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Dedicated in the memory of

Mahbub-ul-Haq
(1934-98)

the originator of the Human Development Report, 
that is guiding a new way to measure 

economic achievement, equity and democracy.



About Dr. Mahbub-ul-Haq:

Dr. Mahbub-ul-Haq was one of the great innovative 
international thinker in post-war period in the field of human and 
social development. His pioneering work over the last forty-years 
led to some of im portant achievem ents in international 
development from challenging economic orthodoxy to putting 
global human security on the international agenda.

A champion of development and the rights of poor people 
around the world, he was unique individual who never failed to 
stir people with his ideas and calls to action and had a major 
influence in leading development institutions. In the last decade, 
particularly, he contributed greatly to bringing a vision for peace, 
democracy and development to the centre of development 
concerns. He conceived and launched the UNDP's intellectual 
landmark. Human Development Report producing seven of these 
highly influential annual publications. He pioneered the Human 
Development Index as an antidote to GNP as the end-all of 
development measures. He launched the Human Development 
Centre and brought the concept of regular reporting on human 
development to the local level with the release of a new annual 
series, "Human Development in South Asia" from the year 1997, 
showing that South Asia is the most deprived area in the world.

Haq was a leader, rather a giant of SID. His uncompromising 
vision, compelling analysis, pioneering proposals and powerful 
eloquence kept SID at the cutting edge of development thinking 
and debate for nearly three decades. Associated with SID since 
the 1960's, Dr. Haq always rose to the occasion when called to do 
so in the name of SID. He shared SID's values and dedicated 
himself to the society with untiring energy and unflagging zeal. 
Indeed many of his ideas inspired -  and continue to inspire -  SID's 
prograrmne work.

Dr. Haq commitment to development led to him being described 
in the international media as the "Guru of Human Development" 
and "a tireless champion of the poor." The message, which he 
advocated with crusading zeal, was that human beings are the 
end, not merely the means of development efforts. He argued that 
the connection between human development or the well being of 
the people and economic growth was not automatic.

-The Hindu



MESSAGES

FOREWORD

PREFACE

PROLOGUE



MESSAGES

Message from 
President, SID - Rome
(excerpts from  the message as received from  
Dr. Roberto Savio, Secretary General, SID)

He is very impressed with the activities the Rajasthan Chapter has 
been undertaking since its creation and under your leadership. 
He appreciates your partnership in the SID Programmes.

He also has been very saddened by the loss of Mr. Mahbub ul Haq 
last year, who has been one of the great men of SID and has inspired 
and led the society for many years bringing his well-known 
wisdom, political and personal talents to make the Society an 
important space for rethinking development dialogue.

He appreciates your excellent initiative in starting the Haq 
Memorial Lecture.

He thanks you for your dedication to SID and conveys his best 
wishes of success for your endeavours.

Boutros Boutros Ghali
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Excerpts from Message of 
Executive Director, UNFPA

On 12 October, many countries throughout the world observed the Day of 6 Billion.
It was a day to reflect what a world population of six billion would mean, now and 
in the future. It was a day to recognize that individual lives and health come first. 
That poverty, food and water shortages and other problems of under-development 
can be helped by paying close attention to population problems.

Overall, there was general agreement that world population growth should be 
slower through freedom of choice. By paying close attention to individual needs 
for reproductive health, for education and for equality between women and men.

Women throughout the world have too limited choices; up tahalf of the pregnancies 
each year are unwanted or ill-timed. For some women in developing countries, 
reproduction is the greatest single threat to health.

As a consequence, human numbers are still growing by 78 million each year and 
this growth is concentrated in the countries that are struggling hardest to meet 
their people's needs.

Their early life will be a struggle for the elements of human dignity-water, food, 
clothing, housing, sanitation, basic education and health care.

Half of today's children will be female, and many of them will bear the additional 
burdens of gender-based discrimination-unequal educational opportunities, second- 
class status in law and custom, vulnerability to sexual violence; sexually transmitted 
diseases; unwanted pregnancy; denial of reproductive health and rights.

These are among the concerns that Mahbub ul Haq had when he developed the 
Human Development Report. Mahbub was concerned about the eradication of 
poverty and the promotion of peace. Through the Report, he brought to the world's 
attention, the conditions of human beings in the developing world. Setting up the 
Human Development Centres for South Asia was Mahbub's way of increasing 
awareness of the plight of population in the region. His concern for people touched 
all of us and brought us to recognize the key to human development.

The key to human development lies in the empowerment of women. It has been 
proven that when a woman is educated, when she is free to make choices about her 
future, when she has access to health care information and services, when she has 
access to decision making processes, when she has economic empowerment, not 
only does it benefit her; it also benefits her children, her family and society as a whole.

This is the full essence of human development. This was Mahbub's quest, and one 
which we must turn into a reality. For until women take their rightful place in 
society, as active partners in the entire development process, the true sense of human 
development will elude us all.

Dr. Nafis Sadik
(Former President, S ID  Rome)

• •
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Message from
Secretary General, SID - Rome

I learn with pleasure that the SID Rajasthan Chapter is bringing 
out the first volume of the HDR-1999 on Rajasthan in memory of 
Dr. Mahbub ul Haq. As Dr. Haq championed both the work of SID 
and all those working to end poverty, it is most appropriate that 
one of SID's most active chapters in India dedicate this maiden 
volume to his memory.

Dr. Haq was one of the outstanding thinkers in the field of human 
and social development. His pioneering work over the last forty 
years led to some of the most im portant achievem ents in 
international development for challenging economic orthodoxy 
to putting global human security on the international agenda. 
Particularly in the last decade, he contributed greatly to bringing 
a vision for peace democracy & development. The Human 
Development Report (HDR), which he began in 1990, remains a 
major achievement that is guiding a new way to measure economic 
achievement, equity & democracy. His work is being continued 
by his close friend & SID colleague Richard Jolly . Indeed the mark 
of Mahbub-ul-Haq's unique contribution to our field is that many 
of his irmovative and forward thinking ideas continue to be carried 
out by his close friends, in particular his dedicated widow Ms. 
Khalida Haq. His life and work are an example for SID in the fight 
to bring about human centred development.

I am pleased to commend the efforts of the SID Rajasthan Chapter. 
I am confident that this report, and those that will follow, will help 
to carry to fruition the visionary work of Mahbub ul Haq.

Roberto Savio
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Message from
Chief Minister, Rajasthan

I am happy to know that Society for International Development- 
SID -Rajasthan Chapter is going to publish the Human 
Development Report relating to Rajasthan under the aegis of 
UNDP's Human Development Report project.
UNDP's initiative of publishing Human Development Report 
(HDR) is now almost a decade old. This has brought to focus the 
realisation that economic development by itself is not the end; the 
target being the human beings, who are the real subject and object 
of development. This initiative of the UNDP has received a popular 
recognition. The present publication, relating to Rajasthan, is the 
third Report by the Indian States; the first two being Madhya 
Pradesh and Karnataka. A distinguishing feature of this Report 
for Rajasthan is that it is the result of initiative by an NGO (Society 
for International Development-SID-Rajasthan Chapter), whereas 
the previous two efforts were made by the respective State 
Governments.

Rajasthan has glorious past in chivalry and sacrifice, but has a weak 
economic infrastructure, coupled with feudal traditions, illiteracy- 
specially among women, child marriage and high population 
growth. Efforts for planned development over past five decades 
have undoubtedly, brought perceptible changes in infrastructure, 
but the State continues to be lagging behind the neighbouring, as 
well as, distant developed States in the country and has been 
ranked even below the national average in several sectors. 
Problems of drinking water, high incidence of infant/maternal 
mortality; severe malnutrition among women and children, high 
rate of dropouts -  specially girls from the primary/secondary 
schools are such features, which need little empirical evidence.

Present endeavour is an effort in right direction in self
introspection, through the new approach of evaluating output 
indicators along with the relevant input and process indicators. 
This and the process of decentralized planning, along with 
empowering the Panchayati Raj institutions in the State will give 
a new thrust to the process of planning in the State.

I congratulate Prof. V. S. Vyas, Chairman, SID-Rajasthan Chapter 
(and also Member, State Planning Board) and his enthusiastic team 
for this bold initiative and sincerely hope that it will give all those 
who desire and dream to take this State, in the next millennium to 
the centre stage of the national economic scene.

Ashok Gehlot
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Message from 
Deputy Chairman, Planning Commission
(Govt, of India)

Over the years, particularly in the last decade, there has been 
growing realization that access to basic minimum services, 
particularly in the areas of health, education, nutrition and drinking 
water, is an essential prerequisite for sustainable economic growth. 
The concept of 'human development' as the major objective of 
planning was articulated by the UNDP in its first Human 
Development Report about ten years ago.

However, the real challenge lies in the operationalization of this 
concept. The preparation of State Human Development Reports 
assumes importance in this connection. It is not only important to 
assess the present status of the level of human development in a 
State but also to identify the districts/blocks that are lagging 
behind. Appropriate parameters or indicators to measure the level 
of development have to be selected so as to enable the policy 
makers to evolve specific schemes and direct investment in a way 
so as to reduce inequalities and improve the level of living of all 
people.

The efforts of the SID, Rajasthan, as well as other agencies and 
individuals associated in the preparation of the Rajasthan HDR, is 
indeed, commendable. I hope that the Report succeeds in 
generating wider awareness of issues that are critical for human 
development in the State. The active participation of Government, 
Panchayati Raj Institutions, NGOs, social groups and, above all, 
the people in this endeavour will ensure its success.

K. C. Pant
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FOREWORD

H u .m 3 .r i  development has come of age. It is only ten years since UNDP 
issued the first Human Development Report but, over this period, the concept and 
ideas have built up an ever-increasing and committed following. The human 
development message is that people must be placed at the centre of development 
priorities and through purposeful analysis, policy and action accelerated 
improvement is impossible. Though global in their perspective, the Human 
Development Reports (HDRs) have encouraged the preparation of some 260 national 
HDRs in some 120 countries. And in a few cases, HDRs have been prepared at sub
national level. Rajasthan is now the third state in India to prepare a state level HDR
- and it is the first where SID, an NGO with global outreach, has been involved.

It was the pioneering vision of the late Dr. Mahbub ul Haq which led to the 
creation of the Human Development Report. In 1996, he founded in South Asia the 
first regional human development centre. This centre, based in Islamabad, has now 
issued two reports on Human Development in South Asia. Dr. ul Haq was a guiding 
force in SID and, very appropriately, this first publication is dedicated to his memory. 
No SID conference was complete without the joint appearance of Mahbub and 
Khadija, his lifelong partner and professional colleague, making their unique 
contribution.

This report takes on such important themes as population and employment, 
education and health, nutrition, access to safe drinking water and housing and 
income, especially for those below the poverty line. Women's status and gender 
equality are integral parts of the analysis. The report provides data showing the 
human development situation in each District- the basic administrative unit of the 
State. HDIs and GDIs are given for each District to show the relative progress of 
men and women in different parts of the State.

No report of this comprehensiveness emerges without a great deal of careful 
work and dedication. I commend the many contributions of the SID - Rajasthan 
chapter lead by the eminent economist Professor V. S. Vyas, the Chairman, and Dr. 
Ashok Bapna, the Founder Secretary - General and friend and colleague on the SID 
Governing Council for 9 years (1989-1997).

The Rajasthan Chapter of SID has always been an outstanding example of 
creativity and initiative, impressing many of us in SID. I earnestly hope that this 
latest example of its work will inspire healthy debate on human development in 
Rajasthan and beyond, through SID chapters worldwide and in many other groups.
I wish SID-Rajasthan Chapter every success in carrying forward their innovative 
endeavours in strengthening dialogue on development.

Richard Jo lly
UNDP - Principal Coordinator o f the Human Development Report 
and Special Adviser to the Administrator
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PREFACE

Human Development Report annually brought out by UNDP is 
arguably the most important document released by the UN system, or for that 
matter by any multi-lateral or by bilateral agency Since their inception about
10 years back these reports have impacted on the development thinking by 
bringing the aspects of human welfare on the centre stage of economic 
development. Using sensitive, and measurable, indicators they have imparted 
a degree of concreteness to the achievements, as well as failures, in areas which 
truly reflect the progress of nations. Realising that it is not only the relative 
position of the particular country in the "league," but its progress in achieving 
the goals of human development over the period of time, several countries have 
started preparing their own Human Development Reports. In India also a few 
efforts are going on in this direction.

For a large country such as India the utility of HDR is enhanced once the 
exercise is attempted at the state level. Apart from the diversity, an important 
reason for establishing a "bench-mark" and subsequent "follow-up" on different 
aspects of human welfare at the state level is due to the dominant role played 
by the states in social sectors in this country. Already some of the states have 
started publishing their HDR, and many more have planned to launch them in 
near future.

The need for HDR for Rajasthan was felt in order to highlight the current 
status and to monitor the future progress in different areas of social development. 
Such exercises in different states are done, mainly, by the state agencies though 
non - official agencies are also involved in the preparation of the reports. The 
state sponsorship has a value in that the access to data on which these reports 
are to be based is decidedly easier for the state agencies. The disadvantage, 
however, is that a report brought out by a state agency may not be sufficiently 
candid and critical. It may gloss over the developments which may not be to 
the liking of the powers - that - be. Besides, there is also the question of 
'ownership' of such reports, a factor which goes in favour of the organizations 
of the civil society.

With these considerations, the Rajasthan Chapter of the Society For 
International Development decided to organise an informed body of scholars 
to prepare the format and guidelines of HDR for the state, and to scrutinize

X l l  Human Development Report - Rajasthan 1999



available material for inclusion in the report. This task was immensely facilitated 
with the association of Shri Lakshmi Mohan and his colleagues in the Core 
Consultants group who performed the herculean task of collating and analysing 
relevant data in the systematic manner.

The draft prepared by the group was wetted by several knowledgeable 
persons in the state before SID agreed to publish it. Even with all the care it is 
quite possible that in a state such as Rajasthan with relatively weak data base, 
especially at the district and lower level, several gaps would have remained. 
Also, different assumptions had to be made to complete various data series 
which could be questioned by more BCnowledgeable persons. However, SID- 
Rajasthan has undertaken this assignment as a challenge, with the hope that 
the criticism and comments on current version of HDR for Rajasthan will enable 
future reports to avoid the mistakes and pitfalls.

Very large number of. scholars and concerned citizens have contributed 
in giving shape to this report. The d)mamic Secretary General of the Rajasthan 
chapter of SID and the country coordinator Dr. Ashok Bapna, deserves a special 
mention and our heartfelt thanks for his outstanding contribution as the 
facilitator and coordinator of this activity. We are also grateful to the Central 
Secretariat of SID-Rome for their keen interest in this endeavour.

SID - Rajasthan offers this report with the hope that a meaningful dialogue 
will start among various sections responsible for the development of the state, 
not only on the current status of several social indicators but also, and more 
importantly, on future directions for socio - economic development of the state.

V. S. Vyas
Chairman, SID - Rajasthan
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PROLOGUE

This report is dedicated in the memory of Dr. Mahbub ul Haq, whose 
untimely death on July 16,1998 shocked all those dear to him. Dr. Haq was a 
World Citizen in a true sense & a dear friend of the SID. He had promised to 
visit Jaipur along with IChadija & deliver the SID Special Lecture. Unfortunately, 
this opportunity has become past history now. The best way to pay our homage 
and tribute to him is to cherish his noble ideals for which he strived so hard all 
through his life. Khadija is a living example to carry forward his ideals.

The SID mourns the loss of Dr. Haq, one of the most innovative thinkers 
in the field of human & social development.

Shri K. R. Narayan, President of India in his condolence message mentions, 
"1 am deeply grieved to learn of the sudden demise of Dr. Mahbub ul Haq, the 
eminent Pakistani Economist whom I had the good fortune to know personally 
He infused the United Nations Development Program with the concerns and 
priorities of the developing world. Dr. Haq would be remembered for the single 
and original contributions made by him to the concept of human development 
as the goal, and indeed the soul of economic development. His insight and 
vision will be missed by all thinking people in the subcontinent and in the world 
-community."
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The last concluding remarks of Dr. Haq at SID North South Round Table 
Conference on "A New Frame work of Development Cooperation" held at the 
Tide Water Inn Conference Centre, Maryland, USA between June 26 - 28,1998 
provides a New path of optimism towards the whole philosophy of Sustainable 
Development on the eve of 21st Century.

"We have come here together not as intellectual rebels but at least as intellectual 

innovators. We can not accept the past as a guide to the future. As the 1998 Human 

Development Report says, 'Trend is not destiny, change is not a chance, it is a choice.' 

It is to that change in human ajfairs to which we must recommit ourselves. For nothing 

less will redeem our own pledge either to ourselves or to the future o f humanity. I would 
like to end by quoting my favourite lines from Bernard Shaw:

You see things and say why ?

I dream o f things that 

never were, And I  say 

why not."

The work of Dr. Haq is being continued by his close friend and SID 
colleague Dr. Richard Jolly who is an institution in himself. His first Barbara 
Ward Lecture at Rome in July 1985 made a mark impact in the minds of many, 
specially those who attended that Lecture on "Adjustment with Human Face."
Dr. Jolly is one of the most inspiring personalties and his thirst for knowledge is 
immense. The 1999 UNDP HDR is a result of his untiring efforts. It has made a 
departure from the past trend as this report is by far the boldest publication to 
come out of the World Organization in many years. It presents a more 
comprehensive assessment of the pitfalls of "Globalization". Apart from the 
danger of financial volatility and the resulting job and income insecurity, HDR 
1999 points to other forms of insecurity as well; health, cultural, personal, 
environmental & political. UNDP's policy recommendations given in the report 
are very sensible.

According to the UNDP's Human Development index, India ranks 132 
out of 175 countries. Even though our rank in the UNDP's human development 
index 1999 is six places above the 1998 rank, we are still way below other nations 
in this respect.

The UNDP has been instrumental in bringing out the State Reports in 
India in joint collaboration with the respective State Governments. However, 
SID Rajasthan Chapter has made a departure from this strategy. The former 
UNDP Representative to India Mr. Hans-C.von Sponeck was very supportive 
of this idea of the SID.

Dr. Richard Jolly has been a great inspiration to all of us. My special thanks 
to Ms. Khadija Haq for extending her full cooperation in bringing out this 
particular volume dedicated to her husband Dr. Mahbub ul Haq.
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The present report is the result of a voluntary effort. Many knowledgeable 
and experienced persons have pooled their wisdom in it. The whole idea of 
departing from the normal practice of making this a government publication is 
to analyse critically the development path of the State, bring out both of its 
positive and negative aspects and provide a direction for the future. After 
Madhya Pradesh (M. P.) & Karnataka, this is the third HDR, of course first two 
being purely government documents. An earnest attempt is being made by the 
Scholars of Rajasthan to bring out this very first Report on HDR. The work 
started under the Chairmanship of Prof. V. S. Vyas, Chairman, SID Rajasthan 
Chapter. Prof. Vyas presided over various meetings and guided the deliberations.
The last meeting which he chaired was on Aug. 3,1999 in which he shared the 
outcome of the meeting of the Planning Commission held on July 30-31,1999 at 
Vigyan Bhawan, New Delhi. The present report is based on the following indicators:

a) Output indices
b) Process indices
c) Input indices

Prof. L. K. Kothari, an eminent Medical Scientist provided the needed academic 
guidance & suggestions from time to time. Prof. N. K. Singhi, Social Scientist & 
Ms. Sumita Ganguly, State Representative, UNICEF, Rajasthan made valuable 
interventions.

The field agency, instrumental in bringing out this Report is Centre For Applied 
Research and Studies (CARS). My special thanks & gratitude to its Chairman 
Mr. Lakshmi Mohan, Secretary Mr. K. C. Chowdhary and his colleagues specially 
Mr. S. K. Bhargava, Mr. P. N. Bhise and Mr. H. S. Sharma for their untiring efforts.

Dr. G. Narayana, Country Director "The Futures Group International" has taken 
special interest in the developmental activities of Rajasthan for which we are 
grateful to him. The UNICEF office of Rajasthan has always extended its 
cooperation in such activities. The team of SID headquarters at Rome, specially 
Mr. B. B. Ghali, President and Dr. Roberto Savio - Secretary General, Mr. Stefano 
Prato, Dr. Wendy Harcourt, Emanuela Calabrini, Kitt Bohn-Willeberg and 
Caroline Chambers, have been kind enough to extend their full cooperation.

Mr. R. L. Bajpai has been associated with this project right from its inception to 
its logical end. His valuable guidance and untiring support through out has 
been a great help in the completion of this project in the stipulated time.

Thanks to my other colleagues specially Mr. G. K. Mathur and Ms. Shweta 
Rastogi. Mr. Jagat Bahukhandi has been kind enough to provide his valuable 
guidance.

We are grateful to Ms. Shivani and Mr. Sanjeev Bothra for developing the design, 
meticulously planning the visuals, typography & layout details and supervising 
the print production of this publication in its present form. Thanks to Mr. Nikhil 
Bhandari for photography support.

During the course of informal discussions, Mr. Anil Bordia (Former Education 
Secretary, Government of India and Chairman, Lok Jumbish Parishad, Rajasthan) 
provided valuable input and literature.
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My gratitude to the Government of Rajasthan for extending its full cooperation.
Mr. Adarsh Kishore, Principal Secretary-Policy Planning, Government of Rajas
than took keen interest in this academic venture and provided valuable guidance.

My thanks are also due to Dr. Anuradha Goyle, Home Science Department and 
Prof. J. P. Gupta, Head, Economics Department, University of Rajasthan, Apama 
Vaish - Director AIR, Jaipur and Prof. T. P. Jain, Chairman Indian Institute of 
Rural Development (IIRD), Jaipur for their valuable support. Mr. Manish Jain 
and his colleagues in "'Shikshantar : The Peoples' Institute For Rethinking 
Education and Development", from Udaipur provided useful comments.

Thanks to the staff members of the SIHFW, and my colleagues specially Mr,
Rajesh Kumar Sharma, Mr. Rajesh Mathur , Mr. Ashok Jain, Mr. Hari Ram 
Basandani and Mr. Dwarkesh Bhatt for their helping hand.

, I would also like.to.thank Mrs. Usha Bapria -State Coordinator-UNDP P r o je c t .................................
for facilitating this work in many ways, Amit for undertaking its publicity,
Apoorva and Anirudh for secretarial assistance at odd hours.

Thanks to Mr. R. K. Gupta of Book World to act as its distributor.

It has been a rewarding experience and we do hope that this report would help 
the State Government in evolving suitable strategies for a sustainable human 
society likely to be borne in the TWENTY FIRST CENTURY.

Ashok Bapna
Principal Coordinator

"As development becomes imperative, as we approach the turn o f  this Century, we are faced  
with the necessity o f  giving new meaning to the World. Reflecting on development is thus the 
most important intellectual challenge in the coming years".

-  Boutros Boutros Ghali

(Message from the Secretary General o f the U. N. in
"Uncommon Opportunities: An agenda for peace and ecjuitahle development",
Report o f the International Commission on Peace & Food.)

"Both culture & development have become protean concepts, with an elusive and sometimes 
bewildering variety o f  meanings. For our present purpose, however, we can confine ourselves to 
viewing development in two different ways. According to one view, development is a process o f  
economic growth, a rapid and sustained expansion o f  production, productivity and income per 
head. According to other, espoused by UNDP's Annual Human Development Report and by 
many distinguished economists, development is seen as a process that enhances the effective 
freedom o f the people involved to pursue whatever they have reason to value".

-  Amartya Sen

(Excerpts from Culture, Economics and Development, 
a paper contributed to the World Commission on Culture and Development, May 1995)
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India Marches Ahead

Since independence, we have shown certain competencies 
as a nation; the capacity to run a democratic society being 
the most commendab]e of them. The second is to hold on as 
a nation in spite of differences in language, religion etc. The 
third is a capacity to master technology.

One of our achievements is that India has been a real 
functioning democracy ever since it became independent. 
This cannot be said of many other countries which became 
independent around the time India became independent and 
led the movement of decolonisation at the end of the second 
world war. Equally important is the fact that India has 
remained united as a nation even though we had 600 native 
states which in theory were independent as the British 
paramountcy had lapsed.

We also have increased significantly the life expectancy and 
the level of literacy. On the technology front, we have had 
very notable successes in the areas of atomic energy, space 
and missile technology.
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Human Development
- An Introduction

1.1 T h e  Human Development Reports of UNDP have brought into focus that 
the objective of development is not simply to produce more goods and services 
for material enrichment, but to increase the capabilities of people to lead full 
productive and satisfying lives. What is of basic concern is the ability of people 
to lead a long and healthy life, to have access to knowledge and sufficient income 
to buy food, clothing and shelter (Roti, Kapda aur Makan). As per UNDP's First 
Human Development Report (HDR), 1990 'The real wealth of a nation is its 
people, i^ d  the purpose of development is to create.an enabling environment 
for people to enjoy long, healthy and creative lives. This simple but powerful 
truth is too often forgotten in the pursuit of material and financial wealth."

1.2 Thus, in 1990, UNDP charted a cell for a broad approach to improving human 
well being that would cover all aspects of human life, for all people, both in 
high income and developing countries, both now and in the future. It went far 
beyond narrowly defined economic development to care for the full flourishing 
of all human choices essential for quality of life. It emphasized the need to put 
people - their needs, their aspirations, and their capabilities - at the centre of 
development effort.

1.3 "The first Human Development Report of UNDP, published in 1990 under 
the inspiration and leadership of its architect Mahbub-ul-Haq, came after a 
period of crisis and retrenchment, in which concern for people had given way 
to concern for balancing budgets and payments. It met a felt need and was 
widely welcomed.

1.4 "Human development is the process of enlarging people's choices. At all 
levels of development, a few capabilities are essential for human development, 
without which many choices would not be available. These capabilities are to 
lead long and healthy lives, to be knowledgeable and to have access to the 
resources needed for a decent standard of living and these are reflected in human 
development index".

Paul Streeton, 
Ten years o f Human 

Development 
- Humen Development 

Report -1 9 9 9 -UNDP.

India: The Road to Human 
Development - 

India Development Forum, 
Paris, 23-25 June, 1997- 

UNDR

1.5 "Expansion of human capabilities is the foundation for sustaining of 
economic growth. Growth, in turn, is necessary to create the opportunities for 
people to make use of their enhanced capabilities. The mutually reinforcing 
relationship between growth and human development implies that both deserve 
equal emphasis at all times. Imbalances in the emphasis accorded to the one or 
the other is likely to be detrimental to both. Better balance in the depth and 
extent of reforms in both social and econonuc sectors is essential to achieve 
human development goals."

L y

H
C L

<
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1.6 Keeping in view the ultimate objective of development the HDRs have 
identified three areas of primary social concern, viz. health, education and 
material well-being. For each of these areas, the reports have also identified a 
suitable indicator to measure the progress; life expectancy at birth for health, 
literacy along with mean years of schooling (or combined enrolment rate) for 
education and per capita income with declining marginal utility for material 
well-being. To provide a unified measure of development of a country, the HDRs 
have computed the country specific human development index (HDI), which 
could serve the same purpose of simplicity and summarization as per capita 
GNP. The HDI has been computed for each country in a relative framework to 
rank the countries in terms of level of human development.

1.7 "The Human Development Index (HDI), which the Human Development 
Report has made into something of a flagship, has been rather successful in 
serving as an alternative measure of development, GNR Based as it is on three 
distinct components - indicators of longevity, education and income per head, Amartya sen, W98 Nobei

1 1 /* 1 1 / I  T-Tfc • \ T A T *  1 • 1 Laureate in Economics.it is not exclusively focused on economic opulence (as the GN r is). Within the Assessing Human
limits of these three components, the HDI has served to broaden substantially DTvdlpZTJt'̂ p̂ rî
the empirical attention that the assessment of development process receives." 1999.

1.8 In the context of national planning and policy making Human Develop
ment Reports of UNDP seek to convey important messages for planners and 
policy makers, through their diagnostic analysis and identification of factors 
contributing to success and failures of countries in human development. Human 
Development Report - 1999 of UNDP marks the tenth armiversary of Human 
Development Report. India with HDI value of 0.545 is placed at 132 spot amongst 
174 countries of the world. Canada is ranked at number one with HDI value of
0.932. There is thus very wide divergence between Canada and India. However, 
due to wide ranging disparities amongst States and within the State amongst 
districts there is need for constructing HDI for States and the districts.

1.9 In the Indian context, the States placed lower than the national HDI i.e. 
those included in the category of medium or low human development need 
preferential treatment like developing countries in the comity of nations. This 
requires computation of HDFs for States and districts. It is being gradually 
recognised that human development profile of spatial units such as districts is 
a necessity so that socio-economic issues of importance at district level could 
be effectively addressed.

1.10 NCAER undertook comprehensive exercise in this area. Amongst States, 
Madhya Pradesh did a pioneering work. It was followed by Karnataka.

1.11 For Rajasthan, the Society for International Development, Rajasthan (SID) 
chapter took the initiative, with field work assigned to The Centre for Applied 
Research & Studies (CARS), Jaipur.
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1.12 Certain studies conducted by researchers placed Kerala at the first place 
and Rajasthan at 12th or 13th position amongst 15 major States usually consi
dered for Inter-State comparisons as would transpire from the following table:-

HDI for Major States

s . No, States 1991-92*
(A.K.Shiv Kumar)

1992-93**
(UNFPA)

1992-93***
(HDR of 

South Asia 
Mahbub ul Haq)

Value Rank Value Rank Value Rank
7

1. • - • Andhra Pradesh
2. Assam
3. Bihar
4. Gujarat
5. Haryana
6. Karnataka
7. Kerala
8. Madhya Pradesh
9. Maharashtra
10. Orissa
11. Punjab
12. Rajasthan
13. Tamilnadu
14. Uttar Pradesh
15. West Bengal

India

-0.-400 • -9
0.379 10
0.354 13
0.467 
0.489 
0.448 
0.603 
0.349 14
0.523 3
0.373 11
0.529 2
0.356 12
0.438 8
0.348 15
0.459 6

0.423

0.-41-3 ■ 9
0.395 10
0.340 15
0.478 
0.506 
0.468 
0. 628 
0.367 13
0.555 2
0.372 11
0.549 3
0.371 12
0.511 4
0.355 14
0.454 8

0.428

0.393 ■ 9 
0.374 10
0.350 12
0.458 
0.476 
0.442 
0.597 
0.341 15
0.513 3
0.368 11
0.516 2
0.354 13
0.432 8
0.343 14
0.452 6

0.436

*Economic & Political Weekly - April 6,1996.
**Toivards Population & Development Goals -1997.
***Human Development in South East Asia -1997.

1.13 There may be minor differences with regard to the year to which the data 
relates or conceptual changes but the hard fact is that Rajasthan's rank is in the 
lowest quartile, the States with lower HDI than Rajasthan being Bihar, Madhya 
Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh only Mahbub-ul-Haq rated Bihar better than 
Rajasthan.

1.14 The HDI value of 0.356 for Rajasthan has to be 0.423 if all India level is the 
goal and for touching Kerala it should be 0.603, which appears to be quite an 
uphill task.
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HUMAN DEVELOPMENT INDEX FOR MAJOR STATES (1991-92)
(A. K. SHIV KUMAR)
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1.15 Present exercise on HDR for Rajasthan covers the following:-

1. Outcome Indices
(i) Human Development Index (HDI) by districts containing life 
expectancy, educational attainment and economic attainment.
(ii) Gender Development Index (GDI) by districts.
(iii) Human Poverty Index.

2. Input indices for education and health sectors

3. Process indices
(i) Social infrastructure indicators -education and health.
(ii) Indicators on economic infrastructure.

1.16 Besides an overview of Rajasthan the report broadly contains progress 
under successive Five Year plans, demographic profile, State domestic product, 
foodgrain production, land use, irrigation and trends in poverty ratios.

1.17 The area of concern include education, health, material well-being 
infrastructure and empowerment of women. In addition, the report contains 
discussion on employment and habitat.

1.18 An attempt has been made to allocate total budgetary expenditure on health 
and educational activities by districts on the basis of few indicators to determine 
the relationship between the input and output indices in these two sectors.
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Raj asthan - An Overview

2.0 Rajasthan's economy is characterised by slow growth rate, wide 
gap between State and national per capita income partly caused by rapidly 
increasing population, hostile physical environment, frequent visitations of 
drought and famine, inadequate infrastructure, low productivity in many sectors 
besides its poor inheritance at the time of its formation and long international 
border. However, it can be legitimately proud of its entrepreneurial and human 
resources. It has rich mineral deposits and also possesses comparative advantage 
in agricultural and animal husbandry products. About half a century's planned 
development has provided rapid strides, specially in commodity producing 
sectors, yet the State continues to be in the lowest quartile in terms of major 
indicators like literacy, per capita income etc. A large portion of population 
suffers from deprivation in matters of health, water supply etc.

2.1 Stretching over an area of 3.42 lakh* sq kms Rajasthan is the second largest 
State in the country in terms of area accounting for about 10 percent of its area 
and 5.2 percent of population.

2.2 The geophysical limitations e.g. vast stretches of land associated with 
deficient and erratic rainfall, overall lack of water resources and dependence 
on other States for meeting its water and power requirements are major 
constraints for accelerated economic development. Another serious limitation 
is the high per unit cost of providing service in view of large area with scattered 
habitation and relatively longer distance between one habitation and another 
habitation, specially in the desert zone.

2.3 Rajasthan State was carved out by merger of 19 princely States and 3 chief- 
ships in 1949 which varied in size, population, administrative efficiency and 
socio-economic development. Later, in 1956 Ajmer was merged with it. Adminis
tratively, the State is divided into 32 districts, 105 sub-divisions, 241 tehsils and 
237 development blocks (Panchayat Samitis) with 37889 inhabited villages.

Topography

2.4 The topography of Rajasthan is dominated by the Aravalli system of hill 
ranges which divide Rajasthan into two major geographical units. The area to 
the west of Aravalli ranges occupying about two third of the total area of the State 
is almost arid and undulating while the eastern part is comparatively well 
drained and fertile. The canal systems (Gang, Bhakra and Indira Gandhi Nahar) in 
the north, north west of desert region have transformed the sandy area into greenery.

2.5 The Vindhyan hill system extends to parts of Chittorgarh, Jhalawar, Bundi,
Kota, Sawai Madhopur and Dholpur districts. The intensive soil erosion and 
degradation of environment in this part have created critical problems of 
formation and spread of ravines.
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Rajasthan: As we see it

Rajasthan -  the ancient land of the valiant Rajput Chiefs whose deeds of chivalry and sacrifice 
has few equals in history -  is today the second largest state in India. The State's progress and 
development after Independence has been burdened with many problems: a desert in the 
east, scarcity of water resources everywhere, a large tribal population in the south, and wide 
variation in the initial socio-economic status of the many small and big princely states which 
were amalgamated to form Rajasthan. And there has also been a rapid increase in the State's 
population. It is expected that Rajasthan's population by 2001 would reach to 5.51 crores.

But fortunately Rajasthan has a fine tradition of visionary planning as evident in the layout of 
the capital city of JAIPUR itself. Plato dreamt of an ideal state in which philosophers would be 
king and kings would be philosophers. Sawai jai Singh, who founded the city of Jaipur in 
1727, was an astronomer-king who has left behind an exquisite example of a planned city, 
pleasing to look at and comfortable to live in. It is built around geometrical squares and circles 
with broad highways interconnecting them. Running water supply from the Ramgarh lake was 
provided way back in 1875, and gas street lighting in 1878. Conscious of the needs of education 
and health for the people, even an abortive attempt was made in 1872 to start a medical 
school.

Rajasthan, therefore, has not found planned development something alien and new. And, 
although handicapped in some ways in the past, it is now becoming conscious of its vast 
potential in resources -  both natural and human. After all, the lovely marble for building the 
Taj Mahal all came from Makrana in Rajasthan. And although literacy in Rajasthan, particularly 
female literacy, is still disappointingly low, the State has given to the Country many eminent 
educationists, scientists, entrepreneurs, and soldiers. Surely, a bright future lies ahead.

Climate and Rainfall

2.6 The area to the west of Aravalli ranges is characterised by extremes of 
temperature, long period of recurring severe droughts, accompanied by high 
velocity winds and semi arid conditions of humidity. The area to the east and 
south east of Aravalli ranges has relatively sufficient amount of rainfall. The 
climate of the State is the driest in the country with large variations.

2.7 The rainfall in the State is not only meagre but also varies significantly from 
year to year leading to droughts quite frequently. The average rainfall of the 
State is 536 mm. However there are wide inter-district variations. Barmer, 
Bikaner, Churu, Ganganagar, Hanumangarh, Jaisalmer, Jalore, Jhunjhunu, 
Jodhpur, Nagaur, Pali and Sikar comprise the arid zone. Bharatpur, Alwar, 
Dausa, Jaipur, Ajmer, Sawai Madhopur, Karauli, Dholpur, Tonk and Bhilwara 
are in the semi arid zone. Sirohi, Udaipur, Rajsamand, Chittorgarh and Bundi 
constitute the sub-humid zone while Banswara, Dungarpur, Jhalawar, Bar an 
and Kota are in the humid zone.
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Drought

2.8 Amongst all the constituent units of the country, Rajasthan with its scanty, 
low and irregular rainfall is highly susceptible and vulnerable to drought 
conditions. The spectre of famine due to failure of monsoons constantly looms 
large over the State.

2.9 Human and cattle population have to undergo severe hardships due to 
droughts since it leads to loss of work (employment), scarcity of fodder besides 
drinking water etc. The people have to be employed as casual labour on famine 
relief works to give them at least maintenance livelihood. Barring few exceptions, 
year after year drought and famine conditions have prevailed in some or the 
other districts. Particulars about scarcity conditions in Rajasthan are given below:-

Loss due to Famine/Scarcity Conditions in Rajasthan
Agriculture

Year
Districts
affected
(Number)

Villages
affected
(Number)

Population
affected
(Lakhs)

1981-82 26 23246 200.12
1982-83 26 22606 171.62
1983-84 - - -

1984-85 21 10276 92.02
1985-86 26 26859 219.80
1986-87 27 31936 252.70
1987-88 27 36252 317.37
1988-89 17 4497 43.45
1989-90 25 14024 120.67
1990-91 - - -

1991-92 30 30041 289.00
1992-93 12 4376 34.66
1993-94 25 22586 246.81
1994-95 - - -

1995-96 29 25478 273.82
1996-97 21 5905 55.29
1997-98 20 20069 215.07

Source; Relief Department - Government of Rajasthan
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2.10 Rajasthan's ranking amongst major States for selected indicators is given 
in the following table:-

Important indicators of India and Rajasthan

Indicator Unit India Rajasthan Rank
among 

17 States*

1. Density of 
population 
per sq km 1991

Number 267 129 15

2. Urban population 
to total population 
-1991

3. Literacy 1991**

Percent 25.71 22.88 12

Persons Percent 52.21 38.55 15
Male 63.42 54.99 15
Female 40.05 20.44 16

4. Average size of 
holding - 1990-91

ha 1.57 4.11 1

5. Consumption of 
fertiliser per ha 
of cropped area 
1994-95

Kg 75.7 34 . 8 13

6. Average daily 
employment of factory 
workers per lakh of 
population -1995

Number 1059 687 12

7. Per capita 
consumption of 
electricity -1994-95

Kwh 320.10 269.53 10

8. Per capita State 
Income at constant 
(1980-81)
Prices - 1995-96

Rs. 8819 1974 11

*17 major States considered are Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Han/ana, Himachal 
Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir, Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Orissa, Punjab,

Rajasthan, Tamilnadu, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. 
**For ranking only 16 States considered since figures fo r  Jammu & Kashmir are not available.

Source: Economic Survey - 1998-99, Directorate of Economics & Statistics, Rajasthan.
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Five Year Plans - A brief review

3.0 P l a n n i n g  process started in right earnest only in 1951 with the launching 
of First Five Year Plan. In the covenanting units economic development had a low 
priority but for the erstwhile Jaipur State which had implemented its First Five 
Year Plan earlier, which was probably the first administrative entity in pre
independence period in the country to christen it as Five year Plan.

3.1 Since 1951, millions of rupees have been invested in the economy for its 
speedy development, as per details given below:-

Plan
(Rs.in crores)

Expenditure under Plans - Rajasthan

Period Amount

First plan 1951-56 54 .15
Second plan 1956-61 102.74
Third plan 1961-66 212.70
Annual plan 1966-69 136.76
Fourth plan 1969-74 308.79
Fifth plan 1974-79 857.62
Annual plan 1979-80 219.19
Sixth plan 1980-85 2120.45
Seventh plan 1985-90 3106.18
Annual plan 1990-91 975.57
Annual plan 1991-92 1184.41
Eighth plan 1992-97 11998.97
Annual plan 1997-98 4259.39
Annual plan 1998-99 4054.00*

*Likely

Source; Plan documents and Budget study 1999-2000 
Directorate of Economics & Statistics
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3.2 Comparable figures of plan expenditure and increase in SDP at current prices 
since Sixth plan given below are quite interesting to note:-

(Rs. in crores)

Period Plan
expenditure

Increase in SDP 
(at current prices)

Sixth plan 1980-85 2120 2857 1984-85 minus 1980-81

Seventh plan 1985-90 3106 6853 1989-90 minus 1984-85

Eighth plan 1992-97 11999 24263 1996-97 minus 1991-92

Source: Planning Department, Rajasthan

3.3 It transpires from the above table that for every rupee spent in seventh and 
eighth five year plan, the SDP increased slightly by more than two rupees. This 
ratio strictly speaking does not denote ICOR because under plan, items 
categorised in current account expenditure are also included. Further, investment 
expenditure under Central plan and private sector is not included in the above 
figures. None-the-less, these comparative figures do impress the need for 
increasing productivity which appears to be quite low.
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3.4 Sectoral distribution of the plan expenditure since sixth plan is presented 
in the table given below

Sectoral Expenditure under Five Year Plans (Rs.in Crores)

Sector Sixth
plan

Seventh
plan

Annual

1990-91

Plans

1991-92

Eighth
plan

1997-98 1998-99
(Likely)

1. Agriculture 
and allied 
services.

123.08 203.41 79.56 95.27 1112.14 294.96 331.57

2. Rural
development

124 .51 210.41 73.60 101.84 871.40 227.96 273.24

3. Special area 
programme.

- 1.73 0.40 1.00 39.03 26.04 57.91

4. Irrigation 
and flood 
control.

547.08 690.51 177.49 218.14 1836.19 579.59 559.85

5. Power 566.14 921.77 275.13 347.11 3253.90 1520.97 846.81

6. Industries 
and Mines.

83.66 145.57 88.72 62.22 638.98 215.66 185.07

7. Transport 243.95 142.48 40.40 60.30 868.20 417.92 431.14

8. Scientific 
research & 
services.

0.15 2.41 1.76 2.46 16.65 4.05 3.55

9. Social and 
Community 
services.

420.10 736.26 222.31 278.44 3095.79 855.22 1235.25

10 .Economic 
Services

1.50 12.28 5.88 8.08 71.67 19.27 12.79

11 .General
Services

10.28 39.35 8.32 9.55 195.02 97.75 116.82

Total 2120.45 3106.18 975.57 1184.41 11998.97 4259.39 4054.00

Source: Planning Documents, Rajasthan
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•  3.5 Power occupied the prime slot in sectoral expenditure. In conjunction with
#  irrigation it accounted for more than half of total outlay in sixth and seventh
0  plans and 42 percent in the eighth plan. The share of social and community

services which include education, medical & health, water supply etc. was only 
20 percent during sixth plan, 24 percent during seventh plan and further 
increased to 26 percent during eighth plan. The expenditure on social and 
community services is likely to go to 30 percent of total plan expenditure in 
1998-99.

3.6 With concerted efforts of planned development since 1951-52, the State has 
made significant progress. The basic infrastructure like irrigation, power, roads 
etc. has been strengthened. An extensive net work of educational and medical 
& health care facilities is now available.

3.7 The key achievements include increase in production of food grains from 
3.38 million tonnes in 1950-51 to 10.93 million tonnes in 1997-98. The State has 
emerged as a leading producer of oil seeds in the country with annual production 
of 2.36 million tonnes in 1997-98. The increase may be attributed mainly to 
production of mustard. Irrigated area registered a fivefold increase in 1997-98 
from merely 11.7 lakh hectares in 1951-52. Installed capacity of generation of 
power has reached a level of 9624.59 MW in 1996-97 from only 13 MW in 1950- 
51. Significant progress has been achieved in rural electrification by electrifying 
90.46 percent Villages by 1997-98. Road length has increased from 17339 kms in 
1950-51 to 81558 kms in 1998.

3.8 Educational and medical facilities have also expanded considerably.
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Demography

4.0 O n e  significant feature of Rajasthan's population had been that the 
decennial growth in the entire twentieth century had been higher than the 
country as a whole as would be observed from the sub-joined table:-

Growth of Population

Year Population
Decennial Growth

(In lakhs) (Percent)
Rajasthan India Rajasthan India

1911 110 2521 6.70 5.75
1921 103 2513 -6.29 -0.31
1931. 117  ̂ ^ 2790 14.14 11.00
1941 139 3187 is". 01 14 .22
1951 160 3611 15.20 13.31
1961 202 4392 26.20 21. 63
1971 258 5482 27.83 24.82
1981 343 6852 32.97 24 . 99
1991 440 8463 28.44 23.50

Source: Census Reports - Rajasthan fo r  different years

4.1 The growth of urban population has always outstripped the rural growth, 
except during the decade 1951-61 as per particulars given below:-

Rajasthan: Decadal Growth of Population in Rural and Urban areas of Rajasthan
(Percent)

Year Rural Urban Total
1911 8.74 - 4.83 6.70
1921 - 7.26 - 0.03 - 6.29
1931 13.63 17.21 14.14
1941 17.25 22.43 18.01
1951 10.80 39.59 15.20
1961 29.65 11.04 26.20
1971 25.77 38.47 27.83
1981 27.47 58.69 32.97
1991 25.46 39.62 28.44

Source: Census Reports -  Rajasthan
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4.2 It may be added that the negative growth during 1921 may be attributed to 
the out break of plague and influenza etc. during the decade 1911-1921.

4.3 It may be of interest to note that barring the decennium 1951-61 the growth 
rate of urban population had been always higher since 1921.

4.4 The districtwise population as per 1981 and 1991 censuses with rural and 
urban break up and classified by sex, appear in tables 1.1 and 1.2 at appendix I.

4.5 The districtwise growth during 1981-91 is given below alongwith increase 
in urbanisation.

Decadal growth rate (1981-91) and urbanisation by districts (Percent)
.Growth Rate . (1.9ai-.91.) Urban Population to

total population
District Rural Urban Total 1971 1981 1991

1. Ajmer 24.48 14.14 20.05 37 . 65 42.80 40.69
2. Alwar 26.74 63.24 30.82 9.12 11.08 13.95
3. Banswara 28.26 61.62 30.34 5.07 6.22 7 .72
4. Baran 25.41 39.03 27.30 9. 60 13. 91 15.19
5. Barmer 26.49 46.77 28.27 7.26 8.78 10.04
6. Bharatpur 24 .78 37.94 27.14 13.68 17.91 19.42
7. Bhilwara 14.28 65.01 21.58 11.03 14.39 19.53
8. Bikaner 42.12 43.59 42 .70 41.38 39.48 39.73
9. Bundi 25.29 28.62 25.85 14 . 60 17.01 17.36
10.Chittorgarh 17.05 42.61 20.42 10.36 13.18 15.61
11.Churu 31.43 29.41 30.84 29.58 29.22 28. 90
12.Dausa 28. 93 49.26 30.81 4 . 94 9.28 10.58
13.Dholpur 25.15 44.53 28.10 13. 94 15.21 17.19
14.Dungarpur 26.93 44.62 28 .07 5.89 6.46 7.30
15.Ganganagar 28.48 31.99 29.20 20. 96 23.08 24.54
16.Hanumangarh 28.89 29.65 29.02 11.53 17 .77 17.86
17.Jaipur 30.67 49.27 39.51 35.96 42.34 45. 64
18.Jaisalmer 38.43 62.78 41.73 14.60 13.55 15.56
19.Jalore 27.59 14 .31 26.52 4.42 8.06 7.28
20.Jhalawar 16.23 64.96 21. 91 9.45 11.66 15.78
21.Jhunjhunu 30. 93 29.36 30.61 17.44 20.74 20.54
22.Jodhpur 27.67 31.85 29.12 31.95 34 .77 35.50
23.Karauli 27.75 34.70 28. 66 11.83 13.03 13.63
24.Kota 24.04 49.78 32.20 35.34 44.36 50.53
25.Nagaur 29.50 44.53 31.69 12.28 14.56 15.98
26.Pali 11.86 37.73 16.63 11.18 18.42 21.75
27.Raj samand 16.57 29.49 17.97 7.52 10.88 11.94
28.S.Madhopur 25.73 41.33 27.96 14.12 16.29 17.32
29.Sikar 32.51 38.93 33.81 17 .03 20.25 21.03
30.Sirohi 18.29 31.53 20.66 17.86 17.90 19.51
31.Tonk 22.63 32.38 24.42 17 .45 18.36 19.53
32.Udaipur 19. 65 39.11 24 .52 14.44 16.83 19.15
Raj asthan 25.46 39.62 28.44 17. 63 21.05 22.88

Source: Census Reports - Rajasthan, 1981 and 1991
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4.6 In rural areas highest growth was recorded in Bikaner followed by Jaisalmer, 
both having international borders with Pakistan. The other districts with more 
than 30 percent population growth in rural areas were Churu, Jaipur, Jhunjhunu 
and Sikar. Between 25 to 30 percent growth was observed in Alwar, Banswara,
Bundi, Dholpur, Dungarpur, Ganganagar, Jalore, Jodhpur, Nagaur and Sawai 
Madhopur. In other districts, it was lower than the State average, the lowest 
being in Pali which also falls in desert region. The population growth thus does 
not follow a uniform trend in a particular geographical region.

4.7 In urban areas the highest growth was in Bhilwara followed by Jhalawar, Alwar,
Jaisalmer, Banswara, Kota and Jaipur. Ajmer reported lowest decadal growth.

4.8 In overall (rural+urban) population growth Bikaner, Jaisalmer and Jaipur 
recorded the highest and Pali the lowest growth.

4.9 The urban component of population is growing quite steadily and registered 
an increase of more than five percentage points during the twenty year period 
(1971-1991). Increased urbanisation is discernible in all the districts but for Ajmer 
and Churu where the urban component was marginally lower in 1991 over 
1981. In Bikaner, although in 1991 the urban population was higher than 1981 
but was lower than 1971 in percentage terms to total population.

4.10 Kota and Jaipur which have 50 percent and 46 percent of total district popu
lation in urban areas, are the highly urbanised districts. The other districts with 
substantial urban population are Ajmer, Bikaner, Jodhpur, Churu and Ganganagar. 
All these districts have higher urban population percentage than the State average.

Amendment to Rajasthan Panchayat, 
Municipal and Cooperative Acts.

Politicai commitment to the family welfare programme 
exists at the highest level in Rajasthan, the first state in the 
country to display the political will to amend in 1992 the 
Rajasthan Ranchayat and Municipal Acts making it mandatory 
for candidates contesting for local bodies to have followed 
the norm of a small family (two children) from the date of 
the notification of the provisions of the Act. Any subsequent 
violation would entail disqualification on the ground of 
having an additional child. This draws the attention of the 
public at large towards the imperative necessity of checking 
unbridled growth of population and of public representatives 
to be role models for their constituents. The amendment has 
been made effective for co-operative societies as well.
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4.11 The trend towards increased urbanisation has to be viewed as an area of 
concern for planners of human resources since besides the civic facihties, 
provision of housing, roads, transport, jobs, schools, hospitals etc have to keep 
pace with the increased demand. The pressure of population in limited area 
has to be tackled in such a way that mushroom growth of slums is checked. 
Percentage distribution of population by districts is given below:-

Percentage distribution of population by districts
Percentage of Rank by population size

District total population
1991 1991 1981

1. Ajmer 3.93 8 9
2. -Alwar ■ ■ • ■ ■ ■ 5.2‘2 ■ ■ 2 ■ 4
3. Banswara 2.63 20 19
4. Baran 1.84 27 NA
5. Barmer 3.26 15 17
6. Bharatpur 3.75 9 12
7. Bhilwara 3.62 10 11
8. Bikaner 2.75 19 20
9. Bundi 1.75 28 24
10 . Chittorgarh 3.37 14 14
11. Churu 3.51 12 16
12 . Dausa 2.26 22 NA
13. Dholpur 1.70 29 25
14 . Dungarpur 1.99 25 23
15. Ganganagar 3.19 16 3
16. Hunumangarh 2.77 17 NA
17 . Jaipur 8.84 1 1
18 . Jaisalmer 0.78 31 27
19. Jalore 2.60 21 18
20. Jhalawar 2.17 24 21
21. Jhunjhunu 3.60 11 15
22 . Jodhpur 4.89 3 5
23. Karauli 2.11 0 NA
24 . Kota 2.77 17 7
25. Nagaur 4.87 4 6
26. Pali 3.38 13 13
27 . Raj samand 1.87 26 NA
28. Sawai Madhopur 1.99 7 8
29. Sikar 4.19 6 10
30. Sirohi 1.49 30 26
31. Tonk 2.22 23 22
32. Udaipur 4.70 5 2
Total 100.00

Source: Data based on Census reports.

