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All states are welfare states in the modern world society. Democratic institutions tend to unleash basic
amenities by taking into the real causes of concern of poor people which is the main aim of all liberal
democracies.Delivring positive goods need holistic aim and objectives in order to reduce the widening
gap between the vested interests and marginalized section. The need of the hour is statesmanship and
enlightened self interests of either of the executives. India as a largest democracy on par with USA
endeavors to be the solo champion for the cause of peace and welfare policies. It is in order to locate
and investigate the implementation of welfare policies. Namakkal district has been taken as the
sampling area. 300 respondents were chosen on the basis of random sampling method to draw precise
and appropriate responses. The drawn responses were tabulated for analysing with simple percentage
analysis along with fitting outcome.

Gender Wise - Respondents Opinion

Variables
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Awareness 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 50(16.66%) 100(33.33%) 300(100%)
Govt. Role 120(40%) 30(10%) 100(33.33%) 50(16.66%) 300(100%)
Panchayat Involvement 25(8.33%) 125(41.66%) 40(13.33%) 110(36.33%) 300(100%)
Political Intervention 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 30(10%) 120(40%) 300(100%)
Caste-Play 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 30(10%) 120(40%) 300(100%)
Red-Tapism 10(3.33%) 140(46.66%) 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 300(100%)
Bureaucratic intervention 30(10%) 120(40%) 40(13.33%) 110(36.33%) 300(100%)
Implementation 130(43.33%) 20(6.66%) 120(40%) 30(10%) 300(100%)
Opinion 135(45%) 15(5%) 120(40%) 30(10%) 300(100%)

Total 150(50%) 150(50%) 300(100%)
L – Low level; H – High level

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Awareness 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 50(16.66%) 100(33.33%) 300(100%)
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For the question of awareness of schemes in the sampling area, among male respondents,6.66% of the
respondents are less aware, whereas43.33% of them are highly aware of the welfare schemes.

Among respondents in the female category, it is 16.66% of them who opted for low level of awareness
of schemes and 33.33% of them are highly aware.

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Govt. Role 120(40%) 30(10%) 100(33.33%) 50(16.66%) 300(100%)
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Related with the question of Govt. role in implementation of welfare schemes, in the Male category,
40% of the respondents opined for low level whereas 10% of them approached at high level of Govt.
role in the implementation of welfare schemes.

Among the female category related with the question of govt. role, 33.33% of them opted for low level
and 16.66% of them suggested for high level of government role.

Panchayat Involvement

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Panchayat Involvement 25(8.33%) 125(41.66%) 40(13.33%) 110(36.33%) 300(100%)

For the question of awareness of Panchayat involvement in implementation of schemes, among male
respondents, 8.33% of them opted for low level of caste violence, whereas 41.66% opined at high level
involvement of panchayat members and leaders without any hindrance.

Similarly in the female category, 13.33% of the respondents articulated at high level, whereas 36.33%
of them expressed high level involvement of panchayat members.

Political Intervention

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Political Intervention 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 30(10%) 120(40%) 300(100%)
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With regard to the query of political intervention in the implementation of welfare schemesin the male
category, 6.66% of the respondents approached at low level of intervention, whereas 43.33% of them
articulated at high level of intervention in the implementation of welfare schemes.

Among the female category, 10% of the respondents approached for low level, whereas majority of the
respondents opined for high level of political intervention in the implementation of welfare schemes.

Caste-Play

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Caste-Play 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 30(10%) 120(40%) 300(100%)
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In male category, In view of the caste play in the implementation of welfare schemes in the concerned
district,6.66%of the respondents opined about the low level of caste role, whereas, 43.33% of them
articulated about the high level of caste role in the implementation of schemes in the sample area.

Among female category, 10% of them opined about the low level of caste role, whereas 40% of the
respondents approached about high level of caste role.

Red-Tapism

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Red-Tapism 10(3.33%) 140(46.66%) 20(6.66%) 130(43.33%) 300(100%)

With regard to the query of red-tapism or delaying of scheme implementation among the male
category, 3.33%of the respondents opined at low level, whereas 46.66% of them expressed high level of
red-tapism in implementation of schemes which is a negative development.

In female category, 6.66% of the respondents suggested for low level and 43.33% of them expressed
high level of red-tapism in implementation of schemes

Bureaucratic Intervention

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Bureaucratic intervention 30(10%) 120(40%) 40(13.33%) 110(36.33%) 300(100%)
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Among the male category, for the query of bureaucratic intervention in negative aspect of implementing
the schemes, 10% of them opined at low level whereas 40% of the respondents approached for high
level.

In female category, 13.33% of the respondents suggested for low level, whereas 36.33% of the female
respondents approached at high level

Implementation

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Implementation 130(43.33%) 20(6.66%) 120(40%) 30(10%) 300(100%)
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Regarding the query of proper implementation of schemes in the concerned District among the male
respondents, 43.33% of the respondents approached at high level and 6.66%% of them opined at high
level of implementation of schemes.

Among female respondents, for the query of proper implementation of schemes,40% of the respondents
approached at high level and 10%% of them opined at high level of implementation of schemes

Opinion

Variable
Male Female

TotalL H L H

Opinion 135(45%) 15(5%) 120(40%) 30(10%) 300(100%)

With regard to the query of opinion of welfare scheme in implementation, among male
respondents,45% of them opined at low level and 10% of them opined for high level of opinion in the
welfare schemes.

In the female category, majority of the respondents articulated for low level, whereas only 10% of the
respondents opined for high level of opinion in the welfare schemes.
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