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Chapter-1

INTRODUCTION

The paramunt significance of credlt in egriculture
has been recognised in India from the beginning of the
present century itself. For instance, as early as in 1900
I'redrick tlicholasonts Report cbserved that "The history of
rurgl econcmy, alike in Curope, America and India, has no
lesson more distinet thean this, that agriculturiats must
end will borrow. This is becouse the agriculturists®
capltal 1is locked up in his land and atock" (Mathur, B.S.
1980) . The use of greater md better cuality of inputs
will increase the necessity for credit. Mechanisation along
with improved techniques of agricultural production nccessi-

tates more cepltal investment,

In India, vhere the cconcemy is predominantly agrarian,
the need for enhancing egriculturel production by improved
methods of agrlcultural practices and mechanication has been
well recognised. The credit needs of the farmers vere met
by money lenders in earlier times slong with lendlerds,
traders and commiseion agents. In 1951-52, the non~-ingtitu-
ticnel agencles together acoounted for 92.7 per cent of the
cultivators' borrowings. Professional money lenders who

supplied 44.8 per cent of the total demend was the aingle



lazgest eredit sgency. While the ce~operatives accounted
for only 3.1 per cent of the tots) supply of cradit during
this period, commercial banks provided only 0.9 per cent
{Reserve Bank of India (RBI), All Indle Rursl Credit Survey
Committee (AIRCEC) 1955). However, in 1961-62, the share
of co~operatives increasced to 15.5 per cent and the total
institutionsl credit went upto 18.7 per cent (RBI, 2all
India Debt and Inveotment Survey, 1961-62)., In 1981-82, it
had gone up further to 63.2 por cont of which 29.8 per cent
was contributed by the co-operatives and 28,8 por cent wvas
provided by ocommerclal benks (RBI, All India Debt snd Investe
ment Survey, 1981-82).

Fegtures of a sound agricultursl credit system

A sonnd system of sgricultursl creddt according to
Louls “Yerdy should satisfy the following criteria.

1} It should be grented for a sufficlently long
period in proportion to the length of the operation which
it ip designed to facllitate.

2} It should be at a low rate of interest.

3) It should be adegquately secured to svold any
abuee of credit fagilities.

4} It should be adapited to the average yleld of the

farmg and the repaying capecltiy of the farmers.



8) It should bo placed in the hands of institutlons
the directors of which have received speclal training and
had actual banking experience (RRI, RIRCEC, 1955).

Comoperatives satlsfy all these oriteria and thelr
sultsbility for provision of agricultural credit has been

recognised by different committees and commissions.

Role of Co-operstives

The parsmount importance of co-operatives as an
appropriste agency for the promotion of agricultural credit
was well recognised by the RBI right from its inception.
tor instance, Reserve Bank of India in 1lts Statutory Report
(1937) gteted, “"if credit facilitdes to the Indian egri-~
culturists are to be iuvproved, the co-operative movoment
must he reconstructed and revitallsed so as to serve not
only as an effective credit agency but as & motive power
for the improvement of agriculture f£rom every polnt of view®.
This vicw had been endorsed by the All India Rurasl Crcdit
Survey Committee (AIRCSC) and the All India Rural Credit
Review Comnittee (AIRCRC).

The thrust lazid¢ on the co-operatives slowly begen to
bear fruilt and its share in agricultural credit rose from
a mere 3,1 per cent in 1951~52 t0 15.5 per cent in 196162
and 29.8 per cent in 1981-82 (RBT AIRCSC All India Debt and



Investment Survey, 1961-62, 1581-82). It asrcounted for
53.61 por cent of the direct £inance 0 agriculture in
19684~-85 (RBI, Report on Currency and I'insnce 1985-86).

Since 1969, commorcial banks were also playing a
prominent role in agricultural fingneing ¢onsequent on the
nationalisation end the priority sector lending. From 0.9
per cent in 1961~-52, 0.6 per cent in 1961-~62, its share in
the agricultural financing is 28.8 per cent in 19£1-82,
The totol institutlonasl financing thus went up from 7.3
per cent in 1951-52 to 63.2 per cent in 1981-82 (RBI,

211l Indla Debt and Investment Survey, 1981-832),

However, with all governmentsl promction and patro-
nage co-operatives still account for nearly 30 per cent of
the institutional credit only. MNoreoverx, the ghare of co-
operatives in the flow of direct financing of agriculture
has declined from 70.23 per eent in 197677 to 53,61 por
cont in 1984-85. At the same time, the share of commercial
banks have becn increasing from 24.93 per cent o 27.62 per
cent thanks to the multi~agensy approach to agricultural
credit snd Ilncreased priority secter lending by the commer-
cic) banks (RBI, Report on Currency snd Finasncc, 1980-81,
1585~86) ¢

Need for widening the doposit base of co-operstives

The working capits) of a Primary ngricultursl Credit



5

Society {PACS) consist of owned funds and borrowaed funds.
Pald-up chare cepltal and reserves constitute the cmed
funds of the soclety. Higher proportion of owned funds
indicate selfwrelisnce end financiel stabillty snd affects
the Maximun Borrowing Power (MBP) of a mocioty since it is
£ixed on the basls of its owned funds.

Pald up share capital is the most important compo-
nenpt of the cwned funds, But 1t can be increased only by
increasing the memberchip, incremsed governmment participate-
lon in the share copital ond increasing the number of borrow-
ing members. Reserves is not a loanzble fund but the

£inancisal position can be improved by its wige investment.

Borroved funds consist of deposits, korrowings f£rom
the Central Co-poperative Benk (CCB) and horrowing from
other institutions. Depcsits form 2n own source vhich is
less coatly thon borrowings. Deposits czh ke moblilised by

the co-operatives from members as woll ae non-members.

Deposits have speclal signiflcence to the PACS both
from the point of view of flexibility and cost of funds.
Share capltal cannct be unduly increased. A large proport-
ion of borrowings will increase the financilal 1lisbility of
the soclety along with higher intorest burden which may
adversely affect thoe borrowing as well ss the lendiag

copaclty of the soclety, NHonwoverdue cover ls =lso a



technical constraint in the horrowing capacity of the
PACS.,

Since the PACS have been started with the avowed
objective of promoting thrift and savinges, apsrt from tha
provision of agriculturel credit, deposit mobllisstion
assumes added significence. It is in this context that
the All Indig Rural Credit Roview Committee had emphaslsed
the necessity for mobilising deposits in the followlng
vords, “an important indicator of the success and effi-
clency of any creddt egancy which is also a banking instie
tutien is the extent to which it is ghle to mebilise the
savings of the community in the form of deposits. Thisg is
particularly significant for the co~operative credit
structure hecsuse of its emphasis on thrift” (RBI, AIRCRC,
1269} .

Zoor deposit bope of Co-opsretives

The record of the PACS in mobilising deposits from
the rursl sector is very poor. DPeposits ss percentage to
total working capitel had declined from 8,1 per cent in
1955-56 t0 6.02 per cent in 1871-72 and marginally increased
tc 6,98 in 1979-80 (RBI, Statisticzl Stetements rolating to
the Co~aperative Movement in Incie, 1975-9G6, 1979.80),
Avergyc depogit per hundred of rural population for primsry
cocletics wos highest in Punjab in 1261-62 n® 1.538/~- follo-
wed by Kerala with R.313/- (RBI, AIRCRC, 1969).



Eventhough the deposit per credit society {(for all
the credit societles taken itogether) went up steadily from
R.688 in 1960-61, to R3.4749 in 1971-72 (RBI, Sclected
Statiatics relating to co-operative credit in Indie,
1960-61, 1971-72) and Bs,22591 in 1978-79, that of PACS
showed a decline. It declined from k.,1463 in 1577-78 ¢t
Rs.1448 in 1978-79 and R5,1438 in 1979-80, Deposits as
percentage o working cspital was as low as 6.98 per cent in
1979-80 (RBI, Statistical statemants relating to the co-
operative movement in India, 1977-78, 1978~79, 1979-80). This
points out to the urgency of enhanecing the deposlt base of
the co=~operetives especially the PACS to improve their

resource base.

Esrlier efforts for Deposit Mebilisation

Some of the major steps tsken for increasing the

deposit bgue of the co-operatives are glven belows

1) The Action Programme issued by tho Ministry of
Co=-Operation in March 1964 suggested the following meaguces
for collection of thrift deposite by the PACS,

a) after cccumulation of share cepital to the
extent of 20 per cont of the borrowings,
savings should continuve to be collected as
thrift deposits at 5 per cent of tha borrowings
each yssr.



b} the deposits collected should be dlvided inte
flixed deposita for production end provident
deposits for emergencles.

The fixed depoeits should be used as resources for
finencing mediume-term loans for replenishment of production
while provident depositz should be earmarked for meking
medium~term loans to members for emergency expenditure of
a non=procuctive nsture such as serious illnesc, marrisges
ete. Subject to s comton cefling for all members (Nakkirasn,
1080) .

2} The scheme of linking borrowings from the RBI
with efforts at deposit mobilisation by Central Co-~
operative Beorks for fixing the base and aggregate levels
for obtaining concossicnal finance £rom the RBI was
introduced in July 1973 (RBI, Report on Currency and
Finance, 1976~77).

3) 1Interest rates payeble by co-operstive banks
on term deposite and cumulative deposits vere reviged and
brought in line with those payable by commercial banks
with effect from March 1, 1981 so that low interest rates
of FACS will not deter the mobilisetion of deposits (RBI,
Report on Currency and Finance, 1980~81).

4) Relaxation was provided in Decauber 1981 permiv-
ting co-operative banks to open savings bank accounts in



the names of agencies like DRDA, DDA, DPRP ete, snd Sther
inetitutions which are specifically charged with the task
of rendering coclal and economic assistence tn the wesker
and undetprivileged pections of the soclety (RBI, Repert
on Currency &nd Finance, 1981-82).

5) Deposit rates were agein enhencedon short-term
deposits {lesp than three yeasrs) with co-operative benks
with effecl from Merch 1, 1982 to maintaln alignment with
interest rates on deposits of longer maturities. Along-
with this, it was decided that NRE ageounts having a
maturity of one year and above would be eligible for g 2
per cent intercst per annum over and zbove interost rates
prescribed for local deposits. It waes hopod that this
megsure wonld attract deposits from szbroad (RBI, Report on

currsney and Finsnce, 1981-82%),

6) Row, the PACS canh pay One per cent interest
higher than the proveiling interest rate of the deposits
with ecommercial banks.

Deposit Mobilisation in Kerela

Co=gperative Credit structure in ¥erala has boen
conaléered ss a well developed one. This was noted by the
AIRCSC and the AIRCRC both in terme of disbursement of

losng as well as mobilisotion of deposits when compared to
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other states. Kerala had the highest deposit per society
(f5.41,000) and average loan ocutstanding per soclety

(7.1, 38,000) in 1969-70 (The corresponding all India
averages were F5.4,000/- and %.44,000/- respectivoly).
(Government of India, Banking Commission (1972) ). In-
splte of this enviagble position, that the PACS should play
a greater role in the mobilisation of depoglts was emphapi~-
sed by AIRCSC, AIRCRC and the Banking Commission.

Accordingly, in 1976, Deposit Mobllisation campalgn
vas lauwnched by the co-operatives of Kerala under the
inltiative of the State Government. The first Deposit
Mobilisstion campaign was held during the month of April
1976. The declared obicctives of the campaign wores

1) the achievement of en overall dsvelopment of the
co~oporative credit structure vith particular emphasis on
measures to enabla those societiesn with slander rarources

to acquire a batter financial position.

2} to increase the memberchip in PACS 50 as to
achieve representation for all the agricultural families in

the village.

3} to relse the membership of Herijsn and Girljans
in FACS to a considergble extent, say upto 20% of the total
membarship.
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4) to improve the capacity of the societles in

gbsorbing overdues and cnsure smooth flew of credit.
5) to incrcase the number of new accounts.
6} to induce the hablit of thrif{t end savings.

7) to undertzke eny other sctivity conducive &b

the attainment of the oversll development of the movenont.

The directions for carrying out the campelgn ware
broadly outlined by the gstate level committes conglsting
of the x-iinister? of Co-operation, President of the Kersle
State Cowoperative Benk, President of the State Co~
operative Union, Agricultural Production Commissioner,
Doputy Chief Officer of the RBI and the Managing Director
of the State Co-operative Bank. The developments during
the cempaign perlod were monitored by the steering cormitteo.
Similar committees vers also formed at the distric:, taluk
and soclety levels for the efifective implemsntotion of the
Deposit Mohilioation Campaign.

Government had e2lzo0 issued guidelines with regard o
the utlilisation of the depositz mobilised during the MIiC
perioed,

l. Twenty-five per cent of the dcposits mobilised at the

soclety level were to be held as licuid assete.
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2. Sixty-fiveiper cent of the deposits wore to be advanced
for procductive purposes snd 10 psr cent for consumption

purposes.

in gll the years in which the campaignh was held,
the schievement alweys exceeded the target. In 1975,
compared t the target of W.20 or. the achievement was
B¢ 26,56 er, which come to 132 per cent of the target, After
a discontinuance of two vears, the campalgn was started
again in 1978-79 and carried cut in all the succeeding coe
operative years with the only exception of 1981-02., In ell
the years excgpt 1984-85 the achievament was sbove 200 per
cent of the target.

At the district level also, the achievements had
invarisbly coxceeded the targets. It was gbove 200 per cont
of the target except in 198%-86 (during which it wes only
178 per cgent).

Objectives of the Study

Deposit Mobilisation Cempaign hgs been widely
acclaimed as a great success. This 1s true if we judge the
success puraly in terms of the given tergets, But very few
studles have been attempted to eveluate the performance of
the Deposit Mobilisation Campaign (CMC} in the light of the
stated objectives, its effect on the composition of deposits
and the pattern of advences, Hence the present study has been
attempted with the following objectives.



1) to estemine the extent end composition of the
additional deposits mobilised by the PACS during the
Deposit Mobllisation Cempeign.

2) o assess the extent to which Deposit ¥obilisation
Campaigns have been shle ¢t improve the resource base of the

co=operatives.

3} to assess the extent 1o which the additionsl

deposits have been channalised for egricultural purposcs.

Coope of the study

The study will help to know the extent of additional
deposits that has been tapped by the PACS due o the specisl
efforts made during the camwelgn peried, The data on the
composition of the Jdeposits in respect of Fixed deposits,
savings deposits ond other deposits during the normzl
ronths and during the campalgn perlod will help o wundor-
stond the pattern of change In the corposition of the total
depositc of the cociety. A compariron of the utilisation
of funds during the normal months snd during the campaign
period will reveal the extent to which the pattornm of
utilisation hed deviated from the guidelines issued by the
government as also the nature and purpose for which loans

were actually issucd.

Linmitstions of the Study

Though it wes intonded to carryout the study from
the year 1996 to 1986, comparsble data were available from
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all the societies only from the year 1979-80 omrards,
Hence, we were constrained to limit the ccope of the

study to the porlod 1979-80 to 1985-86.

It vvas originelly thought that the study will also
include the assessment of the proportion of deposits moble
lised during the campalon perlod from the sgricultural
segtor and then to find out the extent to which these
deposits have been channelised for sgriculturasl purposes.
Since the PACS were reluctant €0 reveal the adéresses of

the depositors we could not pursue this part of the study.

&8 the socleties were not melntaining any clieesr
record of thelir texrgets end achievements for the earlier
vears of the corpailgn, the onplysis of the targets and
achievements of tho sample socletlesg could not be attcmpted.
Such @n anelysis would have helped to knou exactly how far
adcéitional deposits have been nobllised as ayainst the

achievement clalmed by them.
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Chapteor = 2

s o e

REVIE! OF LITERRIURE

The development of institutional crodit hea been
universally recognised ag an egsentlgl pre-condition for
sgricultursl progress. lHowever, the most significant
feature of sgrioultural credit in India has been the
domination of money lendexs, landlords, traders and other
forms of non-institutional credit t411 recently. The in-
effectiveness end inadequacy of Taccsavl loans lefi no other
ingtitutional egency for the farmers to fall back upon,
loney lenders had no definite rules of lendingr thelr
zmount of lozn would depend upon thelr vhime and fanciesp
alvrays chaxrged very high interest on the loans and made the
farmers indebted to them for generetions. Institutional
credit on the other hand is to provide cheap credit to the
farmers which should be both adequate and timely.

The nccessity for developing co-cperatives as the
moat sppropriate institutional zgency hed been relterated
by different committces and commissions, This proferential
treatment of co-operstives continued upto 1969, when malti-
agency system was introduced. As rightly obsezved by the
National Commission on aAgriculturc (1976) "weme-wewduring
the period of 1947-56, co-operatives werc recognised as an

instrument of planned economi¢ action and the co-operative
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systom was congidered more suitoble than governmental
agencies for administration of farm credit. During

1978-79, co-operatives accounted for about 2/3rd (66.97

per cent) in the totsl ghori-term direct instdtationgl
finznce outstanding to agriculturs (RBI, Report on Currency
end Finsnce, 1980=81). The RDI credit policy continued o
lay stress on streamlining of loen policies of co-operative
credit structure and facilitating larger f£low of funds to
weaker sections end areas. At the end of 198485, disbursew
ment of direct finance by co=gperatives to agriculiure was

53,.61% (RBI, Report on Curremncy and Finance, 1985-86),

Poor Deposit Base of the PACS

While the thrust has been on co-operative sector for
the prowvisicn of ggricultural credit, the stremgthening of
ite resource bogse 15 also vital. The resources of the PACS
are mainly the ghare cspltal, deposits, borrowlngs snd
rescrves, Inculcating the habit of thrift among the members
is on 4mportent function of the PACS. The All Indla Rural
Credit Survey Committee (AIRCSC) (19254) (RRI, AIFCSC, 1955)
while dlscusaing sbout the perfosimance of PACS hed emphapleod
tho duesl role of these socletles viz, obtaining funds for
granting loans =nd granting of loans. In practice, however,
these functions have been divided between the primary csoclety
for granting of loans and the spex or central bank for mobi-

liesing resources.
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But the very poor deposit position of the co-
oparatives in Indla had baen clearly broutht out by the
Maclagan Committee ez early as in 1918 in the following
words that “"ee=w--in few things in the finance of co~
operation in India so markedly distinguished from that of
Western Turope as in the small proportion of deposits held
by the primary socleties., In Germany, more than 87 per
cent of the working caepitel of the Ralffeilsein societies
consists of deposits, while in India, the corresponding
figure is eighteen only® (RBI, Statutory Report, 1937).

Even after half a century of governmental patronage
of co-operatives, the All India Rural Credit Survey Committce
(ATRCEC) found that deposits constituted only 9.7 per cent
of the total working capital of the PaCS, while more then
5S¢ per cent consisted of borrowed funds, The conmitice
proceeded to opine that encouragement of savings has been
one of the mogt intractable problems of the co-operatives.

If the co~operative credit orgenisation is to be a much more
effective organisation than it is at present, it should

increage its financlal recources (REI, RIRCEC, 19%8).

Simdlarly, review of the co-operative movement by
RBI had shoun that the percentage of dcoposite to total worke
ing capital declined from 11,16 per cent in 1948~50 to 9.04

per cent in 1951-52 (RBI, Statistieal Statements relating
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to Co-operative Credlt, 19251~52). The incressed dependsence
on borrowings from £inancing agencles for vorking funds
implied that one of the primary objective of the co-
operative movement viz. the promotion of thrift =nd savings

had largely remained unfulfilled in practice.

Later, All India Rural Credit Review Committee (AIRCRC)
strongly put forth the view that the PACS should play a bigger
part than in the past in mobilising rursl resources. Though
there has been significant increase in the deposits of the
co=oparative credit institutions, the lag in the savings
effort in the rurel areas was Very much pronounced (RBI,
2IRCRC, 1969). Thie is brought out by the fact that in spite
of the increase in the dcposits of the PACS by 557 per cent
from B.7 Cre. to %.39 Cr, during the period 1956 to 1967, the
ratio of cavings to income in the rural sector remained un-
changed around 2.3 per cent from 195C0=-51 to 1962-G3. Qf the
incresse of 573 Cr. in the total savings of the household
sector, only .71 Cr. (12.39 per cent) ceme £rom the rural
households. The proportion of rural savings to totel savings
in the economy therefore went down by nearly hplf from 29.B8
per cent to 15.2 per cent durlng the pericd (RBI, AIRCRC,
1969) .

The fallure of the co~operatives in moblllsing depo-
site proportionate to thelr share in the totsl number of

bank offices have been clezrly emphasiesd by the Report of
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the Study Grouwp of the Hatlonal Credit Council (RBI, Report
of the Study Group of the Wational Credit Councill 1969).
Although in June 1969, co-cperative banks goeounted for over
30 per cent of all bank offilces, theolr depogits were only
about 10 per cent of all banks deposits. The rest were

accounted for by the commercial banks.

Reasons for poor deposit base

Vorlous studies have tried to analyse the reason for
the failure of the co=-Operatives to attract deposits, AIRCSC
({RBI, ~IRCSC, 1955) stressed upen the importance of ensuring

confidence smong the rural people.

The Banking Commission {(Government of India, 1972)
had identified certain factors affecting the deposit mobili-
sation by co-operative banks. They ere (1) natural factors
cf the economy of the sres in which they operaste which may
be drought prone or with inadequate irrigation facllities
{2) Organisational constraints like the ‘'scheduled’ stztus
enjoyed by the gpex banks vhich 18 not enjoyed by the primary
societirg and (3) size of the co-operative bank which ias very
small, with small volume ¢f business, low profitability snd
poor managecment. The last two factors thus are not generslly

very favourable to the PACS.

B.M. Malzgkondigh (1970) on the other hand had reite-
rated the view of the AIRCSC that success in mobilising
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deposlts depends on tha extent of confidence and interest
it can evoke among rural folk. Lack of dedicated effort
on the part of the officlals was mlso a handicap of the
PACS.

The structural and functionel frame work for deposit
mobilisation has been recommended by D.3. Chavhan (1971).
He pointed out that though there are some who sre essentially
savers and essentlally borrowers, generally the masjor peart
of customers in the rural aress will be a cormon class
involved in borrowing eand depositing. Importance should he

given to personal contact and plessant customer service.

Heed for Deposit Mobilisation

The urgency of deposit mobilisation by co-operatives
was stressed by R.S. Sisodia (1971), The need erises mainly
Gue to the rising level of roral incomes and elso to ensure
thot the resource for £insncing the short-term reguirements
incressingly come from the surplus crested in the rursl
sector, It will also provide s cushion agsinst overdues
ané help in the diversification of the loaning activities.

The low level of derosit mobilisation by the co-
oparatives is not due 4o the lack of savings potentieal.
with the increased agricultural production and incomes as

a result of adoption of high yielding varieties end associeted
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changes in egriculture, the deppsit potentisl, has signie
ficantly increasecd. This has been reveazled by a study on
the performaence of lead banks in credit supply end Deposit
Mobilisstion in Jabalpur district (Anonymous, 1980).
According to this lead bank survey report, the total savings
potential of the agriculturzl sector was estimated to be
R5.13 er. end the deposits mobllised by the commerxreial banks
end co-operstives mmounted o only Rs.2.58 er. (19.92 per
cent). This demonetrates that there is wide scope for the

banks to tap rurel savings if the effort is made.

A comparison of the performance of co-operative banks
and Grameen banks show thot the latter are in a relatively
better position. G, Krishnamurthy, R. Natarajen znd
K.V. Janardhan Reo in a study of Gremesn Benks Va, Central
Co-operative Panks {1985) and their role in rural develop-
ment shoved thet the Kakathiys Grameen Bank had batter growth
of deposite than the Warangal Centrzl Co-operative Bank.

The modern banking culture of Grameen Bruk 1S giving a better
penecrating position as far ap tepping rural savings is

concerned,

The Banking Commission {Governmeont of Indls, 1972)
while comparing the recource base of the commoreial banks
and co-operative banks had steated that the co-operative

banks rely mootly on c¢oncessicnal borrowings from RBI while
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commercial benks rely on deposits for thelr loaning acti-
vities. It was this strong position of commnerclial benks
that led to the scheme of Financing PACS by commercial

banks, to mget the credlt gep in agriculture, particulsrly
the gep which exist in the financing of emall farmers.

thile dlscussing dbout this acheme, State Bank of India had
noted that what is needed is the mobillsation of rural
gavings rather than diversion of funds from ope bank to
enother, It was also suggested that rates pald on Jdeposits
in rural sreas should be kept st levels high encugh to enable

banks to attract rural sevings.

Lending pattern of the PAC§

The PACS doas not secm to have glven importence to
the fact that they are the agencies of credit which should
be reasonzble and ailmed st the upliftment of the weaker
sections of the community. The favour of co-operstives
towvords the larger farmero was highlighted by the ATIRCRC
{RBI, AIRCRG, 1969). One out of every forty cultivators in
the lower asmet group borrowed from go~operatives vhile one
out of every five cultivators in the highest asset group
had reocourse to co-cperative eredlt., It was further found
that as a proportion of thosme who borrowed from any agency,
borrowers from co-operastives formed only 5.7 per cent in

the case of smallest asgset group and 24.9 per cont in the
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case of the hichest asset group. This shows that not

only were the persong in the higher asset groups favou=
red by lionshsre of the credlt disbursed, the proportion
of borrowers who borrowed from co-operatives vent up

along with the size of the assets owned. The £inding was
endorsed by the Nationesl Commission on Agriculture (Govern=
ment of Indla, 1976) and a study by G, Sankarish and

¥. Munddoraiswamy Naicu (1983).

Cepogit Mobilisation in Kerala

The PACS of Kerals have falred far better than most
of their counterpsrts of other stptes as for as dcposits
are concerned, In 1959-~60 and in 1961-62 Kerala was renked
first in gverage deposit per soclety st M.3913 and B5.6327
respectively showing an increase of depogsits by over 50 per

cent (RBI, Review of Co~operative Movement in India, 1960-62).

The Informal Group on Institutional Arrangements for
Agricultural Credit (1564) eprointed to assese the progress
and performance of oco-operative credit identified Kerpla as
a Steate vhere performance was "not unsatiafectory” (Govern-
ment of Kerala, 1980), The Hationsl Commission on Agri-
culture (Government of India, 1976) considered states with
an avaersge per hectare credit dispensation of r,75/~ as co-
operatively develoned end Kerala was considered as co-

operatively developzd based on this standard.
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The All India Rural Credit Review Conmittesz 1n its
atatewise review of co-operatives considered the perfor-
nance of Kerals in the mobllisstion of savings as falrly
promising. Total ceposits of the primeriecs at :.6.30 ecr.
was the highest for any state except Punjab, The avercge
deposlts per society of ™.,27926 in Kergpla was not only the
highest for any state in the country, but 2.74 times greater
than that of the next highest average of i5.10170 for Funjab
(RBI, AIRCRC, 1969),. This was largely contributed by the
trzditional femiliority of the rural population in Kerale
with banking hsbits ss glso the high density of population.
The tracditional fomliliarity with banking hebits by the
rural people of Rerala is evident from the Report of the
Travancore~Cochin Banking Encuiry Commission (Government of
Indiz, 1956).

As a result of the banking hebilt as well as the
ubiquitous coverage of PACS in the state, in 1570-71,
Kergla topped the list of soclaties with an avergge deposit
per soclety of R5,40,694 ggainst the national average of
304257 nearly ten times that of nationel average (Mariyanathan,
1973) .

an interstate comgarison of PACE by U.S5. Patuvardhan
anéd M.8., Charmaraj (1966} had noted that the States of

Punjab, Bihar and Kerala were the states vhere dcposits {rom
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individuals with PACS accounted fox over 40 per cent of the
deposite with 2pex banks, central benks and primaries to-~

gether.,

All Indls Debt and Investment Survey (1971-72) had
noted that the deposlts of the Central Co-oporative Banks
of lorals had Increased from .253.14 lakhs in 1960-61 to
the level of R.3117.75 lokhs by 1974-75 rxegistering a
compounid growth rate of 196 per cent. The incressc in
thelr doposits was apprecisble since 1971-72. The deposite
Erom individuals formed 45 per cent in 1960-61 and 56.1 per
cent in 1974-7%5 (RDI, A1) India Debt and Investment Suxvey,
1971~72, 1981-82).

The increase in deposits of P2CS was reflected in
their increasing share in the working capiltal =iso. Deposits
formed 36,89 per cent ond 37 per cent of the working cepltal
of the PACS In Kerala during 1978-79 and 1979-80 respectively.
The corresponding figures at the All-India level were 6.99
and 6.97 only (RDI, Statistical Statoments relsting to the

Co-operative Movement in India, 1978~79, 1979-80).

A study by the High Level Committee on Co-operative
Credit in Kerala (Government of Kerala, 1980) showed a posi~
tive correlstion between the level of deoposits eand loan cut-
standing. Sorietics with more deposite had a larger cmount
of loans outstending. Thus, for societies for which 90 per

cent of the total Adlsposgble reccurces were borrowings from
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central co-operative banks, the loezn business was below
Bse 2 lakhs, vwhereas in societies uith loan outstanding of
B3, 2 lakhs to E.5 lgkhs, the ratle was nore in favour of
deposit resources., WWith further increase in deposits,
there was greater smount of loan outstanding ranging

betwean 5.5 lakhs to 3,10 lazkhs.

As regards the nature of loan businegs and the
purpose of lending, it 1o noticed that there is concentrat-
ion on agricultural advances in socletles with limlted
resources. The guantum of non-sgricultural asdvances
including qold loasns was higher according o the increase

in the intermal resources of the soclety.

An RBI study (RBI, All Indis Debt end Investment
Survey, 1971-72} showg that in gpite of the eppreclable
incregse in the deposits ¢f the co-operatives in Kerala,
they still lag fcr behind the commercisl banks, For
instance, as on 30-5-1975, the deposits of CCBs per hundred
of population worked out to 55,1318/— while 1t was 13.17,190/-
for commerclal benks. The Economic Review (Government of
Kerala, 1985) chewed that commercial banks rurnl branch had

Couble the volume cf deposits outstending as on 30--6-1985.

A study on the f{irst Deposit Mobilisation campalgn
by the co-operatives of Kerala (Co-operative Training

College, 1977} found that Deposit Mobilisation Programme wag
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successful not only from the view point of deposlits, but
2,52,800 new accounts were slso opened of which 2,12,463
(B4,04 par cent) were opened in the primery societies.
The fact that a major share of the deposits ceme from the
primery socioties is a positive proof of the suppert that
it recelved ot the village level.

A study on the performance of the Trichur District
Co-operative Bank in the Deposit Mobilisation scheme
{Dr. Jos,C.he et al. 1984) revesled that the total deposits
of the TDCB increased Zrom f2.635.19 lgkhs in 1976-77 to
R2,1763.63 lakhs in 1981-82, msking an annual average
inecrease of 25.53 per cent. The share of £ixed deposits
which showed a decline from 45.16 per cent in 197677 to
3G.49 per cent in 1978-79 increased to 45.77 per cent in
1981-82,under the DIMC.