4.12 The above table reveals that Jaipur continues to be the highest populated 
district in the State and Jaisalmer the lowest. It may be pointed out that subsequent 
to census of 1991 certain new districts were carved out viz. Baran was sequestered 
from Kota, Dausa from Jaipur, Hanumangarh from Ganganagar, Karauli from Sawai 
Madhopur and Rajsamand from Udaipur. Population for these districts have been 
retabulated on the basis of tehsil data for 1991 census only. The inter district rankings 
have changed mainly due to the additions in the number of districts.
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Area and Density of Population

4.13 The State with an area of 3.42 lakh sq kms has a density of population of 
129 persons per sq km (1991). The density of population increased by 29 percent in 
1991 over the density of 100 persons per sq k i^  in 1981. Jaipur district has the high
est density of 336 persons per sq km as would be observed from the following table:-

Area and Density of Population by Districts
Area Proportion Density Rank Average size

District sq to total per sq km by density of household (1991)
kms State area

(Percent) 1981 1991 1981 1991 Rural Urban Total

1. Ajmer 8481 2.48 170 204 9 9 5.75 5.76 5.75
2. Alwar 8380 2.45 209 274 3 3 6.73 5.63 6.55
3. Banswara 5037 1.47 176 229 8 8 5.82 5.37 5.78
4. Baran - included in Kota district
5. Barmer 28387 8.29 39 51 25 25 5.99 5.59 5.95
6. Bharatpur 5066 1.48 256 326 1 2 6.81 6.14 6.66
7. Bhilwara 10455 3.05 125 152 13 14 5.05 5.19 5.08
8. Bikaner 27244 7.96 31 44 26 26 6.77 6.48 6.65
9. Bundi 5550 1.62 110 139 16 15 5.61 5.51 5.59
10. Chittorgarh 10856 3.17 114 137 15 16 5.05 5.04 5.05
11. Churu 16830 4.92 70 92 24 24 6.80 6.98 6.85
12. Dausa - included in Jaipur district
13. Dholpur 3034 0.89 193 247 5 5 6.97 6.69 6.92
14. Dungarpur 3770 1.10 181 232 6 7 5.61 5.33 5.59
15. Ganganagar 20634 6.03 98 127 20 19 6.35 5.87 6.24
16. Hanumangarh - included in Ganganagar district

17. Jaipur 14068 4.11 244 336 2 1 7.04 5.77 6.48
18. jaisalmer 38401 11.22 6 9 27 27 5.72 5.08 5.61
19. Jalore 10640 3.11 85 107 22 22 5.92 5.57 5.89
20. Jhalawar 6219 1.82 126 154 12 13 5.88 5.64 5.84
21. Jhunjhunu 5928 1.73 204 267 4 4 6.70 7.05 6.77
22. Jodhpur 22850 6.68 73 94 23 23 6.44 5.91 6.24
23. Karauli - included in Sawai Madhopur district

24. Kota 12436 3.63 123 163 14 12 5.79 5.38 5.63
25. Nagaur 17718 5.18 92 121 21 20 6.52 6.81 6.57
26. Pali 12387 3.62 103 120 17 19 5.28 5.37 5.30
27. Rajsamand - included in Udaipur district
28. S.Madhopur 10527 3.08 146 186 10 10 6.36 6.21 6.34
29. Sikar 7732 2.26 178 238 7 6 6.96 7.47 7.06
30. Sirohi 5136 1.50 106 127 18 18 5.19 5.13 5.18
31. Tonk 7194 2.10 109 136 17 17 6.23 6.47 6.27
32. Udaipur 17279 5.05 136 167 11 11 5.11 5.16 5.11
Total - Rajasthan 342239 100.00 100 129 6.09 5.87 6.04

Source: Census Reports  -  Rajasthan

4.14 Only four districts in Rajasthan viz. Jaipur, Bharatpur, Alwar and Jhunjhunu 
have population density at par or more than the country's density of 267 persons 
per sq km. Jaisalmer which is the largest district in terms of area in the State, has 
the lowest density of only 9 persons per sq km. The other districts with less than 
100 persons per sq km are Barmer, Bikaner, Chum and Jodhpur, all in desert area.
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Sex Ratio

4.15 Sex ratio, i.e. number of females per 1000 males for Rajasthan State is 910 
(1991). For rural area, it is 919 and for urban area, it is only 879. The rural urban 
differential is mainly due to the migration of rural people to urban areas in 
search of education and livelihood where for want of suitable accommodation 
living singly is more a necessity than a choice.
Comprable figures for 1981 and 1991 are given below:-

1981 1991

Sex ratio: Rural 930 919

Urban 877 879

Total 919 910

Source: Census Rqjorts, Rajasthan

4.16 The declining number of females in rural areas is indicative of gender bias 
in favour of boys.

4.17 The districtwise sex ratio given in Table 1.3 at appendix I reveals that 
generally the sex ratio is higher in tribal dominated districts of Dungarpur(995), 
Rajsamand (991), Banswara (969), Udaipur (956), Chittorgarh (950) and Sirohi 
(949).

Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe Population

4.18 The proportion of persons belonging to scheduled castes and scheduled 
tribes to total population appear in table 1.4 at appendix I.

4.19 The State level figures of scheduled caste and scheduled tribe population 
are given below:-

Proportion to total Population (Percent)

1. Scheduled Castes

2. Scheduled Tribes

(a) Rural 17.98
(b) Urban 14.95
(c) Total 17.29

(a) Rural 15.38
(b) Urban 2.53
(c) Total 12.44

Source: Census Reports - Rajasthan
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4.20 The districts have been classified by concentration of persons belonging 
to SC and ST categories as shown below:-

Percentage
group

Scheduled Castes Scheduled Tribes

25 + Ganganagar(33),
Hanumangarh(25)

Banswara(73), Dungarpur(66) 
Udaipur(46), Dausa(26)

20-25 Karauli(23),
Bharatpur(22), Dausa(21) 
S.Madhopur(21), Churu(20) 
Dholpur(20), Kota(20), 
Tonk(20), Baran(20), 
Nagaur(20)

Sirohi(23), Karauli(23), 
S.Madhopur(22), Baran(21), 
Bundi(20), Chittorgarh(20)

15-20 Bundi(19), Bikaner(19), 
Jalore(19), Sirohi(19),
Ajmer(19), Pali(l 8), Alwar(l 8), 
Bhilwara(l 7), Jhalawar(l 7), 
Barmer(l 6), Jhunjhunu(15), 
jodhpur(15), Jaipur(15), 
Chittorgarh(15), Jaisalmer(l 5)

10-15 Sikar(l 4),Rajsamand(13) Rajsamand(l 3), Jhalawar(12) 
Tonk(12)

Below 10 Udaipur(7), Banswara(5), 
Dungarpur(S)

Kota(9), Bhilwara(9), 
Jalore(8), Alwar(8),
Jaipur(8), Barmer(6),
Pali(5), Jaisalmer(5), 
Dholpur(5), Jodhpur(3), 
Sikar(3), Ajmer(2), 
Bharatpur(2), Jhunjhunu(l), 
Churu(0.51), 
Hanumangarh(0.41), 
Ganganagar(0.29), 
Bikaner(0.26), Nagaur(0.22)

Proportion of persons belonging to scheduled castes thus are quite significant in 
number (more than 20 percent) in twelve districts and scheduled tribes in ten districts.
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Land Resources - 
Agriculture & Irrigation

Land Utilisation

5.0 The reporting area for land utilisation as per village papers in Rajasthan 
was 342.53 lakh ha in 1990-91 which increased to 342.64 lakh ha in 1997-98. It is 
encouraging to note that forest area which accounted for 6.87 percent of total 
reporting area in 1990-91 increased from 23.53 lakh ha in 1990-91 to 25.29 lakh ha in 
1997-98 or 7.38 percent of total reporting area. Similarly, increase was observed 
in net area sown from 163.77 laWi ha in 1990-91 to 170-.75 lakh ha in 1997-98. 
Comparable all India and Rajasthan figures are given below:-

Rajasthan India
___________________________ 1993-94 1997-98 1993-94
1. Percentage of Forest

area to total area 7.08 7.38 22.44
Net area sown to total 
area (percent) 47.40 49.83 46. 60
Area sown more than once 
to net area sown(percent) 18.62 30.75 31.19

Source; Directorate of Economics & Statistics, Rajasthan

5.1 The State appears to have made good efforts in increasing forest coverage 
as also in increasing double cropped area.

5.2 The districtwise details of land utilisation appear in tables 2.1 and 2.2 at 
Appendix II for 1990-91 and 1997-98 respectively. Broadly a perusal of these 
tables reveal that in 1997-98:-

(i) Karauli and Baran have more than 30 percent forest cover which is nearer to 
the national norm of one third area to be covered under forests.
(ii) Other districts with more than 20 percent but less than 30 percent area under 
forests are Sirohi (29%) Udaipur (27%) Bundi (24%) Kota (23%) and Banswara (21%).
( i i i)  The districts with less than 3 percent area under forest are Jodhpur (0.31%) 
Churu (0.44%), Jaisalmer (0.58%), Hanumangarh (0.77%), Barmer (0.92%), Jalore 
(1.79%) and Bikaner (2.83%).
(iv ) Hanumangarh has the highest proportion of net area sown (87%) to total 
reporting area followed by Churu (82%) Bharatpur (78%) Jhunjhunu (75%), 
Ganganagar (73%) and Nagaur (73%). It may be pointed out that Ganganagar, 
Hanumangarh and Bharatpur are well served by canal system, the irrigated 
area being 71 percent, 37 percent, and 45 percent respectively. The high cropping 
intensity for Churu, Nagaur and Jhunjhunu which do not have any major canal 
system could possibly be ascribed to the exploitation of ground water resources.

Land Resources - Agriculture & Irrigation 21



5.3 Districtwise important agricultural indicators are in table 2.3 at Appendix
II which include besides cropping intensity net area irrigated to net area sown 
and gross area irrigated to gross cropped area.

5.4 It transpires from this table that Kota (77%), Ganganagar (71%), Bundi (70%),
Baran (65%) and Dausa (63%) have relatively very high intensity of irrigation. The 
districts with 50-60 percent irrigation intensity are Sirohi, Jhalawar, Alwar, Chittor- 
garh, Jaipur and Bhilwara. The intensity of irrigation in other districts is low.

Area under food crops

5.5 Nearly two third of total cropped area is under food crops in Rajasthan which 
include cereals, pulses, vegetables, fruits, sugarcane, condiments and spices.

5.6 Over the years, there had been very little change in the proportion of area 
under food crops to total cropped area as would be evident from the fact that in 
1990-91, the percentage of area under food crops to gross cropped area was
67.26 which marginally increased to 67.56 in 1997-98.

5.7 The districts of Dungarpur (98%), Banswara (94%), Udaipur (90%) and 
Rajsamand (86%), all being tribal dominant districts, are in the category of very 
high intensity of area under food crops as percent of total cropped area. Other 
districts above the State average are Ajmer, Barmer, Bhilwara, Churu, Jaipur, 
Jhunjhunu, Jodhpur and Sikar.

5.8 Ganganagar has the lowest percentage of area under food crops. Other 
districts with low proportion of area under food crops to total cropped area are 
Baran, Bikaner, Jaisalmer, Kota and Sawai Madhopur.

5.9 Districtwise figures are given in table 2.4 at appendix II.

5.10 The changes in area under important cereals and gram during 1996-97 
over the position ending 1990-91 have been shown in the sub-joined table:-

(Percent)

Crop Change in 5 yearly period ending 1996-97
over 5 yearly period ending 1990-91

1. Jowar (-) 34.92
2. Bajra (-) 5.40
3. Maize ( + ) 1.33
4. Wheat ( + ) 35.70
5. Gram ( + ) 32.19

Source: Directorate of Economics & Statistics, Rajasthan

5.11 In the districts as well by and large a similar trend was witnessed barring 
few exceptions and as per details given in table 2.5 at appendix II.
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Consumption of fertilisers

5.12 Per hectare consumption of fertiliser is steadily going up. In 1997-98, it 
was reported to be 35.32 kg per ha as against the estimated all India average of 
86.78 kg per ha. In the districts, there is a wide variation ranging between 0.89 
kg per ha in Churu (being the lowest) to 158 kg per ha in Kota, as would appear 
from table 2.6 at appendix II.

5.13 The districts having consumption of fertilisers per ha above the national 
average are Kota, Baran, Bundi and Ganganagar. The districts lying between 
the State and national average of consumption per hectare are Jhalawar, Dholpur, 
Chittorgarh, Sawai Madhopur, Dausa, Banswara, Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Udaipur, 
Alwar, Sirohi, Rajsamand, Pali and Hanumangarh.

5.14 Most of the desert districts viz Barmer, Churu, Jaisalmer and Jhunjhunu 
reported less than 10 kg consumption of fertilizer per hectare.

5.15 The data on per capita production of important food crops for Rajasthan is 
given below:-

Per capita production of important food crops (Kgs.)

Crop 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95 1995-96 1996-97 1997-98
Rice 2.72 3.97 3.25 3. 94 2 . 67 3. 96 4.32
Jowar 3.51 9.35 3.65 6.21 3.17 6.61 6.07
Bajra 24.36 65.76 23.81 58.37 26.28 52. 62 57.06
Maize 17.44 22.95 21.02 15.33 18.45 23.38 27.66
Wheat 101.78 117.00 78.62 127.56 124.85 154.14 152.28
Barley 10.62 8.53 5. 60 9. 93 8.86 8.59 11.42
Gram 15.42 18.03 16.98 31.16 24.78 24 .34 43.74
Kharif pulses 4.5 9 14.16 6.30 12.40 7.32 15.88 14.46

SourceiDirectorate of Economics & Statistics, Rajasthan

Land Holding

5.16 Average size of operational holdings is going down in every quinquennium 
as transpires from the sub-joined table:-

Average size of Operational Holdings (in Hectares)

Year All social groups‘Scheduled Castes* Scheduled Tribes
1970-71 5.46 0 0
1976-77 4.65 0 0
1980-81 4.44 3.52 2.42
1985-86 4.34 3.41 2.40
1990-91 4.11 3.29 2.24
1995-96 3.96 3.22 2.17

@  Break up not available Source; Revenue (Agriculture Census) Department, Rajasthan, Jaipur
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5.17 The average size of holdings in case of scheduled tribes is quite close to 
the cut off limit of small farmer's holdings of 1.44 hectares.

5.18 The pattern of distribution of total holdings by size classes for the year 
1995-96 is given below:-

Size Class No.of operational 
holdings(percent)

Area ha
(Percent;

Average size of 
holding (ha)

Upto 1.0 ha
1.0 to 2.0 ha
2.0 to 4.0 ha
4.0 to 10.0 ha
10.0 ha+

30.03
20.23
20.82
19.84
9.08

3. 67 
7 .37 
14. 99 
31.14 
42.83

0.48
1.44
2.85
6 . 2 2

18.69

Total 1 0 0 . 0 0 1 0 0 . 0 0

Source: Revenue (Agriculture Census) Department, Rajasthan

5.19 The above table reveals that nearly one third operational holdings have 
less than 4 percent of total area. Another one fifth holdings occupy only 7 percent 
of total area. Thus nearly half of total number of holdings upto 2 ha are spread 
over 11 percent of total area, whereas 10 percent holdings with an average area 
of above 10.0 hectare have 43 percent of total area. By and large this imbalance 
or inequality prevails in the districts also, as per table 2.7 at appendix II.

5.20 The data on average size of operational holdings for 1995-96 by districts 
(table 2.8 at appendix II) reveals that the tribal district of Dungarpur is at the 
bottom with 1.37 ha as the average size of holdings and the desert district of 
Jaisalmer is at the top with 13.10 ha as average size. The classification of districts 
according to class interval of average size of operational holdings is given below;

Size Districts
Upto 2 ha

2-3 ha

3-5 ha 
5-10 ha 
10 ha +

Alwar, Banswara, Bharatpur, Dholpur, Dungarpur, 
Rajsamand, Udaipur.
Ajmer, Baran, Bhilwara, Bundi, Chittorgarh, Dausa, 
Jhalawar, Jhunjhunu, Karauli, Sawai Madhopur, Sirohi.
Jaipur, Kota, Pali, Sikar, Tonk.
Churu, Ganganagar, Hanumangarh, Jalore, Jodhpur, Nagaur. 
Barmer, Bikaner, Jaisalmer.

Source: Revenue (Agriculture Census) Department,Rajasthan

5.21 It is true that average size of land holdings is quite large in desert region but their productivity 
is constrained by inadequate water availability as also low and erratic rainfall. In fact, the districts 
in desert and tribal area are more prone to famines.
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Food Security

6.0 Wheat, rice, sugar and kerosene are supplied through fair price shops 
(FPS) to non-incometax paying people in the State which are 42 and 45 per lakh 
of population in rural and urban areas respectively. The average number of fair 
price shops for rural and urban area combinedly per lakh of population works 
out to 43. The district with highest number of FPS is Jaisalmer(68) which is 
followed by Dungarpur(55), Barmer(53), Ajmer (51), Sirohi(51), and Udaipur 
(51). Other districts with higher than State average are Banswara, Bikaner,
Jhalawar and Jodhpur. The lowest average number of FPS per lakh of population, 
is in Kota(34) as per districtwise details given in table 3.1 at appendix III.

6.1 The offtake figures for wheat for three months of 1999-2000 are given below
for the State as a whole.

Wheat April'99 May'99
M.T. 

June'99
i) allotment (a) BPL 21450 21450 21360

(b) APL 32680 32680 32680
(c) Total 54130 54130 54040

ii) Offtake (a) BPL 9304 14963 13976
(b) APL 84 226 65
(c) Total 9388 15189 14041

ill)Offtake (a) BPL 43 70 65
as % of (b) APL Neg Neg Neg
allotment (c) Total 17 28 26

BPL =  Below Poverty line, APL =  Above Poverty line Source: Food Department - Rajasthan

6.2 The above table reveals that the offtake by families above poverty line is 
negligible although nearly two third of wheat intended for below poverty line 
families is issued.

6.3 Another food grain given through PDS is rice but the quantity allotted was 
quite low being 4920 MT in Aprir99,1030 MT in May'99 and 1030 MT in June'99 
against which the offtake was only 227 MT, 298 MT, and 249 MT in April, May 
and June'99 respectively.

6.4 The offtake in per capita terms for June 1999 was highest in Banswara (1.23 
Kg) and lowest in Kota (0.03 Kg), the State average being 0.31 Kg. The districts 
reporting higher offtake than State average besides Banswara are Dungarpur,
Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Churu, Dholpur, Jaisalmer, Karauli, Nagaur, Pali,
Rajsamand, Sawai Madhopur, Sirohi and Udaipur as per districtwise details 
that appear in table 3.1 at appendix III.
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Income and Expenditure

State Domestic Product

7.0 State domestic product is an important indicator for measuring the level of 
development and highlight regional disparities. Rajasthan State as per contents 
of table given below is ranked at tenth position amongst 14 major States of the 
country in terms of per capita income.

S.
No, State

Per Capita Income of States -1995-96
Per Capita Income

Constant Current
(1980-81)Prices Prices 0
Rs 0 Rank Rs Rank

1. Andhra Pradesh 2407 8 9274 7
2. Bihar 986 14 3524 14
3. Gujarat 3375 4 11977 4
4 . Haryana 3679 3 13573 3
5. Karnataka 2551 7 9384 6
6. Kerala 2200 9 9004 8
7. Madhya Pradesh 1791 11 6518 11
8. Maharashtra 4598 1 15457 2
9. Orissa 1608 13 6192 12

10. Punjab 4176 2 16053 1
11. Rajasthan 1974* 10 7523* 10
12. Tamilnadu 2820 5 10222 5
13. Uttar Pradesh 1654 12 5872 13
14 . West Bengal 2707 6 8409 9

All India 2573 10525

@ Provisional * Revised Source; Economic Review 1998-99 Directorate of Economics & Statistics - Rajasthan

7.1 It may be pointed out that estimates of SDP in the States including Rajasthan 
are built up on the basis of an agreed methodology in all the States. The Central 
Statistical Organisation, Government of India also computes estimates of SDP 
and later, after examining the estimates of States an agreed estimate is released. 
The methodology follows the income originating approach. In the services sector 
lot of approximation are made for want of basic data. However, the estimates 
are the best available indicators of development. The estimates of district income 
suffer from deficiencies due to non-availability of data at district level. However, 
they appear to be reasonably good for inter-district comparability of inequalities.
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7.2 Rajasthan's per capita income is less than half of the State which is ranked 
at first place, i.e. Maharashtra.

7.3 This is indicative of the herculean efforts required in Rajasthan to reach at 
par with the current level of top ranking State in the country.

7.4 In Rajasthan the long term growth of SDP had been around 4 percent as 
would be observed from the following table:-

State Domestic Product - Rajasthan and India

Year Net State Domestic 
Product Rajasthan

Current Constant
Prices ' ' (1980-81)'

Prices 
(Rs. in crores)

Per Capita Income
Constant (1980-81) Prices

Rajasthan India

1980-81 4126 4126 1222 1630
1984-85 6983 5208 1379 1810
1985-86 7669 5187 1338 1841
1986-87 8341 5685 1428 1870
1987-88 9436 5291 1295 1900
1988-89 12892 7477 1791 2059
1989-90 13836 7324 1716 2157
1990-91 18281 8473 1942 2222
1991-92 20044 7850 1761 2175
1992-93 23944 9078 1993 2243
1993-94 24596 8329 1790 2334
1994-95 33011 9977 2060 2499
1995-96 364.42 9561 1974 2573
1996-97* 44307 11307 2290 NA
1997-98** 47055 11599 2306
1998-99*** 50271 11648 2275

 ̂Provisional ** Quick estimates *** Advance estimates

Source; Economic Survey -1996-97 and 1998-99 Directorate of Economics & Statistics Rajasthan.

7.5 A significant feature of SDP for Rajasthan has been its year to year 
fluctuations mainly due to the behaviour of monsoon since primary sector 
(agriculture, animal husbandry, forestry, fisheries etc.) contributes about 45-50 
percent to total SDR
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7.6 Distribution of total SDP by sectors at constant prices is given below:-

State Income of Rajasthan by Industrial Origin at Constant (1980-81) Prices
(Percentage)

Sector 1994-95 1995-96 1996-97
(P)

1997-98
(Q)

1998-99
(A)

1. Agriculture 
including 
Animal Husbandry 41.84 40.66 43.89 43.40 39.78

2. Forestry 1.57 1.67 1.44 1.44 1.47
3, Fishries 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.08
4. Mining 1.85 2.27 1.85 2.30 2.62
5. Manufacturing 

(registered) 7.93 9.63 7 .21 6.90 6.93
6. Manufacturing 

(Un-registered) 4.60 4.84 4 .18 4.11 4.08
7. Construction 7 .50 6.45 5.47 5.42 5.58
8. Electricity, gas 

& Water supply 1.86 2.18 2.20 2.49 2.86
9. Railways 0.44 0.53 0.46 0.45 0.45

10. Other Transport 
and Storage 1.10 1.22 1.14 1.18 1.24

11. Communication 0.55 0.72 0.73 0.85 1.00
12. Trade,hotels & 

restaurants 14.09 10.34 13.53 12.96 12.53
13. Banking and 

Insurance 4.35 5.73 5.40 5.86 6.51
14. Real estate, 

ownership of 
dwelling & 
business services 3.05 3.45 3.03 3.06 3.17

15. Public
administration 3.18 3.57 3.31 3.23 4.22

16.Other Services 6.00 6.66 6.09 6.27 7.48

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

P = Provisional; Q =  Quick estimates; A  =  Advance estimates Source: Economics Review -1998-99 Directorate o f Economics & Statistics Rajasthan
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7.7 It may be added that fluctuations from year to year in agriculture sector 
may be attributed to the vagaries of monsoon which in itself is a pointer to the 
fact that stability which is a hall mark of development has yet to percolate down 
below in the agriculture sector to an extent that the bench mark levels of previous 
year are not eroded. The geography of the State with preponderance of arid 
and semi-arid zone also contributes to the miseries of cultivators. This is also 
true that the State has made rapid strides in the production of cereals and oilseeds 
but nonetheless the major impact of monsoon contributes to wild fluctuations 
from year to year thereby suggesting the need for technological change that 
may usher in crops resistant to drought and optimum use of water along with 
increased productivity.

7.8 What is particularly depressing to note is the lowering of the contribution 
of registered manufacturing sector in advance estimates of 1998-99 to Rs.808 
crores from Rs.920 crore in 1995-96 indicating lowering of employment 
opportunities due to recession in the organised manufacturing sector.
Plan period-wise growth rates of SDP appear in the table given below:-

Plan Period-wise growth rates in SDP and Per Capita Income - Rajasthan
Compound growth rate percent per annum

Period
Primary

Secondary
Tertiary

Total
Per Capita 
income at 
constant

( 1980- 81)
Prices

Third plan 1961-66 0 . 3 4 3 . 6 6 1.  98 1 . 3 6 -  0 . 9 8
Annual plans 1966-69 - 3 . 5 1 - 0 . 2 6 4 . 1 4 - 0 . 7 7 -  3 . 0 2
Fourth plan 1969-74 9 . 9 0 4 . 07 3 . 8 3 7 . 0 8 3 . 8 1
Fifth plan 1974-79 4 . 6 3 5 . 6 4 6 . 0 3 5 . 1 8 2 . 2 2
Annual plan 1979-80 - 2 3 . 2 5 - 3 . 8 4 - 3 . 3 0 - 1 4 . 4 9 - 1 6 . 8 8
Sixth plan 1980-85 7 . 7 6 2 . 7 3 4 . 7 6 5 . 9 4 3 . 0 1
Seventh plan 1985-90 3 . 7 0 9 . 1 0 1 1 . 3 7 7 . 0 6 4 . 47
Annual plans 1990-92 1 . 8 3 6 . 5 2 4 . 1 7 3 . 8 7 1 . 6 5
Eighth plan 1992-97 7 . 4 0 8 . 1 0 5 . 7 0 7 . 0 0 4 . 8 0
Long Term 1961-90 3 . 7 0 5 . 3 3 5 . 5 2 4 . 22 1 . 5 7

7.9 The State witnessed per annum growth rates of 7 percent in fourth, seventh 
and eighth plans. Even in sixth plan it was around six percent. The growth 
rates over plan periods suggest that the State has registered impressive growth 
rate of 10 percent in primary sector (agriculture etc) during Fourth Five Year 
Plan and in secondary and tertiary sectors of 9 and 11 percent respectively during 
seventh plan. Attaining higher growth rates to catch up at least with national 
average, thus, appears to be well within the realm of reality since it is not distant 
past that the State has registered quite high growth rates.
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7.10 There are wide inter-district variations in the estimates of per capita income 
as would be observed from the following table;-

Districtwise net domestic product per capita at current prices (In Rs.)

s . District
No.

1980-81 1985-86 1990-91 1991-92 Rank Annual 
growth rate
1980-81 to 
1991-92

1. Ajmer 1182 1908 4078 4400 15 3.38
2. Alwar 1205 2140 4513 5269 7 3.98
3. Banswara 892 1355 3742 3739 25 3.81
4. Baran Included in Kota 6415 3 -
5. Barmer 877 1260 3064 2828 31 2.93
6. Bharatpur 1160 2039 4117 3976 23 3.11
7. Bhilwara 1144 1792 4300 4391 17 3.49
8. Bikaner 1126 1914 4225 4399 16 3.56

9. Bundi 1492 2684 5195 5508 6 3.36
10. Chittorgarh 1523 2548 4757 5806 5 3.47
11. Churu 1051 1446 3334 3175 29 2.74
12. Dausa Included in Jaipur 4113 20 -
13. Dholpur *1 1706 3269 3404 28 -
14. Dungarpur 821 1167 2705 2735 32 3.03
15. Ganganagar 2039 3012 6142 7386 1 3.29
16. Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar 7386 1

17. Jaipur 1352 2255 4363 4794 9 3.22
18. Jaisalmer 1074 1739 3569 3576 26 3.03
19. Jalore 982 1488 3656 3825 24 3.54
20. Jhalawar 1188 2030 3694 4181 18 3.52
21. Jhunjhunu 996 1750 3428 3467 27 3.16
22, Jodhpur 1131 1592 3806 3982 22 3.20
23. Karauli Included in S.Madhopur 4538 12 -
24. Kota 1674 2865 5523 5925 4 3.22

25. Nagaur 947 1738 3932 4134 19 3.97
26. Pali 1155 1615 3741 4496 14 3.54
27. Rajsamand Included in Udaipur 5125 8 -
28. S.Madhopur 1144 1557 3784 4538 12 3.61
29. Sikar 912 1174 2637 2996 30 2.99
30. Sirohi 1095 4124 5368 4556 11 3.78
31. Tonk 1257 2108 4342 4711 10 3.41
32. Udaipur 1233 1915 4008 4038 21 2.98

Total Rajasthan 1222 1978 4191 4497 3.35

*1 Included in Bharatpur Source; Directorate of Economics & Statistics Rajasthan

7.11 It is interesting to observe that the canal irrigated districts of Ganganagar 
and Hanumangarh got the top ranking in 1991-92. These were followed by Baran 
and Kota which have irrigation facilities. At the bottom of the ranking were 
Dungarpur (tribal district) and the desert districts of Barmer, Sikar and Churu.
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7.12 The districts have been reclassified into quartiles according to estimated 
per capita district income groups in the following table:-

1980-81 1985-86 1990-91 1991-92

1st quartile

2nd quartile

Ganganagar, 
Kota,
Chittorgarh,
Bundi,
Jaipur,Tonk, 
Udaipur.
Alwar, 
Jhalawar, 
Ajmer, 
Bharatpuf,
S.Madhopur.

Jodhpur, 
Bikaner, 
Sirohi, 
Jaisalmer, 
Churu,
Jhunjhunu, 
Jalore.

Nagaur, 
Sikar, 
Banswara, 
Barmer, 
Dungarpur.

Sirohi, 
Ganganagar, 
Kota,Bundi 
Chittorgarh, 
Jaipur,
Alwar.
Tonk,
Bharatpur,
Jhalawar,
Udaipur,
Bikaner,
Ajmer,
Bhilwara.
Jaisalmer,
Jhunjhunu,
Nagaur
Dhoipur,
Pali,
S.Madhopur, 
Jodhpur.

Bharatpur,
Jalore,
Banswara,
Barmer,
Sikar,
Dungarpur.

Ganganagar, 
Kota,Sirohi, 
Bundi,
Chittorgarh,
Alwar,
Jaipur.
Tonk,
Bhilwara,
Bikaner,
Bharatpur,
Ajmer,
Udaipur,
Nagaur.
Jodhpur,
S.Madhopur, 
Banswara, 
Pali, 
Jhalawar, 
Jaisalmer, 
Jalore.

Jhunjhunu,
Churu,
Dhoipur,
Barmer,
Dungarpur,
Sikar.

Ganganagar, 
Hanumangarh 
Baran,Kota, 
Chittorgarh, 
Bundi,Alwar 
Raj samand.
Jaipur,Tonk, 
Sirohi,
S.Madhopur, 
Karauli, 
Pali,Ajmer, 
Bikaner.

Bhilwara,
Jhalawar,
Nagaur,
Dausa,
Udaipur,
Jodhpur,
Bharatpur,
Jalore.
Banswara,
Jaisalmer,
Jhunjhunu,
Dhoipur,
Churu,Sikar,
Barmer,
Dungarpur.

3rd quartile

4th quartile

7.13 Barring few districts viz Jaisalmer, Jhunjhunu, Sirohi and Udaipur where 
the ranks vary widely the districts, by and large, find their place in the same 
quartile or in the immediately following quartile. This is indicative of persisting 
regional inequalities in the State. Possible serious efforts in the form of special 
dispensation may assist in narrowing the gap between the first and fourth 
quartile districts.

7.14 Alwar district recorded the highest growth in per capita district income 
during 1980-81 to 1991-92 and Churu the lowest. The districts that registered 
higher growth than the State average are Ajmer, Alwar, Banswara, Bhilwara, 
Bikaner, Bundi, Chittorgarh, Jalore, Jhalawar, Nagaur, Pali, Sawai Madhopur, 
Sirohi and Tonk.

7.15 The distribution of estimated district income by broad sectors is given in 
table 4.1 at appendix IV.
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Consumer Expenditure

7.16 The NSSp 53rd round (J^fiuafy-December 1997) results place per capita 
housefj^ld rnonthly consumer expenditure at Rs.395 for rural and Rs.645 for 
urban areas for the country as a whole. In Rajasthan State, the per capita 
consumer expenditure in rural areas is Rs.452, which is higher than the all India 
average; it is Rs.608 in urban areas which is lower than the all India average. In 
terms of per capita income Rajasthan ranks at number 10 which is quite close to 
ranking of urban consumer expenditure per month but well below the monthly 
rural consumer expenditure per household.

7.17 Comparative position of monthly per capita expenditure and per capita
State domestic product is given below:-

Monthly per Capita Expenditure (in Rs.)

State Rural Rank Urban Rank Per Capita 
income
(Rank)

1. Andhra Pradesh 421 7 624 8 7
2. Bihar 295 15 492 14 14
3. Gujarat 485 4 687 4 4
4. Haryana 536 3 655 7 3
5. Karnataka 344 12 670 5 6
6. Kerala 569 2 794 1 8
7. Madhya Pradesh 326 13 546 13 11
8. Maharashtra 386 9 773 2 2
9. Orissa 298 14 562 10 12
10. Punjab 670 1 753 3 1
11. Rajasthan 452 5 608 9 10
12. Tamilnadu 441 6 658 6 5
13. Uttar Pradesh 390 8 547 12 13
14. West Bengal 366 10 560 11 9

All India 395 645
Source: NSSO 53rd round -January - December 1997

7.18 It appears from the above table that while in States like Kerala, Karnataka, 
Maharashtra, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh, ranking as per rural consumer 
expenditure and per capita income differ considerably, in other States there is 
close correspondence. One possible reason could probably be remittances from 
across the borders of States concerned since estimates of State domestic product 
are based on income originating concept.

7.19 The availability of pooled results of State and Central sample of NSSO 
would have facilitated further analysis at sub-regional level.
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8.0 Poverty usually denotes a level of spending below a cut off point that 
is linked to per household consumer expenditure derived from a basket of goods 
and services and also related to calorie intake. Presently, the estimates of poverty 
worked out by the Planning Commission, Government of India, are based on 
calorie intake of 2100 for urban areas and 2400 for rural areas. It may be added 
that methodological controversy with regard to measurement of poverty has 
led to different sets of figures with regard to determination of poverty level. 
The estimates of perspns below poverty line as per National Sample. Survey 
(NSS) and those worked out by expert group of Planning Commission are given 
below which provide ample proof of varying estimates.

Persons below poverty line 1987-88 (Percentage) 

Rajasthan India
1. National Sample Survey

(a) Rural 26.00 33.40
(b) Urban 19.40 20.10
(c) Combined 24.40 29. 90

2. Expert Group
(a) Rural 33.21 39.06
(b) Urban 38.99 40.12
(c) Combined 34. 90 39.34

8.1 Apart from the fact that the two sets of figures provide different ratios, it 
clearly emerges that proportion of rural and urban poor to total population in 
Rajasthan is lower than the national average.

8.2 It may also be pointed out that over a five year period (1992-97), the number
* The number o f rural of identified families* to be living below poverty line increased by about 8

iisT9?9t?fefnT992fl”d percent or at the rate of 1.6 percent per year. This particular aspect merits
20.99 lakhs in 1997. Consideration since normally the total families below poverty line should go

down rather than increase year after year.

8.3 At the district level for want of statistical data with regard to consumption 
expenditure there is a serious constraint in working out estimates of poverty. 
The NSSO surveys on consumer expenditure provide estimates at State level. 
Although the State Government of Rajasthan participates on a full matching 
basis with NSSO but the State sample data has not been pooled with Central sam
ple data, thereby the sub-regional estimates could not be made available. Some 
alternate source has thus to be found out for estimating rural and urban poor.
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8.4 The State Government of Rajasthan in 1997 through a major exercise in all 
the villages of the State collected particulars of families by convening meetings 
of gram sabhas and identified families having annual income below Rs.20000/- 
The data collected in this massive campaign reveal that in Rajasthan 30.99 percent 
of families in rural areas are below the poverty line. The districtwise particulars 
appear in the table given below along with rankings of per capita income.

*  The cut o ff limit fo r  treating 
fam ilies below poverty line 
was earlier Rs.11800/- which 
was raised to Rs.20000/- in 
1997 enquiry.

m
m
m
•

Proportion of Families below Poverty line (Rural)

Families Rank Rank % to total rural
below as per population

poverty line capita
(Percentage-1997) Income S.C. S.T.

1. Ajmer 26.50 20 15 17.06 3.06
2 . Alwar 22.00 24 7 18.33 8. 98
3. Banswara 72.98 1 25 4.79 78.83
4 . Baran 32.59 15 3 * •k

5. Barmer 28.71 18 31 15.78 6.24
6. Bharatpur 18.40 27 23 21.33 2. 63
7 . Bhilwara 34 .72 12 17 17 .55 10.35
8. Bikaner 36.84 8 16 23.06 0.19

9. Bundi 36.02 9 6 19.14 23.76
10. Chittorgarh 49.14 4 5 14.82 23.47
11. Churu 28.62 19 29 23.22 0.48
12. Dausa 23.38 23 20 * * •k k

13. Dholpur 34.86 11 28 20.81 5.47
14. Dungarpur 71.33 2 32 4 .30 69.77
15. Ganganagar 21.26 26 1 32.28 0.17
16. Hanumangarh 21.88 25 1 * * * •k ic -k

17. Jaipur 15.53 29 9 18.47 16.37
18 . Jaisalmer 26.11 21 26 15.39 5.11
19. Jalore 37.50 6 24 17 .72 8.66
20. Jhalawar 33.21 13 18 17.73 13.37
21. Jhunjhunu 10.57 32 27 15.42 2.24
22 . Jodhpur 13.60 30 22 16. 97 3.12
23. Karauli 40.81 5 12 •k ic -k -k * * * *
24 . Kota 32.11 16 4 20. 90 20.59

25. Nagaur 16.53 28 19 21.08 0.23
26. Pali 24.01 22 14 18.73 6.29
27. Raj samand 35.76 10 8 ■:*r * * * * *
28. S.Madhopur 37.47 7 12 22.19 25.95
29. Sikar 11.43 31 30 14.70 3.09
30. Sirohi 31.01 17 11 19.37 27.13
31. Tonk 32.93 14 10 20.87 14 .53
32. Udaipur 58.02 3 21 7.84 43.23

Rajasthan 30.99 17.98 15.38
* Included in Kota ** Included in Jaipur *** Included in Ganganagar * Included in Sawai Madhopur * * * * *  Included in Udaipur

Source: Special Schemes Organisation - Rajasthan
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8.5 The previous table reveals that -
(i) The districts with sizeable population of scheduled tribes viz Banswara, 
Dungarpur, Udaipur and Chittorgarh have the highest proportion of persons 
below poverty line.
(ii) The incidence of poverty is quite low in the desert districts of Jhunjhunu, 
Sikar, Jodhpur and Nagaur.
(iii) There is no positive relationship between per capita income and proportion 
of rural poor in many districts as appears from the fact that top eight districts in 
respect of per capita income instead of having low rural poor have quite high 
proportion of rural poor. Similarly, lowly ranked districts in per capita income 
have very low rank in poverty proportion as transpires from the sub-joined table:-

Top ranked Rank in Low per capita
districts (per poverty income districts
capita income) Rank in
Rank Rank poverty

1. Ganganagar 26 32. Dungarpur 2
2. Hanumangarh 25 31. Barmer 18
3. Baran 15 30. Sikar 31
4 , Kota 16 29. Churu 19
5. Chittorgarh 4 28. Dholpur 11
6. Bundi 9 27. Jhunjhunu 32
7. Alwar 24 26. Jaisalmer 21
8. Rajsamand 10 25. Banswara 1

Source: Directorate of Economics & Statistics - Rajasthan (for per capita income;
Special Schemes Organisation - Rajasthan (for poverty).

8.6 This could be explained by stating that poverty is a function of distribution 
of income whereas per capita income denotes total value of goods and services 
produced divided by population. Any adjustment of per capita income on the 
basis of poverty is thus a risky proposition.
The overall distribution of rural poor by Caste group is given below:-

Group Rural Poor
(Percentage)

Proportion 
in total 

population
(Percentage)

1. Scheduled Tribes 31.52 15.38
2. Scheduled Castes 25.63 17.98
3. Other Backward Classes 24.79 )
4 . Others 18.06 ) 66.74

Source: Special Schemes Organisation - Rajasthan.

8.7 The above table reveals that incidence of poverty is quite severe amongst 
scheduled tribes and scheduled castes since their share in total rural poor of 
Rajasthan is higher than their proportion in total population.

Distristwise details appear in table 5.1 at appendix V.
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8.8 It may be added that only the districts of Ajmer, Alwar, Dholpur, Jhunjhunu, 
Jodhpur, Nagaur, Sawai Madhopur, Sikar and Sirohi recorded a fall in total 
number of families below poverty line in 1997 over 1992.

8.9 It is for the State to have a close look at this disturbing trend since the basic 
objectives of poverty alleviation programmes are defeated if there is increase in 
absolute number of families identified to be the belov̂ r poverty line in more 
than three fourth of the districts.

8.10 Occupational distribution of rural poor households in Rajasthan is given below:-

Category Rural Poor
(Percentage)

1. Agricultural worker 28

2. Other rural worker 17

3. Self employment:

i) Small farmers 17
ii) Marginal farmers 27
iii) Under non-agricultural activities 4

4 . Rural artisans 2

5. Others 5

Total 100
Source: Special Schemes Organisation - Rajasthan

8.11 Workers engaged in agriculture and marginal farmers taken together 
constitute more than half of total rural poor. By adding small farmers to this 
category, the proportion of agriculture related activities shoots up to 71 percent 
of total rural poor.
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Urban Poor

8.12 On the lines of rural poor, particulars of urban poor were collected in 1998. 
Out of total 17.53 lakh families surveyed, only 10.79 percent were found to be 
living below the poverty line. Districtwise particulars are given below:-

District
(Percent) 

Urban poor 1998
1. Ajmer 5.10
2. Alwar 7.92
3. Banswara 11.28
4. Baran 21.11
5. Barmer 21.23
6. Bharatpur 11.87
7. Bhilwara 12.81
8. Bikaner 7 . 68
9. Bundi 19.58
10. Chittorgarh 13. 64
11. Churu 20. 68
12. Dausa 19.30
13. Dholpur 21.34
14. Dungarpur 14 .71
15. Ganganagar 9.06
16. Hanumangarh 25.50
17. Jaipur 3.44
18. Jaisalmer 16.84
19. Jalore 9.46
20. Jhalawar 16.39
21. Jhunjhunu 17 .57
22. Jodhpur 5.91
23. Karauli 28. 97
24. Kota 11.96
25. Nagaur 13.34
26. Pali 7.68
27. Raj samand 8.78
28. Sawai Madhopur 22.19
29. Sikar 11.25
30. Sirohi 11.08
31. Tonk 26.30
32. Udaipur 7.53

Total 10.79
Source: Directorate of Local Bodies - Rajasthan

8.13 In proportionate terms, Karauli, Tonk, Hanumangarh, Sawai Madhopur, 
Dholpur, Barmer, Baran and Churu have highest percentage of urban poor in 
relation to total urban population. The districts with relatively low proportion 
of urban poor are Jaipur, Jodhpur and Ajmer.

8.14 The overall incidence of poverty in rural areas is more pronounced than in 
urban areas.
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Human Poverty Index

8.15 The human poverty index (HPI) concentrates on deprivation in three 
essential dimensions of human life already reflected in H.D.I. - longevity, 
knowledge and a decent standard of living. The first deprivation relates to 
survival - vulnerability to death at a relatively early age. The second relates to 
knowledge - being excluded from the world of reading and communication. 
The third relates to decent living standards.

8.16 The computation process is given at annexure I.

8.17 The HPI for Rajasthan works out to 61.51. The all India HPI is 35.9 as 
contained in Human Development Report 1999.

8.18 There are wide divergences in HPI between districts ranging between 54.89 
in Ajmer the lowest to 69.71 in Jalore the highest. The districts where the poverty 
as per HPI is the poorest are Jalore, Barmer, Sirohi, Nagaur and Dholpur. The 
corresponding ranks of these districts as per proportion of rural poor are as under:-

Ranks As per HPI Ranks as per rural poverty

Jalore 1 6

Barmer 2 18

Sirohi 3 17

Nagaur 4 28

Dholpur 5 11
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8.19 Comparison of other districts also reveals that there is very little 
correspondence between the two sets as transpires from the following table:-

Human Poverty Index

s .
No.

District Human poverty 
index

Ranks Rural poverty 
proportion ranks

1 . Ajmer 54 .89 32 20
2. Alwar 61.35 23 24
3. Banswara 65.01 9 1
4 . Baran 58.39 28 15
5 . Barmer 69.44 2 18
6. Bharatpur 61.22 24 27
7. Bhilw.ar.a .62.38. . . . .17 . . . .  12 ,
8. Bikaner 61.70 19 8

9. Bundi 63.69 12 9
10. Chittorgarh 64.13 11 4
11. Churu 61.66 20 19
12 . Dausa 63.01 14 23
13. Dholpur 65.72 5 11
14 . Dungarpur 62. 67 15 2
15. Ganganagar 59.47 27 26
16. Hanumangarh 56.44 29 25

17. Jaipur 56.02 30 29
18. Jaisalmer . 62.44 16 21
19. Jalore 69.71 1 6
20. Jhalawar 63.17 13 13
21. Jhunjhunu 60.22 26 32
22. Jodhpur 60.26 25 30
23. Karauli 65. 60 6 5
24 . Kota 55.04 31 16

25. Nagaur 66.00 4 28
26. Pali 61.53 21 22
27 . Raj samand 62.18 18 10
28. Sawai Madhopur 65. 60 6 7
29. Sikar 61.48 22 31
30. Sirohi 67.07 3 17
31. Tonk 64. 62 10 14
32. Udaipur 65.13 8 3

Total Rajasthan 61.51
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8.20 The above table reveals that in 17 out of 32 districts, the rankings by the 
two sets of figures are within 5 points of each other.

8.21 The basic reason for divergence in ranks appears to be the different 
approaches. In the rural poverty figures the proportion is based on enquiry on 
the basis of income as ascertained in the gram sabha meetings whereas the HPI 
ranks are based on the available data. It may, however, be pointed out that the 
parameter used for measuring deprivation in living standards is number of 
doctors with reference to all India average which may not be very perfect but 
has been used in the absence of reliable data on any other variable.

8.22 The two sets of figures do serve a very useful purpose in generating healthy 
debate besides depicting inter-district inequalities.
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Employment

9.0 It is obvious that the objectives of removing poverty and increasing 
employment are complementary. One leads to the other. The objective of 
employment is wider and more extensive and covers the workers of non-poor 
households as well, some of whom may also be wholly or partially imemployed. 
In a wider perspective, income, employment, poverty, productivity, growth etc. 
are all linked.

9.1 An analysis of employment scenario involves a study of labour force 
structure and growth, unemployment etc.

Labour Force

9.2 The distribution of persons by usual activity (principal and subsidiary) for 
Rajasthan State is given below. Comparable all India figures have also been 
shown alongside.

Distribution of persons by broad usual activity per 1000
Rural Urban

Male Female Persons Male Female Persons
Raj India Raj India Raj India Raj India Raj India Raj India

1.Working

2.Unemployed*
512 550 351 291 436 425

1 7 0 2 1 5

3 .Not in
Labour force** 487 442 649 707 563 570

490 521 120 131 316 335

9 21 1 6 6 14

501 458 879 863 678 651

Raj=Rajasthan; *==Seeking; **=Students, too young, too old, housewives etc.
Source: NSSO - 53rd round January-D ecem ber,1997 and! o r  av a ilab le  fo r  w ork.

9.3 The above table reveals that
i) Participation of rural males in work is lower than all India average while in 
respect of rural females, work participation rate is higher than all India average.
ii) In urban area, work participation rate for both males and females is lower 
than all India rates.
iii) In rural area, unemployment in Rajasthan is only 0.1 percent of total 
population of males, it is zero for females as against 0.7 percent for rural males, 
and 0.2 percent for rural females at all India level.
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iv) In urban areas, 0.9 percent of total males and 0.1 percent females reported 
themselves as unemployed in Rajasthan as compared to 2.1 percent males and 
0.6 percent females at the all India level.
v) Overall unemployment rate works out to 0.6 percent for Rajasthan and 1.6 
percent for the country as a whole in relation to total population. Taking labour 
force into consideration (working plus unemployed in Rajasthan) 1.9 percent 
persons of total labour force are reported to be unemployed as against all India 
rate of 4.0 percent.
vi) As per NSSO results, unemployment appears to be essentially an urban 
problem in Rajasthan.

9.4 However, Rajasthan State is plagued by serious problem  of 
underemployment both in rural and urban areas since unlike other States a 
bulk of cultivated area is single cropped for want of irrigational facilities. It has 
been estimated that the intensity of underemployment is 56 percent. This 
intensity denotes mandays required in relation to mandays available. The 
districtwise intensity of under employment is shown in the sub-joined table.

Intensity of Underemployment*

Surplus 
mandays to 
total availa- 
lable mandays 
(Percentage)

Districts

No Surplus Ganganagar

Upto 20 Nil

20 - 40 Bikaner, Kota, Jhalawar, Bundi, Tonk & Churu

40 - 60 Barmer, Jalore, Jodhpur, Bharatpur, Nagaur and Sikar.

60 - 80 Alwar, Jaisalmer, Jhunjhunu, Jaipur, Sawai Madhopur, Pali, 
Banswara, Chittorgarh, Ajmer, Sirohi, Dholpur, Bhilwara 
& Dungarpur

80 + Udaipur

* Advisory Committee on Employment, Rajasthan 
(Vyas Committee)

9.5 The intensity of underemployment is more severe in tribal belt of the State.
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9.6 The distribution of workers and persons not in labour force by category is 
given below:-

Distribution of Workers and Non-Workers; per 1000 Persons - Rajasthan
Rural Urban

Male Female Persons Male Female Persons
1. Workers
i) Self Employed 405 325 367 252 84 173
ii) Regularly 

Employed
34 2 19 194 22 113

iii)Casual Labour 73 24 50 44 14 30
Total 512 351 436 490 1-20 316

2. Not in Labour Force
i) Students 271 144 211 308 252 280
ii) Engaged in

domestic duties 7 277 134 7 448 214
iii)Others 209 228 218 185 180 184

Total 487 649 563 500 880 678
Source; NSSO 53rd round - January - D ecem ber 1997

9.7 Amongst the workers in rural areas self employed predominate largely 
because of agriculture whereas regularly employed are less than 5 percent of 
total male population. Casual labour also accounts for about 7 percent of total 
male population. In urban areas, the position is rather different with regularly 
employed also accounting for about one fifth of total population amongst males.

9.8 For obvious reasons, most of the non-working females are engaged in 
domestic duties. It is true that larger proportion of urban females are regularly 
employed as against their rural counterparts but non-working females in urban 
areas are proportionately more than non-working rural females.

9.9 Primary activity (agriculture, animal husbandry etc.) accounted for 80 
percent of rural persons and 14.9 percent of urban persons. Secondary (mining, 
manufacturing, construction etc.) and tertiary activity absorbed 11 percent and
9 percent of persons (at work) in rural areas. The corresponding percentages 
for urban areas were 2.76 for secondary and 5.74 percent for tertiary activity.

9.10 Non-availability of districtwise breakup is one of the limitations of NSSO 
data. Some States, notably Karnataka has pooled Central and State sample results 
of NSSO to get sub-regional break up but the ground realities are that in Rajasthan 
no effort appears to have been made even for releasing State sample results, leave 
alone pooling with the Central sample results, although Rajasthan State has also 
been participating on a full matching basis with NSSO in its surveys since 1961.
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Growth and Employment

9.11 Economic growth is a function of various factors of production and their 
productivity, employment being only one of them. An appropriate method of 
capturing this is the production function. Presently, however, for purposes of 
this study, efforts have been made to analyse the relationship between income 
and employment since district level data on all the determinants of growth are 
not available.

*Growth rate ofSD P  
divided by growth rate o f  
main workers (1981-91).

9.12 The inter-district linkages have been worked out by estimating employment 
elasticity. Employment elasticity denotes the growth rate of employment per 
unit growth rate of SDR Districtwise employment elasticity* is given below:-

Employment Elasticity by Districts
District Employment

elasticity
District Employment

elasticity
1. Ajmer 0.20 15. Jalore 0.30
2. Alwar 0.39 16. Jhalawar 0.35
3. Banswara 0.33 17. Jhunjhunu 0.25
4 . Barmer 0.30 18. Jodhpur 0.25
5. Bharatpur 0.28 19. Kota 0.33
6. Bhilwara 0.23 20. Nagaur 0.22
7. Bikaner 0.33 21. Pali 0.15
8. Bundi 0.30 22. Sawai Madhopur 0.35
9. Chittorgarh 0.36 23. Sikar 0.49
10. Churu 0.35 24. Sirohi 0.15
11. Dungarpur 0.44 25. Tonk 0.31
12. Ganganagar 0.35 26. Udaipur 0 .37
13. Jaipur 0.42
14. Jaisalmer 0.28 Rajasthan 0.32

9.13 The overall employment elasticity for the State is 0.32, i.e. responsiveness 
of employment to growth in SDR In respect of Sikar, Dungarpur, Jaipur, Alwar, 
Udaipur, Chittorgarh etc., the elasticity is more than 0.35 suggesting higher 
responsiveness to per unit growth in SDR Further, analysis by components of 
SDR into primary and secondary sectors could have provided better insight 
into the comparative ranking of districts but for want of sectoral distribution of 
SDR for 1980-81 this exercise has not been attempted.

9.14 Regression analysis with growth of SDR as independent variable and 
growth of work force as dependent variable across districts indicates a very 
low value of R (coefficient of correlation) thereby suggesting that relationship 
between growth in SDR and growth in work force is not significant, although 
the relationship between the two variables is direct since the sign of regression 
coefficient is positive.
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9.15 Regression analysis for growth in SDP and growth in work force is given below:-

(a) Growth of SDP as independent variable and growth of work force as 
dependent variable. = 0.073

Regression coefficient of main workers = 0.087 
Standard Error(SE) of Regression coefficient = 0.028

(b) Growth of work force as independent variable and the real SDP as dependent
variable. R̂  = 0.073

Regression coefficient of main worker = 0.839 
Standard Error (SE) of Regression coefficient = 0.214

9.16 It may be added that the estimates of district income are available only at 
current prices and to work out districtwise growth of SDP the per capita income 
of districts were deflated by applying the correction factor obtained by dividing 
SQP estimates at constant prices by SDP estimates at current prices. Further, 
while working out elasticity only main workers have been considered since the 
contribution of marginal workers to total production is quite low to make any 
major impact.

9.17 The above analysis indicates that although relationship between growth 
and employment is positive but not significant i.e. economic growth by itself is 
no palliative for tackling the problems of unemployment, underemployment 
etc. and supplementary efforts would be necessary through direct intervention 
like Jawahar Rozgar Yojna, IRDP (Integrated Rural Development Programme) etc., 
which the State is already implementing, though a lot more remains to be done.

Participation Rates

9.18 Work participation rates as per decennial censuses are given below:-

Work Participation Rates, Rajasthan (Percentage)
Main Workers|Marginal Workers| Total

1981 1991 1981 1991 1981 1991

1. Rural
(a) Male 51.01 49.18 1.16 0.94 52 .17 50.12
(b) Female 10.58 15.26 14.40 17.99 24 . 98 40.24
(c) Persons 31.53 32.93 7.54 9.10 39.07 42.03
2 . Urban
(a) Male 45.93 46.36 0.29 0.24 46.22 46.60
(b) Female 4 .45 5.36 1.43 1.86 5.88 7.22
(c) Persons 26.54 27.18 0.83 0.99 27 .37 28.17
3. Total
(a) Male 49.92 48.53 0.98 0.78 50. 90 49.31
(b) Female 9.32 13.04 11.74 14 .36 21.06 27.40
(c) Persons 30.48 31.62 6.13 7 .25 36.61 38.87

Source: State Primary Census Abstract, Rajasthan 1981,1991
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9.19 The comparable figures for 1981 and 1991 reveal that over a decennium:-

i) The participation rate of females has shot up in rural as well as urban areas 
both as main workers and marginal workers.

ii) In rural areas, proportionately the participation rate of males has declined 
whereas in urban areas it registered a marginal increase.

iii) Overall scenario points out to the increasing participation rate mainly because 
of increased activity by females.

*Marginai workers are 9.20 The Only available source of districtwise participation rates is the decennial 
census data. Particulars of main plus marginal workers* classified by sex are 
given in table 6.1 at appendix VI which reveal that overall participation rate 
varies between 29.58 percent (in Dholpur, being the lowest) and 49.03 percent 
(in Chittorgarh, being the highest).

9.21 Participation rate of males is higher than females in all the districts.
Amongst males, the highest participation rate of 56.12 percent is in Bhilwara 
and lowest in Jhunjhunu (42.75 percent). In females, it is as low as 6.60 percent 
in Dholpur. The higher rates for females are in tribal dominated districts of 
Chittorgarh (41.73%), Banswara (40.73%) and Dungarpur (37.97%).

