 6.75 168.75 1890.29
! (1.78) (3.21) (541) (37.29) (1L.91) (113 (2.98) (0.36) (8.93) (100)

(Brackets indicate percentage) (Compiled by theéhdwufrom Census — 2011)

Pie chart
showing mouza wise total weightage scores
of different services
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Figure 5

NAAS Rating: 3.10- Articles can be sent ¢dlitor@impactjournals.us




Situation of Rural Infrastructural Facilities in KotaPanchayet of Ausgram —
Il Block of East Burdwan District, West Bengal, India

321

Transport

Pie chart
services
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Figure 6

® Postal & Internet ® Banking

Showing total weightage scores for difterent

® Educational Medical Drinking water

B Power supply B Newspaper B Recreation

As per the result of the weightage scores of difitmouzas, we can categorize them into three greup

Table 13: Categorization of Villages as Per Weightge Scores

As per the result of the weightage scores of diffieservices, we can categorize them into threepgre

Table 14: Categorization of Different Services asé? Weightage Scores

Position Range (weightage Scores) Services
Medical (3.21), banking (2.13),
Low Below 5 power supply (2.98), newspaper
supply (0.36)
Educational (7.78), drinking water
Moderate 5-10 (5.41), recreation and cultural
(8.93)
. Transport (57.29), post, telephone
High Above 10 & internet (11.9)

Position Range (Weightage Scores Villages
. SonaiaimaPurba (4.51) Ramnagarchak

Low position Below 5 (4.33)
Sonai (9.01), Sonaiaima (5.14), Balarampur

Moderate position 5-10 (9.39), Shyamsundorpur (8.90), Gopalmath
(6.85), Khandari (6.80)
Pondali (10.55), Dharala (10.68),

High Above 10 Raghunathpur (10.39), Kota Chandipur
(13.46)

One matter is also found that the amenities andcgsr decrease from the mouzas with close vicioitgmaller

towns like — Panagarh, Budbud towards forest-basedte mouzas.
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Major Findings

» From the infrastructural development point of viBandali, Dharala, Raghunathpur, and Kota Chandipue a

better position.
* Sonaiaima, SonaiaimaPurba, and Ramnagarchak havénfrastructural facilities.
* The services from transport and postal, telephodédrgernet have developed a position.

* From census 2001 to census 2011, there is an b&&B4% hike in case of infrastructural developiria the

Panchayet area.

» With respect to total block area, this Panchayea dras a better position in case of transportapdstephone

and banking services than other panchayets oritio& Bs a whole.
Major Problems Found in the Study Area

Though some mouzas enjoy good infrastructuralifees| still there are some problems as servicesnat well

distributed throughout the region —

» The condition of medical facilities is not devedohin Sonai, Ramnagachak, Gopalmath and in Khauld@rito

their forest-based remote location.
» Schooling is not found in Sonaiaima, SonaiaimaPuathd in Ramanagarchak.
e Sources of drinking water facilities are poor imRegarchak, Dharala. It depends are only one source

e Transport facilities especially the means and roaddition is not developed in Khandari, Ramnagacha

Sonaiaima, and in SonaiaimaPurba due to their essigility.
* Sonaiaima, SoaniaimaPurba, and Ramnagarchak have@mmunication services and internet facilities.
* Bank-related activities are totally absent in Saimaa and in Ramnagarchak.
* Newspaper and magazines supply is not found ini8iona, SonaiaimaPurba, and in Ramnagarchak.

e Cultural and recreation levels are poor in SonaaiBonaiaimaPurba, and in Ramnagarchak.

Recommendations for Sustainable Rural Infrastructual Development
» Local Administration and Panchayet should take pr@ztion plans to solve the problems immediately.

» There need local people’s participation with goweenmt or non-government activities regarding future

infrastructural development and maintenance.

* In Dharala and Ramnagarchak other sources of dignkiater are to be provided like — ‘Sajaldharaemléube

well, mini submersible etc.

 Pradhan Mantri Gram SadakYojana (PMGSY) is to bpufaized in remote inaccessible forested mouzas as
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roads are called the lifeline of civilization onedopment.

e Good sanitation, drinking water facilities etc. doebe provided through “Mission Nirmal Bangla” remote

tribal villages.

* MSK (MadhyamikSikshaKedra), SSK (SishuSiksha Kepdra to be constructed in non-school villagesugto

‘SarbaSiksha Mission’

* Besides the ICDS project, KanyashreePrakalpa ktuld be fruitfully implemented for health and edticnal

development in the Panchayet area.

 In some mouzas near to G.T. Road and Panagarh &oea there need more educational institutions Iy po
technique college, technical college, general degadleges, higher secondary schools, English medichools

etc. to spray urban educational facilities in theal area.

e Various recreational schemes of government, scéluilas, funding, grants for folk artists, studentd @rovision

of games & sports development are to be arrangédday Administration or NGO'’s.
* Modern recreational facilities like — children’srpaplayground, club, gym, etc. are to be built.

» To strengthen banking service, there need to aactstillage co-operative, micro-financing facilgiemicrocredit

system etc.
e There need medicine shops and weekly service eafgriMBBS doctor’s, ambulance service etc.

e Health checkup camp, Govt. health insurance faglitand construction of new health centers for the

improvement of health status of Panchayet area.
» Besides mass awareness is to be grown to improthe tievel of infrastructural development.
» Proper government rules and findings along witlir tinegplementation are also important in this regard
CONCLUSIONS

For proper livelihood, there need improved infrastural facilities whether it is urban or rural ase Basic socio-
economic infrastructures like education, medicadtan supply, transport, power supply are the mainird) force of
human life. In Kota Panchayet, the level of infrastural development is moderate type as half efrttouzas enjoying a
good condition which is near to the urban centstidl, forest-based villages have many probleni®ese problems should

be solved by a better understanding of local peapteadministration, then only there will be a bakd development.
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