Apart from these two studies on the LMGC in Kersla,
not much work has been undertsken ln this area. Hence this
preacnt study is attempted to £111 in the lacuna in this
fleld of stuay.
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Chepter = 3

HMATCRIALS AND METHODS

The study on the Impact of DMC on the sgricultural
advanceg of the Py is carrled out to have a decper lock
into the naturce znd extent of additional deposits meobilised

as also the deployment of funds so mobilised.
Definitions

The inmportant tems end concepts coployed in the

gnolysis of the study are defined as follows.

Depogit Mobillsation Campalgn

"Deposit Mobilisation Campalgn? (DMC) refers to the
beposit Mobilisation Progreamme launched by the co-oparative
credit instltutions of Kerala under the initiative of the
Government of Kerala in 1976 egnd held in all the co-
operative years since 1978-79 exccpt 1981-82 with the
objective of auwgmenting the rescurces of the co-pperatives,

However, the present study of LNC covers only the PACEH.

Campaign Pariod

The IMC was held during the months of April-May in
1975«"76, 1978-'79, 1979-920, 1980-'81 and 1884-~'85, huring
the vears 1982-'83 snd 1983-'84, it was held Curing the

monthe of Hovembor-lecember and December-~January respectively,
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In 1985-'86, 1t was held in the month of Mey. These

periods have beoen referred to as the "ecampaion pericd®.

Average monthly deposit for the normal period

Average monthly deposit for the normal perlod is
calculated by teking the average of zll the months, exclud-
ing that of the campaign period. If the campalgn poriod is
confinad to a calendar month, the averzge is found by tcking
the monthly average of the total for the remaining eleven
months. If the campaign period is spread over two months,
then the aversge of the total for the rcmalning ten months

1s taken.

Average deposit during the LMC

If the DMC is carried out in one calendar month, the
deposit of that month is the average deposit during the DMC.
If the LMC is spresd over two calendar months, average
depooit during the DMC 1 obtained by deducting the averege
monthly deposlt for the normal period f£rom the totnl doposits

of the two calendsr months covered by the campalgn.

Incremental doposits

Incrcmental deposits refer to the additional deposits
mobilised by the society as a result of the ™MC. This is
wvorked out by deducting the aversge monthly Seposit of the
society during the normal period frem the total deposit of
the soeclety during the month of DMC. If the campaign is spread
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over two calendar months, then twice the average monthly
depasit during the normal perlod is deducted from the
total dcpoeilt of the soelety during tho two months in

which the DMC was held.

Other cdeppsito

Other depoeits include the current deposits, recurxring
deposits, dally depasits etc, of the soclety which do not

fall under flxed deposits or savings deposits.

Agricultursl Loans (AL)

Agricultural losns are the loang glven to agriculture
and allled octivities which include loans under IRDP (Cattle),
IRDF (CGoat) etec.

Gold Logns (GL)
Gold loans sre those given exclusively under the

security of gold.

Fixed Deposit Logns (I'DL)

Tixed deposit loanz are those glven against the fixed
deposit maintained by the borrower in the saclety.

Other Loans (OL)

Other loans include housing loezns, simple loane,

loans for business purposes, bilo-gas loans ete.
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dverace monthly advonces of the soclety Curing the norral

period

Aversge monthly advances of the socilety during the
normal period is tho average monthly advances of the society
for the poriod excluding the campalgn period - le. the
average monthly advences of the spriety for eleven monthe
ercluding the month of the campaign. IL the campeign is
held in two calendar months, then, it is the average cf the

remaining ten months.

Averane advances during the IRIC

If the DIC 45 held in one calendsr month, the averaye
advance of the soclety during the DMC 1 the totol advances
of the society in that calendar month. If the TMC 13 spread
over two calendar months, average advance during the IMC
is worked out by deducting the average monthly advance of
the eociety during the normsl period from the total advences
issued by the szoelety in the ezlendar months covered by the

canpalign.

Incrementel advancesg

Incremental advences are the addlticnal loans iasuved
by the cociety curing tho IMC. It is the net d{ifference
between the total emount of loan issued during the month of
LMC and the average monthly advence of the soclety during

the normgl period. If the TMC is gpread over tvwo calendGar
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months, then twlce the average monthly advance during the
normal period ls deducted from the total advances of the

soclety during the o calendar months.

Crodit-Deposit Ratio (CDR)

Credit Deposit Ratio 1s the ratio of lozns issued

to the deposits received during the reference period.

Average credit-Dopogit Ratio

Average Credit Deposit Ratio is estimated a=s the
ratio of gverzge monthly loans to the average monthly

deposit of the coclety.

Incremental Credit~Deposit Ratio

Incremental Credit=Deposit Ratloc is found out as tho
ratio of incremental advances during the neriod of DMC <o

incremental deposits during the seme period.
CDR with lag

Since deposits are vilthdrawn aftor a lag, the relatton-
ghip between deposits and advancesg are sxemined under a
lagged relationship. BAdvances with lag ere worked out as
the advances during the succeeding month and the wonth

following that
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CDR with one month lag is:

advences of & + 1 perlod
deposit of t period

CPR with two month's lag is:

advances of t + 2 period
deposit of t period

where, t = DMC period.

Depogits with Central Co=cperative Bank

These are the savings hank sccounts maintained by
the socleties with the branches of the Trichur Distrilet
Co-operative Bank. Current accounts are malntaincd only
by cortaln socletles and hence, has not been included in

this definition.

sapling Procedure

There were one hundred end forty four (144) Pacs in
Trichur district during the study period, spread over the
five taluks of Trichur, Talgpllly, Chevakkad, Mukundspursm
and Kodungellur. Since the campaign was started in 1975-'78,
two soceciqtices which started functioning after July 1995 were
eliminated from the sampling frame. OFf the remaining 142
socleties 14 soclictles consisting of 10 ner cont of them
were selected at rondom using the random tabhle as the pample

socleties for the study. The socletlies thus selocted ares
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tame of the Society

Ambalappad Service Co-operative Benk
Anngkare Service Co-operative Eoclety
dloor Service Coeoperative Bonk
Armadem Service Co-operative Sccilety

Arthat-snjoor Service Co-operative
Society

Guruvgyur Township Service Co-
opcrative Soclety

Kadavallur Sexvice Co-operative
Society

Rechery Service Co=operative Bank
Manalur Service Co-operative Soclety

Bellai-Pargpookara Service
Co-operative Soclety

Pananchery Service Co=operativo
Society

Vadakkenchery Sorvice Co-operative
Society

Vattanatra Service Co-operative
Soclety

VYenginisserd Service Co-operative
coclety
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Talule

Talapilly
Chavakkad
Mukundapurem

Trichur

Talapilly

Chavakkad

Telapilly
Talapilly

Trichur

Mukundapurem

Trichur

Talapilly

Mukundepuram

Trichur

Collection of Data snd Methods Employsd

As tha date-wise recoipts and withdrawals of deposits

were not availsble, it was very difficult to icolate the not

deposits collected during the IIC period alone.

The socleties
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were not maintalning the records relating to the targets
end achievements of the IMC for the earlier years, Hance,
an gnalysis of the tocieties in terms of thoir original

targets of I¥C ocould not be pursued.

The monthly recelpts and payments of all types of
derosits along with thelr outstanding figures for the
entire period of study were collected from all the sample
socleties. These deposits were then broadly classified

Lt¢
inte fixed deposlts, savings depogits snd other depozits.

Palred t-test was conducted using the average
monthly deposit during the normal period ond the aversge
Geposlt during the DMC. Thie was supplamented by the
perxcentage cnelysis of average deposit during the DMC and
incromental depositso.

The relationship between receipts end wvithdrawsls
of the deposits was analysed using correlation co~-efficlont
of the scasongl indices of the total deposits and its
conponents., Seasonal indices wers worked out using the
moving sverage method to sec vhether thore sre concurrent
withdravals during the campalgn period or immediately after
the DMC.

The second aspect of the enolyeis is the pattern
of Jeplovmant of funds, which is cxamined in respect of
the directives ilssuved for their utilisetion. Accordingly,
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the main channels of utilisation were taken up as advances

ené deposits vith the Central Co~operative Bank (CC3}.

MAdvances of sample societlies - both loans issued for
the month as wvell ss outstanding - vere collected for amll
rmonths <{uring the study period. %These loans were broadly
classifled into hgriculturgl loang, Gold loans, fixned depo=

sit loans end other loans.

CIR has been employed to cstimate the raslstionship
between deposits =nd advences. ¢CDR with cne month's lag,
two month's lag and three month'c lag vere worked out to
oxemine the extent of lag in the relationship., The share
of different categoriec of loans viz, rgricultural loans,
Gold losns, Fixed deposit loang and other loans, in these
legged advances were taken up o look into the trend in the

isene of loans.

Reatio of withdrgwals to receipts uas worked out to
asoess the extent of concurrent wilthdrgwlg, but it falled

@ reflect gny trend and was not pursued further.

The percentage of Ceposits to working capital over
the years 1s analysed to sce how Szr IMC has helped to
improve the deposit basc of the cocleties. Thesc figures
are taken from the audit certificcte of the societies.

However, wniform data are avallable only from 1979-'80
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onwards, end in certain socletles, sudit certificates
were not avallable due to court proceedings. The figures
for the last two yeers (1984-'85 gnd 1985~-'86) have been
tzken from the books of the =oclety, for asudit is not
completed in the sccieties for these two years.
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Chapter=4

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The DMC by the credit co-cperatives in Kerala was
started in 1976 2rril and has been corried out in all
successive co~operative yesrs since 1978-79 with the oxcept-
ion of 1981-82., It 18 speclislly noteble that in zll the
vears, the achlevemonts were fer greater than the targeots
(Table 4.1}. The achievement was shove 150 per cent of the
target in all the vears except in 1975-76 «hen it was only
132.80 per cent,

Table 4.1. Targets snd achievements of the Deposit Mobili~
sation Campaign {(IMC) of tho credit ce~opsratives

In the State*
{Bse Cre)

Percentage 0f Percentage incre-

Years Targets A;Z;gvc— achievement ase over previous
to terget years! achievement
3 i iil iv \'A
1975-76 20 26,56 132.80 -
1878=-79 20 36,99 184,95 39.27
1979-60 20 4£7.99 239.80 23,74
15€0-81 25 56,36 225,44 17.44
1982-83 25 60,25 241.00 6,90
198384 40 23.67 234,17 55.47
1984085 60 11B.62 1967.70 26.64
1985~B6 60 137.00 228.00 15,49
1986-87 60 136.00 226,00 0,73

“Creodit co-operatives in the Stato incluvde SCB, CoBs, UCBs
end the PACS.

Source:r Complled from the Administration Report of the Co-
cperative Department,
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There was a steady incresse in the percentage of
achievemont to terget (Column iv) in the f£irst three
years, but the percentege incresse over the previous years'
achievement (Column v) shows a conltinuous decline till the
year 1983-84., In 198384, there was a charp increase from
6,90 to 55,47. But from 1984-85 it again chows a declin-
ing tendency =nd in 1986-87 it shows m negative growth at
0.73 per cent., In the last four years, the schievement
as percentage to target has also been declining with the
excaption of 1985-86. Hovever, in all the years of the
campaigﬁ, the targets have been exceeded though the rate of

increase has been varying.

:Tha statewlde performance in DMC has been reflected
in the case of Trichur district also (Table 4.2). In all
the years, the achievement was abéve 150 per cent of the
target except in 1986-87 vhen it was 126,38 per cent. In
the first four years, the pernformance of the distriet was
better then that of the state (Column iv of Teble 4.1 and
Colurn vi of Table 4.2), But in 1982-83 and the three
vaars from 1984-85, the disgtrict level performance was

lovwer than that at the state level,

The shors of the district in the zggregate state
target (Colunm 1ii of Table 4,2) for the first five vears
was around 10,50 per cent which declined tO 9.25 per cent
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Table 4.2. Targets and achlevements of the Deposit Mobili-
gation Campaign (DMC) by the eredit co-operatives
of the Trichur district*

(FB. lEkhS)
o® 6
“’% a4 i
mgr WO gy 3 au
oL QUL 0 [15]
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LU @ *Jc;s 33 0 ugd
4 g @ P gHdp Er¥ ggoB
53] ] wﬁ-u (4] [T o] [T I D Dl O
o 4] L] o] O3 e Ded 15 D b o
2 § kb § sakd  BEH LgeE
.‘3 5 Ch"O-B [ 53 m-ﬁ%m U4 el 10
N 11 444 iv v vi vii
1975«76 210 10.50 393.04 14,80 187,16 -
1976=79 210 10,50 445,58 12,05 212,18 13,37
1979~-80 210  10.50 610.50 12.72 290.71 37.01
1980~81 265  10.60 721.32 12,80 272.19 18.15
1982-83 265  10.60 631.34 10,48 230,24 12,47
1983-84 370 9425 1007.26 10,75 . 27223 50,54
1984=85 800 13,33 1429.82 12.05 178,73 41,95
108586 800 13,33  1661.32 12,13  207.67 16,19
1986~-87 800 13.33 1011.00 7483 126,38 =39.14

* Credlt co-operatives of the district include CCB, UCBs end
PACS.

Sourcet Compiled from the records of the Trichur District
Co~operative Banke.

Notes A complete breask-up of the targets and achievements
of the credit co~-operatives in the Trichur district
is given in Appendix-I,

-
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in 1983-84, However, in 1984-85 therc was a significant
increase 0 13.33 per cent. In 1975-76, compared to 10.50
per cent of the states' target, district's achievement was
higher at 14,80 per cent. But in the next campaign yvesr,
distriet's achievement as percentage of states schlevement
declined to 12,05 per cent end +ill 1985-86 it remained
around 12 per cent with the exception of 1982-83 and 1983-84
when it was just above 10 per cent. In these two vears,

the campelgn was held during the period of Movepbkcer-Docenber
gnd December~Jdznuary respectively. But in 1986-87, the
porformance of the distrlct was very poor in physical terms
as it declined from R5.1661.32 lakhs to P.1011.00 lakhs.
Hence, there was a £all by 39.14 per cent in the percentage
increase over previous years! achievement. This also
resulted in the decline of percentage of achlevement to

target from 207.67 per cont to 126,38 per cent.

The crecit co-operatives in the Trichur dlstrict
as also In the state recorded the highest percentage
increasc over previous vear's achievanent in the year
1983-84 after which there had becnh a steady decline in the
rate of increase culminating in negative figures in 1986-87.
The trend at the state level =nd the district level sre

thus meoving in the seme directiocn.
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Perfomasnce of PACS in the Trichur digtrict in the DMC

The performance of the PACS in the district in the
DMC has been very ilmpressive in terms of the tsrgets end
achievemonts, The general trend observed at the district
level of increasing achlevement in the flrst four years
end a declining trend since 1983-84 was found in the cage
of the PACS also (Table 4.3).

Table 4.3« Targets snd achievements of the PACS in the
district in the IMC.

(RS. 1akhs)

© o L
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i 11 111 iv v vi vii

1975-76 150 T1.43 260,50 66,28 173.67 -

1978=79 150 71.43 27276 61.21 161.64 £,71
1975-80 150 71.43 397.63 654,13 265,08 45,78
1980-~-81 190 7170 468,27 64,92 246.46 17.77
1982-83 190 71,70 393,94 62440 207.34 -~15,87
1983-84 250 67.57 674.73 66,99 269.89 71.28
1984-85 560 70.00 1011.16 70.72 18D.56 49,86
198586 560 70.00 1097.00 66403 195,89 B.49

1986-87 560 70.00 726,00 71.81 129.64 «33.82
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f
However, the percentage of achlovoment to target was lower

for PACS than for all the credit co=-pperatives in the
distriet tsken together, Though the PACS accounted for
around 70 per cent of tho tobal target of all the credit
socioties at the district level {(Column 11l of Table 43);
they accounted for about 2/3rd of the district's achieve-
ment, except in 1984«-85 and 1966-87 vhen their share in the
total achievement of the district eleo came o 70 per cent.
Thus in seven out of the nine yeears, the percentage share
in the achievement was lower than that of thelr share In

the district's target.

It is interesting t note thet in spito of the sare
target for two or three yearsm, the degree of success of
the PACS in achieving the targets varied considersbly. In
the flrst three years, sgalnst the target of R.150 lakhs,
the percentage of achlevement to target showed an incroase
ing. In 1980-81, when the target was ralsed to m. 190
lakhs, the percentage o0f achievement 1':: target declined
from 265.08 in 1979-80 to 246.46 in 1980-81. But in the
next year of the campalgn sgainst the same target, the
percentaga of achievement to target was only 207.34 per cont
shoving a decline of 15.87 per cenit over the previous yoars'
achievecment. But in spita of the decline in 1982-83, the
targect for 1983-84 was raisad to 14250 lekhg. In that year,

the achievament at fre 674.73 lakhs was glmost double that of
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the previous years. It was during this year that percentage
of achievement to target was highest at 269.89 per cent.

The picture is completely éifferent from 1984-85 omrards.
Against the ssme target of .%60 lgkhs, in the last three
vearg, the percentage of achievement has risen in the

second year (to 195.89 per cent) but fell sharply in the
third year (to 129.64 per cent}. The variation in the
achievement sgainst the same target obsgerved in the case of
PACS was also noticed for all the credit co-operatives in
the dlstrict teken together (Tsbhle 4.2). It may thus be
seen that ralsing the targets do not affcct the dogree of
sueccess of the PACS sdversely. But at the seme time,
maintaining the same target often results in complacency

on their partlesding to lower degree of success over the
previous years This reveals that PACS arec capable of taking

up challenges if offered,

Determinants of success

The DMCs have been acclaimed as a grand success.
This is true vwhen the success 1s assessed merely by looking
into the performance of the PACS in rospect of the defined
targets. But this criterion alone cannot determine the
success of the EMCs. PFor arriving at any moaningful conclus~
ion about the degree of success of the DMC the following

aspects should slso be considered.
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a) Were the targets scientifically fixed considerw
ing the past performance of the conccrmed PACS
znd the savings potentlal of the area?

b} To what oxtent were the PACS able to mobilise
additional deposits?

¢} Was the DMC equally benefleial to all societies?

d) How far have the DMCs helped to increase the
proportion of fixed deposits?

e) Werc the depogits mobllised withdrawn immeciately
after the OMC period?z

£) that 35 the pattern of deployment of thc funds
generated curing the [MC and were they utilised
as per the directives iscued by the government?

g) tlhat is the extent of increase in loaning activi-
tiegs as a consequence of the TMC?

h) Is the period of DMC significant in determining
the degree of success?

Tach of these aspects are seguentially analysed in

the following paragraphs.

a) Rotionale for fixing the targets

The data oollected from the PACS and the CCB end
discussions uith the officials of these socicties revealed
that the targets were fixed not sccording te =iy well-
Ceflned criteria but arbitrarily. This is further explained
by the fact that the targets remained the same in the First

three vesrs in spite of the result where achicvements exceeded
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the targots in the first two yesrs by over 70 per cent
(Teble 4.3). Yet another instence ig the yecar 1983-84
when the target of the PACS uas ralsed to M.250 lakhs from
M13.190 lakhs in 1982-83 in cpite of the relatively low level
of performance in that year. Still tho perxformcnce in
1983-84 was significantly higher then the previous year
cventhough the terget wvas ralsed by one~third. During

the period 1978-79 to 1986-87 (le. eight years of campaign)
targets were revised only thrice. ¥No specific critéria for
fixing the target was found in any communication of the
DCBs to the PACS. Certain PACS which could not attain the
target given to them negotiated with the DCB for revising
the targets. Often the PACS' are allotted targets from
the DCB =znd ncither the past performsnce of the socleties
nor the potential of the arca were seriously considered
while fixing the targets. In fact, the savings potential
of the sres of operation of the PACS was not found to be
assesgsed in zny of the cases., The fixing of targets was
found to be a breakling up process of the state's target
into district level targets vhich are further split up
into eociety level torgeis. The important factors like
past performence aof the cocletles end the savings potential

of ihe area are found to be grossly neglected.

b) Extent of ineremental deposits mobilised

A better ineight into the success of the LFC can

be gathered by exemining the extent of incremental deposits
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mobiliscd by the PACS. The average monthly deposit per
society during the normal period was compared to the ave-
rage deposit per soclety during tho campaign period (appon-
dices II, III and IV). The percentage of ilncremental
deposits mobllised curing the ©MC is very high (Table 4.4).
i:n four years, 1979-80, 1980-81, 1984-85 and 1985-86 the
percentage was higher than 175 per cent. The highest vas

recorded in the yeer 198081 at 272.98 por cent.

Incremental dcposilts mobilised was found t© bhe high
as 1s revealed by the paired t-test. Palred t-test between
the average monthly deposit of cocleties during the normal
period end thst during the DMC showed that there is signile
ficant change in the deposits between these two periods
(The t=values obtalned are given in Table 4.5) (The averagesm
estimated for the peired t-test arc given in Appendix=v).

In the four yasrs when incremental deposits have oxcceded
175 per cent 1979-80, 1980-81, 1984-85 gnd 1985~86 the t-
values were simmificant showing that there wag significant
increasc in deposits during the IMC., In 1982-83 and 1983-84
the incremental deposits were not found 40 bo sigmificent.
During thesc two years the incremental deposits formed only
below 130 per cent of the average deposit during the normal
period ~ only Rsn.l, 27,000/~ and Ps.69,000/« rospectively.
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Table 4.4. sverage Jevosits of socletles cut tng the norral period, incremental deposicn auriag the MG and Average depozita of socle
during the DMC.

" - : oot i B5_86
- 157980 1980-81 1982-B3 1993-84 o__._losa-ss e amoaooolOECEE ===
_____________________________________________________________________ — Ny
ALl A.D. AD. . A.D. n.De during
tame of the auri durin juring 1.0.
:ocleties AD. I.D. ?.:ginq POV [T i::lng A.D. I.D. t:: LI T 1.D. th: 9 A0 I.D. the D ;i:g
DMC DMC pMC DMC DM L g
5 3 96.8 1125.6 1322.4 53,2 1303.1 1550.3
) §7.00 400.3 482.3 134.6 154 2B8.6 82.1 198.2 280.3 34,0 572.7 670.7 1 ;
Arbalappad (138) (114} (242) (585). (572) ‘5;Z e
3 - g (4] 412.3 . .
k 16.7  110.0 126.3 9.4 168.3 207.7 18,6 134.7 153.1 35.8 125.4 161.2 43.5 128.5 172.
Annakara 1674) (477 (724) {350) (295) ‘Zgi’g _—
Aloor 14.99 234.9 18C.8 25.1 613.9 708 113.2 115.4 228.6 134.6 536 670.0 167.3 626.0  7193.3  321.5 (37;; .
1151) {645) {102) (400) {374) c10.6
5 229.2 382.4 1G.
Ammadam 162.6 64.5 98.1 167.5 139.8 302.3 187.3 265.8 453.1 174.2 4985.8 660.0 194.7 780.6 975.3
“ (~40) (86) (142) (279) {401) (168 s
52.0 232.3 .
Arthat Anjoor 15.7 93.3 109.0 29.4 134.6 163.0 13.3  35.8  49.1 18.6 69.0 B87.6 37.2  201.4 23B.6
! (594) (473) (270) (372) (541) (447)
Guruvayur 4.4  188.9 223.) 57.5 133.4 190.5 86.3 B6.4 172.7 105.2 200.8 306.0 173.5 881.0 1054.5 206 .4 (23253 622.7
(549) {232) (100 (191) ] (507) :
Kadavallur 6.1 B8.2 94.3 2.3 137.2 139.5 26.9 212.6 239.5 - 42,1 116.1 158.2 51.2 363.1 414.3 77.3 ‘22250 427.3
(1448) {608) (751) (276) (709)
.8 558.0 901.8
Keche . 41.4 206.2 247.6 67.7 514.6 582.3 187.7 215.7 403.4 364.2 -282.9 Bl.3 263.1  527.1 790.2 343
- (499) (760] (115) (-78) (200) (162)
"Mamalur :105.7 17.6 143.3 110.5 -~32.0  78.5 83.7 35.4 .119.1 100.1  49.7 149.8 156.5 153.7 310.2 188,6 fgfz 222.8
(36) (~30) (42) " (50) (98) (
Nellai-Parapoo- 106.9 163.1 270.0 108.6 262.0 370.6 120.2 166.6 286.9 128.5 150.2 2718.7 3B0.7 440.4 B21.1 450.7 (zgé).e 712.5
kara (153) {241) (139) (117) {116)
Pananchery 240.1  138.3 378.6 188.7 356.8 545.5 271.1 108.0 379.1 383.2 125.6 509.8 455.0 364.1 8B23.1 565.4 {inga 1153.2
{ s8) (199) : (40) (33) (79)
vadakkanchery 9.0 62.4 71.4 39.0 108.3 347.3 35.0 102.0 137.0 46.3 177.5 223.8 39.6 244.6 284.2 68,2 296f5 364.8
(691) {791) (291) {383) (618) {435
Vattanatra 11779 122.6 240.5 116.0 290.0 406.0 82.1 97.2 179.3 92.5 90.7 1893.2 163.6 331.4 495.0 149.3 | %?g;l 402.4
(104) (250) (118) (98) ( 203) _ ¢
Venginisseri 49.6  212.2 261.9 56.9 114.4 171.3 70.7 -9.1 61.6 127.0 -66.5 60.5 89.7 1.1 88.6 96.3 33.6 131.9
. (428) (201) (~13 - (=52) (~1) (34) .
Average per 91.0 142,4 223.4 86.0 236.0 1322.0 99,0 127.0 225.0 131.0 169.0 300.0 173.0 441.0 614.0 221.0 403.0 624.0
society (176) (274) (130) (129) (255) (182)

A.D. - Average depceit of societies during the normal period. .
I.D. - Incremental deporits Of mocileties during the DMC,
A-D. during DMC - Average deposits of societies during the DMC.

Figures in brackets show percentage to A.D.
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Table 4.,5. Comperison of average deposit during the normal
period znd the average deposits during the #C
using pelred t-test

s '000s

Average Avergge
deposit deposit
per soci~ per soci-

Years i;%:fg:f ﬁgy tlc:ligri— :Eg g;.;;\éing t=value
normal
period
1975-80 April-May 81 223 2.415%
1980-81 April-May 86 322 3.662*
1982~83 Novomber-December 98 225 1,967
1968384 December~January 131 300 1,789
1964=85 April-May 173 614 3.120%
1985-86 May 221 624 3.269%

* Significent at § per cent level.

e) Relationship betveen aversge deposits during the normal
period and the campeign period

It was observed that the socleties vhich had 3 rela-
tively lower average deposits during the normzl period hed
a higher percentage of increrental devosits and vice versa,
implying that the IMC has been more beneficial to those
socleties whose deposits were low, The PACE of Annzkara,
Arthat Anjoor, Kafavaollur and Vadskkanchery (Group I Socie-
ties of Tgble 4.6) had thelr average deposit during the

normal period lower than the corresponding average deposit
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Table 4.6. Classification of socleties sccording to thelr
' level of deposlts and performance in DMC.

Totzl number of years for one soclety-6,

Nunber of yeors Sbe  Sbg 428 4B
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ong gwe -l wl
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Eg908 8ake Buol Bdoi
Name of the societies : - %
S9pEs 39p8 S9%58 4958
Croup = I
anngkara 6 0 0 0
Arthat=-aAnjoor 6 v 0 C
Radavallur 6 0 0 0
Vadakkanchery G O 0 0
Group = I1
Venginisseri 1 5 4] 0
Guruvayur 2 3 0 1
Manalur 0 4 1 1
Vattanatra 0 4 2 0
Group = IIT
Kechery 2 0 4 0
Pansnchery 0 0 6 O
Nellal-Pargpookara ¢ 1 4 1
Groug-:l:v
Alocor 1 0 2 3
Armmadam 0 K| 3

Ambal eppad 2 0 1 3
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per soclety for the semple. But sll of thecm had their

percentage of incremental deposits higher then the average
per sample soclety. The average deposits of the socletlas
f8lling under the Grouvp II was below the average deposit in
most years, but thelr performence was also below the sample

average,

The third group of socletics consisting of the PACS
of Keche:}; Pananchery ond Nellail-Pargpookara in most of the
vears had aversge doposit higher then the averago deposit
per society =nd th® percentage of incrementel dcposits
mobllised by them was below the average for the fourteen
socleties tzken together. The socleties of Aloor, Ammadam
end aAmbelappaé had in three years conformed to this broad
pattern. But in three years, tholr average deposlt was
higher than the sverage deposit per soclety as also the

performance in the LMC.

There were glso inst-nces where incrementzl deposits
happened to be negative. This irmplics that the average
deposit of the society during the I'MC was lowor than the
average deposit during the normsl wmontha. r!"h\.ls, the PACS
of Ammadam in 1979-80, Menalur in 1980-81 and Kechery in
1983-84 had negative incrementel deposits. Venginisseri
PACS recorded negative incromental deposits in three conse-

quetive years ~ 1982~83, 1983~84 end 1984-85. The very poor
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performance of Venginilsserl was duc to certsin external

factors like court proceedings. But for tho other thyree
socletles, it was because of the relatively high receipt
of deposits during the normal pericd =nd they could not

kecp up the tempo during the DMC.

Deppsite per soclety

Over the years, the deposit per soclety has been
increasing. This is evident from Teble 4.7. It increased
fxrom 581,000 4in 1972-80 +to B5.2,21,000 in 1985-86 with the
index rising to 273, DBut the performance of tha cocleties

during the IMC has not been consistent.

Teble 4.7 Deposit per soclety during the normal months,
during the DMC and the incremental deposits
per soclety during the DMC Fs. '000s

Avarege o= Incremental
Deposit/soc- nthly depo- deposlts
Yeprs  Months of lety during sit per so~ per soclety

bo:ied the normal clety dur- during the
period ing the DMC IMC

i 18 11t iv v

1979~80 April-May ei(100) 223(100) 142(100)
(100) (275) (175)

1080~81 april-May 86(106) 322(144) 23€{166)
(100) (374) (274)

19687-83 Novawber-Dec 98(121) 225(101) 127( 89)
(100) (230) (130)

1083-84 Dec-Jenuary 131(162) 300(135) 169(119)
(100) {229) (129)

1984-85 April-May 173(214) 614(275) 441(311)
(100} (355) (255)

1985-86 May 221(273) 624(280) 403(284)
(100) (z82) (182)

Note: TI'igures in brackets below show index to deposit per
soclety cduring the normzl period. Tigures in brackets
to the right show {ndex to the base yesr 1979.80,
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The incromental deposita ceclined in 1982-83 from
Rse2,36,000 tos1,27,000 in 1982«83 and marginglly incree~
ged to R.1,69,000 in 198384, Excluding these two years,
the average monthly depocit per soclety (Column iv of

Tavble 4,7) have shown an increase and the inecrcmental depo=
glta were shove 175 per cent. The deposit per coclety
during the normal as well as the cempaign period was highest
in the year 1985.8¢ though the incremental deposits were
highest during the previous year.