9.22 The number of total main workers increased by 33 percent in 1991 over 
1981. The increase in male and female workers in 1991 over 1981 was 25 percent 
and 79 percent respectively. It has to be viewed in the context of overall growth 
of population which was 29 percent for males and 28 percent for females and 28 
percent for persons. It is to be noted that the number of female main workers 
recorded an astonishingly high growth of 79 percent in 1991 over 1981 as against 
only 25 percent in respect of females. The main contributing factor for this 
unusual feature is the increase in the number of female cultivators by about 86 
percent presumably due to enumeration factor only, since there was no 
conceptual difference between 1981 and 1991. It may also be pointed out that 
female cultivators are more than two-third of total female main workers (1991).
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9.23 Percentage change in 1991 over 1981 by main groups is given below:-

Category Percentage change in 1991 ôver 1981
Persons Males Females

1. Cultivators 27.21 16.20 85.59
2. Agricultural Labourers 82.01 70.18 107.91
3, Livestock, Forestry etc. -17.08 -14.62 -29.08
4. Mining & Quarrying 50.46 55.97 16.28
5. Manufacturing, Processing, 
servicing & Repairs 
(a) Household industry -18.08 -22.03 9.13
(b) Other than Household 

industry 28.58 29.43 16.52
6. Construction 61.22 66.05 3.19
7. Trade & Commerce 60.25 60.51 50.69
8. Transport, Storage and 

Communication 29.10 29.50 0.63
9. Other Services 50.69 48.13 74 .22

Total 33.26 25.47 78.65
Source: Census R eports - R ajasthan

9.24 It transpires from the above table that

i) Increased casualisation of labour in the form of phenomenal growth in the 
number of agricultural labourers is a matter of concern.

ii) Increase in male cultivators is less than the growth of male population 
suggesting shift from cultivation, although very high increase in the number of 
female cultivators does not affect land persons ratio.

iii) Decrease even in absolute numbers under livestock etc. and household 
industry suggests that animal husbandry does not find favour now as it used to 
be earlier. The unprecedented famine of the century in 1987 may also be one of 
the contributing factors for decline in the number of persons engaged in 
livestock, forestry etc.

iv) Similarly, the decline in the number of males engaged in household industry 
puts a question mark on the viability of household industry vis-a-vis casual labour.

9.25 The position in various districts is also not widely different from the State 
level aggregates as transpires from table 6.2 at appendix VI.

9.26 Overall, the proportion of persons in primary sector was lower in 1991 over 
1981 and was higher in tertiary sector. It was disappointing to note that the 
secondary sector in 1991 was lower by one percentage point over 1981 as appears 
from the sub-joined table. Districtwise details are in table 6.2 at appendix VI.
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1. Primary -

2. Secondary

3. Tertiary

1981
1991
1981
1991
1981
1991

(Percentage)
Persons Males Females
73.57 70.33 86.66
71.66 67.27 89.47
10.88 11.68 6.42
9.87 11.31 3.99

15.55 17.99 6.92
18.47 21.42 6.54

Source: Census R eports - R ajasthan

9.T7 The classification of main workers for 1991 (table 6.3 at appendix VI) into 
nine categories suggests that in the cultivators' category, the districts reporting 
highest proportion are Barmer, Banswara and Churu and, in agriculture labour 
category are Ganganagar, Pali and Kota. Jaisalmer, Sirohi, Pali and Tonk have 
more than 4 percent main workers in livestock category. Important districts for 
mining are Bundi, Kota, Jhunjhunu, Udaipur and Bhilwara. For manufacturing 
in household industry, the districts of Jaipur, Sikar and Sirohi and for other 
than household industry Ajmer, Jaipur, Kota, Bhilwara, Pali and Jodhpur are 
the prominent districts that have relatively higher proportion of main workers.

9.28 In districts having about one fourth of total main workers in tertiary sector 
are Jaipur, Ajmer, Bikaner, Jodhpur, Jaisalmer and Kota.

9.29 Sectorwise grouping of districts based on shares of main workers in the 
total work force is given below for 1991;-

Districts above State 
average

Districts below State 
average

Primary
Sector

Secondary
Sector

Tertiary
Sector

Alwar, Banswara, Barmer, 
Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Bundi, 
Chittorgarh, Churu, Dholpur, 
Dungarpur, Ganganagar, Jalore, 
Jhalawar, Nagaur, S.Madhopur, 
Tonk and Udaipur.
Ajmer, Bikaner, Jaipur 
Jaisalmer, Jhunjhunu,
Jodhpur, Kota, Pali,
Sikar & Sirohi.

Ajmer,Bharatpur,Bhilwara 
Bikaner, Jaipur, 
Jaisalmer, Jhunjhunu, 
Jodhpur & Kota.

Ajmer, Bikaner, Jaipur, 
Jaisalmer, Jhunjhunu, 
Jodhpur, Kota, Pali, 
Sikar & Sirohi.

Alwar, Banswara, Barmer, 
Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Bundi, 
Chittorgarh, Churu, Dholpur, 
Dungarpur, Ganganagar, 
Jalore, Jhalawar, Nagaur,
S.Madhopur,Tonk & Udaipur.
Alwar, Banswara, Barmer, 
Bundi,Chittorgarh,Churu, 
Dholpur, Dungarpur, 
Ganganagar, Jalore, 
Jhalawar, Nagaur, Pali, 
S.Madhopur, Sikar,Sirohi 
Tonk & Udaipur.
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9.30 The Directorate of Employment is collecting particulars of employment in 
organised public and private* sectors. The particulars for five years of growth 
in employment are shown below:-

Year Pviblic Sector Private Sector Total

Employment Growth Employment Growth Employment Growth 
(Lakhs) rate(%) (Lakhs) rate(%) (Lakhs) rate(%)

1992-93

1993-94

1994-95.

1995-96

1996-97

9.76

9.85

10.04.

1 0 . 1 0

10.24

0.93 

0. 92 

90 

0. 69 

1.31

2.33

2.39

^.49

2.56

2.69

0.43 

2.58 

4.. 1.0 

3.15 

5.03

12.09

12.24

12.53

12.67

12.93

0.83

1.24

2.30

1.18

2.06

* In private sector employing 10 or more workers.
Source; D irectorate o f  Em ploym ent, R ajasthan

9.31 Despite limitations of data due to inadequate and erratic coverage one 
irresistible conclusion is that the growth in employment is less than the rate of 
growth of population. Obviously the available employment opportunities need 
to be augmented to absorb increased additions to labour force.

Employment 51



■B

9.32 Districtwise details of employment by sex in organised public and private 
sector are given below:-

Districtwise employment by sex in organised public and private sector as on 31.03.1997 (Number)

0)
I—I »H (d6 4-> 
Q) O U-4 +JS . District

No.
Male

Public Private Total 
sector sector

Female

Public Private Total 
sector sector

Total

Public Private Total 
sector sector

oo 4-)
cu c Cn o
4-> 4J C 03(U I—IO P !-l Q. 
<L) O CM a

1. Ajmer 72454 7671 80125 9252 4720 13972 81706 12391 94097 15
2 . Alwar 33888 25954 59842 4681 1314 5995 38569 27268 65837 9
3. Banswara 20280 5245 25525 5596 327 5923 25876 5572 31448 19
4 . Baran 11560 501 12061 1745 192 1937 13305 693 13998 14
5. Barmer 18079 665 18744 1676 112 1788 19755 777 20532 9
6. Bharatpur 29050 6760 35810 4319 6770 11089 33369 13530 46899 24
7. Bhilwara 29546 28861 58407 5327 754 6081 34873 29615 64488 9
8. Bikaner 47514 3107 50621 4719 803 5522 52233 3910 56143 10

9. Bundi 12490 1465 13955 1793 281 2074 14283 1746 16029 13
10. Chittorgarh 26582 5910 32492 3449 612 4061 30031 6522 36553 11
11. Churu 17589 650 18239 1893 254 2147 19482 904 20386 11
12 . Dausa 10483 413 10896 1496 48 1544 11979 461 12440 12
13. Dholpur 11593 418 12001 1555 73 1628 13148 491 13639 12
14. Dungarpur 14414 3472 17886 3550 165 3715 17964 3637 21601 17
15. Ganganagar 23494 4134 27628 4816 715 5531 28310 4849 33159 17
16. Hanumangarh 11614 573 12187 1337 259 1596 12951 832 13783 12

17. Jaipur 127695 29208 156903 15387 4891 20278 143082 34099 177*181 11
18. Jaisalmer 10215 1277 11492 1146 4812 5958 11361 6089 17450 34
19. Jalore 12469 279 12748 2059 130 2189 14528 409 14937 15
20. Jhalawar 13372 4312 17684 2633 528 3161 16005 4840 20845 15
21. Jhunjhunu 29961 3249 33210 3043 773 3816 33004 4022 37026 10
22. Jodhpur 62049 20111 82160 9224 3728 12952 71273 23839 95112 14
23.
24.

Karauli
Kota

Included in 
59406 19430

Sawai Madhopur 
78836 5842 5303 11145 65248 24733 89981 12

25. Nagaur 26828 1155 27983 2960 134 3094 29788 1289 31077 10
26. Pali 22660 9136 31796 3191 485 3676 25851 9621 35472 10
27. Raj samand 14138 3894 18032 2933 248 3181 17071 4142 21213 15
28. S.Madhopur 23884 3149 27033 4582 1328 5910 28466 4477 32943 18
29. Sikar 24218 3569 27787 3148 247 3395 27366 3816 31182 11
30. Sirohi 12674 9533 22207 2496 1801 4297 15170 11334 26504 16
31. Tonk 17273 1195 18468 3047 508 3555 20320 1703 22023 16
32. Udaipur 48601 19648 68249 8928 2459 11387 57529 22107 79636 14

Total Rajasthan 896073 224944 1121017 127823 44774 172597 1023896 269718 1293614 13

Source; D irectorate o f  Em ploym ent, R ajasthan
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9.33 The above table reveals that about four fifth of total employment in 
organised sector is in public sector in Rajasthan. Males account for 87 percent of 
total employment and females are only 13 percent. Generally the share of females 
in organised sector had been below 20 percent. It is only in Bharatpur and 
Jaisalmer that the share is 24 and 34 percent respectively. Apparently there does 
not appear to be any plausible explanation for this aberration in these two 
districts with widely varying physical features and socio-economic status.

Unemployment

9.34 The employment exchange data about persons on live register suffer from 
two serious limitations i.e. inadequate coverage particularly in rural areas and 
amongst illiterates in urban areas and, that many unemployed even after getting 
a job do not care to get their names struck off. However, at the district level it 
does provide broad indicators of the unemployment scenario. Figures for the 
•State for the*last five years are*given below:- •

Total & Educated Unemployed in Rajasthan
Year Unemployed (Number)

Total Educated
1993 877886 563271

1994 851645 544291

1995 819362 534066

1996 895213 607473

1997 884353 622498
Source: D irectorate o f  Em ploym ent - R ajasthan

9.35 Over five years, there has been a very nominal increase in total unemployed 
but educated unemployed increased by about 10 percent. The increase in 
educated unemployed by more than two percent per annum is a matter of serious 
concern in this State having poor literacy. District wise figures appear in table 
6.4 of appendix VI.
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Housing, Electricity, Sanitation, etc

10.0 T 1 t 6  dimensions and problems of housing need to be viewed in the 
overall environment of human settlement. The physical dwelling unit is not the 
sole element of housing; equally important is the provision of basic services 
like electricity, toilet facility, potable water, sanitation, drainage etc.

10.1 A brief picture of housing in Rajasthan is given below:-

Number Percentage

1.Number of Occupied Residential Houses:

i) Rural ( In lakhs) 54 . 95 77
ii) Urban " 16.73 23
iii) Total " 71.68 100

2.Total Population
i) Rural 339 77
ii) Urban " 101 23
iii) Total " 440 100

3.Type of Houses
i) Pucca (Percent) 56
ii) Semi Pucca 23
iii) Katcha 21

Source:Tables on H ousing and H ousehold  A m enities - Census o f  India -  R ajasthan  -1991.

56 Human Development Report - Rajasthan 1999



10.2 Mainly, the census houses are used for residential purposes as transpires 
from the sub-joined table.

Use of Occupied Houses (Percent)

1. Residence 70.20
2. Shop-cum-Residence 1.02
3. Shops excluding eating houses 2.79
4. Factories, Workshops, Worksheds etc. 2.00
5. Workshop, Factory-cum-Residence etc. 1.06
6. Residence in combination with other uses 0.77
7. Hotels, Dharmashalas etc. 0.23
8. • ■Bus-iness Houses-, Offices ■ ■ ■ • ............0.4-7
9. Restaurants, eating places etc. 0.36
10. Places of entertainment & community gathering 0.10
11. Places of worship 1.22
12. Other Non-residential uses 9.86
13. Vacant houses 9. 92
Total 100.00

Source: Tables on Housing and H ousehold  A m enities -  Census o f  India - R ajasthan  -1991.

10.3 It may be added that a census house is a building or part of a building 
having a separate main entrance from the road or common courtyard or staircase 
etc. used or recognised as a separate unit.

Tenure Status

10.4 Districtwise classification by tenure status i.e. owned and rented 
accommodation appears in table 7.1 at appendix VII.

10.5 It would be observed from this table that only 1.7 percent of persons in 
rural area live in rented accommodation whereas 16.8 percent people in urban 
area reside in rented accommodation.

10.6 In urban areas, the districts with relatively larger proportion of rented 
accommodation than the State average are Chittorgarh, Kota, Jhalawar, Udaipur, 
Sirohi, Bhilwara, Ajmer, Banswara and Dungarpur.

10.7 Electricity is available to about 34 percent persons in rural areas and 78 
percent persons in urban areas as is evident as given in table 7.2 at Appendix VII.

10.8 Toilet facilities are practically absent in rural areas since only 8 percent 
persons were reported as having toilet facilities. However, in urban areas, nearly 
two third persons had the facility of a toilet. The distribution of 1000 population 
by availability of toilet facilities (1991 census) is given in table 7.3 at appendix VII.
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10.9 The deprivation index for electricity and toilet facilities by districts are 
given in the following table:-

Deprivation Levels of Electricity and Toilet Facilities (Percent)

s .  No. District Electricity Toilet

1. Ajmer 53 68
2 . Alwar 72 88
3 . Banswara 78 91
4 . Baran - —
5 . Barmer 85 92
6. Bharatpur 70 88
7 . Bhilwara 63 82
8. Bikaner 51 65

9. Bundi 65 84
10 . Chittorgarh 63 87
11 . Churu 64 78
12 . Dausa - —
13 . Dholpur 80 88
14 . Dungarpur 78 94
15 . Ganganagar 57 45
16 . Hanumangarh

"

17 . Jaipur 52 70
18 . Jaisalmer 84 8 6
19. Jalore 80 94
2 0 . Jhalawar 71 88
2 1 . Jhunjhunu 61 81
2 2 . Jodhpur 58 74
2 3 . Karauli - _

2 4 . Kota 50 74

2 5 . Nagaur 67 85
2 6 . Pali 64 85
27 . Raj samand - —
2 8 . Sawai Madhopur 75 87
2 9 . Sikar 54 82
3 0 . Sirohi 62 84
3 1 . Tonk 71 86
3 2 . Udaipur 67 84

Total Rajasthan 64 80
Source:Tables on H ousing and H ousehold  Am enities - Census o f  India - R ajasthan  -1991 .

58 Human Development Report - Rajasthain 1999



10.10 The above table reveals that in 1991 nearly two third of the population 
was deprived of the facility of electricity in Rajasthan. The districts have been 
classified by deprivation levels in the following table:-

Deprivation levels

Very high Banwara,Barmer,Dholpur, Dungarpur, Jaisalmer,
(75+) Jalore, Sawai Madhopur.

High Alwar, Bharatpur, Bundi, Churu, Jhalawar,
(64 to 74) Nagaur, Pali, Tonk, Udaipur.

Moderate Ajmer, Bhilwara, Bikaner, Chittorgarh,
(50-63) Ganganagar, Jaipur, Jhunjhunu, Jodhpur, Kota,

Sikar, Sirohi.

10.11 It is quite likely that by now the situation might have improved 
significantly. However, the above table does indicate the areas where priority 
has to be accorded.

10.12 In respect of toilets, less said the better. Even after four decades of planned 
development defecation in open is rather the rule than an exception in rural 
areas. Involvement of NGOs and motivation alone could improve the matters.

Houseless Population

10.13 In Rajasthan, total number of houseless households is 25076 out of which 
69 percent are in rural area and 31 percent in urban area. The number of persons 
of such households is eighty-four thousand in rural areas and thirty-two 
thousand in urban areas. Jaipur district alone accounts for 8 percent of houseless 
persons. Other districts having more than five thousand houseless persons are 
Ajmer, Bhilwara, Bundi, Chittorgarh, Ganganagar, Kota and Udaipur. These 
districts alongwith Jaipur cover about 45 percent houseless population. 
Districtwise details are given in table 7.4 at appendix VII.
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Water Supply

10.14 The districtwise position of villages served by potable water appear in 
table 7.5 at appendix VII. The overall State level picture is as under.

1. Total number of habitated villages
(1991. census) 37889
2. Villages served by
i) Piped/Pump & Tank schemes 3192
ii) Hand pumps 23140
iii) Regional Schemes 9064
iv) Traditional source supply 1862
V ) Diggis & Others 282

Total 37540
Source:Adm inistration R eport - Public H ealth  Engineering D epartm ent - R ajasthan.

(Number)

10.15 Thus, 99.07 percent of the villages have been covered under rural water supply 
programme. The districts where all the villages still remain to be covered along 
with number of villages still to be served by potable water scheme are as under:-

District Villages still to be 
covered

District Villages still to be 
covered

1. Alwar 7 11. Jaipur 5
2. Baran 2 12. Jaisalmer 11
3. Barmer 71 13. Jhalawar 5
4 . Bharatpur 9 14. Jodhpur 7
5. Bikaner 24 15. Kota 4
6. Chittorgarh 1 16. Nagaur 1
7. Churu 8 17. Sikar 8
8. Dausa 9 18. Sirohi 2
9. Ganganagar 63 19. Sawai Madhopur & Karauli 14
10. Hanumangarh 96 20. Tonk 2

Source; A dm inistration R eport, P u blic H ealth  Engineering D epartm ent - R ajasthan .

10.16 It may, however, be pointed out that apart from main habitations there 
are a number of hamlets (Dhanis etc.) that are spread over far and wide and 
have still to be covered under the scheme of supply of potable water. Besides 
this, there is a chronic problem of hand pumps going out of order resulting in 
lot of hardships. This is true that with periodic repair campaign these are set 
right but still a system of keeping all hand pumps functioning all the year round 
regularly has yet to emerge.
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Infrastructure

11.0 "Infrastructure is an umbrella term for many activities referred 
to as "social overhead capital" by such development economists as Paul 
Robenstein Rodan, Raguer Nurkse and Albert Hirschman. The adequacy of 
infrastructure helps determine one country's success and another's failure in 
diversifying production, expanding trade, coping with population growth, 
reducing poverty or improving environmental conditions. An important 
ingredient in China's success with rural enterprise has been a minimum package 
of transport, tele-corninunication and power at the village level. Countries that 
have made concerted efforts to provide infrastructure in rural areas - for example 
Indonesia and Malaysia - have succeeded in reducing poverty dramatically"*

*  World Development 
Report J 9 9 4  -  Irifrastructure 
for  Development - 
published for  World Bank by 
Oxford University Press.

11.1 Rajasthan State despite strenuous efforts made during the plan era, remains 
in the bottom quartile in matters of infrastructural development as is evident 
from the index of infrastructural development for the year 1993-94 given below:-

Relative Infrastructure Development Index All India = 100
1980-81 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

1. Andhra Pradesh 98.1 97.0 96.8 95.9 96.1
2. Bihar 83.5 79.7 81.7 83.4 81.1
3. Gujarat 123.0 122.0 122.9 122. 9 122.4
4 . Haryana 145.5 139.7 143.0 140.1 141.3
5. Karnataka 94.8 96.4 96.5 96.1 96. 9
6. Kerala 158.1 157 .4 158.0 153.2 157.1
7. Madhya Pradesh 62.1 69.7 71.5 74.0 75.3

8. Maharashtra 120.1 111 .5 109.6 107.1 107.0
9. Orissa 81.5 93.5 95.0 97 .3 97.0
10 . Punjab 207.3 192.6 193.4 191. 6 191.4
11. Rajasthan 74 .4 79.2 82.6 81.2 83.0
12 . Tamilnadu 158.6 145.4 145.9 143.3 144.0
13. Uttar Pradesh 97.7 103.6 102.3 103.7 103.3
14 . West Bengal 110. 6 93.8 92.1 94.4 94 .2

Source: P rofiles o f  State-Centre f o r  M onitoring Indian Econom y

11.2 Rajasthan State was just above the bottom in 1980-81. It could manage to 
be only one step higher in 1993-94 relegating Bihar and M.R to the bottom.
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11.3 Rajasthan's efforts in building infrastructure over the years as reflected 
through the Index of growth in infrastructure (1980-81 to 1993-94) appear to be 
laudable since only two States viz. Madhya Pradesh and Orissa registered higher 
growth than Rajasthan, as appears from the sub-joined table:-

Index of Growth Infrastructure in 1993-94

State 1980-81 = 100

1. Andhra Pradesh 142 .2
2. Bihar 163.0
3. Gujarat 145. 6
4. Haryana 133.5
5. Karnataka 155.9
6. Kerala 136.3
7. Madhya Pradesh 181.1

8. Maharashtra 129.0
9. Orissa 178.3
10. Punjab 158.1
11. Rajasthan 164.4
12. Tamilnadu 136. 9
13. Uttar Pradesh 149.3
14. West Bengal 129.5

All India 142.0

Source: Profiles o f  States - Centre f o r  M onitoring Indian Economy.

11.4 Within the State, there are wide variations amongst the districts in relation 
to infrastructural development.

11.5 Infrastructurally, the least developed districts are Barmer, Jalore, Churu 
and Dholpur. For want of data for newly carved out districts of Dausa, 
Rajsamand, Baran, Karauli and Hanumangarh, separate index has not been 
worked out and they have been treated as part of their parent districts.
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11.6 The index of infrastructure by districts is given below:-

Index of Infrastructure Development 1994-95

Index Rank

1. Ajmer 146.92 4
2. Alwar 94.36 8
3. Banswara 64.52 15
4. Baran - -
5. Barmer 32. 99 27
6. Bharatpur 91.12 10
7. Bhilwara 92.75 9
8. Bikaner 136.73 5

9. Bundi 68.29 14
10. Chittorgarh 77.40 13
11. Churu 46.33 25
12. Dausa - -
13. Dholpur 46. 60 24
14 . Dungarpur 50. 63 21
15. Ganganagar 119.05 6
16. Hanumangarh — —

17 . Jaipur 195.75 1
18 . Jaisalmer 47.12 23
19. Jalore 45.84 26
20. Jhalawar 50. 94 20
21. Jhunjhunu 58.80 17
22. Jodhpur 173.34 3
23. Karauli - -
24. Kota 195.13 2

25. Nagaur 55. 65 18
26. Pali 79.27 12
27. Raj samand - -
28. Sawai Madhopur 48.80 22
29. Sikar 55.51 19
30. Sirohi 79.33 11
31. Tonk 59.29 16
32. Udaipur 109.82 7

Total 100.00

Source: Rural Growth Centres - A Study sponsored by Planning D epartm ent  -  R ajasthan .
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11.7  It m ay be ad d ed  th at the item s in clu d ed  in the index and their 
corresponding weights are as under:-

Item Weight*

1. Per capita consumption of electricity 10

2. Per capita consumption of electricity 
for agriculture purposes 5

3. Villages electrified 5

4. Percent of net irrigated area to 
net cropped area 20

5. Road length per 100 sq km of area 10

6. Motor vehicles per lakh of population 5

7. Villages covered under potable water 
to total villages 20

8. Post offices per lakh of population 5

9. Literacy percentage 10

10. Hospitals per lakh of population 4

11. Per capita bank deposits 2

12. Per capita bank advances 2

13. Bank offices per lakh of population 2

*  Rural Grow th Centres, 
R ajasthan  a  study  
conducted by Centre fo r  
A pplied R esearch & 
Studies, Ja ipur (Study 
sponsored by Planning 
Department, Government 
o f  R ajasthan).
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Roads

11.8 At the close of the year 1997-98, the total length of roads in Rajasthan was 
145961 kms which worked out to 42.6 kms per 100 sq kms of area and 332.5 kms 
per lakh of population. The broad clssification of road length is given below;-

Roads in Rajasthan(1997-98) Kms

B.T. WBM Gravel/ 
fair weather

Total

1. PWD roads
i) National highway 2964 - - 2964
ii) State highway 9939 17 34 9990
iii) Major district 

roads 5620 40 129 5789
iv) Other district 

roads 10962 374 1430 12766
v) Rural roads 35913 5335 8801 50049

2. Panchayat Samiti roads 4245 3914 36128 44287

3. Urban roads

i) Municipal roads 2295 676 2196 5167
ii) Military engineering 

roads 791 - 31 822
iii) Railway roads 417 57 55 529

4. Project roads
i) Forest Department 

roads - - 2925 2925
ii) Irrigation department 

roads 942 1073 8423 10438
iii) Electricity Board 

roads 221 14 - 235

Total 74309 11500 60152 145961
Source: Annual A dm inistration R eport - P u blic W orks D epartm ent - R ajasthan .
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11.9 Districtwise break-up of PWD roads is in table 8.1 at appendix VIII.

11.10 The facility of road transport is not accessible to 63 percent of residents of 
inhabited villages. Classification by percentage range of villages not connected 
by road is given below:-

Villages not 1 Districts
connected by I
road as per- |
cent to total|
villages 1

70 + Jhalawar, Udaipur

60 - 70 Baran, Chittorgarh, Dausa, Tonk

50 - 60 Alwar, Bundi, Ganganagar, Kota

40 - 50 Banswara, Barmer, Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Dholpur, Hanumangarh,
Jaipur, Karauli, Sawai Madhopur.

30 - 40 Churu, Sikar, Dungarpur, Jaisalmer, Rajsamand.

20 - 30 Ajmer, Bikaner, Jhunjhunu, Nagaur, Sirohi.

10 - 20 Pali

Below 10 Jalore, Jodhpur.

Source: Annual A dm inistration R eport - Public W orks D epartm ent - R ajasthan .

11.11 The districtwise details appear in table 8.2 at appendix VIII. The desert 
districts of Jodhpur, Jalore, Pali, Bikaner, Jhunjhunu, Nagaur, Churu, Jaisalmer 
and Sikar appear to be relatively better placed so far as linking of villages to 
roads is concerned. It may be added that out of 17439 villages not connected by 
roads, 185 have population of 1500 + and 840 are in population range of 1000- 
1500, as per 1991 census. The remaining 16414 have population below 1000.
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11.12 The index of road development in relation to accessibility i.e. road links
given below.

S.
No.

District Index of road 
development

Deprivation 
Index D/I

1. Ajmer 0.7807 0.2193
2. Alwar 0.4913 0.5087
3. Banswara 0.5304 0.4696
4. Baran 0.3832 0.6168
5. Barmer 0.5335 0.4665
6. Bharatpur 0.5695 0.4305
7. Bhilwara 0.5393 0.4607
8. Bikaner 0.7138 0.2862

9. Bundi 0.4225 0.5775
10. Chittorgarh 0.3964 0. 6026
11. Churu 0.6674 0.3326
12. Dausa 0.3489 0.6511
13. Dholpur 0.5663 0.4337
14. Dungarpur 0.6052 0.3948
15. Ganganagar 0.4663 0.5337
16. Hanumangarh 0.5065 0.4935

17. Jaipur 0.5218 0.4782
18. Jaisalmer 0.6139 0.3861
19. Jalore 0.9068 0.0932
20. Jhalawar 0.2845 0.7155
21. Jhunjhunu 0.3039 0.2961
22. Jodhpur 0.9081 0.0919
23. Karauli 0.5304 0.4696
24. Kota 0.4636 0.5364

25. Nagaur 0.7293 0.2707
26. Pali 0.8097 0.1903
27. Raj samand 0.6884 0.3116
28. S.Madhopur 0.5533 0.4467
29. Sikar 0.6724 0.3276
30. Sirohi 0.7310 0.2690
31. Tonk 0.3543 0.6457
32. Udaipur 0.2901 0.7099

Rajasthan 0.3734 0.6266
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Health and Nutrition

12.0 Health

12.1 Rajasthan has invested significantly for the development of medical and 
health sector and a vast net work of institutions at various levels has been created 
in the plan era. The health system provides both preventive and curative health 
services. There is attention on the concept of family welfare with emphasis on 
small families as a norm. The accessibility of health care has also improved 
considerably. The upsurge in health care development coincided with the 
adoption of National Health Policy -1983, with the objective of achieving 'Health 
for All by 2000 A.D.'

12.2 The outcome of increased health institutions is reflected from

i) the increase in life expectancy from 47 years in 1961 to 62 years in 1997-98,

ii) decline in birth and death rates, and

iii) complete eradication of small pox and control over other endemic diseases 
to a great extent.

12.3 However, despite the progress over successive plans, Rajasthan's health 
status is still far from satisfactory. Out of 90 problem districts identified in the 
country where the birth and infant mortality rates are significantly high, nearly 
one fourth of the districts are in Rajasthan. Besides, there are imbalances in the 
spread of health institutions, physical facilities, equipments and availability of 
manpower. The location of hospitals and inpatient beds is skewed in favour of 
urban areas. Although there has been substantial expansion of medical and 
health facilities still the important demographic indicators viz. crude birth rate 
(CBR), infant mortality rate (IMR) and maternal mortality rate (MMR) have not 
shown encouraging results. Possibly, this is due to poor inheritance bequeathed 
at the time of formation of this composite State.
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12.4 Comparable figures of vital rates for Rajasthan and India since 1985 are 
given below:-

Vital Rates - Rajasthan and India (Per thousand)

Year Birth rate Death rate Infant
mortality

rate

Couple
protection

rates
Raj . India Raj . India Raj . India Raj . India

1985 3 9 . 7 3 2 . 9 1 3 . 2 1 1 . 8 108 97 1 9 . 8 3 2 . 1
1986 3 6 . 4 3 2 . 6 1 1 . 7 1 1 . 1 107 96 2 3 . 1 3 4 . 9
1987 3 5 . 1 3 2 . 2 1 1 . 6 1 0 . 9 102 95 2 6 . 0 3 7 . 5
1988 3 3 . 3 3 1 . 5 1 4 . 0 1 1 . 0 103 94 2 7 . 9 3 9 . 9
1989 ' • * 3 4 ! 2 ' * 30.*6 * * • 1 0 .7  * * ID.3 * * • 96* ' 91* * ' 28 .*9* M r. 9
1990 33.  6 3 0 . 2 9 . 6 9 . 7 84 80 2 9 . 5 4 3 . 3
1991 3 5 . 0 2 9 . 5 1 0 . 1 9 . 8 79 80 28 . 9 4 4 . 1
1992 3 4 . 9 2 9 . 2 1 0 . 5 10 . 1 90 79 2 9 . 5 4 3 . 6
1993 3 4 . 0 2 8 . 7 9 . 1 9 . 3 82 74 2 9 . 4 4 3 . 5
1994 3 3 . 7 2 8 . 7 9 . 0 9 . 3 84 74 3 0 . 3 45 . 4
1995 3 3 . 3 2 8 . 3 9 . 1 9 . 0 86 74 30 .2 4 5 . 8
1996 3 2 . 3 2 7 . 4 9 . 1 8 . 9 86 72 3 0 . 7 4 6 . 5
1997 3 2 . 1 2 7 . 2 8 . 9 8 . 9 85 71 3 4 . 0 NA

Raj. =  Rajasthan; NA =  Not available

Source: Sam ple R egistration Bulletin, R egistrar General, N ew Delhi, P art 32 N o.l 1998, fan . f o r  birth rate, death  rate  and infant m ortality  
rate. For couple protection  rate  the source is Year B ook  1996-97 - Fam ily  W elfare D epartm ent - Governm ent o f  In dia upto 1996 and fo r  1997,

F am ily  W elfare D epartm ent, Governm ent o f  R ajasthan .

The above table reveals that

i) Rajasthan's progress in containing birth rate had not been inconsiderable 
but still not very satisfactory since despite reducing it by about 7 points there is 
still a gap of 5 points in 1997 which was 7 points in 1985 over all India.

ii) The birth rate in Rajasthan appears to have been stabilised around 32-33 per 
thousand population.

iii) In respect of reducing death rate it can be said that Rajasthan made 
tremendous efforts by levelling it with national average.

iv) Infant mortality is consistently higher in Rajasthan as compared to all India 
average.

v) At the national level, couple protection increased at a higher pace than 
Rajasthan, thereby highlighting the need for concerted action in this direction.

12.5 Inter-State comparisons (Table 9.1 appendix IX) reveal that amongst 15 
major States that are usually considered for Inter State comparison, birth rate in 
Rajasthan is highest except that of Uttar Pradesh. In respect of death rate, the 
national average has been attained by Rajasthan. However, the death rate is 
lower than Rajasthan in nine States viz. Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Haryana,
Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra, Punjab, Tamilnadu and West Bengal.
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12.6 Uttar Pradesh and Bihar are the only States which have higher total fertility 
rate than Rajasthan. Rajasthan has only 33.7 percent protected couples which is 
the lowest excepting Assam and Bihar. The States of Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
have higher IMR than Rajasthan and other States have lower rates.

12.7 Similarly, Rajasthan is poorly placed in respect of other indicators viz neo
natal mortality rate, child mortality under 5 years, institutional births and 
maternal mortality etc.

12.8 The magnitude of task ahead for Rajasthan can be visualised from the 
sub-joined table:-

Item Target 2000 AD Current Status

1. Birth rate 
population.

21 per thousand 32.1 (1997)

2. Infant mortality 
rate

60 per thousand 
live births.

85 (1997)

3. Maternal mortality 
rate

200 per lakh 431

4. Death rate 
population.

9 per thousand 8.9 (1997)

5. Couple protection 
rate

60 percent 34 (1997)

6. Net reproductive 
rate

1.0 4.4 (1997)

Source; Sam ple R egistration Scheme, Fam ily  W elfare D epartment, G overnm ent o f  R ajasthan

12.9 The task becomes more formidable with regional disparities requiring 
additional efforts in some districts.

12.10 It may be added that the latest districtwise vital rates released by Registrar 
General, Government of India relate to the year 1981 only rates for the year 
1991 for Rajasthan are yet to be made available. The Sample Registration Scheme 
provides only State level aggregates. Therefore, the only alternative left was to 
estimate districtwise rates for 1997 on the basis of available data.
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12.11 A comparison of State level rates as estimated and those released by 
Registrar General based on Sample Registration Scheme give full credence to 
the estimated rates.

Item As per SRS for 
1997

As estimated

1.Crude birth rate 32.1 32.19

2.Crude death rate 8.9 9.0

3.Infant mortality rate 85 87

12.12 Computation procedure is explained in annexure I.

12.13 Particulars of CBR in table 9.2 at appendix IX reveal that in all the districts, 
the CBR is estimated to have come down in 1997 over 1981. The districts of 
Ajmer and Dungarpur appear to have done relatively better than other districts 
since the reduction in CBR in these district is highest. The districts have been 
classified by CBR groups in the following table:-

Estimated Crude Birth Rate -1997

CBR Districts 
Groups
35 +
32.19 
to 35

30 to 
32.19

Below
30

Dholpur (36.16), Barmer(35.00)
Bharatpur (34.76), Bikaner(34.60), Karauli &
Sawai Madhopur(34.27), Churu (34.24), Kota(34.10) 
Jodhpur(34.01), Jaipur(33.83), Rajsamand(33.33), 
Dausa(33.30), Udaipur(33.29), Tonk(33.24),
Baran (33.13), Banswara(33.04), Dungarpur (32.75), 
Sirohi (32.21) .
Nagaur(31.42), Sikar(31.33), Bundi(31.30),
Jalore (31.16), Alwar(31.13), Pali(30.79), 
Bhilwara(30.55), Chittorgarh (30.45) .
Jhalawar (29.97), Hanumangarh(28.95),
Ganganagar (28. 94), Jaisalmer(28.81),
Jhunjhunu (28.74), Ajmer(26.52) .

12.14 The target of 21 births per thousand population by 2000 AD appears 
to be elusive and may have to be staggered by a decade or so. The districts 
in the last group (below 30) might possibly touch the 21 CBR target earlier.
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12.15 In respect of crude death rate of 9 per thousand population by 2000 AD 
except for six districts where 1997 CDR is 10+, most of the districts have already 
achieved it. The districts with 10+ CDR are Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Dholpur, 
Karauli, Sawai Madhopur and Tonk.

12.16 The districts of Bikaner and Churu have already achieved the target since 
the estimated IMR in these districts are 46 and 60 respectively. It may also be 
added that even in 1981, the IMR of Bikaner was 57 and for Churu it was 74. It 
may be possible to attain the IMR of 60 per thousand by 2000 AD, in the districts 
of Ganganagar, Hanumangarh, Jodhpur, Jaisalmer and Jhunjhunu where 1997 
IMR is below 70. However in the remaining districts it appears to be a tall order 
to achieve the target of by 2000 AD.

Delivery System

12.17 In the districts, curative facilities are provided by hospitals and primary 
health centres. The primary health centres also cater to the needs of immunisation 
and motivation activities including educating the people in health and family 
welfare aspects. There is one PHC for every 30000 population, (relaxable to 
20000 in difficult areas)and one Community Health Centre (CHC) for a 
population of about one lakh. The CHC is a 30 bedded hospital which has 
diagnostic facilities etc. Generally a CHC is manned by a team of two to four 
doctors. At the sub-centres, which are provided for every 5000 persons (3000 in 
tribal and desert areas), an ANM is posted to lookafter immunisation and family 
welfare activities. Of late, the ANM is also provided some medicines for common 
ailments for distribution. She also takes care of first aid cases.

12.18 In major cities like Jaipur, Jodhpur, Ajmer, Udaipur, Bikaner and Kota, 
medical colleges with attached hospitals take care of the curative aspects of 
patients. In urban areas, dispensaries cater to the needs of the patients and 
provide medical facilities.

12.19 In short the responsiblity of health care at the primary level vests with 
the PHC in rural area, at the secondary level the CHC serves as the referral 
institution; and the district functions as referral institutions at tertiary sector 
level. Super speciality services are available in the medical college hospitals.
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Government Medical Institutions

12.20 In 1950, at the beginning of the formation of Rajasthan the number of 
medical institutions was only 418 consisting of 390 hospitals/dispensaries and 
28 mother and child welfare centres. These institutions have been growing 
steadily since then as would appear from the following table:-

Government Medical Institutions in Rajasthan (Number)

s.
No.

Type of Institution 1970 1980 1990-91 1997-98

1. Hospitals & Dispensaries 702 1169 763* 487*

2. Primary Health Centres 
(PHC) 232 232 1323 1646

3. Mother & Child Welfare 
Centres 77 104 117 118

4 . PHC (Urban) - 138 75 20

5. Aid post - - - 13

6. Sub-Centres - 1624 8000 9650

Total 1011 3267 10278 11934

*  Decrease in Dispensaries due to conversion into PHCs.
SourceiDirectorate o f Medical & Health, Rajasthan

12.21 Districtwise break up is given in tables 9.3(a) (b)(c) at appendix IX.

12.22 The above table reveals that number of institutions virtually trebled over 
a decade upto 1990-91. Thereafter upto 1997-98, the increase had been 16 percent 
or 2.3 percent annually.

12.23 It may be added that the decrease in the number of hospitals/dispensaries 
in 1990-91 over 1980 and in 1997-98 over 1990-91 is due to conversion of 
dispensaries into PHCs.

12.24 The urban bias in the setting up of curative institutions would be evident 
from the following figures for the year 1997-98 viewed in the light of area and 
population.
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Rural Urban Total

1. Hospitals
2. Dispensaries
3. Primary Health Centres
4. Mother & Child Welfare Centres
5. Urban PHCs
6. Aid Posts
7 . Sub-Centres

14

1646
26

9650

205
268

92
20
13

219
268
1646
118

20
13

9650

Total 11336 598 11934
Source; D irectorate o f  M edical & H ealth, R ajasthan

12.25 In terms of area, Jaisalmer is the worst placed district where one 
Government medical institution serves an area of 263 sq.kms. which is the largest 
area coverage amongst districts as against the lowest area coverage of 11 sq.kms. 
in Dholpur and Dungarpur districts. Six districts viz Barmer, Bikaner, Churu, 
Jaisalmer, Jalore and Jodhpur all in desert region, have an area larger than the 
State average of 29 sq.kms. per Government medical institution.

12.26 The number of Government medical institutions per lakh of population 
(1991) work out to 27 for the State. Particulars are given in table 9.4 at appendix 
IX. Districts have been classified according to number of institutions per lakh 
of population, in the table given below for 1997-98.

Number of 
Institutions 
per lakh of 
population

Districts

35 + Dungarpur, Jaisalmer,

30-35 Banswara, Baran, Barmer, Chittogarh,Jalore, 
Nagaur, Pali, Rajsamand, Sirohi, Tonk, 
Udaipur.

25-30 Bharatpur, Bhilwara, Bundi, Churu, Dausa, 
Dholpur, Ganganagar, Hanumangarh, Jhalawar, 
Jhunjhunu, Jodhpur, Kota, Karauli,
Sawai Madhopur & Sikar.

20-25 Ajmer, Alwar, Bikaner,

Below 20 Jaipur
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*  Sponsored by  Fam ily  
W elfare, Department, 

Governm ent o f  
R ajasthan .

12.27 The sub-centres are the grass root level institutions and need much to be 
improved. A sample survey* revealed that about 70 percent of the sub-centres 
were housed in their own buildings. Only 37 percent had electricity and 40 
percent had water supply. It was further observed that 70 percent of sub-centres 
had adequate space for check up, 43 percent for delivery and 68 percent for 
lUD insertion i.e. 30 percent sub-centres were deprived of the facility of adequate 
space for check up, 57 percent for delivery and 32 percent for lUD insertions. 
The districtwise particulars are in table 9.5 at appendix IX. The range with regard 
to facilities is given below;-

(Percent)

Items Minimum Maximum

1. Sub-centre with

i) Electricity
ii) Water supply

13.3 (Barmer) 
10.0(Udaipur)

73.3(Raj samand)
80.0 (Hanumangarh)

2. Sub-centre with adequate 
space for

i) Check up
ii) Delivery
iii) lUD Insertion

50.0(Barmer) 
10.0(Tonk) 
16.6(Udaipur)

93.3(Raj samand)
100.0(Dungarpur)
90.0(Jaipur and Ganganagar)

Source: Concurrent Evaluation o f  Spacing M ethods and M.C.H. Services - Fam ily  W elfare D epartm ent Governm ent o f  R ajasthan .

Beds in Government Medical Institutions

12.28 The number of inpatient beds in 1950 was only 5720 in the State which 
registered about seven fold increase by 1997-98 when the number rose to 37441. 
The scales in respect of inpatient beds are heavily loaded in favour of urban 
area which have 57 percent of total number as against only 22 percent population. 
Rural Rajasthan inhabited by 78 percent population has only 43 percent of the 
total beds in the State.

12.29 Districtwise particulars (table 9.6 at appendix IX) of number of in-patient 
beds reveal that highest increase in beds was reported in the decade 1980-90. 
The growth during 1990-91 to 1997-98 was 19.68 percent. The highest increase 
was recorded in Jaisalmer (56%) which was followed by Churu (44%), 
Ganganagar (43%), Hanumangarh (43%) and Jodhpur (40%). In the lowest 
brackets are the districts of Ajmer, Dausa, Jaipur and Sirohi where the increase 
had been less than 10 percent.

12.30 The number of beds per lakh of population in 1997-98 were 144 in Bikaner, 
141 in Jodhpur, 119 in Jaipur (including Dausa), 120 in Ajmer and 106 in Udaipur 
(including Raj samand).
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Ayurved
12.31 In 1997-98, the number of ayurvedic hospitals and dispensaries were 85 
and 3623 respectively as against 76 hospitals and 3577 dispensaries in 1990-91.
The districtwise particulars are given in table 9.7 at appendix IX.

Health Index
12.32 The health index is one of the three components of Human Development 
Index (HDI). The indicator used for health index is expectancy of life at birth. 
The districtwise health indices for 1981 and 1997-98 are given below.

Health Index by Districts 1981 and 1997-98

s . District 
No.

Health Index 
1981 1997-98

Rank 
1981 1997-98

1. Ajmer 0.4348 0.5695 22 22
2. Alwar 0.4160 0.5477 25 25
3. Banswara 0.4935 0.6375 12 12
4 . Baran 0.4837 0.6262 13 13
5. Barmer 0.5812 0.7390 6 5
6. Bharatpur 0.3493 0.4705 30 30
7 . Bhilwara 0.3857 0.5127 27 27
8. Bikaner 0.6682 0.8398 1 1
9. Bundi 0.4277 0.5612 23 23
10. Chittorgarh 0.4018 0.5313 26 25
11. Churu 0.5987 0.7593 2 2
12 . Dausa 0.4787 0.6203 16 16
13. Dholpur 0.3493 0.4705 30 30
14 . Dungarpur 0.4837 0.6262 13 13
15. Ganganagar 0.5877 0.7465 3 3
16. Hanumangarh 0.5877 0.7465 3 3
17. Jaipur 0.4787 0.6203 16 16
18. Jaisalmer 0.5875 0.7463 5 6
19. Jalore 0.4960 0.6403 11 11
20. Jhalawar 0.4397 0.5752 21 21
21. Jhunjhunu 0.5742 0.7175 9 10
22. Jodhpur 0.5740 0.7307 8 9
23. Karauli 0.3720 0.4968 28 28
24. Kota 0.4837 0.6262 13 13
25. Nagaur 0.5772 0.7343 7 7
26. Pali 0.4207 0.5532 24 24
27. Raj samand 0.4493 0.5863 18 18
28. Sawai Madhopur 0.3720 0.4968 28 29
29. Sikar 0.5745 0.7313 10 8
30. Sirohi 0.4468 0.5835 20 20
31. Tonk 0.3422 0.4603 32 32
32. Udaipur 0.4493 0.5863 19 18

Total Rajasthan 0.4660 0.6060
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The districts have been rearranged below in descending order on the basis of 
ranks for 1997-98 to give bird's eye view of relative positions.

Districts arranged on the basis of ranks in 1997-98

1 . Bikaner 17. Dausa
2. Churu 18. Udaipur
3. Ganganagar 19. Raj samand
4 . Hanumangarh 20. Sirohi
5. Barmer 21. Jhalawar
6. Jaisalmer 22. Ajmer
7. Nagaur 23. Bundi
8. Sikar 24. Pali
9. Jodhpur 25. Alwar
10. Jhunjhunu 26. Chittorgarh
11. Jalore 27. Bhilwara
12. Banswara, . , . 28.. Karauli . . . .
13. Baran 29. Sawai Madhopur
14 . Dungarpur 30. Bharatpur
15. Kota 31. Dholpur
16. Jaipur 32. Tonk

12.33 The health index, based on life expectancy at birth, is a major outcome 
indicator of health related activities, point out an improvement in all the districts.
Bikaner, Churu, Ganganagar and Hanumangarh are the best placed districts 
whereas the worst placed are Tonk, Bharatpur, Dholpur, Sawai Madhopur and 
Karauli. Geographically the best districts are in northern part and worst in eastern part.

Gender Related Health index (GHI)

12.34 Gender related health index (GHI) measures gender inequalities in two health 
related parameters viz. life expectancy at birth and the infant mortality rate. The 
GHI which takes values between 0 and 1 is viewed as a proxy for positive 
health. A low GHI value indicates gross discrimination against a specified sex.

HEALTH INDEX AND GENDER HEALTH INDEX - RAJASTHAN (1997)
♦ HI 
■ GHI
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12.35 The GHI for 1997-98 for the districts is given below:-

S.
No.

District G.H.I. Rank

1. Ajmer 0.4586 14
2. Alwar 0.4009 22
3. Banswara 0.4370 17
4 . Baran 0.4953 11
5. Barmer 0.4574 15
6. Bharatpur 0.3318 27
7 . Bhilwara 0.3283 28
8. Bikaner 0.6412 1

9. Bundi 0.3958 23
10. Chittorgarh 0.3598 26
11. Churu 0.5528 6
12. Dausa 0.4807 13
13. Dholpur 0.3158 31
14. Dungarpur 0.4452 16
15. Ganganagar 0.5819 2
16. Hanumangarh 0.5748 3

17 . Jaipur 0.4830 12
18. Jaisalmer 0.5120 8
19. Jalore 0.4167 18
20. Jhalawar 0.4094 20
21. Jhunjhunu 0.5616 4
22 . Jodhpur 0.5558 5
23. Karauli 0.3255 30
24 . Kota 0.4989 10

25. Nagaur 0.5056 9
26. Pali 0.3820 25
27. Raj samand 0.4134 19
28. Sawai Madhopur 0.3280 29
29. Sikar 0.5375 7
30. Sirohi 0.3906 24
31. Tonk 0.2927 32
32. Udaipur 0.4021 21

Total Rajasthan 0.4399
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12.36 In case of GHI also the best placed districts are Bikaner, Ganganagar and 
Hanumangarh and the districts of Tonk, Dholpur and Karauli are at the bottom.

Manpower

12.37 Particulars of manpower appear in the table given below:-

12.38 Sanctioned Strength of Medical Personnel

Category 1991-92 1997-98
Number Per lakh 

of population
Number Per lakh

of population
1. Senior Specialist 232 0.53 234 0.53

2 . Junior Specialist 1076 2.44 1325 3.01

3. Senior Medical Officer 947 2.15 891 2.02

4 . CAS + Dentist 2939 6.68 3657 8.31

5. Nursing Staff 9610 21.84 10942 24.87

6. Lady health visitor 1298 2.95 1358 3.09

7. Auxiliary nurse 
midwife 10148 23.06 12291 27.93

8. Lab. Technicians 1947 4.42 2326 5.29

9. Radiographers 462 1.05 545 1.24

10 . Block extension 
educator 232 0.53 232 0.53

Source: D irectorate o f  M edical & H ealth, R ajasthan

12.39 Thus, on an average the number of doctors for every lakh of population 
was 12 in 1991-92 that increased to about 14 in 1997-98.
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Family Welfare

12.40 The targets fixed for 2000 AD as part of Health for All are:-

Item Target by 2000 AD Current Status
(1997)in
Rajasthan

Birth rate 21 per thousand 32.1

Infant mortality rate 60 per thousand 85

Maternal mortality rate 200 per lakh 431

Death rate 9 per thousand 8.9

Couple protection rate 60 per percent 34

Net reproductive rate 1.0 4.4

Source: Sam ple Registration Scheme, D irectorate o f  Fam ily  W elfare Departm ent, R ajasthan

12.41 In 1971, the contraceptive users were 5.2 percent. This rate increased to 
31 percent in 1993. Presently 87 percent adopt terminal methods and only 13 
percent prefer spacing methods. In urban areas, the contraceptive user rate is 
42 percent against 27 percent for rural areas.

Vikalp : An alternative approach for meeting unmet Family Planning needs.

The impoverished Indian state of Rajasthan is using a new strategy-Vikalp, an alternative approach 
for improved management and implementation of Family Welfare Programmes. It aims at assisting 
people who want to limit their family size or space their children's birth, but do not know how 
or where to go for counsel of contraceptives.

Under the programme. Reproductive health centers have been set up in several villages ofTonk 
and Dausa (Rajasthan's most populous districts). Motivated nurses, midwives and female health 
assistants offer their clients a mix of family planning and child survival services. A majority of 
couples contacted through this programme have accepted one of the four methods of conception.

Between April 1995 and April 1996, the percentage of couples using modern contraception in 
Tonk and Dausa has increased from 31 and 35 to 41 and 40 respectively. The programme has 
since been extended to the whole state. Experience of implementing the Vikalp framework has 
revealed that with management inputs like micro planning, supportive supervision, internal 
monitoring and evaluation, the client-oriented service delivery system, existing public health 
system, etc. can produce sustainable results.
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12.42 As part of strategy quantitative target oriented approach has been replaced 
by need based fixation of targets based on survey of eligible couples. The scheme 
popularly known as Vikalpa' is more client oriented than target oriented. The 
main objectives of family welfare prograrmne are population stabilisation and 
control over maternal mortality and infant mortality rates. Some of the 
innovative schemes introduced are Raj Laxmi Yojna, Swasthya Karmi Yojna, 
Jan Swasthya Karmi Yojna, integrated population and development project etc.

12.43 Raj Laxmi Yojna envisages doing away with discrimination between male 
and female child, provision of education of girls, their happy married life and 
safe motherhood. As part of the scheme, units of Rs.1500 of Unit Trust of India 
are given as gift in the name of girl child.

Raj Laxmi

Rajasthan introduced this scheme for the first time in 
the country in 1992 with a view to reduce gender 
bias towards the girl child, increase the age for 
marriage and promote a two-child family norm. 
Under the scheme every girl child below five years 
given a UnitTrust bond worth Rs 1,500/- by the state, 
the maturity value of which is Rs 21,000/-after twenty 
years if her parents accept a permanent method of 
birth control and have only two children. 
Communication support has been provided by the 
lEC Bureau through publicity materials and 
advertisements in News papers, T.V., Radio, bus 
panels etc.

12.44 Jan Mangal Yojna stipulates dissemination of information on spacing 
methods to the eligible couples.

12.45 It has been reported that there are 2.6 living children per women consisting 
of 1.4 male and 1.3 female children. The women have desired 0.7 male and 0.5 
female additional children. Thus, the preference of females is still for about 4 
children. In the districts of Alwar, Bar an, Bharatpur, Bundi, Dholpur, Jaipur,
Jhalawar, Jhunjhunu, Kota, Sawai Madhopur the desire is for about 5 children.
In Barmer, Jaisalmer, Jalore and Jodhpur, the women would like to have 4 
children and in the remaining districts it is 3 children® as per details given in 
table 9.8 at appendix IX.

12.46 These particulars indicate the need for concerted motivation on priority 
basis in the districts where women still desire 4 to 5 children although other 
districts also can not be left out if the birth rate is to be brought to 21 per thousand.
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Family Welfare Pension Scheme

The Government of Rajasthan, for the first time in 
India, introduced in the year 1995 a scheme of Family 
Welfare pension to provide social security to couples 
above sixty years of age (i n case of a widow fifty five 
years) who had adopted permanent methods of 
contraception. Such couples are given a pension of 
Rs 150/- per month. The amount of pension payable 
is reduced to Rs 100/- per month after the death of a 
spouse and ceases on the death of both.

Age at Marriage - Females

12.47 The mean age at marriage in Rajasthan is reported to be 15.4 years well 
below the statutorily fixed age of 18 years. What is interesting to observe is that 
in none of the districts it is 18 years or above. In the districts of Bhilwara and 
Jodhpur it is as low as 11.1 years and 11.7 years respectively. . Sirohi has 17.8 
years as the mean age at marriage.

12.48 Similarly, the age even at gauna (consummation) is also below 18 years. 
The distribution of females by age group at marriage is given below:-

Age at marriage 
and Gauna 
(Years)

Percentage 
of women 
at marriage

Percentage 
of women 
at Gauna

Below 15 26.7 17.3

15 - 17 33.7 43.8

18 + 39.6 38. 9

@  Concurrent Evaluation  o f  spacing m ethods and MCH services -1996-97, Fam ily  W elfare Department,
G overnm ent o f  R ajasthan .

Districtwise break up is given in table 9.9 at appendix IX.
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*  Source: Concurrent 
Evaluation  o f  spacing  

m ethods and MCH 
services. Fam ily W elfare 

D epartment, Government 
o f  R ajasthan  (1996-97).

