The above discussion shows that the real costs involved in agricultural modernization are high and the long term implications of the same cannot be ignored any longer. 

A holistic look into food security through the green revolution  shows that the there are some costs which are too high to inore nevertheless in not being consppicous it is ignored. For example One should remember that the disappearance of a species is related to the extinction of innumerable other species with which it is interrelated through food webs and food chains and about which humanity is totally ignorant

The decline or the disappearance of bio- diversity in the farmer’s field has also led to the loss of the benefits accruing from the same, due to which the farmer preferred it. Bio-diversity is preferred mainly to spread risk. Intercropping reduces the weed problem and pest attack. Pest attack might be substantially reduced since host plants are more widely spread and so harder to find, it is likely that one species might trap or repel the pest. It also reduces soil erosion and water-run off because of the greater ground cover given by the mixture. The combined yields might also be greater, if differences in root and shoot allow the crops to use light, nutrients and water more efficiently. Thus, drawing from the merits of our traditional method of cultivation, one finds that conserving bio-diversity in the fields is essential for two primary reasons, one it acts as an insurance against pests and diseases. The indigenous varieties are generally resistant to pests and other diseases as against the report of the central rice research institute that most of the HYV’s released are susceptible to major pests with a crop loss of 30- 100%. It also acts as an insurance against drought and climate change.  The study states that this insurance against these major threats are not a trade off from productivity because when all crop outputs are included in measurements of yields, mixture has higher yields than mono-cultures. More importantly, it is needed for avoiding nutritional deficiencies for rural communities. Many of the crops threatened with extinction and formerly grown under indigenous cultivation are highly nutritious. 
The problem of eclipsing of the indigenous production systems assumes even more significance in the present call for removal of huge amount of subsidies, as part of the structural adjustment programme.

The discussion show s the cost of the absence of bio- diversity and mono- culture and the point of vulnerability of the mono – cropping. The discussin is relevant to us since it shows us the importance of these dimensions which the organisation is trying to bring about shows us the losses involved in losing the dimensions which we are trying to bring about besides it also shows as is believed it is not always a case of efficiency 

But despite all these arguments these projects starting with all these purposes will sustain itself only if people are able to appreciate it’s benefits it can also be the other way round, if the project is operating in an area where they have felt a need themselves. We must deal with the contradictions often coming in conflict, which in turn lead to further evolution. Understanding in dichotomies (either as universal /indigenous) might only lead to wishful thinking and condemnation of the other, whereas an understanding of the contradictory forces might lead to valid intervention points.

 It is sometimes unlikely that many of the issues raised here , due to it’s very nature is into conspicuous and does not bear immediate relevance . If the project operated on a need . whether need has arisen due to awareness generation  or the need  can be some thing which is actually there 

In our case we trace back the reasons why these people have left behind their cultivation and the prevalent conditions existing in their life, their current means of livelihood and the importance of this form of cultivation in their current livelihood-earning pattern

their changed habits (preference, to rice), their new opportunities (given by Keystone thru this project), the existing food security system (if it is already there why would they go for another) , the changed scenario (of slump in tea market ) the merits they perceive of the program .  Are there any compromises which they are making in the scenario of which the sustainability would be further questioned… background. The impact of the project can be studied in terms of the achievements achieved against the set objectives.   Here we are only dealing with the primary objective of achieving food security through this measure. 

While studying the impact the crucial question if they will continue to put in the efforts by themselves, once the organisation withdraws from the activity. This would depend on the need for the program… in order to comment on this we tend to see things holistically throug

We also look into the details of what is  being foregone by being involvd in the activity on the in terms of the employment.   to assess this in terms of changes which has happened to this  people one should  be referring to bench marks. Since we do not have any past studies which give us information about these crucial variables we are doing a cross- comparison between the groups.  We compare the employment and food security of the two groups.  We try to understand the  preference of these people using both objective and subjective indicators.  their changed habits (preference, to rice), their new opportunities (given by Keystone thru this project), the existing food security system (if it is already there why would they go for another) , the changed scenario (of slump in tea market ) the merits they perceive of the program …etc. 

 A summary of the discussion done above. 

Coneptualising the problem

Describing  what we have done  and finally stating the objectives. 