4d) composition of Deposits

Composition during the normal period

It is not enough that the extent of incremental
deposlts of the cocleties are measured 0 assoss the degree
of success of the IMC, but the quallty of the depositz mobie
lised@ is 2l=0 en important aspect. The changing proportions
of {ixed deposits, savings deposits and other deposits are
very important from the point of view of the PACS. Fixed
deposits azre mora relisble az a source of funds for lending
purposes while savings deposits can be used only 0 a limi-
ted extent. On the other hand, a high percentage of
current deposits 1s not conducive for expanding the lending

Progranmnes .

For the purpocse of the present study, the deposits
cf the PACS have been classified into fixed deposits, savings
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deposits =nd other deposits. It may boe noted that sele-
cted societles had a very high proportion of savings
deposits in all the yeers vhich rsnged from 72.84 per cent
to B3.67 per cent of total deposits during the pericd
1979-80 to 1982-83. But 1t declined in the next o years
82.44 per cent and 76.88 per cent and was 78.88 per cent in
1985-86 (Teble 4.8).

Table 4.8. Composition of gverage monthly deposit pex
society during the normcl period.

Rse '000s
Year Tixed Savings Othexr Total
eaxs deposits doposits deposits deposits
i i1 133 iv v
1979=-80 15 59 7 81
(18.52) (72.84) (B.64) (100)
198081 14 65 7 g6
(16.28) (75.58) (8.124) {100)
1982-83 15 82 1 o8
(15.31) {83.67) (1.02) (100)
1983-84 i4 108 9 131
{10.69) (B2.44) (6.87) (100)
198485 23 133 17 173
(13.29) (76,88) (9.83) (100)
1985=86 31 173 221

17
(14.03) (78.28) (7.69) {100)

Figures in brackets represent percentage to total deposits.
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The share of fixed deposits ranged from 10 per cent
and 19 per cent which was highest in 1979-80 (18,52 per
cent) and lowest in 1983-B4 (10.69 per cent). There was
a steady decline from 18,52 per cent in 1979~80 to 10.69
per cent in 1983-8B4 but after that the share of fixed
deposits increased to 14,03 per cent in 1985~-86. However,
there was not a single soclety in which fixed deposits
accounted for the major share of deposits. In the PACS of
Kadavallur, Venginisserl and Menalur, in most of the yesrs,
savings depocits formed shbove 80 per cont of the total
deposits (Appendix II). However, in Ammadam PACS and
Vadakkanchery PACS, fixed deposits ranged between 18 per
cent and 35 por cent over the years. BAloor had nearly 37
per cent of the total doposits as fixed deposits in 1979-80,
but in 1985-86 it declined to 14,37 per cent. On the other
hand, annskkara, Arthat Anjoor and Menalur showed an
increase in the share of fixed deposits (For annskera it
increased from 0.6 per cent to 9.3 per cent, for Arthat
anjoor from 17.82 per cent t© 32 per cent end for Msnalur
from 9.05 per cent to 22,41 per cont). The increase for

Menalur was found only in the last year 1985-86.

Composition during the DMC

During the DMC period also, savings deposits contie
nued t0 be ithe major component of the total deposits. A
component~wise analysis of additionally mobllised deposits
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showed that sbove 45 per cent of the incremental deposits
were savings dcposits in sll the vears vhlle that of f£ixed
deposits ranged between 28 per cent and 44 per cent (Tabhle
4.9}, Thoe chare of other deposits formed only below 17 per

Teble 4.9, Composition of deposits in the incremental
deposlits per coclety over the yaars.,

is, ‘0008
Yoars Fixed Bavings Other Total
deposits deposlts deposits depoalts
i i1 114 iv v
1979-80 45 93 4 142
(31.69) (65.49) (2.82) (100)
1980-81 89 138 9 236
(37.71) (38.47) (3.61) (100)
1982-83 35 70 22 127
(27.58) (55.11) (17.32) (100)
196384 74 77 18 169
(43.79) (45.56) (10.65) (100)
1984=85 131 261 49 441
(29.71) (s9.18)  (11,11) (100)
1985-86 140 203 60 403
(34,74) {50.37) (14.89) (100)

Figures in breackets represcnt percentages to total

cent in all the years. In 1979-80 the chare of fixed
deposits in the incremental depeonits was 31,7 per cent
tvhich increased to 37.71 per cent in 1980-81 but in 1982-83
it agailn declined to 28 per cont. In 1983-84, 43,79 per
cent of the lnercmental deposgsits vas fixed deposits, but in
the following year it was only 25,71 but chowed a marginal
recovery in 1985~86 at 34.74 per cent,
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Palred t=test between the compenents of the monthly
deposit of the societies cduring the normsl months and that
during the LMC was attempted to discover vhether there is
any significant change in the composition of deposits <ur-
ing the normal period and during the IMC (Averages used
for the Palred t-test i5 given in Appendices VI, VII and

ViII).

The t=-values obtained for fixed deporits, savings
deposits and other depormits (given in Tablc 4.10) show <hat
there was significant chenge in f€ixed deposzits in all the
years except in 1982-83, The increase in savings deposlts
was significant in 3ll the years with the cxception of
1982-83 snd 1983~-84. Other deprosits 4id not show eny signie
fieant increase in any of the years. Total deposits also
chowed no significant change in the years 1982-83 and
1983=-84 whon the campalgn vas held during the period.
Novcmber=-December and Deccmbers-January. In the othor yesrs,
when IMC was held during the perlod April-May, there vas a
slgnificant increase in total deposits fixed deposits end
savings deposits.

Total deposits melnly responsive to Savinas Deposits

Though total deposits are highly responsive to
savings deposits and fixod deposits, the most significant
detormingnt is saving doposit. Ior instonce, in 1982-83
and 1983~84 when the increese in savings deposits was not

significant, the same was reflected in the total deposits



Teble 4.10. The comparison of average deposits (component-wise) during the normal poriod znd

average deposit (component-ttise) during the IMIC using paired t-test.

. '000s
hvergge deposlt
Gurlng the normal average deposit dur-~ t=values
Period of period ing the DMC

Years DMC Oth~ To- - Oth- To~

D SDh ers tal FD 50 ers tal FD sD Others Total
1979-80 April-May 15 59 7 81 61 152 10 223 2.,685* 2.062% (0,574 2.415%
1980-81 April-ltay 14 65 7 &6 103 203 16 322 4.126% 3.127% 1.012 3.662*
1682=-83 November-Deccrber 15 82 1 o8 51 183 21 228 1.413 1.359 1.421 1,567
1983-B4 December~Januery 14 108 9 131 87 185 28 300 2.551* 0,963 1.467 1.789
1984-85 npril-May 23 133 17 173 154 394 66 614 2.757* 2,231* 1.955 3.120%
1985-86 May 31 173 17 221 171 376 77 624 3.328% 2.311%* 1.903 3.269*

* o Significant at S per cent leovel

FD - Fixed Deposits

50 -~ Savings Deposits

95
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alsoc. An apprecisble increamse In fixed deposits in
1983-84 f£alled to make corresponding effect on total
deposits. Thisg is cue to the predominance of savings
deposits of the socletdes. The table thus revezls the
dominance of savings deposits in the totsl deposits, both

during the normal months as well as during the DMC,

Slgnificant change in Fixed Deposit

It may be noted that the propertion of FD was
higher during the DiC than the normal pericd. The propor-
tion vhich was only 18.52 per cent curing the normal period
increased to 27.09 per cent during the DMC in 1979-80(Table
4.11). In 1980-81 the charc of fixad deposits in total
¢eposits during the DNC was 31,99 per cent - the highest
during the study period. TFor most of the socletles, flxed
snd savings deposit showed an increase over the normal

period,

The ceposit per scciety during the DMC has shown a
rige in f£ixed deposits from 15 per cent during the normal
period to around 27 per cent durlng the DMC (Tables 4.8 and
4.11} . This shows that tho PACS have been sble to improve
thedr deposits qualltstively in favour of term deposits as
a result of the DMC. A$ a consequence, the chare of fixed
deposits in the total outstanding deposits of the PACS had
gone up from 59 per cent (R5.2.83 lskhs) of totol outstand-
ing deposits to 62,88 per cent (Rs.8.54 lgkhs) in 1985-86
(Tsble 4.12).
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Table 4,11, Composition of deposits in the average
deposit per socilety during the DMC

e '000c
Yoo Fixed Savingsa Othcr Total
ears deposits deposits deposits deposits
i 13 144 iv v
1979-80 61 152 10 223
{27.35) (68.16) (4.48) (100)
1980-81 103 203 16 322
(31.99) (63,04) (4.,96) (100)
1982-83 53 153 21 225
(22.67) (68.00) (9.23) (100)
198384 87 185 28 300
(29,00} (61.67) (9.33) (100)
1984-65 154 304 66 614
(25.08) (64.17) {10.74) {100)
198586 171 376

77 624
(27.40) (60.25) (12,34) (100)

Figures in brackeis represcnt percentage to total.

While the increase was perceptible in the cacieties
of Ammekara (from 18 per cent %o 40per cent), Kedavallur
{from 8 per cont to SB per cent) =nd Manalur (from 26 per
cent to 41 per cent), the coclieties of Ammedam, Aloor and
Vadekkanchery had 65 per cent of thelr totasl deposits out-
standing as fixed deposits in all the vears. nhmmadem had
only 8 per cent of the dcposits ocutstanding a=s savings
deposits in 1985-86, The lovest percentege of f£ixed deposits
outstonding in 1985-86 was for Venginisseri gt 32 per cent
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Tablo 4.12. Deposits outstanding per coclety as on

A0th June.
amount in k. lakhs
v Fixed Savings Othex Total
ears derosites deposits deposits deposits
i ii 111 iv v
1979~80 2.83 1.11 0.84 4,78
(59.21) (23.,22) (17.57) (a100)
1968081 3.84 1.30 1,36 6,50
(59.08) (20.00) (20.92) (100}
1982-83 4,08 1.31 0,73 6.12
(66,66) (212.41) (11.93) (100)
196384 4.97 1.95 0.76 7.68
(64.71) (25.39) {9.50) (100}
1984-85 6,75 2.85 1,66 11.26
(592.95) (25.31) (14,74) (100}
1985=86 8.55 2.90 2,15 13,60

(62.87) (21,32) (15.81} (100)

Tigures in brackets indicate percentege to total.

(A detalled break=-up of the deposits outstanding of the

mcleties 1s given in rppendiu-IX).

The growth in the total deposlts outstandéing has
boen 184,32 per cont for the period 1879~B0 to 1985-B6.
Heore again while fixed deposits rccorded a growth rate of
202,02 per cent, savings deposits recorded only 161.71 per
cent an@ other deposlts 154,63 per cent. It can thus be
seen that the IMC had helped the socleties % acquire

relatively high propertion of £ixed deposits by attracting
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more f£ixed deposits during the DMC than that of normal

/
months.

&) Correlation between recelpts gnd withdreawals of deposits

The success of DMC depends not only on the mobilli-
sation of deposits but alco in holding the doposits for
a longer period to facilitste lending operations, Tor
thig 1t is essentisl to have a higher net incrementasl depo-
sits arising from DMC and this i1s possible if the withe
drawals are lower thzn the deposite. This may be seen by
computing coefficlent of correlation between roecelpts and
withdrawels of the doposits of the socleties. The co-
efficient of correlation (r) betwecn receipts and withe
drawals for the 12 months (inclusive of the DMC period) 1s
compared to the 10 month period (excluding DMC). Thic may
holp to reveal the effeoct of DIC on the 'r' for the whole

periode

The 'r!' for total deposits Quring tho differcent
vears 18 given in Teble 4.13. In three years 1980~B1,
1983-84 and 1684~85 the 'r' for 1?2 months is significent.
In thece yecrs, most of the deposits were concurrently
withdrawn during both the periods - inclusive, as well as
exclusive of DMC. In the vesr 1985-86, the 'r' for period
including IMC is not significant but excluding D¢ is found
to be significent. This implies that large smount of

Goposits received during the DMC were not concurrently
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withdrawn, but during the normal period in 1985:—86, there
was slgnificasnt withdrawal. In 311 the years when there
wan significant correlation hotween rocelpts and withe
dreavals of total deposits, ithe same is found in savings

deposits also.

An atterpt is also made to see whether there 1z any
significant difference between the correlation co-efficient
ineluding the DMC and corre? otion co-efflcient excluding
DMC. To test the significance of two correlation co~efficients
derived from two correlation co-efficients derived from
two separate samples, we have to0 compare the difference of
the two corresponding values of the standard error values
of Z with the standard orror of that difference., This is
under the assunmption that the standard error of the
difference of two statistlcal quantities 1o a square root
of the sum of theilr variances. For the purpose, the follow-

ing formula is normally followed.

Z = 21-22
R ]
Y 1 2
Vhere
2, = %loge (1*7T1) ana
1--‘1:1
z2 = Y% loge (1-&:2)
ler
2
SeBg w2y ¥ ! 4 !
1 2 n1-3 n2-3
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If the computed value is greator than 1.96, the

difference will be significent at 5 per cent levol.

The correlation test values show if there iz any
significent change between the vaolues for the perioeds
including and excluding MMC. In throe years, 1980-81,
1983-84 and 1984-85, the correlation of totasl dcposits
for both these periods was significant {(Tahle 4.13). But
the cheange between these tuo values was not signiflcant as
is shown by the correlstion test. It can thus be inferred
that D{IC had not much impact in the withdrawels during the

normel pericd.

However, correlation was found eut for the 12 month
period concurrently and wvith one month lag (Tsble 4.14).
The correlation for the concurrent withdrawals snd receipts
of deposits was found to be significant in threc yecers -
1980-81, 19B3-84 znd 1984-85 while the correlation with one
month lag vas statistically significent only in two years -
1980~81 and 1985-86. Componentwise, corrclation co-efficlent
for savings deposits were also found to be significant in
these years. Correlation test showed that the difference in
the correlation co-efficients for the period of 12 months
concurrently and with one month lag vas significent in
1983~84, 1984-85 and 1985-86, Of thege three years, in
1983-84 =nd 1984-85, the DNC wvas spread over two calendar

mouthe and hence, the withdrauvals arc found to be significant



Tzble 4.13. Correlation between reccipts and withdrawals of deposits including and
excluding DMC

T, L, Correlati#n test values
Years Total Fixed  Savi- Total TFixed  Savi- Total Fixed Savi-
depo~ Cepo= ngs de- Gepo~ depo~ ngs dee~ depo=- depo~ ngs de-
slts sits rposkts aits slts posits sits gits poats
197%-80 0.38 0.36 0,74% 0.17 055 0.25 0,32 0.48 1.37
1980=-81 0.90% 0.55 0.96% 0.87* 0.47 0.92% 0.28 0,22 0.80
1982-83 -0,19 =0419 ~0.,011 0.42 0.73% 0.23 0.52 1.46 0.42
1983-84 0.B8% 0.69 0.90* 0.81* 0.54 0.89% 0.30 0.48 0.08
1984-85 0.96* 0,17 0.95* 0.76% 0.88% 0.48 1.90 0,0019 2.66%*
1585~86 Ce26 0.37 0.39 0.73* 0.80% 0.72% 1,37 1.46 0.99

* Significant at 5 per cent level

b o 4 -~ Correlgtion co~efficient for 12 monthns inclusive of DMC

T, - Correlation co=ecfficlent excluding the DMC month.
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Table 4,14, Correlation hetween rccelpts snd

with one month lage.

vithdrazwals of deposits for 12 months and

Ly ry Correlation test values
Yoars
Total Fixed Savi- Total Fixed Savi- Total Tixed Savi-
depo- depo- ngs de= depo~  dapo= ngs de- depo-~ depo=- ngs de=
eits sits posits sits sits pogits sits sits posits
1979-80 0.38 0«36 0.74% 0.10 0.70* 0.18 0.65 103 l.61
1980-81 0.90*% (0.,55 0.96%* 0,70+¢ 0.54 0.76* 1.29 0430 2.08%
1982-83 =019 =0,19 -0,011 0.41 -=0.15 0.31 0.52 0.06 0.66
1983-~84 0.88* 0.69 0.90%* 0.14 0.60 0.09 2.62*% 0,33 2495¥
1984-85 0.96% (.17 0.95% D.38 0.46 0.30 3. 20% 0.69 3.27%
1985.-86 0.26 0.37 0.39 0.87* 0.87* 0.76% 2.19* 1.94 1.23

*Siguificant at & per cent level

ry - Correlation co-efficient for 12 months including the IMC.
r, - Correlation co-gfficient for 12 months with one month lage.

29
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concurrentlys But in 1985-86, the campaign was in the
month of May the DMC ending on M.y 31st and immediate
uithdrawals are reflected only in the value uith one month
lag. In otherwords, in the years 1983-84 aznd 1984-85,
fmmediate withdrawals of Geposits mobilised are felt in
the same month 1tself since the DMC is spread over two.
czlendar months while in 1905-86, it is found only with
the lag of one month since the withdrawals appesr only on

the next months' figures,

The same trend is found with the savings deposits.
As expected, for fixed deporits, no significant concurrent
vithdrawal wos observed but withdrawals with one month lag
was found in 1979~80, 1983~84 and 1985-86 which shows that

fixed deposits were usually for a shorter petiod only.

It can be concluded that in the ycars 1983-84 znd
1984-85 the concurrent withdrawals of depoeit (totsl end
savings deposits) was significant while in 1985-86, it was
significent with one month lag.

£) Pattern of Deployment of funds

I¥MCTs have becn carried out with the primary objective
of augmenting the doposit base of the co~-operatives for
expanding their loaning operaotions. The I'MC then has to be
assceged on the basis of pattern of utilisation of the funds
mobilised by the socletles during the DMC. The significance
of this aspect is due to the fact that 1f funds are not
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properly utilised, it will become a financlal liability

for the PACS.

The pattern of deployment of funds can be snalysed

egainat two Important norms.

1) The pattern of deployment compared to the normg

stipulated by the state government,

2) The pattern of deployment compared to that during

the normgl perilod,

£(1) Govornment directives and utilisation pattern

The directiveos Lssved by the State Government have
indicated the following pattern of utilisation of the funds
additionally mobilised.

1) 25 per cent of the deposits mobilised at the
primery societios' level should be held in the form of
liculd assets either ss depositse with the central co=-

operative banks (CCBs) or in government securities,

2) 75 por cent can be advanced by the PACS. How=
ever, only 10 per cent of the deposits should be lent out
for consumption purposes. The rest 65 per cent shall be
lent out for production, trade end solf-employviment purposes,

These stipulations are the same for the normal

perlocd elso, vhen the PACS are €0 keep 25 por cent of their
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deposits as liquid assets znd the rest be lend out. The
important methods of deploying the funds of the PACS are
advances to the merbers, maintaining deposlte with the
CCBs and investing in government securities. Generally,
the investment in Government securities by the PACS ia
very negligible., Hence, normally, the depogits are de-
ployed as sdvences to the members and kept ag deposits
with the CCB. Puring the normal months more then 57 per
cent of the funds have been deployed as advance., It is
clear from Tehle 4.15 showing the pattern of deployment
of funds during the normal months that advances occupied
a lion's share of funds deployeds The vcar 19579~80 rhowed
the best performancewlth the highest level of advances at
72.3 per cent. However, there hss been a decline in the
percentage of asdvances to 57.9 per cent with the exception
of 1980-81 but it has recovered maxginally in 1985-86 o

60,6 per cent,.

Though the DpCS are expected to keep only 25 per
cent of thelr deposits as liquid funds, the Teble 4.15
shows that normally over 40 per ccnt of the deposits are
maintained with the CCB alone. The only exception was the
yesr 197980 when 27 per cent {which 18 also shove the
stipulated requirement) was maintoined as deposits with cCB.
Thus, in normal periods, the PACS tend to kegp a higher
proportion of their funds as deposits with CCB then is

required,



70

Table 4.15. Pattern of deployment of funds as advances
and deposits with Centrsl Co-operative
Benk (CCB) during the normal period.

Rse Y0008
Deposit Total
Years advancoes with deployment
cce of funds
1 i1 113 iv
1975-80 78 29.9 107.9
{72,28) (27.31) (100)
1980-81 98 69.6 167.6
{58.47) (41.52) (100)
1682=83 118.1 6.1 186.2
{63.42) {36.58) (100)
1983-84 126.2 85.0 211.2
(59 .25) (40 ,.24) (100}
1984-85 155.9 113.3 269.2
(57.9%} (42.08) (100)
1955-56 196.3 127.6 323.9
(60.61) (39.39) (100)

Figures in brackets represent percentage of total

The Group I socicties (Table 4,16) conslsting of
mbaleppad, annekara, Aloor, Kadavallur and Vattaonatra
had below S0 per cent of thelr funds as deposits with CCB.
In 7 out of 84 instences, advences formed zbove 75 per cent
and deposits with CCB wes always holow 50 per cent. This
group of cocleties thus performed exceedingly well curing

the normal months.



Taoble 4.16. Clacssification of sccieties according to the deployment of funds during the
normal period znd the EMC (Totel number of years - Six)

14 x 6 = 84
Number of Years During the normal period During the DMC
Deposits with Advances Deposits with Advonces
CCB_percentage percentage CCB percentage percentage
] £ =] -] ] g <] £ o £o
Name of the 8o 8o Bz B, B, Bs 8o Do B3 B8 B. I3
Zocieties g5 8% 87 8§ BY By By By 8% BL 2% BY
A a8 48 fe a8 &8 AN QB me @M @0 ar
i 2 3 4 5 6 7 e 9 10 11 12 13
Group-I
ambalappad € 0 0 o 1 5 4 0 2 2 2 2
Annakara 13 0 0 0 6 0 0 4 6 6 ¢ e
Aloor 6 o 0 0 6 0 b 2 3 5 1 0
Xechery é 0 1] 0 4 2 2 3 1 4 1 1
Vattenatre 6 4] 0 0 6 G 3 2 i 3 1 2
cuntd‘....

~3
2



T&ble 4. 16 (Conte\- *n o)

i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ] 10 11 12 13

Group~IT

Kadavellur <] 1 ¢ 3 4 k 0 4 2 6 a 0
Yaf@gkkenchery 5 1 g 1 5 0 3 2 1 3 3 0
Vengdnisseri 5 i 0 i 0 2 2 2 4 1 1
Group=-ITT

Ammadanm 3 2 1 3 2 1 1 1 4 5 1 0
Arthat anjoor i i 4 4 i 1 1 0 =t 6 Q g
Guruvayur 4 2 0 2 0 4 0 1 5 6 0 0
lianalur 3 3 0 3 3 0 2 2 2 3 2 o
FHellal-Perapookara 4 2 ¢ 2 4 0 1 1 4 LY 1 0
FPananchery 3 3 1] 3 3 0 4 2 0 2 2 2

ZL
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The Group Il societies conolsting of the PACS of
Kadavallur, Vadakkanchery and Venginisseri exhibited a
mediunt performance with less than 50 per cent of the funds
deployed as CCBs snd advances ranging between 50 per cent

end 75 per conte

The rest of the cocleties (falling under Group III)
presented a very poor performonces. They had a very high
percentage of deposit with CCR - 13 out of 84 instances
ranging between $0 and 75 per cent and advances forming

below 50 per cent.

£(11) pPattem of deployment during IMC

The pattern of deployment during the IMC showm a
éifferentpicture. This 15 evident from Table 4.17 showing
the deleoymcnt of funds during the EMC, 1In the first four
vears, depocits with CCB have s larger share in the total
funds deployeds From 65 per cent in 1979-80, 1t increased
to 75.9 per cent but then showed a decline in 1982-83 4o
52.7 per cent., In 1983-84, it again rose to 69.7 per cent.
The vear 1984-85 sagw a reverse in the trend with deposits
with CC3 being only 45.1 por cent. In 1988-86, it margi-

nally increassed to 48.2 per cent.

The Group I societies which performed well during
the normal period did not show the seme trend during the
oMC (Table 4.316 and Appendix XI). Imbeleappad and Vattana~

tra of this group had above 75 per cent as advonces in two
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Tezhle 4.17. Pattern of deployment ¢f funds during

the DMC
. '000s
Deposits Total deployment
Yoers Advances 4y ccp of funds
q iy 333 iv

1979-80 87.4 162.4 249,.8
{34.99) (65.01) (100)
198081 48,6 140.7 185.3
(74.086) {75.93) (100)
1962-83 66.0 75.6 143,.6
{47.35) (52.66) (100)
190384 55.6 128.2 183.8
(30.25) (69,75} (100)
1984=65 213,7 17547 389.4
{54.88) (45,12) (100)
1985-86 267.3 248.4 515,7
{51.83) (48,17} {100)

Flgures in brackets ropresent percentage to Lotal

yeors. Pananchery FACS had improved its performance by
having zbove 50 per cent Of as advances in four yesrs.

The performance of other soclietles was not so imprescive.

While only 5 Instances out of the totsl 84 instances
had obove 75 per cent ss deposlits with CCB, during the THC
it rose to 38, Correspondingly, only 8 instances were
obgerved where advshces werc shove 75 per cent of the funds
deployed agalnst the 14 cgses curing the normal period.

A cherp decline in the category of advances beiween 50 per
cent and 75 per cent was noticed - from 60 instances during

the normal period to 15 during the I2IC.
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The low level of utilisation of deposits for
advanges during the I'MC may be partly attributed to the
lag betwicn accretion of depeosits snd grenting of loans,
Too much pre~occupation of the staff for canvassing depo~
cits during the I¥C naturelly rosulis in the low level of
lending during this period. In otherwords, deposit agcre-
tlon end londing are seon t0 be linked through a lag of
one or twn months. MNorcover, the seaconal demend for agri-
culturel loan which starts by mid-llay is sls=oc a factor
contributing to this lag of advances.

g({i) Credit-Doposit Ratlo

Tho mobillisation of funde helps the PrCs to improve
thelr recource base for meeting the credit rocuirements of
members better, The utilisation of funds towards advances
is sn indicator ss to how far the PACS have been able to
satisfy thls requirement. This ic examined in terms of

Crodit=Doposit Ratio,

Credlt~Deposit Ratio (CDR) 1s on important indicator
of the bank's ef{iclency in the deployment of deposits. For
a ca=operative soclety, the non-deposit sources of funds
include refinznce avelleble from the CCB, share caplial and
the resgerves. However, s complete monthly bresk-up of these
sources were not avallable., lience, the CDR 1g only a crude
indlcator of the depositecrodit relationship concealing the

effect of own funds snd other borrowed funde.
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The Gross Credit-Deposit Ratioc (GCDR) is aealculated
by taking the total depocits of the =soclety @s & ratlo
agoinst the advances of the soclety, The tiat Credit-
Deposit Retio (NCDR) is calculated by reducing that per-
centase of the @eposits that the socleties are to meintain

as liquidity requirements,

It is clear from Teble 4.8 that the GCDR per society
has besen quite high = ghove 85 in gll the years. The HCDR

Table 4.18. Credit-Deposit Ratio (CDR) per society during
the normal pericd and during INC.

CLR during

the normal CDR Guring Incrementsal CDR

Years period the IiC
CCDR~ NCDR GCDR___ NCDR GCDR____NCDR

1979-80 91,31 133.76 26,74 54.35 «12.81 «17.09
1080-81 114.60 159.26 13.67 19.25 ~23.07 -30.76
1962-83 120,01 166.68 30.24 42.05 «28,12 =37.49
1983-84 96,05 133.40 18.51 25.70 =43.65 =58,20
1984-85 90,32 125.45 34.82 48.37 13.10  17.46
1985-86 88,97 123.47 42.86 59.53 17.63  23.51

1s still higher since the liquidity requircments is roduced
from the denominetor. In the firest three yesrs, there has
been an increasing trend in the GCDR and H¥CDR of the normal
periods But from 1982«B3 the CDR is declining steadily

though the rate of decline is mergingl. The performence of

societies show that while soms societies have porformed
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exceadingly well, some others have lagged far bchind (Please
sec sppendix XII for a soclety level bresk up of GCDR). The
PACS of Ambalappad, Aloor and Kadavallur had GCDR excoeding
100 in 31) the yesrs. The PACS of ammadam, Guruvayur, Nollal-
Parspooksars, Venginilscerl and Manalur had a low GCOR ranging
between 31464 end 49,79 in come yearswhille in come othor years
they performed relatively well. Though the performance of
Kechery wss undmpressive till 198485, it rose well esbove 100
in the next two vears {with 115,22 and 147.36 raespectivcly).

GCCR and NCDR during the DHC (Table 4.18) were very
low compared to the CIR during the normal period, The CGCDR
renged £rom 13,87 w0 42,89 whlle NCDR ranged from 19.25 o
59,53. GCDR and NCDR have becn increasing from 91.31 end
133.76 in 1979-80 to 120.01 mnd 166,68 in 1982-83 curing the
normal period but it shows a declining tendency since 1962-83:
on the other hand GCOR znd HCOR during the campeion period in

the last three yeears show zn increasing tendency.

Ambalgprad was the only soclety which malntzined the
performance of the normel period during the DMC also to g
limited extent (Apyendix XIII), Kechery, Vadoklkenchery md
Vattanatra were the only other societies vhich had positive
GCDR in all the years. The other mocietles had negative
CCDR 1n one or more yearg (The GCDR bocomes negative where the
avercge advance of the soclety becomes negative le. the advance

cduring the I'MC 1s below the asversge for the normsl period.
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This beocomes negative when the DMC 1s spread over 2 calendar
months and is due to the estimation method used for finding
out the advances during tho DMC). It was in 1979-80 that SO
per cent of the socleties showed negative GCDR. But in 1985-86,
there was no coclety with negative CCCR. The BACS of Arthat
mjoor was the only one which had negative GCBR in all the
vears. Annakara, Guruveyur, Ksdavallur, Manalur and Rellzi,
Parapookara also recorded negatlve GCEPR in some of the ysars.
In 197%=-80 znd 1980-81, 71.43 per cent of the selerted Ffourteen
societies had GCDR below the aversge. These tvo years thus
heve #n uneven performance for the different socleties with
only Ambalsppad performing relatively better. The GCIR in

the yesrs 1982=83 and 1983-£4 of most of the socletles were
relatively highor and the performance was more uniform though

GCUR per sccioty was lover (Please see hAppendix XIII).

g(ii) Incremonts) CbR (ICDR)

ICDR is on Important method for assessing the proport-
icn of advances from the not incremental advances accorued
during the DNC. This is worked out as a ratio of incremental
advances to incremental depositss The ICDR per soclety
(Table 4.18) was negative for the first four yeers, but since
1984=~85, the GICDR and NICDR have been positive (ICDR becomes
negative when the Incremental advances of the societles are

negative). OFf the fourteen socletiles over hslf of them were
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having negative GICDR in a1l the yecrs of study (Appendix
RIV).