Other Issues

12.49 Incidence of diarrhoea among children
A survey* conducted by Family Welfare Department, Government of Rajasthan 
in 1996-97 revealed that 8.1 percent of children were reported to have been 
afflicted by diarrhoea out of which nearly three fourth (72.8 percent) received 
treatment and the remaining one fourth did not receive any treatment as per 
districtwise particulars given in table 9.10 at appendix IX.

12.50 Those who received treatment are reported to have received treatment 
from Government agency (71 percent), vaidya and private doctors (23 percent) 
and tantrik and others (6 percent). It is rather distressing to note that the services 
of tantrik etc. are reported to have been availed in Jhunjhunu, Ganganagar, 
Ajmer, Bhilwara, Nagaur and Pali.

12.51 Only 31.2 percent had reportedly received ORS during diarrhoea in Rajas
than. In Jalore, Jodhpur and Dungarpur the use of ORS was cent percent whereas 
in Banswara, Bikaner, Ganganagar, Udaipur, Nagaur and Sirohi it was nil.

Immunisation of Children

12.52 Particulars with regard to immunisation of children aged 12-23 months 
are shown below for Rajasthan for 1996-97*.

Percent

1. B.C.G. 84.0

2. DPT 1 84.4

3. DPT 2 78.4

4. DPT 3 70.6

5. Polio 1 82.3

6. Polio 2 77.8

7. Polio 3 68.5

8. Measles 61.4

9. Vit - A. 61.6

*  Concurrent Evaluation  
o f  Spacing M ethods and  
MCH services, 1996-97, 
Fam ily W elfare 
Department, Governm ent 
o f  R ajasthan .
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NNT CAMPAIGN IN RAJASTHAN-1998

Neonatal Tetanus (NNT) continues to be a public health problem in the states of UP, MP, Bihar, 
Rajasthan, Assam and Orissa despite over 25 years of immunization programme with a NNT 
incidence of more than 1 per 1000 live births.

Over the last five years, the Infant Mortality Rate in Rajasthan has stagnated between 82 to 86 
per 1000 live births. Neonatal tetanus mortality continues to be one of the key contributors to 
IMR.

The Tetanus Toxoid 1 (TT1) campaign was divided into two rounds of one week each. The first 
round was between 20-26 April and second round was between 24-30 May, 1998. The sector 
PHC was made the focal point for all planning and execution of the campaign. A target population 
of 5 million married women up to 30 years in the state.

Decision of using disposable syringes and needles was taken. However, for the second round 
every team was given Solo Shot auto-destructible syringes and needles.

Coverage Achievement:

Estimated Target TTl 1̂ ‘̂Round- T T 2 2 Round

Pregnant women 682273 551198 (81.3%) 538899 (78.7%)

Married women 
15-30 years 4213951 3555132 (84.4%) 3415170 (81%)

Total 4896224 4109630 (84%) 3954069 (80.7%)

While 84% of the targeted beneficiaries were reached in the campaign during the first round, 
80% of them were covered with the second dose also. In addition, half a million women were 
given the first dose in the second round.The use of autodestructible syringes supplied by UNICEF 
could be singled out as a key element in this overwhelming response in the second round. The 
second dose for the new entrants was completed in July. TheTT l campaign made it possible to 
increase the coverage of pregnant women by four-fold as compared to theTT coverage report in 
previous years during these months.

The impact of the campaign was visible to the satisfaction of all, as the number of reported 
NNT cases fell from 541 in 1997 to 325 in 1998.

12.53 The districts of Baran, Banswara, Jodhpur, Dungarpur and Churu appear 
to have done well with virtually cent percent immunisation whereas Dausa, 
Sirohi and Tonk are at the bottom with regard to immunisation as transpires 
from table 9.11 at appendix IX.
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12.54 The incidence of blindness in Rajasthan is 2.24 percent of total population 
as against the national average of 1.47 percent. The higher incidence is reportedly 
attributed to vast desert area and ailments like cataract, glaucoma etc. The 
cataract blindness project is being implemented as part of an agreement executed 
in 1994 with the International Development Association. It is targeted to make 
one panchayat samiti cataract free in each district.

12.55 T.B. control programme is being implemented since 1966. Presently, 
tuberculosis accounts for death rate of 100 and 80 per lakh in rural and urban 
areas respectively. There is at least one T.B. clinic in every district.

12.56 A population of 2.50 crore is reported to be residing in highly vulnerable 
areas for malaria. Efforts are being made to control malaria.

12.57 Earlier, 6776 villages were affected by guinea-worm. It is reported to have
been .completely eradicated................................................................................................................................

AIDS

12.58 To ascertain the incidence of AIDS/HIV positive, cases from August to 
October 1998, surveillance was done about HIV infected patients in STD clinics. 
It was reported that 4.6 percent patients were affected by HIV virus. AIDS control 
programme is being implemented.

12.59 The major problems in health sector is the inaccessibility of the people to 
the available infrastructure mainly because of the periodical absence of doctors 
and para medical staff from their place of duty particularly in remote tribal and 
desert districts. Further, it has been reported that the medicines, more often 
than not, have to be purchased from market since the stock is reported to be 
quite limited due to inadequate budget provisions. The diagnostic facilities also 
need to be streamlined so as to be within reach of the people, particularly the 
rural poor.

The rural urban differential has been earlier mentioned. It may be reiterated 
that the imbalance needs to be looked into.
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Input

12.60 The major financial input for improving the health status is the budgetary 
support provided by Rajasthan Government. Medical and health services a 
part of the broad group ''social services' which also includes education, water 
supply, labour welfare, welfare of scheduled castes, scheduled tribes and other 
bacW ard classes, social welfare, nutrition etc.

12.61 It is interesting to note that in Rajasthan in the two broad expenditure 
groups, viz. non-development expenditure and development expenditure the 
former has increased at a faster pace than the latter as per details given below:-

Year Expenditure on revenue 
account (Rs.in crores)

Index Number

Development Non- 
Deve-

Total
Develop
ment
expen
diture

Non-
Develop
ment
expen
diture

Development 
expenditure 

to total 
expen
diture

1990-91 2329 1151 3480 100 100 66.92
1991-92 2662 1418 4080 114 123 65.23
1992-93 3346 1651 4997 144 143 66.95
1993-94 3910 1988 5898 168 173 66.30
1994-95 4244 2502 6746 182 217 62. 91
1995-96 4866 3466 8332 209 301 58.40
1996-97 5362 3064 8426 230 266 63.63
1997-98 5440 3546 8986 234 308 60.54
1998-99 7146 4625 11771 307 402 60.71
1999-2000 7898 5659 13557 339 492 58.26

12.62 This point needs to be highlighted to show the concern for dwindling 
kitty for development purposes in relative terms.

12.63 Another break up of revenue expenditure is into three groups viz. general 
services, social services and economic services. Presently, the concern of this 
study is for social services. The expenditure on social services to total expenditure 
on revenue account was 42.27 percent in 1990-91 which declined to 41.66 percent 
in 1997-98 and is likely to be 41.48 percent in 1999-2000.
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12.64 Expenditure on medical and health was as imder during 1990-91 to 1997-98.

Year Expenditure Index Percent of total expenditure
on medical number

& health On social On total
including services revenue

family account
welfare on 

revenue 
account 

(Rs.in crores)

1990-91 251 100 17.06 7.21
1991-92 280 112 17.44 6.86
1992-93 332 132 17.63 6. 64
1993-94 385 153 17.57 6.52
1994-95 461 184 18.25 6.83
1995-96 515 205 17.03 6.18
1996-97 591 235 17.05 7.00
1997-98 625 249 16.70 6.96
1998-99RE* 843 336 16.70 7.16
1999-2000BE* 967 385 17.19 7.13

*RE = Revised Estimates; **BE = Budget Estimates

12.65 It emerges from the above table that

i) Growth in expenditure on medical and health had been lower than that 
on non-developm ent expenditure but higher than the growth of 
development expenditure thereby suggesting that within development 
sectors relatively health got a priority.

ii) The health sector accounted for 17-18 percent of expenditure on social 
services.

iii) About 6-7 percent of total expenditure on revenue account is incurred 
towards activities related to health.
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12.66 The broad groupwise expenditure on medical and health services appears 
below.

(Rs.in lakhs)

Year Revenue Expenditure

Allopathy Public 
health

Other
systems
of
medicines

Family
welfare

Total Capital
expendi
ture

1990-91 14451.87 2676.05 3293.67 4645.11 25066.70 720.88

1991-92 15746.11 3046.71 3772.92 5385.58 27951.32 2083.62

1992-93 18694.97 3553.69 4644.56 6297.65 33190.87 1432.99

1993-94 21641.97 4027.30 5124.08 7663.27 38456.62 1077.71

1994-95 25450.40 4468.47 5946.75 10221.32 46086.94 1755.17

1995-96 28340.77 5654.85 6786.44 10681.20 51463.26 6060.26

1996-97 32127.00 7238.25 7786.05 11901.02 59052.32 6403.08

1997-98 35287.13 6962.54 8665.51 11624.80 62539.98 9116.57

1998-99 RE* 48460.81 7752.09 12929.98 15204.24 84347.12 4630.73

1999-2000 BE** 52673.01 7864.24 12360.40 21939.89 96733.37® 10104.89

*RE =  Revised Estimates; **BE = Budget Estimates; ® Also includes a sum ofRs.1895.83 towards new items.

Source: Budget D ocum ents - R ajasthan

12.67 In terms of percentage over the period 1990 to 1998 about 55-58 percent 
revenue expenditure had been on allopathic system which largely includes the 
curative services like hospitals and dispensaries, medical education etc. Public 
health, other systems of medicine and family welfare accounted for about 11 
percent, 13 percent and about 20 percent respectively of total expenditure on 
revenue account. Public health covers mostly preventive services. Ayurved, 
homeopathy, unani systems etc are included under other systems of medicine.

12.68 Non-plan expenditure is about 80-85 percent of total revenue expenditure 
and the balance is towards plan and Centrally Sponsored Schemes. However, 
about 90 percent expenditure on family welfare is towards centrally sponsored 
schemes. It is thus obvious that flows to districts is largely under non-plan and 
central intervention, under plan or centrally sponsored schemes it is quite minimal.

12.69 Despite the existence of field agency in the districts, data about expendi
ture at district level are simply not available. Some approximations about districts 
has, therefore, been attempted by using indicators like population, number of 
institutions and expenditure under plan during eighth plan (1992-97),
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*  The to ta l revenue 
expenditure w as  

a llocated  to  various  
districts in proportion  to  

the popu lation  o f  the 
district to  to ta l  

popu lation  as per 1991 
census. Thereafter, it  w as  

divided  by to ta l  
population  (1991) o f  the 
district to arrive a t  per  

cap ita  expenditure.

12.70 The distribution of total revenue expenditure on medical and health 
including family welfare services on the basis of population revealed that per 
capita expenditure in the districts moved in a very close range of Rs.63-64 in
1991-92, Rs.103-104 in 1992-97 and Rs.141-142 in 1997-98.* In view of a very 
narrow range this has not been used for further analysis.

12.71 Another criterion applied for allocation to various districts is the number 
of medical institutions. This approach reveals wide divergences between 
districts. The range was Rs.46 to Rs.96 in 1991-92, Rs.66 to Rs.l59 in 1992-97 and 
Rs.87 to Rs.212.in 1997-98 in respect of per. capita expenditure** (table.9.12 at 
appendix IX). The ranking of districts has been done thereafter which shows 
that the highest per capita expenditure based on number of medical institutions, 
was in tribal district of Dungarpur. The other districts, are Bundi, Jaisalmer, 
Pali, Rajsamand and Sirohi. Over the years, the inter-district rankings have 
changed but not very significantly. In 1991-92, only 27 districts were considered 
and therefore, ranking for other years are not strictly comparable. In 1992-97 
period, the districts at the bottom were Alwar, Kota, Jaipur and Ajmer all of 
which were relatively more developed.

**,Forarri;ving a t per  
cap ita  expenditure based  

on the criterion o f  number 
o f  m ed ical institutions, 

f ir s t  the number o f  
institutions w as w orked  
out by  adding a llopath ic  

and ayurvedic 
institutions, next step  

w as to  a llo ca te  the to ta l 
revenue expenditure on 

the basis  o f  percentage o f  
institutions to to ta l 

institutions. For 1992-97, 
w hich covers the eighth  

plan, the expenditure fo r  
f iv e  years w as added  and  

divided  by fiv e . 
Thereafter, the 

expenditure f o r  a  district 
w as div ided  by 1991 

popu lation  o f  that 
district to  w ork out per 

cap ita  expenditure.

12.72 The third approach is with regard to districtwise plan expenditure during
1992-97. The planning department collects districtwise particulars of plan 
expenditure from executing agencies. These figures even if they are 
approximations, do provide a base to analyse priorities accorded to districts. 
TTie total revenue expenditure (non-plan, plan, CSS) incurred on medical and 
health was allocated in the ratio of districtwise plan expenditure during 1992- 
97 reported by Planning Department, Rajasthan. The expenditure thus arrived 
has been divided by 1991 census population for calculating per capita income.

12.73 The districts in top bracket in this approach for 1992-97 were Ajmer, Jaipur, 
Jodhpur, Bikaner and Udaipur all of which have a medical college. In the bottom 
bracket are Dholpur, Hanumangarh, Nagaur, Sikar, Churu, Bharatpur and 
Barmer.
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12.74 Comparison of districtwise expenditure ranking for 1992-97 with health 
index discussed earlier is given in table 9.13 at appendix IX. The 1992-97 ranking 
has been selected since activities during this period influence the health index 
for 1997-98.

Input Based on Number of 
Institutions (1992-97)
First quartile
Dungarpur, Pali, Sirohi, 
Banswara, Rajsamand, Bhilwara 
Tonk, Jaisalmer.
Second quartile
Udaipur, Jalore, Nagaur, 
Jhunjhunu, Barmer, Chittorgarh 
Sikar, Dausa.
Third quartile
Sawai Madhopur,Jodhpur,Baran, 
Jhalawar, Bundi, Dholpur, 
Bharatpur, Churu.
Fourth quartile
Ganganagar, Bikaner, Ajmer, 
Jaipur, Kota, Alwar.

Health Index 1997-98

Fourth quartile
Tonk, Bharatpur, Dholpur, 
Karauli, Sawai Madhopur, 
Bhilwara, Chittorgarh Alwar
Third quartile
Pali, Bundi, Ajmer, 
Jhalawar, Sirohi, Udaipur 
Rajsamand, Dausa, Jaipur.
Second quartile
Baran, Dungarpur, Kota, 
Banswara, Jalore,
Jhunjhunu, Jodhpur.
First quartile
Sikar, Nagaur, Jaisalmer, 
Barmer, Ganganagar, 
Hanumangarh,Churu,Bikaner.

12.75 It transpires from the above that a very few districts which have low 
health index values reported proportinately higher expenditure per capita. Out 
of eight districts in fourth quartile health index, only two viz. Tonk and Bhilwara 
are in the top expenditure bracket. Similarly, in other groups also only a total of 
five districts are in the corresponding expenditure quartile.

12.76 Thus, it can be safely inferred that contrary to the normal perception, 
there is very little relationship between degrees of health development and 
corresponding financial inputs to districts. Probably factors other than 
backwardness alone appear to be guiding principle for devolution of resources.

12.77 It may, however, be clarified that the districtwise allocation is an 
approximation only and has to be treated with great caution.

12.78 The distribution of financial inputs by districts based on districtwise plan 
expenditure during eighth plan (1992-97) reveals that inter district ranking have 
by and large maintained the same ranks over different periods. Comparison 
with Health Index for 1997-98 indicate that the most backward districts are 
Tonk, Bharatpur, Dholpur, Karauli, Sawai Madhopur, Bhilwara, Chittorgarh and 
Alwar but the districts in highest expenditure group are Ajmer, Jaipur, Jodhpur, 
Bikaner, Udaipur, Rajsamand, Baran and Jaisalmer i.e. none of the most 
backward districts form part of first expenditure quartile. In other quartile also 
there is very little relationship between the health index quartile and 
corresponding quartile of districtwise expenditure.
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12.79 Abroad analysis of districtwise expenditure through the twin approaches 
discussed earlier suggests that the backwardness of a district does not necessarily 
mean that it get priority in allocation of funds.

Nutrition

12.80 Supplementary nutrition is being provided to pregnant women, nursing 
mothers and children upto 6 years of age under the scheme of Integrated Child 
Development Services (ICDS) through anganwadi centres (AWCs) in the State.

12.81 Presently the scheme is operational in 177 panchayat samitis out of 237 
panchayat samitis in the State. In addition, 14 urban projects are also being 
implemented. Out of 26894 AWCs only 25253 were functional by the close of 
March 1998.

Nutrition in Rajasthan -  A crying Need

The major nutritional problems that face India and Rajasthan are 
protein -  energy malnutrition, Iodine deficiency disorders, vitamin A 
deficiency and anaemia.

Rajasthan is one of the BIMARU states. Data available on nutrition 
in Rajasthan is scattered and scanty

However there are a few studies which can help us to assess the 
nutritional scenario of the state. As per the NFHS report 1992-93, 65.86 
percent of infants were exclusively breastfeed for three months, 47.94 
percent of infants were given complementary foods in the age group of 6- 
9 months. About 42 percent children had weight for age below -2 SD, 43 
percent children had weight for age below -2 SD and 19.5% children had 
height below -2 SD.

A study conducted in Alwar, Bharatpur, Jaipur and Tonk on 2654 
children in the age group of 1-9 years revealed that 12% children were 
wasted, 39% were stunted and 10% were both wasted and stunted. 
Moreover, 17.52% had vitamin A deficiency, as recognised by conjuctival 
xerosis and 29.39% had anaemia with pale conjuctiva. Another study 
conducted in Barmer, Jaipur and Pokharan showed that 30-37% children 
suffered from grade I, 29-32% from grade 2 and 9-13% from grade 3 and 
3-4% from grade 4 malnutrition. Furthermore, 0.8 - 5.0 percent children 
had vitamin A deficiency as evident through conjuctival xerosis and 55- 
59% had anaemia as diagnosed through pale conjuctiva.

The health and the nutrition indicators are intertwined. The best 
strategy in improving the Human Development Index of the state would 
require a holistic approach where literacy, health and nutrition w ill have 
to be given priority. The first to improve the nutritional status of the 
population would be 'State Nutritional Surveillance'. It is necessary that 
all the districts of the state be monitored and the poor ones identified. This 
would help the planners and decision makers to target the resources and 
plan intervention on those population groups. Moreover, it will help to 
create a database for nutritional indicators for the state. The coverage of 
the state is poor hence many nutritional surveys need to be undertaken.
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12.82 Yearwise number of beneficiaries under the supplementary nutrition 
programme is shown below;-

Year Beneficiaries (In lakhs)
Target Achievement

1990-91 11.02 7.32
1991-92 11.81 7.68
1992-93 12.47 8.17
1993-94 12.95 8.63
1994-95 14.80 9.36
1995-96 17.55 11.27
1996-97 19.20 14.11
1997-98 18.74 14.82
1998-99 18.90 12.91

Source.-Women & Child D evelopm ent D epartm ent,R ajasthan

12.83 Categorywise number of beneficiaries for the year 1997-98 appear in the 
sub-joined table:-

(Number)

Category Eligible Enrolled Benefited

1. Pregnant Women 346854 183884 131653

2. Nursing Mothers 406014 199536 146797

3. Children
1) 6 Months - 1 Year 671493 305239 208987
11) 1 -3 years 1244751 570102 384536

ill) 3-6 years 1779514 838196 591229

SourcetWomen & C hild D evelopm ent D epartm ent,R ajasthan

12.84 The above table reveals that only 38 percent eligible pregnant women 
and 36 percent nursing mothers actually received the supplementary nutrition. 
The corresponding percentages for children from 6 months to 1 year, 1 to 3 
years and 3 to 6 years are 31, 31 and 33 respectively

12.85 The districtwise particulars of blocks under ICDS and beneficiaries are 
given in table 9.14 at appendix IX.
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Bikaner Project on Prevention and Eradication of Malnutrition

Rajasthan, the second largest state in India, accounts for
10.43 percent of the total land area of the country and home 
to approximately 50 million people. Research studies indicate 
higher prevalence of malnutrition including micro-nutrient 
deficiencies in desert districts' of the state*. Children, in 
particularcannot wait for their welfare till poverty is reduced 
or eradicated. They urgently require immediate actions that 
seek to improve their health, nutrition and education. Hence 
a project has been undertaken with the objective of 
preventing malnutrition through promotion of basic 
healthcare, feeding practices and community empowerment 
among the most disadvantaged pockets of Bikaner district.

The project "NGOs Networking; Prevention and Eradication 
of M alnutrition in Ch ild ren  and W om en" is being 
implemented in the district Bikaner by the Institute of 
Developmental Studies (IDS), Jaipur in collaboration with 
UNICEF (Jaipur). The project is proposed to be implemented 
in Bikaner to evolve sustainable strategies and to develop 
and promote a sustainable plan of action in order to eradicate 
and prevent malnutrition, as well as to strengthen the NGOs 
in the designing, implementation and monitoring of the 
programme. The main objectives of the programme are to 
reduce infant and maternal mortality, to promote the growth 
of children below 5 years and to prevent micro-nutrient 
deficiencies.The project is being implemented in 26 villages 
of Kolayat block, 26 chaks of Chhattargarh, 4 villages in 
Bikaner and 9 villages in Nokha blocks in Bikaner district. 
This is an action research project designed to enable small 
district level NGOs to support the larger system to achieve 
development goals specific to reducing child mortality and 
undernutrition among young children. As an innovative 
approach, it requires intensive supervision and rigour to make 
it sustainable and open to scrutiny in terms of whether the 
achievements and benefits are commensurate with the 
investments.
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Education

13.0 T h 6  indigenous schools which were established and conducted by the 
people of the area also included 'chatshalas'. The earliest efforts for introduction 
of modem education in Rajasthan date from 1819 AD when a school was opened 
at Ajmer. In the princely States, first such institutions were established between 
1842 AD and 1845 AD in Alwar, Bharatpur and Jaipur. Other States followed 
suit between 1863 AD and 1870 AD*̂ . However, the facilities were too meagre 
and largely confined to major cities and towns.

13.1 Education was at a very low ebb in the erstwhile princely States of Rajasthan 
as it was not given much importance. Education was rather discouraged as a 
result of which female literacy was found to be very low. The poor literacy 
levels would be evident from the fact that in 1941, literates were only 5.46 percent 
of total population.

13.2 Greater attention was paid to educate the masses in post-Independence 
era thereby the literacy percentage registered a steady rise as per the table given 
below:-

*  B ased  on R ajasthan  
State G azetteer - Vol.IV - 
1996 D irectorate o f  
D istrict Gazetteers, 
Government o f  
R ajasthan .

Year Percentage

Persons

of
Male

Literates
Female

1951 8.02 14 4
1961 15.21 22 6
1971 19.70 28 9
1981 24.38 36 13
1991 38.55 55 21

Source: Census R eports - R ajasthan
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13.3 Even the 39 percent (1991) literacy is quite low as compared to the national 
average or the percentage of some States generally considered for inter-State 
comparison for Rajasthan.

States Literacy Percentage (1991) 
Male Female Persons

Andhra Pradesh 55.13 32.22 44 .09
Bihar 52.49 22.89 38.48
Guj arat 73.13 48.64 61.29
Haryana 69.10 40.47 55.85
Karnataka 67.26 44.34 56.04
Kerala 93.62 86.17 89.81
Madhya Pradesh 58 .42 28.85 44 .20
Maharashtra '76.56' 52.32 '64.87
Orissa 63.09 34.68 49.09
Punjab 65.66 50.41 58.51
Raj asthan 54.99 20.44 38.55
Tamilnadu 73.55 51.33 62.66
Uttar Pradesh 55.73 25.31 41. 60
West Bengal 67.81 46.56 57.70

All India 64.13 39.29 52.21
Source; Fact B ook  on M anpower-1997-98, Planning Departm ent, R ajasthan

13.4 The above table reveals that in terms of total literacy, Rajasthan is only 
above Bihar although there is a hair line difference and in terms of female literacy 
Rajasthan is at the bottom.

13.5 The rural urban literacy break up by sex is given below for 1991. The 
percentages are with reference to population in 7+ age group. Adult literacy 
rates refer to population 15+ years and are obviously different. For constructing 
HDI Adult literacy rates have been used as per UNDP methodology.

Literaq' in Rajasthan (1991)

Percentage

1. Rural 30.37
i) Male 47.65
ii) Female 11.59

2 . Urban 65.22
i) Male 70.55
ii) Female 50.24

3. Total 38.55
i) Male 54 . 99
ii) Female 20.44

Source; Census Report - Rajasthan
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13.6 Thus, during the four decades (1951-1991) literacy increased by nearly five 
times which in itself is an achievement. However, the historic past largely 
appears to be an important reason for low literacy levels. Further, the vast desert 
and hilly tract coupled with sparse population render the task of development 
of educational infrastructure very costly. High growth rate of population, neglect 
of girl child, inadequate educational infrastructure, specially the shortage of 
women teachers and the financial constraints are other major hurdles in 
universalisation of elementary education.

13.7 There are great regional variations in literacy rate in the State as would be 
observed from table 10.1 at appendix X. The districts have been ranked by literacy 
in the sub-joined table separately for males and females as per 1991 census.

Males Females

1st
quartile

Kota, Ajmer, Jhunjhunu, 
Jaipur, Sikar, Bharatpur 
Alwar, Dausa.

Kota, Ajmer, Jaipur, 
Bikaner, Ganganagar, 
Hanumangarh,Jhunjhunu 
Jodhpur.

2nd
quartile

Jodhpur, Ganganagar, 
Hanumangarh, Pali, 
Bikaner,S.Madhopur, 
Karauli,Baran.

Alwar, Udaipur, Sikar 
Bharatpur,Churu, Baran 
Chittorgarh, Sirohi.

3rd
quartile

Churu, Rajsamand, Tonk, 
Chittorgarh, Dholpur, 
Nagaur, Udaipur, 
Jhalawar.

Pali,Bhilwara,Jhalawar, 
Bundi, Rajsamand, 
Dungarpur, Dholpur, 
Tonk.

4th
quartile

Bundi, Sirohi,Bhilwara, 
Dungarpur, Jaisalmer, 
Jalore, Banswara,Barmer.

S.Madhopur, Karauli, 
Dausa, Banswara,Nagaur, 
Jaisalmer, Jalore, 
Barmer.

Source; Census R eport - R ajasthan

13.8 The literacy ranges between 70.66 percent (the highest in Kota) to 36.56 
percent (the lowest in Barmer) in respect of males. The range for females is
37.56 percent in Kota to 7.68 percent in Barmer.

13.9 It is only Jhunjhunu where the male literacy (rural) is more than the national 
average of 64 percent for males (rural + urban) whereas in females no district 
has attained a level even half of the national average for females except 
Jhunjhunu where rural female literacy is 22 percent as against national average 
of 39 percent. Amongst rural females, it is as low as 4.20 percent in Barmer.

13.10 For urban males, it is gratifying to note that eleven districts have crossed 
the 80 percent mark in literacy. These are Ajmer, Alwar, Banswara, Chittorgarh,
Dungarpur, Jaisalmer, Jhalawar, Kota, Rajsamand, Sirohi. and Udaipur. The 
lowest literacy amongst urban males is reported from Dholpur where also about 
two third urban males are literate.
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13.11 In urban females the position appears to be improving with 50 percent 
literacy as compared to only 12 percent for rural females. Only Ajmer, Banswara, 
Dungarpur and Udaipur have 60 percent or more literates. The lowest literacy 
amongst urban females is in Nagaur at 33 percent.

13.13 Literacy development index for rural/urban males and females as also 
literacy deprivation index is given in table 10.2 to 10.5 at appendix X.

13.13.1 Overall, the rural literacy development index for males and females is 
.0.476.4 and 0,1159 .whereas for .urban rriales.and feiiiales it .is 0.7850 and 0.5024. 
respectively.

13.13.2 The index for scheduled castes and scheduled tribes is much below the 
all groups average both for males and females being 0.3763 for males and 
0.0473 for females belonging to scheduled castes in rural areas. For the rural 
scheduled tribes the corresponding value for rural males is 0.3174 and 0.0364. 
For urban scheduled castes the value of development index for males and 
females is 0.6137 and 0.2288. For urban scheduled tribes the corresponding value 
is 0.6217 and 0.2185 for males and females respectively.

13.13.3 The index of literacy development for rural areas range between 0.6623 
in Jhunjhunu the highest to 0.3183 the lowest in Barmer for males. For females 
the range is between 0.2204 and 0.0420 the best and worst placed districts being 
the same i.e. Jhunjhunu and Barmer respectively.

13.13.4 The corresponding literacy development index for urban areas for males 
and females is much higher varying between 0.8756 the highest in Ajmer and
0.6644 the lowest in Dholpur for males. For females the best district is Banswara 
with index value at 0.6685 and the worst is Nagaur with index value at 0.3254.

13.13.5 The districts with high degree of deprivation in respect of all groups 
for male literacy are Barmer, Banswara, Jalore, Sirohi and Bikaner and for females 
the districts with high degree of deprivation are Barmer, Jaisalmer, Jalore, 
Jodhpur and Bikaner.

13.14 The literacy amongst scheduled castes and scheduled tribes is presented 
in table 10.6 and 10.7 of appendix X.

13.12 It may, however, be pointed out that as per definition adopted in 1991 
census, a person who could both read and write with understanding in any
language was to be taken as literate. The census definition further states, "it is ULJ
not necessary that a person who is literate should have received any formal
education or should have passed any minimum education standard". r " "

CL

<

X
u
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13.15 Comparative picture of literacy by social groups for 1991 appears in the 
sub-joined table for the State as a whole:-

(Percentage)

Scheduled Scheduled All Groups
castes tribes

1. Rural Males 37.63 31.74 47.64
Females 4.73 3.64 11.59

2. Urban Males 61.37 62.17 78.50
Females 22.88 21.85 50.24

3. Rural+Urban Males 42.38 33.29 54 . 99
Females 8.31 4 .42 20.44

Total 26.29 19.41 38.55

Source: Census R eport - R ajasthan

Enrolment

13.16 The State Government had been striving hard to increase the educational 
facilities despite resource crunch as transpires from the following table:-

Year Primary 
Schools (No.)

Enrolment 
(Lakh No.)

Upper Primary 
School (No.)

Enrolment 
(Lakh No.)

Boys-Girls -Total Boys-Girls-Total Boys-Glrls-■Total Boys-■Girls--Total

1950-51 3884 452 4336 2.75 0.55 3.30 630 102 732 0.52 0.09 0.61

1960-61 13934 614 14548 8.99 2.15 11.14 1214 202 1416 1.79 0.28 2.07

1980-81 NA NA 22510 15.00 4.49 19.49 NA NA 5200 9.37 2.99 12.36

1985-86 26155 1473 27628 29.38 11.55 40.93 6927 1064 7991 8.94 2.16 11.10

1990-91 NA NA 29817 21.40 9.45 30.85 NA NA 9230 15.49 6.06 21.55

1997-98 31448 2366 33814 24.72 16.27 40.99 13185 1449 14634 22.77 12.73 35.50

Source: R ajasthan  M ein Shiksha K i P ragati -1997-98, 
D irectorate o f  Secondary Education, R ajasthan
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13.17 The number of primary schools and upper primary schools increased by 
680 percent and 1899 percent in 1997-98 over 1950-51. The enrolment of boys in 
upper primary schools in 1997-98 over 1950-51 was 44 times of enrolment in 
1950-51 and in respect of girls the enrolment was 141 times. This is by no means 
a small achievement but still falls far short of the targeted cent percent enrolment 
of both boys and girls.

13.18 The number of institutions at secondary and college stage as also number 
of students for 1980-81,1990-91 and 1997-98 appear in the sub-joined table:-

1980-81 1990-91
(Niimber)
1997-98

A . Secondary Level*
1. Number of institutions 2482 3956 5347
2. Enrolment - Boys 714521 1242521 1657190

Girls 191870 390592 710554
Total 906391 1633113 2367744

B. College Level** (General Education)
1. Number of institutions 125 157 237
2. Enrolment - Boys 98145 71735 127756

Girls 22225 24667 60215
Total 102370 96402 187971

*  R ajasthan  Mein Shiksha K i Pragati-1997-98, D irectorate o f  Secondary Education, R ajasthan .
* D irector o f  College Education, R ajasthan

13.19 It may be added that in 1980-81, class XII was named as pre-university 
and included in colleges. Later it was shifted to school education and named as 
senior secondary. This is precisely the reason for reduced number of students 
enrolled in colleges in 1990-91 over 1980-81.

13.20 The percentage of girls enrolled to total enrolment is given below;-

1980-81
(Percent)

1990-91 1997-98

1. Primary Schools
2. Upper Primary Schools
3. Secondary Schools
4. College for General Education

23,.04 30.,63 39,,70
24 ,.19 28..13 35,.85
21,.17 23..92 30,.01
18,.46 25.,59 32..03

(1) S tat ist ica l A bstract, R ajasthan .
D irectorate o f  Econom ics & Statistics, R ajasthan

(2) Director, C ollege Education.
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13.21 In 1997-98 the highest proportion of girls to total enrolment in primary 
school was in Jhunjhunu and lowest in Jodhpur. In respect of upper primary 
schools the highest proportion was again in Jhunjhunu and lowest in Sawai 
Madhopur. At the secondary stage Kota had the highest proportion of girls in 
total enrolment and lowest was in Jalore.

13.22 Districtwise particulars appear in table 10.8 to 10.19 at appendix X for 
1980-81,1990-91 and 1997-98 respectively.

13.23 Progress of stagewise gross enrolment ratio is indicated below for 
Rajasthan.

(Percent)

Year Primary Stage
(Class I to V) 

Age group 
(6-11 years)

Upper Primary
(Class VI to 

Age 
(11-14 :

Stage
VIII) 
group 
years)

Secondary Stage
(Class IX to XII) 

Age group 
(14-17 years)

Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

1950-51 26.10 5.70 16.60 8.90 1.60 5.40 3.10 0.50 1.80
1960-61 64.00 16.30 40.90 24.10 4.10 14 .40 11.50 1.80 6.80
1980-81 86.50 30.00 59.20 46.70 12.00 30.00 34 .50 7.80 21.80
1985-86 109.60 45.30 78.50 59.70 15.50 38.30 26.40 6.00 16.60
1990-91 106.40 50.30 79.20 67.80 21.70 45.50 34.10 10.40 23.20
1997-98 99.78 71.91 86.50 77.81 35.65 57.73 40.82 15. 92 28.97

Source: A H and B o ok  o f  School E ducation(G ovem m ent o f  India) reproduced in R ajasthan  M ein Shiksha K i Pragati (Hindi) 1997-98'
D irectorate o f  Secondary Education, R ajasthan , Bikaner.

Note:
1. Overage/imderage possibility exists.
2. For 1997-98 percentages have been calculated by using projected population 
for 1997-98 and for other years latest decennial census figures have been used.

13.24 The above table reveals a steady improvement over years.
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13.25 The overall enrolment ratio covering class I to XII (age group 6-17 years) 
for rural and urban area given below, reveal that there are very significant 
variations in rural and urban areas.

Enrolment ratio Class I to XII 1997-98 (Age group 6-17 years) (Percent)

Boys Girls Total
1. Rural 77.66 44 .25 61.66
2. Urban 85. 88 66.15 76.65
3. Rural+Urban 79.65 49.37 65.23

A  Hand B ook  o f  School Education .(Govem m ent o f  India) reproduced in R ajasthan  M ein Shiksha k i  Pragati
(Hindi) 1997-98. D irectorate o f  Prim ary Education, R ajasthan , Bikaner.

13.26 Rural boys appear to be catching fast their urban counterparts but girls 
are still lagging behind in rural areas. Districtwise particulars are given in table
10.20 and 10.21 at appendix X.

13.27 The districts where enrolment of rural girls is quite low i.e. below 44 
percent in class I-XII are Ajmer, Barmer, Bhilwara, Bikaner, Bundi, Chittorgarh,
Jaisalmer, Jalore, Jodhpur, Nagaur, Pali, Sawai Madhopur, Sirohi, Tonk and Udaipur.

13.28 In urban areas, the districts with lower enrolment ratio of girls than the 
State average of 66 percent, are Barmer, Bhilwara, Bikaner, Chittorgarh, Churu, 
Dausa, Dholpur, Dungarpur, Jalore, Jhalawar, Jhunjhunu, Karauli, Nagaur, Pali, 
Sikar, Sirohi and Tonk.

13.29 For computation of Human Development Index and Gender Development 
Index the figures contained in Chapter XV have been used.

13.30 The districts have been classified by enrolment ratios at the primary stage 
in the following table:-

Boys Girls
First
quartile

Jodhpur, Dholpur, Banswara, 
Baran, S.Madhopur, Pali, 
Dausa, Barmer.

Kota, Baran, Dholpur, 
Jaipur, Rajsamand, 
Jhunjhunu, Sikar, 
Ganganagar.

Second
quartile

Dungarpur, Bundi, Jalore, 
Tonk, Rajsamand, Karauli, 
Jhalawar, Kota.

Bundi,Jhalawar,Bharatpur, 
Dausa, Alwar, Jodhpur,
S.Madhopur, Dungarpur.

Third
quartile

Alwar, Bikaner, Jaipur, 
Jaisalmer, Ajmer, Sirohi, 
Bharatpur, Churu.

Karauli,Pali,Hanumangarh 
Banswara, Churu, Barmer, 
Nagaur, Chittorgarh.

Fourth
quartile

Bhilwara, Sikar, Chittor, 
Nagaur, Ganganagar, 
Jhunjhunu, Hanumangarh.

Ajmer, Bikaner, Tonk, 
Jaisalmer, Udaipur, 
Bhilwara, Sirohi,Jalore.

Source:R ajasthan M ein Shiksha K i Pragati 1997-98. D irectorate o f  Secondary Education, Bikaner.
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Lok Jumbish: A Dream Come True

Till about a year ago, 15 year old Sonapa was illiterate and 
spent her time grazing cattle at Jangroo village in Rajasthan's 
Bikaner district. The nearest school was 6 kilometers away. 
In April, 1998 she and other girls joined the Balika Shikshan 
Shivir organised under a government-backed project called 
Lok jumbish. Within six months, the teenager reached class 
V and was enroled in a school, now she is studying in class 
VII along with her husband.

In Mauivi Abdul Sattar's Muslim-dominated Ahalwara village 
in Bharatpur district, not a girl had studied up to class V since 
Independence. This year, five girls cleared the class V 
examination. Enrolment of boys and girls has Increased while 
the drop out rate has fallen since the Lok Jumbish project began 
in 1995. A primary reason-the introduction of Urdu in schools 
under the programme.

The flexible non-formal education programme for Rajasthan, 
gives villages a say in decision making, it also aims for girls' 
enrolment and retention as the "principal indicator of project 
performance." In the last few months, say, those involved in 
the project plans are afoot to wind it up. The reason is that 
government would like to see uniformity in educational 
process. And it thinks there have been problems with the 
project function. Such a big project, covering 13 districts in 
Rajasthan, was launched with the sole aim of improving the 
state's literacy rate. To a great astonishment, it seemed to 
have achieved the objective of making literacy a people's 
movement. Because of political involvement in it Lok Jumbish 
now has to build up pressure for survival.
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Drop Out

13.31 The main failing of the educational system had been heavy drop out at the 
primary level particularly amongst girls as transpires from the following table:-

Drop out rate (all groups) at primary stage Rajasthan (Class 1 to V)

Year Drop out rate (Percentage)

Boys Girls Total

1970-71 66.80 76.50 68. 90
1980-81 56.70 63.40 58.40
1990-91 • ■ ■ •5 9-. 0-2 ............  66.80 ........ • ■ 61 .-6 0-
1996-97 54.72 59.96 56. 60

Source: R ajasthan  M ein Shiksha K i P ragati - R ajasthan  -1997-98;Directorate o f  Secondary Education,
R ajasthan , Bikaner.

13.32 Although over the years there had been decline in the drop out rates but 
the trend had been erratic as evident from higher drop out rate in 1990-91 over 
1980-81.

13.33 Comparative position of drop out for scheduled castes and scheduled 
tribes and all groups taken together is given below:-

Drop out rates for S.C. and S.T. (Class 1 to V)(Percentage)

1990-91 1996-97

Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

1. Scheduled 
Castes 61.86 73.42 64.88 56.68 60.30 57.86

2. Scheduled 
Tribes 71.45 82.77 74.33 63.21 71.01 65.61

3. All groups 59.02 66.80 61.60 54.72 59.96 56. 60

Source: State Institute o f  E du cation al Research and Training, Udaipur.
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13.34 The higher drop out rates for scheduled tribes and scheduled castes point 
towards failure of the system to attract members of these vulnerable sections of 
society to education. As part of enrolment drive, boys and girls are enrolled but 
efforts appear to be lacking to retain them at least up to fifth class. Nearly three 
fourth scheduled tribes and two third scheduled castes did not complete 
education even upto fifth class in 1990-91. Although there was an improvement 
in 1996-97 but even then two third of scheduled tribes and three fifth of scheduled 
castes dropped out of school before completing education upto fifth class.

13.35 Districtwise drop out rates for 1996-97 is given in table 10.22 at appendix 
X reveal that drop out percentage in respect of girls was higher than boys in all 
the districts except Bikaner, Churu, Jaipur and Jhunjhunu.

13.36 Amongst boys the highest drop out rate was in Banswara (73%) and lowest 
in Jaipur (42%). The districts reporting drop out in 60 to 70 percent range were 
Ganganagar, Jaisalmer, Chittorgarh, Nagaur, Dungarpur, Rajsamand, Bhilwara, 
Bikaner and Jhalawar. The inclusion of Ganganagar in this group appears to be 
rather baffling and probably one reason could be population of scheduled castes 
which account for about one fourth in total population of the district. The other 
district in this group are either tribal dominated or form part of desert area 
except Jhalawar.

13.37 All the remaining districts fall in 50-60 percent range of drop out rates 
except Jaipur (42 percent) Sawai Madhopur (46%), Jhunjhunu (47%) and Kota 
(48%).

13.38 In respect of girls, the highest drop out rate was in Jaisalmer (79%).
Banswara was close second (77%). Other districts with 70 + drop out rates were 
Jodhpur, Jhalawar, Jalore, Nagaur and Chittorgarh. In the 60 to 70 percent range 
are Sirohi, Ganganagar, Dholpur, Rajsamand, Barmer, Bhilwara, Sawai 
Madhopur, Dungarpur, Tonk, Baran, Bharatpur, Udaipur and Alwar. Five 
districts viz. Ajmer, Sikar, Pali, Kota and Dausa fall in 50-60 percent range. In 
the below 50 percent category are Churu (49%), Bikaner (42%), Jaipur (40%) 
and Jhunjhunu (31%).

13.39 The drop out statistics point out to the imperative need for concerted 
efforts towards improving the retention by rescheduling school timing, posting 
of dedicated and motivated teachers preferably females, insisting on regular 
attendance of teachers, provision of suitable infrastructure, student friendly 
curricula, combining learning with pleasure and the like.
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Management

13.40 The private sector has also played a role although not very prominent in 
providing educational facilities as would be observed from the following table 
which shows number of institutions by management type.

Number of Institutions by Management Type - 1997-98

Management Type Niunber of Institutions
Boys Girls Total % to total

A . Primary
1. Government 1934 462 2396 7.09
2. Local Bodies 27378 1604 28982 85.71
3. Aided 145 60 205 0.60
4. Un-aided 1991 240 2231 6.60

Total 31448 2366 33814 100.00

B. Upper Primary
1. Government 9427 1087 10514 71.85
2. Aided 215 64 279 1.90
3. Un-aided 3543 298 3841 26.25

Total 13185 1449 14634 100.00

C. Secondary & Senior Secondary
1. Government 3624 611 4235 79.20
2. Aided 178 97 275 5.14
3. Un-aided 768 69 837 15. 66

Total 4570 777 5347 100.00

D. Total (A+B+O*
1. Government 14996 2165 17161 31.88
2. Local Bodies 27378 1604 28982 53.85
3. Aided 539 227 766 1.42
4. Un-aided 6302 609 6911 12.84

Total 49215 4605 53820 100.00
*  Includes pre-prim ary schoo ls  a lso  (12 boys, 13 girls).

Source; R ajasthan  Mein Shiksha K i P ragati -1997-98. D irectorate o f  Secondary Education, Bikaner.
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13.41 The institutions shown against 'Local bodies' are those which have since 
been transferred to panchayat samitis, the expenditure on such schools is 
reimbursed in full by State Government. It may also be pointed out that pre
primary schools have not been shown separately but are included in total. The 
number of such pre-primary schools is 12 for boys (11 Government + one aided) 
and 13 for girls (5 Government, 6 aided and 2 unaided). It is pertinent to note in 
this connection that there are a number of institutions run by NGO's which do 
not appear to have been included by the Education department. In cities and 
towns the number of such schools recognised or un-recognised is quite 
substantial and efforts need be made for their inclusion in the list of educational 
institutions.

13.42 It is the Government (plus local bodies) that is discharging its 
responsibility of running educational institutions in a very large measure since 
privately managed schools are about one sixth only of total schools.

13.43 The districts where private educational institutions are more than 20 
percent of total are Alwar, Bharatpur, Bikaner, Hanumangarh, Jaipur, Jhunjhunu, 
Kota and Sawai Madhopur.

13.44 The districts with 5 or less than 5 percent private schools are Banswara, 
Barmer, Jaisalmer, Jalore, Nagaur and Sirohi (table 10.23 at appendix X).

Teachers

13.45 Teacher pupil ratio is given below:-

Stage 1980-81 1990-91 1997-98

1. Primary Schools 1:41 1:41 1:42
2. Upper Primary Schools 1:28 1:30 1:33
3. Secondary Schools 1:23 1:24 1:26

(1) Statistical Abstract, Rajasthan. Directorate o f  Economics & Statistics, Rajasthan.
(2) Rajasthan Mein Shiksha Ki Pragati 1997-98. Directorate o f Secondary Education, Rajasthan.

13.46 By and large, the teacher pupil ratio in the districts had been in close 
proximity to the State ratio.

13.47 It is, however, disconcerting to note that the Report of sixth All India 
*N ationai Council o f  Educational Survey' -1993 reveals that 0.32 percent of Primary Schools had no 

teachers and 28.62 percent primary schools had only one teacher. The two teacher 
schools were 37.88 percent of total primary institutions. The number of schools 
having three, four, five and more than 5 teachers were 12.21 percent, 6.44,5.42 
percent and 9.13 percent of total primary schools.

Educational R esearch & 
Training.
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13.48 The districts that had high proportion (more than 40 percent) of single 
teacher primary schools were Bar an, Barmer, Chittorgarh, Jaisalmer, Jalore and 
Jhalawar. Details are given in table 10.24 of appendix X.
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Infrastructure in Primary Schools

13.49 What is interesting to note is that 3.37 percent of the primary schools 
were functioning without any room i.e. in open space. In certain districts viz. 
Baran (14%), Bundi (11%), Jalore (7%), Jhalawar (7%) and Kota (11%), the number 
of schools without any room was relatively large. The State average distribution 
of primary schools by number of rooms appear below. Districtwise particulars 
are in table 10.25 at appendix X.

Percentage

Zero 3.37
One room 7.16
Two rooms 19.83
Three rooms 27 .55
Four rooms 14.20
Five rooms 9. 62
Six-seven rooms 11.30
Eight-nine rooms 4.13
Ten+ rooms 2.84

13.50 In primary schools where there are five classes in a school with number 
of rooms less than five, it should be a tough job for teachers to impart quality 
education. For the students also, concentration might be a casualty. Apparently 
the situation does not appear to be learning friendly

Accessibility

13.51 Though specific data about accessibility of a primary school are not 
available but as a matter of policy, primary schools catering to a population of 
250 persons or 150 persons in tribal and desert areas have been opened barring 
very few exceptions.

* Sixth A ll India  13.52 The All India Educational Survey* -1993 in its report had indicated that
âti^naiclln î ôf average 74.58 habitations in the State had a primary school within one

Educational Research kilometer. The districts below the State average are Barmer (46%), Ganganagar
.n d  Training. jg2%), Hanumangarh (62%), Jaisalmer (52%), Jalore (67%) and Jodhpur (64%),

all in the desert region, and Udaipur as transpires from table 10.26 at Appendix X.

13.53 14.59 percent upper primary schools are within the village and 64.43 
percent are within 3 kms.

13.54 Only 4.42 percent secondary schools are within the village and 52.80 
percent within 5 kms of the village.*
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Drinking Water

13.55 Another disconcerting feature of the primary schools in the State is the 
fact that only half of the schools have drinking water facilities and the remaining 
half are deprived of drinking water in this State where the climate is hot with 
temperatures touching 48° C in summers. Surprisingly, Jalore district in the heart 
of Thar desert has reported that facility of drinking water exists in 96% primary 
schools. The most poorly served district are Baran and Jaisalmer with only 38% 
primary schools having drinking water facility. Other districts having poor 
facility of drinking water in primary schools are Banswara (41%), Bharatpur 
(43%), Dausa (45%), Dholpur (48%), Jhalawar (48%), Pali (41%) and Tonk (40%).

Urinals /Lavatories

13.56 The State average in respect of primary schools having urinals is 28.97% 
and for separate urinals for girls only is 13.62% of total primary schools. Only 
21.36% primary schools have lavatories and 8.74% have separate lavatories for 
girls. Apparently the service level is too poor. After half a century of 
Independence, Rajasthan could not provide these basic facilities viz. drinking 
water, urinals, etc. Obviously the environment does not appear to be learning 
friendly. Districtwise particulars are in table 10.27 at appendix X.

Female Teachers

13.57 Female teachers in primary schools constitute only 28.77 percent of total 
teachers in primary schools. The proportion ranges between 52 percent (in 
Jodhpur the highest) and 12.33 percent (the lowest in Dausa). The districts with 
35 percent or more female teachers in primary schools are Ajmer, Bhilwara,
Bikaner, Jaipur, Jodhpur and Kota all of which have a sizeable urban population.

13.58 In the 30 - 40 percent range are Banswara, Bundi, Chittorgarh, Ganganagar,
Jhunjhunu, Kota, Rajsamand. The districts of Alwar, Churu, Dungarpur,
Hanumangarh, Jhalawar, Sikar, Sirohi and Tonk fall in 20-30 percent range. In 
the remaining districts, the proportion is below 20 percent.
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Selected Educational Programmes

13.59 The State Government of Rajasthan has been implementing various 
schemes/programmes for ensuring increased enrolment, higher retention, total 
literacy besides development of educational infrastructure and bridging the 
gender gap. Some of the important ones are described below:

(i) Lok Jumbish - The People's Movement

13.60 'Lok' is a Hindi word meaning 'people' and 'Jumbish' a Urdu word 
meaning 'movement'. These two words together convey the idea of people's 
movement as well as a movement for the people.

13.61 Lok Jumbish is a bold attempt to realize the overall goals of education for 
all as established in the Jomtien Conference of 1990. Although Lok Jumbish 
project, started in June 1992, aims at universalisation of primary education in 
Rajasthan, it emphasises on achieving this goal through a non-conventional 
approach by making education a people's movement, through their active, 
sustained participation at every level. It believes that creation of a people's 
movement will generate a stimulus for human development which, in turn, 
will contribute to a basic socio- economic transformation. Lok Jumbish, therefore, 
builds up an intricate process of achieving community participation, quality 
education and gender equity in its goals, strategies and ways of working.

13.62 The special emphasis of Lok Jumbish is on education for girls and children 
belonging to the disadvantaged sections to set forth a framework for educational 
reconstruction which may become the foundation for social transformation. It 
attempts to establish expansion of basic education and training of adult and 
youth not through running an adult literacy programme but through 
establishing techniques to institutionalise a process of coming together, a conti
nuous process of awareness building and inspiring the community to rekindle 
their idealism, helping them to rise for a cause which is in their own interest.

13.63 The strategies and processes of Lok Jumbish are all important for 
generating a stimulus for human development. The strategy of People's 
Participation basically imply transfer of initiatives back to the people. It means 
involvement of the functionaries and intended beneficiaries in decision making. 
Decentralisation is seen as a logical consequence of the strategy of people's 
participation. It is believed that processe of decentralised planning and 
management can become effective only if the people concerned, through training 
and reflection, are enabled to realise their capabilities and to take initiative for 
their well-being. Gender equity aims at providing equal education to girls on 
the one hand and believes that education served as an instrument of women's 
equality on the other. Ihus, gender equity is a goal as well as the principal 
strategy for implementation. This is done through 'feminisation of the education 
system' - by providing opportunities for formation of women's groups, those 
of adolescent girls and of women teachers, etc.; organisation of effective training 
programmes for women at the village, cluster and block levels; and by making 
girls' enrolment and retention the principal indicator of project performance. 
Lok Jumbish has taken into account the reduced self-esteem among teachers 
and the resulting casualness amongst them. It realises that the situation can not
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change simply by official fiat or threat of disciplinary action. It tries to achieve 
its goal in this regard by involving teachers at all stages of educational planning, 
by discouraging use of deprecatory language towards them and by recognising 
the important role played by their associations. To ensure quality in processes, 
programmes and activities, it aims at changing the mindset of the people 
concerned through training, orientations and regular review and planning 
exercises. Human resource development activities in Lok Jumbish is focused on 
making available opportunities to members of village groups, Sahaj Shiksha 
(NFE) instructors, para professionals from other departments and agencies, 
teachers and Lok Jumbish personnel to realise their best potential. There are 
fora of in-built review and evaluation where the personnel collectively observe, 
measure the progress and transform the whole process into a problem-solving 
methodology.

13.64 Lok Jumbish has completed two phases of operationalisation. The 
coverage till June 1999 extended to 75 development blocks of 27 districts of 
Rajasthan. The villages where Lok Jumbish is working, the people have become 
aware of their predicament, have begun to come together and move towards 
organised action for betterment of their living and working conditions. In terms 
of UPE, Lok Jumbish impact is visible in increased participation rate of girls in 
primary education by 10-11 percent per annum and that of boys by 4-5 percent 
per annum, improvement in retention rate about 2% per annum, and 
improvement in learning levels by 7-8 percent per annum.

13.65 Overall what Lok Jumbish has perhaps succeeded in doing is to enable 
the people to overcome cynicism towards development and towards the future 
of the country. They feel enabled, facilitated and empowered to understand issues 
in development, and seem to be gradually moving towards a spirit of self-reliance 
and mutual accountability of public system to the people and vice versa.

ii) District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)

13.66 This project seeks to operationalise the objective of the Programme of 
Action 1992 which enjoins that an ethos of cost effectiveness and accountability 
should permeate every part of the education system. For achieving 
universalisation of elementary education in its entirety (access, retention and 
achievement). DPEP is to be taken up in ten districts in the first phase viz. Alwar,
Bhilwara, Jhalawara, Jhunjhunu, Kota, Nagaur, Sirohi, Sikar, Ganganagar and 
Tonk. More districts would be brought in its fold in the second phase. The overall 
objectives of DPEP are

a) Reducing difference in enrolment, drop out and learning achievement among 
gender and social groups to less than 5 percent.

b) Reduce overall drop out rates for all students to less than 10 percent.

c) Raise average achievement levels by at least 25 percent over measured 
baseline achievement levels.

d) Provide, according to State norms access to all children upto primary classes 
wherever possible or its equal alternative schooling.

e) Strengthen the State's capacity for planning management and evaluation of 
primary education.
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13.67 The district as a whole is being taken up in which village is the lowest 
working unit. District plans of first phase ten districts have been prepared in 
consultation with Panchayat Raj institutions at district, block, cluster and village 
level. The programme envisages participation of local community in promoting 
enrolment, retention achievement and school effectiveness.

iii) Shiksha Karmi

13.68 This innovative project was launched in 1987 with the assistance of 
Swedish International Development Agency (SIDA) to revitalise and expand 
primary education in the remote and backward areas. The objective of this 
programme is to improve enrolment, attendance and retention both 
quantitatively and qualitatively with people's participation in remote and 
difficult areas. Another equally important object is to meet the problem of 
irregular attendance of both teachers and taught.

13.69 Under this project a Shiksha Karmi day school
is normally a 'taken over' dysfunctional government primary school. Besides 
these, new primary schools are also opened in the villages where there is no 
school. There is a village education committee (VEC) for each such school 
consisting of 11 to 15 members representing all sections including women. 
Members of VEC are given training for two days where they are apprised of 
their role and expectations such as participation of children in 0 -14  years age 
group, sharing responsibility in enroling, retaining pupils, maintaining and 
improving the school environment including building, plantation, etc. In 
addition to Shiksha Karmi (SK) Day school, Prahar Pathshalas form a part of 
SK day schools catering to the educational needs of working children of 6 -14  
years of age group. Such children may be drop outs or left overs for various 
socio -economic reasons.

13.70 The uniqueness of the programme is that two Shiksha Karmis, one male 
and one female depending on the availability from the village where SK day 
school is proposed, are identified and selected. Such Shiksha Karmis are given 
training and are appointed as teachers in SK day schools.

13.71 Under this programme in 1998 - 99,2600
primary schools, 97 Angan Pathshalas and 4829 Prahar Pathshalas were being 
run in 2697 villages of 146 Panchayat Samitis of 32 districts.

Operation Black Board

13.72 This scheme was implemented to equip schools with sufficient facilities. It 
stipulated supply of furniture, black boards, durries, reference books, maps, charts, etc.

Non-Formal Education

13.72 The main objective of the scheme is to impart free education to boys and 
girls upto primary stage at convenient place and hours. The scheme coverage 
extends to illiterate children of 6 -11 years age group, children who could not 
take admission in formal schools, working children and those children who are 
not sent to schools due to distance. In 1998-99, the number of boys and girls 
studying in non-formal centres were 2.07 lakhs and 2.73 lakhs respectively.
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Total Literacy

13.73 It is envisaged to benefit illiterate persons in 15 - 35 years age group up to 
prescribed educational levels. It covers the entire State. 77.54 lakh persons had 
been enrolled under the programme by 1998-99. Post-literacy campaign had 
been launched in 14 districts up to 1998-99.

Other Programmes

13.74 Saraswati Yojana is being implemented to encourage girls' education. 
Under this scheme, educated women desirous of running a school at residence 
itself are given grant of Rs. 4000 per year for three years. Scholarships and free 
books are also provided.

Input

13.75 Earlier in the chapter on health and nutrition it has been mentioned that 
relative share of development expenditure to total revenue expenditure has 
gone down from 67 percent in 1990-91 to 58 percent in 1999-2000. Further, 
expenditure in proportionate terms on social services which includes education 
also declined in 1999-2000 as compared to 1990-91.

13.76 Expenditure on general education is given in the following table:

Year General
education
(Rs.in 
crore)

Index
Number

Expenditure on

Total
revenue

expenditure

general education as percent to
Total SDP 
social (Current Prices) 
services

1990-91 788.06 100 23 54 4.3
1991-92 857.04 109 21 53 4.3
1992-93 1026.66 130 21 54 4.3
1993-94 1200.41 152 20 55 4.9
1994-95 1422.64 180 21 56 4.3
1995-96 1667.96 212 20 55 4.6
1996-97 1955.48 248 23 56 4.2
1997-98 2115.97 269 24 57 4.5
1998-99 2834.23 359 24 56 -
1999-2000 3079.98 391 23 55 —

Source: Budget Document, R ajasthan
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13.77 The previous table reveals that:
i) Expenditure on general education would record nearly a four-fold increase 
in 1999-2000 over 1990-91.
ii) As proportion of total expenditure on revenue account, the expenditure on 
education had been less than one-fourth hovering between 20-24 percent during 
the decade 1990-2000.
iii) Expenditure on general education had been consistently more than half of 
total expenditure on social services.
iv) The target of spending 6 percent of SDP on education has yet to be achieved 
as transpires from the above table which place expenditure on general education 
around 4.3 percent of SDP.
v) Despite four-fold increase in the absolute figures of expenditure on general 
education, the ratios like proportion to total expenditure on revenue account, 
and social services by and large remained at the same level. This fact suggests 
that expenditure on education moved with other sectors and there was nothing 
like according over-riding priority to education.riding priority to education.........................................................................

Broad group-wise expenditure on general education appears below:

(Rs. in Crores)

Year Elemen
tary

Secon
dary

University Adult 
or higher

others Total

1990-91 438.41 255.52 73.03 8.21 12.89 788.06
1991-92 460.77 297.03 77.57 6.83 14.84 857.04
1992-93 538.49 374.74 86.22 3. 68 23.54 1026.66
1993-94 651.29 422.84 98.24 4.60 23.44 1200.41
1994-95 798.05 481.09 110.84 7.46 25.21 1422.64
1995-96 948.70 552.48 127.53 12.52 26.73 1667.96
1996-97 1106.55 676.21 134.94 5.89 31.89 1955.48
1997-98 1189.15 727.98 156.45 4 .74 37.65 2115.97
1998-99 1614.89 968.12 196.41 3.80 51.01 2834.23
1999-2000 1748.95 983.37 213.89 1.75 53.25*

78.77*
3079.98

*  New item
Source: Budget Documents, Rajasthan

13.78 The above table reveals that for all the years under study more than half 
of total expenditure on education was incurred on elementary education and 
about one-third on secondary education. Expenditure on college education 
accounts for about 7 percent.
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13.79 It is really interesting to observe that despite increase in absolute terms, 
in proportional terms overall share of general education in expenditure on 
revenue account and social services virtually remained the same and, within 
general education the share of elementary, secondary and higher education has 
been more or less constant at 57 percent, 33 - 34 percent and 7 percent respectively. 
It thus appears that priorities in budgetary spending have not been changed 
over the years although the need for over-riding priority to elementary education 
hardly needs any emphasis.

13.80 It may also be pointed out that nearly 85 to 90 percent of expenditure on 
general education is financed out of non-plan budget, about 10-12 percent from plan 
funds and 2-3 percent by Centrally Sponsored Schemes as per details given below.

C
(Percentages)

Year Non Plan Plan CSS

Elementary Others Elementary Others Elementary Others

1990-91 90.42 87.33 3.17 9.77 6.41 2.90
1991-92 85.68 86.03 4.59 11.56 9.73 2.41
1992-93 90.23 84.86 7.70 11.99 2.07 3.15
1993-94 87.26 84 .42 9. 92 12.96 3.52 2.62
1994-95 81.02 81.81 13.84 15. 93 5.04 2.26
1995-96 79.21 80.31 15.86 17.96 4.93 2.13
1996-97 77.20 81.43 17.85 16.84 4. 95 1.73
1997-98 88.65 92.00 9.75 6.16 1. 60 1.84
1998-99 87.54 91.65 10.97 7.05 1.49 1.30
1999-2000 85.41 85.05 12.70 13.30 1.89 1.65

Source: B u dget D ocuments, R ajasthan

13.81 It can now be inferred that since bulk of the educational spending is out 
of non-plan budget, the constraint of resources operates for accelerating 
educational programme. The mounting interest liability and staff cost are a big 
drain on State's resources and continuously there is a negative balance on current 
account. The finances of the State government may have to be examined 
separately for finding out resources for educational development. Besides, 
expenditure on revenue account expenditure is also incurred on capital account 
which in respect of general education mostly consist of buildings. Particulars 
of amount spent on capital account appear in the following table.
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(Rs. in lakhs)

Year Elementary Education Secondary Education University
Education

& Higher

Plan CSS Plan CSS Plan CSS

1990-91 890.26 267.60 294.55 104.25 91.62 41.97
1991-92 15.17 306.43 99.36 182.87 168.38 30.78
1992-93 21.50 397.01 75.79 15.86 70.50 5.16
1993-94 116.63 177.59 36.42 - 49.51 -
1994-95 496.84 130.10 132.72 30.00 97.03 0.04
1995-96 32.26 114.82 79.45 - 79.99 -
1996-97 • ' • 6.96 • - 14-6.-44- ■ 224.89 . . .  ̂ . ■ 97 .‘23- ■ _■ ■
1997-98 552.06 95. 95 58.77 - 73.21 -
1998-99 1484 .00 115.01 75.00 - 42.50 -
1999-2000 1236.70 115.01 158.00 - 78.20 -

Source; Budget Documents, Rajasthan

13.82 Overall expenditure on capital account is a very small fraction of 
expenditure on revenue account on education.

13.83 It may also be added that on revenue account in non-plan about 97 - 99 
percent of expenditure under elementary education is towards payment of 
salaries alone. In plan about 70-80 percent expenditure is on salaries and in the 
CSS salary component is about 40-50 percent. The higher non-salary component 
under CSS is largely due to grants to Panchayat Samitis and training expenditure.

13.84 The procedure of accounting of government spending does not provide 
for making available district-wise break ups of total expenditure without which 
it is not possible to assess the quantum of budgetary flows to districts. Therefore, 
certain approximations have been made by using indicators like population, 
number of institutions, number of teachers and districtwise plan expenditure 
during Eighth Plan (1992-97). These are given in tables 10.28 and 10.29 at 
appendix X.

13.85 The allocation to districts revealed that per capita expendiure on revenue 
account for education ranged between Rs. 192 and 194 in 1991-92, between Rs.

*  The total revenue 3 2 6  and 329 during 1992-97 and between Rs. 473 and 477 in 1997-98.*
expenditure on education 

was allocated to various 
districts in proportion to the 
population o f the district to 

total population o f  
Rajasthan (1991).

Thereafter, it was divided by 
total population (1991) o f  

the district to arrive at per 
capita expenditure.
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13.86 The second criteria used for arriving at districtwise budgetary inputs is 
the number of institutions. It transpires that in 1997-98 the range of expenditure 
varied between Rs. 2410 per institution (in Sirohi the lowest) to Rs.l5547 (the 
highest in Jaipur). For bringing uniformity in comparability, this amount has 
been divided by the population of the district to yield figures of per capita 
expenditure on education* for 1991-92, 1992-97 and 1997-98. Over the years, 
with this approach, Jaisalmer is at the top and another desert district, that is, 
Jalore at the bottom.

13.87 The third indicator used for allocation to the districts' total revenue 
expenditure on education is the number of teachers. In this approach, total 
expenditure has been apportioned in proportion to the number of teachers in 
each district to total teachers, per capita figures have been worked out by 
dividing by the population of each district. The districts with highest per capita 
expenditure by applying this criteria are Kota, Ajmer, Bharatpur and Jhunjhunu 
and bottom four are Jalore, Nagaur, Jhalawar and Barmer.

13.88 The fourth criteria applied for apportioning expenditure to the districts 
is the reported district-wise percentage expenditure on education during 1992- 
97 (Eighth Plan). The districts in top bracket with this criteria are Bikaner, Kota, 
Banswara, and Bhilwara and in the bottom bracket are Jalore, Bharatpur, Sikar 
and Ganganagar-Hanumangarh.

13.89 These criteria have their own limitations. Whereas the teachers' criterion 
appears to be tilted in favour of urban area, the plan data criterion gets biased 
in favour of Bikaner because Education Department's head office is located 
there.

* The total revenue 
expenditure on education 
has been divided by number 
o f educational institutions 
up to college stage in each 
district fo r  the respective 
years. For 1992-97 which 
covers Eighth Plan the 
expenditure fo r  each o f the 
five years was added and 
divided by five. Thereafter, 
that expenditure fo r  a 
district was divided by the 
population (1991) o f the 
district to work out per 
capita expenditure. With 
this approach Jaisalmer is at 
the top and another desert 
district that is jalore at the 
bottom.

13.90 Normally it is expected that districts with low enrolment and low 
educational attainment index would rank higher in per capita expenditure terms, 
but it is not so as would be evident from the sub-joined table.

District Rank as per Rank on the basis of per capita expenditure

Enrolment Educational 
Development 
Index

No. of
Institution
criteria

No. of
Teachers
criteria

Districtwise
Plan
Expenditure
Criteria

Jalore 32 32 32 32 32
Jaisalmer 30 30 1 19 5
Bhilwara 30 28 13 20 4
Sirohi 28 27 31 28 12
Udaipur 28 24 16 14 6
Barmer 25 31 2 29 13
Chittorgarh 25 22 10 23 10
Nagaur 25 26 30 31 25
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13.91 The above table reveals that most of the districts with low ranking in 
educational development were quite lowly placed in budgetary flows also.
Probably criteria other than merit might have been applied. It may, however, be 
mentioned that estimated flows to districts are based on certain assumptions 
and need to be interpreted with due caution.

13.92 An attempt was also made to find out whether there was any relationship 
between ranking of enrolment and educational attainment index with ranking 
of districts on the basis of expenditure on the basis of number of institutions,

»The formula used is number of teachers and district-wise plan expenditure in Eighth Plan by using
P = ^ ^  ̂  the Spearman's Rank Formula for correlation*.

N-(ISF -1)
where D is the difference rrrt i i ,
between the ranks o f the 13.93 The valucs are given below:

individual item in the two „   ̂ ^  i i ,
series and N is the number Rank Correlation between

o f  Items. Enrolment and per capita expenditure
based oil Eighth Plan expenditure = (-) 0.0984
b) Educational Attainment Index and per
capita expenditure based on Eighth Plan expenditure = (-) 0.1459
c) Enrolment and per capita expenditure
based on number of institutions = (-) 0.1104
d) Educational Attainment Index and per
capita expenditure based on number of institutions = (-) 0.0201

13.94 Thus, it transpires that educational development and per capita 
expenditure based on Eighth Plan expenditure and number of institutions is 
negatively correlated by using the Spearman's formula.

13.95 Rank correlations by using per capita expenditure based on number of 
teachers was also worked out and the values are as under:
Rank correlation between
a) Enrolment and per capita expenditure based on number of teachers = 0.6684
b) Educational attainment Index and
per capita expenditure based on number of teachers = 0.6068

13.96 Thus, there is positive correlation between the two.

13.97 It is rather surprising that rank correlation between educational attainment 
and per capita expenditure based on number of institutions is negative whereas 
it is significant while taking into consideration the per capita expenditure based 
on number of teachers.

13.98 It appears that further action is warranted with regard to collection of 
firm data relating to budgetary flows to districts for meaningful conclusions. 
However, this discussion does make out a case for serious thinking with regard 
to guiding budgetary flows in relation to the needs of specific districts rather 
than on an ad-hoc basis.

13.99 Further, it is very important to increase proportionate share of expenditure 
on education in the total budget to bring it at least to 6 percent of State Domestic 
Product for ensuring accelerated educational development.
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Village gets a baraat after 110 years

It's not as if Devra hadn't seen baraats. It had and lot of them. But 
those were the baraats that went out of the vi llage. So when it received 
one earlier this year, history was made. It was the first in 110 years.

Fora 110 years this remote village in the Barmer district of Rajasthan 
did not receive a single baraat. And that too because it made it sure 
that no girl born in the village survived after birth.

A girl child does not live here very long. In fact, she is killed 
immediately after birth -  either drowned in a tub of milk or fed 
afeem (opium) or simply smothered with a pillow.

But Inder Singh's daughter escaped and lived to bring to the village 
both a baraat and history. That she survived is not because her father 
or family was any different from the other Rajputs of the village.

She was plain lucky. Just a few months into her pregnancy her mother 
left for her maayke (parent's home) in another village, which, though 
not averse to girl infanticide, does not make a fetish of it like Devra 
does.

Besides, what helped the girl was that her mother's family was 
considered to be of uccha vichar (high thinking). So she survived 
and her parents let her stay on there.

She returned to Devra after 10 long years, said a representative of an 
NGO, Lok Shakti which, together with CRY (Child Relief and You), 
is working in this region towards ending girl infanticide.

According to this representative, who wants to remain anonymous, 
the girl had another stroke of luck that helped her. Her grandparents' 
family benefited immensely in a business deal.

"They thought the girl was lucky for them," the representative said, 
adding, "and that helped her survive." She brought them Lakshmi 
(the Hindu Goddess of wealth).

She could have died like thousands of other girls down the years, 
drowned in milk, which is locally described as bai to dudh pilaya 
(she was fed milk). Nobody protests. Not even the women, who 
consider it 'a devi ka vardhan' if girls are not born to them.

In fact, the Lok Shakti representative said that the village does not 
treat its women well at all. Small wonder, they don't protest when 
their children are killed in front of them. Who w ill listen to them 
anyway?

Source: Rajasthan Plus, Times o f  India
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Women and Child Development

14.0 The Constitution of India guarantees equality to all citizens before the 
law, yet the ground reality is that women find it difficult to realise their 
constitutional rights despite the commitment to work towards the realisation 
of constitutional guarantee for equality, social justice and non-discrimination 
on the basis of sex, caste, community, language and religion. Although the status 
of women in almost all the States of union is more or less similar where males 
dominate and females are accorded low status, but the Gender Development 
Index developed by UNDP presents a highly disappointing and disconcerting 
picture for Rajasthan placing it at 13th position among 15 major States of the 
country as per contents of the subjoined table.

Gender Development Index for major States

s .
No.

State Gender Development Index 
( 1 9 9 1 - 9 2 )

Value Ranking

Ranking as 
perHDI

1. Andhra Pradesh 0 .371 8 9
2. Assam 0.347 10 10
3. Bihar 0.306 14 13
4 . Gujarat 0.437 3 5
5. Haryana 0.370 9 4
6. Karnataka 0.417 5 7
7. Kerala 0.565 1 1
8. Madhya Pradesh 0.312 12 14
9. Maharashtra 0.492 2 3
10. Orissa 0.329 11 11
11. Punj ab 0.424 4 2
12. Rajasthan 0 . 3 0 9 13 12
13. Tamil Nadu 0.402 6 8
14 . Uttar Pradesh 0.293 15 15
15. West Bengal 0.399 7 6

India 0 . 3 8 8

Source: A. K. Shiv Kumar, Economic and Political Weekly - April 6,1996.
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14.1 It may however be pointed out that the ranking of Rajasthan as per 
HDI is also quite low placed as it is at 12th position. In most of the States 
HDI and GDI rankings are more or less same or one or two steps lower 
except in Haryana where GDI is five steps lower than HDI suggesting high 
degree of gender discrimination. Thus, it can be inferred that low GDI for 
Rajasthan is largely due to its overall backwardness in literacy, enrolment, 
per capita income, etc. basically because of its feudal past and centuries of 
neglect of social services despite certain pockets of philanthropic activities 
by few enlightened Rajasthanis.

14.2 Starting from the report of the Committee on the status of women in 
1975, there has been a change in society's perception of women and women's 
own self perception. Since the end of the women's decade (1975-85), the 
Government switched over from welfare approach to women's development 
to the empowerment approach. The Government of India endorsed the 
December 1979 "Convention on Elimination of All Forces of Discrimination 
Against Women" of the United Nations. Rajasthan pioneered a new approach 
to women's empowerment in 1983-84. The Women's Development 
Programme signalled a major departure from the conventional welfare 
approach by focussing on building the self esteem and self confidence of 
poor rural women. This programme created space and time for women to 
come together in groups and informal meetings to develop mutual 
supportive linkages and reach out to knowledge and information.

14.3 The ground situation is, however, that women and girls in Rajasthan carry a 
burden of illiteracy, poor health, oppression, social discrimination, poverty etc.

14.4 The female literacy rate of 20.44% is lowest in the country which is 
virtually half of national average of 39.42% (females only) and much below 
the Rajasthan State average of 54.99% for males. This aspect has been earlier 
discussed in chapter XIII (13.2 to 13.15).

14.5 How grave is the situation can be visualised from the fact that female 
li teracy amongst scheduled castes in 19 districts and scheduled tribes in 18 district 
of rurd Rajasthan was less than 5% during 1991. (table 10.6 and 10.7, appendix X).

14.6 Even the enrolment of girls was quite low in 1990-91 being less than 
one third of total enrolment in primary and upper primary schools and less 
than one fourth in secondary schools. It is however gratifying to observe 
that in 1997-98 the percentage of girls in primary, upper primary and 
secondary schools rose to 40%, 36% and 30% respectively. This is indicative 
of a healthy trend towards awareness about the need for educating girls.
(tables, 10.11 to 10.16, appendix X).

14.7 The number of female teachers is also quite inadequate. Further, they 
have to face hardships in getting rented accomodation in rural area when 
living singly. The female teachers generally commute from nearest town/ 
city, and absenteeism is also quite rampant affecting the quality of education 
and lowers the enthusiasm of the rural folk.
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14.8 The number of females per thousand males is only 910 (1991) as against 
all India ratio of 927. What is of concern is that it has exhibited a declining 
trend for the last few decades. The sex ratio is as low as 795 in Dholpur district 
(table 1.3 at appendix I). It can be understood that in urban areas due to migration 
of males in search of jobs the ratio may be unfavourable but for rural areas 
there is no plausible explanation since the practice of infanticide is virtually 
non-existent and abortions after sonographic tests in rural areas are still very 
rare. The trend, however, does indicate preference for a male child.

14.9 The indicators like infant mortality rate, neo-natal mortality rate, child 
mortality rate etc. for Rajasthan point out that the health status of women in 
Rajasthan is poor as compared to national average or other States.

14.10 Only 7.6 percent women get medical attention at birth in institutions and
25.8 percent by trained professionals. Maternal mortality rate is highest in 
Rajasthan except in Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and Uttar Pradesh........................

14.11 The age at Gauna (consummation) in 17 percent females is less than 15 
years and for 44 percent women it is 15-17 years i.e. about 61 percent women 
consummate their marriage before the legally prescribed age of 18 years thereby 
adversely affecting their health, (table 9.9, appendix IX)

Gender related Health Index (GHI)

14.12 The Gender Related Health Index measures inequalities in two health
related parameters viz. life expectancy at birth and the infant mortality rate. A
low GHI value indicates gross discrimination against a specified sex. The GHI 
for 1997-98 for the districts (Para 12.35) points out that the districts with the 
least discrimination are Bikaner, Ganganagar and Hanumangarh whereas the 
discrimination is quite high in Tonk, Dholpur and Karauli.

Economic activity

14.13 The work participation rates of females in 1991 as main workers was
only 13.04 percent and as marginal workers 14.36 percent. It is, however,
encouraging to note that there was a distinct increase from 1981 rates of 9.32 
percent for main and 11.74 percent for marginal workers. The corresponding 
male participation rate for males was 48.53 percent as main workers and 0.78 
percent as marginal workers.

14.14 The overall male participation rate was 49.31 percent and for female27.40percent.

14.15 The female cultivators in 1991 increased by 86 percent over 1981 and 
agricultural labourers shot up by 108 percent. The other groups where women 
workers increased significantly are 'other services' and trade and commerce.

14.16 Overall about 90 percent of female main workers are engaged in primary 
activity, 4 percent in secondary activity and 6 percent in tertiary sectors.

14.17 The above statistics reveal that by and large females have a secondary 
role in economic activities and still the males dominate.
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Women's Work: The Unending Cycle

No one knows where a woman's work begins, but it is 
indisputable that her work never ends. Perhaps that is the 
reason why most of her labours go unnoticed, by men, by 
official statistics and even by the woman herself. As a child 
she looks after her younger brothers and sisters, helps her 
mother in the kitchen, cleans the home and fetches water, 
fuel and fodder for the household. Her husband's home gives 
her shelter so that she provides them with male children, 
and looks after the household efficiently. When economic 
constraints make it necessary for her to earn a wage, she 
must go out to work or take up some home -  based job and 
make the best of her double burden. The household and the 
children remain her responsibility even when she is doing a 
'man's job' outside the home.

Source: R ajasthan-A n Analysis o f the Situation o f  Children and Women -1991 .

14.18 Economic pressures and education are compelling more women look for 
work in labour market. Certain features of women's participation in workforce 
deserve careful consideration. The aspect that needs to be given maximum 
attention is the working conditions. Organised sector industry employs a 
relatively small number of women. Yet the available data on welfare legislation 
shows that the number of women who have been given benefits like maternity 
leave etc. is not very large. The unorganised sector - mines, construction 
including famine works - employ a large number of women. Facilities like shelter 
from sun and rain are seldom provided to them in the unorganised sector. The 
worst sufferers are babies and small children who are brought to the work site.

14.19 Labourer families have very little support in the household since everyone 
is engaged in some economic activity. Nursing and feeding of babies is bound 
to be affected in cases where no support for child care exists either within the 
family or outside. In fact, this aspect needs to be emphasised not merely as a 
facility for working women but as an essential part of the child health strategy.

14.20 Overt and covert discrimination against women in wage payments needs 
to be discouraged. The regulatory machinery of State should assume full 
responsibility for ensuring equal wages for equal work.

14.21 Employment along with education are the two factors that are found to 
be strongly associated with a fall in the average family size. A State in which 
population growth is highest in the country will have to give greater emphasis 
to programmes for women if a major change in population growth profile has 
to be achieved.
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Empowerment: Political

14.22 Rajasthan has taken lead in providing one third reservation for women 
on all elected offices in municipal bodies and Panchayat Raj institutions (PRIS). 
This provision was given practical shape in the elections held for PRFs and 
urban local bodies. The elected women Panch, Sarpanch, Pradhan and Zila 
Pramukhs appear to be doing well except in a few isolated cases where the 
spouse of the women holding elected office either interferes beyond limits or 
compels the women to act as his proxy. However, this observation is to be treated 
anecdotal only in the absence of concrete evidence to this effect.

14.23 However at the level of law making bodies like Rajasthan State Legislative 
Assembly, Lok Sabha or Rajya Sabha there is no reservation for women with 
the result that women constitute only 7 percent of total members of Rajasthan 
Legislative Assembly. There is no women member in Rajya Sabha from 
Rajasthan. Newly elected Lok Sabha there are only three women members out 
of a total of 25 MPs from Rajasthan.

Empowerment: Civil Service

14.24 It is believed that besides political empowerment what is equally 
important is that women are placed in responsible positions in civil service at 
the decision making stage. It hardly needs to be explicitly stated that the 
members of the Indian Administrative Service (IAS) control the bureaucratic 
setup.The officers of the Rajasthan Administrative Service is another major cadre 
to provide assistance to IAS officers in running the State administration. The 
officers of Indian Police Service are responsible for maintaining law and order.

14.25 Despite the fact that women force constitute about half of total population 
due to inherent handicap of low literacy and poor educational development of 
females, the share of women in overall high level bureaucratic setup is quite 
low as transpires from the table given below.

Representation of Women in selected services (As on October 1997)

Service Percentage of women members
to total members

1 . Indian Administrative Service 12
2. Indian Police Service
3. Rajasthan Administrative Service

2

a) Super time scale Nil
b) Selection scale 6
c) Senior scale 11
d) Junior scale 7

Total RAS 8

Source-.Civil lists o f  different services - D epartm ent o f  Personnel - R ajasthan .
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14.26 It may also be added that in the IAS and IPS the number of Rajasthan 
born women officers is not very significant. The above table reveals that the 
status of women as evidenced by their share in top civil services is 
disproportionately low and efforts should be made to arrange for intensive 
coaching exclusively for Rajasthani girls so that they occupy responsible 
positions in the administrative set up for ensuring that there is no discrimination 
because of sex.
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Women's Grievance Relief Cell, a great success in Kurukshetra: A lesson to learn
The Women's Grievance Relief Cell, established at the district headquarters 
of Kurukshetra Police, has done a splendid job in resolving 98 out of the 
109 cases registered with it regarding "harassed women" during the last 
nine months.
The cell has proved a boon for the estranged couples, as it succeeded in 
bringing together the separated husband and wife, in fifty cases under one 
roof. With this, not they have been successful in bringing peace and 
harmony to these families. They have also helped them lead a normal 
family life.

Highlighting the activities of the Women's Grievance Relief Cell, the 
Superintendent of Police, Mr. Ashok Kumar Roy, disclosed that women 
police personnel have been associated with this cell, which initially tries 
to solve the disputes through the Panchayats and achieves success in most 
of the cases.

In three cases registered under different sections of the I PC both parties 
refused to solve their dispute amicably. In another ten cases, the cell with 
the help of the local Panchayat succeeded in completing the divorce 
proceedings amicably between the couples.

Source: Hindustan Times, 4'* Oct. 1999.

Crime against women

14.27 It is widely talked about that the practice of "Sati" is still prevalent in 
Rajasthan, but this is not true. An isolated case did happen more than a decade 
ago but it was not part of a prevalent custom.

14.28 Dowry menace does exist particularly in those castes who regards 
themselves as forward like Rajputs, Brahmins etc. This social evil is not unique 
to Rajasthan but is widely practised in most parts of the country. Separate figures 
of deaths due to dowry are not available but the incidence may be more or less 
the same as in other States.
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14.29 Another gender related heinous crime is rape.
The graph of reported rape cases in the State is continuously on ascendency as 
would be observed from the sub-joined table

Reported Rape Cases

Year Rape Cases Per 
(Number)

lakh of Female 
Population (1991)

1993 893 4 .25
1994 1002 4.77
1995 1036 4.93
1996 1162 5.53
1^91 125‘5 5 .$8' ■ ■
1998 1266 6.03

Source:D irectorate o f  Econom ics & Statistics,R ajasthan

14.30 It may also be added that a good number of rape cases go unreported 
due to fear of social stigma or the muscle power of rapist.

14.31 The districtwise figures in table 11.1 at appendix II show that in absolute 
terms and per lakh of female population highest number of reported rape cases 
were in the tribal dominated district of Banswara. The district with high 
incidences are:

S.No. District Rape Cases per lakh
of Female population

1. Banswara 22.83
2. Jhalawar 18.99
3. Baran 13.58
4 . Bundi 12 .15
5. Kota 11.89

Source:D irectorate o f  Econom ics & S tatistics,R ajasthan

14.32 Except Banswara which is tribal dominated district the other four districts 
form part of Harauti region.
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14.33 Women and child development department, Rajasthan is engaged in the 
task of women's development programme, to strengthen their social and 
economic base through education and training. The main activities relate to 
health, nutrition, family welfare, employment etc. besides education and skill 
formation. District women's development agencies have been established in all 
the districts. Awareness is created amongst women about the evils of dowry, 
child marriage, family welfare, small savings, social forestry. Aids, violence 
against women through camps, film shows etc.

14.34 DWACRA, a sub project of integrated rural development is being 
implemented since 1984. Its main objective is to make women coming from 
families living below poverty line self sufficient through self employment 
activities. For this purpose group of 10-15 women is formed who are imparted 
training for taking up income generating schemes. Arrangements for the 
marketing of the products of these groups are also made.

14.35 The ICDS programme is also assisting women for their uplift. Programme 
for development of young girls in the age groups of 11-14 years and 15-18 years 
is also being implemented.

14.36 The impact of women's development programme is likely to be visible 
after a few more years but it is a fact that women of Rajasthan are fast improving 
their and country's lot.
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Human Development - Gender 
Development Indices - Rajasthan

15.1 I n  earlier chapters the indicators having a bearing have been discussed.
The main outcome indices viz. Human Development Index (HDI) and Gender 
Development Index (GDI) for Rajasthan are analysed in this chapter.

15.2 The indicators for the three areas of social concern considered for computing 
HDI by UNDP and others are health, education and material well being. The 
same have been adopted for Rajasthan HDI.

15.3 The HDI for the districts of Rajasthan has been computed on the basis of 
methodology indicated by UNDPin its Human Development Report 1999.

15.4 The district HDI is based on three indicators i.e. longevity as measured by 
life expectancy at birth, educational attainment as measured by a combination 
of adult literacy (two third weight) and the combined gross primary and 
secondary enrolment ratio (one third weight): and standard of living, as 
measured by State Domestic Product (SDP) per capita.
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15.5 The HDI for 1997 for Rajasthan works out to 0.4498. The HDI for districts 
range between 0.5929 (the highest in Ganganagar ) and 0.3445 (the lowest in 
Dungarpur) as per the table that follows:

District Life iAdult I Adult 1 A |Enrol-[GDP I  Life lEduca-
|Expec-|Lit- ILit- 
Itancy leracy leracyl
I at 1 rate |Index
IBirth 11991 11991 1

11997 I 1 i

Iment I per lExpec-|tion
I  Index I capita Itancy [Index 
1 I (in I Index I
I IRs.) I(LEB) I

HDI Rank 
Index

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner

59.17
57.86
63.25
62.57
69.34
53.23
55.76
75.39

49.48
39.09
24.54
44.96 
20.30 
39.51
28.55
40.96

0.49
0.39
0.25
0.45
0.20
0.40
0.29
0.41

63.35
71.20 
62.71 
70.68 
57.13
6 8 . 2 0  
55.23 
62.47

0.63 
0.71 
0. 63 
0.71 
0.57 
0 . 6 8  

0.55 
0.62

4400
5269
3739
5925
2828
3976
4391
4399

0.5695
0.5477
0.6375
0.6262
0.7390
0.4705
0.5127
0.8398

0.5367
0.4967
0.3767
0.5367
0.3233
0.4933
0.3767
0.4800

0.2744
0.3757
0.1829
0.4417
0.0260
0.2175
0.2733
0.2743

0.4602
0.4734
0.3990
0.5348
0.3628
0.3938
0.3875
0.5314

12
9

25
4 
30
26 
28
5

9. Bundi 58.67 29.93 0.30 65.86 0.66 5508 0.5612 0.4200 0.4007 0.4606 11
10.Chittor 56.88 31.55 0.32 56.83 0.57 5806 0.5313 0.4033 0.4303 0.4550 13
11.Churu 70.56 32.24 0.32 61.16 0. 61 3175 0.7593 0.4167 0.0910 0.4223 18
12.Dausa 62.22 45.28 0.45 74.14 0.74 4794 0.6203 0.5467 0.3226 0.4965 6
13.Dholpur 53.23 32.54 0.33 73.04 0.73 3404 0.4705 0.4633 0.1302 0.3547 31
14.Dungarpur 62.57 27.87 0.28 63.58 0.64 2735 0.6262 0.4000 0.0072 0.3445 32
15.Ganganagar 69.79 38.15 0.38 63.53 0.64 7386 0.7465 0.4667 0.5656 0.5929 1
16.Hanuman 69.79 38.15 0.38 59.66 0.60 7386 0.7465 0.4533 0.5656 0.5885 2

17.Jaipur 62.22 45.28 0.45 70.52 0.71 4794 0.6203 0.5367 0.3226 0.4932 8
18.Jaisalmer 69.78 28.16 0.28 55.36 0.55 3576 0.7463 0.3700 0.1579 0.4247 15
19.Jalore 63.42 20.11 0.20 52.59 0.53 3825 0.6403 0.3100 0.1957 0.3820 29
20.Jhalawar 59.51 30.41 0.30 61.73 0.62 4181 0.5752 0.4067 0.2457 0.4092 22
21.Jhunjhunu 68.05 42.44 0.42 73.88 0.74 3467 0.7175 0.5267 0.1405 0.4616 10
22.Jodhpur 68.84 38.88 0.39 82.09 0.82 3982 0.7307 0.5333 0.2183 0.4941 7
23.Karauli 54.81 32.96 0.33 65.49 0.65 4538 0.4968 0.4367 0.2918 0.4084 23
24.Kota 62.57 44.96 0.45 75.21 0.75 5925 0.6262 0.5500 0.4417 0.5393 3

25.Nagaur 69.06 28.93 0.29 56.60 0.57 4134 0.7343 0.3833 0.2394 0.4523 14
26.Pali 58.19 30.85 0.31 67.91 0.68 4496 0.5532 0.4333 0.2866 0.4244 16
27.Raj samand 60.18 31.53 0.32 65.13 0.65 4038 0.5863 0.4300 0.2262 0.4142 20
28.S.Madhopur 54.81 32.96 0.33 69.11 0.69 4538 0.4968 0.4500 0.2918 0.4129 21
29.Sikar 68.88 38.44 0.38 69.01 0.69 2996 0.7313 0.4833 0.0584 0.4244 16
30.Sirohi 60.01 28.71 0.29 56.26 0.56 4556 0.5835 0.3800 0.2940 0.4192 19
31.Tonk 52.62 30.32 0.30 61.47 0.61 4711 0.4603 0.4033 0.3128 0.3922 27
32.Udaipur 60.18 31.53 0.32 55.87 0.56 4038 0.5863 0.4000 0.2262 0.4042 24

Total Raj. 61.36 35.53 0.36 65.23 0.65 4497 0.6060 0.4567 0.2867 0.4498 24

A com bined  enrolm ent - 1st to  X II c lass  1997-98
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The districts have been classified on the basis of their ranks in the sub-joined 
table in descending order:

First Ganganagar, Hanumangarh, Kota, Baran, Bikaner, Dausa,
quartile Jodhpur, Jaipur.

Second Alwar, Jhunjhunu, Bundi, Ajmer, Chittorgarh, Nagaur,
quartile Jaisalmer, Pali, Sikar.

Third Churu, Sirohi, Rajsamand,Sawai Madhopur, Jhalawar,Karauli
quartile Udaipur.

Fourth Banswara, Bharatpur, Tonk, Bhilwara, Jalore, Banner, Dholpur,
quartile Dungarpur.

15.6 It may be added that the HDI for Baran and Dausa has been influenced by 
using the figures of their parent districts Kota and Jaipur in respect of life 
expectancy and SDR Similarly, for Dholpur (for life expectancy only). 
Hanumangarh, Karauli and Raj samand the values of their parent districts viz. 
Bharatpur, Ganganagar, Sawai Madhopur and Udaipur have been applied.

Gender Development Index

15.7 The Gender related Development Index (GDI) proposed in the Human 
Development Report 1995, of the UNDP concentrates on the same variables as 
the HDI but focuses on the inequality between men and women as well as the 
average achievement of all people taken together. The detailed methodology 
for calculation of GDI which is based on UNDP Human Development Report 
1999 is given in table 12.2 of Appendix XII.
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15.8 The computations of GDI for each district, appear in the tables that follows:

Gender Related Development Index

G

S. District
No.

Proportion of 
population

Female Male

Life expectancy 
of birth 1997

Female Male

Health Index

Female Male

Equally
distri
buted
Health
Index

1. Ajmer 0.4787 0.5213 59.28 58.76 0.5347 0.6043 0.5689
2. Alwar 0.4681 0.5319 58.26 57.46 0.5127 0.5827 0.5477
3. Banswara 0.4922 0.5078 63.69 62.81 0.6032 0.6718 0.6362
4. Baran 0.4727 0.5273 63.00 62.14 0.5917 0.6606 0.6261
5. Barmer 0.4711 0.5289 69.82 68.88 0.7053 0.7727 0.7394
6. Bharatpur 0.4541 0.5459 53.60 52.86 0.4350 0.5060 0.4711
7. Bhilwara 0.4858 0.5142 56.14 55.38 0.4773 0.5487 0.5112
8. Bikaner 0.4695 0.5305 75.91 74.87 0.8068 0.8728 0.8406

9. Bundi 0.4705 0.5295 59.07 58.27 0.5262 0.5962 0.5610
10. Chittorgarh 0.4871 0.5129 57.27 56.49 0.4962 0.5665 0.5299
11. Churu 0.4837 0.5163 71.05 70.07 0.7258 0.7928 0.7589
12. Dausa 0.4693 0.5307 62.65 61.79 0.5858 0.6548 0.6205
13. Dholpur 0.4430 0.5570 53.60 52.86 0.4350 0.5060 0.4719
14 . Dungarpur 0.4988 0.5012 63.00 62.14 0.5917 0.6607 0.6243
15. Ganganagar 0.4638 0.5362 70.27 69.31 0.7128 0.7802 0.7474
16. Hanumangarh 0.4713 0.5287 70.27 69.31 0.7128 0.7802 0.7469

17. Jaipur 0.4714 0.5286 62.65 61.79 0.5858 0.6548 0.6204
18. Jaisalmer 0.4465 0.5535 70.26 69.30 0.7127 0.7800 0.7484
19. Jalore 0.4850 0.5150 63.86 62.98 0.6060 0.6747 0.6395
20. Jhalawar 0.4786 0.5214 59.92 59.10 0.5403 0.6100 0.5745
21. Jhunjhunu 0.4822 0.5178 68.52 67.58 0.6837 0.7513 0.7171
22. Jodhpur 0.4713 0.5287 69.31 68.37 0.6968 0.7645 0.7310
23. Karauli 0.4565 0.5435 55.19 54.43 0.4615 0.5322 0.4974
24. Kota 0.4684 0.5316 63.00 62.14 0.5917 0.6607 0.6264

25. Nagaur 0.4850 0.5150 69.54 68.58 0.7007 0.7680 0.7338
26. Pali 0.4888 0.5112 58.59 57.79 0.5182 0.5882 0.5517
27. Raj samand 0.4977 0.5023 60.60 59.76 0.5517 0.6210 0.5844
28. S.Madhopur 0.4652 0.5348 55.19 54.43 0.4615 0.5322 0.4968
29. Sikar 0.4860 0.5140 69.36 68.40 0.6977 0.7650 0.7307
30. Sirohi 0.4870 0.5130 60.42 59.60 0.5487 0.6183 0.5823
31. Tonk 0.4801 0.5199 52.98 52.26 0.4247 0.4960 0.4590
32. Udaipur 0.4886 0.5114 60.60 59.76 0.5517 0.6210 0.5851

Total Rajasthan 0.4764 0.5236 61.78 60.94 0.5713 0.6407 0.6057
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Gender Related Development Index (Contd..]

S. District 
N.

Adult Combined Gross Adult Gross Enrol- Educational
Literacy enrolment Literacy ment Index attainment

ratio(Ito XII) Index Index
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male

1 .
2 .
3.
4.
5.
6 . 
7.

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner

31.57 
17.43 
11.31 
25.12 
5.77 
15.27 
13.71 
25.10

66.28
57.97
37.37
62.46
33.18
59.55
42.57
54.60

49.22 
53.84 
45.15
57.22 
39'. 31 
51.57 
39.47 
46.12

76.32 
86.46 
79.72 
82.67 
73.’OO’ 
82.04 
70.12 
76.94

0.3157 0.6628 
0.1743 0.5797 
0.1131 0.3737 
0.2512 0.6246 
6.0577 o'. 3^8 
0.1527 0.5955 
0.1371 0.4257 
0.2510 0.5460

0.4922 0.7632 
0.5384 0.8646 
0.4515 0.7972 
0.5722 0.8267 
0.3931 6.7300 
0.5157 0.8204 
0.3947 0.7012 
0.4612 0.7694

0.3745
0.2957
0.2259
0.3582
’0.1695
0.2737
0.2230
0.3211

0.6963
0.6747
0.5149
0.6920
0.’4645'
0.6705
0.5175
0.6205

9. Bundi 13.39 44.60 50.10 79.85 0.1339 0.4460 0.5010 0.7985 0.2563 0.5635
10. Chittorgarh 13.99 48.21 43.51 69.46 0.1399 0.4821 0.4351 0.6946 0.2383 0.5529
11. Churu 14.10 49.54 46.05 75.31 0.1410 0.4954 0.4605 0.7531 0.2475 0.5813
12. Dausa 25.20 62.95 49.32 96.45 0.2520 0.6295 0.4932 0.9645 0.3324 0.7412
13. Dholpur 12.01 48.83 54.81 87.55 0.1201 0.4883 0.5481 0.8755 0.2628 0.6174
14. Dungarpur 12.20 43.68 48.72 78.33 0.1220 0.4368 0.4872 0.7833 0.2437 0.5523
15. Ganganagar 21.19 52.68 57.30 68.99 0.2119 0.5268 0.5730 0.6899 0.3323 0.5812
16. Hanumangarh 21.19 52.68 50.80 67.44 0.2119 0.5268 0.5080 0.6744 0.3106 0.5760

17. Jaipur 25.20 62.95 58.88 80.87 0.2520 0.6295 0.5888 0.8087 0.3643 0.6892
18. Jaisalmer 9.22 42.95 37.42 69.82 0.0922 0.4295 0.3742 0.6982 0.1862 0.5191
19. Jalore 6.08 33.73 28.42 75.33 0.0608 0.3373 0.2842 0.7533 0.1353 0.4760
20. Jhalawar 13.21 46.28 47.01 75.24 0.1321 0.4628 0.4701 0.7524 0.2448 0.5593
21. Jhunjhunu 17.61 66.05 65.62 81.57 0.1761 0.6605 0.6562 0.8157 0.3361 0.7122
22. Jodhpur 19.95 55.38 52.59 108.39 0.1995 0.5538 0.5259 1.0839 0.3083 0.7305
23. Karauli 11,45 51.48 45.62 82.47 0.1145 0.5148 0.4562 0.8247 0.2284 0.6181
24 . Kota 25.12 62.46 66.78 82.67 0.2512 0.6246 0.6678 0.8267 0.3901 0.6920

25. Nagaur 10.66 46.58 42.27 70.07 0.1066 0.4658 0.4227 0.7007 0.2120 0.5441
26. Pali 12.61 49.11 45.74 89.09 0.1261 0.4911 0.4574 0.8909 0.2365 0.6244
27. Raj samand 15.80 46.83 52.84 77.05 0.1580 0.4683 0.5284 0.7705 0.2815 0.5690
28. S.Madhopur 11.45 51.48 48.24 86.95 0.1145 0.5148 0.4824 0.8695 0.2371 0.6330
29. Sikar 14.84 61.71 55.90 81.41 0.1484 0.6171 0.5590 0.8141 0.2853 0.6828
30. Sirohi 14.13 42.89 37.00 74.53 0.1413 0.4289 0.3700 0.7453 0.2175 0.5344
31. Tonk 12.44 46.84 39.89 81.40 0.1244 0.4684 0.3989 0.8140 0.2159 0.5836
32. Udaipur 15.80 46.83 42.85 68.41 0.1580 0.4683 0.4285 0.6841 0.2482 0.5402

Total Rajasthan 16.89 52.54 49.37 79.65 0.1689 0.5254 0.4937 0.7965 0.2772 0.6158
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Gender Related Development Index (Contd..)

S.[District 
N. I 

I 
I 
I

I Equally I Share of |GDP [Share of
Idistri-1 economically |(In |Earned
Ibuted 
I Index 
|of I 
IEduca- I 
Itional I 
IAttain-I 
Iment |

I active 
I population

IRs.)I Income
I I

Proportional [Equally 
Shares |distri- 

Ibuted 
I income 
I index
I 
I

GDI

Female I Male Female Male I Female I Male

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner

0.4934
0.4217
0.3159
0.4804
0.2552
0.4043
0.3152
0.4315

0.3561
0.4010
0.4398
0.3524
0.4139
0.3202
0.3959
0.2983

0.6439
0.5990
0.5602
0.6476
0.5861
0.6798
0.6041
0.7017

4400 0
5269 0
3739 0
5925 0
2828 0 
3976 0
4391 0
4399 0

,2671 0 
,3007 0 
.3299 0 
,2643 0 
,3105 0 
.2402 0 
.2969 0 
,2237 0

.8585

.7987

.7469

.8635

.7814

.9064

.8054

.9356

0.5579
0.6425
0.6702
0.5591
0.6590
0.5289
0.6112
0.4765

,6468
,5016
,4709
6375
4774
,6603
,5664
,7635

0.1840
0.3310
0.1398
0.3547
-0.0135
0.1209
0.2080
0.1329

0.4154
0.4335
0.3640
0.4871
0.3270
0.3321
0.3448
0.4683

9. Bundi 0.3603 0.3444 0.6556 5508 0.2583 0.8742 0.5489 1. 6509 0.3087 0.4100
lO.Chittor 0.3365 0.4271 0.5729 5806 0.3203 0.7638 0.6577 1.4892 0.3844 0.4169
11.Churu 0.3518 0.3834 0.6166 3175 0.2875 0.8222 0.5944 1.5924 0.0184 0.3764
12.Dausa 0.4699 0.3765 0.6235 4794 0.2823 0.8314 0.6016 1.5665 0.2595 0.4500
13.Dholpur 0.3864 0.1212 0.8788 3404 0.0909 1.1717 0.2052 2.1036 -0.3674 0.2861
14.Dungarpur 0.3385 0.4252 0.5748 2735 0.3189 0.7663 0.6394 1.5290 -0.0504 0.3041
15.Ganganagar 0.4313 0.2752 0.7248 7386 0.2064 0.9664 0.4449 1.8024 0.4011 0.5266
16.HanumangarhO.4106 0.2752 0.7248 7386 0.2064 0.9664 0.4379 1.8280 0.3904 0.5160

17.Jaipur
18.Jaisalmer
19.Jalore
20.Jhalawar
21.Jhunjhunu
22.Jodhpur
23.Karauli
24.Kota

0.4852 0.2803 0.7197 4794 0.2102 0.9596 0.4460 1.8153 0.1547 0.4201
0.2887 0.2899 0.7101 3576 0.2175 0.9467 0.4870 1.7104 0.0368 0.3580
0.2142 0.3852 0.6148 3825 0.2889 0.8197 0.5957 1.5917 0.1232 0.3256
0.3463 0.3760 0.6240 4181 0.2820 0.8320 0.5891 1.5958 0.1725 0.3644
0.4626 0.3538 0.6462 3467 0.2654 0.8615 0.5504 1.6638 0.0440 0.4079
0.4440 0.3301 0.6699 3982 0.2476 0.8932 0.5253 1.6893 0.1111 0.4287
0.3475 0.3737 0.6263 4538 0.2803 0.8350 0.6140 1.5364 0.2396 0.3615
0.5079 0.2630 0.7370 5925 0.1973 0.9826 0.4212 1.848 0.2527 0.4623

25.Nagaur 0.3092 0.3894 0.6106 4134 0.2920 0.8142 0.6021 1.5809 0.1701 0,4044
26.Pali 0.3466 0.3634 0.6366 4496 0.2725 0.8488 0.5575 1.6605 0.1914 0.3632
27.Rajsamand 0.3772 0.3764 0.6236 4038 0.2823 0.8314 0.5672 1.6553 0.1327 0.3648
28.S.Madhopur 0.3563 0.3737 0.6263 4538 0.2803 0.8350 0.6025 1.5614 0.2308 0.3613
29.Sikar 0.4071 0.3150 0.6850 2996 0.2363 0.9133 0.4862 1.7768 -0.0842 0.3512
30.Sirohi 0.3126 0.3380 0.6612 4556 0.2541 0.8815 0.5218 1.7183 0.1769 0.3573
31.Tonk 0.3211 0.3900 0.6100 4711 0.2925 0.8133 0.6093 1.5643 0.2490 0.3430
32.Udaipur 0.3430 0.3868 0.6132 4038 0.2901 0.8175 0.5938 1.5986 0.1912 0.3598

Total Raj. 0.3892 0.3572 0.6428 4497 0.2679 0.8570 0.5624 1.6367 0.1999 0.3983

X I  Kota GDP adopted 
X2 Jaipur GDP adopted 
X 3  Ganganagar GDP adopted 
X4 Sawai Madhopur GDP adopted 
X5 Udaipur GDP adopted
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The ranking by HDI and GDI for districts appear below:-

Human Development and Gender Related Development
Index

s. No. District Ranking Index

G.D.I. H.D. I

1 . Ajmer 11 12
2 . Alwar 7 9
3. Banswara 18 25
4 . Baran 3 4
5. Barmer 29 30
•6.- ■ ■ •Bharatpur ■ • ■ - ■ 28 • ■ • ■ ■ 26
7 . Bhilwara 26 28
8. Bikaner 4 5

9. Bundi 12 11
10. Chittorgarh 10 13
11. Churu 15 18
12. Dausa 6 6
13. Dholpur 32 31
14 . Dungarpur 31 32
15. Ganganagar 1 1
16. Hanumangarh 2 2

17. Jaipur 9 8
18. Jaisalmer 23 15
19. Jalore 30 29
20. Jhalawar 17 22
21. Jhunjhunu 13 10
22 . Jodhpur 8 7
23. Karauli 20 23
24. Kota 5 3

25. Nagaur 14 14
26. Pali 19 16
27 . Raj samand 16 20
28. Sawai Madhopur 21 21
29. Sikar 25 16
30. Sirohi 24 19
31. Tonk 27 27
32. Udaipur 22 24

15.9 The above table reveals that barring few districts, the ranks of the districts 
in both the index are quite close to each other.
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HDI using Sen's Welfare Index

15.10 There is a view that per capita income used as a measure without adjustment for inequality 
does not properly or fully indicate the level of economic development of a State or districts. To 
overcome this criticism an attempt has been made to work out districtwise HDIs based on Sen's 
Welfare Index. Sen's Welfare Index, so popularly known and devised by the noted Indian Nobel 
laureate Prof. A.K.Sen, uses per capita income adjusted for income inequality calculated by the 
formula

W = u (I-P)

where W is Sen's Welfare Index, u is per capita income, P is the Gini Coefficient which measures 
income inequality. Generally, the consumer expenditure data (pooled results of Central and State 
samples) are used as proxy for income inequality. However, unfortunately such data at district level 
are not available and as such Gini's Coefficient could not be used. Alternatively, therefore, the rural 
poverty ratio has been used to adjust for income inequalities. The other two variables viz. longevity 
and educational attainment index have the same value as in HDI. Only the SDP values have been 
adjusted in Sen's Welfare Index. The comparative values are given alongside:
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Human Development Index & Sen's Welfare Index

s.No. Districts HDI based on HDI based on ;Sen's
unadjusted SDP Welfare Index

Value Rank Value Rank

1. Ajmer 0.4602 12 0.4441 13
2. Alwar 0.4734 9 0.4492 12
3 Banswara 0.3990 25 0.3479 31
4. Baran 0.5348 4 0.4853 7
5. Barmer 0.3628 30 0.3936 21
6. Bharatpur 0.3938 26 0.3969 18
7 . Bhilwara 0.3875 28 0.3610 27
.8.. . . . Bikaner........ 0.5314 .5 , . . . , . 0.. 5.018 4

9. Bundi 0.4606 11 0.4109 16
10. Chittorgarh 0.4550 13 0.3786 24
11. Churu 0.4223 18 0.4388 14
12. Dausa 0.4965 6 0.4772 9
13. Dholpur 0.3547 31 0.3567 30
14 . Dungarpur 0.3445 32 0.3452 32
15. Ganganagar 0.5929 1 0.5557 1
16. Hanumangarh 0.5885 2 0.5499 2

17. Jaipur 0.4932 8 0.4850 8
18. Jaisalmer 0.4247 15 0.4300 15
19. Jalore 0.3820 29 0.3673 26
20. Jhalawar 0.4092 22 0.3896 22
21. Jhunjhunu 0.4616 10 0.4861 6
22. Jodhpur 0.4941 7 0.5027 3
23. Karauli 0.4084 23 0.3704 25
24 . Kota 0.5393 3 0.4906 5

25. Nagaur 0.4523 14 0.4542 11
26. Pali 0.4244 16 0.4095 17
27 . Raj samand 0.4142 20 0.3952 19
28. Sawai Madhopur 0.4129 21 0.3793 23
29. Sikar 0.4244 16 0.4631 10
30. Sirohi 0.4192 19 0.3938 20
31. Tonk 0.3922 27 0.3610 27
32. Udaipur 0.4042 24 0.3588 29

Total Rajasthan 0.4498 - 0.4257 -

15.11 It transpires from the above table that the computation of HDI by using 
Sen's Welfare Index has affected the ranking of number of districts, although 
the districts at top and bottom are same. Use of rural poverty ratio as proxy for 
income inequality may not be very scientific but in the absence of any other 
alternative there was no escape. However,it does indicate that adjustment for 
income inequality changes the inter-district ranking.
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The Future Scenario



The Future Scenario

16.0 R S l j^ S t h ^ n  State having about 10 percent of countries'area and 5 
percent of population is rated amongst the least developed States of Indian
Union ranked as it is at about 12th or 13th position in 17 major States in respect
of most of the key indicators like HDI,GDI,SDP etc. In literacy it has the dubious 
distinction of being the lowest (except Bihar) and lowest in female literacy.