The PACS' of Ammakara, »rthat ’njoor, Guruvayur sné
Hellail Parspcckara have negative GICDR during a1l the years,
In this context, it may be noted that the eocieties of
Annakara =nd Arthet Anjoor had performed very well in mobilis-
ing deposits. Ambalappad which had & high GCDR during the
normal period had negstive ICDR during the two exceptional
years of 1982-83 and 1983-84, Xechery snd Vadakkenchery had
negative ICDR only in ong year 197980 for Kechery and 1980-81
for Vadekkanchery. There wvas however, no consistency in the
performaence of thesc socleties in other yesrs. Only the
rociety of Ambalappad malntained a high ICDR of shove §5 in
all the four years in uhich it had positive ICDR (A society
level breskup of ICDE is given in appendix XIV) .

o(i14) CDR with lay

Since the staff of the PACS were seen o0 bo tco much
pre-occupied with the canvaseing and collection of doposits,
they were ungblo to attend to the lending operstions effecti-
vely during the RMC. Obwviously, the concurrent COR may hot
fully reflcct the true plcture. TFurther, the advances of
PACS being mailnly for agricultural purposes, scasonality of
sgricultural operations determine the domand for loang. A
lagged relationship between the accretion of depeosits and
their utilisatlion for advances geoms to reflect the relation~

chip better,.
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CDR with one, two and three months' lag were worked
out gs followss It is the ratlo of advances with one month
lag of WMC, tvo month lag of DMC and thrce month lag of DMC
to the depocits of the socleties during the IMC. It is
significent to note that the CPR with one month lag has been
invarisbly higher than CCR during the TI'C with the coxception
of the 2 years when the DNMC was held during Hovember~
December snd December-Jonuary (Tsble 4,1%). In 1982-83, the
dacline is iIncreasing with the increase in lag. In 1983-84,
though there is =n incresse in the COR, it ig very low when
comparaed to that of other years. The lowest CER vas observed
in these two years in sll the cases of GDR with lag. With
throe month's lag, GCDR increased significantly in 1979=80
(£rom 24,61 to 84,61} in 1980=81 (13,87 to 95) and in 1984-85
{from 34.B2 to B0.48). The dats thus chows that the rolation-
ship between mobllisation of deposits and 1ts deployment
towards loening activities is not concurrent, but lagged by

two to threc monthse.

An enalysis of the performence of Individual socletles
showed that it was with two months lag that most of the
sceicties performed better, From the negative COR during the
DNC, most of them achiecved positive CDR with & lag of two
months, While 64.29 per cent of the socleties had negative
COR with one month lag only 28.6 per cent had negative CDR
with tvo month lag (Appendix IV, XVI and XVII). CDR is alsco



Tsble 4.19. CDR per soclety with a lag of one, o and month's lag.

CDR during CDR with one CDR with two CDR with
THC month lag rmonths lag three months

Years and period of IMC lag

CCDR I"CLR GCDR JCCR CeoR HCLR GCDR SICDR
1579-80 April-May 26.74 54.35 47.97 66,63 78.42 108,92 84.61 117,52
1980-81 April-llay 13.87 19.25 45,11 62465 85,00 118.07 95.00 131.94
1¢82-83 Novomber-December 30.24 42,01 28.93 40.18 22,70 31,53 21.01 289,19
1983-84 December-January 18,31 25,70 9,74 134,52 13.57 1B.85 22.23  30.87
1984-85 pprileliay 34.82 48,37 47.24 65.61 57.94 80,45 59,41 82,51
1985.86 May 42,88 59453 37.29 51,79 - - - -

I8
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influenced by the period of the DMC. CDR with lag wvas

lowest in the tvo years 1982-83 and 1983-£4 when the DMC

was held during November-December gné Decombier—January.

Yet cnother doviation observed iz that while in other years,
the CDR with lag improves with lag, it 1s found to be declin-
ing in 1982«83 while in 1983-84 CCIR declinod +411 a lag of
threc months and NCDR improved from tieo months lag onwards.
But compared to the corresronding figures in the other four

years, they are very low.

g(4v) Pattern of lending

The broad category of loans advanced by the PACS were
agricultural loane (AL), golc loens (GL) £ixed deposit loans
(FDL) and other loans{OL). It wvas found that the share of
gold loens has been increasing. In 1979-80 it was 39.32 per
cent of the totszl locans but remneined stable around 48 por
cent £rom 1980-81 to 1984-85 and Increased further to 56.89
per cont in 1985-86 (Sce Tchle 4.20). At the same time, the
share of AL has always been lower than thet of GL. In the
first three years, there was en incressing trend in 2L from
32 per cent to 37 per cont but after 1982-83, there is p
decline and in 1985-86, it was only 28,65 per cent which
hapren to be the lowest for the shole period. FDL occupled
only less than 8 per cent of the loans in all the years
which broadly cxhibit a declining trend (Please see ppendix
XVIII),
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Table 4,20, Percentage share of Agricultursl Lozns(al),
Cold Loanz(GL), I'ixed Deposit lLoans (FDL)
and Other Logns(OL} in total loans per

socicty,.

Yegrs AL GL DL oL Total

i i1 133, iv v vi
1979~80 32.21 39.32 7485 20.61 ico
1880-51 33.34 47437 7.54 11.75 100
198283 37.49 47.41 6.44 8,66 100
1983-84 33.91 48,85 5453 11.71 100
1984-85 35.08 48.04 4439 12.49 100
1985-866 28,65 58,89 6.38 8.08 100

It is intcresting to note that cocletlss with relati-~
vely lesser deposits advence more AL which those with higher
deposits advance morc CLe For instance, the PACS of Anna-
kara snd Arthat~Anjoor with relatively very low emount of
deposits were the only socleties where ML accounted for
more than 50 per cent of thelr loans curing the normal
pariod in gll the years. This ray be due to their larger
dependence on refinance caused by lover deposits. On the
other hand, Ambalappad and Aloor with f£alrly large zmount of
deposits had S0 per cent of thelr advences directcd towards
GL during ell the vears. These cocletleg which have succeeded
in mobllising sizsble funds were in a position to gpare more

funds for commerclial lending.

Since 1982«83, maony socleties have been chowing an

increasing tendency of channelising thelr funds for GL which
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accounted for more thon 50 per cent of the toisl loans in
recent venrs., TFor instance, Venginisserl since 19E0-81,
Vadakkonchery and Kechery since 1982-83 =nd Pananchery

since 1983-€4 arc reveoling this tendency of incressing
share of OL. In varicus PACS' GL very culckly become an
important component of the loans issued by them. Kechery
vwhich sterted GL only in 19680-81 had 45,33 per cent of the
loans issuved in the yesr as Cl. Xadevallur started GL

only in 1981 znd by the end of 1985-B6 the major portion of
loans issued (68.59 per cent) was as GL. Arthat "njoor had
started GL only in 1985=86 and 9,48 per cent of the loens
ilasued were CL. It is thus seen that introduction of CL

in many societles was the direct consequence of DMC since
most of them started CL only after the comrencement of the
MC. In 198I-B6, only two societies - Arthat Anjoor omd
Nellal Paraspookara had issued more than 50 per cent of their
loens es M. This highlights the growing lmporteance of GL
in the advance of the PACHE against the declining chare of Al.

glv) Pattern of Advances during the IMC

While the share of GL has been high during normal
months, ite share was higher during the DMC {Tzble 4.21).
It accounted for morc than 50 per cent of the loan per
soclety during the TMC in gll the yeers except 1980-81 when
i1t was 38.79 per cent. Eventhouch in 1980-81, the percentage

of CL was comparatively lower, GL remained the single largest
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Table 4.21. Percentage shere of AL, GL, TDL znd OL
Suring the B¢

Years 2L GL IDL oL Total
i 13 i11 iv v vi
1979-80 16,42 6G.01 19.84 -3.08 100
1980-81 25.41 38,79 27.28 8.52 100
1982~83 0.12 62.65 12.30 24,93 100
1983-84 4,89 65,92 26.20 12.16 100
1984-85 17.54 67.07 8.78 6.61 100
1985«86 31.49 57.81 7.10 3.5 100

purpose for which loang vere given during the TMC. One
plausible explanation is that PACS depend more on refinance
for AL and deploy deposits for commercial lending which is

meinly is the form of GL.

Lxcept in 1980-~-81 and 1985-86 in none of the other
yeors, the proportion of AL have exceeded 25 per cent. In
normal peried, it excecded 30 per cent in all theee vears,
The lowest pergentage of AL were cduring the years 1982«£83
end 1983-8B4 when the IDMC wvas held during the months of
Novatrber-December and Decamber~Jaznuary which are none
agricultural seacsons. In these tiro years, while FOL were
fairly (at 12,3 and 26.8) OL had 24.93 per cent and 12.16

per cont,
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Prior to 1982~-83, the losns for egricultural
purposes during DMC werc lower then that of the nommal
period. Of the fourteen cocleties 71.43 per cent in 1979-80
and B5.71 per cent in 1980-81 showed this trend. aAmbalappad
was the only socliety wvhich had a fairly good chare of AL
ranging botween S8 per cent to 73 per cent in all the years
except the two exceptional vears of 1982-83 and 1963-84 when
the DMC wag hold during November-Jenuary. The general per~
formence of all the fourteen socleties taken together was
al=o insignificant during these two years (0.12 per cent
end negative respectively) during the DMC, which rmay be due
+o0 the difference in the campalgn period (MNovember~December
ond Degember-Jznuaery) which &ld not synchronise with the
usual demand for AL in the State (Please see Appendix~XIX

for eociety level pexformance).

Alternatively, Incremental advences éuring the DMC
was negative for the socletlies in most of the years (Appondix-
XX). Incrementsl gdvances refer to the advance made by the
soclety over and sbove the normal monthly average advance.
Luring 1979-80 end 1980-81 £ll the socleties, with the
exception of Arbalapad soclety, had no incremental advances.
In 1984-85 ghd 1965~86 Ambalgppad ond Panancitery had substan=-
tial amount of incremental advences (akove R1,2 lekhs for
Pananehery and zbove R5.7 lakhs for ambalappad) . However, the
purpose for which loans were iscued were different. Ambalappad
had 80 per cent of the incremental advances as 2L, while for

Pananehery almost the whole smount was as GL.
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g{vi} ZLending Pattern with Lag

Classlfication of loang with lag of one, two ond
threo months lag showed that AL were getting an increased
share during the period with two monthg lag (Table 4.22).
While 43.73 per cent of loans with s lag of one month was
igsued as 2L, 58.42 per cent znd 50.03 per cent of the loans
with two end three month's lag respectively went as AL in
1979-80, Corregpondingly, therc was a retuction in the CL
issued from 49.54 per cent to 323.89 por cent. The FDL and
OL did not show any substantial increase. The increasing
share of AL wlth lag was observed on all the years when the

DMC was held during the period Aprill-itlsy.

Howaver, the trend was reversed when the period of
IMC was chonged to Novembor-January during the two yeors
1982-83 ond 1983-84, It 1o thus seen that the pattorn of
lending is elso influenced by the perlod of the IMC. In
these two vaars, GL congtituted the major share of loans
(sbove 80 per cont in both the years) in sll the three
lagged periods. The share of AL was far below the average
in all the periods during these two years and I'DL and OL
had @ high percentage in the total loans lssued (Boclety
lovel bresk-up is gilven in rppendix XXIT for two month's

lag end Appendix-xXXII for three month's lag).



Table 4.22.

Advaneces of socletles vith lage

Rie '000Cg
Yesrs Advances_with onc wonth lag Advances with two _months lag

AL GL FDL 0oL TOTII. AL GL rolL, oL TOTAL
1979-80 47.1 53.1 7.9 =0,9 107.2 102.3 65.0 6.7 1.2 175.2
(43.84) (49.53) (7.37) (0.84) (100} (58.39) (37.10) (3.82) (0.58) (100)
1980-81 8G.7 27.9 11.9 8.6 145,.1 169.2 66.3 14.3 23.6 273.4
(66,64) (19.22) (8.20) (5.83) (100) (61.,98) (24.25) (5.23) (8.63) (100)
1982-83 846 55.9 9.3 8.4 65.0 ~13.5 48,5 Be.2 E40 51.2
{=13,23) (86.00)(14.30) (12.92) (100) (=~26.37) (94.73) (16.01) (15.63) (100}
1983=84 =237 41.0 8.8 3.2 29.3 =-21.6 58.2 4.8 «0e6 40.8
(~80.88) (139.93)(20.03) (10.92) (100) (~52.94) (142.65) (11.76) (-1.47) (100)
1984-85 110.4 149,5 22.9 7.0 289,8 180.4 145.9 13.5 15,7 355.5
(38.09) (51.58) (7.20) (2.41) {100) (50.75) (41.04) (3.80) (4.42) (i00)

19€5=86 92.8 116.3 B0 14.8 232.5

(39.91) (S0.02) (3,70} (6.37) (100)

Figures in brackets represent percontages to total.
Contdoo-o
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Table 4,22 (contde.«)

Advances with three months lag

Years

2L GL oL oL TOTAL
1979=20 94.6 6441 13.2 17.2 189.0
(50.00) (33.92) (6.98) (9.10) (100)
1980-81 172.9 83,7 9.6 9.4 305.6
(%6.60) (30.67) (2.,13) (9.60) (100)
1982=-83 -23.0 5542 7.2 7.8 47.2
(~48,73) (116.95) (15.25) {16.52) (100)
1983-84 -26.0 7743 7.7 7.8 6648
(=38.92) (115.72) (11.52) (11.68) {100)
1984~-85 174.5 154.3 14.0 21.7 364.5
{47.87) (42.33) {3.84) {5.95) {100)

1985~86 - - - - -

Figres in brackete represent percentages to total.

68
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h) Campaign period snd the degree of success of the DMC

The D¥C was held cduring two specific periods. In
four years 1979-80, 1980-81, 188485 and 198586 it was
held during the months of april-May and in the remaining
two yearg 1982-83 and 1983-84 it was during the months
of November-Decenber and December-January. The data revesls
that there is a clear asspciation between the timing of the
campalon and the degree of success of the DMC, While in the
four years when the IMC wes held during April-May (1979-80,
1980-81, 1984-85 mnd 1985-86) the incremental deposits
formed gbove 175 per cont of the average depogit during the
normal period, comparatively poor performance was recorded
in the years 1982-83 and 1983-84 (at 130 per cont and 129
per cent raspeetively) when the LMC wes held during Novombere
December end Decenber-Jdanuery (Table 4.4). Thus, the
d{ference in the period of I¥NC has affected the leval of
performance of the PACS in the mobilisation of deposits.

The lowest lovel of incremental doposite per soclety was
recorded in the year 1982-83 at #.1,27,000. In the year
1583-84, 1t was 1.1,69,000/-,

Paired twtest carried out to £ind out the significance
of incrementsl deposits also supported the £inding that the
period selected in these two years 1982-83 snd 1903-B4 was
not fisvourable for the DMC (Table 4.5). While in the other
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four years, thore was a significent change in the deposits
during the normel period and during the DMC, in these two
years (1982-83 znd 1983-84) it was not significant. The
index of incromentsl deposits (Teble 4.7) aleo shows thet
the lowest figures for the pericd of the study (89 and 119)

were recorded in theso two years.

The @redit-Deposit Ratio (CDR) is slso influenced by
the poriod of the THMC (Teble 4.18). €DR with lag was the
lowest during 1982-~83 ond 1983-~84 when the IMC was held Gur-
ing Novembor-December end Deceamber-Jsnuary. They were relat-
ively high during the other four years. While the GCDR with
log improves in these four years, it is declining in 1982-83
rnd in 1983~84 after a lag of one month it improves marginally.
But compared to the corresponding figures in the other four

yeers, it is very low.

The lending pattern also showed deviation in 1982-83
and 1963-84, 2gricultursl losns had the lowest zhare in these
two yeors 0,12 por cont @nd negative figure respectively.
Loans with lag showed that while the share of sgricultural
loans was increasing in the four yosrs when DMC was held
during April-May in 1982~83 a2nd 1983-84, Gold loans were
getting a larger shara with the increase in leg, It was shove
8C per cent in bopth the yeers.

Thus, in both thce aspects of the DMC - viz. mobilisetion
of deposits and the deployment of funds - the perdod of the INMC

has had congldergble influonce. The monthe of April-May were
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found to be more puitable for the LUC than November-Jenuary.

Composition of the working capitsl of the socleties

The working cepitel of the cocleties comprise of the
share capitel, deposits, borrouings from the CCB and the
reserves gppropriated £rom profit. The total working capital
per soclety increased from R.15.1 lakhs 10 [5.29.9 lakhs Gur-
ing the period 1979-80 to 1985-86 showing en annual growth
rate of 14,05 per cent (Table 4.23). The growth of deposits

Table 4,23, Composition of the average working capital

per coclety
(e in lokhs)

Share Depo- Borrovwe- Reser- Work-

Yoars capltal site ings ves ing ca~
pitsl

i 11 1331 iv v vi

1979-80 1.69 4,78 8.50 0.13 15,10
(11.13) (31.66) (56.29) (0.86) (100)
1980=-81 2.91 5495 9.50 0.06 18,42
(15.79) (32.30) (51.57) (0.32) (100)
1982-83 2.21 6.13 12.51 0,08 20.93
(10,56) (29,28) (59.77) (0.38) (100)
1983-84 2.29 7.69 13.60 0,07 23,65
(9.68) (32.50) {57.50) (0.30) (100)
1884~85 2437 11,26 15,29 0.07 28,99
(8.18) (33.84) (52.74) (0.24) (100)

1985~86 13.59 13.87 0.07 29,94

2441
(B.05) (45.39) {46,33) (0.23) (100)

Pigures In brackets represcont percentage to total

hag been substrntial during this period as the deposit per
soclety increased from Me.4.78 lakhs 10 R,13,59 lakhs during
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the period. As a result, deposit as proportion of working
capitel went up from 31.66 per ccnt to 45.39 per cent during
1979-80 -~ 1988~86, Consequently, the share of borrowings
from CCB has come down {rom 56.28 por cent in 1979=-80 to
46,32 per cent in 19B5-86,

However, the working czpltal per soclety and deposit
per eoclety of the sample PACS were far below the state
average for the yeer 1984-85 (Tzble 4.24). The proportion
of share capital was high at 8417 per cent znd deposits
formed only 38.84 per cent of the working cepital against the

state average of 43.52 per cent.

Table 4,24. Deposits, share cspital and working capital per
society as on 30-6-1985.

fse in lakhs
Ehare capi-  Deposit  wWorking ca-
Average tgl per per pltal per
society gsocliety soclety
1 14 111 iv

Average for tho sample 2,37 11.26 28,99
socleties (8.17) (38.84) {100)

State average 2.92 20.53 47,17
(6.19) (43.52) (100)

Figures in brackets represent percentage to total.

Hovever, the PACS over the years have been able to
increase thelr deposits from 31.66 per cent in 1979=-80 to
45,36 per cent in 1985-86, This is a welcome trend. With the
potenticl for tapping more rurel savings in the ares of the
PACS, these PACS will glso come upto the state level average

performance.
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Chapter-5

o e Tt

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A study on the "Impact of Deposit Mobilisstion
Campalgn on the sgricultural adveances of the Primery
Agricultural Credit Soecicties in Trichur éistrict' was
conducted vith the following objectivos.

1) to examine the extent =nd composltion of the
additional doposits mcbilised by the PaCS during the INC.

14) to assess the extent to thich the DMCs have

been zble to improve the resource base of the co~operatives.

144) to assess the extent to which the additional
deposit haove been channelised for agricultural purposes,

The study will help to know ihe cxtent of additional
depogits tapped by the PACS during the campaign pexlod and
iheolr pattern of deployment,

Fourteen PACS conslsting of 10 per cent of the 142
PACS in tho district were selected at random as samples for

detalled study.

In all the yesrs of the campaign period, the schieves-
ments were cbove 150 per cent exeept in 1975-76 when it was

only 132.80 per cent. The success of IMC was analysed not
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only in torms of targets and schievements but 2lso in

respect of cGeterminants like

a) the rotionalc for £ixing the targets.
b) the extent of incrementzl deposits mobilised.

e) the qualitative improvement in the composition
of the deposits end

d) the effect of the MMC on the loaning operations
of the PACS.
an anelysis of these factors revealed thet no sclen-
+ifie eriterias wvere followed for fixing the targets for DMC
of the PACS. MNeither the past performence of the PACS nor
the savings potential of the area were seriously considered

while fixing the targets.

Incrementel deposits wore found to be significent
in four years (197¢-80, 1580-B81, 1984-85 gnd 1985-86)
forming cbove 175 per cent of average monthly deposit during
the normnl period. In the other two years, 1982-83 and
1983-84, it was around 130 per cent only.

There has been a qualitative improvenent in the
composition of depositse. The proportion of filxed deposits
was hicher during the IC (ranging between 23 per cent and
32 per cent) then during the normal period {(vhen it was
below 20 per cent in most of the yesrsd, The share of savings

deposits which during the normsl peried was asbove 70 per cent
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wvag brought doun between 60 per cent snd 70 per cent dur-
ing the DMC. However, more than 45 per cent of the incre-
mental deposlts were savings deposcits in all the years
while that of fixed deposits ranged botween 28 per cent

and 44 per cent.,

DMC has not benefitted all the PACS alike. Those
societies which have a lower deposit than the aversge
deposlit for the sample have been gble to improve thelr
deposit base. They have becn able to mobilise more depo-
slts curing the DMC than tho average for the sanple.

Co=-cfficient of correlation between receipts and
withdrewals of deposits show that in the years 19683-84
end 1984-85, the concurrcnt withdrawals of deposits wore
significant while in 1985-«86, it wes significant wilth one
month lag.

The pattern of deployment of funds was exanined
ageinst the dirsctive of the State Government sarmarking
25 per cent of the deposits as liquid funds inclusive of
deporsits with CCB and 75 per cent as advances. During the
DiIC, the deposits with CCB wvere always sbove this stipu-
lated percentage forming above 45 per cent in all the
yaars. The rolatively higher proportion of deposits with
CCB during the CMC implies that the PACS were uneble to
lend out the additional funds generated through DMC in

the ssme peried itself,
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Advanees formed more than 57 per cent of the funds
deployed Suring tho normal period. But during the DHMC
only in iwo years, 1984-85 znd 1588586, advances exceaded

50 per cent of the funds deployed.

The CDR hes also been used as an indicator of banks'
efficlency in the deployment of funds. GCDR and NCDR were
found +o be lower during the D¥C, but it was found to be
higher with a lag. CDR with a lag of three months was
ruch higher than the concurrent CDR. But incremental CDR
vas negative for most of the socleties implying that deploy-

rent of deposlts was not done concurrently.

among the loane, Gold loans were having a larger
share in the total loans issued curing the normal pericd
renging between 39 per cent and 57 per cent of the total
loepns issued, During the DMC its share was still higher
occupying more han 50 per cent of the loang in most of the
vears. Many cocleties started Gold losns only after the
cormenccoment of the DMC. It was els=o noted that thoso
secleties with lower deposdlts have advanced relatively more
agricultural loans while those with higher deposits advanced

more of Cold loans.

Classifipation of loens with lag showed that sgri-
cultural loans were getting an increascd share during the
period with two months lag. In the years 1982-83 and

1968384, houoever the trend was reverse. This was malnly
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dus to the dlfference in the period of the DMC in thene
two years. While in all other veors, the DNC wes held
éuring aApril-May, in these two yesrs = 1982-83 and 1983-84
i1+ was hold during November-Decembor ond December-Januarxy

regpectively.

The porlod of the DMC wvas found to have zn important
effset on the puccess of the DMC. The period of aprile¥aoy
wagz found to he more sultzble than the months of November-
January. This is cvident £rom the £inding that incrememtal
Seposits vere significont in four years (1979=-80, 198081,
198485 and 1985-88) whin the CMC vas held during the monthg
of aprile-ilay. In 1982~-83 and 1983-84 when the DMC was held
Guring Novcmber=Degember and Decomber-January, there was no
sitmificont increase in the incremental deposits, Durlng
these two yesrs, the CLR was 2lso found to be very low
during the DMC. The COR with lsg increased with the increare
in lag in the four yesrs when the DMC wac held during
AprileMay vhiie in 1982-83 and 1963=-84 1i showed a roverse
trends The increaoing shere of egricultura) loans with
inerease in lag which was found in four yenrs was algo not
obgerved in these two years. Thus, in terms of mobilisation
of deposite o8 8180 in terms of deployment of the funds,
the period of April-M-y was found t0 be more £avourablo

than the pericd of Movember-Jaonuary.
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The vorking capital per soclety increesed from
15,15 lekhs to B2.29.9 lskhs. The chare of deposits in the
working cspiltal also ilncreased from 31.66 per cent in
1079-80 t0 45.39 per cent in 1985-86. But the average
deposit per soclety of 11426 lzkhs was found to be low
compared to the state average of ©,20,53 lokhs.

Conclusions

1. Though the IMCs were successful in so far as the
mobilisation of deposlts were concerned, vhen we snalyse
it using other determinants like the deployment of funds,
the criteria for fixing the targets and the change in the
composition of the loans, it is seen that the performance
of the PACS has becn less satisfectory, while therc was too
much pre-occuration with the mobilisation of deposits, proper
utilisation of the funds has bkeen overlooked. This has many
a times made the PACS non-viable in spite of the possession

of substantlinl deposits.

2. It 1s neccespary to evolve objective criteria for
£ixation of tsrgets based on the past performance of the

socletios and the sevings potentlizl of the area.

3, Since the socletles with lower aveorage deposits
have becn benefitted more f£rom the DMC, it is necessary to

tske socicty level peculiarities elso while fixdng the targets.
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Spocial efforts should be made 4o mobilise proportionately

large quentitles of deposits for these socletles.

4, Leonding pattern of the socleties are meinly
affected by three factors viz,. the timing of the campsign,
composi;ion of the deposits and the ability of the PACS to

c¢iversity thelr lending operations.

The timing of the DMC should be such that the PACS
cen sttract largest cuantity of szvings from thelr area of
operation as aleo to effectively deploy it, In the form of
sdvances without much delay.

since seasonality of agricultursl operations is seen
to have a decisive Influence on the demand for funds from
PRCS, DMCs have to tzke into asccount the seasonal demand

for agricultursl loans.

As the very purpose of I¥MC 1s 40 mobllise more depo=
sits for expanding their loaning operations, it may be
necessary o stipulate that at least 50 per cent of the

deposits geonerated during the IMC shouwld be fixed deposits.

The failure of the PACS to sttailn higher CDR was
meinly due tn the lock of dlversification of lending and the
absence of any planned effort for formlating locslly rele-
vant schemes and projects. l!lence, 1if the funds are to be
adequately utilised through diversificd lending programmes,
PACS have to develop exportise to formulate locelly relevant

schenes and Programmes.
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Appenola-I

PaCS In Trichur

dtetrict

Urban Co-operative

Bank In Trichur
District

Trichur District
Co-operative Bank

TOTAL

Note, Figure*
Source,Corpll<ri

Target and Achltvwcnl

1975-76

Achleve-

Target (Tent

150

10

50

210

760 5
t173 67)

29.55
(295 5

102 99
(205 98)

393 04
<107 16)

of UKC of Trichur District

(ts In Itkhs)

1979-79 1979-80
ager A Taroet ALV
150 273 76 150 397 63
(1B1.04) <265 09)
10 37 96 10 49 25
<374 6) <492 5)
50 134 86 50  163.62
[264.72) (327 24)
210  44i SB 210 610 50
(212 1B) <290 71)

In brackets represent percentage pf£ achievement to target
from the records of the Trichur Oletrict Co-operative Bank

1980-81
Achieve
Target ment
190 468.27
<246 46)
15 39.21
(261.4)
60 213 54
(355 9)
265 721.32
C272 19)

1982.-03
Target r’;’;gtieve'
190 393 94
<207 34)
IS 59 13
(387.53)
179 27
(29B.TB)
235 631.34
(236 24)

1983-64

krxExxE*x  ment'Ve"
250 674 73
(269 89)

40 136 05
(340 13)

BO 196 40
<245 6)

370 1007 26
1272 23)

1994-05
T*ro*t wt*™
560 1011 16
[180.56)
60 142 93
(178 66)
160 275 73
172 33
Lee] 1429 8 2
(178 73)

1985-B6
Target Achleve-
irent
560 1097 OO
(195 89)
BO 170 O
(213 0)
160 394 32
(246 45)
800 1661.32
(707 67)

1966-57
Achieve
Target inent
560 726 O
(129 64)
90 85 O
(106 3
160 200 O
<125 O)
BOO 1011 00
(126 36)



APPFRDIY-"T ~ pverage deposits of Societies during the normal period

1©79-~80 1980-81

NE;L42fih:e FD SB  Cthers Total PP SB Othere Total FD
Anbaiappac 11 5 59.5 0.9 g81.9 1% 131.7 7.9 134.6 11.9
(14.1) (72.6) (13 3) ({100) {11° (83) {6) (100) (15)
Annekara 01 1€.1 S| 16.3 0.3 32.3 6.3 39,0 2.8
(1) (a3) (6) (100) (2) (82) (16) (100) (15)
Allor 53,1 87.7 5.0 145.8 39.4 49,1 6.7 95.2 26.2
(36) (60) (4) (100) {41) (52) (7 (100) (23)
Ammad am 0.5 Qo 13 13.7 163.5 45.1 100.5 16.9 162.5 42.6
(30) (61) (9) (100) {78) (62) (10) (100) (23)
rrthat-rnjoor 2.8 12.4 0.6 15.8 1.0 27 0. 28.5 2.2
(28) (79 (3} (100) (4) (94) (2) (100} (7
Curuvayut 15 32.4 0.4 34,3 3.2 48,2 6.1 &7.5 12.5
(4a) (a4} (" (100} (6) tg*) (-0) no) (15)
}alavollur - 6.1 - 6.1 0.7 1.6 - 2.3 1.%

(100) (100) (31) (69) (100) (%)
Kechery 2.2 29.9 9.2 41.3 11.6 45,6 '0.5 67.7 26.5
(5) (7% (22) (100) (17) (68) (15) (100} (14)
Manalur 9.6 86,7 9,% 10,8 10 4 Q1.0 8.3 110.6 7.7
(a) (82) (9) (100) (9) (83) (8) ({(100) {®)
He1lmd- 12 7 ©01l 9 n.? 10€.8 11.9  O6.F - 106.4 1.0
I AT apoak: T u {(12) (u6) (n-.n) (100) (11) (89) (100) (13)
b nenchery 31.3 01,4 77 2404 6.1 187.2 5.5 1Bf. 8 1.0
(17} (84) (1) (100) (14} (81) 31 (100} {(11)
Vs akrrnchery 1.7 3 OR a p.0F% P4 21 9 78 39 3 7 .
(1%} (14) (31) (100) (1<) (61) (20) (10€) (21)
tlanrtra 27.4 61.° 8.9 117.8 17.9 B1.% 14.5 11% @ 17.3
{(/3) (=2} {(2¢) (100) {15} (72)  (13) (100) (22)
Veraini-oerd 6.5 36,1 PL.7 40,7 p 0 ac.? 8.7 6 © 8 1
(13) (71) (18) (100) (14} (71) (15} (100) {1
/V=1age per 17 .1 58.9 7 0 BO.9 14 7 64.9 7.1 86,7 1'.2
society (10} (73) 8y (10n) (1A) (7%) (a) (100) (1}

te - Fijures {n bracketc re,recent tercen a f< tn totel
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APPFNDIX-ITI

Average deposits of societies during the Deposit Mobiltsation Campaign (Rs, '000s}.