16.1 Ever since its formation Rajasthan has achieved much. While some
indicators of human development show progress, human deprivation remains 
substantial and wide spread, (see below)

'Human Development' a partial balance sheet

s. Progress 
No.

Deprivation

1. 2 . 3.

1. Food grain production trebled 
from 3.38 million tonnes in 
1950-51 to 10.93 million tonnes 
in 1997-98.

1. Population sex ratio is adverse at 
910 females per thousand males.

2. Per capita income increased 
from Rs. 1222 in 1980-81 to 
Rs. 2306 in 1997-98.

2, Birth rate of 32.1, infant mortality 
rate of 85 and maternal mortality 
rate of 431 is wide off the mark 
from the targeted birth rate of 21, 
infant mortality rate of 60 and 
maternal mortality rate of 200.

3. Life expectancy at birth expected 
to increase to 61.36 in 1997-98 
against 47 in 1961.

3. Net reproductive rate of 4.4 is 
too far away from target of 1.0.

4. Infant mortality rate declined 
from 123 in 1971 to 85 in 1997.

4. Sanitation in rural areas is 
virtually non-existent.

5. Literacy increased by four times 
from 10 in 1951 to 39 in 1991.

5. 80 percent of women aged 7 and 
above are illiterate.

6. Enrolment increased from 16.60 
percent in 1950-51 to 86.50 
percent in 1997-98 in primary 
stage (6-11 years) .

7. Power generation increased from 
13 MW in 1950-51 to 9624 MW in 
1996-97.

8. Road length increased from 17339 km 
in 1950-51 to 81558 km iin 1998.

Nearly 57 percent of school 
children drop out before compl
eting primary education.

Medical institutions are poorly 
equipped.
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16.2 There are striking disparites within the districts, an avoidable weakness.
Greater Government investment in social sectors particularly health and edu
cation targeted to the more needy districts is a necessary condition for achieving 
higher levels of human development. In addition structural inadequacies have 
to be overcome to get the maximum benefit from Government interventions.

Health

16.3 At the outset improvement of health has to be taken up. The target in near 
future could be to raise expectancy of life at birth from the current 61 years to 70 
years. It would require improving the health of women and children and better 
facilities in poorly performing districts. The targets set up in national health 
policy appears difficult to achieve since the gaps in respect of crude birth rate, 
infant mortality rate and maternal mortality rate is quite large. The immunisation 
aspect is although being looked into but still hundred percent immunisation 
appears to be a distant cry. It should not be diffuclt to cover all children with 
the network of subcentres and roping in other agencies as well as had been 
earlier done for polio. Infrastructure requires considerable strengthening. 
Frequent killers like diarrhoea need to be controlled by creating awareness in 
the public about use of O.R.S.

16.4 What is also important is that the available infrastructural and manpower 
is put to optimum use since the chronic absenteeism of the personnel from remote 
areas defeats the very purpose of creation of posts. The primary health care 
should be accorded priority by Government and creation of super specialities in govem- 
ment institutions could be considered for development through private initiative.

16.5 Increased budgetary outlays for health sector needs no emphasis. Suitable 
guidelines could be issued to ensure that more needy districts get a preferential 
treatment so that all districts reach the targeted level thereby improving overall 
health indicators.

Literaq'

16.6 Various programmes like Total Literacy Campaign (TLC), Lok Jumbish 
and DPEP are at various stages of implementation and it can be reasonably 
expected to improve literacy levels. The target has to be one hundred percent 
literacy by the next census due in 2001.

16.7 It is encouraging to see that enrolment is increasing but the worrying factor 
is the drop out rate particularly amongst girls. In literacy gender and rural- 
urban divides are alarming. The range of disparity in educational attainment at 
the district level is also a matter of concern. There is an apparent need to ensure 
that the schools opened in rural areas are properly equipped and are learning 
friendly. They should function. Teachers should stay in the village and their 
working ensured. Enrolment and retention of students should be an integral 
part of the duties of teachers. The N.G.O's could play an increasing role by 
providing free uniforms, books, stationery etc to attract students. Literacy is 
one aspect of human welfare and should get priority not in the restricted census 
definition of reading a message and writing reply to it but in a wider perspective 
of educating the person to develop his mental faculties.
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16.8 With the making available of a primary school for every 250 population 
and 150 population in desert and tribal belt it should not be difficult to educate 
every child and to ensure that he does not drop out. However certain policy 
decisions may have to be taken for achieving the target of 100 percent enrolment 
by deploying Lady teachers wherever possible. Special dispensation for the 
weaker sections viz. scheduled castes, scheduled tribes and women education 
appears to be a necessity

16.9 Higher allocation for educational development hardly needs ah emphasis. 
Increased funds for needy districts also appears to be imperative.

Income and Employment

16.10 The growth strategy stipulates that every citizen is able to earn adequate 
income through a satisfying economic activity. So far as open unemployment is 
concerned, it is mostly an urban phenomenon in Rajasthan. However 
underemployment is quite severe particularly in the tribal belt. Most of the 
area being single cropped the poor farmer remains without work for half the 
months of a year.

16.11 The growth of tertiary sector income appears to be a good sign but the 
reduction in the number of main workers engaged in livestock and household 
industry needs a closer look.

16.12 Besides encouraging employment generating programmes what is equally 
important is the improvement in productivity level. The target for the immediate 
future should be an annual growth rate of SDP around 8 to 9 percent.

Basic amenities

16.13 Although human development index by itself does not include amenities 
like housing, sanitation, drinking water etc. yet these facilities are quite important 
and have been discussed in this report. The target has to be a pucca house for 
every household, availability of potable water, electricity and a toilet.
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Women's emancipation

16.14 As part of human development it is essential that women who constitute 
about half of total population get their due share in society and discriminisation 
in any form should stop. Their role in economic activities should be recognized 
and women centered develpoment programmes be taken up.

Resource allocation

16.15 Human development is not about an expansion of economic opportunities 
alone. It requires a balance and speedy correction of long standing biases in 
several spheres of public action. Social sector reforms have to be balanced with 
economic reforms.

16.16 Governmental spending has a major say in determining the level of human 
develpoinent arid improving access to social services. Presently the budget is 
allocated to the heads of the departments who in turn futher allocate to the 
district level executing agencies. The non-plan expenditure is committed 
expenditure and the districts have to be funded in full. This creates a vicious 
circle. The districts which are historically more developed or urban centred 
corner a big chunk since they have larger committed requirements. The 
backward districts suffer. Accordingly in the first instance higher allocation be 
made under plan to needy districts and if feasible, transfer non-plan staff to the 
needy districts. There is no denying the fact that there is a need for positive 
discrimination in favour of backward districts.

16.17 Finally, it can be reasonably expected that structural reforms, private sector 
participation and the will of the people of State will prevail in raising the level 
of human develpoment in Rajasthan.
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Social Indicators of Development
at National, State and Sub-State level for India*
* (Paper presented as Planning Commission UNDP Workshop on Human Development Reports, New Delhi, July 30-31,1999)

Issues and some of the available options, if we are to follow the 
UNDP approach, in building alternative Development Indices 
at various levels of aggregation for India.
I. Outline of UNDP approach to build composite Indices 
for capturing the outcome of the development process

II. Limitations of adopting the UNDP methodology 

ill. The Nature of required modifications

I. UNDP APPROACH

1. UNDP's PROFESSED OBJECTIVE IN BUILDING ALTERNATIVE INDICES :

The objective is to have summary measures to evaluate development process 
in terms of ex-post outcomes or "results" rather than in terms of available means 
or "inputs" for the latter may or may not generate socially desired outcomes.

Such composite measures are to not only highlight the useful distinction between 
"means" and "ends" of development and thereby generate an appropriate policy 
thrust, but to potentially also facilitate a more comprehensive evaluative and 
monitoring framework to guide the process of social change, particularly in the 
context of developing countries.

2. CONCEPTUAL BASES OF THE INDICES :

(i) The Human Development Approach, by focusing on Capability expansion, 
highlights the importance of enlarging people's choices for raising their level of 
well being. The notion of wellbeing is closely related to an individual's 
achievements / attainments.

(ii) HDR identifies, the following three as most critical and socially valuable 
attainments
• The ability to lead a long and healthy life (Longevity)
• The ability to acquire knowledge (Educational Attainment), and
• The ability to have access to resources needed for a decent level of living 
(Material Attainment)

(iii) For each of these attainments variables are identified to capture the 
"Conglomerate perspective" &
"Derivational perspective" of development
- the first focuses on advances make by all groups in a society (viz. HDI, GDI 

etc.) and the second
- highlights the attainments of the deprived of a society (viz. HPI, CPM).
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3. M ETHODOLOGY FOR BUILDING THE INDICES :

(i) Identification of variables corresponding to selected socially valued 
attainments. In case of HDI and HPI the variables are -

Development
Perspective

Conglomerate HDI

Derivational HPI

Longevity

Life Expectancy at 
Birth
% of People not 
expected to survive 
to age 40

Educational
Attainment

Adult Literacy Rate 
and Combined 
Enrolment Ratio

% of Adults who are 
illiterate

Material
Attainment

Real GDP per-capita 
(PPP$)
% of People without 
access to safe Water, 
Health services and 
% of Moderately 
and severely 
underweight 
children under age 5.

(ii) Scaling Procedure for harmonizing the magnitude of diverse variables 
in case of the HDI.

This involves specifying a minimum and desirable or adequate end points for 
each variable and translating the value of the concerned variable on to a scale 
indexed from O to 1. A country is then placed at an appropriate point on each 
of these three scales, capturing the three identified attainments of development. 
For the HPI variables there is no scaling procedure.

(iii) Weighting of the (scaled) variables in the composite Indices.

• UNDP has favoured a simple average of the three attainments (Scaled variables 
in case of HDI) in arriving at the value for a given country on the composite 
Index.

• In case where more than one variable has been used to estimate a particular 
attainment, v^eights have been separately specified e.g. in case on Educational 
Attairunent in HDI & Material Attairm\ent in HPI.

• As a result for this procedure.

- We get only a relative attainment of a country on the index. Therefore no 
significance can be attached to a country's absolute value on the Indices.

- Without any absolute change in a country's attainments, a change in the end 
points of the scale (in case of HDI) may result in a change in the value and 
hence a change in the rank of that country on the Index.
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II. LIMITATIONS OF UNDP M ETH O D O LO G Y:

Limitations of adopting the UNDP methodology, as it is, for building 
development/derivational Indices for India could be seen in terms of -

1. Our objectives for the exercise

• Summary Measures for evaluating the development process

• Appropriate Measures for Policy Planning.

2. The Level of desegregation in the Indices, desired for this exercise-

• The Issue pertains to for instance, the limitation of using Per Capita Income 
(on account of cross border flows) as a variable for capturing Material 
Attainment, particularly at sub-State Level.

3. Use of UNDP Indices as Time-Series Indicators.

4. Limitations in Tracking annual changes in the identified attainments, on 
these Indices.

5. Social Valuation Reflective of our context -

• The issue pertains to the identification and valuation of variables and their 
weighting to estimate the composite Indices.

• The other aspect pertains to the importance that one should attach to tracking 
Indicators on the derivational perspectives, given that one in every three Indian 
is below the income (food)- provery line. Also because variables included in 
Indices on the derivational perspective are more sensitive to capturing changes. 
In additional they are more flexible with respect to choice of variables to reflect 
our context.
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III. THE NATURE OF REQUIRED MODIFICATIONS :

The Nature of modification that we would need to consider, if this methodology 
is to be made suitable for use in our context.

1. In addition to the '"Outcome Indices" (which is what HDI is ) we also 
need "Process Indices":.
These would focus on evaluating the means and the processes adopted for 
securing the identified socially value attainments. This would involve looking 
at infrastructure, both social and economic, in private as well as public domain, 
which supports the process that is expected to yield the desired development 
outcomes.

2. Identification of appropriate variables, given the functional requirement 
of decomposability of Indices at State and Sub-State level as also to have indices 
that can be used as Time -Series Indicators.

3. The scaling procedure, involving the selection of end points for indexing 
the variables, as appropriate to the Indian context.

4. Weighting of the (scaled) variables, reflective of our social valuation, to 
build the composite indices.

5. We need to consider the time span for which the scaling procedure and 
the weighting of the scaled variables would be valid.

It would need to change periodically (much like the change of base for the 
conventional indicators of development) to account for change in social valuation 
overtime, as also to bring the implicit weighting, due to the non-uniformity of 
the end points on the scale for each selective variable, in line with the socially 
desired weighting for the identified attainments.
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Structure of Indices and the Alternative Variables for State Level HDRs

A. OUTCOME INDICES

State Human Development Index Attainments

1. Longevity

2. Educational Attainment

3. Economic Attainment

Variables

Life expectancy at birth, life 
expectancy at age. 1

Literacy rate; mean years of 
schooling; enrolment ratios at 
primary, secondary and other 
levels of education; variables 
capturing vocational skills

Per capita real consum ption  
expenditure; per capita State and 
sub-State level income.

State Human Poverty Index Deprivation

1. Longevity

2.Educational Deprivation

3. Economic Deprivation

Variables

Percentage of population not 
expected to survive beyond 40 
years; morbidity and mortality 
variables including death rates 
and age specific mortality rates; 
p rop ortion  of population  
without access to basic medical 
services; p roportion  of 
deliveries not receiving medical 
attention; proportion of children 
not immunized; proportion of 
malnourished children.

Illiteracy rates; gender and age 
specific illiteracy.

Proportion of population in 
Kutcha dwellings; proportion of 
hom eless population;
proportion of population living 
in slum s; prop ortion  of 
population without access to 
safe drinking water, sanitation; 
proportion of population not 
connected by tran sp ort; 
proportion of population with 
consumption levels below the 
State poverty line; proportion of 
regularly  unem ployed
population
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U id
B. PROCESS INDICES

Social infrastructure Index Sectors

1. Education

2. Health

Economic Infrastructure Index Sectors

1. Transport and Communication

2. Power

3. Water Supply and Irrigation

4. Industrial development

Variables

Per cent of habitation w ith  
p rim ary  school w ithin 1 
kilometer; number of middle 
and secondary school per 100 
thousand people; teacher  
student ratio ; proportion of 
schools with certain specified 
facilities; per capita public 
exp en d itu re on education  
including on primary education 
and in term s af revenue and 
capital break up ; proportion of 
population attending private/ 
charity schools.

Number of sub-centres; PHCs; 
CHC hospitals; beds and doctors 
per 100 thousand population; 
doctors per 100 thousand of 
rural population; per capita  
public expenditure on health 
and public w elfare services; 
p rop ortion  of population  
covered  by sew erage and  
sanitation facilities.

Variables

Length of metalled roads per 100 
sq. km .; proportion of rural 
population connected by all 
w eath er roads; telep h o n es/
100,000 population; Proportion 
of population serviced by post 
office/banks /insurance off.

Prop ortion  of households  
electrified  and electricity  
consumption per capita.

Prop ortion  of population  
receiving potable w ater; 
proportion of irrigated area to 
total area under cultivation.

Population Indexed number of 
registered manufacturing units; 
percentage of work force in 
organized sector.

D
X
U J
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Computation of Indices

The indices constructed are:-
) Human Development Index (HDI).
i) Gender Related Development Index (GDI).
ii) Gender Related Health Index (GHI). 
v) Human Poverty Index (HPI).

The methodology for each of these indices is given below:-

Human Development Index (HDI)

The methodology followed for computing HDI is similar to the one adopted by 
the UNDP in Human Development Report 1999.

The HDI is based on three indicators viz. longevity as measured by life 
expectancy at birth, educational attainment measured by a combination of adult 
literacy (two third weight) and the combined gross primary, upper primary 
and secondary (class I to XII) enrolment ratio (one third weight) and standard 
of living as measured by gross domestic product per capita.

For any component of HDI individual indices have been computed according 
to the general formula:

Actual Xi Value - Minimum Xi Value
Index = -----------------------------------------------------------

Maximum Xi Value - Minimum Xi Value

i) Life expectancy at birth; - 25 years and 85 years.
ii) Adult literacy rate: 0% and 100%
iii) Combined gross enrolment ratio: 0% and 100%.
iv) G.D.R: Rs.2700 and Rs.l6000.

The minimum and maximum values of life expectancy, adult literacy rate and 
combined gross enrolment ratio are based on Human Development Report 1999. 
The GDP values refer to the observed minimum of GDP for Dungarpur district 
and for maximum values the observed average per capita GDP for prosperous 
neighbouring State of Punjab has been adopted.
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In the construction of HDI treatment to GDP has been given by using the 
following formula:-

log Y - log Y min
W(Y) = -------------------------------

log Y max - log Y min

Where W(Y) is the index of per capita income and Y is the actual per capita 
income of district or State.

The HDI is a simple average of life expectancy index, educational attainment 
index and GDP per capita index. The HDI is derived by dividing the sum of 
these three indices by 3.

Gender - Related Development Index (GDI)

The GDI uses the same variable as the HDI - life expectancy, educational 
attainment and income in accordance with the disparity in achievement between 
women and men. For this gender sensitive adjustment, we use weighting 
formula that expresses a moderate aversion to inequality, setting the weighting 
parameter, equal to 2. This is the harmonic mean of the male and female values.

The GDI adjusts the maximum and minimum values for life expectancy, to 
account for the fact that women tend to live longer than men. For women, the 
maximum value is 87.5 years and minimum value 27.5 years; for men the 
corresponding values are 82.5 and 22.5 years. The maximum and minimum 
values are based on UNDP report 1999.

In case of Adult literacy index and combined gross enrolment (I to XII standard) 
index for women and men, minimum and maximum values are zero and 100 as 
adopted in HDI. Educational attainment is measured by a combination of adult 
literacy (two third weight) and combined gross enrolment ratio (one third 
weight).

For any component of individual female and male index - life expectancy index.
Adult literacy index, combined gross enrolment index, general formula is same 
as that of HDI i.e.

Actual Value of Xi - Minimum Value of Xi
Index = ------------------------------------------------------------------

Maximum Value of Xi - Minimum Value of Xi (Xi is the value of parameter.)

For computing equally distributed disparity in achievement between women 
and men, the general formula is

Equally distributed index = [ P̂  x (Ip)'̂  + ^

Where P̂  is the female population share.
Ip is the female index.
P  ̂is the male population share.
Iĵ  is the male index.
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Calculating the index of income is fairly complex. Values of female and male 
share of earned income are derived from the ratio of the female wage to male 
wage and the percentage shares of women and men in the economically active 
population. Since separate data for wage rates of females and males are not 
available, it has been assumed that female wage rate is 75% of male wage rate 
and accordingly females' income in each district have been uniformly 
discounted. The estimates of female and male per capita income are treated in 
the same way as income is treated in the HDL The adjusted income for women 
is given by:-

log (Y,) - log (Y min)
W(Y,) = -------------------------------------------

log (Y max) - log (Y min)

Similarly adjusted income for men is given by:-

log - *0g
w  (Y J  = -------------------------------------------

log (Y max) - log (Y min)

Where Ŷ  is female per capita income 
and Y  ̂is men per capita income.

For computing equally distributed disparity in achievement between women 
and men, equally distributed index for income is given by:-

[ p , x [ w ( Y , ) r + p ^ x [ w  ( Y j r r

Where is the female population share, 
and is the male population share.

W(Yf) is the adjusted income for female.
W(Yj^) is the adjusted income for men.

The indices for life expectancy, educational attainment and income are added 
together and divided by three to derive the final GDI value.
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Gender Health Index (GHI)

Gender Health Index (GHI) comprises of three indicators - life expectancy at 
birth (eo), infant mortality rate (IMR) and educational attainment.
This measure computes equally distributed index of each of these three 
parameters and combine them into a composite index by assigning equal weights 
to them.

The method of computation of the index is similar to the one used for 
computation of GDI. The three indices for males and females were computed 
separately and then the equally distributed index which is the harmonic mean 
of the indices for males and females weighted in proportion to the 1991 census 
population was computed.

Maximum and minimum values for life expectancy, adult literacy and combined
gross enrolment'are same as that used in GDI. In case of IMR for females a n d ........................ *
males maximum value of IMR is 125 and minimum value is 8 on the basis of 
UNFPA study

Human Poverty Index (HPI)

The Human Poverty Index for districts concentrates on deprivation in three 
essential dimensions of human life already reflected in HDI viz. longevity, 
knowledge, and a decent standard of living. Longevity is represented by the 
percentage of people not expected to survive to age 40 (PI). The deprivation in 
knowledge is measured by the percentage of adults who are illiterate (P2) and 
third parameter of deprivation by percentage of population not provided with 
medical doctors (P3).

Health poverty index (HPI) is given by:

[(P13 + P23 + P33)1/3]1/3

Pj is the percentage of population not expected to survive to age 40.
Pj is the percentage of adult illiterate population.
Pg is the percentage of population not provided with facility of medical doctors.

In computation of HDI, GDI, GHI data of life expectancy at birth and IMR has 
been projected for 1997-98 with base 1981 (census). Adult literacy/ illiteracy 
percentage relates to 1991 (census), gross enrolment relates to 1997-98, and income 
relates to 1991-92, Number of Doctors per lakh of population relates to 1997.

Deprivation levels for this parameter have been calculated by using the all India 
average of 48 doctors per lakh of population (as per UNDP Human Development 
Report 1999). It may further be added that UNDP had considered deprivation 
in living standard by three variables viz. percentage of people without access 
to safe water, percentage of people without access to health services and the 
percentage of moderately and severely under weight children under five. Since 
data about accessibility to safe water and under weight children are not available, 
the deprivation in living standard has been measured in relation to number of 
doctors per lakh of population only.
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Vital Rates

Districtwise estimation procedure and vital rates 1981 are available in (i) 
occasional paper No.5 of 1987- Fertility and child mortality estimates of 
Rajasthan, Census of India 1981 - Registrar General, India and (ii) occasional 
paper No.4 of 1994 - Indirect estimates of fertility and mortality at the district 
level 1981 - Registrar General, India. However fertility and mortality data for 
1991 (census) Rajasthan has not been released by the Registrar General, India. 
In the absence of districtwise vital rates. State level estimates for 1981-97 available 
from Sample Registration Scheme of Registrar General, India was looked into. 
Based on the procedure suggested in occasional papers of 1987 and 1994 
mentioned above and methodology given in the Report of the Expert Committee 
on population Projections 1981-2001, Registrar General, India for projecting 
fertility and mortality, districtwise vital rates for 1997 with base 1981 (census) 
have been worked out.

(a) Districtwise CBR is calculated by indirect method of estimation.
Steps in calculation are:

(1-A)
(i) GMFR (1997) = GMFR (1981) x --------------

(1-B)

Where A = Proportion of couples likely to be protected in the year 1996.
B = Proportion of couples likely to be projected in the year 1980.

(ii) Estimated Number of Married Females in the 15-49 years age group and 
projected population of 1997 based on data available from 1991 (census).

(iii) Estimated Live Births (1997) have been worked out by adopting values 
obtained from (i) and (ii) and is given by Estimated Live Births (1997) = Projected 
GMFR (1997) x Estimated No. of Married Females in the age group 15-49 years 
(1997).

Estimated Live Birth (1997)
(iv) CBR (1997) =

Estimated Population (1997)

(b) Infant Mortality Rate (IMR)
Districtwise IMR (1997) has been calculated by Ratio method. Based on three 

yearly average of IMR at State level for 1981-83 and 1995-97 available from 
Sample Registration Scheme of Registrar General, India, ratio is estimated and 
applied to district IMR (1981) to obtain district IMR (1997).
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(c) Crude Death Rate (CDR)
District-CDR (1997) has been worked out by two methods.

Method 1

(i) Ratio of District IMR (1997) and State IMR (1997) as estimated has been 
worked out for each district. These district ratios are applied to State Three 
yearly (1995-97) CDR of S.R.S. to obtain CDR (1997) for the district.

Method 2

(i) Ratio of State IMR for 1997 and 1981 are worked out as given by:

IMR (State) 1997
A = -------------------------------

IMR (State) 1981 ,

(ii) Ratio of District IMR for 1997 and 1981 are worked out as given by:

IMR (District) 1997
B = -------------------------------

IMR (District) 1981

(iii)
B

CDR District = ------x CDR(three yearly State average) 1995-97.
A

(iv) Simple Average of District CDR (1997) obtained by above two methods is 
the estimated district CDR (1997) for the district.
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Statistical base and gaps

Statistical data collection for most of the socio-economic indicators is 
governed by the guidelines issued by the Central Statistical Organisation,
Government of India. However there are some deviations. While some states 
like Karnataka has developed a system where district wise data is diseminated 
even for items like consumer expenditure others are in the process of evolving 
a system whereby the requirements of planners are fully met.

The preparation of human develpoment report and computation of district level 
indices has thrown up several issues relating to the nature of the indices 
themselves, the avalability and adequacy of data and the appropriateness of 
the concepts currently in use. The HDI and GDI measure the current status of 
human and gender development at the state and district levels in absolute and 
relative terms as well as over time.Since these indices are valuable tools for 
taking policy decisions it is necessary to have a strong data base with appropriate 
break ups by districts.

The main agency for data collection in Rajasthan as also in other States of India 
is the Directorate of Economics and Statistics. With its set up covering all the 
districts it collects both primary and secondary data for practically all the 
activities under social services. It also acts as the nodal agency for advising 
other departments of the State in developing statistical system.

For this report the primary data has been culled out from the census reports 
issued by the Registrar General, Government of India. The district census hand 
books for various districts have been extensively used for demographic 
particulars. In 1991 census the state had only 27 districts. Later, five new districts 
were carved out viz. Baran from Kota, Dausa from Jaipur, Hanumangarh from 
Ganganager, Karauli from Sawai Madhopur and Rajsamand from Udaipur.For 
these five new districts data has been retabulated on the basis of tehsil totals 
wherever possible.

The Registrar General, Government of India is also implementing the Sample 
Registration Scheme through which estimates of vital rates viz. crude birth rate, 
infant mortality rate, maternal mortality rate etc. are provided at state level. 
The sample design and sample size do not permit building up of estimates at 
district level. Earlier for 1981 Registrar General in an occasional paper had 
provided district level rates for 1981 District wise vital rates including life 
expectancy at birth have been made available for few states for 1991 but not 
Rajasthan. Accordingly the vital rates for districts have been projected for 1997- 
98 on the basis of methodology suggested by an expert committee on population 
projections- Government of India. It may be added that the vital rates for 
Rajasthan State so worked out and those arrived at by Registrar General as part 
of Sample Registration Scheme are in close proximity to each other.
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It may be added that the Director of Economics and Statistics has been 
designated as Chief Registrar of Births and Deaths under the Acts and Rules 
governing registration of births and deaths etc. It has been enjoined on him to 
ensure that all births and deaths are registered. Staff is also reported to have 
been provided for this purpose in each district. However the ground reality is 
that there is heavy under registration of these vital events rendering the data 
unfit for use.The Directorate of Economics and Statistics in its annual publication 
Statistical Abstract is regularly publishing district wise figures of births and 
deaths based on incomplete coverage. The birth rate in these publications has 
been shown to be 3 to 4 per thousand. Apparently this appears to be wide off 
the mark and in a way presents distorted picture. So far as continued publication 
of this faulty data is concerned, it is for Government to take a decision but it 
would be appreciated if district data is made usable to provide reliable indicators 
for Human Development Reports.

For calculating education indices data on two variables viz.. adult literacy and 
combined enrolment ratios disaggregated between males and females is 
required. The 1991 census data as contained in Socio- Cultural Tables for 
Rajasthan has been used. It considers people in 15+age group. The commonly 
used literacy rates are based on 7+ years age groups. Enrolment rates are based 
on annual statistics compiled and published by Education department in its 
Annual Reports. It would be more useful if the rates are independently 
confirmed through a sample survey.

SDP is computed by Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan on the 
basis of methodology approved by Central Statistical Organisations(CSO) of 
India. For the last few decades CSO had been insisting on comparable estimates 
and the computations made by the Directorate of Economics and Statistics are 
discussed with CSO for being reconciled and released." Barring the commodity 
producing sectors, and some other secondary and tertiary sectors, the Directorate 
of Economics and Statistics depends on CSO for supply of basic data which in 
a number of cases has limited relevance for Rajasthan. In cases where income 
approach is adopted, data on per head earnings are rather too old.

With the methodology being used for computation of SDP for Rajasthan State, 
the developmental efforts do not appear to have been adequately and 
appropriately reflected in the SDP" *' R eport o f  the A dvisory  

C om m ittee on State 
Incom e Estim ate  

R ajasthan  1997 The break up of SDP by districts can be at best taken to be an approximation. 
Presently District Income Estimates are computed only at current prices. It would 
facilitate if the District Income estimates are also constructed at constant prices.
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Data on wage rates separately for males and females as also by rural and urban 
area is simply not available which is used for computing G.D.I. It would be 
useful if attempts are made to collect this data .

For consumer expenditure and employment the National Sample Survey 
Organisation (NSSO) is conducting a sample survey periodically These surveys 
are designed to yield estimates at State level only. The mechanism of full or 
double matching participation by states was evolved to increase the sample 
size thereby enabling building up sub-regional estimates by pooling central 
and state sample results. States like Karnataka have pooled central and state 
sample data for getting district wise estimates. However no such exercise appears 
to have been done in Rajasthan although Rajasthan had also been participating 
on a full matching basis with NSSO for about four decades Pooling of Central 
and State sample results for providing estimates at sub-regional level will lead 
to productive use of about Rs 50-60 lakhs spent each year on NSSO surveys by 
State Government from its budgetary sources.
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Human Development Report 
and India's Vision
Extract o f Statement by Dr. Brenda Gael MCsweeney, UNDP Resident Representative
at Planning Commission-UNDP Workshop on Human Development Reports, Vigyan Bhawan, New Delhi, July 30-31,1999

UNDP has earned a place at this workshop, thanks to the inspiring work 
of the Late Dr. Mahbub ul Haq, who conceived the idea of publishing Annual 
Human Development Reports, and persuaded an array of distinguished minds, 
many of them from India -Amartya Sen, Meghnad Desai and others - to make 
their contributions to the evolution of concepts and measures. Under Haq's 
inspiring leadership, and under the watchful eye of Amartya, the UNDP HDR 
has succeeded in institutionalizing a measure of Human Development, the 
Human Development Index.

This index despite the limitations inherent in any single measure of a complex 
reality, helps us focus on human beings as ends in themselves, not merely as a 
means towards more productivity and growth in the gross national product.

In a rapidly globalising world, each district, each state, and every country should 
use a common yardstick to measure progress in providing to all human beings 
at least the essentials of a fulfilling existence. The HDI, and its derivative 
reflecting the degree of equality between men and women, the gender 
development index, together serve us well as Global yardsticks for Human 
Progress.

The conception of the good life that underlines the Human Development Index 
is closely related to that articulated by the sages of India : A painless death and 
a life without want— A concept which is a household phrase in India: Anayasena 
Maranam : Vina Dainya Jeevanam

This concept points to what we need to remove to make the good life possible - 
illness, disease, dependence, helplessness and want. It is the same concept that 
inspired the Universal declaration of Human Rights - freedom from fear and 
freedom from want.

So there is an element of Universality about the concept of the good life 
underlying the human development index, and this measure could be described 
as being quintessentially Indian ! Hence this plea to include the HDI in State 
Human Development Reports, and in the National Human Development Report, 
which I hope this workshop will endorse. I must then say that India is well 
poised to pioneer other measures and indicators which would make it easy for 
policy makers to correlate inputs with outputs.

We should go beyond the HDI and GDI to provide in India's national HDR and 
in the State HDRS, measures that focus on processes and the means by which 
the end of Human Development can be ensured.
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One set of measures is outcome indices. Among these, the HDI should occupy 
a special place, and the Human Poverty Index or HPI should be seriously 
considered.

A second set is process indices. These can measure the means or inputs that are 
available to be translated into outcomes, and among them, the Planning 
Commission has proposed measures for social and economic infrastructure.

No doubt, if innovative and exciting advances can be made in the arena of 
measuring and counting things which are by their very nature not easily 
amenable to measurement, they can be best done in India.

The Human Development Reports in themselves are only one of many means 
we need to deploy to realize this end. The way India can use a Human 
Development Report to bring about impressive policy changes has been 
highlighted in the 1999 HDR. Beyond HDR flagship, evaluative and advocacy 
roles, rationality and objectivity in resource allocation are undoubtedly valuable 
outcomes of Human Development Reports, making them the very vehicles of 
the change that they advocate.

We will strive to help sustain their objectivity and all credibility, for thanks to 
Mahbub ul Haq and to Amartya Sen and other Indian Experts, high standards 
have been established and we have a reputation to safeguard ! It is the wisdom 
of Indian sages that only the petty minded will differentiate between "What is 
mine" and "What is thine". For those of noble character, the whole world is one 
family. What is done in India and by India through its Human Development 
Reports, will be shared with the rest of the world, including the so-called 
developed countries which can do with a little bit of Indian civilisational wisdom.

This wisdom could not be better characterized than by Amartya Sen's tribute to 
Mahbub ul Haq in the 1999 Human Development Report when he says that 
despite his initial scepticism about the H D I" I am very glad that we did not manage 
to deflect Mahbub from seeking a crude measure. By skilful use o f the attracting power 
of the HDI, Mahbub got readers to take an involved interest in the large class o f systematic 
tables and detailed critical analyses presented in the Human Development Report. The 
crude index spoke loud and clear and received intelligent attention, and through that 
vehicle the complex reality contained in the rest o f the report also found an interested 
audience".

We look forward to the state HDRs subscribing to the approach commended by 
India's best known living economist - the importance of speaking loud and 
clear through a simple- if crude- common comparator, while capturing also the 
complex reality of the diversity that characterizes this great nation.

162

lOHAMT &

AstoainiftrfttiMl.
17-B, Aur-ofeiiid*

Human Development Report - Rajasthan 1999



Appendix-I

Table 1.1: Districtwise Population 1981 Census Rajasthan
(Number)

Demography-

s .  |District I 
No. 1

RURAL URBAN TOTAL

I Male I Female I Total | Male |Female| Total | Male | Female| Total

1 .

2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 . •
7 .
8 . 
9.
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 ,
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

1 . 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 . 9.

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur •
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hunumangarh
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhalawar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj samand
S.Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

422904
828920
417467
287572
533976
577450
575947
269473
258241
545730
426844
363513
277107
310724
445313
408171
840015
115337
426328
359384
487753
564220
339037
269835
7^8084
530323
310393
305687
558890
224609
331028
693179

401056
746052
413946
260431
486687
489058
545869
244191
228912
524343
407963
326169
218817
327995
388634
369551
766781
94818

403955
334098
472563
523726
288104
243852
683508
509416
311101
270516
539419
220439
308763
687167

823960 
1574972 
831413 
548003 

1020663 
106-6 50 8- 
1121816 
513664 
487153 

1070073 
834807 
689682 
495924 
638719 
833947 
777722 

1606796 
210155 
830283 
693482 
960316 

1087946 
627141 
513687 

1391592 
1039739 
621494 
576203 

1098309 
445048 
639791 

1380346

326458
106978
29370
46911
53672

1-25659
98976

179279
52781
85969

176915
37686
48633
23227

138414
912306
632686
18867
38739
48138

131560
309311
50138

221990
123901
124461
39096
60549

142888
51569
75502

149241

289948
89223
25817
41612
44557

107006
89587

155806
47048
76452

167744
32826
40502
20899

111798
76851

547334
14060
34051
43378

119707
270534
43795

187581
113176
110304
36781
51608

136048
45432
68342

130001

616406
196201
55187
88523
98229

232565
188563
335085
99829

162421
344659
70512
89135
44126

250212
168087

1180020
32927
72790
91516

251267
579845
93933

409571
237077
234765
75877

112157
278936
97001

143844
279242

749362 
935898 
446837 
334483 
587648 

• 703009 
674923 
448752 
311022 
631699 
603759 
401199 
325740 
333951 
583727 
499407 

1472701 
134204 
465067 
407522 
619313 
873531 
389175 
491825 
831985 
654784 
349489 
366236 
701778 
276178 
406530 
842420

691004 
835275 
439763 
302043 
531244 

- 596-06.4 
635456 
399997 
275960 
600795 
575707 
358995 
259319 
348894 
500432 
446402 

1314115 
108878 
438006 
377476 
592270 
794260 
331899 
431433 
796684 
619720 
347882 
322124 
675467 
265871 
377105 
817168

10 .

1440366 
1771173 
886600 
636526 

1118892 
1.2 9.90.73. 
1310379 
848749 
586982 

1232494 
1179466 
760194 
585059 
682845 

1084159 
945809 

2786816 
243082 
903073 
784998 

1211583 
1667791 
721074 
923258 

1628669 
1274504 
697371 
688360 

1377245 
542049 
783635 

1659588

Total 14013454 27051354 3369808 7210508 16407708 34261862
13037900 3840700 17854154

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan



Appendix - I

(Number)

Demography-
Table 1.2 :Districtwise Population (1991) Rajasthan

S . I  D i  s  1 1 ' . c ;  t  

N o  . I
M a l e  I F e m a l e l  T o t a l  | M a l e  | F e t n a l e |  T o t a l  1 M a l e  | F e m a l e  | T o t a l

1 % t o  t o t a l  

I p o p u l a t i o n  

I-----------------
I Ma  1 e  I F e t n a  1 e

1 1 . 1 3  .

1 .
2 .

3 .

4 .

5 .

e .
1.
8 .
9 .

1 0 . 
11 . 
12 . 
1 3  .

A j m e r  5 3 0 0 9 4  4 9 5 5 3 8  1 0 2 5 6 3 2  3 7 1 2  6 7  3 3 2 3 0 8  7 0 3 5 7 5  9 0 1 3 6 1

A l w a r  1 0 4 6 6 0 1  9 2 9 6 9 2  1 9 7 6 2 9 3  1 7 4 9  3 3 1 4 5 3 5 4  3 2 0 2 8 7  1 2 2 1 5 3 4

B a n s w a r a  5 4 0 3 4 1  5 2 6 0 6 5  1 0 6 6 4 0 6  4 6 5 1 4  4 2 6 8 0  8 9 1 9 4  5 8 6 8 5 5

E a r a n  3 6 2 2 4 8  3 2 5 0 0 3  6 8 7 2 5 1  6 5 0 6 4  5 8 0 1 1  1 2 3 0 7 5  4 2 7 3 1 2

B a r m e r  6 8 0 9 9 7  6 1 0 0 5 9  1 2 9 1 0 5 6  ■' 78080  6 6 0 8 6  1 4 4 1 6 6  7 5 9 0 7 7

B h a r a t p u r  7 2 8 7 7 2  6 0 2 0 0 9  1 3 3 0 7 8 1  1 7 2 7 8 1  1 4 8 0 2 2  3 2 0 8 0 3  9 0 1 5 5 3

B h i l w a r a  6 5 5 1 5 9  6 2 6 8 2 5  1 2 8 1 9 8 4  1 6 4 0 0 0  1 4 7 1 4 4  3 1 1 1 4 4  8 1 9 1 5 9

B i k a n e r  3 8 5 3 4 9  3 4 4 6 4 9  7 2 9 9 9 8  2 5 7 2 0 1  2 2 3 9 4 1  4 8 1 1 4 2  6 4 2 5 5 0

B u a d i  3 3 7 2 9 9  2 9 9 2 0 5  6 3 6 5 0 4  7 0 5  2 7 6 3 2 1 7  1 3 3  7 4 4  4 0 7 8 2 6

C h i t t o r g a r h  6 3 9 3 0 7  6 1 3 2 5 6  1 2 5 2 5 6 3  1 2 1 9 7 8  1 0 9 6 4 9  2 3 1 6 2 7  7 6 1 2 8 5

C h u r u  5 6 5 0 3 6  5 3 2 1 3 6  1 0 9 7 1 7 2  2 3 1 7 0 0  2 1 4 3 3 9  4 4 6 0 3 9  7 9 6 7 3 6

L ' a u s f i  4 7 1 6  7 8  4 1 7 5 0 6  8 8 9 1 8 4  5 6 0 6 9  4 9 1 7 8  1 0 5 2 4 7  5 2 7 7 4 7

D h o l p u r  3 4 7  4 9 2  2 7 3 1 6 2  6 2 0 6 5 4  6 9 9 6 6  5 8 8 5 9  1 2 8 8 2 5  4 1 7 4 5 8

1 4 .  U u n g a r p u r  4 0 4  6 8 8  4 0 6 0 4 4  8 1 0 7 3 2  3 3 6 3 6  3 0 1 8 1  6 3 8 1 7  4 3 8 3 2 4

1 5 .  G a n g a n a g a r  5 7 0 9 9 0  4 9 7 2 6 5  1 0 6 8 2 5 5  1 8 0 9 3 8  1 5 3 2 5 1  3 4 4 1 8 9  7 5 1 9 2 8

1 6 .  H u n u m a n g a r h  5 2 8 4 9 8  4 7 3 9 1 2  1 0 0 2 4 1 0  1 1 6 7 0 7  1 0 1 2 1 6  2 1 7 9 2 3  6 4 5 2 0 5

1 7 .  J a i p u r  1 1 0 7 8 6 7  1 0 0 5 5 4 5  2 1 1 3 4 1 2  9 4 7 3 9 2  8 2 7 0 9 1  1 7 7 4 4 8 3  2 0 5 5 2 5 9

1 8 .  o a i s a . l m e r  1 6 0 2 9 8  1 3 0 6 1  9 2 9 0 9 1 7  3 0 3  8 9  2 3 2 1 1  5 3 6 0 0  1 9 0 6 8 7

1 9 .  J a l o r e  5 4 4 2 3 1  5 1 5 1 2 4  1 0 5 9 3 5 5  4 4 2 2 6  3 8 9 8 2  8 3 2 0 8  5 8 8 4 5 7

2 0 .  J h a l a w a r  4 1 9 C 5 3  3 8 6 3 5 5  8 0 5 0 0 8  7 9 2 8 1  7 1 6 8 2  1 5 0 9 6 3  4 9 8 9 3 4

2 1 .  J h u n j h u n u  6 4 7 3 4 0  6 1 0 0  3 7 1 2 5 7 3 7 7  1 7 2 1 0 8  1 5 2 9 3 6  3 2 5 0 4 4  8 1 9 4 4 8

2 2 .  J o d h p u r  7 2 5 8 1 2  6 6 3 1 2 1  1 3 8 8 9 3 3  4 1 2 7 2 5  3 5 1 8 2 5  7 6 4 5 5 0  1 1 3 8 5 3 7

2 3 .  K a r a u l i  4 3 6 7 6 3  3 6 4 4 3 2  8 0 1 1 9 5  6 7 4 3 9  5 9 0 8 5  1 2 6 5 2 4  5 0 4 2 0 2

2 4 .  K o t a  3 1 8 8 8 5  2 8 4 8 6 0  6 0 3 7 4 5  3 2 9 9 8 7  2 8 6 7 7 3  6 1 6 7 6 0  6 4 8 8 7 2

2 5 .  N a g a u r  9 2 4 4 4 7  8 7 7 7 2 7  1 8 0 2 1 7 4  1 8 0 1 2 9  1 6 2 5 0 7  3 4 2 6 3 6  1 1 0 4 5 7 6

2 6 .  P a l i  . 5 8 9 8 5 4  5 7 3 2 3 1  1 1 6 3 0 8 5  1 6 9 9 6 2  1 5 3 3 8 5  3 2 3 3 4 7  7 5 9 8 1 6

2 7 .  R a j s a m a n d  3 6 2 1 7 8  3 6 2 2 8 7  7 2 4 4 6 5  . . 5 1 0 6 6  4 7 1 9 0  9 8 2 5 6  4 1 3 2 4 4

2 8 .  S . M a d h o p u r  3 8 6 8 4 8  3 3 7 2 4 5  7 2 4 0 9 3  8 1 5 2 9  7 0 1 3 0  1 5 1 6 5 9  4 6 8 3 7 7

2 9 .  S i k a r  7 4 5 7 7 0  7 0 9 6 2 3  1 4 5 3 3 9 3  2 0 1 4 6 2  1 8 6 0 5 9  3 8 7 5 2 1  9 4 7 2 3 2

3 0 .  S i r o h i  2 6 7 9 3 8  2 5 8 5 0 9  5 2 6 4 4 7  6 7 5 7 9  6 0 0 0 3  1 2 7 5 8 2  3 3 5 5 1 7

3 1 .  T o n k  4 0 7 4 3 0  3 7 7 1 5 6  7 8 4 5 8 6  9 9 4 9 8  9 0 9 2 2  1 9 0 4 2 0  5 0 6 9 2 8

3 2 .  U d a i p u r  8 4 6  6 0 0  8 2 4 2 1 7  1 6 7 0 8 1 7  2 1 0 1 8 4  1 8 5 5 7 9  3 9 5 7 6 3  1 0 5 6 7 8 4

8 2 7 8 4 6  

1 0 7 5 0 4 6  

5 6 8 7 4 5  

3 8 3 0 1 4  

6 7 6 1 4 5  

7 5 0 0 3 1  

7 7 3  9 6  9 

5 6  8 5 9 0  

3 6 2 4 2 2  

7 2 2 9 0 5  

7 4 6 4 7 5 

4 6 6 6 8 4  

3 3 2 0 2 1  

4 3 6 2 2 5  

6 5 0 5 1 6  

5 7 5 1 2 8  

1 8 3 2 6 3 6  

1 5 3 8 3 0  

5 5 4 1 0 6  

4 5 8 0 3 7  

7 6 2 7 9 3  

1 0 1 4 9 4 6  

4 2 3 5 1 7  

5 7 1 6 3 3  

1 0 4 0 2 3 4  

7 2 6 6 1 6  

4 0 9 4 7 7  

4 0 7 3 7 5  

8 9 5 6 8 2  

3 1 8 5 1 2  

4 6 8 0 7 8  

1 0 0 9 7 9 6

1 7 2 9 2 0 7  

2 2 9 6 5 8 0  

1 1 5 5 6 0 0  

8 1 0 3 2 6  

1 4  3 5 2 2 2  

1 6 5 1 5 8 4  

1 5 9 3 1 2 8  

1 2 1 1 1 4 0  

7 7 0 2 4 8  

1 4  8 4 1 9 0  

1 5 4 3 2 1 1  

9 9 4 4 3 1  

7 4  9 4  7 9  

8 7 4 5 4  9 

1 4  0 2 4 4 4  

1 2  2 0 3 3 3 

3 8 8 7 8 9 5  

3 4 4 5 1 7  

1 1 4 2 5 6 3  

9 5 6 9 7 1  

1 5 8 2 4 2 1  

2 1 5 3 4 8 3  

9 2 7 7 1 9  

1 2  2 0 5 0 5 

2 1 4 4 8 1 0  

1 4 8 6 4 3 2  

8 2 2 7 2 1  

8 7 5 7 5 2  

1 8 4 2 9 1 4  

6 5 4 0 2 9  

9 7 5 0 0 6  

2 0 6 6 5 8 0

5 2 . 1 3  

5 3 . 1 9

5 0 . 7 8  

5 2 . 7 3  

5 2 . 8 9  

5 4 . 5 9  

5 1 . 4 2  

5 3 . 0 5  

5 2 . 9 5  

5 1 . 2 9  

5 1 . 6 3  

5 3 . 0 7  

5 5 . 7 0

5 0 . 1 2  

5 3 . 6 2  

5 2 . 8 7

5 2 . 8 6

5 5 . 3 5

5 1 . 5 0

5 2 . 1 4

5 1 . 7 8

5 2 . 8 7

5 4 . 3 5  

5 3 . 1 6

5 1 . 5 0

5 1 . 1 2  

5 0 . 2 3  

5 3 . 4 8  

5 1 . 4 0  

5 ] . 3 0 

5 1 . 9 9

5 1 . 1 4

4 7 . 8 7  

4 6 . 8 1  

4 9 . 2 2  

4 7 . 2 7  

4 7 . 1 1  

4 5 . 4 1  

4 8 . 5 8  

4 6 . 9 5  

4 7 . 0 5  

4 8 . 7 1

4 8 . 3 7  

4 6 . 9 3  

4 4 . 3 0  

4 9 . 8 8

4 6 . 3 8

4 7 . 1 3  

4 7 . 1 4

4 4 . 6 5

4 8 . 5 0

4 7 . 8 6  

4 8 . 2 2

4 7 . 1 3

4 5 . 6 5  

4 6 . 8 4

4 8 . 5 0  

4 8 . 8 8  

4 9 . 7 7  

4 6 . 5 2  

4 8 . 6 0  

4 8 . 7 0  

4 8 . 0 1

4 8 . 8 6

1 7 6 8 6 4 6 3  1 6 2 5 2 4 1 4  3 3 9 3 8 8 7 7  5 3 5 6 3 1 7  4 7 1 0 7 9 6  1 0 0 6 7 1 1 3  2 3 0 4 2 7 8 0  2 0 9 6 3 2 1 0  4 4 0 0 5 9 9 0  5 2 . 3 6  4 7 . 6 4

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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Appendix-I
Demography 

Table 1.3 ;District wise Sex Ratio

(No.of females per 1000 males)

S .
No

District Rural

1981 1991

Urban

1981 1991

Total

1981 1991

1 . 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 .

1. Ajmer
2. Alwar
3. Banswara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6. Bharatpur 
7.. . BhiLwara . .
8. Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
16. Hunumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
19. Jalore
20. Jhalawar
21. Jhunjhunu
22. Jodhpur
23. Karauli
24. Kota
25. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand
28. S.Madhopur
29. Sikar
30. Sirohi
31. Tonk
32. Udaipur

. 948 935 888 895 922 918
900 888 834 831 892 880
992 974 879 918 984 969
906 897 887 892 903 896
911 896 830 846 904 891
847 826 852 857 848 832
.94 8. . .957. . .905. . .897. . .94 2 . . 9.4 5
906 894 869 871 891 885
887 887 891 896 887 889
961 959 889 899 951 950
956 942 948 •-92 5 954 937
897 885 871 877 895 884
790 786 833 841 796 795

1056 1003 900 897 1045 995
873 871 808 847 857 865
905 897 842 867 893 891
913 908 865 873 892 891
822 815 745 764 811 807
948 947 879 881 942 942
930 921 901 904 926 918
969 94 2 910 889 956 931
928 914 875 852 909 891
850 834 873 876 853 840

■ 904 893 845 869 877 881
965 949 913 902 958 942
961 972 886 902 946 956

1002 1000 941 924 995 991
885 872 852 860 880 869
965 952 952 924 963 946
981 965 881 888 963 949
933 926 905 914 928 923
991 973 871 883 970 956

Total Rajasthan 930 919 877 879 919 910

Source: Census Reports, Rajasthan.
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Table 1.4 : Proportion of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled
Tribes to total population by districts 

(1991)

Demography

S .
No .

District

1 .

1. Ajmer
2. Alwar
3. Banswara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6. Bharatpur
7. Bhilwara
8. Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
16. Hunumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
19. Jalore
20. Jhalawar
21. Jhunjhunu
22. Jodhpur 
2 3. Karauli 
24. Kota
2 5. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand 
2 8. S .Madhopur
29. Sikar
30. Sirohi
31. Tonk
32. Udaipur

Total Rajasthan

Total Rural Urban Total Rural

2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 .

18 . 50 
17 . 78
5 . 00

19 . 89 
15 . 70 
21. 64
17 .12
18 . 64 
18 . 79
14 . 63 
20.30
21 . 34
20 . 17 
4 . 61

33 .21 
25 .32
15 .18
14 . 55
18 . 79
17 .-2 3 
15.37
15 .27
22 . 98 
20.27
19 . 73
18 .15 
12 .61
20 .57 
14 . 01
19 . 24
20 .2 0
6 . 60

17 . 06
18 .33
4 . 79
18 . 64 
15 . 78 
21.33 
17 . 55 
23 . 06
19 . 14
14 . 82 
23 . 22 
21 . 72
20 .81 
4.30

36 . 95 
27.26 
17 . 50
15 .39 
17 . 72
17 . 73
15 .42
16 . 97 
23 . 71 
23 .46 
21. 08
18 . 73 
12 . 72 
20.39 
14 . 70
19 .37 
0.78
5 . 73

20 . 61 
14 .37 
7 . 50 

20 .24
14 . 98 
22 . 93
15 .33 
11. 95
17 . 13
13 . 60 
12 . 54
18 . 15
17 . 06 
8.49

21.26
16 .42 
12 . 53
9 . 99

18 .69
14 . 53
15 . 20 
12 .2 0  
18 .29
17 . 15 
12 .65
16 . 03 
11. 85 
21.45 
11 .39
18 . 73
17 .44 
10 .30

2 .30 
8 . 06 

73 .47
21 . 13- 
5 . 87 
2 .31 
9 . 02 
0 .26

20 .25 
20 .28

0 r‘51 
26 . 34 
4 .59 
65 . 84 
0 .29
0 .41
7 . 92 
4 .85
8 .43

11 . 90
1 .39
2 . 82 '

22 . 94
9 . 60 
0 . 22 
5.40

12 . 82
21 . 98 
2 . 65

23 .39 
11 . 89 
46 . 34

3 . 06 
8 . 98 

78 . 83
24 .47 

6 .20 
2 . 63

10 .35 
0 .19

23 . 76 
23 . 47 
0 .48 

28 . 75 
5 .47 

69 . 77 
0 . 19 
0 . 17

11 . 82
5 . 11 
8 .66

13 .37
2 . 24
3 . 12 

26 . 06 
16 . 18
0 . 23
6 .29

13 . 85
25 . 88 
3 . 09

27 . 13
14 . 53 
55 . 97

17.29 17.9: 14 . 95 12.44 15.3

Urban

7 .

1 . 19
2 .39

44
49
52

0 . 98 
3 . 54 
0 .38 
3 . 58 
3 . 03 
0 . 57 
5 . 96
0 .39 

15 .89
0 .60
1 .40 
3 .28
3 .44 
5 . 55
4 . 02
0 . 73 
2.29 
3 .19 
3 . 15 
0 .16 
2 . 2 0
5 .24 
3 . 34
1 . 02 
7 . 98 
1. 04 
5 . 65

2 . 53

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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Table 2.1 : LAND UTILIZATION PATTERN (199 0-91)
(Hectares

Appendix-II

Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

s .
No .

jDistrict 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 i 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
i 1 
J . . . . . .  j

Reporting j 
area for | 
land uti- | 
lisation | 
statistics| 
as per | 
village | 
papers |

Classification of Reporting Area

Forest

Not Available for 
Cultivation

1 Other Uncultivated

Area
under
non-agri
cultural
uses

1 Barren 
1 and un- 

- 1cultur- 
1 able 
1 land 

, 1. . . .