1679-80 1980-81 1964~63
Nsme of the -

societies D sh OTHLRS  TOLAL ¥D SB  OTHERS TOTAL FD 88 Ol HS TOTAL
Ambgl wppad £8.1 400.4 -*.9 482.3 1727.9 11131 41.6 28A 6 133.4 135 2 11.7 280.3
(18.%) (83) (-19 (100) (44.71) (41.3) (14.4) ({1000 (47.6) (48.2) (4.2) (100)
Annakara 6.5 111.7 8.2 126.3 95.6 105.7 6.4 207.7 41 2 64,72 48.0 153 3
(5.1) (es) (6.9 (100) (46.6) (50.9) (3.1) (100) (26.,9) (41.9) (31.2) (100)
Aloor 20.6 359.5 0.7 380.8 240.4 468,.3 0.2 709.0 15.6 155,7 §7.3 27B.6
(5.4} (94.4) {0.2) (100) (33.9) (66.1) (0.8) (100) (6.8) (68.1) (25.1) (100)
Ammadam 72.6 -6.2 31.7 98.1 72.1 159.6 70.6 302.3 154.1 208.3 90.8 453.1
{74) (-6.4) (32.3) (100) {23.9) ({52.8) (23.4) (100) (34.0) (46) (20.0) (100)
arwhat Anjoor -0.3 108.8 0.5 109.0 30.1 132.8 0.5 163.0 -2.2 51.2 - 49.1
(-0.2) (99.8) {0.4) (100) (18.5) (81.5) (0.3) (100) (-4.5) {104.5) (100)
Guruvayur 56.9 138.2 28.2 223.3 70 116.0 4.8 190.9 24.8 131.9 16.0 172.7
(25.5) {61.9) (12.6) (100) (36.7) (60.8) (2.5) (100) (14.4) (76.4) (9.2) (100)
Kadagvallur 4.2 90.1 - 94,3 7.8 131.7 - 139.5 4.5 234.9 - 239 §
(4.5) (95.5) (100} (5.68) (94.4) (100) (1.9) (98.1) {100}
Kechery 89.3 150.8 7.5 247.8 167.7 400.4 14.3 582.3 49.8 334.3 19.2 403.4
(36.1) (60.9) (3.0) (100) (28.8) (68.8) {2.5) (100) (12.4) (82.9) (4.8) (100}
Manalur 19.5 96.2 27.6 143.3 17.9 58.0 2.7 1718.5% 11.6 98.2 9.3 119.1
(13.6) (67.2) (10.2) (100) (22.8) (73.8) (3.4) (100) (92.8) (82.5) (7.8} (100)
Nellai- 67.8 202.1 0.2 270.0 129.7  240.9 - 370.6 136.1 150.6 0.02 ?286.8
Parapookara  (25.1) (74.8) (0.1) (100) (35) (65) (100) {47.5) (52.5) (0s1) (100)
Pananchery 220.0 156.3 2.3 378.6 162.0  383.8 ~0.2 545.5 31.9 347.2 - 379.1
(58.1) (41.3) (0.8) (100) (29.7) (70.4) (-0.1) (100) (8.4} (91.6) (100)
Vadakkanchery  29.7 33.4 8.3 71.4 160.8 185.1 1.3 347.3 110.3 18.1 8.5 137.0
(41.6) (46.7) (11.7) (100) (46.3) (53.3) (0.4) (100) (80.5) (13.3) (6.2) (100)
Vattanatra 107.5 101.1 31.9 240.5 119.6 221,3 65.1 406.0 -1.9 142 39.3 179.3
{44.7) (42.0) (13.3) (100) {29.5) (54.5) (16) (100) {(-1.1) (79.2) (21.9) (100)
Venginisseri 64.8 188.1 9.0 261.8 38.6 124.6 8.1 171.3 -5.6 67.0 0.1 61.6
{24.8) (71.8) (3.4) (100) (22.5) (72.3) (4.7) (100) (-9.1) (108.9) (0.2) (100}
Average per 60.5 152.1 10.7 223.4 102.9 203.4 15.4 322.0 50.6 152.8 21.5 225.0
soclety (27.1) (s68.1) {4.8) (100) (22) (63.0) {s) (100) (22.5) {68) (9.5) (100)

Note:— Filgures in brackets represent percentages to total.



1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
FD SB OTHERS  TOTAL FD SB  OTHERS TOTAL FD SB  OTHERS TOTAL
284.3 370.3 16.1 670.7 604.1 671.7 46.5 1322.4 603.3 885.3 67.7 1556.3
(41.4) (53 9) {2.3) (100} (45.7) (50.8) (3.5} (100) {(38.8) (56.9) (4.4) (100}
41.5 102.0 17.7 161.2 38,4 108.4 25.2 172.0 27.8 96,3 14  138.1
(25.8) (63.3) (10.9) (100) (22.3) (63) (14.7) (100) (20,1) (69.7) (10.2) {100)
69.2 519% 81.8 670.0 208.5 389.6 195.2  793.3 1270 673.1 402.3 1202.4
(10.3) (27.4) {12.2) (100) (26.3) (49 1) (24.6) (100) (10.6) (55.9) (33.5) (100)
332.2 06,2 121.7 660.0 369.4 390.0 215.8B 975.3 175.9  215.2 - 219.3 610.6
(50.3) (91.2) (18.5) (100) (37.9) (40) (22.1) {100) (28.8) (35.3) (35.9) (100)
08 B7.5 - 87.6 60.3 178.3 - 238.6 40,5  234.8 - 784.3
(0.1) (99.9) {100} (25.3) (74.8) {100) (17.4) (82.6) (100)
104.7 161.0 40.3 306.0 83.9 905.6 65.0 1054.5 276.5  318.4 27.9  622.7
(34.2) (s2.s8) (13.7) (100) (9.9) (B5.9) (6.2) (100) (44.4) (51.1) (4.9) (100)
9.1 149.1 - 158.2 69.2 317.7 27.4  414,3 121.0  293.6 12.7 427.3
(5.7)  (94.3) (100) (16.7) ' (76.7)  (6.6) {100) (76.3) (68,7) (3.0)  {1D0)
1722.4  -65.,9 24,8 81.3 147.4 608.3 34,5 790,72 285.3 568.4 48,1 901.8
(150.5) (-81.0) (30.7) (100) (18.7) (76.9) (4.4) {100) (31,8) (63,0) (5.4) (100)
1.5 129.0 6.7 149.8 32.4 262.7 15.0  310.2? 26.5 146.8 49,5 227.8
(3.0) (86.1) (10.8 (100) (10,5) (80.7) (4.8) (100) (11.9) (65,9) (27,2) (100)
90.1 188,/ 0.3 .78.7 196.13 698.6 0.2 821.1 174.9 537.,6 - 712.5
(32.4) (67.%) {(0.1) ({100) (17.3) (84.7) gy (100) (24.6) (75.5) {100)
6.5 465.0 - tpa.8 64.6 70B8.5 40,9  B823.1 Q4.5 1044.9 13.9  115%3.2
(1.4) (98.6) (100) (7.9} (86.8} (6.1) (100) (8.2) (90.6) (1.2) (100)
139.3 80.2 4,3 223.B 275,5 48.2 10.5  284.2 289.0 52.0 ?3.7 364.8B
(62.3) (75.8) (1.9) (100) (79.4) (17.0) (3.6) {100) (79.2) (14.3) {6.5) {100)
11.8 126.7 45.2 183.? 124.,9 1390,4  230,7 49°.0 109 .4 88,2 204.B 407.4
{6.5) (68.9) (24.7) (100) (25.2) (28.7) (46.6) {100) {27 2y (21.9) (50.9) {100)
8.3 52.1 0.7 60.5 -3.0 °1.5 0.1 8R.6 27.6 103.B 0.4 131.9
(13.8) (86.1) (0.1) (100} (-3 4) (103 3) {0.1 (100) (20.9) (78.7) (0.4) (100)
87.4 184.6 26.7 300 153,7 394 7 65,7 614 170.6 375.6 77.4 624
{20 4q) (62} (8.6) (100) {75.0) {64} (11) (100) (27.4) (60.2) (312.4) (100)




APPENDIX-IV. |

incremental deposits of societies during the Depesit Mobilisation Campaign {rs. '000s)

\ W [CRVRTINTY)

1979-80 1980-81 1982-83

Name of the

societies FD SB OTHERS Total FD SB OTHERS TOTAL FD SB OTHERS TOTAL
Ambalappad 76.6 340.6 -16.8 400.3 112.9 7.4 33.7 154.0 121.5 69.4 7.3 198.3
Annakara 6.4 96.5 7.1 110.0 94.8 73.4 0.1 168.3 38.3 56.4 40.0 134.7
Aloor -32.6 271.8 -4.3 234.9 201.1 419.2 -6.4 61%9.9 -10.6 75.6 50.4 115.4
Ammadam 23.1 -105.6 18.0 -64.5 27.0 59.1 S53.7 139.8 111.5 78.5 75.8 265.8
Arthat anjoor -3.1 96.4 -0.1 93.3 29.1 105.8 -0.4 134.5 - 40.2 -4.4 35.8
Guruvayur 85.4 105.7 27.8 188.9 66.8 67.8 -1.2 133.4 12,3  70.8 3.4 86.4
Kadavallur 4.2 83.9 - 88.7 7.1 130.1 -~ 137.2 3.1 209.5 - 212.6
Kechery 87.1 120.8 - 1.7 206.2 156.2 354,7 3.7 514.6 23.3 193.6 -1.3 215.7
Manalur 9.9 9.6 18.1  37.6 7.5 =33.9 -5.6  -32.0 4.4 31.5 -0.5 35.4
Nellai-
Parapookara 55.0 108.1 =002 163.1 117.8 144.2 - 261.6 121.1 45.5 - 166.6
Pananchery 188.8 -45.1 -5,3 138.3 135.8 226.7 -5.7 356.8 0.9 107.1 - 108.0
Vadakkanchery 26.6 30.3 5.6 62.4 153.5 161.3 -6.4 308.4 102.9 1.2 =-2.2 107
Vattanatra 80.1  39.6 2.9 122.6 101.7 137.7 50.6 290.0 -19.7 ©9.4 17.4 97,2
Venginisserl 58.4 153.0 0.8 212.2 30.6 84.3 -0.5 114.4 -13.7 5. -1.4 9.1
Average per 45.4  93.3 3.7 1438 88.7 138.4 8.2 235.3 35.4 70.3 20.6 126.3

soclety (32) (65) (3) (100} (38) (59 ) (3) (100) (28) (56) (16)




1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

FD SB OTHERS  TOTAL FD SB OTHERS TOTAL FD SB OTE ERS TOTAL
270.2 296.4 6.1 572.7 56CG.1 559.2 6.2 1125.6 551.7 702.3 49 1303.1
33.5 89 2.9 125.4 28.5 90.1 9.9 128.5 23.8 74 9 -3.5 95,2
47.3 423.0 65.6 536.0 171.3 273.3 181.4 626.0 80.8 433.2 3€6.9 880.9
298.8 87.1 100 485.8 328.1 263.7 188.9 780.6 107.1 77 198.2 3872.4
-2.9 71.9 - 69.0 55.4 146.0 - 201.4 32.4 199.9 - 232.,3
100.0 79,3 21.6 200.8 75.2 771.6 34.3 881 243.,7 170.1 2.5 416.3
6.2 109.9 116.1 67.2 270.2 25.7 363.1 112.4 235.3 2.3 350.0
89.3 -24a0 9 -282.9 92.9 426.8 7.4 527.1 226.4 320.3 11.1 558.0
-4.1 46 .5 .3 49.7 20.3 130.0 3,3 153,7 -15.8 21.8 28,2 34.2
83.1 66.8 0.3 150.2 12.1 323.5 - 440,4 161.0 57.2 - 261.8
23.1 102.6 - 125.6 31 309.3 23.8 364.1 74.4 525.2 -11.7 587.8
124.7 58.6 -5.8 177.5 213.2 33.1 1.6 244.6 274.8 9.1 12.7 296.6
-6.8 71.4 26.0 90.7 74.2 52.0 205.2 331.4 67.5 1.2 184.4 253.1
5.2 -71.5 0P5 -66.5 ~6.4 5.3 -0.3 -1.1 17.5 15.9 0.2 33.6
73.6 79.4 16.0 1620 130.8 261.0 49,1 440,9 139.8 203 60.0 402.8
(44 ) (47) (9) (30} (59) (11) (100) (35) {50) (15) (100)




Append ix-V. Average Total Depoglts Estimated for Paired t-test

_.1878-80 _1880-8L --1282-83 1283-82 _.1984-85__ .. 1983-86
E g : :
0 o o 3 3 o 8 g 3B g 3
Name of the I§'g§ Q &@ﬁ 2 B'cuﬁ o B‘wﬁ u %w: U %w: Q
societ Les °58 B °s5& & vsg F °EE & SEE  F %8% %
g\g\ﬂ g:g U‘g"’" O 0 O g o o O e U\--ig» [<.Xe ¥ 3.3:,. g\o\,.q g\:q)u\
gad o835 fag 388 2og Jgs &g 235 o2& V- Vil pug
ggu gou FR'EYEE T IRt [1N A guu tug.g muE :gu Eﬁg 58.;4
258 295 %58 %353 288 %383 258 %234 %88 %335 258 z343
Ambalappad B2.0 282.1 134.6 211.6 82.1 18Bl.2 98.0 402.3 196.8B 759.6 253.2 1556.3
Annakara 16.3 71.3 39.4 123.6 18.6 86.0 35.8 98.5 43.5 107.8 42.9 138,1
Aloor 145.9 263.3 95.1 402.1 113.2 17:1.0 134.0 402.0 167.3 480.3 321.5 1202.4
Ammadam 162.6 130.3 162.5 232.3 187.3 320.3 174.0 417.2 194.7 585.0 228.2 610.5
Arthat-Anjoor 15.7 62.4 28.4 95.7 13.3 3L.1 18.6 53.4 37.2 138.0 52.0 284.3
Guruavayur 34.4 128.9 57.5 124.2 86.3 129.5 105.2 205.6 173.5 614.0 206 .2 622.7
Kadavallur 6.1 50.2 2.3 66.6 26,9 133.2 42.1 100.1 51.2 232.8 77.3 427.3
Kechery 41.4 144,5 67.7 325.0 187.7 285.6 364.2 222.7 263.1 526.7 343.8 901.8
tlanalur 105.7 124.5 110,5 94,6 83.7 101.4 100.1 124.9 156.5 233.3 188.6 222.8
Nellai-parapookara 106.9 188.5 108.6 239.4 120.2 203.5 128.5 203.5 380.7 602.7 450.7 712.5
Paranchery 240.3 309.5 188.7 367.1 271.1 325.1 383.2 446.0 458.9 641.0 565.5 1153.3
vadakkanchery 9.0 40,2 39.0 193.1 35.0 86.0 46.3 135.1 39.6 161.9 68.2 364.7
Vattanatra 118.0 179.2 116.0 261.0 82.1 130.7 92.5 137.9 163.6 329.3 149.3 402.4
Venginisseri 43.6 155.7 57.0 1l1l4.1 70.7 66.2 127.0 93.8 39.7 89 1 108.1 131.9




Appendix-vI

Average Fixed deposits estimated for Paired tetest

Amount in 000'sg

1976-80 1980-81 1982-83 1983.-84 1984.-85 19 85:§§_ e
8TTTTT A TaTTTTTTTT 5 Y B T BT
~ ~ jor] wt - ol bl
n T w )] o g w
i3: it % 3 : 3 : 3
fou @ N %) Sot O TR 3] Eoth 3} (T TEY 0
Nane of the 58 % °8i £ OS54 F 98¢ & UHR A Wi &
socleties o ] [ [T ] @ @ o o Q0 ] w
Cigped OVIR oy O O Do O O Do~ D O OO D D [2. X5 (202N ]
gge nms8 e T8 G@ TG G ouc 0c awc o e dm e
H E b ._...,g ot e E""E GO~ N«E WO~ Mﬂg WO u«g H Q-
55 gB  pE§ san gLk gpE 8LE £0%  enn ER8T ghd 28%
<bE <9i 238 235 258 zg4% 258 xow 258 Zg93 %¥u8 <99
Ambalappad 11.5 49.8 15.0 71.4 12.0 72.7 14.2 149.3 44.0 1324.1 51.5 603.3
Annakara 0,1 3.3 0.8 48,2 2.8 22.0 9,0 24.8 9.9 24.2 4.0 27.8
Aloor 53.0 36.8 39.4 139.9 26.1 21.0 22.0 45.6 37.2 122.8 46.2 127.0
Ammadam 0.5 61.1 45.1 58 .6 42.6 98.4 33.4 1B2.8 41.4 205.4 68.8 176.0
Arthat-anjoor 2.8 1.3 1.0 15.6 2.2 Q 2.6 1.5 4.9 32.6 17.1 49.5
Guruvayur 1.5 29.2 3.2 36.6 12.5 18.7 4.7 54.7 B.7 46 .3 32.7 276 .5
Kadavallur ] 2.1 Q.7 4.3 1.5 3.0 2,9 6.0 2.0 35.6 8.6 121.0
Kechery 2.2 45.8 11.6 89.7 26.:5 8.2 33.1 7.7 54.5 100.9 58.9 285.3
Manalur 9.6 14.5 10.4 14.1 7.2 9.4 8.7 6.6 12.1 22.3 42.3 26.5
Nellai-Parapookara 12.7 40.3 11.9 70.8 15.0 75.6 7.1 48.56 5.6 65,8 13,9 174 .5
Pananchery 31.3 125.7 26.1 g4.0 31.0 31.4 20.7 32.3 33.7 49.2 20.1 94.5
vadakkanchery 3.2 16.5 7.4 84.1 7.4 58.8 14.7 77.0 12.4 119.0 14.3 289 .0
vattanatra 27.4 67.5 17.9 68.8 17.7 7.9 18.6 15.2 50.1 B87.7 41.9 109.4
venginisseri 6.5 35.6 8.8 23.3 8.1 1.3 3.2 5.8 3.4 0.2 10.1 27.6




Appendix-VII. aAverage savings deposits estimated for paired t-test

Armsunt 10 000's

_1975-80 __ieBd-el__ 98283 198384 _iseas ___i985en
R i oo 3 3 e 3 PR T g 3 i e 3
. § % 2 g & B g8 2 2 8 8 2 38 2.2 8
ame of the societies Tok &' you §‘g gok Uy gel gy Yok o oy E‘U
m”ﬂ- o ﬂlﬁa‘ (IJQ WEQ‘ lDD ‘U’SQ' mn 05‘]‘ FZE Ubn wﬁ
223 $% 527 °2 §Ey gE °ga g 223 32 °g3 5f
§iE &%,  EEE §f Eif i sTE 53 5% &5 §28 &t
258 z33 352 =<3 288 %3 <58 %4 252 23 2528 24
Ambalappad 59.5 229.8 117.7 115.4 65.8 100.5 73.8 222.1 112.5 392.1 183.0 885.3
Annakara 15.1 63.4 32.3 69.0 7.8 36.0 13.0 57.5 18.3 63.3 21.4 96.3
Aloor 87.7 223.6 49.1 258.7» 80.1 118.0 96.0 307.5 116.3 252.9 240.0 673.0
Armadam 99.3 46 .5 100.5 130.0 129.8 169.0 119.1 162.6 126.3 258.2 138.2 215.2
Arthat Anjoor 12.4 €0.6 % .9 79.9 11.1 31.0 15.6 51.5 32.3 10S.3 34.9 234.8
Guruvayur 32.4 85.3 48.2 82.1 61l.1 96.5 Bl.8 121.4 134,0 519.8 148.3 318.4
Kadavllur 6.1 48.1 1.6 66.6 25.4 130.2 39.2 94.1 47.5 182.6 58.3 2913.6
¥ echery 29.9 90.4 45.6 223.0 140.7 237.4 305.4 119.8 181.5 394.9 248,1 568.4
Manalur 86.7 9l1l.4 91.9 74.9 66 .9 B2.5 82.5 105.8 132.7 197.7 125.0 146 .8
Nellai-Parapookara 94.0 148.0 96.5 16B.6 105.1 127.9 121.4 154.8 375.1 536.8 480.4 537.6
Pananchery 201.4 178.8 157.2 270.5 240.1 293.7 362.4 413.7 399.2 553.9 519.8 1044.9
vadakkanchery 3.1 18.2 23.9 104.5 16.9 17.5 21.6 50.9 15.1 il.6 42.9 52.0
vattanatra 61.5 8l.3 83.5 152.4 42.5 92.2 54.7 50.4 87.4 113.4 87.0 88.2
Venginisserl 35.0 111.5% 40.2 82.4 6l.1 64.1 123.7 87.9 B86.2 88.8 87.8 103.8




Append ix-VIIXI. Average othexr veposits

cgtimated for Paired t-test

1979--80

__1979-80 .-1980-81 _ _-1282-83 1983-84__ - 198485 _ _1885-8e__
b 1 b b bt 4 =
Name of the 2 3 2 3 4 g 3 g > 3 3 3
octertes $2 ¢ &2y g 2y % SR T 1 T 1 -
wﬁg' ol wﬁn' wug mﬁo' o :ﬁﬁ, a T A 0‘50. wag
g23 S3E 583 $E2  Sg3 9 EEy s4% PEy ¥R 8% 5Eg
§52 §8%  GTE 487 BOE S5, §%E fay  §¢f §3f  ffE §id
558 283 53¢ 383 R8P 3R 528 Ped ZEf 284 zd¢ 2Ed
Ambalappad 10.9 2.5 7.9 24.8 4.3 8.0 9.9 31.0 40.13 43.4 18.7 67.7
Annakara 1.1 4.6 6.3 6.3 B.O 2.8 14.8 16.2 15.3 20.3 17.8 14.0
Alocor 5.0 2.9 6.7 3.5 6.9 32.1 16.1 49.0 13.9 104.6 35.4 402.3
Ammadam 13.7 22.7 16,9 43.7 14.9 52.9 21.8 71.8 27.0 121.4 21.2 219.3
Arthat-anjoor 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 Q o] o] [¢] o] [¢] o o
Guruavayur 0.4 14.3 6,1 5.5 12.7 14.4 18.7 2945 30.8 47 .9 25.4 27.9
Kadavallur o] o] [o] o o} o] ¢} 4] 1.7 14.5 10.4 12,7
Kechery 9.2 B.3 10,5 12.4 20.5 19.9 25.6 25.2 27.2 30,9 36.8 48.0
Manalur 9.5 18.5 8.3 5.5 9.8 8.5 8.9 12.4 11.7 13.3 21.3 50.0
Nellai-Parapookara 0;2 0.2 o] [o] 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 o]
Pananchery 7.7 5.0 5.5 2.6 o] o o] [+ 26.6 38.0 25.6 13.%9
Vadakkanchery 2.8 5.6 7.8 4.5 10.7 9.6 10.1 T2 12.1 11.3 11.0 23.7
Vattanatra 25 .0 30.4 14,5 39.8 21.9 30.6 19.2 32.2 25.6 12B.2 20.4 204.8
venginisgeri 8.2 8.6 8.7 B.4 1.5 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4




‘ ‘ T T ‘— e — - - — - —

* \ ¥ ‘
perdix-IX. Deposit cutstanding as on 30th June of each year
(. in lakha)
1979-80 19680-81 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-85
b ;] SA Othersa Total D 2B Others Total b ;0] S» Others Total D S8 Others Total FD SB Othera Total m SB Others Total
2.17 1.99 0.01 4.17 3.37 2.12 0O.13 5.562 4.13 1.53 0.07 5.74 5.93 2.05 0.72 B.70 . 10.58 2.B4 2.52 15.94 14.75 3.18 1.77 19.70
(s2) (48) (0.35) (100) (60) (38) (2) (100) (72) (27 () (100) {(68) (24) (8) (100) (66) (18) (16) (100) (715)  (16)  (9) (100)
0.13 0.31 0.28 0.71 1.10 0.41 0.39 1.91 0.68 0.25 0.98 1.81 1.17 O.44 051 2.11 “1.17 0.76 0.62 2.57 0.86 0.48 0.78  2.12
(13) (43) (39) (100} (58) (22) (20) (100} (37) (14) (49) (100) (85) (21) (24) (1ic0) (45) (30) (24} (100} (20) (23} (37 (100)
6.74 2.69 0.78 10.20 9.47 2.49 1,01 12.96 9.32 1.98 0.95 12.25 10.03 2.85 0,94 13.82 13.03 2.96 12.66 18.85 14.48 43.97 4.46 23.51
(66) (26) (s} 1100 {73) (19) (8) (100) (78) (16) (8 (100) (73) (21) {(6) (100} {70) ({16} (14). (100) (60) (21) (19) {100)
10.42 1.66 0,98 13,06  11.82 1.91 1.29 15.03 12.22 1.54 1.29 15.06 14.51 1.63 2.07 18.21 18.75 2.37 3.62 24.74 21.56 2.21 2.97 26.73
(1) (13) (8) (100} (78} (13 (9 (100) (313 (100 (9) (100) (so) (9 (1) (100) (75) {10} ‘(15) (100) (81) (8 (11) {100}
0.41 0.32 0.07 0.50 0.51 0.84 0,02 1.35 0.98 0,63 0.00 1.61 1.06 1.17 0.01 2.24 1.9¢ 1.22 - 3.13 3.25 1.6% - 4.90
(520 (39) (9) (100 (37) (62) (0.1) (100) (61) (39} (0} (100) (47> (52) (1 (100) (61) (39) {100 (66} (34) (100)
0.96 0.33 0.45 1.74 1.19 0.69 O0.49 2.36 1.92 0.83 0.57 3.32 31,02° 1.16 0.74 4.93 3.90 4.39 '1.52 9.81 9.38 1.52 1.73 12.63
(56) (19} (25) (100) (50) (29) (21) {100) (58) (2% (€17) (100} (24) (81) (15) (100) (40) (43) (1% (100 (74) (12) (14) (100}
0.0 0.26 0.11 0.40 0.15 0,27 0,11 0.52 0.36 O0.24 0.09 0.69 1.42 0.29 0.09 1.81 1.99 1.29 .0.46 3.64 2.90 1.65 0.42 4.97
{ 8 (66) (26) (100) (28) (52) (20) (100} (52 (35 (13} (100) {190 (18) (5 (00 (52) {(35) (13) (100) (58) (33) (9 (100}
1.61 1.17 Q.60 3.38 3.93 1.86 0.87 6.65 5.50 2.08 1.31 9.2 8.95 3.79 1.49 14.23 12.7% 5.28 :1.96 20.03 17.19 6.80 2.47 26.46
{47) (35) (18) {100} (50) (28) (13) (100) (59) (27 {(14) (100) (63) (27 (10) (100) (64) (28) (10 (100) (65) (26) 15 1900
1.40 2.07 1.83 5.29 1.42 1.34 2.26 5.02 1.15 1.31 2.34 4.80 1.34 1.85 1.10 4.3 2.24 2.48 2.11 6.83 4.33 2.26 3.97 10.56
(26) (39) (35) (100) (28) (27) (45) (100) {24) (27) (49) (100) (31) (43} (26) (100) {33) (36) (31) (100) (41) (21) (39) (100}
Hellal- 2.13 0.98 0.0% 3.20 3.04 1.19 0O.11 4.33 3.07 1.2 0.12 4.48 2,90 2,77 0.28 5.96 3.59 5.01 0,30 8.90 3.71 2.40 0.29 6.19
Parapockara (66} (31) (3 (100) (100 (28) .( 2) (100) (68) (29) { 3) (100) (48) (47) ( 5) (100) (40) (S5) (3) (100) {s8) (31) (5 ({(100)
Pananchery 5.74 2.11 3.09 10,95 7.21 2,72 1.03 10.96 6.79 4.10 0.94 11.83 6.97 6.45 1.05 14.48 7.91 9.02 4.98 21.91 7.95 9.46 7.18 24.59
(53) (13) (28} (100) {66) (250 ( 9) (100) {(57) (35 (8} (100 (48) (45) (D (100) S (36) (41) (23) (100) (32) (39 (29) (100}
Vadakkanchery  0.61 ©0.15 ©0.12 0.93 2.19 0.36 0,32 2.87 2.18 0.49 0.64 3.32 3.48 0.47 0.70 4.65 4.23 0.54 0.68 S5.44 5.24 0.%0 0.33 7.08
(70) (17} (13) (100} {76) (12 (11) (100) (66) (15) {19) (100} (75) (100 (15} (100) (78) (10) (12) (100} (74)  (13) (13) (100}
Vattanatra 4.%6 0.75 1l.15 6.7 5.47 1.18 1.13 7.77 7.13 1.15 0,88 9.20 7.5 1.84 0.88 10.25 11.14 1.09 1.70 13.93 12.08 1.90 3.01 16.99
(72) (1) 0P {100 {70) (15) (15) (100) (717 (13) {10} (100) (73) (18) (%) (100 (e0) ( B} (12) (100) (71) (1 (18) (100)
venginisgeri 2.40 0.72 2.25 5.37 2.94 0.84 2.21 5.99 1.75 5.25 O.14  2.42 1.31 0,57 0,06 1.94 1.38 0.%9 0.09 2.06 1.98 1.76 ©0.i2 1.28
(4S5} (13} (42) {100) tas) (14) (37) (100} ('12) {22 (&) (100) (67) {290 {3 (100) (67) (29) (4) {100 (60)  (36) (4) (100}
Average per 2.83 1.11 ©0.84 4.7E 3.8¢ 1.30 0.81 5.95 4.08 1,31 0.73 6.13 4.97 1.95 0.7 7.68 6.75 2.B5 1.66 11.26 B.55 2.90 2.15 13.59

soclaty t59) (23) {18) ({1iom) (65) (22) (13) (100) (66) (220 N1z (100) (65) (25) (10) (100) (69) (25) (15) (100) (63) (21) (16) (100}




Append {-x Deployment of funds of societies during the normal period

(s *000m)

1979-80 1980-81 1982-83% 1983-84 1984-85 e ___.l985-86

---------------- Y semTTE T T + J TTmmETTTTTTT - o - T » &

:,x 3 gn © 3 511 ] o En [ L] 5«: L] 0 En ] ] g'l

Name of the o - E,E g - E-E 8 -‘—: E.E Y he E.'E 8 -ﬁ E.g 8 .ﬁ E-'g
socleties £ E. £33 S %5, 3od R PIEL- S B gle £ 3. 383 & %o gid
2 gum 33.“ 2 %:8 £ g §.:m 3'5..“ 4 25m 34 i s d32 3 8.:_18 o

< a3 &9 by o338 Exb > a38 ége < 238 2a% T A33 &3% % 238 €19

Ambalappad 175 9 54.3 2301 342.4 127 3 469.7 313.2 130.3 443.5 406 .4 189.7 599.1 409.2 173.7 5B2.9 496.1 203.5 699.6
(76.4)} (23.6) (100) (72 9) (27.1) (100) (70.6) (29.4) (100) (68.3) (31.7) (100) (70.2) (29.8) (100) (70.9) (29 1) (100)

Annakara 78 7  21.1 49.8 41 1 13.7 S4.8 32.3 22.9 55 2 62.3 33.9 96.2 12.8  15.0 47.8 6.8 16.7 53 5
{57 6) (42.4) (100) { 75 ) (25) (100} (58.58) (41.5) (100) (64.7) (35.3) (100) (68.6) (31.4} (1C0Q) (6B B) (31.2} (100)

Aloor 149 7 76.8B 226.5 151.5 143.5 295 © 206.2 150.0 356.2 170.9 92 3 263.2 226.5 174.5 401.0 320 2 211.7 531.9
(66.1) (33.9) (100) {51 4) (4B.6) (100) {(57.9) (42.1) (100) (64.9) (35.1) (100) (56.5) (43.5) (1Q0) (60.2) (39.8) (100)

Ammadam 603.6 14.4 118.0 69.4 98.3 167.7 101.4 103.0 204.4 109.5 103.9 213.4 132.9 77.9 210.8 119.5 180.2 297.7
(87.8) (12.2) (100) {41.4) (58.6) (100) (49.6) (50.4} {100) {(51.3) (48.7) (100) (63.0) (37.0) {100) (39.9) (60.1) (lo0Q)

Arthat-anjcor 15.9 8.6 44.5 25.9 45.4 T1.3 13.8 30.1 43.9 16 .0 9.0 65.0 41.3 32.7 74.0 11.0 48.6 59.6
(RO.6) (19.4) (100} (36.3) (63.7) (100Q) (31.4) (68B.6) (100) (24.6}) (75.4) (100) {55.8) (44.2) (100) (18.4) (B1.6) (100)
Guruvayur 25.1  13.9 39.0 2 5 34.6 64.1 40.5 23.4 63.9 56 .0 27-3  83.3 65.3 171.6 236.9 B6.2 12.9 99.1
(64.4) (35.6) (100) (46.0) {54) (100) (63.4) (36.6) (100) (67.3} (32.8) (100) (27.6) (72.4) (100) (87 ) (13) {100)
Kadavallur 8.0 S.4 13.4 14.1 13.3 28.0 50.6 30.0 80.6 46.3 47.7 94.0 99,2 38.8 138 0 122.3 25.8 148,11
(59.8) (40.2) (100) (52.5) (47.5) (100) (62.8) (37.2) ({(100) (49.2) (s0.8) (100) (71.9) (28.1) {100) (B2.6) (17.4) (100)
Kechery 372.5 19.9 52.4 61.9 57.5 119.4 159.6 61.0 220.5 214.7 75.1 289.8 303.2 61.9 365.1 506.6 101.7 608.3
(62.0) (38.0) (100} (51.8) {48.2) (100) (72.3) (27.7) (100) (74.1) (25.9) (100) (83.0) {(17.0) (100} {83.3) (16.7) (100)
Manalur 52.2 42.3 94.5 40.1 55.2 95.3 31.4 31.9 63.3 48.9 42.9 91.8 99, 2 96.8 196.0 122.6 125.7 248.3
(55.2) (44.8) (100) (42.1) (57.9) (100) (45.7) (50.4) (100) (53.3) (46.7) (100) (50.6) (49.4) (100) (49.4) (50.6) (100)
Nellai- 94.4 64.7 159.1 93.0 77.4 170.4 104.8 86.9 191.7 113.3 88.5 201.8 145.3 196.7 342.0 142.6 154.8 297.4
Parapookara (59.4) (40.6) (100) (52.5) (47.5) (100) {54.7) (45.3) (100) (56.1) (43.9) (l00) (42.5) (57.5) (100) (48.0) (52.0) (100}
Pananchery 246 9 325 9 572.8 361 1 156.B 517.9 324.6 17B.4 503.0 333.4 264.0 597.4 312.4 39B.1 710.5 372.8 400.1 772.9
(43.1) (56.9) (100) (69.7) (30.3) (100) (64.5) (35.5) (100) (55.8) (44.2) (100) (44.0) (56.0) {100) (48.2) (51.8) (100)
Vadakkanchery 17.7 16.8  34.5 32.5 9.9 112.4 32.5 32.2 64.7 73.0 36.5 109.5 71.5 26.7 98,2 B87.4 48.5 135,9
(51.3) (48.7) (100) (28.9) (71.1) (100) (50.2) (49.8) {(100) (66 7) (33.4) (100) (72.8) {27.2) (100) (64.3) (35.7 (100)
Vattanatra 85.7 42.0 131.7 84.7 63.6 148.3 89,1 61.0 150.1 138.0 80.3 218.3 167.7 99.3 267.0 200.8 102.2 303.0
(68.1) (31.9) (100) (57.1) (42.9) {100) (59.3) (40.7) ({100) (63.2) (3s.8) (100) (62.8) (37 2 (100) (66.3) (33.7) (1l00)
venginiaseri 31.7 27.2 58.9 36.4 22.6 59.0 66.1 34.8 100,9 63.3 70.4 133.6 75.9  4l.3 117.2 B3.3 70.6 153.9
(53.9) (46.1) (100) (61.7) (39 3) (100} (65.5) (34.%) (100) (47.3) (52.7) (100) (64.7) (35.3) (100) {54.1) (45.9) (100}
Average per 78.0 29.9% 107.9 98 9 69.6 168.5 118.1 68.1 186,.2 126.2 85.0 211.2 155.9 113.3 269.2 196.3 127 6 323.9
society (72.3) (27.7) (100) (58.7) (41.3) ({(100) (63.4) (36.6) (100) (55.8) (40.2) (100) (57.9) (42.1) (100) {60.6) (39.4) (100)

Fgures 1in brackete represent percentage of total



Appendix-xI.

Deployment of funds of societies during the Deposit Mobilisation Campaign (k.

'000s) .

1979-80 _ I ___ losO-B1 ______l9s2-83 _

o & )
n -] S L] ] [ ] 5 ;] ] [ E L]

Name of the o M o O @ &

soclaties § - HE‘E g o ,..g"ﬁ c » ~ gg
5 e ) 5 3,..&4 a &.L‘. a—cu
2 38a 3g 2 §5s 3% S fi8 ST,
< QRYU EHUVO [4 a»o0 8vo < a»v [ =]

Ambalappad 552.7 66.6 619.3 591.8 70.6 662.4 2.2 106.7 108.9
(89.3) (10.7) (100) (89.4) (10.6) (100} (2) (98) (100)

Annakara -70.8 128.1 107.4 1.0 91.2 92.2 -17.7 78.6 60,9
(-19.3) {119.3) (100) {(1.3)  (98.7) (100) (-29.2) (129.2) (100)

Alocor -6 .4 282.6 246.2 90.4 421.7 512.1 16.9 34.7 7..6
(-14.8) {114.8) (100) {(17.7)  (82.3) (100) (51.6) (48.4) (100)
Ammadam ~20.5 67.8 47.3 31.3 251.6 2B2.9 179.0 161.8 342.8
(-43.2) (143.2) (100) (11.1) (88.9) (100} (52.2) (47.8) (100)
Arthat-Anjoor -331.3 101.3 68.0 -25,9 67.0 41.1 -13.8 1.2 =11.5
(-48.9) (448.9) (100) (=62.8) (162.8) (100) (#110.7) (=10.7) (100Q)
Guruvayur 3.1 116.9 120.1 -16.7 148.9 132.2 18.7 142.5 161.2
(2.30) (97.3) (100) (-12.7) (112.7) (100) {(11.6) (BB.4) (100)

Kadavallur 1.8 54.1 55.9 -13.7 262.1 248.4 121.5 $88.%  265.9
(3.1) (96.9) (100) (5.5) (105.5) (100) (45.7) (54.3) (100)

Kechery 25.9 215.0 240.9 72.9 89.5 162.4 169.7 41.6 210.7
(10.8} (89.3) (100} (44.9) {(55.1) (100) (BO.6) {(19.4) [(100)
Manalur 46.1 42.3 B8.6 11.0 15.0 26.0 -25.3 53.1 27.8
(52.2) (47.8) (100) (42.4) (57.6) (100) (-90.8) (190.8) (100)
Nellai- 39.2 22.3  61.5 12.0 - 5.7 6.3 64.9 113.2 178.1
Parapookara (63.7) (36.3) (100) (-19.7) (119.7) (100) {36.4) (63.6) (100}
Pananchery 245.6 586.6 932.2 -23.5 118.2 353.2 -251.4 61.4 312.9
(29.5) (70.5) (100) (66.5) (33.5) (100) (80.4) (19.6) (100)

vadakkanchery 2033 79.1 49.4 8.8 77.7 86.5 55.3 58.4 113.7
(41.1) (58.9) (100) (10.2) (89.8) (100} (48.6) (51.4) (100}
Vattanatra 26.8 46.4  73.2 B80.2 169.1 249.3 55.1 8.4 63.5
{16.7) (63.3) (100) (32.2) (67.8) (100) {86.8) (13.2) (100)
Venginisseri ~6.5 147.2 140.7 15.8 182.7 198.5 53.9 52.6 106,5
(—s.6) (104.6) (100) (8) (92) (100) (50.6)  (49.4) (100)

Average per 7.4 162.4 249.8 44.6 140.7 185.3 68.0 715.6 143.6
society (35) (65) (100} (24.1) (75.9) (100) (47.3) {(52.7) (100)

rigures in bmackets represent percentage to total.




1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
- == v TTTTTTTT T TS s TTT=" ST i
w E.' w o o 5 ux -] m 5 o
& ¥ s x ¥ gz £y
[+ /] — O =4 u ~ O [ ] — O&
o &,C H—C"‘ L) [oFF - g o g Of’m B-—t
5 38 o8 3 83 8P 5§58 38w
,2 8)0 =0 0 -« o¥o M O < gIU g'UO
27.3 95.9 123.2 % 49.? 067. 2816. 1214.3 824.8 2039.1
(22.2) {77.8) (100) 1.9 49.1 10c {59.6) (40.4) {100)
-33.4 36.1 2.7 ~32.8 43.9 11.1 10.0 2.5 39.5
(-1244.8) (1344.8) (100) (-294.1) (+394.1) (100) (3.3) (956.7) {100)
50.8 382.6 413.4 206.5 228.3 434.8 281.6 1371.2 652.8
(11.7) {88.3) (100) (47.5) (52.5) (100) (43.1) (56.9) { 100)
175.1 255.9 431.0 60.0 506.4 566.4 84.3 306.4 390.7
(40.6) (59.4) (100) (10.6) {69.4) (100) (21.6) (78.4) {100)
~15.9 77.6 61.7 ~16.9 189.6 172.7 19.1  177.5 196.6
(-25.8) (125.8) {100} {~9.8) (109.8) (100} (9.7) (90.3) {100}
-0.4 204.2 203.8 82.6 146.4 229.0 1.5 226.5 228,0
{(-0.2) (100.2) {100) (36.1) (63.9) (100) (0.7 (99.3) (100)
45.3 112.5 157.8 100.4  219.5 319.9 250.7 332.2 582.9
(28.7) {71.3) (100) (31.4) (68.6) (100) (43.0) (57)  (100)
92.8 107.3 200.1 443.7 190.7 634.4 61.8 72.1  133.9
(46 .4) (53.6) ({100) (69.9) (230.1) (100) (46.1) (53.9) ( 100)
95.3 99.3 193.3 17.6 52.9 70.5 57.6 44.3 101.9
(49.3) (50.7) (100) {24.9) (75.1} (100) (56.5) (43.5) ( 100)
11.4 143.0 154.4 -8.2 447.8  439.6 83.6 273.3 356.9
(7.4) (92.6) {(100) (~1.9) (+101.9) (100) (23.4) (76.6) {100)
136.5 59.4 195.9 613.1 72.4 685.5 593.0 636.5 1229.5
(65.7) (30.3) (100) {B3.4) (10.6) (100) (48.2) (51.9) {1C0)
139.5 56.9 196.4 126.2 95.7  221.9 152.4 105.7 258.1
(71.0) (29) (100} (56.9) (43.1) (100) (59.1) (40.9) { 100)
14.9 64.1 79.0 239.8 135.0 374.8 313.5 88.5 402.0
(18.9) (81.1) (100) (63.9) (36.1) (100) {77.9) (22.1) ( 100)
39.0 98.7 137.7 11.0 14.2 25.2 72.0 7.3 79.3
(28.3) (71.7) (100) (43.8) (56.2) (100) {90.8) (9.2 {100)
55.6 12B.2 183.8 213.7 175.7 359.4 267.3 248.4 515.7
(30.3) (69.7) (1c0) (54.9) (45.1) (100) (51.8) (48.2) { 100)




Appendix XJI . Average Gross Credit Deposit Ratio (GCDR) for normal months.

73-80 80-81 82-83 83-84 84.85 85-86
Ambalappad 214 .50 254 .40 498,84 319. 4 207 .96 195.80
Annakkara 175.60 104.44 173.79 173.84 75.35 R5.72
Aloor 102.60 159,30 182.10 127.47 135;43 99.59
Ammadam 63.74 42.692 54,13 62.85 £68,26 52.37
Arthat Anjoor 228,46 90.98 103.84 86,12 111.05 96 .80
Guruvayoor 72.97 51.26 46 .96 53.25 37.63 41.75
Kadavallur 131.93 651.13 138,20 109,96 193.60 158.21
Kechery 79.53 91,33 85.01 58.94 115.22 147.36
Manalur - 49.35 36.28 37.55 98.61 63.41 65.03
Nellai Parapcooxkara 98,28 85.63 87.25 88.18 38.17 31.64
Pananchery 107.70 191.32 119.73 37.01 68.07 65.94
vadakkanchery 195.78 B83.43 92.92 157.55 180.72 128.16
vattanatra 76.09 73.04 108.45 149.18 102.50 134.52
venginisseri ©3.91 01.96 93.50 49.79 84 .62 84 .80

Average 96.31 114.67 120.01 96 .05 90.32 88.97




Appendix Xl Average Gross Credit Deposit Ratio (GCDR) during Deposit Mobilisation Campaign.

79-80 80-81 82-83 83.84 84~.85 85.86
Amba lappad 114.60 205.08 0.77 4.08 86 .89 78.Q3
Annakkara ~16.42 0.35 ~-11.56 -10.99 ~20.,70C 72.40
Alocor -95.76 12.7% 98,31 7.58 26 .03 23.42
Ammadam -20,.86 10.36 39.51 26.53 6.16 13.81
Artlhat anjoor -30.54 ~15.87 ~28.08 -18.76 -7.08 6.70
Guruvayur 1.46 -8.76 10.84 ~-0.12 8.12 0.24
Kadaval lur —-6.67 ~-9.75 50.73 2B8.66 24.22 58.68
Kechery 10.46 12.51 42.67 114.25 55.01 68.49
Manalur 32.3 14.02 -21.21 63.63 5.66 25.83
Mellai Parapookara 14.53 3.24 22.62 4.07 ~1.60 11.73
Pananchery -64.88 43.09 66.32 23.16 T4.49 51.42
yadxkkarnghery S&. 28 %.38 29 .38
vadaxkanchery 28.38 255 40.40 62.34 44.41 41.80
Vattanatra 11.15 19.77 30.75 8.16 48.44 77.91
Venginisseri ~2.49 9.23 87 .49 64.%52 12.45 54.65

Average 26 .74 13.87 30.24 18.51 34.82 42.88




Apperdix- YV, Credit Deposit Ratio (CDR) of incremental deposit and incremental advances.

79-80 20-81 82-83 83-84 84.85 B5-86

-54 3p 65 A3 LI
Amkalappad 94.14 161.97 -192.77 83.84 84.85 B85 .86
Annaskara -44.89 -23.83 ~37.16 -T70.29 ~51.05 -37.58
Aloor -79.24 -8.96 16,12 -22.40 -3.20 -4.38
Ammarlam 192.40 -"7.23 29 .20 13.50 -9.33 -95.21
Arthat anjocor -74.14 ~38.44 -76.97 ~46.33 -28,90 -13.47
Guruvayur -11.55 -34,64 -25.25 =28.07 -1.96 -20.34
Kadayllur -16.23 ~20.61 33.35 -0.82 0.32 36.569
Kechery -3,19 2.14 4.71 43,05 26 .46 19.89
Manalur -15.61 90,93 -1690,30 93.27 -53.15 -1%0.03
Nellai Parapookara -33.81 -30,.,91 -23.99 -67.88 -34.86 -22.53
Pananchery -0.94 -167.01 4,81 -149,53 82.59 37.46
vadakkanchery 4.16 -7.68 22.38 37.48 22,37 21.94
Vattanatra -51.37 ~1.55 -34.88 -135.86 21.75 44,51
Venginisseri -18.04 -18.01 133.93 36.41 ~-57.86 -33.47

Average -12.81 -23.07 -28.12 -43.65 13.10 17.63




Appendix XV -Gross Credit Deposit Ratios{GCDR) with one month lag,

79-80 30-.81 82-83 83-84 B4-85 85.86

ambalappad 144,81 413,56 1.33 -1.92 106,37 55.66
Aannakkara 79.27 95.49 ~3.18 -21.11 11.86 34,41
Aloor 63,73 34.23 94,36 9.14 53.88 33.14
Armadam -36.59 19.94 24.20 11.30 10.36 9.75
Arthat Anjoor 11.62 13.55% -28.09 -18.25 30.11 14.78
Guruvgyur 5.93 -6.27 -1.79 4.3%6 7.98 13.14
Kadavallur -8.00 =-7.24 24. 35 -13.82 47.31 32.72
Kechery 19.34 33.56 12.38 186.04 74.51 67.75
Manglur 41.30 -28.52 ~22.06 50.17 ~4.84 26.93
Nellai Parapookara 39.62 35.42 42.2V 3.3 -6.16 13.04
Pananchery 0.98 ~44,81 73.62 13.38 30.6% 36 .59
vadakkanchery 56,28 4.35 29.78 30.10 84.68 37 .63
Vattanatra 33.83 57.63 21.64 ~-321.76 72.69 55.85
Vengrnisseri 2.77 15.94 38,52 37.64 29.15 56.17
Average 47.97 45.11 28.93 9.74 47 .24 37.29




credit Deposit Ratio (GCDR) with two months lage.

Appendix XVI, Gross

’ 79-80 80-81 82-83 83-84 84-85 85-86
ambalappad 177 .86 439.58 12.47 3.30 94.07
Annatkara 117.41 111.24 =7.09 -23.31 101.21
Aloor §7.59 45,07 80.60 °0.72 69.04
Ammadam -31.56 40.34 16 .78 7.41 13.71
Arthat anjoor 45,87 125.86 -28.09 ~18.25 68.87
Guruvayoor 23.03 21.96 23.80 17.93 13,23
Kadavallur -8,52 8.21 22.75 -14,07 61.36
Kechery 22.13 59.11 10.88 200.15 91.46
Manalur 51,90 16.36 0.93 25.40 9.18
Nellai Parapookara 52.38 59 .87 41.65 12.44 35,60
pPananchery 191.89 94.10 31.56 51.79 35.30
vadakkanchery 27.46 19,74 131.98 13.82 66 .79
Vattanatra 51.23 95.49 10.72 ~-38.14 71.32
Venginisseri 9.42 28,33 42.00 39.51 41.12

Average 78.42 85.00 22.70 13.57 SR5%.94




Appendix XV

Gross Credit Deposit Ratio (GCDR} with three months lag.

79-80 80-91 82-83 8384 84-.85

Ambalappad 164.04 345.58 -0.14 23.65 72.52
Ahnaxkara 108,29 41.24 ~-11.95 -25.14 115.60
Aloor 79.36 42.35 40.64 1.75 77.09
Ammadarmn -27.02 41.17 14.18 10.78 16 .60
Arthat anjoor 94.33 115.19 -28.09 ~-18.25 43,87
Guruvayur 25.52 32.39 29 .87 20.35 16.44
Kadavallur -8.52 34.80 33.05 -2.69 62.36
Kechery 22.12 62,07 32.56 248.72 97.12
Manalur 43.35 197.36 18.09 56,25 47.96
Nellai Parappookara 45.85 65.26 5.33 13.41 59.00
Pananchery 212.58 218.00 47 .40 72.44 31.55
vadaxkanchery 109.79 7.70 9.77 21.83 39.59
vattanatra 45.19 90.18 1.94 ~25.42 64,36
venginisseri ?2.24 76.61 67.43 15.61 107.51
Average 84.61 95.00 21.01 22.23 59.41




APPENDTY-RYVITIL

Fverage loens of sorieties during the nocmal perlod
Re. ! U
(1. '000sg) e
N me of the 197980 198081 -8y Y
fet - i
octetios Al oL DI oL _TOTrI AL 1 FDL Ol __ TOTAL AL oL FpL ;O TOTAL
Ant 1l appad 85,9 107.1 10 65 8 175.p 121.2 206,2 4.2 108 342.4 177.9 218,° 4.8 - 401.2
(33 5) (60 9) (1.7) (3 9) (100) (35.4) (60.2) (1 2 (3 23 (100) (43.5) (13 4) (1.1} ’ (100)
Annakara 7.2 - - 1.5 28 7 kk} - 30 5 2 41.2 6.5 - 0.3 .7 32.23
(e (5)  (100) (80.1) (7 1) f(12.6) (100) (82.2) (0.95 é]!.?) (100)
Alvor 1 .3 85.7 18.5 31.1  149.6 29.9 97.7 71 9 7.0 151.5 41.7 114,00 72.8 : °n.7 206.1
(9.6) (57.2) (12.4) (20.8) (100) (19.8) (64.5) (14.4) (1.3 (100) (20 2) (5.7 (11.15 (13.0) (100)
Ammadam 15.%  22.6 30.3 35.2 103.6 24.5 21.5 22.4 1.0  69.4 33.6 1.8 19,7 15.3 101.4
(15) (21 8) (29.2) (34.0) (100) (35.3) (31.0) (32.3) (1.4) (100) {3.1) (32.3) (19,4} (15,1) (100)
Arthat Anjoor ?1.8 - - 14.1 35.9 14.5 - 0.1 11.3 5.9 13.8 - - - 13.8
(60.6) {39.4) (100) (56) {0.4) (43.6) (100} {100) (100)
Guruvayur 12.7 - - 12.4 25.1 10.7 - 0.9 17.8 29 4 13.5 - - 76.7 40.8
(F0.6) {ac.4) (100} (36.4) (1.1) (&0.5) (100) (33.1} (65 4) (100)
Kadavallur £.5 - - 2.5 8.0 76 - - 7.1 14.7 21.8 15.¢ - 13.8 F0.6
{68.6) {31.4) (100} (51.6) {(48.4) (100) (41.5) (31.2) (27.3) (100}
Kerhery 14.? - 3.1 15.2 32,5 11.5 28.0 5.1 17.2 61.8 13.3 127.3 13.6 5.4 159.6
(43 M (9.5) (46.8) (100) (18.6) (45.3) (8.3) (27.8) (100) (8.3) (79 8) {(B.5) (3.4) (100}
Manalur 13.3 7.2 3.7 27.9 521 7.8 2.8 6.4 23.1 40.1 15 0 - 5.8' 1¢.9 31.4
(25.5) {13.8) (7.1) (=3.6) (100) (19.5) (7.0 (15 9) (57.6) (100) (47.8) (17.5) (34.2) (100)
Nellai- 20.8  51.9 3.7 18.0 94.4 24.5 51.7 2.3 14.5 93.0 S4.6 30,4 l.1 9.8 104.9
Parapookara (22 6) (55 0) (3.8) (19.1) (100) ("6.3) (55.6) {(7.5) {15.6) (10C) (2.0) (37.6) {1.0} (0.4) (100)
Pananchery 103.8 119,8 10.5 12 7 246.8 131.7 207 1© 6 2.6 361.2 136.9 156.7 18.0 13.1 324.7
(22.1) (48.5) (4.3) {5.1) (100) (36.5) (57.3) (5.5) (0.7) (100} (42.2) (48.3} (5.5} (4.0) (100)
Vadakkanchery 7.0 - o.M 10.7 17.7 7.4 - 2.7 22.4 32.5 7.3 19.9 3.3 2.0 32.5
_ (39.5) (0.7} (60.3) (100) (22.8B) (8 3) (68 9) (100} (22.5) (61.1) {10.2) (6.2) (100)
Vattanatra 27.8 20,0 11.6 30.3 89.7 28.1 17.8 14.5 24.3 84,7 46.4 14.7 16.6 11.3 89.0
(31.0) (22.3) {(12.9) (33.8) (100) (33,2) (21.0} (17.1) (28.7) (100} {(52.1) (16.5) (18.7) (12.7) (100Q)
Venginisseri 9.0 15.0 1.2 6.6 31.8 9.1 22.9 1.0 3.4 36.4 18.6 44.4 0.6 2.5 66.1
(28.3) (47.2) (3.8) (20.7) (100) (25.0) (63) (2.7 (9.3) (100) (28.1) (67.2) (0.9} (3.8) (100)
Average per 25.1  30.7 6.1 16.1 78 0 33,0 46.8 7.5 11.6 98.9 44.3 56 .0 7.6 10.2 118.1
society (32.2) (39.4) (7.8) (20.5) (100) (33.4) (47.3) {7.6) (11.7) (100) (37.0) (47.4) (6.4Y (8.6) (100)
Note.- Figures in brackets represent percentage to total



_1983-84 - 1984-85 1985-86
AL GL FDL oL TOTAL AL GL FDL oL TOTAL AL GL FDL OL TOTAL
138.8 169.6 4.8 - 313.2 143.8 253.8 10.8 0.9 409.3 162.8 303 8 17 8 0,7 496.1
(44.3) (54.2) (8.5} (100} (35 1) (62.0) (2.6) (0 3) (100) (32 2) (61.7) (3 6) (2.0) (100}
51.6 - 0.5 10.2 62.3 26.7 - 2.5 3.7  32.9 25.2 - 2.3 9 3 36.8
(82.8) (0.8) [(16.4) (100) (81.2) (7.6) (1.2) (100) (68.5) (6 3) (25.2) (100)
28.0 87.7 12.2 42.9 170.8 55.2 120.0 9.1 42.2 226.5 56 8 208 2 32.6 19.6 320.2
(16.4) {51.3) (7.1) (25.,2) (100) (24.4) (53.0) (4.0) (18.6) ({(100) (18.7) (65.0) (10.2) (6.1} (100)
21.7 37.7 26.1 24.0 109.5 36.2 32.3 24.3 40,0 132.8 20,7 30,1 29,3 71.5 119.6
(19.8) (34.5) (23.8) (21.9) (100) (27.3) (24.3) (18.3) (30.1) (100) (2a.8) (32 70 (74.5) (18.0) (100)
16.0 - - - 16.0 7.6 - - 14.7 41 2 34,5 4.9 34 8.7 51.5
(100) (100) (6¢.5) (35.5) (100) (67.0) (9.5) (6.6) (16.9) (3100)
12.1 - 3.1 40.8 56.0 11.8 - 4.5 49.1 65.4 6.1 - 16 8 63.3 86.2
(21.6) (5.5 (72.9) (100) (18} (6.9) (75.1) (100) (7.1) (12.5) (73.4) (i10Q)
16.6 15.7 - 13.9 46.2 49,4 35.1 1.0 13.6 99,1 33.9 B3.9 1.1 3.3 122.4
(35,9} (34.0) (30.1) (100} (49.8) (35.2) (1.1) (13.7) (100) (27.7) (68.5) (1.1) (z.7) (100}
22.3  178.6 6.7 7.1 214,77 31.0 252.6 9.1 10.4 303.1 27.6  444.1 27.4 17.6 506.7
(10.4) (83.2) (3.1) (3.3) (100) (10.2) (83.3) (3.0) (3.49) {(100) (5.5) (87.6) {4.4) (2.5) (100)
26.6 - 2.0 20.4 49.0 17.6 - 2,1 49 6 99,3 33.5 47.7 4,7 37,7 122.7
{54.3) (4,1) (41.6) (100} (47.9) {?.1) ({50.0) (100} (?7.3) (28 @) {3.4) (30.4) {i100)
52.9 43.5 2.2 14.8 113.4 77.4 7.0 1.2 ?8.6 145.1 er g 36.9 2.9 7.0 142.6
{46.6) (38.4) (1.9 (13,1} (100} (53.3)} (76,1} (0.9) (19.7) (100 (67.2) (25.9) {(» 0 {4.2) (100}
94.5 227.1 6.2 5.6 333.4 13p 177.3 5.3 0.2 312.6 162 202 3 8.6 - 372.9
(28.3) (68.1) (1.9) (1.7) (100) (41.6) (S6.7) (1.7) {100) {43.4) (54 3) (2.3) (100)
27.6 38.7 4.7 2.0 73.0 20.4 45,7 5.3 0.1 71.5 1.6 58,4 5.7 9.7 B7.4
(37.8) (83.1) (6.4} (2.7) (100) (28.6) (63.9) (7.4} (0.1) (100} (15.6) (66 8) (6.5) (11.1) (100}
73.5 21.8 19.2 23.6 138.1 a5 45,3 20 17.4 167.7 8.6 77.4 27.3 17.5 200.8
(53.2) (15.8) (13,9) (17.1} (100) (sn.7) (27.0) (11.9) (10.4) (100) (1 .1)  (38.5) (11.6) (8.8) (100)
17.1 43.0 1.3 1.9 63.2 4.6 48,3 0.7 2.3 75.9 27 5 57.1 0.9 2.8 83,3
(27.0) (67.9) (2.1) (3.0) (100) (32 4) (63.6) (1.0) (3.0) (100} (27.0) (68.%) (1.1} {7.4) (100)
42.8 61.7 6.9 14.8 126.2 52,7 74.9 6 B 10.5 155.9 6.3 111 7 17 5 15.8 196.3
(33.9) (48.9) (5.5) {(11.® (100 {37.1) (48 O) (4.4) {(12.5) (100) (28.7) (56 ©) (6 ) (a8.0) (100)