1 Total 
1 
1 
1 
1
i.  . . .

1 Permanent 
1 pastures 
1 and other 
1 grazing 
1 lands 
1.........

1 Land 
1 under 
1misc.
1 tree 
1 crops 
1 Sc groves

1. 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 . 8 .

1 . Ajmer 842388 46832 44022 97541 141563, 81028 144
2 . Alwar 766528 33703 41113 112491 153604 23936 330
3 . Banswara 506670 102642 8756 81583 90339 27826 205
4 . Baran 2817332 24703 72918 127467 200385 206440 127
S . Bharatpur 507069 26126 29591 28675 58266 8925 201
6 . Bhilwara 1040428 60606 57576 166042 223618 119745 260
7 . Bikaner 2742684 63964 98915 44387 143302 184239 3602
8 . Bundi 581044 136815 34442 59121 93563 23217 404
9. Chittorgarh 1035733 151106 40949 146811 187760 78645 97
10 . Churu 1686194 5643 72949 737 73686 46449 3
11. Dholpur 300898 13950 16189 70208 86397 18933 1068
12 . Dungarpur 385593 61491 15044 79865 94909 39709 2482
13 . Ganganagar 2062900 64726 125546 4551 130097 12398 4639
14 . Jaipur 1399069 76216 81437 93116 174553 104980 1937
15 . Jaisalmer 3840139 21232 81239 364655 445894 107522 1495
16 . Jalore 1056404 17710 36167 88594 124761 46138 58
17 . Jhalawar 632235 114883 24429 38748 63177 51763 1233
18 . Jhunj hunu 591676 38082 19129 17011 36140 40623 129
19 . Jodhpur 2256405 6625 79473 145085 224558 122437 120
20 . Kota 1221855 325238 50919 86939 137858 51439 1078
21 . Nagaur 1764299 12700 81368 63538 144906 73253 224
22 . Pali 1233079 77459 56348 149710 206058 90642 1145
23 . S .Madhopur 1052413 240968 54379 10 8 968 163347 57893 530
24 . Sikar 774945 54803 29280 21418 50698 44385 57
25 . Sirohi 517947 151465 25060 79201 104261 33439 42
26 . Tonk 718143 24134 34778 35459 70237 60394 433
27 . Udaipur 1918859 399543 178410 477674 656084 155833 345

R a j .State 34252928 2353360 1490426 2789595 4280021 1912231 22388

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan.

(v)



Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation
(1990-91)

Table: 2.1 (Contd.) (Hectares

s .
No .

1 District Classification of Reporting area

Land (Excluding 
Fallow lands)

Cultur-1 Total 
able 1 
waste 1 
land 1 

1 
1

Fallow Lands

Fallow 1 Current 1 
other 1 fallow | 
chan 1 1 
current| | 
fallow 1 1 

1 1

Total

Net |Area [Total 
area [sown |cropped 
sown I more [area 

1 than 1 
1 once j
r 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1

1 . 9 . 10 . 11. 12 . 13 . 14 . 15 . 16 .

1 . Ajmer 68294 149466 50923 44280 95203 409324 75136 484460
2 . Alwar 12475 36741 12415 24531 36946 505534 248630 754164
3 . Banswara 19384 47415 28379 10894 39273 227001 98643 325644
4 . Baran 266199 472686 329060 216778 545838 1573720 33782 1607502
5 . Bharatpur 3449 12575 8 768 12295 21063 389039 113869 502908
6 . Bhilwara 176912 296917 ..51036 35145 86181 373106 151921 525027
7 . Bikaner 10 7 5 0 8 4 1262925 177931 207895 385826 886667 41034 92 7701
8 . Bundi 36597 60218 24478 17639 42117 248331 79903 328234
9 . Chittorgarh 194240 272982 22513 19156 41669 382216 198266 580482
10 . Churu 23484 69936 82262 89272 170534 1366395 44099 1410494
11 . Dholpur 14264 34265 12180 8854 21034 145252 35019 180271
12 . Dungarpur 25173 67364 24785 9279 34064 127775 49222 176997
13 . Ganganagar 76173 93210 98727 173893 272620 1502247 353727 1855974
14 . Jaipur 55238 162155 71720 72065 143785 842360 254718 1097078
15 . Jaisalmer 2902585 3011602 88974 40382 129356 232054 682 325736
16 . Jalore 25563 71759 87647 94434 182081 660093 113782 773875
17 . Jhalawar 65598 119594 16599 13183 29782 304799 124003 428802
18 . Jliun j hunu 5920 46672 18255 14041 32296 438486 163728 602214
19 . Jodhpur 66717 189274 343928 258296 602224 1233724 30061 1263785
20 . Kota 61750 114267 34375 28611 62986 581506 151731 733237
21 . Nagaur 14696 88173 63282 191746 255028 1263492 47006 1310498
22 . Pali 39045 130832 101221 78870 180091 638639 85889 724528
23 . S.Madhopur 29025 87448 23466 23861 47327 513323 142628 655951
24 . Sikar 9872 54314 41558 50380 91938 523192 101052 625044
2 5 . Sirohi 9895 43376 29785 19840 49625 169220 45540 214760
26 . Tonk 43431 104258 18300 28640 46940 472574 49430 522004
27 . Udaipur 244447 400625 64762 30863 95625 366977 168181 535158

Raj.State 5566430 7501049 1927329 1814123 3741452 16377046 3002482 19379528

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan.
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Table 2.2: LAND UTILIZATION PATTERN (19 97-98)
(Hectares

Appendix-II

Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

s .
No .

jDistrict | 
1 Name | 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1
i............ 1
1 1

Reporting | 
area for | 
land uti- | 
lisation | 
statistics| 
as per | 
village | 
papers |

1
......... I-

1

Forest Classification of Reporting Area

Not Available : 
Cultivation

for 1 
1
Other Uncultivated

Area 
under 
non-agri
cult ur a 1 
uses . .

1 Barren 
1 and un- 
1cultur- 
1 able 
jland .

1 Total 1 Permanent 
1 [pastures 
1 1 and other 
1 [grazing 
|. . . . [.lands . .

Land 
under 
misc. 
tree 
crops .
& groves

1. 2 . 3'. 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 . 8 .

1 . Ajmer 842388 48975 46463 96312 142775 80027 85
2 . Alwar 782897 65991 43249 96290 139539 24205 235
3 . Banswara 506511 106916 8357 7 8 044 86401 14538 197
4 . Baran 699652 209865 22035 43670 65705 36665 516
5 . Barmer 2817332 26024 72274 130211 202485 205784 35
6 . Bharatpur 507058 28833 29624 25726 55350 8783 196
7 . Bhilwara 1047500 72111 62740 150234 212974 119958 176
8 . Bikaner 2734725 77314 241433 39002 280435 44966 154
9 . Bundi 581044 137836 37837 53337 91174 22961 302
10 . Chittorgarh. 1035704 182982 45137 108340 153477 76220 167
11 . Churu 1686279 7372 73238 672 73910 45634 5
12 . Dausa 340467 23549 18827 19090 37917 26435 404
13 . Dholpur 300898 25160 16136 60182 76318 18180 563
14 . Dungarpur 385593 61126 22826 77308 100134 34777 2674
15 . Ganganagar 1092909 55872 67241 3235 70476 2616 3650
16 . 'Jaipur 1106083 73747 78415 53941 132356 78562 1071
17 . Jaisalmer 3839266 22271 98479 365424 463903 104169 97
18 . Jalore 1056602 18927 39718 84051 123769 45692 26
19 . Jhalawar 632235 119500 24719 37707 62426 52204 1502
20 . Jhunjhunu 591682 39523 19801 15493 35294 40418 63
21 . Jodhpur 2256405 6.95 8 74698 146131 220829 125681 48
22 . Kota 521133 119921 26298 37481 63779 13861 740
23 . Nagaur 1764214 16949 83838 59811 143649 71104 305
24 . Pali 1233079 79123 57629 147465 205094 90436 236
25 . Raj samand 455093 23537 23662 105132 128794 58066 -
26 . S .Madhopur 499424 75921 33504 43560 77064 24697 297
27 . Sikar 774244 59582 31990 17699 49689 41682 114
28 . Sirohi 517947 152411 25334 77433 102767 33436 25
29 . Tonk 717960 26001 40378 28937 69315 49477 137
30 . Udaipur 1462112 391131 156802 358057 514859 91645 590
31 . Hanumangarh 970315 7495 59636 1506 61142 8844 48
32 . Karauli 505227 165819 16429 60434 76863 31039 260

R a j .State 34263978 2528742 1698747 2621915 4320662 1722762 14918

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan.
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Land Resource,?. Agriculture & Irrigation
(3.997-90)

Table: 2.2 (Contd ) (Hectares

s .
No .

1 District: Classification of Reporting area

Land (Excluding! 
Fallow lands) j

Cultur-j Total 1 
able 1 j 
waste 1 1 
land 1 1

i i

Fallow Lands

Fallow 1 Current 1 
lands 1 fallow | 
other j 1 
than I 1 
current j [ 
fallow 1 1

Total

Net 1 Total jArea 
area |cropped|sown 
sown iarea jmore 

j 1 than 
1 1 once 

■ i 1 
i 1 
1 1 
1 1

1. 9 . 10 . 11. 12 . 13 . 14. ; 15. 16.

1 . Aj mer 69371 149483 44019 36866 80885 420270 597105 176835
2 . Alwar 8589 33029 12566 13637 26203 518135 778051 259916
3 . Banswara 20275 35010 37001 8574 45575 232609 35 0.645 118036
4 . Baran 30082 67263 23476 13342 36818 3^20001 447387 127386
5 . Banner 232106 437925 364492 251634 616126 1534772 1623695 88923
6 . Bharatpur 3002 11891 8902 8220 17122 393772 540926 147154
7 . Bhilwara 160110 280244 65874 42690 108564 373607 556335 1 8 2 7 2 8

8 . Bikaner 791565 836685 223850 119181 343031 1197260 1320887 123627
9 . Bundi 33539 56802 21337 12666 34003 261229 382081 120852
10 . Chittorgarh 179472 255859 24275 18971 43246 400140 63S281 235141
11 . Churu 12850 58489 72389 83579 155968 1390540 1695878 305338
12 . Dausa 9012 35851 9288 9356 18644 224506 338732 114226
13 . Dholpur 12878 31621 9886 7467 17353 150446 196360 45914
14 . Dungarpur 23701 61152 28774 9078 37852 125329 186200 60871
15 . Ganganagar 52425 58691 52301 61674 113975 793895 1104867 310972
16 . Jaipur 31953 111586 44789 44358 89147 699247 997551 298304
17 . Jaisalmer 2784006 2888272 82092 54918 137010 327810 345620 17810
18 . Jalore 27841 73559 100872 82766 183638 656709 856165 199456
19 . Jhalav/ar 56423 110129 19478 8440 27918 312262 503337 191075
20 . Jhunj hunu 5883 46364 16571 12713 29284 441217 733784 292567
21 . Jodhpur 46020 171749 344299 269363 613662 1243207 1328503 85296
22 . Kota 26796 41397 ■■ 14611 9514 24125 271911 398787 126876
23 . Nagaur 12596 84005 75201 164882 240083 1279528 1681161 401633
24 . Pali 39599 130271 92580 82955 175535 643056 802825 159769
25 . Raj samand 117227 175293 21387 9284 30671 96798 141343 44545
26 . S .Madhopur 12759 37753 9413 10846 20259 288427 358059 69632.
27 . Sikar 9443 51239 33086 42204 75290 538444 761307 222863
28 . Sirohi 8470 41931 31973 27464 59437 161401 219984 58583
29 . Tonk 42888 92502 19030 26372 45402 484740 605074 120334
30 . Udaipur 134135 266370 58766 25969 84735 245017 360249 115232
31 . Hanumangarh 8208 17100 15827 20607 36434 848144 1178044 329900
32 . Karauli 13883 45182 9820 7401 17221 200142 298828 98686

___________________ I
R aj.State 5017107 6754787 1988225 1596991 3585216 17074571 22325051 525048C

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan.
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Appendix-II

Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

Table 2.3: Important Agricultural Indicators 
(1997-98)

(Percentage

s .

No.
District Forest 

area to 
total 
area

Net Area|Area sown|Net irri- |Gross irri- 
sown to [more than]gated area|gated area 
total I once to |to Net |to gross
area |Net area |area sown |area sown

I sown I I

Cropping
Inten
sity

1 . 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 .

5 . 69
6 .88 
2 . 83

23 . 72 
17 .67 
0 . 44 
6 . 92 
8 .36 

85 
11

I. Ajmer 5.81
2.. • Alwar. . . . . 8.43
3. Banswara 21.11
4. Baran 30.00
5. Barmer 0.92
6. Bharatpur
7. Bhilwara
8. Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
II. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur 8
14. Dungarpur 15
15. Ganganagar 5
16. Huanumangarh 0.7 7
17. Jaipur 6.67
18. Jaisalmer 0.58
19. Jalore 1.79
20. Jhalawar 18.90
21. Jhunj hunu 6.68
22. Jodhpur 0.31
23. Karauli 3 2.82
24. Kota 23.01
25. Nagaur 0.96
26. Pali 6.42
27. Rajsamand 5.17
28. S.Madhopur 15.2 0
29. Sikar 7.70
30. Sirohi 29.43
31. Tonk 3.62
32. Udaipur 26.75

49.89 
66 -.18 
45 . 92 
45 . 74
54 .48 
77 . 66 
35 .67
43 . 78
44 . 96 
38 . 63 
82 . 46 
65 . 94 
50 . 00 
32 . 50 
72 . 64 
87 .41 
63 . 22
8 . 54 

62 . 15 
.49.39 
74 . 57
55 . 10 
39.61 
52 . 18 
72 . 53 
52 . 15 
21 . 27 
57 . 75 
69 . 54 
31 . 16 
67 . 52 
16 . 76

42 . 08 
SO .0,6. 
50 . 74 
39 . 81 
5 . 79

37.37 
48 . 91 
10 . 33 
46 . 26 
58 . 76 
21 . 96 
50 . 88 
30 . 52 
48 . 57 
39 . 17 
38 . 90 
42 . 66
5 .43

30.37 
61 . 19 
66 .31

6 . 86 
49.31 
46 . 66 
31.39 
24 . 85
46 . 02 
24 . 14 
41 .39 
36 .30 
24 . 82
47 . 03

29.38 
53.06.
36 . 82 
65 .41
4 . 03 

4 5 . 3 9
50 . 68 
10 . 30 
70 .49
51 . 81 
3 . 26

63 .31 
46 .40 
26 .42 
70 .85
37.38 
50 . 09
8 . 57 

44 . 63 
54 .23
37 . 16
9 .88 

41.81 
76 . 97 
18 . 94
39 . 75 
49.48
40 . 57 
34 .36 
57 . 95 
32 . 84 
37 . 63

26 . 16 
38.70
26 .41 
53 . 17
7 . 81 

34 .42 
40 . 32 
15 . 82 
60 .32 
34 . 55
3.29 

43 . 58 
36 . 56 
19 . 58 
78 . 77 
47 . 06 
40 . 66 
12 . 98 
37.20 
34 .35 
23 . 81 
12 . 06 
28 . 73 
57 . 70 
17 .37 
36.89 
39. 71 
33 .39 
28 . 75 
53 . 87
27 .37 
26 . 70

142.08 
15Q.16 
150.74 
139.81 
105.79
137.37 
148 . 91 
110.33 
146 .26 
158 . 76 
121.96 
150.88 
130.52 
148.57 
139.17 
138 . 90 
142 . 66 
105.43
130.37 
161.19
166.31 
106 . 86
149.31 
146 . 66
131.39 
124.85 
146 . 82 
124.14
141.39 
136 .30 
124 . 82 
147.03

33. Rajasthan 7 .3! 49 . 83 30 . 75 31. 75 29 . 90 149.31

Source: Directorate of Economics & StatisticsRajasthan.

(ix)



Table 2.4: PERCENTAGE AREA UNDER FOOD CROPS

Appendix-II
Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

S .No. District 1990-91 1997-98

1. 2 . 3 .

1 . Aj mer 82 . 94 81 . 75
2 . Alwar 63 . 11 65 . 07
3 . Banswara 94 . 22 94 . 94
4 . Baran *1 48 .36
5 . Barmer 68.43 75 .29
6 . Bharatpur 48.91 . 60 . 72
7 . Bhilwara 72 . 04 77 . 27
8 . Bikaner 60 . 93 46 . 93
9 . Bundi 66 .89 60 . 62
10 . Chittorgarh 64 . 64 62 . 97
11 . Churu 70 .36 68 . 80
12 . Dausa *2 63 . 92
13 . Dholpur 55.65 60 . 99
14 . Dungarpur 96 .66 98 .27
15 . Ganganagar 51 . 14 37.36
16 . Hanumangarh *3 60 . 75
17 . Jaipur 71 . 62 71 . 89
18 . Jaisalmer 43 . 92 48 . 12
19 . Jalore 61 . 85 59 .69
20 . Jhalawar 83 .46 62 . 63
21 . Jhunj hunu 75 . 19 68 . 97
22 . Jodhpur 73 . 56 73 . 32
23 . Karauli *4 67 . 56
24 . Kota 65.38 . 48 . 34
25 . Nagaur 67 . 80 63 . 62
26 . Pali 57.42 55 . 60
27 . Raj samand *5 86 . 34
28 . S .Madhopur 67 . 56 44 . 14
29 . Sikar 74 . 76 72 . 63
30 . Sirohi 61 . 41 55 . 70
31. Tonk 67.78 65 . 70
32 . Udaipur 87 . 05 90-45
33 . Rajasthan 67 .26 64 .37

Note
Wheat, Barley, small millets, Moong, Urd, Chaula, 
Moth, Gram, other kharif and rabi pulses,

spices, fruits andsugarcane, condiment and s
vegetables.

*1 Included under Kota ;
*2 Included under Jaipur;
*3 Included under Ganganagar;
*4 Included under Sawai Madhopur;
*5 Included under Udaipur

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics,
Rajasthan.
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Appendix-II
Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

Table 2.5: PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN AREA UNDER IMPORTANT CEREALS 
AND GRAM IN THE QUINQUENNUIM ENDING 1996-97 OVER 5 YEARS

ENDING 1990-91
S .
No .

District Jowar Baj ra Maize Wheat Gram

1 . 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 .

1 .  
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 . 
*7;

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

96
58

- 5 , 
- 2 0  

11- *-58- 
74 +14

-41 
-58 
+ 6

51
29
25

Ajmer -13.68 -25
Alwar -26.73 -10
Banswara -77.19 -22
Baran +77.11 +196
Barmer -3 8
Bharatpur - 0
'BHilwara * * * -‘2 9
Bikaner +124
Bundi -65
Chittorgarh -53
Churu -3 0
Dausa +364.72 +397
Dholpur -67.20 -12
Dungarpur -52.90 -79
Ganganagar -63.25 -73
Hanumangarh*
Jaipur -53.75 -29.28
Jaisalmer +188.37 +57.76
Jalore +38.07 -12.96
Jhalawar -62.00 -85.61
Jhunjhunu +67.07 - 7.05
Jodhpur +37.07 + 1.85
Karauli*
Kota -80.55
Nagaur -29.37
Pali - 4.82
Rajsamand +239.80
S.Madhopur -82.25
Sikar -57.90 - 4.47
Sirohi + 49.40 -34.23
Tonk -30.27 -19.62
Udaipur -58.10 -97.84

74 +4.64
05 -12.07
61 +14.30
91 +212.59 
98 -33.33
66 -16.67
16* +1-1.-0 9 
35 -93.75
45 -17.63
82 + 7.32
93 Neg.
06 +345.21
33 -40.91
54 + 1.15
71 -64.34

+ 94 .36 
+ 17.64 
+ 29.60 
+497.57 
+ 9 . 78
+ 10.22 
•+ -55 . 84- 
+ 119 - 32 
+ 26.47 
+ 37.18 
+ 6-42 .79 
+688.70 
+ 23.04 
+ 48.61 
+ 37.05

+ 132 .30 
+ 13.85 
+ 6 . 99
+193.00 
-16.39 

+ 44 . 79 
+ 111*. &7 
+152.37 
-33 . 08 

+ 15.23 
+ 83.74 
+828.56 
-30.32 

+ 47.71 
+ 8 . 24

-39 . 73 
Neg.
+ 29 . 74 
-23.74 
-66.67 
-60 .47

97.41 -74.11
12.40 +30.68
•36.28 + 0.60
■46.56 +409.50 
■16.25 -51.53

-27.07 
+ 1.95 
- 7.54 
-19.02

- 2.26 +24.29
+500.32 +745.69 
+34.11 + 72.09 
+ 33 . 02 + 6.60
+46.17 + 51.78 
+31.42 +499.40

-28.51 -77.04
+105.75+1182.74 
+75.05 +255.31 

+430.98 +298.84 
+ 7.13
+ 50 .36 
+97.71 
+11.05 
+ 9.38

+ 3.83 
+ 85 . 95 
+ 62 . 08 
+50.90 
+61.71

33. Rajasthan -34.92 - 5.40 +1.33 +35.70 +32.19

Included under Ganganagar. 
Included under Sawai Madhopur.

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Appendix-II

Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

Table 2.6 : FERTILIZER CONSUl'lPTION
AREA

PER HECTARE OF CROPPED
(Kgs.)

S .No . District Fertilizer Consumption
per ha of cropped area

1990-91 1997-93

1. 2 . 3 .

1 . Ajmer 11.16 23 . 64
2 . Alwar 20 . 23 44 .36
3 . Banswara 37 . 53 64 . 12
4 . Baran *1 97 .14
5 . Barmer 0 .29 1 . 82
6 . Bharatpur 30 . 93 62 . 71
7 . Bhilwara 26 .26 56.28
8 . Bikaner 0 . 34̂ * 15 . 97
9 . Bundi 58 . 23 89 .37
10 . Chittorgarh 54 .45 67 . 02
11 . Churu Neg. 0 . 89
12 . Dausa *2 67 . 19
13 . Dholpur 45 .15 68 . 16
11 . Dungarpur 10 . 53 26 . 96
15 . Ganganagar 54 . 91 88 . 98
16 . Hanumangarh *3 35 . 98
17 . Jaipur 18 . 14 31 . 22
18 . Jaisalmer Neg. . 4.37
19 . Jalore 6 . 24 17 . 64
20 . Jhalawar 18 . 86 68 . 71
21. Jhunjhunu 6 . 81 7 . 74
22 . Jodhpur 5 .19 15 . 82
23 . Karauli *4 -
24 . Kota 54 .27 158 . 15
25 . Nagaur 4 . 86 13 . 82
26 . Pali 19 .36 36 . 54
27 . Rajsamand *5 40 . 15
28 . S.Madhopur 30 . 91 67 . 18
29 . Sikar 6 .28 12 .44
30 . Sirohi 19 . 57 47 .41
31 . Tonk 9 .38 30 . 91
32 . Udaipur 18 . 07 51 . 02

33 . Raj asthan 19 . 13 35 .32

*1 Included under Kota
*2 Included under Jaipur
*3 Included under Ganganagar
*4 Included under Sav;ai Madhopur
*5 Included in Udaipur
Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Appendix-II
Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

Table 2.7: PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF NUMBER OF OPERATIONAL
HOLDINGS BY DISTRICTS 1995-96

District Number of Holdings Area of Operational Holdings

ha ha ha ha ha
1 0--L. 0 11.0-2 . 0 2.0--4 . 0 1 4 . 0--10 .0 1 10 . 0
1 ha 1ha ha 1 ha 1 ha-h

7 ,. 98 13 ., 01 21 ,. 77 33 ,. 32 23 .92
12 ,. 64 19 .. 44 27 ., 92 30 ,. 95 9 .05
14 ,.59 20 .,43 29 ., 91 27 ,. 79 7 .28
5 ,. 46 12 ,.33 24 ., 76 39 ,. 19 18 .26
0 ,. 15 0 .,66 3 ,,31 18 ,. 66 77 .22

13 ,. 22 17 ,,46 27 ., 75 34 .. 14 7 .43
9 ,. 80 18 .. 57 28 ., 92 31,, 42 11 .29

• 0-.. 0-7 • • 0*..44 • 3 ,, 53 • •27 ,, 49 • 68.•4 7*
7 ,. 32 15 ,,46 27 ,,27 36 .,38 13 .57
7 ,. 82 16 ., 85 27 ., 57 35 ,. 58 12 .18
0 ,. 10 0 ., 79 5-.,68 29 ,.22 64 .21
6 ,. 94 14 .,6T3 26 ., 31 35 ,, 92 16 .23

16 ,. 08 20 .. 65 28 ,, 82 27 ,,28 7 .17
16 ,.41 22 .. 32 32 .,31 22 ., 75 6 .21
0 .. 18 1 .. 43 7 ., 98 44 ,,69 45 .72
0 ,.67 3 .. 16 12 ,, 58 40 ..87 42 .72
4 .. 70 10 .. 81 23 .. 21 35 ,,47 25 .81
0 ,.31 0 ..80 2 ,, 17 17 .,20 79. 52
0 .. 79 3 .. 83 12 .. 82 33 ,, 98 48 .58
6 ,. 42 13 ..20 24 ,. 56 38 ., 98 16 .84
4 ,. 26 14 ..85 31 ,. 15 38 ., 77 10 .97
0 .. 47 1 ..87 6 ,. 93 24 ., 83 65 .90

4 ,, 63 11.. 21 23 .. 13 40 .. 98 20 .05
0 ,.81 3 .. 51 12 ,, 23 35 .. 98 47 .47
3 ,. 77 8 ., 54 15 .,66 28 ,,45 43 .58

12 ,. 90 18 ., 53 26 ,,31 29 .,60 12 .66
9 ,. 54 16 ,,45 26 .,28 34 ,, 12 13 .61
3 ,. 81 11,. 84 2 7-., 06 41 ,, 22 16 .07
7 ,. 06 13 .. 63 21 .,60 32 .,89 24 .82
3 ..89 8 .. 99 20 ., 78 40 ., 53 2 5 .81

13 ,. 84 21.. 53 28 ., 93 26 ,.48 9 .22

3 ,.67 7 ..37 14 ., 99 31 ., 14 42 .83

1. Ajmer 44.29
2. Alwar ' 46.44
3. Banswara 50.72
4. Baran 2 9.90
5. Barmer 3.9 0
6. Bharatpur 4 9.98
7. Bhilwara 39.33 
■8: Bikaner •1 .*3 0'

33 . 68
34 . 14 
1 . 52

34 .23 
52 . 77

9. Bundi
10.Chittor
11.Churu
12.Dausa
13.Dholpur
14.Dungarpur 5 6.57
15.Ganganagar 2.16
16.Hanumangarh6.8 5
17.Jaipur 28.95
18.Jaisalmer 5.73
19.Jalore 8.45 
2 0.Jhalawar 3 3.57 
21.Jhunjhunu 19.76
2 2.Jodhpur 
2 3.Karauli

7 . 34

20
24 
23 
23
5 

21 
26 
• 3
25
27 
4

25 
22 
21 
7 

12 
23 
7 

15 
2 3
28 
10

. 87 

. 91 

. 16 

. 70 

. 44 

. 44 

. 84 
•. 17 
. 65 
.27 
. 84 
. 34 
. 71 
. 26 
. 05 
. 96 
. 11 
. 06 
.21 
. 81 
. 53 
. 78

18 . 18 
17 . 91 
17 . 51
24 . 53 
13 . 62 
17 .28 
21.25 
12 . 42
23 . 59 
22 . 71 
17 . 95 
22 . 86 
16 .20 
16 . 13
19 . 36
25 .40
24 . 92 
9 . 55

27 . 05 
22 . 62 
30 . 91
20 . 81

•13 . 07 
9 . 66 
7 .61 

18 . 36 
34 . 24
10 .35
11 . 04 
■40 . 20
14 . 87
13 . 94 
42 . 03
14 . 90 
7 . 55 
5 .68

51 .39 
38 . 64 
18 . 13 
33 . 55
32 . 05 
16 . 92 
18 . 57
33 . 15

Included in Sawai Madhppur
24.Kota 27.37 23 . 23 24 . 68 20 . 63
2 5.Nagaur 10.28 13 . 89 24 . 97 33 .60
26.Pali 27 . 54 22 . 99 22 .30 18 . 00
2 7.Raj samand 52 . 17 22 . 09 15 .88 8 . 53
2 8.S.Madhopur43.22 23 . 9 9 19.02 11. 88
29.Sikar 20 . 52 25 . 23 29.39 21.32
30.Sirohi 35.45 25 . 34 20.68 14 . 43
31.Tonk 26 .31 21 . 15 24 . 43 22 .25
3 2.Udaipur 49 . 95 24 .67 16 . 94 7 . 48

Raj asthan 30 . 03 20.23 20 . 82 19 . 84

3 . 59 
1. 08 
0 . 70
3 . 51 

42 .80
0 . 95
1 . 54 

36 .-91-
2 . 21 
1. 94

33 . 66
2 .67 
0 . 77 
0 .36

20 . 04
16 . 15
4 . 89 

44 . 11 
17.24
3 . 08 
2 .23

27 . 92

4 . 09
17 . 26

17
33
89
54
10
86

0 . 96

9 . 08

Source; Revenue (Agriculture Census) Department, Rajasthan, Jaipur
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Appendix-II

Land Resources, Agriculture & Irrigation

Table 2.8 DISTRICTWISS DISTRIBUTION OF AVERAGE SIZE 
OF OPERATIONAL HOLDINGS

(Hectares)

s. I District 
No. I

Total

jAll Social groups |Scheduled Castes( Scheduled Tribes
------------------------------1----------------------------1-----------------------------
1990-91 1 1995-96 11990-91 |1995-96|1990-91 | 1995-96

1. Ajmer 2,
2. Alwar 1.
3. Banswara 1
4. Baran 2
5. Barmer 13
6. Bharatpur 1
7. Bhilwara 2
8. Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa 
13 . Dholpvxr 
14. Dungarpur 
15 . Gangariagar
16. Hanumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
1 9 .  Jalore
20. Jhalawar
21. Jhunj hunu
22. Jodhpur
23. Karauli®
24. Kota
25. Nagaur
26. Pali 
^ 7 . Rajsamand
2 8. S .Madhopur
2 9 .  Sikar
30. Sirohi
31. Tonk
3 2. Udaipur

17 
92 
7 6 
84 
77 
95 
12 

12 . 06 
2 .44 
2 . 43 

10 . 86
40
66
37
70

N.A.
3 . 32 

15 .44 
6 .24

72
07 
25 
09
08 
.31 
. 97 
, 72 
, 09 
.37 
. 81 
. 55 
.68

4 . 11

2 .33 
1.8 0 
1.63 
2 .81 

12 .44
1 . 76
2 . 05 

10 . 83
2 .42

31
56 
47
57 
37

7 . 32 
6 . 02 
3 . 09 

13 .10 
6 . 03
2 .61 
2 . 80 
8 . 73 
2 . 06

04
96
93
68
06
08
70
39

1. 62

1 . 72 
1.29 
0 . 94 
1.91 

10 . 64 
1.22 
1. 52 

10 .21
95 

,68 
.70 
. 64 
. 16

0 . 75 
5 . 70 
N.A. 
2 . 31 

11. 92 
4 . 59 
1. 78 
2 .27

91 
55 
07 
05 

2 . 53 
1.23 
1.55

43
38
59
07

1. 87 
1.24
0 . 89
1 . 93

70 
17 
49 
39 
85 

1 . 62 
7 . 58 w 
1 . 71 
1. 10 
0 . 73 
6 . 18

27
20

10 . 29 
4 . 47 
1. 73 
2 . 09 
6 . 56
1 . 57
2 . 01 
4 . 86

51 
17 
57 
28 
14
52 
06

2 . 08 
1 . 83
1 . 84
2 . 87 

10 . 70
1 . 95

73 
99
74 
02 
68
75 
75 
44 
53

N.A.
2 .89 

10 .10 
4 . 61

55 
27 
96 
39 
73 
19 
. 50 
.30 
.39

.2.47
84
60
52

3 . 9? 3 .29 3 .22 2 . 24

@ Refers to Sawai Madhopur of which it was a part.

Source: Revenue (Agriculture Census) Department, 
Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2 . 09 
1.69 
1. 71 
2 . 80 

10 .48 
1. 78

68
37
72
90
90
75
75
41 
20 
48
74
42
43 
47 
07
75 
.35 
.70 
. 78 
.60 
.31 
.35 
.26 
. 80 
.48 
.49

2 . 17
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Appendix-III
Food Security-

Table 3.1: Number of Fair Price Shops per lakh of Population 
and per Capita Off take of Wheat (June 1999)

s.
No .

District Number Allotment and Offtake (MT)

Rural I Urban I Total I Allotment Wheat|Total| Offtake Wheat

BPL I Others

I Offtake
-------------------------- I per
BPL I Other I Total I capita

I I I (Kg)

1 . 2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 . 9 . 10 . 11.

- 480 0 .28
- 587 0 .26
- 1420 1 . 23
-• . .141. •0.-17 •
- 330 0 .23
- 918 0 . 56
- 525 0 . 33
- 239 0.20

1 . 
2 .
3
4 .
5 .
6 . 
7 .

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran • •
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner

47 
37 
46 
•3 9-
54
37
40
53

56 
36 
51 
49- 
44
57 
38 
38

51
36
47
43
53
41
39
46

913 
784 

1420 
' 360 
823 
968 

1108 
378

1322 
840 

1670 
•3 6-0 
3316 
973 
712 
888

2235 
1624 
3090 
• 7-2 0-
4139
1941
1820
1266

480 
587 

1420 
• 141- 
330 
918 
525 
2^9

10 . Chittorgarh 37 45 38 866 866 1732 343 - 343 0 . 23
11 . Churu 40 49 43 640 1440 2080 628 - 628 0 . 41
12 . Dausa 42 50 43 475 475 950 - - - -
13 . Dholpur 39 22 36 447 499 946 361 - 361 0.48
14 . Dungarpur 54 70 55 907 1^82 2289 857 - 857 0 . 98
15 . Ganganagar 32 56 37 448 494 942 306 5 311 0 .20
16 . Hunumangarh® 32 56 37 338 438 776 226 - 226 0 .20
17 . Jaipur 39 43 41 776 900 1676 236 - 236 0. 06
18 . Jaisalmer 73 44 68 188 2073 2261 138 - 138 0.40
19 . Jalore 40 59 42 400 1550 1950 220 - 220 0 .19
20 . Jhalawar 48 50 48 590 590 1180 270 270 0 .28
21 . Jhunj hunu 43 46 44 558 558 1116 340 - 340 0 . 21
22 . Jodhpur 50 48 49 600 1614 2214 406 20 426 0 .20
23 . Karauli@@ 40 51 42 501 500 1001 255 - 255 0 . 34
24 . Kota 36 33 34 354 118 472 31 - 31 0 . 03
25 . Nagaur 38 46 39 1026 1126 2152 845 - 845 0 .39
26 . Pali 45 42 44 812 1512 2324 675 675 0 .45
27 . Raj samand 44 47 44 495 495 990 390 - 390 0 .47
28 . S .Madhopur 40 51 42 531 532 1063 350 - 350 0 . 34
29 . Sikar 36 48 38 708 758 1466 305 - 305 0 . 17
30 . Sirohi 52 45 51 350 1432 1782 220 - 220 0 . 34
31 . Tonk 42 74 44 438 541 979 130 - 130 0 . 13
32 . Udaipur 51 32 51 1700 2458 4158 1804 40 1844 0 .89

Rajasthan 42 45 43 21360 32680 54040 13976 65 14041 0.31

@ Information relates to Ganganagar
@ @ Information relates to Sawai Madhopur

Source: Food Department, Rajasthan.
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Income and Expenditure
Table 4.1 ;Sectoral Distribution of District Income - 1991-9^

s .
No .

District Pel'
Capita 
(Rs. )

Percentage Distribution

Agriculture 
& Allied

Mining
and
Manufac
turing

Transport
and
Communi
cation

Other
Services

1 . Ajmer 4400 26 . 68 27 . 07 25 . 90 20 . 35
2 . Alwar 5269 41.18 31.49 14 . 70 12 . 63
3 . Banswara 3739 48 . 80 22 .32 10.78 18 . 10
4 . Baran 6415 44 . 81 25 .32 17 . 25 12 . 62
5 . Barmer 2824 41.61 16 .48 24 . 08 17 . 83
6 . Bharatpur 3976 51.35 13 . 13 18 .44 17 . 08
7 . Bhilwara 4391 45 . 88 24 . 78 13 . 95 15 .39
8 . Bikaner 4399 36.28 15 .42 27 . 65 20 . 65
9 . Bundi 5508 61. 71 12 , 05 12 . 66 13 . 58
10 . Chittorgarh 5806 57 . 64 17 . 04 13 . 19 12 . 13
11 . Churu 3175 36 . 66 11 .43 w33.09 18 . 82
12 . Dausa 4113 43.53 23 . 80 18 . 10 14 . 57
13 . Dholpur 3404 51.48 10 . 53 20 . 98 17 . 01
14 . Dungarpur 2735 43 . 04 17 .36 14.35 25 .25
15 . Ganganagar 7386 62 . 13 8 . 63 18.8 5 10 .39
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 4794 2 9.70 31. 71 19 .32 19 .27
18 . Jaisalmer 3576 35 . 51 14 . 68 2 0 . 03 29 . 78
19 . Jalore 3825 61 . 57 9 . 81 16 . 79 11 . 83
20 . Jhalawar 4181 58 . 12 13 . 08 13 . 07 15 . 73
21 . Jhunj hunu 3467 29 . 04 29 . 57 22 . 55 18 . 84
22 . Jodhpur ' 3982 28 . 01 23 . 34 27 .12 21 . 53
2 3 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 5925 42 . 87 25 . 68 16 . 11 15 . 34
25 . Nagaur 4134 45 .41 22 . 99 19 .38 12 . 22
26 . Pali 4496 44 .43 18 . 88 22 .46 14 .23
27 Raj samand 5125 35 . 03 31.09 18 .35 15 . 53
28 . Sav/Eii Madhopur 4 53 8 6 0 .16 9 . 65 16 . 65 13 . 54
29 . Sikar 2996 38.48 15 . 07 28 .31 18 . 14
30 . Sirohi 4556 42 . 59 16 .32 23 . 53 17 . 56
31 . Tonk 4711 55 . 56 11 . 52 16 . 57 16 . 35
32 . Udaipur 4038 37 . 60 27 . 83 16 . 67 17 . 90

Total Rajasthan 4497 44.49 20.38 19 . 22 15 . 91

Mining & Manufacturing include Mining Manufacturing,Construction Electricity 
Gas & Water supply.

Transport & Communication Include: Railways, other Transport & Storage
Communications, Trade Hotels etc.

Other Services include : Banking Insurance, Real estate. Dwelling 
Public Administration & Other Services.

S o u r c e :  D i r e c t o r a t e  o f  E c o n o m i c s  & S t a t i s t i c s ,  G o v t . o f  R a j a s t h a n .
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Appendix-V
Poverty-

Table 5.1 ; Percentage distribution of SC/ST households 
below poverty line to total households below 
poverty line

s .

No .
District Rural* Urban*-

S C s T 1 OBC 1Others 1 S c 1 S T 1 OBC 1Others

6., 36 53 ..68 14 .43 35 ., 97 3 .. 81 25 . 55 34 .67
8 .,24 26 .. 76 30 .57 39 ., 80 4 ,.30 28 . 91 26 .99

87 ., 90 2 .. 89 3 .98 19 ,. 77 26 ,. 44 17 . 83 35 .96
28 ., 84 34 .. 60 8 .25 33 .,35 5 ,. 10 38 .40 23 .15
11., 51 21..30 41. 64 31 ,.68 7 ,. 46 41 .45 19 .41
2 ..89 27 ., 04 32 .57 43 .. 88 2 . 11 33 . 79 20 .22

20 ., 76 42 .. 06 11. 14 30 .. 92 9,. 95 27 .27 31 .86
* 1*..1*1 ■- 1-9 ..27* 44*. 81 • 31..48 • •1 ,..93 •24.. 94 . 41 .65,
22 .. 75 38 ,. 74 9 .00 32 ..45 6 . 02 38 . 34 23 .19
36 ,, 03 27 .. 51 15 .14 21.. 94 6 ,. 55 31 .30 40 .21
0 ., 63 17 .. 91 33 .72 29.. 08 2 ,.23 33 . 53 35 .16

24 .. 34 32 ,.26 11. 22 28 ,. 5 .36 26 . 26 39 .44
5 .. 85 44 ., 77 18 .15 29 .. 69 0 ,.22 29 . 94 40 .15

81,.60 4 ..89 7 .95 15 ., 58 23 .36 13 . 10 47 .96
0 ,. 16 20 ., 00 15 .24 44 .. 87 6 . 62 20 .30 28 .21
0 ..40 22 ..89 23 .65 21 .. 25 4 ,.27 24 . 01 50 .47

14 .. 90 33 .. 76 21. 48 29 .. 82 3 . 99 27 . 43 38 .76
8 .. 52 17 ,.86 55 .95 14 .. 94 7 . 94 38 . 03 39 .09

15 ..88 30 ,. 12 21 .40 45 ,. 56 11 . 18 27 .  12 16 .14
17 ,. 52 32 ,. 74 20 . 38 19 ,, 80 7 .70 32 .  75 39 . 75
4 ,. 10 29 .48 24 . 06 28 ,. 14 1 .43 41 . 46 28 .97

10 ,.30 2 1 ,. 86 37 . 64 30 .. 04 6 .  72 34 .  04 29 . 20
24 ,.27 27 . 90 17 . 27 31,. 70 2 . 91 27 . 91 37 . 48
13 .00 41 .41 10 ., 91 3 1 ,. 99 5 .  72 26 .  53 35 . 76
0 . 52 23 . 95 26 . 53 29 ,. 74 0 . 74 29 . 57 39 . 95

16 . 21 37 .23 11.. 72 33 . 98 12 .  94 32 .  77 20 . 31
26 .49 41 .  50 14 ..69 20 . 90 18 . 00 35 .49 25 .61
18 .65 36 .65 15 ., 17 35 . 54 0 .  66 26 .66 37. 14
5 .  75 24 .37 26 ., 73 26 . 10 3 .35 33 . 87 36 .68

49 . 75 16 . 34 5 .. 69 37 .  25 21 .  24 21 .  44 20 . 07
19 .  79 35 .36 15 .. 12 26 . 42 2 .37 36 .53 34 .68
70 .67 10 . 05 13 .. 19 20 .  54 14 .60 23 .22 4 1 .,64

31 .  52 24 .  79 18 .. 06 30 .  09 5 .  16 30 .33 34 ., 42

1. Ajmer 25.53
2. Alwar 34.43
3. Banswara 5.2 3
4. Baran 28.31
5. Barmer 25.55
6. Bharatpur 3 7.50
7. Bhilwara 26.04
8‘. * ' Blk&nfer- • • * 34 .*8r
9. Bundi 2 9.51
10. Chittorgarh 21.32
11. Churu 47.74
12. Dausa 32.18
13. Dholpur 31.23
14. Dungarpur 5.56
15. Ganganagar 64.60
16. Hanumangarh 5 3.06
17. Jaipur 29.86
18. Jaisalmer 17.67
19. Jalore 32.60
20. Jhalawar 2 9.36
21. Jhunj hunu 42.36
22. Jodhpur 3 0.20
23. Karauli 30.56
24. Kota 34.68
25. Nagaur 4 9.00
26. Pali 34.84
27. Rajsamand 17.32
28. Sawai Madhopur 29.53
29. Sikar 43.15
30. Sirohi 28.22
31. Tonk 29.73
32. Udaipur 6.0 9'

Total Rajasthan 25 . 63

* Source: Special Schemes Organisation, Rajasthan.
** Source: Director, Local Bodies, Rajasthan.
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Appendix-VI
Employment

Ta':le 6,1: DISTRICT AND SEXWISE WORK PARTICIPATION RATE OF TOTAL 
ivQRKERS, KAIN WORKERS, MARGIN-iL WORKERS (19 91)

(Percentage)
s. I District 
No. 1

1 .

2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 . 
11. 
12 .
13 .
14 .
15 .
16 . 
17. 
18 . 
1.9. 
20 , 
21 , 
22 ,
23
24
25
26
27
28 
29 
3 0

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Bai'an
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dliolpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhalawar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Kota
Nagaur
Pali’
Raj samand
S .Madhopur
Sikar
Sir'ohi
Tonk
Udaipur
RAJASTHAN

Main+Marginal

T O T A L  W O R K E R S .

I Main Workers I Marginal Workers

Persons! Male I Female Personsj Male jFemale |Personsj MalejFemale

39 . 62 
40.37 
46 . 39
39 . 46 
44 .39
34 .78 
46 . 72
35 . 84
40 . 17 
49 . 03
38 . 57 
37.70 
29 . 58 
44 . 56 
37.24 
33 .41
36 . 85
41 . 25 
43 .69
33 . 42 
36 .49
34 . 04
39 . 74 
38 . 14
42 . 97 
38 . 55 
31.65 
38 .39 
41 . 53
43 .41 
38 . 87

50 . 41 
47. 76 
51. 88
50 .30 
51. 52
45 .77 
56 . 12
49 . 09
51 . 73 
55 . 97 
47 . 21
46 .31
47 . 86 
51. 32
52 .45
46 . 91
50 . 08 
50 .37 
54 . 13 
42 . 75
47 . 95
48 . 72 
48 .21 
48 .27
53 . 53 
47 . 34 
42 . 92 
50.34 
50 . 23 
52 . 96 
49.30

27 . 88 
31. 97 
40.73 
27.37 
36 .39 
21. 56
36 . 78 
2 0.87 
27 . 17 
41 . 73 
29.35 
27 . 96
6 . 60

37 . 97 
19 . 91
18 .27 
20.45 
31. 56 
32 . 61 
23 .41 
23 .63 
17 .39 
30 . 74
27 . 55 
32 . 31
28 . 25
19 . 74 
25 .80
32 . 12
33 . 41 
27 . 40

35 . 78 
30.38
32 .50
33 . 07
33 . 57 
27 . 05 
40 .38 
29.88
34 .21 
41.45 
30 . 00 
30 . 70
27.48 
30 . 25 
30 . 15
29 . 83
29.48 
31. 99 
38 . 25
24 . 11 
30.68 
30.30 
33.43 
31.53 
34 .31
30 . 36
25 . 07 
31.25 
35.87 
32 . 50 
31. 62

49 . 84 
46 . 51
50 . 61 
42.60 
50 . 18
45 . 32 
55 . 51 
48 . 29 
51. 06 
55 .29
46 .27
45 . 77
47 . 59
50 . 09 
51. 96
46 . 51
48 . 32
49 . 14 
53 . 59 
41.32
47 . 26
48 . 34 
47.40
47 . 67 
52 . 71 
46 . 64 
42 . 12 
49.34
49 . 66
51 . 96
48 . 53

20 . 48
12 . 05
13 . 82
14 .63
14 . 92
5 . 08 

24 .37
9-08,

15 .25 
26 ; 87
12 . 63
13 . 66 
2 . 19

10 .31 
5.30

11 . 12
6 . 13

13 . 77
21 . 53
6 .24 

12 . 07
9 . 84 

18 . 60
14 .65
15 . 74 
11.30
7 . 04 

12 .19 
20 . 94
12 . 14
13 . 04

3 . 84 
9. 99

13 .89
6 .39 

10 . 82
7 . 73
6 . 34 
5 . 96 
5 . 96
7 . 58
8 . 57 
7 . 00 
2 . 10

14 . 41 
7 . 09 
3 . 58 
7 .37
9 .26

44 
01 
81 
74 
31 
61 

8 . 66 
8 . 19
6 . 58
7 . 14 
5 . 66

10 . 91 
7 .25

0 . 57 
1.25 
1. 27 
0 . 70 
1. 34 
0.45 
0 . 61 
0 .80 
0 . 67 
0 . 68 
0 . 94 
0 . 54
0 . 27
1 . 23 
0 .49 
0 . 40

76
23

0 . 54 
1.43 
0 .69 
0 . 38 
0 . 81 
0 .60 
0 . 82
0 . 70 
0 . 80
1 . 00 
0 . 57 
1 . 00 
0 . 77

7 .40 
3.9 . 92 
26 . 91 
12 . 74® 
21. 74 
16 .48 
12 . 41 
11. 79 
11 . 92 
14 . 8 6
16 . 72 
14 .30
4.41 

2 7.66 
14 .61 
7 . 15 

14 . 32
17 .79
10 . 78 
17.17
11 . 56 
7.55

12 .14 
12 . 90 
16 . 57 
16 . 95
12 . 70
13 .61 
11. 18 
21. 27 
14.36

Source; CensuG Report, Rajasthan.
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Table 6.2 Distribution of Main Workers by Industrial
Category Groups Males (1981 & 1991)

1 . 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 . 
7 .

9 .
10 
11 
12
13
14
15

22
23
24
25
26

29
30
31
32

(Percentage)

Aj mer 
Alwar 
Banswara 
Baran 
Barmer 
Bharatpur 
Bhilwara 
■Bikan-e;]f • • 
Bundi
Chittorgarh 
Churu 
Dausa 
Dholpur 
Dungarpur 
Ganganagar

16. Hanumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
19. Jalore
2 0. Jhalawar 
21. Jhunjhunu 

Jodhpur 
Karauli 
Kota 
Nagaur 
Pali

27. Rajsamand
28. "S.Madhopur 

Sikar 
Sirohi 
Tonk 
Udaipur

51.78 17.89 28.88
73 . 36 9 . 80 16 . 83
82.49 7.73 9.78
Included in Kota
84 . 63
76 . 66
77 . 83 
58-.44 
75 . 87 
77 . 34 
74 . 76

9 .27 
14 . 93
12 .45 
2 9*. 1-2
13 .45 
13 .44 
16 . 65

49 . 66 
68 . 75 
84 . 70

81 . 43 
71 . 52
71 . 91 
58*. 93 
76 . 52 
76 . 63
72 . 54

80 . 34 
80.46 
71.35
47 . 32
63 . 34
82 . 05 
80 . 19
64 . 63 
57 . 58

Included in Sawai Madhopur 
59.78 16.49 23.72 58.95
76.47 ‘10.68 11.88 72.07
67.90 15.60 15.90 65.36
Included in Uaipur 
76.00 8.94 15.06
66.15 14.43 19.42
65.27 12.54 22.19

6 . 10 
8.41 
9 . 74 

1*2 t 44 
10 . 68 
9 .20 
8 .58

Included in Jaipur 
Part of Bharatpur 
83.25 5.52 11.24
73.78 9.05 17.16
Included in Ganganagar 
51.68 19.98 28.34
75.38 7.65 16.97

7 . 11
8 . 07 

13 .48 
12 . 82

82 . 74 
80 . 53 
67 . 27 
63 . 23

10 . 16 
11.40 
19 . 24 
23 . 95

73 . 87 
73 . 44

11 . 54 
9 . 99

14 . 60 
16 . 58

74 . 43 
61. 94 
62 . 56 
70 . 80 
69 . 60

6.69 
8 . 50

12 . 44
13 :51 

8 . 02 
8 . 16 
8 . 51

«
5 . 12
5 . 69 
7 . 89

19 . 52 
10 . 64
6 .45
6 . 52 

10 . 84 
13 . 63

13 . 98 
10 . 14
14 . 73

7 .60 
14 ,29 
12 . 90 
10 . 52 
10 . 77

11 . 88
19 . 92 
15 . 65 
2 7 •. 5-6 
15 .46 
15 . 21
18 . 95

14 . 54 
13 . 85
20 . 76
33 . 16 
26 . 02 
11 . 50 
13 .29 
24 . 54 
28 . 79

27 . 07 
17 . 79
19 . 71

17 . 97
23 . 77
24 . 54
18 . 69 
19.63

Total Rajasthan 70.33 11.68 17.99 67.27 11.31 21.42

Source: Census Reports.
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able o . 2 (Contd.) Di!?tribution of Main Workers by
Incustrial Category Groups Females

(1981 & 1991)
(Percentage)

1 .  A^mer
2. Alwar
3. Banowara
4. Bars.n
5. Barrier
6. Bharatpur
7. Bhilwara
8. Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
16. Hanumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
19. Jalore
20. Jhalav/ar
21. Jhunjhunu
22. Jodhpur 
2 3. Karauli 
24. Kota
2 5. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand
28. S.Madhopur
29. Sikar
3 0. Sirohi 
31. Tonk
3 2. Udaipur

Total Rajasthan

84.56 8.86
82.36 6.27
83.44 7.93
Included in Kota 
92.81 4.38
70.45 11.10
94.05 3.43
67.49 15.80
8 6.33 6.43
91.48 5.44
93.47 2.89
Included in Jaipur 
Part of Bharatpur 
90.25 3.94 5.81
74.89 11.07 14,04
Included in Ganganagar
79 .28 
69 .40 
91.26 
93 .19 
88 . 53 
86 . 63

8 . 18 
20 . 05 
3 .35
3 . 56 
6 .35
4 .23

12 . 54 
10.55 
5 .39 
3 .25 
5 . 12 
9 . 14

84 .66 
91. 86
92 .29

95 . 17
82 .30
93 . 85 
79 . 90 
90 . 75 
95 . 02
94 . 77

77 . 93 
90 . 32
83 . 34

81.15 
74 . 83
95 . 01 
95 . 00 
89 . 01 
87 . 16

Included in Sawai Madhopur 
71.25 13.84 14.91 80.23
95.05 2.93 2.01
89 . 96 . 71 4 . 33
Included in Udaipur 
87.60 5.63 6.77
85.09 8.56 6.35
79.57 7.70 12.73
8^ .71 ..8.32 3.96
83.52 6.70 9.78

95 . 93 
91. 63

92 .41
89 . 02
86 .41
90 . 10
87 . 16

5 . 04 
2 . 63
5 . 65

6 .38 
14 .76
2 . 42
0 . 99
3 . 96 
3 .41

7 . 83
1 . 87 
3 . 99

3 '. 57
5 . 99
4 .48
6 .30 
3 . 87

8 6 . 6 6 6 . 42 6.92 89.47 3 . 99

17 . 03 
7 . 05 

11 . 01

12 .47 
10 .41
2 . 57
3 . 01
7 . 03 
9.43

13 . 04 
2 . 20
4 .38

4 . 02 
4 . 99 
9 . 11 
3 . 60
8 . 97

6 . 54

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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Table 6.2 (Contd.) Distribution of Main Workers by Industrial
Category Groups Persons

(1981 & 1991)

(Percentage)

s . District 1981 1991
No.