Appendix xIX., Aversge loana of asocistias during the Deposit Mobilipation Cempaign (. 000W).
Name of the 1979..80 1980-191 1982-R)
societies AL oL FOL oL Tatal A aL oL oL Total AL oL ¥DL oL Total
Ambalappad 123.9 201 4 15 7 116 5526 430.6 176.0 -3 -10.8 591 9 -122.1 119.3 4.9 2.1
(58.60) (10.44) (2 9) {2 16) (100 (72. 7) (2.7 -o.s) (-1.8) ({lo0) (-5%14.1) (5081) (211.%) - {100)
Annakara -27.2 - - 6.4 -20.7 -4. - 0.2 5.2 1.0 -26,5 - -0.3 8.8 -17 7
(170.2 ) (-».n) {100) (<440.2 ) {20) {520) {100) (+149.7) (Q%) {(-13.7) (L00)
Aloor -14.3 -26,0 15,0 =31.1 -36.4 -30.0 59.5 k)] -0.5 90.3 10.2 5.8 1.7 19.7 17 0
(39.4) (71.4) {-96.2) (95.4) (10a) {=33.1) (99.0) (34. 7) (-0.6) (lo0) (27.5) {15.9) t4.6) {52.1) (100)
Ammadam -15.5 4,3 1245 -33,2 =205 -24.5 0.1 25.7 10.0 31 3 20 5 7% 8 22.6 %% L 179 0
(=75.5) (=21 0) (158,5) (-162.0) (100O) (-78.1 ) (64.2) (82.2) (31.9) {100} (11.5)  (44.5) ey (B <o)
Arthat-aAnjoor -21.8 - 0+ 500 «12.0 .33.3 14.5 - 0.1 -11.31 =25.9 -13 8 - - - -13.8
{65.5) {-1.5) 136.0) { 100} (56.0) (40 .4) (+43.6) (100) (100) (100)
Guruvayur -4.5 - - 7.8 7.3 ~10.7 - -0.9 -S.1 -16 7 -5.5 - -0.6 4.8 19.7
{(-136.4) {236.14) (100) (~-63.9) {-5.5) {-30.8) (100) (-29.4) (-3.2) (132.6 ) ({100}
Kadavallur ~5.5 - - 0.8 -6.3 =T.6 - - -6 0 -11.6 3.7 -15.9 - 140.9 121.4
(87.3) {12.7) (100) (~55.7) —44v3) ( « 9 (100} { 1 0) (-13.0) (116.0) (100)
Kechery 5.8 - 0.9 -0.8 25.9 -10.9 90.6 19 10.7  772.9 53 2 105.6 8.8 2.1 169.7
(>2.4) teo.7) (-3.1) (100) (-14.9) (124.3) (5.3) (=14 7) (100) {31 4) {02.2) {52) {1.2) (100}
Manalur -13.9 17.8 1.1 40.6 46.2 -7.8 -1.8 1.7 19.9  1L1.0 -15 © - ~0.6 =10.9 -25.3
(28.8) {33.5) (2.4) (87.9) (100) (-71.8) (-255) (15.5) (180.9) (100) (+59.5) (-2.2) (43.1) (109)
Nellat- -3.7 47.0 93 ~9.0 39.2 -24.5 25.4 1.0 10.0 1119 2.1 60 O —0.4 3.2  04.9
Parapookara (-9.4) (108.7) (23 7 {-23) (100) (-204.1) (2.7 (8.4) ¢84.0) (l00) (3.3} (92.4) (-0.6) (4.9) (100)
Pananchery -103.9 112 6 42.9 -6.0 245.6 -131 7 -169 2 65,4 -2.6 -235.1 99 4 136.8 2B.3 ~13 1 251 4
(=42.3) (127.3) {17 S) (2.4) ({(100) (56 0) (=72.0) (+29.1) (=-1.1) ({ic0o) (39.5) {54 &) (11.9) (=-5.2) (100)
vadakkanchery 6.8 —0.4 13.6 20.4 =7. - 8 7 -22.4 8.9 -7.3 15.5 41.7 S.4 55.3
(33.9) (~0.5) (67) (w0} {-83. 1) {434 8 (-251.7) (100) (~13.2) {28.0) {75.4) (9.8) (100)
Vvattanatra 19.5 10.3 8.3 -11.2 26 9 10.9 -5.8 4.4 70.8 80 1 22 2 24.3 5.6 1.1 55.2
(72 5) (33.3) (30.9) (-41.7) (100} (13.6) (-7.3) (5.5) (88 2} (1l00) (46.2) (44.1) (10.1) {5.8) (100)
Venginisaeri -9.0 4.3 -0.3 -1.6 -6.5 -9 1 18.4 -0q 6.5 15,8 -12 6 5.1 3.8 -2. 53.8
(136.4) (-65.2) (4.5) (24.3) (lo0) (-57.5) (116 &} (o.1) (41.2) (100} (-22.5) (120.9} (7.1 (-4. S) (100)
Average per 9.8 40 0 11.9 -1.8 59.9 11.3 17.3 12 2 3.8 44,6 od 42.6 8.4 1.7 68
society {16.4) (66.9) (19.8) (-3 0) (100) (25.4) (39.8) (27 3) {8.5) (100) trey) lo2.6) (l2.4) (25) (100)

[ o -hsuvu ~

bravka it -n_ru:u.l' rﬂw o dotaf



1983-84 19B84-085 1685-86
AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FOL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total
-113.9 110,2 31 O - 27.3 740.5 38O 2 23.7 4.7 1149.1 741.9 ivl.8 79.2 1.5 1214.4
(-416.5) (403) {113.5) {100) (64.4) (3z3.1) {2.1) {0.4) {100) (61.1) (32.3) (6.5) (0.1) (100}
-49.6 - ~Q.5 16.7 -33.3% -26 7 - -2.5 -3.7 -32.9 - - 1.0 - 1.0
(+148.5) (#1.9 (-50.0) (100) (-B1s2) (-7.6) (-11.2) (100) (100) (100)
8.4 54.1 11.3 -22.9 50.9 18.2 200 -5.7 -5.9 206 .6 - 209,3 36.3 36.0 291.6
(16.5) (106.3) (22.2) (-45) (100) (8.8) (96.8) (-2.9) (-2.9) (100) (74.3) (12.9) (12.8) {100)
I3

30.2 60.2 24.7 60 175.1 -36.2 29.5 71.8 ~5.0 60.1 - 69 O 13.2 2.0 B4. 2
Y (3t {14.1) (34.3) (100) (-60.3) (49.1) (115.5) (-8.3) {100} (81.9) (15.7) (2.4 ({100)
-15.0 - - - -16.0 -26.6 - - 9.7 -1v.9 2.0 17-1 - - 19 1
{ 100) (100) (157.3) (-=57.3) (100) (10.5) (89.5) {100)
-3.2 - 18.6 -15.8 -0.4 -9,.8 - 11.5 80.8 82.5 - - - 1.5 1.5
{+80D) {-4650) {3950) (100) (11.8) {13.9) (97.9) {100 (100) {100}
32.1 27.2 - -13.9 45.4 14.3 6l.5 -1.0 5.6 100 .4 117.0 116.8 - 17.0 250 B
t7c 7) (5°,9) (-30.6) (100) {14.2) (81.3) (-0.1} (5.6) {100) (46.7) (46.6) (6.7 {100}
-4.6 77.9 15.8 3.8 92.9 -31.0 462.8 18.3 -7.4 442.7 6.0 5760 B.1 27.6 617.6
(=5.0) (B1.9) (17.0) (4.1) (100) {~7.0) (104.6) {4.1) (~1.7) (100) (6.9) (91.2) {1.3) (4.5) (100)
?25.7 - ~1.5 71.1 95.3 -47.6 - ~0.5 65.7 17.6 - 25.9 7.7 24.7 58.23
{273 (~1.6) (74.6) (100) {-270 S) (-2.9) {373.3) { 100) {44.4) (13.2) (42.6) (100}
-t.2 0.3 2.0 -14.8 11 3 -66.2 22.3 ~0.8 318.7 -8.0 32.4 50.2 - 0.9 3.5
(-%4.5) (260.8) {17.7) (Q3c0) (100) (-852,5) (278.8) {-10) ({+483.8) (100} (1R.9)  (60.1) (1.1) (100)
99.7 13.7 28.7 -5.6  136.5 -58.0 654.5 16 .7 -022 613.2 111 6  4R1.4 - - 593.0
(73.0) {10 .0) (71.0) (-4.0) (100) (-9.5) (106.7) (2.7 =)  (100) (18.8) (81.2) (100}
-27.6 67.3 78.3 21.5 139.5 ~20.4 85.3 ol.4 -0.1 126.2 - 63.8 87.0 1.6 152.4
{-19.8) t48.1) (56.1) (15.4} (100) (-16 2) (67.6) (48.6) (-0.q) (100} {41.9) (57.1) {1.0 { 100)
-25.7 40.8 0s5 -6.2 15.0 100,7 52.3 69.8 17.0 239.8 167.6 107.5 ?7.9 15.5 313.5
{(-172.0) (313.2) {0.3) (-41.5) (100) (42.0) (21,8) (22.1) (7.2) (100) (571.5) (34.3) {7.3) (4.9 {100)
12.6 25.5 o8 0.8 38.9 -24.6 gzg.g 0.1 -2.3 11.1 - 55.1 10 9 6.0 72.0
{32.4) (65.6) (0 1) {2.1) (100) (~221.6) Cay) {C.9) (-2.7) (100) {76.5) (15.1) (8.4) (1090)
-2.7 36.7 14.9 6.7 55.6 37.5 143.3 18 8 14.1  213.7 4.2 154 5 19.0 9.6 267.3
(-4.9) {06 .0) {26.8) (12.1) (100) {17.5) (67 1) (8.8) (6.6) (100) (31.5) (57.8) (7 1) {3.0) {100}




Appendix-xx  Iacremantal loans of the sccieties during the Deposit Mobilisation campeign (DMC) (%. 10003) -

1979-80 1980-81 1982-83

Hame of the

socleties AL GL FDL OL Total AL GL FDL OL Total AL GL FDL
Ambalappad 265.1 94.3 12.7 4.8 376.9 309.4 -30.2 -0,.,8 -29 245 .4 -291 8 ~109.3 Q.07
Annakara -54.3 - - 4.9 -49.4 -37.3 - -2.8 0.0 -40.1 -53.1 - -0,05
Alocor -2B.6 =111.7 16.5 =62.3 .186.1 -59.9 -9.2 9.4 -2.4 -0l,.1 -31.5 -109.1 -21.2
Ammadam =-31l.1 ~26.8 2.2 =68.4 _-124.1 -48.9 -1.4 3.2 9 -3, 1 -13.1 46 .9 2.9
Arthat-anjoor ~42.6 - -0.5 -26,1 09 2 ~-29.0 - -0.2 -22.5 -51.7 -27.5 - -
Juruvayur -17.2 - - -4.6 -21.8 -10.7 - -1.9 -33.6 -46 2 =-18.8 - -1,1
Kadavallur -11.0 - - -3.3 -14.% 15.1 - - -43.4 -26.3 -74.7 -31.5 -
Kechery -8.3 - 17.B -16,1 -6.6 -22.4 62.5 -1.2 -28 10.9 39.9 =71 b -4.8
Manalur -26.6 10.6 w246 12.8 -5.8 -15.7 -5.6 -4.7 =3.1 -29.1 -30 O - -4.9
Nellai.

Parapookara 24.5 =9.2 5.6 =76.6 =-55.7 -48.9 -26.1 =-1.3 4.5 -72 =52 5 20.6 =15
Panhanchesry =207.7 1$2.8 372.3 -18.7 -1.3 -213.4 <376.1 48.6 -5.2 =596.1 -17.5 -19.9 10.2
Vadakkanchery =0.2 - -0.1 2.9 2.6 -14.9 - 35.9 -44 7 -23.7 -14 © - 4.4 238 4
Vattanatra -B.4 =9.7 =3.2 =41.6 -0 2.9 -17.2 -23.7 =1041 46.5 -4,5 -24.2 9.6 -10.9

Venginieser i -17.9 -10.7 =-1.5 -8.1 -38.2 -18.2 -4 .4 -1,0 3 -20.6 -31.3 20.7 3.2




OL Total
61.9 -38.2
3.5 -50.1
180.4 18.6
40.9 77.6
- ~27.5
-1.9 -21.8
127.1 70.9
-3.3 10 2
21.8 -56 7
-6 6 -40.0
-26 -73.2
3.4 22.8
-B.4 -33.9
-4 1 =-12.2

., 1983-24 1984-85 1985.86
AL GL FOL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total
-260.9 -50.,3 17.95 =17 75 =311.0 596 .7 120.4 12.9 3.g 739.8 577.1 87.9 61.3 -8.2 718.2
-10..1 - -1.0 6.4 -95.7 -53.3 - -4.9 -7.4 -65.6 -25.2 - -1.3 ~-9.3 -35.8
-19.6 -33.6 -0.9 ~66.0 -120.1 -37.0 80 0 -14.9 -_481 ~-20.0 -59.8 1.1 3.7 16.4 .-38.6
3.5 "?2.4 -13 36 65.6 -72 5 -2. B 47.5 -45.1 -72.9 ~29.7 30.0 -16.0 .1%.5 <35.2
-31.9 - - - -31.9 -53.2 - - -5.0 ~58.2 ~32.5 12.1 -3.4 -8.7 -31 13
-15 2 - 15.5 -56 7 ~-56 4 -21 5§ - 7.0 31.8 17.3 -6.1 - -16.8 -61.8 -84.7
15.4 11.4 - -11.5 -0.1 -35.2 46.4 -2.0 -8 1.2 83.1 32.9 ~1.3 13.8 128.4
-26.9 ~100 6 91 -3 4 ~121.8 -62.1 210 2 9.2 =-17.8 139.5 -21.6 131.9 -14.2 15.0 111.0
-0 9 - -1.5 50.7 46.3 -95.2 - -2.5 16.0 -81.7 -33.5 =21.8 3.5 -12.6 -65.1
~59.1 -11,2 .02 -29.5 -102.,0 ~-145.6 -15.7 -2.0 9.7 ~153.6 -63 4 11.4 -2.9 -6.1 .59.0
5 7 ~240,9 22.6 -11.2 -224.2 -187.9 477.2 11.4 - 300.7 -50 3 279.1 -8.6 - 220.2
-55 2 29.7 73 b 19 4 66.5 -40.9 ~-39.7 56.1 79.2 54.7 -11.6 57.9 81.3 -8.0 117.6
-Q9 2 75.0 =19 1 - 7 -123.0 15.7 6.9 49.8 -0.1 72.1 89 O 301 ~4.4 -2.0 112.6
-4 5 ~17.4 «1.3 -1.0 -24.2 ~49.3 -10.4 “0.6 ~4.6 -64.9 -22.5 -2.1 10.1 3.2 =11.3




APPENDIX=-XXT.

Advances of Societies with one month lag EKI =

-y

| -
1979-80 1980-81 ; 1982-83
Name of the -
gocleties - 1962-83
AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total
ambalappad 431 1 248 6 21.0 -2.3 698.4 1022.5 184,.5 -2.7 -108 1193 5 -114.8 92.8 25.8 - 3.7
(61 7 (35 6) (3.0) (-0.3) (100) (85,7) (15.5) (-0 2) (-0.9) (100) (-3096.4) (2501.9) (694.5) {100}
Annakara 35.4 - - 1.6 37.0 167.0 - 27.2 4.2 198.4 -14.6 - - 9 7 -4.9
(95 7) (4.3) (100) (84.2) (13.7) {2.1) {100) {(~299.0) (199.0) {100)
Aloor 16,2 76 7 19 1 -31.1 66.3 102.9 119 © 13.8 70 242.7 -21 5 218.2 0.9 18 3 215.8
(2.4) (115 &) (28.8) (-46.9) (100) (62.4) (49.0) (s 7} (2 9 (100) (=10.0} (100.1) {0.4) (8 5) (100)
Ammadam -0.2 2.1 -5.8 -16 7 =-35 9 -4.7 30,9 34 0 - 60 3 -13,3 715.0 23,6 24,3 109.,7
(-43.3) (6) {-16.2) (-46.5) (100) (=77 {51 3) {56.4) (100) (-12 1) (68.4) (21 6) (22 & (100}
Arthat-anjoor 26 8 - - =14 1 12.7 27.6 - -0.1 -5.4 22 1 -1.4 - - - -13.8
(211.6) (-111 6) (100) (124.8) (-0.5) (-24.5) (100) {100) (100)
Guruvayur 12 5 - - 0.6 13.3 -10.,7 - -1.3 - ~12.0 =11 3 - 2.6 5.6 -3.1
(95.5) {4.5) {(100) {-89.4) {-10.7) (100) (364.2) ! {82.5) {181.7) (100}
Kadavallur -5.5 - - ~2.0 =7.5 -7.6 -~ - -2.5 -10.1 -3.7 -9.7 - 71.6 58 3
{73.2) {(=26.8) (100) (=74.9) (-25.0) (100) (-6.3) {~16.6) (122.9) (100)
Kechery 14,7 - 21.4 11.8 47.9 10.5 157.2 6 1 21.7 195.5 17.7 24.8 10.3 -2.9 S0 0
(30.6) (44 7) (24.7) (100) (s 4) (80.4) (3.1) (11.1) (100) (35 5) (49 6) (20 D (~5.9) (100}
Manalur -12 0 25.1 1.6 45.4 60 0 -7.8 - 3.3 ~-17.9 -22 4 - - -15.4 -10 9 =26.3
{-20.0) {(41.9) (2.6) (75 6) (100) {-=35 0) (14.8) (-79.8) {100) {-58 6) (41 4 ) (100)
rolla -
P;r;pookara 34.1 73 3 111 -11.5 107 0 44,9 35 6 14 49,2 131.2 32 9 74 6 0.2 13.4 121,0
Heddad (31.9) (68 5) (10.3) (~10.8) (100) (34.3) (27 2) {1 1) (37.5) (100) (27.2) (61.6) (0 2) (11 0) {100)
Pananchery 58,3 279.1 37.8 ~28 372 3 -131.7 -195.2 85.0 -2,6 =244 4 12 7 247.8 31.7 -13 1 279.1
(15.7) (74 9) (10 2) {(-0.8) (100) (-53.9) (-79 9) (34.8) (-1 1) {100} {(4.6) (88,8) (11 4) (-4.7) (100)
Vadakkanchery 33 4 - -0 6.9 40,2 a7 2 - -0 3 -22 4 15.1 -1.4 13,7 44.4 17 58,5
(83 1) {(-0.1) (17.1) (100) (250.3) (-2 1) (-148.2) (100} (=2.3) (23.4) (76 0) (2.9) (100)
Vattanatra 53.0 23.5 5.1 -0.3 B81.3 112 1 24.2 -0,.4 98.0 23 4 11.5 19.3 6.3 1.7 38 8
{65.2) {28.9) {6.3) (-0 4) (100) (47.9) (10 4) (=0 2) (41.9) (100} (29 6) (49.8) (16 2) (4 4) (100)
Venginisseri -8.9 14.8 ~0.4 1.8 72 -9.1 34,6 -0 1 1.9 27.3 -1.0 25.6 0 4 -1 3 23 7
(-123.5) (204 4) (-5.8) (25.3) {100} (-33.3) (126 5) (-0.3) 7 1n (100) (-4 4) (108.0) {1.9) (-5 5) (100)
Averacs per 47.1 53 1 79 -0.9 107.2 96.7 27.9 11 9 8.6 145.% -8B 6 55.9 9.3 g4 650
soclaty (43.9) {49 5) (7 4) (-0 9) (100) (66.7) {19 2) (8 2) (5 9) (ioc) (13 3) (85 o) (14.4) {13.0) (100)

Figures in brackets represent percentage of total



1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
1983-84 1984-85
AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL - FDL oL Total
175.8 136.2 23.7 - -12.9 925.6 441.8 29.5 4,7 1401.5 498.6 366.0 1.8 - 865 .4
{=1364 2) (1079.9) (184,3) {100) (66.0) (31.5) (2.1) (0 3) (100) (57.6) (42.2) (0.2) {100)
-49.6 - 0.5 16.1 =-34.0 26.5 - -2.5 -3.7 20.4 47.% _ - - 47.5
(~145.9) sy 0~&%ﬁ@3 (=47.4) (100) (130.1) (=12.0) (-18.1) (100} (100) {100)
8.4 49.4 22.5 -19.4 61.2 150.1 297.3 2.8 -22.7 421 % 95.6 222.4 8.5 72.0 398.5
{13.7) (80.7) (37.4) (-31.7) (100) (35.1) (69.5) (0.7) (-5.3) ({100) (24.0) (55.8) (2.1) (18.1) (100)
17.5 28.4 48.6 -20.0 74.6 -36.2 Ig.7 83.6 15.0 101.0 - 43.7 15.8 - 59,5
(23.5)/ (38,1) (65.2) (-26.8) (100) (-35.9) (38.3) (g2.m (14.8) (100) (73.4) (26.6) (100)
-16 - - - -16 41.8 - - 30 0 71.9 3.0 25.0 12.0 - 40.0
(100) {100) (s8.2) (41.8) (100) (7.5) (62 %) (30) (100)
-8.1 - 8.6 12.8  13.3 -1.8 - 34,0 61.9 84.2 - - 15.0 66.8 81.8
(60.3) (64.7) (85.6) (100) {~-14.0) (40.4) {73.6) (100) {(18.3) (81.7) (100)
-16.6 8.7 - -13.9 -21.9 134.3 75.7 -0.3 -13,7 196.0 37.4 94 9 4.0 3.5 139.8
(-76.1) (=38.7 (-63.6) (100) (68.5) (38.6) (-0.2) (-6.9) (100) {26 7 ) (67.9) (7.9) (2.5) (100)
=2.5 139.6 7.8 6.8 151.7 25.0 552.4 0.7 10.8 588.9 26.2 557.1 14.0 13.6 611
1.7 (92.0) (5.2) (4,5) (100) (4.3) (a3,8) (0.1) (1.8) (100) (4.3) (91.2) (2.2) {2.3) (100)
-3.7 - -1.5 80.3 75.1 -47.6 - 2,2 30.4 =15.0 B.8! 2€.8 2.9 19.5  60.0
(-4.9) (-2.0 } (106 9) (100} (-316.9) (14.5) (202.%) (100) {14.7) (48 0) (4.9) (232.4) (100}
-4,1 40,3 1.7 -14.8 23.2 -62.8 23.4 2.1 -13.% -50.8 41.0 1.9 - - 92.9
(-17.6) (17°.9) (7.4) (-63.7) (100) (-123.7) (46.2) (4.1) (-26.6) (100} (44.1) (5°.9) (100)
-0,3 71.0 1,0 -€.6 61,1 147.4 443.1 15.7 0.2 606 2 370.3 47.9 3.8 - 422.0
(-15.3) (117.6) (1 6) (-8.9) (100) (24.3) (73.1) (2.6) () (100) (87.8) (11.3) (0.9) (100)
-27.6 63.1 16 .6 15,3 67 4 73.1 86.4 81.1 -0.1 240.6 45,4 54.5 25.9 11.5 137.3
(-41.0) (03.6) (24.6) (22.8) (100) (30.4) (35.9) (33.7) (024 ) (100) (32.1) (39.7) (18 8) (8.4) (100)
-49.1 12.8 -10.0 -11.8 -SB.2 204 4 g1 7 72.1 1.7 359.8 110.4 87 0 11.5 15.8 224.7
(84.5) (21 9) (=17 ?) (=20 3) (100) (°6.8) (72.7) (0.0} {0.5) (100) {(¢0,1) (38 7)) (° 1) (7 0) {(100)
-13.,9 21.8 2.8 -0.5 22.8 -24.6 £€2.6 0.9 -2.3 2°.8 14,3 49.6 5.2 5.0 74.1
(-6 1) (oc.9) {12.3) ( -2.,0} (100) (-95.4}) (203.9) (Q 3) {-8.9) {100) (19.3) (66.9) (7 0) (6.8) (100)
-23 17 41 0 P g 32 29 2 110.4 149.5 22.9 7.0 "BS 9§ 02.8 116 3 E 6 14.8 232 5
{—81.1) {140 3} (30.0) (11.1) (100} (38 8) (57.6) (7.9) (2.4) (100 ) (39.9) (s50.0) (3.7} {6.4) (10Q)




APPENDIX-XXIT .

Advances of “ooleties with two months lag LR 1. 000s]

Name of the 1979-80 1960-81
sooletles AL GL I'DL QL Total AL Gl FDT, ot Potal
Ambalappod 518,1 531.8 9,0 -1.1 957.8 82, 364 .0 2.8 19.4 1268,
mRRtary (80.4) (3oa1)  (1o4) (-o G5 (65:63 oty (53 (1) '558s3
Annakara 145 .6 - 0. .1 148.4 205. - 24 .0 1.8 2731 .1
{98,1) (0.53 (1. 4) {100) (88,8 (10.4)  (0.8) (100
AlOOI‘ 59 164- -2&-1 21 - 174-2 125-8 12¢1 14. 3250
@785 (54% @Gles () B3 oEMY aas By aks BT
Anmadam . 9. . -17. «31.0 . . 15. e 121.
(-so.2§ (;»-.7? (—24.4? (~57.1) (100) (68, 0? (16.3? (12};) (2.9? (100?
Arthat Anjoor 62 .8 - - -12.8 50,0 157. - =0.1 47, 205 .2
(125.6) (~25.6) (100) (76.7 (05 ) (23.4) (100)
Guruvayuxr 25 - - 25, 51.4 2 ~ 0. 8. 41,9
(So.og (50 03 (100} (81.6) (-2.3? (20.7'5' (100)
Kadav 1lluy v -5 35 - - -i- -8.0 11.1 - - Jad 11.4
(-68.6 -31 4) (100) (96.7) (.37)  (100)
Keche 28,8 - 1, 24 .4 4.8 . 23 1. 1. 44.
i (52.5} (2.9% (44 63 (‘?oo) (15 oc)J (6970—5 (0.1z (12.9? ?mog
Memalur -2 35.0 19,2 19.9 74.4 7.4 4.8 24.2 36 o4
(-3.7) (51.2) (25.8) (26.7) (100) (20.2) (13.2) (86.6} (100)
Nellai- 63. 73 .§ 14.3 10,3 141.4 137. 42.2 1.0 41, 221.8
Parapookara (45.2) (L2 (i0.1) (~71.3 (100) (61.9) (19.0) (0.5 ) (18.6 (100)
Pananch 471, 235 .4 19. -0 .1 26 . 85 .2 5.2 . -2.6 135.
oy (64.9) (32.4) 29.7? (~0s2) ng (3 5.0) (18.9) (11%5 (-0. 53) ?1(3)0?
Vadakkanchery . - 0. ~10. 19.6 9 - 1.1 =22 .4 68.6
(152.5? (1_.9% (=54. 53 (100® (131.1) (1.6) (-32 .6) (100)
Vattanatra 41.0 40,2 15,2 25, 123 .2 155, 5. 60 .1 125, .6
(3%.3) (32.6) (12.4) (21.7 (100" (4851 (1?.9§ (15.5) (32:.’4'\7 ?%0)
VengiBISSEI‘i 9'8 15 8 _00 24 . ‘9! 6- .8 160 8.
(306 (6585 (<167 (<1995 (365  (mam) i3 %S 283 (453
Average per 102.3 65 6.7 1.2 175.2 169 .2 56 .3 14.3 23.6 27%.4
soclLety (58.4) (37.1) (3.8) (0.7) (100) (61.9 ) (24.3) (5.2) (8.6 (100)

Figwres in brackets represent rercentage to total.



1382-83 v 1983-84 1984 -85
AT cn TTL oL Total AL 6L TSL O Total AL GL FDL oL motal
-114.8 121, 28, - 34 -169. 183.6 8.4 - 22.1 793 1 421.7 6.4 22.7 1244.0
(~328.6) (347.8 (80.9 (100 (~768.8 (830,8) (38.0% {100} (63.8) (35, 9) (0.5)  (1.8) (100}
—14.3 - - 3.8 -10, ~51.6 - - 14.0  -37.6 161.7 - ~2.5 4.8 1741
(~135.3 (35.3) (100 (137.3) ) (37.3) (100} {92.9) (- 1.4) (8.5) (100)
=371 189.2 24.2 8.0 184. -26,0 80.8 13,6 ~21, .0 265. 281.0 17.8  -16. 47,
(-20.1) (1033 (155 (@3 (3683 (273 (179)6) (30255 (Saidy (%869 Gedd 935 oSS (3% LT
2.1 51, 14 11, 76 .0 ~C.3 32, =4, 48, 24 .4 11,1 65.5 133,
(-2.6) (6?.7? (19.4? (15.7) (100) (67 ro? (42 53 (- ?) (100? (15.3) (24.5'; (6.3) (4278 (130?
-13.8 - - - -13.8 -16.0 Ll - =16 .0 146 .1 - 16. 162,
(180) (100) {100) (100} (90.0) (w.og (wo?
i, - 2.6 36,6  41.) ~5.0 - 8. 59,0 54 . 4.0 - 36 .0 ag, 139,
(4.23 (6.2) (89.6) (100) (=9.1) t1.2) ('15'57J b) (%0(3 (2.9) (25.8) (71.3§ (1oo§
=0, 5.6 - 49.6 54. =16.6 a,% - -13.9  =22.% 175. 91.0 19 -13.6 254.
(-1.35  (1073) (96555 (3853 (74.8) ' (37.2% (62.5) (1009 (66195 (35.8) (0.7 (L343 (3003
27, =4 .5 21.4 -0, 43, 24.1 139.0 2 -5.1 162, 95,0 63,2 185, 29.1 722.8
6588 (0 (ahad) c-0.8% (i (a8 (@2uS T Ty (o 328 @B @at B8 BES
1. - 10, -10. 1.1 5. - -1.0 0.5 8.0 =27, 3.1 2.1 10, 28.5
(1'10.43 (96730 (9873 (100) (118263 285 398y (35S O L0 B ETS L SO SR SE (1053
27 .6 70.1 0.2 21.3 119,4 70. 0.0 =1.2 =14.8 34, 222. 94 .4 3. -27. 19%.5
(0*3) (0.7, (0.8) (17.9) (1003 (2. (14509) (.45 (L3036 I3 ST 30 BN ETC ML B
-56.1 166 .8 4.0  -13.1 119, 4.0 . -1.6 4.6, 24447 440, 254 .6 2, ~0%2 6976
(-48.5) (156.9) (3.3) (-10.9) (130§ (-1.6) (105’.6 (0.6) (=213 (130) (63.1 (36.5) (L. (~5) (100)
-1.4 15, 3, . 19.1 -27.6 . 1, 1.6 2.1 341 6. 20, ~0.1  181.8
(=79 e (18.4§ (9.0—{ (100) (-65.6) (136J.0§ k4-0’§ (?j.s) (? (323 2 (sg.fﬁ (so.7§ {-5.5) (160)
- .1 20, 5.1 2, 19,2 =61.9 7 7.0 20,1 =21, . 1 83.0 2, 1.6  353.0
( 4% 5 (10,.6 (26)6) (15. 1? (180) (-88.7) (—107.1) (28.8) (-30. ¥) (1%0% (4%?6) (23.5) (2?>.6'§ (6.1) (100)
3 q P2.6 25, 7.4 15, .2 -1 2%. 24,6 61. 1, 36,4
a3 (7 - 1.0? 13 3% GUD 63085 (1355 Crhy (BB (et censd iy (eds (356
-13.‘ 48.5 .0 51.0 -21.6 58,7 45 -0.6 40.8 180.4 145, 13, 15, 5 .
(«26, L24.9) (6. o) (15.6) (100) (-53.1  (142.8) (11.8) (-1.86)} (100) (50 7) (41.0 (5.8 («74 i




Appendix-XXTII

Advances of socleties

with three monthes lag.

{rs 0Q0sa)
N £ th 1979-80O 1980-81
ame of the

sOC let (e AL CL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total
Ambalappad 419.4 147 2 -0.04 74,6 791 1 495 .5 460 1 25.4 19.4 997.3
(51 (43.9) {3.1) [(100) (48.8) (46.2) (2.5) {2 0) (100)
Anpakara 126.2 - 0.70 9.9 116.8 82.8 - =3,0 5.8 95.7
(92.2) (0.5) (7.1 { LOO) (96 .7) (—3.5) (&.i}) (L8) (100)
Alocor 64.4 145.5 118.3 -26,1 1302 2 61.8 147.6 4.0 86.9 300.3
{21.3) (49.2) (39.2) {(-B.7) (l00) (20.6) (49.2) (L.7) {28.9) (100)
Ammadam -15.5 15.8 7.5 -34.2 _-26.5 94.9 11.9 2.2 15 5 124.4
(88.7) (59.5) (?8.1) (-129.0) {(100) {76 .3) (9.6} (1.7 (12.4) (100)
Arthat-Anjoor ?25.6 - - 77 2 102.8 143.8 - 44.0 187.7
{74.9) (75.1) (100) {76 .6) (23.5) (100)
Guruvayur 11.8 - - 45.2 57.0 45.8 - - 17 O 61.8
{(20.7) (79.3) (loQ) (74-1) (27.5) (100)
Kadav]lur -5.5 - - -2.5 -8.0 43.9 - - 4.6 48.5
(-69.6) {-31.4) (100) {40.5) {9.5) (100}
Kechery 32.4 - 0.2 22.1 54.8 71.3 275.6 2.8 11.4 361.2
(59.2) (0.7) {40.5) (100) (19.8) ({70.3) (0.8) (3.1) (100)
Manalur 6.2 20.8 20.2 14.9 62.1 88.1 - 7.0 59 9 155.0
{9.9) (33.5) (32.5) {34.0) (100) (36.8) {(4.5) (38.7) (100)
Nellai- 48.3 67.4 4.7 3.3 123.8 142.9 54.9 2.2 41.8 241.8
Parapookara (39.0) (34.4}) (3.9} (2.7} (1lo0O) (59.1) (22.7) {0.9) (17.3) (100)
Pananchery 537.9 25%.0 1.5 ~-3.5 ©B604.9 864.0 270.0 2.5 2.6 1189.2
(66 8) (32.2) (1.4) (-0 4) (100) (72.7) (22.7) {2-9) (7.2) (1C0)
vadakkanchery 5.3 - 0.7 72.5 78.5 48.4 - 0.7 -22.4 %6 7
(6 =) (C.8) (92.4) (100) (181.1) (2.68) (-83.7) (1l00)
va ttanatra 33.6 21.3 20.7 31 0 108.7 181.8 44.9 60.6 73.7 366.0
{31.0) (19.5) (19.0) (30.4) (1lo00) (49.7) (12.3) (16.6) (21.5) (100)
Venginissert 33.9 19.9 0.2 4.2 58.2 64-3 40.2 39.9 22.8 131.3
(58.3) (34.1) (0.4) {7.2) (100) (49.0) {30.6) (3.0} (17.4) (100)
Average per 94 .6 84.1 13.2 17.2 189.0 172.9 93.7 9.6 29.4 2305.6
soclety (50.0)} (33.9) (7.0) (9.1} (100) (56.6) (30.7) (3.1) (9.6) (100)

Figures in rrackets represent percentage to total



1982-83 1963-84 1984_85
AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL DL oL Total
-138.8 133.6 4.7 - —0.4 162.9 280.5 41.0 - 158.8 511.5 383.0 -2.5 66.8 958.9
(33367.1) {(32725.5) (1141.5) (100) (-102.7) (176.9) (25.9) - (100) (53.4) (40) (0.3) (7.0} (1007
-26.4 - 0.2 8.0 -18.2 -51.6 - - 11.1 ~40.5 145.5 - ~2.5 55.8 198.8
(-145.5) (1.2) (44 2) (100) (-127.1) (27-3) (100) (73.2) (-1.2) (28.0) (100)
-30,1 117.8 17.8 -12.5 92.9 -26.0 57.1 5.6 -24.9 11.7 272.7 316.5% 4.1 =1B.9 611.6
(-32.4) (126.7) (19.1) (=13.5) (100) (-221.4) (486.1) (47.6 (-212.2) (100) (44.6) (51.8) (6.8) (3.1) (100)
-11.4 42.0 21.9 11.7  64.3 =1.7 53.9 12.5 12.5 7T1.2 71.% 37.2 8.0 45.0 161.9
{(-17.9) {65.4) {34.0} (18.1) (100) (-10.8)  (75.7) (17.6) {(17.5) (100) (44.3) (23.2) (4.9) (27.8) (100)
-13.8 - - - ~-13.8 -16.0 - - - «16 .0 103.4 - - 1.3 104.7
(100) {100) (100) (100) (98.8) (1.2) (100)
4.4 - -0.a 47.2 51.3 -1.0 - 8.9 54.4 62.3 16.0 - 33.0 124.4 173.4
(8.3) {-0.3) (92.0) {100) (-1.6) {14.3 (83.4) (100) (9.2) (19.0) (71.7) (100)
-0.7 32.6 - 47.2  79.1 -16.6 26.3 - -13.9 -4.3 151.6 119.5 1.0 =13.6 258.4
(-0.9) (41.2) (%5.6) {(100) (-390.8) (617.2) (-326.5) (100) { 58.7) (46.2) (0.4) (-5.3) (100)
27.4 74.1 21.5 6.4 131.3 11.0 179.0 4.8 7.4 202.1 B5.8 619.0 43.3 18.4 707.5
{20.9) (56 .4) (lo.4) (6.3} (100} (5.4) (88.5) (2.4) (3.7) (100) (11.3) (80.7) (s.6) (2.4) (100)
19.4 - 13.1 -10.9 ?1.5 45 5 - 0.3 53.4 99.2 611.3 1.6 26.9 13,4 1468.8B
(89.8) (60.7) (~50.5) (100) (45.9) (0.3) (53.8) (100) (41.1) (48.1) (i.8) (9.0) {100)
22.0 18.8 -0.6 19.2 15.3 -24.1 36.8 10.3 l4.4  37.4 499.3 99.6 -1.1 =-28.8 569.1
(-144.1) (122.7) {(—O.u) e @) (100) (64.6) (98.4) (27.6) {38.6) (100) (87.8) (19.5) (-0.2) (-5.2) (100)
-98.4 286 .7 4.5 -13.1 179.7 -21.7 376 .6 -1.8 -5.6 341.5 303.3 317.5 2.7 - ~% 623.5
(-54.8) (159.6) (2.5) (7 1) (100) {(-8.1) (110.3) (0.5) (-1.6) (100) (48.7) (50.9) (0.4) ) (100)
-7.3 19.5 3.2 -2.0 131 4 -27.6 64.7 2.2 9 5 48.9 20.1 82.1 10.4 =0.1 112.5
(-54.7) (145.3) {(3.9) (-15.0) (10Q) (-56.6) (132.5) (4.6) (19.5) (100) {17.8) (73) (9.3) (=0.1) (100}
-28.3 15.6 14.3 1.9 3.5 -61.9 ~1.2 23.6 -7 0 -46.6 164.2 60.3 s8.3 35.9 31B8.6
(-B12.4) (439 3) (411.1) (51.9) ({100} (-1323.0) (-2.6) (S0.7) (-15.1) (100} (51.5) (18.9) (18.3) (11.3) (100)
4.7 32.4 -0.1 4.5 41.5 2.3 8.5 0;5 -1.9 9.4 36,2 53.4 16.2 4.1 95.2
{11.8) {79) (-0.3) (10.9) (100) (24.7) (B9.9) {3.1) <19 7)) (100) (38.0) (56.0) (1.7) (4.3) (100)
_23.0 -55.2 7.2 7.8  47.3 ~26.0 77.3 7.7 7.8 66.8 174.5 154 3 14 0 21.7 364.5
(~-48.6) (116 9) (15.2) (15 6) (1m0Q) (-38.9} (115 7) (ll.5) {11.7) (100) (47.9) (42.3) (3.9) {5.9) (100Q)




Append 1x-XXIV. Compoaition gf the working capital of the socisties over the yesrs & le.‘n .

11 - 80 1950 -1 1931- 82 . 32 .23
Share Share Share Share
Depo- Borrow- Reser- Depo- BoOrrow- Reser- i Borrow— R
Bape of the capi- Depo- Borrow~ Reser- capi- .~ Total- ocapl- Total capl-
SOC].:tie'ﬂ tal atto inga ven Total tal aits ings ves ’ tal aits ings veg oy P sits inga |, ¥
_
Al'baluppa;l 4.22 4.18 40.19 1.33 49.91 4.77 5.62 45.55 0.09 56.03 5.11 5.50 S51.91 0.18 Isg.vo 5.35 5.74 49.2 O.
{5.46) (8.37) ({(€0.52) (2.66) (100) {8.5) (10.00) (81.3) {(0.2) ({(10D) (8.2) (B.8) (82.8) (0.2) " (}00) {8.3) (9.5 (B1.3) (
]

Annakara 0.86 0.71 4.49 o.01 6.08 1.41 1.91 4.03 0.0) 7.36 1.46 1.48 5.96 0.02 8.92 1.85 1.81 5.45 O.
(14.26), (11.74) (73.83) (O0.16) (10Q0) (19.2) (25.9} (54.7) (0.1) (100) (16.4) (16.5) (66.8) (0.3) (100} (20.2) (19.8) (59.7) (O
Aloor 2.43 10.21 6.9 0.15 19.68 2.49 12.96 9.81 0.01 25.27 2.49 12.67 13.19 0.10 - 28.45 - 2.52 12.25 14.07 0.
{12.38) (51.87) (35.01) (0.78) (100} (9.8) (51.3) (38.8) (0.1} (100Q) (B.8) (44.5) (46.4) (0.3) (100) (8.7} (42.3) (48.6) (o
Asmgdam 1.90 13.06 4.56 0.11 19.63 1.94 15.03 4.02 ©0.11 21.09 " .1.90 15.19 4.91 o.11 - 22.11 . 2.06 15.06 8.43 O.
(9.69) (66.53) (23.22) (0.55) (100) (9.2) (71.2) (19.1) (0.5) ({(100) (9.6) (68.7) (22.,2) (0.5) (100) ~(8.0) (58.7) (32.9} (9
Arthat-Anjoor 1.12 0.680 5.29 Q.02 7.23 1.25 .1.38 4.66 0.02 7.29 1.20 1.54 4.38 0.3 _ 7.15 " 1.32  1.61 4.01 O.
(15.50) (11.08) (73.13} (0.28) (100} (17.2) (18.5) (64) {0.3)~; {100) (16.8) (21.5» (61.3) (0.4) (100) {19y (23.1) (57.7) (O
Guruvayur 0.95 1.74 1.37 0.02 4.09 1.21 2.38 1.91 0.02 5.49 1.70 1.9 1.40 0.02 5.03 “"1.88 3.32 1.30 O.
(23.23) (42.61) (33.57) (0.59) (100).  (7.19) (43) (34.7) {0.4) ‘ (100) (33.8)  (38) (7.8} (0.4) ({100} (28.3) (s1.1} (200 (©
Kadavllur 0.67 0.40 3.70 0.01 4.78 0.72 .52 2.35 0.01 . 3.50 1.28 0.47. 17.73 0.02 9.50 1.39 0.69% B.14 O©O.
{14.06) (6.37) (77.36) (0.21) (lOO) ( 20) (14.4) (65.3) (0.3) 3 (100) {13.5) (4.9} (8B1.4) (0.2} . { 100) (1-3_.6) {(6.7) (79.5) (0O
Kechery 1.31 3.38 3.84 0.04, B.54 1.48 6.65 4.87 ©0.04 - 13.0% L.54 6.81 7.81 0.04 16.15 ~ '1.57 9.29 7.72 O.
(15.39)  (39.64) (44.93) (0:0%) (100) (11.4) (S1.1) (37.4) (0.l1l) - {100) (9.5) (42.1) (48.3) (0.1} (1l0O) .(8.4) (50) (41.68) (¢
Mapalur 1.21 5.29 3.03 - 9,53 1.39 5.02 4.14 Oxif ;10.8% 1.53 5.75 3.11 0.16 10.55 1.58 4.80 2.73 o.
(12.69) (55.51) (31.80) (100) {13) . (46.9) (38.7) (1.4} (100} (14.5) (54.5) (29.9) (1.5} (100) (17.0) (51.6) (29.4) (2
Hellai- 1.22 3.20 6.83 - 11.24 1.33 4.33 6 .06 - 11.72 1.42 4,63 9.717 - 15.82 - 1.47 4,48 10.42 -

Parapookara (10.81) (298.51) (60.66) (100) (11.4) (37) (s1.7) (100) (9) (29.3) (61.7) (100) (9) (27.4) (63.6)
Pananchery 3.61 10.95 2.69 - 41.38 4.05 10.96 31,57 - 46 .59 4.60 12.12 41.20 - 57.93 4.68 11. B 45.49 -

{9.73) (26.46) (64.81) { 100) {8.7) (23.5) (67.8) {100) (7.9) (20.9) (71.1) (100) T{7.6) (19.0) (73.4)
Vadakkanchery 0.70 0.98 2.8% 0.11 4.57 1.04 2.66 3.93  0.11 7.94 1.14 2.43 5.62 0.11 9.3 1.16 7.32 1.95 O.
(15.32) (19.16) (63.16} (2.36} (100} (13.1) (36.1) (49.4) (1.3) {(100) (12.3) {26.2) (60.4) (1.1) (lo0) (17.8) (s50.8} (29.9) (1.
Vattanatra 1.31 . 6.76 4.61 0.02 13.29 16 .01 7.77 6.71 ©0.21 30.70 2.29 B.43 9.93 0.25 20.51 . 2.36 9.20 10.15 O.
(14.16) (50.84) (34.67) (0.13) (100} (52.1) (25.3) (21.9) (0.7) (100) (10.9) (40.3) (47.5) (1.3) (100) (10.7) (41.9) (46.2) (1.
Venginisser 1.57 5.37 4.49 - 11.42 1.72 5.99 3.40 - 11.10 1.77 4.17 0.59 0.05 11.91 1.76 2.42 6.33 O.
(L1.76) (46.96} (39.27) (100) (15.4) (53.9) (30.6) (14.8) (35) (49.8) (0.4) {100} (16.7) (22.9) (59.9) (©.
Average per 1.69 4.78 8.50 0.13  15.1 2.91 5.95 9.50 0.77 18.42 2.10 5.94 12.35 0.08  20.46 2.21 6.13 12.51 O.
soclety {11.21) (J31.66) (56.2B} (0,84} (Ii00) (15.8) (32.23) (51.6) (0.3) (100) (10.3) (29) (60.3) (0.4} (100) (0.6) (29.3) (59.8) (O.

“"Woter Flgures in hracketa represent percentages to total.




: R33.23 1985 Ka 1994 - 85 ALLRs
share Share Share i Share

I3 Bo R e Depo- Borrow- Reagr- . - Depo~ BOrrow- Reger- Depo- Borrow. Reser-
'D?nl mmpi- aits m;“m" v::.r Total ::g!" sita ings ves Total S:fi‘ sits  ings ves Total f::fi" aits ings ves Total
15 .70 5.35 5.74 49.2 ©0.18 60.29 5.39 B,70 48.80 0.19 63.07- 5.44 15.94 47.76 0.19 69.33 5.51 19.70 41.06 0.18 66.46

z _ (8.9) (9.5) (8B1.3) (0.3) (100) (8.5) (13.8) (77.4) (0.3} (100). {7.8) (23) (68.9) (0.3) (100) (8.3) (2.6) (61.8) (0.3) (100)
.92 1.85 1.81 5.45 0.02 9.13 2.08  2.11 6.81 0.02 11.02 1.52 2.57 6.81 0.02 10.93 1.51 2.12 6.58 0.02 10.23
{100) (20.2) (19.8) (59.7) (0.3) (100) (18.9) (19.2) (61.8) (0-1? {100) {13.9} {23.5) (62.4) (0.2) (100) {14.8} (20.7) (64.3) {(0.2) (100}
. 268.45 - 2.52 12.25 14.07 0.10 28.93 2.54 13.82 15.14 ©.l0 31.60 2.56 1B.65 22,08 0.10 43.35% 2,60 23.81 28.76 6.10 55.37
{100) {B.7) (42.3) (48.6) (0.4) (100) (8.0) (43.2) (47.9) (0.3) (1C0) (5-9) (43} (50.9) (0.2) (100) {4.7) (43.2) (51.5) (0.2) (loO)
22.11 .2.06 15.06 6.43 0.10  25.66 2.28 18.21 5.79 ©0.l1  26.3% 2.57 24.74 10.71 0.11 3B.12 2.61 26.73 3.88 0,11 233.32
(100) <(8.0) (58.7) (32.5) (0.4} (LOO) (8.7) (69) {21.9) (0.4} (100}, (6.7) {84.9) (28.1) (0.3) (100) (7.3‘1 (80.2) (11.6) (0.4) (100)
7.15 - 1.32  1.61 4.01 0.02 6. 56 1.33  2.24 _ 4.44¢ 0,02 B.O4 . 1.36.5 3.13 3.79 0.03 8,29 1.40 4.90 4.74 0.26 11.06
(100) (19} (3.0 (57.7) (0.2) (100} (15 5) (27.9) {55.3) (0.3 ({100)% (16, 2):;(37 -7) (45.8) (0.3) -(100) (12.7) (44.3) (42.8) (0.2) (100}
5.03 “T1.86  3.32 1.30 0.04 6.50 1,98  4.92. 1.04 0.05) 7.35._ ~i, 2:050 9,81 1.28 0.01 13.15 2212 12.63 1.49 0.01 16.25
(100) {28.3) (51.1) (20) (o.6) (100) {2¢.9} (61.9) _.(13.1) (_o.u (100)..- 415-65(74.6) (.9.7) (0.1) (100} (13° (77.7) (5.2) (0.1) (100)
9.50 1.39 0.69 B.14 0,02 10.24: 1.47 . 1.81 "12.04 .0.02 15.34, “:1.68 3.64 15.34 0.02 20.68 1.72 4.97 13,31 0.02 20.03
{100) (13.5) (6.7) (79.5} (0.2) {1Q0) “19.6) (11.8) {78.5) (0.1 {(100); ~_{a.1)» (.1.7 6) (74.2) (0.1) (100) (8.6) . (4.8) (66.5) (0.1} (100)
16.15 '1.57  §.29 7.72 0.04 18.58 .1.60 14.23 7.57T  0.04  23.40i-.7¢ 1.64% 20.03  9.45 0.04 31.13 1.1  26.46 12.16 0.04 40.33
(100} .{8.4) (50) (41.6) (0.2) (100) (6.8) (60.8) (3z2.4) (0.2} (100)3, x_(5 -3) 964 4} (30.3) (0.1) (100} . (4.2) (65.6) {30.2) : o0
10.55 1.58 4.80 2.73 0.18 9.30 1.7 4530 3.67 0.18 9.85{ = 1.96 " 6.83 5.83 0.18 14.81 * 2.14 0.5 _ 9.48 0,18 -21.37
[ 160) (17.0) {51.6) (20.4) (2} (100)  _(17.4) .(43.6) (37.2) (1.8) (1Q0)¢* (13.2) (46-1,) (39.4) (1.3) (100) (10.0) (49.4) (39.7) (0.9) (100)
15.82 -47  4.48 10.42 - 16.37 1.5 5.96 12.18 - 19.70.. 1.69 8,90 15.15 - 25.74 2.06 6.39 19.47 -7 21.93
(100} (9) (27.4) (63.6) (100} A7.9) (30.2) (61.D) (100) £ .{6.6) (34.6) (58.8) {100) (7.4) (22.9) (69.7) (100)
57.93 4.68 11. 83 45.49 - 61.9% ,4.73 14.48  49.72 - 68.947 4177 21.91  4.47 - 71.42 4.73 H.59 25.%8 - 54,90
{ 100} 7(7.6) (19.0) (73.4) (100) (6.9} (21) (72.1) (100) . i, (6.7) (30.7) (62.6) {100} -~ (B.6) (44.8} (%6.6) (100)
9.3 1.16 7.32 1.95 ©0.11 8.5) . l.2l 4.6% 2.22 O.1l 8.20.3%. 1.22 5.44 7.01 0,11 '13.78 1.18 7.08 B8.43 0.11 16.79
{ 100) (17.8) (50.8) (29.9) (1.5) {100) < (14.8) (56.7) (27.1) (1l.4) (100) é{a.e)_ {39.5) (50.9) (0.8) (10G) (7.0) (42.2) (50.2) (o.é) ( 100)
20.91 , 2.36 9.20 10.15 0.2 2L.97 2.40 10.25 13.97 ©.21  26.82. 2.85 13.93 16.80 0.14 33.71 - 2.61 16,959 14.62 0.14 34.36
( 100) (10.7) (41.9) (46.2) (1.2) { 100) (8.9) {38.2) (52.1) (0.8) (100)._.. (8.4) (41.3) (49.8) (0.5) ({100) - {7.6) (45.5) (42.5) (0.4) (100}
11.91 1.76 2.42 6.31 0.05 10.36 1.B4 1.94 7.08 0.51 10,91 :_ff. 1-85 2,06 7.36 0.05 11.32 0.02 3.28 5.66 0.05 10.87
{ 100) (16.7) (22.9) (59.9) (0.5) {100} (16.9) (17.8) (54.9) (0.4) (100). {16.3) {18.2) (65.0) (0.5) (100) (17.3) (30.2) -({52.0) {0.5 (100)
20.46 2021 6.13 12.51 0.08 29.92 2.30 7.69 13.80 0.07 ’3'“‘51 2,37 11,2 15.30 6.85 20.99 2.41  13.59 13.87 0.06 29.95
{100} (10.6) (29.3) (59.8) (0.3) {100} .(9.7) (32.5) (57.5) (0.3 (100) (6.2} {38.8) (52.8) (0.2) (100} (8.1) {45.4) (456.3) (0.2) (1CO}

¥
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o




Appendix ¥V

Loans outstending of socletles as on 310th June of each year

(k. 1n lakhs)

Name of the 1979-80 1930-81 1982-43
societies AL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL  OL Total AL GL FDL oL lotal
Ambalappad 20.95 7.52 0.48 16 .74 45.70 26 .05 11 39 3.25 14.8L 52 58 28,31 13.53 0.72 10.65 53.20
{45.8) (16.5) (1.1) (36 6) (100) (49 6) (21.7) (O.6) (28.L) (100) (53.2) (25.4) (1L 3) ( 20) (100)
Annakara 2.16 - ©.09 1.12 3,57 3.49 - 0.32 1.23 5.05 4.40 - 0.56 o 56 5.52
(60.5) (2.4) (37.1) {100) (69.1) (6 5) (24.4) (loO) (79 1 (10 0) (10 2) {100}
Aloor 4 62 4.48 0,98 4,77 14.85 5.01 5.20 0.a7 3.81 14.68 5.20 ©0.30 1 48 7.12 21.10
{3l.1} (30.2) (6.8) (32) (l00) (34.1) (35.42 (4.6) (25.9) (100) (29.4) (29.9) (7 (33.7)  (L00)
Ammadam 2.60 0.81 O.ol 7.47 11.49 1.94 0.99 0.95 ¢ 44 10 32 5.22 L B9 1.15 4.68 12.94
(22.7) (7) (5.3) (68) {100) (38.1) (9.6) (9.2 (47D (100) (40.7) (14.0) (8.9) (70.2) (100)
Arthat-Anjoor 2.24 - - 3.31 5.55 1.95 - - 3.44 5.39 2.27 - - 1.96 4.23
{40.3) (59.7) (100} (30.2) (63.8) {100) (53.7) (46 3) (100)
Guruvayur 1.56 - - 1.53 1.09 1.19 - - 2.33 3.52 1.23 - 0.04 3 05 4.31
(50.4} (49.6) (100) (33.9) (66.1) (1C0) (28.5) (0.8) (70.6) (100)
Kadavallur 0.28 - - 0.46 0.74 1.47 - - 265 4 12 3.52  l.12 - 5 47 10.10
{37.9) (62.2) (1lo0) (35.7) & .3) (100} (34.8) (i1.1) (54-1) {100)
Kechery 1.78 - 0.23 3.95 5.96 1.90 2.37 0.11 4.34 8.72 3.07 7.41 0.65 3.06 14.19
(29.9) (3.9) (86.2) {100) (21.3 (232) (1.3) (49.8) (100) (21.6) (52 2) (4.6) (2l.0) (100)
Manalur 2 22 0.58 0.05 5.20 8.04 1.98 ©.14 0.0% $.93 8.15 2.08 ©.02 0.113 4,80 7.03
(27.6) {7.2) (0.6) (64.7) ({100} (24.3) (L.7) (1.2) {(72.7) (100) (29.6) (0.2) (1.9) (o08.3) (100)
Nellai- 1.92 2.92 0.02 3.15 8.01 2.11 2 44 0.36 3.43 8 34 6.42 2.35 0.05 3.10 11.92
Parapookara {(23.9) (236.5) (0.2) (39.4) (100) (25.3) (29.2) (4.4) (41.1) (100Q) {53.8) (19.7) (o 4) (26) (100)
Pananchery 15.82 9.28 0,57 7.52 33.19 19 .07 10.01  1.48 0.66 31.22 28.11  12.72 0 67 2.00 43 50
(47 7)) {271.9) (1.7) (22.7) (100) (61 1) (32.1) (4.7 {2.1) (100) (64.6) (29.2) (1.5) (4.5) (100)
Vadakkanchery 1.04 - 0.03 2.82 3.89 1.06 - 0.48 3.38  4.93 1.96 1.14 0.53 2.20 6.43
(26.6) (0.8) (72.5) (100) (21.6) ( (9.8) (68.6) (100) (30.6) (17.7) {8.2) (43.5) (100}
Vattanatra 5.77 1.01 0©.15 3.24 10.18 5.82 1.03 0.78 4.3% 12.03 7.70  1.06 1.41 3.29 13.46
(56.7) (9.9) (1.5) (31.8B) (100) (48.4) (2,?;2) (6.5) (36.5) (1cQ) (57.2) (7 9} (10.5) (24.4) (100}
venginisseri 1.62 0.57 - 3.14 5,32 1.24 1.23 - 2-23 4.71 2 36 2.64 0.01 1.34 6.35
(30.4) (10.6) (58.9) (100) (26.4) (20) (47.4) (100) (37) (41.6) (0.1) {21) (100}
Average per 4.61 1.94 0.23 4.62 11.40 5.45 2.49 0.40 4.08 12.41 7.35 1.58 0.53 3.85 15.31
soclety (40.5) (17) (2) (40.5) (100} (43.9) (20) (3.2) (32.9) (100) (48} (23.4) (3.4) (25.1) (100)

(Figures in brackets represent percentage to total)



1983-84 1384-85 1985-86

AL GL ¥DL oL Total aL GL FDL oL Total AL GL FDL oL Total
28.29 13.82 1.30 B.6B 52.09 25.74 15.00 1.29 4.91 46.95 31.82 16.00 1-26 4.02 53.21
{54.3) (26.5) (2-5) (16.7) (100) {54.8) (31.9) (2.7) (10.5) (1000 {60) {30.1) (2.4) (7.6) (100)
5.32 - 0.68 1.43  7.43 4 73 - 0.28 0.99 6.00 4.15 - 0.18 0.99 5.32
(71.6) (9.2) (19.2) (100) (78.8) (4.6) (16.6) (100) (78) (3.4) (1B.7) (100)
4.31 5 90 1.79 10.21 22 20 7.06 8 78 1.10 11.61 28.55 7.21 11.99% 1.23 11.00 31.45
(19.4} (26.5) (8.1) (46) (100) {24.7) (30.8) (3.8) (40.7) (100) {23) (38.1) (3.9) {3s5) (100)
3.49 2.07 1.81 6.93 14.3 3.91 1.77 1.99 B.68 16.36 3.58 2.08 1.93 7.63 15.22
(24.4) (14.4) (12.7) (48.4) (100) (23 9) (10.8) (12.1) (53) (100) (23.5) (13.7) (12.7) (50.1}) (100)
3.67 - - 1.36 5.03 3.20 - - 2.44 5.64 3.86 0 57 - 2.71  7.14
(72.9) (27.1) (100) (56 7) (43.3) (100) (54) (8) (37.9) (100)
1.32 - 0.32 4.11 5 75 1.33 - 0.51 6.28 8.12 1.00 - 1.59 8.39 10.98
(22.9) (5.6) (71.4) (100) (16.4) (6.3 (77.3) (100) (9.1) (14.5 (76.3) (100)
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ABSTRACT

The study on the 'Impact of the Deposit ilobllisation
Campalgn on the sgricultursl advances of the Primary Agri-
culturzl Credit Societies' has becn carried out to examine
the extent and pattern of deposliis mobilised and its impact

on their resource base as well as thelr agriculturasl advances.

Fourteen socleties consisting of ten per cent of the
PACS in Trichur district were selected at random for detailed

Btudy .

It was seen that no scientiflc criteria like Llhe past
porformance of the socleties or the savings potential of the

ares were considercd vhile fixing the targets.

Percentage analysis and palred t=test revealed that
there was significent increase in deposits in four years
when the DMC was held during April-May while it was not
significant in two years 1982-83 and 1983-84 vhen the DMC
was held during November~January. There was almo qualltative
improvement in the composition of deposlts. During the
normal period, fixed deposits occupled only below 39 per cont
of the deposits but during the DMC it ranged between 23 per

cent and 29 per cent.

B correlation test boiween the correlation co-
efficlents of deposits snd withdrawals curing the normal

period ané with one month lag revealed that it was significeant



1

in 1983-~84 and 19B4-85 indicating concurrent withdrawal of
deposits. Dut in 1985-86, it was pignificant with one
month 1sg.

Alternative concepts of Crcdit Deposit Ratios {CDR =
cstimated as the ratlo of advances to deposits) were used
to snealysc the lending pattern. Grosy CDR ranged between
13.87 and 42,86 during tho D¥C while it was high during the
normal period 'ranging between 88.97 and 120.01. BSut 1t
showed zn increasing trend with three months lag except in
1982-83 znd 1983-84,

Geld loans occupying below 57 per cent of the total
loans during the normal period wss above 57 per cent during
the MMC in five years. But Agriculturazl Loans were getting

an Increased shere with a lag of two months,

DMCs Guring the period of April-May had resulted in
significant increase in incremental and total deposits and
comparativcely higher CDR but those held éuring the months
of ¥ovembeor-December snd December-January ¢id not chow any
significant increase in deposits and had a lower CDR. It
was thus observed that the period of the DMC hes sn important

effect on the success of the LHC.