Primary Secon Terti Primary Secon Terti
dary ary dary ary

1 . Ajmer 61.12 15 . 61 23 .27 59.25 15 . 07 25 . 68
2 . Alwar 74 . 06 9 . 53 16 .41 73 . 04 9 .19 17 . 77
3 . Banswara 82 .59 7 . 76 9 . 65 86 .28 4 .18 9 . 54
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 85 . 67 "5.88 8 .45 84 .31 5 . 78 9 . 91
6’. * fehafatpuf ‘ 76‘.37 * * 8.*53 * 1‘5 .*10 * 72:4 9 * * 8.*21 • 1*9 .*3 0
7 . Bhilwara 81. 67 8 . 24 10 . 09 78 .35 9 . 51 12 . 14
8 . Bikaner 59 .30 12 . 76 27 . 94 61. 92 12 . 66 25 .42
9 . Bundi 77 . 59 9 . 98 12 .43 79 . 51 7 . 13 13 .36
10 . Chittorgarh 80 . 76 8 .29 10 . 95 82 . 42 6.22 11.36
11 . Churu 77 . 76 7 . 67 14 . 57 77 . 07 7 . 13 15 .80
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur Part of Bharatpur 8 0.26 5 . 11 14 . 63
14 . Dungarpur 84 . 16 5 .31 10 . 53 82 . 13 5 . 18 12 . 69
15 . Ganganagar 73 . 84 9 . 14 17 . 02 72 .33 7.71 19 . 96
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 55 . 57 18 .32 26 . 11 53 . 54 17 . 10 29 .36
18 . Jaisalmer 75 . 07 8 .30 16 . 63 64 .41 11 . 03 24 .56
19 . Jalore 83 . 64 6 . 70 9 . 66 84 . 76 5 . 61 9 . 63
20 . Jhalawar 83 .43 7 . 03 9 . 53 84 . 19 5 .29 10 . 52
21 . Jhunj hunu 70 .30 12 .48 17 .22 67 . 64 9 . 99 22 .37
22 . Jodhpur 66 .79 11 . 52 21 . 69 63 . 06 11 . 74 25 .20
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 61.26 16 . 15 22 . 59 62 . 51 12.89 24 .60
25 . Nagaur 80 . 78 8 . 88 10 .34 78 . 51 7 . 92 13 . 57
26 . Pali 72 .68 13 .68 13 . 64 71.49 12 .29 16 . 22
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 77 .15 8 . 61 14 . 24 77 .48 6 . 91 15 . 61
29 . Sikar 67 . 98 13 .86 18 . 16 65 . 63 13 . 17 21. 20
30 . Sirohi 67 .32 11 . 84 20 . 84 67 . 08 11 .31 21 . 61
31 . Tonk 76 . 65 10 . 89 12 .46 76 . 22 9 . 33 14 .45
32 . Udaipur 74 . 75 9.56 15.69 73 . 04 9 .42 17 . 54

Total Rajasthan 73 . 57 10 . 88 15.55 71 . 66 9 . 87 18 .47

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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able 6.3 : DiGtribution of Main Workers by Sex and Industrial
Category (19 91)

s .

No .

9 .
10 . 
11 . 
1 2  .

13 .
14 .
15 .
16 . 
17 .

20  
21 
2 2
23
24
25
26 
2 7

District Cultivators [Agriculture Labourer|Livestock Forestry
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------j ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1 --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Persons i Males|Female j Persons|Males|Female 1 Persons|Males|Female

1 .

1. Ajmer
2 . A1 v-'ar
3 . Bansv/ara
4. Barmer
5. Bharatpur
6. Bhilwara
7. Bikaner
8. Bundi 

Ch:i ttorgaj.'h 
Chu ru 
Dholpur 
Dunga3:pur 
Ganganagar 
Jaipur 
Ja.-' 3aimer 
Jalore 
Jhalav/ar

18. Jlrunjhunu 
19 . JoChptir 

Kota 
Nagaur 
Pali
S .Madhopur 
Sikar 
Sirohi 
Tonk 
Udaipur

Total Rajasthan

2 . 3 . 4 . 5 . 6 . 7 . 9 . 10 .

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.

45 .13 38 .79 61. 94 10 .28 6 ., 92 19. 17 3 ., 44 3 .48 3 ., 32
63 .87 59 .,87 81;,44 7 .56 7 ., 04 9., 82 1., 07 1 .21 0 .,45
75 ., 58 78 .,21 65 .. 65 7 .36 4 .. 93 26 ., 11 1 ,. 19 1 .40 0 ,,38
7 9 ., 18 76 ., 66 88 .,67 3 .65 3 .,40 4 .64 1 ,, 32 1 .18 1 .,85
60 ., 86 61., 08 58 .. 55 9 .79 8 .. 54 23 .,21 1 .. 08 1 .14 0 ., 41
65 .. 99 61..20 77 .. 53 8 ., 06 5 .. 90 13 .,28 2 .. 90 2 .99 2 .. 66
53 ..69 50 ,. 84 70 .. 83 5 ., 51 5 .. 27 6 ., 99 2 .. 15 2 .25 1.,52
60 .. 01 59 ..77 60 ,. 91 12 ..43 9 ..23 24 ,.47 3 ..33 3 ., 72 1.,87
70 .. 06 66 ,. 75 77 .. 26 9., 71 6 ,. 64 16 ,.37 1,, 32 1 .,49 0 .. 97
71 ..41 66 ..67 89 ,. 95 4 .. 62 4 ,. 71 4 ,. 24 0 .. 92 1 ., 02 0 .. 54
71 ,.26 71 ,.85 55 ,. 08 6 .. 53 5 ,. 96 22 .. 14 -'0 ,. 55 0 ., 55 0 ,.59
66 .. 92 71..43 44 ,. 92 13 .. 66 7 ..45 43 ,. 96 0 .. 72 0 ., 77 0 .. 50
52 ,.35 51 ,. 92 57 ,. 12 18 ..27 17 ,. 63 25 ..46 1 ,.68 1 .. 76 0 .. 7 6
45 ,. 64 40 .. 23 69 ,. 62 5 ..87 4 .. 95 9 .. 91 1 .. 58 1 ., 64 1,. 33
46 .. 18 45 .. 58 52 .. 11 8 .,28 7 .. 85 1 2  .. 42 8 ..28 8 .5 0 6 .. 08
60 ,. 72 68 ,.57 69 .28 13 ..63 10 ,, 74 24 ,.58 2 ,,27 2 ,. 58 1 .. 11
63 ,. 03 64 ,.29 59 .59 19 .. 19 13 ,.47 34 ,.68 1 ,. 17 1 .. 52 0 ,. 23
55 ,.51 51 ,. 82 81 . 79 8 .. 77 9 ,. 05 6 .. 74 0 ,. 74 0 ,. 80 0 ..33
53 ,.36 48 .88 73 . 06 6 ..82 5 ,.45 12 ., 84 1 ,. 24 1 ,.33 0 ,. 82
40 ,. 84 41,. 76 3 6 .49 16 ,.30 11 .83 38 ,. 19 2 . 05 2 ..31 0 ,. 86
68 .46 62 .49 84 .60 8 .. 10 7 .21 10 ,. 50 1 ,. 03 1 .. 17 0 ,.65
49 .39 47 . 93 54 .39 17 ,.49 12 .37 34 ,. 84 4 . 19 4 ..65 1 . 95
6 6 . 18 64 . 66 73 . 66 8 ,.36 6 .40 17 ,. 92 1 .28 1 ,.38 0 . 77
57 .36 53 .60 81 . 18 6 . 99 6 . 96 7 ,. 16 1 . 02 1 ,. 08 0 .65
40 . 16 41 . 64 3 3". 87 21 . 03 14 . 54 48 . 71 5 . 24 5 . 73 3 . 17
59 . 93 57 . 19 66 . 95 12 . 07 8 . 84 20 . 3 5 4 . 06 4 . 57 2 . 74
59 .48 58 . 96 61 .63 10 . 22 7 . 02 23 .34 1 . 14 1 . 12 1 .23

58 . 83 56 . 22 69 . 34 10 . 00 7 . 99 18 .23 1 .80 1 . 92 1 . 34

Contd..2
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Table 6.3 (Contd.) ;Distribution of Main Workers by Sex and
Industrial Category (1991)

(Percentage)
S .
No.

District Mining & Quarrying

Persons Males Female

Total Primary

Persons Males Female

1 . 1 1 . 12 . 13 . 14 . 15 . 16 .

1. Ajmer
2. Alwar
3. Banswara
4. Barmer
5 *Bliara*tpur
6. Bhilwara
7. Bikaner
8. Bundi
9. Chittorgarh
10. Churu
11. Dholpur
12. Dungarpur
13. Ganganagar
14. Jaipur
15. Jaisalmer
16. Jalore
17. Jhalawar
18. Jhunjhunu
19. Jodhpur
20. Kota
21. Nagaur
22. Pali
23. S.Madhopur
24. Sikar
25. Sirohi
26. Tonk
27. Udaipur

0 .40 
0 . 54
0 .15 
0 .16 
*0 .*7 6
1 .40
0 . 57 
3 . 74 
1.33 
0 . 12
1 . 92 
0 . 83 
0 . 03
0 .45
1 . 67
0 . 14 
0 . 80
2 . 62
1 . 64 
3 .32 
0 . 92 
0 .42 
1 . 6 6  
0 .26 
0 . 65 
0 . 16 
2 . 2 0

0.47
0.63 
0 . 16 
0 . 19 
'0 ; 8 2
1. 82
0 . 57 
3 . 80
1 . 75
0 . 14
1 . 98 
0 . 81 
0 . 04
0 . 50
1 .41 
0 . 16
0 . 91
2 . 96 
1. 92
3 . 05
1 .20 
0.41 
1.99 
0 .30 
0 . 65 
0 . 2 0  
2 . 50

0 . 23 
0 . 15 
0 .15 
0 . 01 
' 0 *. 13 
0 .38 
0 . 56
3 . 50 
0 .42 
0 . 04 
0 . 15 
0 . 94 
Neg. 
0 .26
4 . 22 
0 . 04 
0 .50 
0 . 15 
0 . 44 
4 .59 
0 . 18 
0 .45 
0.06 
0 . 03 
0 . 6 6  
0 . 06 
0 . 96

59 .25 
73 . 04 
86 .28 
84 .31 
72 .*4 9
78 .35 
61. 92
79 . 51 
82 .42
77 . 07
80 . 26 
82 . 13
72 .33 
53 . 54
64 .41 
84 . 76 
84 . 19 
67 . 64 
63 . 06 
62 . 51
78 . 51 
71 .49 
77.48
65 . 63 
67 . 08 
76 . 22
73 . 04

49 . 66 
68.75 
84 . 70
81 .43 
7“1 .*52
71 . 91 
58 . 93 
76 . 52 
7&. 63
72 . 54 
80 .34 
80 .46
71 .35 
47 .32
63 . 34
82 . 05 
80 . 19
64 . 63
57 . 58
58 . 95
72 . 07 
65.36 
74 .43
61 . 94
62 . 56 
70 . 80 
69 . 60

84 . 66 
91. 86
92 .29 
95 . 17
8 2 :30
93 . 85
79 . 90 
90 . 75 
95 . 02
94 . 77 
77 . 93
90 .32
83 . 34 
81 . 12 
74 . 83
95 . 01 
95 . 00 
89 . 01 
87 . 16
80 . 23 
95 . 93
91 . 63
92 .41
89 . 02 
86.41
90 .10 
87 . 16

Total Rajasthan 1.03 1.14 0.56 71.66 67.27 89.47

Neg.= Negligible
Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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(Percentage)

Table 6,3 /Coiitd.): Distribution of Main Workers by Sex and
Industrial Category (19 91)

s. jDî ’trict 
Nc , I

Household |Other than House] Construction
Industry jhold Industry |

Total
Secondary

M F 1 P F' P M

1 . 17 18 19 21 22 24 25 2 6 27 3

1 .

2 .
3 .
4 .

S . 
3 .

12
13
1 A

18

2 0
21
22
23
24
25 
2 6 
2 7

Ajv -r 
A1 ./ar 
Bar.swara 
Ba mer 
Bh-ratpur 
Bl' ' lv7ara 
Bi’ "iner 
B'.- ii
Cl' ttorgarh 
Ch aru 
Dl;: Ipvir 
Dungarpur 
Ganganagar 
Ja T pur 
J- sal.mer 
Ĵ ' ûore 
Jhalawar 
Jhunj hunu 
Jodhpur 
Kota 
Nagaur 
Pali
S.MaAhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

Total Rr-- j as t han

16 
7 7 
25 
54
4 8 
81 
97 
09
5 0 
70 
02 
5 7

1.20 
3 . 26 
2 . 12 
2 . 66
1 .39
2 . 61

11
26
36
16

1.33 
3 .28 
2 . 70 
2 . 54 
1 . 61

2 . 18 
1 . 84 
1 .27
1 . 58 
1.39
2 . 07 
1. 84 
1.16 
1.6 9 
1.85
0 . 94
1 . 5 6  
1 . 18

35
94
92
50
65
20

1. 07
2 .78
3 . 48 
1.37 
3 .20 
2 . 83 
2 . 91 
1. 61

1 . 46
2 . 86  
3 .85 
1 .66 
0 . 09 
2 .35

69 
16 
22 
0 7

2.08 10 
1 . 42 5
1 . 19
1 . 41
2 .38 
1 . 22 
2 . 74 
0 . 82

08 
07 
30 
57

08 12.47 
72 6.76

1.15 
3 . 78 
2 . 11 
1 . 61 
1 . 63

83
17
58
31
69
42
22
21
60
2 9
02

2 .23
3 . 80
4 .80 
8 . 57
5 . 98 
4 . 96 
4 . 44

3 . 75
1 . 15 
0 . 32 
0 . 79
2 .21

85
93
38

89
55
6 7
16

0 .60
0 . 55
1 .25 
0 . 45

79 11.47 
88 2.71

38
36
49

90
90
04
18
38
76
84
42
97
50
22
60

2 . 33
3 . 73
4 .41
7 .33 
9 .27
4 . 98
8 .46 
3 . 71
5 . 44
6 . 52
5 . 63
6 .67

0 .29 
0 . 6 8  
1.41
1 . 15 
4 . 24
0 .44 
1.32
2 . 01
1 . 96 
1.13 
4 . 17 
1 . 21

83 
70 
10 
07 
15 
39 
00 
62 
50 
22 
49 
32 1 
49 1 
05 4 
03 5

1. 05 1
00 
34 
45 
25 

1.80 2 
2 . 2 9 2  

16 
92 
11 
57 
21

59 0.84 
04 0.23
28 0.40 
31 0.14 
31 0.47 
80 0.38
69 0.87 
90 0.60 
03^*0 . 33
77 0.06 
53 0.49 
46 0.61 
55 0.81
70 1.19 
99 6.42 
20 0.47
29 0 . 2 2
78 0.20 
10 0.57
64 1.43 
38 0.21
79 0.60 
52 0.41
65 0.25 
55 1.24 
98 0.52 
49 1.03

15 . 07 
9 . 19
4 . 18
5 . 78 
8 .21 
9 . 51

12 . 66 
7 . 13
6 . 22  
7 . 13 
5 . 11 
5 . 18 
7 . 71

17 . 10 
11. 03 
5 . 61

29 
, 99

11 . 74
12 .89 
7 . 92

12 .29 
6 . 91

13 . 17 
11 .31
9 . 33 
9 . 42

18 .21 
10 .64 
4.73
6 .69 
8 . 50

12 . 44
13 . 51 

8 . 02  
8 . 16 
8 . 51 
5 . 12
5 .69
7 . 89 

19 . 52 
10 . 64
6 .45
6 . 52 

10 . 84 
13 .63
13 . 98 
10 . 14
14 . 73
7 .60 

14 . 29 
12 . 90 
10 . 52 
10 . 77

F = Persons, H = Male, F = Female

Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.

6 .67 
2.80 
]. . 91
2 . 34 
5 . 06 
2.45,
7 . 54
3 .80 
2 . 01 
J . 6 8
. 04 

2.63 
5.65 
( ■; . 3 8 

I'V . 76 
2.42 
0 . 99 
. . 96 
3 .41 
7 . 83

87 
99 
57 
9 9 
48

6 .30 
3 .87

2.00 2.07 1.72 5.45 6.37 1.66 2.42 2.87 0.61 9.87 11.31 3.99
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(Percentage'

Table 6.3 (Contd.): Distribution of Main Workers by Sex and
Industrial Category (1991)

s. jDistrict 
No .

Trade and |Transport Stora-| Other
Commerce Ige Communication I Services

Total
Tertiary

M M P 1 M 1 F " 1 P 1 M 1 F

35 36 37 38 39 40

13 . 08 15 ,. 24 7 . 34 25 .68 32 . 10 8 . 67
10 . 23 11..46 4 .88 17 . 77 20 . 61 5 . 34
5 .25 5 ..25 5 .23 9 . 54 10 . 52 5 .80
5 . 05 5 .. 85 2 . 03 9 . 91 11,. 88 2 .49

•11 . 10 •II., 01 •ir.. 3-2 •19-. 30 19-. 92 12-. 64
5 . 86 7 .. 00 3 . 12 12 . 14 15 ,. 65 3 ,. 70

13 .36 13 ..80 10 . 73 25 .42 27 ,. 56 12 ,. 56
6 . 91 7 ., 56 4 ,.46 13 .36 15 ,. 46 5 ,.45
5 . 92 7 .53 -*2 ,. 43 11 ,.36 15.. 21 2 .. 97
7 . 13 8 .16 3 .. 13 15 ..80 18 ., 95 3 .. 55
9 . 11 8 .87 15 .. 61 14 ,. 63 14 .. 54 17 .. GO
6 . 54 6 .58 6 .. 34 12 ..69 13 ,. 85 7 .. 03

10 . 09 10 .12 9 .. 72 19 .. 96 20 ,. 76 11 ,. 01
14 .87 15 .83 10 .. 59 29 .. 36 33 .. 16 12 ..47
17 . 55 18 .46 8 .. 74 24 ., 56 26 .. 02 10 ,.41
4 .37 5 .03 1 .. 86 9 .. 63 11 .,50 2 .. 57
5 . 72 6 .88 2 ,. 58 10 .. 52 13 .,29 3 ,. 01

14 .46 15 .58 6 ..47 22 ..37 24 ., 54 7 .. 03
14 .33 15 .74 8 ..11 25 ..20 28 ., 79 9 .. 43
12 .69 13 .07 10 .. 94 24 ,.60 27 ., 07 13 .. 04
6 . 75 8 .56 1.. 88' 13 ..57 17 ., 79 2 ..20
7 . 69 8 .90 3 ., 57 16 ., 22 19 .71 4 .,38
8 .23 9 .18 3 ., 59 15 .,61 17 .97 4 ., 02

10 . 86 11. 86 4 ..52 21 ..20 23 .77 4 ,, 99
10 . 81 11 .74 6 .. 82 21., 61 24 .54 9 ., 11
8 . 24 10 .22 3 .. 15 14 ..45 18 .,69 3 ., 60
8 . 56 8 .79 7 ., 59 17 .. 54 19 .63 8 ., 97

9 . 69 10 .70 5 .59 18 .47 21 .42 6 .54

1 . 29 30 31 32 33 34

1 .
2 .
3 .
4 . 
•5 .•
6 .
7 .
8 .
9.
10
11
12
13
14
15
16 ,
17 ,
18
19 ,
20 , 

21  , 

22 ,

23 ,
24
25 ,
26 
27 ,

Aj mer
Alwar
Banswara
Barmer
'Bharatpur ■
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittor
Churu
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagah
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhalawar
Jhunjhunu
Jodhpur
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
S .Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

8 . 52
5 .36
3 .47 
3.60

' 5-. 8*2
4 .60 
8 .45 
4 .85 
4 . 03
6 . 53 
4 .21 
4 . 91
7 . 71 

10 .37
4 . 34 
4.45 
3 .79
5 . 86

11 .35 
6 .49 
4 .25 
4 . 44 

* 6*. 2€  

6 .30 
9 . 61

89 
68 
11 
32 
78 

8 .30 
12 . 34 
4 . 63

7 . 51
8 . 56
5 . 11
6 . 52 
5.20 
7.49
7 .79 
4 . 54 
6 .54

5 .46
5 . 03
6 .61
8 . 96 

10 . 02
6 . 90 
8 . 21 
6 . 18 
8 .61
9 . 12
6 . 15
7 . 86

1 . 02 
0 .41 
0 . 51 
0 . 43 
1*. 13
0 . 51
1 . 52 
0 . 93 
0.45 
0 .38 
1.25
0 .69
1 . 13 
1 . 61 
1 . 54 
0 .65 
0 . 41
0 . 53
1 . 14
1 . 73 
0 . 29 
0 . 77 
0 .36 
0 .43
2 . 10
0 .43
1 . 16

08
18

0 . 82
26
38
68
61
60
43
14
31
24
16
12
67

0 . 81 
1 . 01
2 . 05
3 .36

35
71
02
18
85
01

1.67 
2 . 44

51
66
02
59
59 
35 
15 
01  
00  
68 
35 
49 
34 
99 
93 
01  
38 
34 
09 
98 
33
60 
61
30 
68
31 
98

0 . 31 
0 . 05 
0 . 06 
0 . 03 
0 . 19 
0 . 07 
0 . 31 
0 . 06 
0. 09 
0 . 04 
0 . 14 
0 . 02 
0 . 16 
0 .27 
0 . 13 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 03 
0 . 18 
0 .37 
0 . 03 
0 . 04 
0 . 07 
0 . 04 
0 . 19 
0 . 02 
0 . 22

Total R a j . 6.42 7.78 0.82 2.39 2.94 0.13

P = Persons, M = Male^ F = Female
Source: Census Report, Rajasthan.
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A p p e n d ix -V I

Table 6.4 ; DISTRJ-CTWISE TOTAL AND EDUCATED UNEMPLOYED PEKSONS 
AS ON 31st DECEMBER 1993 To 1997

(Number)

s.
No.

j Dictri _’t 
i
I
i
1

1 1993 1 1994 j 1995 j 1996 1

j Total; 
!

1Educa- 
[ted !

1 Total
1 "

] Educa-
1 ted

- j Total 1
1 !

Educa
ted

j Totali
! !

Educa
ted

1 Tota.i 
1 !

Educa
ted

1 . Ajmer 47802 30170 47413 27724 40867 24810 41628 22804 40813 21397
2 . Alv;ar 49582 33006 5113 2 35231 50925 34310 56950 10984 51398 42416
3 - Banswara 13373 7265 14072 8743 14481 7772 15069 9417 14390 9233
4 . Baran 8246 5525 8561 5448 8946 6482 11113 8008 icii^- 7767
5. Barmer 11722 6663 11917 5942 12336 7724 14098 8001 127^ 7 '08
6 . Bharatpur 51036 34535 40638 27059 36621 26112 41966 28587 4cnn 29526
7. Bhilwara 19S98 11839 19294 11910 18516 12531 21678 14299 2174^ 15:̂ 47
8 . Bikaner 29258 13783 2574S 12273 24653 12122 28793 17085 28043 15C07'1
9 . Bundi 12 1.S8 7042 1250.'̂ 8484 12593 5808 .,13277 6710 1276^ 6G60
10. Chittor 18353 11370 19379 11690 18505 10114 22170 12845 2086: 13585
11. Churu 17099 0084 15574 7132 14835 9769 19981 12150 2031'.' 12066
12 - Dausa 20598 15250 15648 14700 16585 12655 19613 15377 2130<- 15068
13 . Dholpur 10294 7103 10061 6955 9870 6572 11439 8544 12521- 11495
14 . Dungai'pur 13242 7270 13553 5854 13306 7502 13650 8275 1252: 7*331
15. Ganganagar 357^0 25618 35592 23917 33026 19470 19914 13477 1956' 12’;70
16. Hanumrngarh Part of Hanumangarh 14743 12078 1425:- 11916
17 . Jaipur 1942rJ7 140962 186149 139579 182309 141205 196306 154816 19579'; 156536
18 . Jaisalmer 6776 2909 6608 3568 6230 2689 5982 2886 5637 2749
19. Jalore 9898 5631 9440 4715 8474 4337 10017 6215 9081 5930
20. Jhalawar 11618 8447 13937 8798 13775 9050 14758 8932 13401 7607
21. Jhanjbunu 33580 22373 32551 21765 31170 20118 38972 26544 36995 25479
22 . Jodhpur 59034 35187 57542 23248 50843 17879 39437 22733 42322 29130
23. Kota 28500 17963 29390 19274 29856 18203 34239 22843 34266 24945
24 . Nagaur 27225 22605 26699 19751 25772 19318 28151 15949 28890 18285
25. Pali 16490 9088 16071 9906 15591 10257 17665 10741 172P1 10938
26 . Rajsanj-̂ .nd 9641 3557 10809 3989 10554 8200 12042 7400 12728 7233
27 . S .Madl-:!Opiir 32176' 21451 32338 23535 31072 22392 33404 24696 3379S 2S':oo
28 . Sikar 22943 14607 22671 16338 20720 17101 25427 20697 25639 208<2
29. Siuohi 7958 4397 7528 4326 7761 4822 8862 5684 9168 5900
30 . Tonk 19721 9763 20151 11755 20392 12777 22728 15647 246^9 17017
31. Udaipur 39266 19008 38672 20682 38778 21645 41141 23049 400.'.9 23453 

■ ■■ --—^
Rajasthan 877886 56.^271 851645 544291 819362 534006 895213 60'’473 8843f3 622498
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Housing, Electricity & Water Supply
* Table 7.1 ;Distribution of 1000 Population (1991) by 

Tenure Status @

Appendix-VII

s. I District 
N o . I

All Area Rural Urban

Owned|Rented|Others|Owned|Rented|Others|Owned|Rented|Others

1. Ajmer 770 94 11 837 18 7 659 219 17
2 . Alwar 940 32 5 969 10 4 761 164 8
3 . Banswara 930 37 6 960 21 4 624 204 28
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 890 31 12 933 17 12 645 139 17
6 . Bharatpur 940 27 3 964 7 2 842 112 7
7 . Bhilwara 832 62 10 879 23 9 636 226 13
8 . Bikaner 875 53 16 933 16 16 788 109 16
*9 ’Bu'hd'i * ' ‘ • 818* • 58 * • *19 • • 866 • >5 • • -2 0- • -620 • •153 . . 15.
10 . Chittor 868 82 8 939 32 7 540 313 12
11 . Churu 946 23 6 989 6 5 851 63 9
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur 884 27 4 912 8 -*3 752 113 8
14 . Dungarpur 941 33 7 955 20 6 761 208 20
15 . Ganganagar 909 48 25 940 18 26 794 158 19
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 891 70 10 943 13 7 806 164 15
18 . Jaisalmer 776 49 9 830 19 10 525 186 3
19 . Jalore 923 30 8 930 21 8 817 163 11
20 . Jhalawar 908 57 12 947 22 10 696 248 21
21 . Jhunjhunu 829 25 5 858 7 4 720 94 8
22 . Jodhpur 905 79 11 971 18 8 776 199 18
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 854 117 12 948 31 10 690 267 16
25 . Nagaur 952 26 5 969 11 5 864 102 7
26 . Pali 831 54 11 862 23 10 712 179 17
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 329 29 4 852 12 3 699 126 11
29. Sikar 963 15 6 971 6 4 933 50 12
30 . Sirohi 844 78 9 911 35 7 583 245 20
31 . Tonk 935 35 5 951 17 4 864 119 10
32 . Udaipur 858 61 9 905 27 7 631 219 19

Total Rajasthan 886 51 9 926 17 8 747 168 14

® Excludes Institutional Population and therefore total of colxxnms do not 
add up to 1000.

Source: Tables on Housing & Household Amenities - Census of India 
Rajasthan 1991

(xxvii)



App end i x -V±I

Table 7,2; Distribution of 1000 Population (1991) by 
availability of Electricity

s .
No .

jDistrict | Electricity Available to Populat ion per 1000

All Area 1 Rural 1
1 -

Urban
I 1 
{ jTotal
1 !

Owned Ren
ted

Others [Total Owned j
1 1

Ren
ted

- 1 Others 1 Total 
1

1 Owned| 
1 1

Ren- 1 
ted 1

Others

1 . A;;\ner 471 331 80 7 251 200 9 2 830 546 196 14
2 . A.Twar 286 252 26 2 196 189 6 1 840 637 150 6
3 . Eanswara 218 175 26 4 164 142 11 1 778, 524 180 27
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 149 112 15 3 88 71 4 2 622 422 100 13
6 . Bharatpur 299 267 23 1 190 182 4 1 754 624 124 5
7 . Bhilvjara 373 267 44 3 285 227 11 2 737 436 104 9
8 . Bikaner 491 401 44 10 248 220 9 7 863 662 99 15 ,
9 . Build 1 352 271 37 7 266 220 16 6 709 484 126 10
10 . Chittorgarh 367 279 61 3 276 252 15 2 793 408 2 77 9
11 . Churu 358 319 18 3 204 200 2 2 - 706 586 55 8
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur 206 157 71 1 117 100 3 - 619 426 95 5
14 . Dungarpur 223 200 19 2 183 172 0 1 775 574 174 17
15 . Ganganagar 432 380 34 8 244 224 7 6 758 589 13 5 15
1 6  . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
1 7 . Jaipur 484 410 61 13 279 269 5 2 821 643 154 10
18 . Jaisalmer 161 95 32 1 66 46 8 1 603 325 147 2
19 . Jalore 200 180 17 2 167 156 9 2 656 511 128 9
20 . Jhalawar 292 243 39 4 208 197 8 2 743 491 200 16
21 . Jhunj hunu 392 305 20 2 298 251 3 1 754 509 85 5
2 2 . Jodhpur 417 345 65 6 21S 206 g 3 808 619 176 14
2 3 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
2̂ ’ . Kota 503 390 98 6 322 299 16 3 821 549 241 11
2 5 . Nagaur 329 302 17 2 252 240 f:; 2 741 631 80 6
2 6 . Pali 363 290 35 5 284 246 10 3 671 462 135 12
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 2 52 187 21 2 168 138 5 1 730 462 108 9
2 9 . Sikar 459 439 11 3 371 361 3 2 802 744 44 9
3 0 . Siicohi 3 05 277 59 6 388 242 20 3 760 413 210 18
31 . Tonk 286 249 26 2 190 169 9 1 715 606 100 8
32 . Udaipur 331 254 45 5 235 204 13 3 7 91 491 196 15

Total Rajasthan 361 2 96 40 4 339 217 8 2 778 568 148 11

Note: Due to Non-inclusion of institutional population, total of colvunns do not
add up to 1000.

Source: Tables on Housing &■. Household Amenities ~ Census of India Rajastban, 1991
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Appendix-VII

Table 7.3: Distribution of 1000 Population (1991)
by availability of Toilet Facility

Toilet Facility Available to Population per 1000 

All Area I Rural I  Urban
1 1 
1 I Total I Owned I Ren-j Others ITotal 1 Owned j Ren- 1 Others

1
I Total 1 Owned 1 Ren- 1 Others

1 1 1 ted 1 ' 1 1 ted i 1 1 ted 1

1. Ajmer 328 192 71 6 91 39 5 2 711 443 178 12
2 . Alwar 117 90 19 1 35 31 3 - 628 455 120 5
3 . Banswara 92 58 18 3 38 21 6 1 656 442 142 24
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 83 50 11 2 21 15 2 1 562 321 84 13

’ 6 ‘. * BharaCpur’ '121 * *93 • 1*9 * • r  • 2 5* • 19’ • 2 •518- .404 . . 89 . . 5 .
7 . Bhilwara 184 81 32 2 95 33 5 1 555 279 148 8
8 . Bikaner 351 265 43 8 72 58 7 6 777 581 97 12
9 . Bundi 161 79 25 2 68 31 8 2 547’ 275 95 5
10 . Chittorgarh 124 62 44 2 37 23 6 1 *534 244 220 8
11 . Churu 216 160 16 3 59 56 1 1 570 459 49 6
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur 118 77 18 1 30 20 3 ■ - 529 344 87 5
14 . Dungarpur 63 47 12 1 24 20 3 - 581 417 141 15
15 . Ganganagar 548 495 34 9 483 459 7 7 791 629 136 15
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 303 232 58 4 45 , 37 2 1 736 553 149 9
18 . Jaisalmer 142 50 31 2 51 12 9 2 565 223 137 1
19 . Jalore 56 40 10 1 33 23 4 1 386 282 90 5
20 . Jha.lawar 117 80 28 3 34 29 3 1 558 352 157 13
21 . Jhunj hunu 192 115 17 1 94 58 2 1 567 337 77 4
22. Jodhpur 259 194 58 5 29 25 3 1 710 525 166 12
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai. Madhopur
24 . Kota 261 160 81 5 57 38 8 2 617 374 209 10
25 . Nagaur 148 128 12 2 70 64 3 1 563 470 63 5
26 . Pali 149 86 24 4 84 33 3 2 481 294 104 10
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 128 75 17 2 47 26 3 1 586 351 93 8
29 . Sikar 174 162 9 2 71 68 2 1 577 529 36 7
30 . Sirohi 156 74 38 4 46 26 8 1 577 257 156 13
31. Tonk 135 102 21 2 46 27 6 1 529 435 87 5
32 . Udaipur 161 86 36 3 53 25 7 2 677 377 174 13

Total Rajasthan 204 146 33 3 77 59 4 1 641 445 131 9

Note: Due to Non-inclusion of institutional population total of columns do not 
add up to 10 00.'

Source: Tables on Housing & Household Amenities - Census of India Rajasthan 1991
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Appendix-VII

Table 7.4 HOUSELESS POPULATION (1991)
(Number)

s . 1 District 1 1 1 No.of Hous eholds i House less Population
No .J 1

1 1 1 1Totalj Rural 1 Urban 1i T o 'c a 1 1 Rural 1 
1 1

Urban
11 I 
1 11 i

1
1 I T o t a J-1 Males{Females 1 Males Females| Males 1Females

1 . A j me i: 1572 54 3 1029 5440 3208 2232 1514 1227 16 94 100'^
2 . 7A.lwar 870 610 260 4263 2423 1840 1679 1375 744 46'
3 . Bans ■■■/ara 385 234 151 1937 1013 924 637 537 376 30
4 . Bar an 783 482 301 3 961 2146 1815 1475 1236 671 57 9
5 . Barmer 420 315 105 2201 1408 873 1172 703 236 170
6 . Bharatpur 305 221 84 13 8 3 738 650 555 496 183 154
7 . Bhilwara 1075 768 307 514 3 . 2749 2394 2028 1732 721 662
8 . Bikaner 715 587 128 3251 1896 1 3 5 5 1648 1198 248 157
9 . Bundi 1217 1059 158 _.5490 2 9 78 2 512 2595 2184 383 328
10 . Chittorgarh. 1860 1512 348 7463 4106 ? 3 5 7 3347 2666 759 691
11 . Churu 327 232 95 1686 944 74 2 763 615 181 127
12 . Dausa 316 235 31 1915 1053 863 959- 8 06 94 57
13 . Dholpiir 120 87 33 53 9 300 23 9 207 150 93 89
14 . Dungarpur 196 142 54 963 500 463 368 323 132 140
15 . Ganganagar 1534 7 3 8 736 5 9X1 3307 2604 2314 17 78 9 9 2 826
16 . Hanumangar'h 616 432 134 3273 1782 1491 1395 1155 38 7 336
17 . Jaipur 2004 1001 1003 9757 54 3 3 4324 2964 2324 2469 2000
18 . JaisaliTier 1163 1074 89 4 76 5 2794 1971 2590 1875 204 96
19 . Jalcre 781 690 83 • 417 0 2 24.8 1922 2006 1731 242 191
20 . Jhalav,'ar ■ 451 376 75 1834 103 5 859 836 644 199 215
21 . Jhunjhunu 420 236 184 2850 1554 1296 777 665 1 1 1 631
22 . Jodhpur 494 143 351 2015 1214 801 418 3 57 1 9 6 444
23 . Karauli 150 114 36 790 431 359 337 282 94 77
24 . Kota 1594 807 787 6259 3480 2779 1739 1337 1741 ] 442
25 . Nagaur 475 353 122 2711 . 14 5 7 1244 1199 1051 268 193
26 . Pali 879 590 289 4329 2310 2019 1571 13 72 739 64 7
27 . Raj samand 643 548 101 3156 1691 1465 1409 1193 282 272
28 . S .Madhopur 290 228 62 1401 779 622 620 516 159 106
29 . Sikar 8 8 3. 607 27- 4607 2454 2153 1760 1541 694 612
30 . Sirohi 654 551 103 3007 1P77 1330 1446 114 0 231 190
31 . Tonk 493 437 56 2395 12 71 1124 1087 944 184 180
32 . Udaipur 1387 1077 310 "6879 3706 3173 2919 2542 787 631

Tot al Rajasthan 25076 17197 7879 115890 64095 51795 46334 37695 17761 14100

Source; Census of India, Raj cisthan, 1S91
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Appendix-VII

Table 7.5 : Village Served by Potable Water Supply
as on Dec. ‘1998

(Number)
s .
No .

1 District 1Habitated 
1 village

1 Piped/ 
1 pump & 
1 tank 
1 scheme

1 Hand 
1 pumps 
1 
1

1 Regional 
1 schemes

jTraditio- |Diggis| 
|nal source 1 and | 
1 supply 1 others| 
i 1 1

Total

1 . Ajmer 985 133 788 47 17 - 985
2 . Alwar 1946 153 1588 93 105 - 1939
3 . Banswara 1431 22 1328 50 31 1431
4 . Baran 1070 18 1043 5 2 - 1068
5 . Barmer 1625 161 50 1296 8 39 1554
6 . Bharatpur 1345 108 869 350 9 - 1336
7 . Bhilwara 1565 65 1225 178 97 - 1565
8 . Bikaner 580 147 - 342 13 54 556
9 .* Bundi 826 27 794 4 1 - 826
10 . Chittorgarh 2172 47 2056 36 32 - 2171
11 . Churu 926 133 - 708 77 - 918
12 . Dausa 1009 44 840 115 1 - 1000
13 . Dholpur 551 22 523 2 4 - 551
14 . Dungarpur 846 49 724 55 18 - 846
15 . Ganganagar 2738 103 915 1533 3 121 2675
16 . Hunumangarh 1700 225 505 835 - 39 1604
17 . Jaipur 2131 189 1715 201 21 - 2126
18 . Jaisalmer 518 19 93 368 2 25 507
19 . Jalore 665 93 - 570 2 - 665
20 . Jhalawar 1448 30 1405 8 - - 1443
21 . Jhunjhunu 824 110 72 205 437 - 824
22 . 
23 .

Jodhpur
Karauli®

860 264 44 519 26 - 853

24 . Kota 811 21 778 8 2 - 807
25 . Nagaur 1374 345 63 740 223 2 1373
26 . Pali 904 175 278 364 87 - 904
27 . Raj samand 944 80 804 31 29 - 944
28 . S .Madhopur 1464 111 1204 135 - - 1450
29 . Sikar 931 91 237 65 528 2 923
30 . Sirohi 446 31 308 52 53 - 444
31 . Tonk 1019 31 824 141 21 - 1017
32 . Udaipur 2235 145 2069 8 13 - 2235

Total Rajasthan 37889 3192 23140 9064 1862 282 37540

@ Included in Sawai Madhopur
Source; Public Health Department, 

Rajasthan, Jaipur
Government of

(xxxi)



App end. 1.x -"̂ 11 ̂

Table 8.1; DISTRICTWIi-H ROAD LENGTH 
AH ON 31ST aARCH'98

(In Kms,)

S .
No

District B . T. WBM Grave
lled

All
weathe;

Total

1 . 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 . 
9 .
IG
11
1 2

1 o
14
15
16
17
18 
19
2 0 
2 1  

22
23
24
25
26 
27 
2 8 
2 9
30
31
32

Aj mer
Alv/ar
B a a s w a r a
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhllwara
Bikaner
Bu QQ1
Chittorgarh
Churu
Da us a
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Huauraangarh
Jaipur
Ja:Lsalmer
Ja Lore
Jhalav/ar
Jh ̂in j liunu
Joihpur
Ka.cauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj samand
Sawai Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tcnk
Ucaipur

2583 
2850 
14 3 6  

992 
3739 
16t2 
2 2 52 
2980 
1108 
2207 
2457 
1114 
933 

1199 
2 95 7 
2 0'7 9 
3567 
2699 
1956 
950 

18 99 
43 0 6  

1127 
1328 
312 9 
2 7 ’ 4 
1316 
791 

1794 
11^'2 
113 3 
29*'3

139
220
117
136
334
171
432

86
105 
18 7 
168

8  7 
8  7

106 
7 0 
11

15 5 
114 
2  03 

86 
252 
193 
166 
127 
723 
4 55 
12 2 
123 
193 

75 
90 

223

73 
165 
128 
321 
94 7 
34 

1054 
320 
225 
231 
122  
208 
34 
86 

100 
48 
57 

592 
299 
60 

167 
1045 
115 
174 
948 

12 0 8 
249 
2 1 1  
356 
146 
315 
200

11

13
10

18
A

2795 
3235 
168:: 
14 6  0 
5020 
1867 
3751 
3396 
143 8  

2675 
2754 
14 0 9 
1076 
13 91 
3127 
2138 
3779 
3405 
2481 
1 1 0 0  
2318 
5544 
1410 
1633 
4800 
4437 
1687 
1125 
2348 
1393 
1552 
3333

Laj a ?3 than 65393 5766 10288 106 81558

Source: Annual Progress Report P.VJ.D. 1998-99
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Appendix-VIII

Table 8.2 : Villages Linked by Road as on 31.03.1998

(Number)
s. I District |Total|Villages linked by road [Villages not/Not|Villages 
No. i |vill-| I connected [not

ages |--------------------------- |-------------------| connected
1991 I B.T. I Met- i Gravel I Total I Bv Road I By B.T.jto total

Road ’ [villages
I (Percent)

Met-I Gravel I Total I By Road 
all-I I I
ed I I I

9 .
10

Ajmer 
Alwar 
Banswara 
Baran
Barmer. . .
Bharatpur 
Bhilwara 
Bikaner 
Bundi
Chittorgarh

11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
16. Hunumangarh
17. Jaipur 

Jaisalmer 
Jalore 
Jhalawar 
Jhunj hunu

22. Jodhpur 
2 3 . Karai!ili 
24. Kota
2 5. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand
28. S.Madhopur
29. Sikar
30. Sirohi
31. Tonk
3 2. Udaipur

18
19
20 
21

985 495 78 196 769 216 490 21 . 93
1946 756 70 121 956 990 1181 50.87
1431 573 34 152 759 672 858 46 . 96
1070 271 33 105 409 661 799 61 . 68
1625 . .3a4 . 4 0. . 433 . 86.7 . . 758 . •1231 . . 46.*65
1345 495 45 126 666 579 850 43 . 05
1565 410 85 349 844 721 1155 46 . 07
580 339 5 70 814 166 241 28 . 62
826 237 30 82 349 477 589 57 . 75

2172 576 59 228 863 1309 1596 60 . 26
926 442 57 119 618 308 484 33 . 26

1009 227 13 112 352 657 782 65 . 11
551 225 28 59 312 239 326 43 .37
846 382 47 83 512 334 464 39.48

2908 1307 12 37 1356 1552 1601 53 .37
1530 755 - - 755 755 755' 49.35
2131 895 107 110 1112 1019 1236 47 . 82
518 173 •8 137 318 200 345 38 .61
665 338 56 209 603 62 327 9 . 32

1448 265 24 123 412 1036 1183 71. 55
824 454 36 90 580 244 370 29 . 61
860 521 14 246 781 79 339 9 . 19
741 284 51 58 393 348 457 46 . 96
811 294 33 49 376 435 517 53 .64

1374 536 196 270 1002 372 838 27 . 07
904 455 66 211 732 172 449 19. 03
873 363 27 211 601 272 510 31 . 16
723 166 33 201 400 323 557 44 . 67
931 393 76 157 626 305 538 32 . 76
446 219 11 96 326 120 227 26 . 90

1019 230 23 108 36 658 789 64 .57
2306 669 77 280 1026 1280 1637 70 . 99

Total Rajasthan 37889 14148 1474 4828 20450 17439 23741' 62 .66

Source: Annual Progress Report - 1998-99 
Public Works Deptt., Govt.of Raj. Jaipur
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Appendix-IX
Health and Nutrition

Table 9.1 : Inter State Comparison of Vital 
Indicators

state 1 Crude® Birth ratejCrude® Death rate] Total Fertility |Couples* ’
j I rate®® |currently

1997 i 1997 I 1993-94 |protected all^
I I 1 methodsSl. 3 . 9|

Pvural I Urban | Total | Rural j Urban j Total | Rural [ Urban ] Total |

2

23 .1 

29 . 0

32 . 7 

27 . 0 

2 9  . 6

2 3 . 9 

17 . 9

33 .6

24 .4

27.2 

24 . 9

33 . 7

19.3

34 . 6 

24 . 8

3

20 . 5 

20 . 7 

23 . 6 

22 . 6 

23 . 8 

20 . 1

17 . 9 

23 .1 

21.0 

21. 3 

19 . 0 

25 . 1

18 . 3 

27 . 9 

15 . 9

4 5

22.5 9 .1

28.2 10 . 3

31.7 10.4

25.6 8.3

2 8 . 3  8 . 3

22.-7 8.5

17.9 6.3

31.9 11.7

23.1 8.6

26.5 11.3

23.4 7.8

32.1 9.3

19.0 8.7

33.5 10.7

22.4 7.9

6 7

5.9 8.3

5.9 9.9

6.8 10.0 

6.2 7.6

6 . 9  8 . 0

5.4 7.6 

6 . 1  6.2

7.7 11.0

5.4 7.3

7.5 10.9

6.1 7.4

7.0 8.9

6.7 8.0

8.2 10.3

7.2 7.7

10

2 . 7

3 . 5 

4.6

3.2 

3 . 7 

2 . 8 

1. 7

4.2

2 . 9

3 .2 

2 . 9

4 . 5 

2 . 1  

5.1 

2 . 9

Andhra Pradesh

Assam

Bihar

Guj arat

Haryana

Karnataka

Kerala

Madhya Pradesh 

Maharashtra 

Orissa 

Punj ab 

Raj asthan 

Tamilnadu 

Uttar Pradesh 

West Bengal

2.8 2.4

3.7 2.4

4. 7  3.5

3.3 2.8

3 . 9  3.0

3.0 2.4

1.8 1.8

4.6 2.8

3.2 2.6

3.3 2.5

3.1 2.5

4.7 3.4

2.2 1.9

5.3 4 . 1

3.3 2.0

51 . 5 

22 . 0 

23 . 1 

67.4 

63 . 7 

57 . 0 

51. 7

57 . 1

58 . 2 

44 . 7 

91. 9 

33 . 7 

55 .2 

46 .1 

37 . 1

India 28.9 21.5 27.2 9.6 6.5 8.9 3.8 2.7 3.5 52.2

Source: @ S.R.S. Bulletin April .1999 - Registrar General of India

@@ State of India's Population, population Foundation of 
India, New Dehli-1998.

* Year Book 1995-96, Family Welfare programme in India, Department of Famd 
Welfare, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare,
Government of India.
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Table 9.1 (Contd.)

state 1 Infant® Ptortality 
1 rate 
1 
1
1 1997
11

Neo-Natal*
Mortality
rate

■■ 1995

Child* 
Mortality 
rate under 
5 years 

1995

Percen
tage of 
birth 
above 4th 
order of 
birth 1997

Medical 
at birth

attention
@®

1
1 Rural 
1 
1

1 Urban Total Institu
tions

1 Trained 
1 profess- 
1ionals

1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

Andhra Pradesh 70 37 63 52 . 7 82 12 . 0 41. 9 27.0

Assam 79 37 76 47 . 3 131 28 . 9 20 . 7 15.3

Bihar 73 53 71 44 .4 117 35 . 3 14 . 7 18 . 6

Guj arat 69 46 62 44 . 6 99 18 . 4 36 . 1 36 . 9

Haryana 70 59 68 41. 9 100 20 . 6 24 . 2 67 . 3

Karnataka 63 24 53 44 . 2 94 17. 5 49.3 25.1

Kerala 11 15 12 11. 0 20 6.4 96 . 8 1. 8

Madhya Pradesh 99 57 94 64 . 9 168 26 . 3 13 . 9 21.1

Maharashtra 56 31 47 39.6 75 18 . 5 47 . 5 20 . 1

Orissa 100 65 96 62 . 5 145 23 . 1 13 . 3 22 .4

Punj ab 54 38 51 28 .1 76 17 . 0 12 . 4 85 . 8

Rajasthan 89 61 85 56 . 3 131 27 . 8 7.6 25 . 8

Tamilnadu 58 40 53 40.3 66 8 . 3 64 . 2 20 . 8

Uttar Pradesh 89 66 85 52 .4 145 35 . 9 7 . 2 41.6

West Bengal 58 43 55 38 . 8 91 20 . 0 35 . 8 13 .4

India 77 45 71 48 .1 113 25.4 25 . 2 28 . 2

Source: @ S.R.S. Bulletin April 1999 - Registrar General of India

@@ State of India's population, Population Foundation of India,New Dehli-1998.

* Year Book 1995-96, Family Welfare programme in India, Department of Family 
Welfare, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Government of India.
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Table 9.1 (Contd,)

State Maternal @ 
mortality 
rate 1992

Life ©@ 
expectancy 
at birth 
1991-95

1 19 2 0

Andhra Pradesh 436 61 . 8

Assam 544 55 . 7

Bihar 470 59 . 3

Guj arat 389 61 . 0

Haryana 436 63 .4

Karnataka 450 62 .-5

Kerala 87 72 . 9

Madhya Pradesh 711 54 . 7

Maharashtra 336 64 . 8

Orissa 738 56 . 5

Punj ab 369 67 . 2

Raj asthan 55 0 59 . 1

Tamilnadu 3 76 63.3

Uttar Pradesh 624 56 . 8

West Bengal 3 89 62 . 1

India 453 60 . 3

The progress of Indian States, UNICEF, New Delhi,
1 9 9 5 "

Life Tables 1991-95 - Registrar General of India. 

National Family Health Survey - 1992-93.
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Table 9.2: DISTRICTWISE VITAL RATES 

(1981 Sc 1997)
■S. I District 
N o .

I. M. R. |Life Expec- |C.D.R. 
1tancy |

G.M.F.R. 1 T.F.R. I C.B.R.

1981 |1997|1981 I 1997 11981 I 1997i 1981 11997 i1981 I 1997 I 1981 1997

1. Ajmer 116 94 51.09 59.17 14.58 9.4
2. Alwar 122 99 49.96 57.86 14.82 9.6
3. Banswara 101 82 54.61 63.25 14.06 8.7
4. Baran 103 83 54.02 62.57 14.11 8.8
5. Barmer 95 77 59.87 69.34 14.37 8.5
6. Bharatpur 140 113 45.96 53.23 15.48 10.4
7. Bhilwara 130 105 48.14 55.76 15.10 10.0
8. Bikaner 57 46 65.09 75.39 12.56 6.9
9. Bundi 118 96 50.66 58.67 14.65 9.5
10. Chittorgarh 125 101 49.11 56.88 14.91 9.7
I’l.* Chu’ru* * * • • 7-4 ■ ’60- €0*. 92 • 70 . 56 • 13 . 12 • 7.6
12. Dausa 105 85 53.72 62.22 14.20 8.9
13. Dholpur 140 113 45.96 53.23 15.48 10.3
14. Dungarpur 103 83 54.02 62.57 14.11 8.8
15. Ganganagar 77 62 60.26 69.79 13.23 7.7
16. Hanumangarh 7 7 62 6 0.26 69'. 79 13.23 7.7
17. Jaipur 105 85 53.72 62.22 14.20 8.0
18. Jaisalmer 81 66 60.25 69.78 13.50 8.0
19. Jalore 100 81 54.76 63.42 14.01 8.7
20. Jhalawar 115 93 51.38 59.51 14.55 9.3
21. Jhunjhunu 84 68 59.45 68.05 13.58 8.0
22. Jodhpur 80 65 59.44 68.84 13.32 7.9
23. Karauli 134 108 47.32 54.81 15.19 10.1
24. Kota 103 83 54.02 62.57 14.11 8.8
25. Nagaur 88 71 59.63 69.06 13.87 8.2
26. Pali 120 97 50.24 58.19 14.73 9.7
27. Rajsamand 113 91 51.96 60.18 14.49 9.2
28. S.Madhopur 134 108 47.32 54.81 15.19 10.1
29. Sikar 88 71 59.47 68.88 13.85 8.2
30. Sirohi 113 91 51.81 60.01 14.47 9.2
31. Tonk ’ 143 116 45.43 52.62 15.60 10.5
32. Udaipur 113 91 51.96 60.18 14.49 9.2

Total Rajasthan 108 87
S.R.S. 108 85

52 . 98 61.36 14.3 
14 . 3

0 . 9 
8 . 9

194 136 5 . 5 3 . 9 39 . 08 26 . 52
220 170 6 . 4 4 . 9 41. 36 31. 13
223 171 6 . 1 4 . 7 42 .39 33 . 04
219 169 6 . 3 4 . 9 40 . 14 33 . 13
225 199 6 . 2 5 . 5 41 . 45 35 . 00
240 196 7 . 0 5 . 7 44 . 02 34 . 76
175 145 5 . 3 4 .4 37 . 99 30 . 55
216 190 6 . 0 5 . 3 41.32 34 . 60
193 156 5 . 9 4 . 8 40 . 68 31.30
183 145 5 . 4 4 . 3 38 . 96 30 .45
314 .17.8 . 6..L- 5 .a . 42 - .08. 3^.?4.
212 176 6 . 2 5 . 1 41. 62 33 .30
240 210 7 . 0 6 . 1 44 . 02 36 . 16
216 163 6 . 1 4 . 6 45 . 12 32 . 75
218 157 -*5 . 7 4 . 1 39 . 15 28 . 94
218 157 5.7 4 . 1 39 . 15 28 . 95
212 179 6 . 2 5 . 2 41 . 62 33 . 83
199 171 5 . 5 4 . 7 36 . 18 28 . 87
228 1 7 6 6 . 5 5 . 0 41 . 59 31 . 16
200 148 6 . 1 4 . 5 . 40.16 29 . 97
202 151 5 . 9 4.4 39 . 98 28 . 74
216 188 6 . 1 5 . 3 41. 55 34 . 01
218 181 6 . 7 5 . 6 43 . 34 34 .27
219 174 6 . 3 5 . 0 40 . 14 34 .10
201 158 6 . 1 4 . 8 41.46 31 .42
205 163 6 . 0 4 . 8 40 . 14 30. 79
199 163 5 . 6 4 . 6 40 .65 33 .33
218 181 6 . 7 5 . 6 43 . 34 34 . 27
207 162 6.2- 4 . 9 41 . 00 31 . 33
206 171 5 . 8 4 . 8 39 . 75 32 .21
209 167 6 . 5 5 . 2 43 .65 33 . 24
199 163 5 . 6 4 . 6 40.65 33 .29

209 169 6 . 1 4 . 9 
NA

41. 01 
37 . 1

32 . 19 
32 . 1

Source: Census of India - Occasional paper No.5 of 1987; Fertility and
mortality Estimates of Rajasthan; (GMFR, TFR, CBR - Table 3.25)

Child

2. Occasional Paper N o .4 of 1994 - Indirect Estimates of fertility and mortality at 
the District level (Registrar General (IFR - Life expectancy at birth).

3. Sample Registration Bulletin, Registrar General Government of India,New Delhi, 
Part 32 No.l 1998 January; Part 32 N o .3 1998 October

4. Vital Rates for 1997 are projected based on methodology given in occasional 
Paper No.4 of 1994 - Indirect estimates of fertility and mortality at 
the district level 1981 and Report of the Expert committee on population 
projection - 1981-2001; Registrar General Government of India.
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Table 9 . 3 (a) ; Goveriuuent Medical Institutions - Allopathi> 
(1980)

'Number'

S. District 
No .

Hosp Dis- PHC MCWC Sub- Total Urban
itals pen-

sar-
ies

Centre PHC

1. Ajmer
2. Alwar
3. Banswara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6 . Bharatpur
7. Bhilwara
8 . Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur

Included
Included

in Jaipur 
in Bharatpur

Grand
Total

13 44 8 6 56 12 7 8 13 5
6  61 14 2 98 181 4 185
3 33 8 1 56 1 0 1 1 1 0 2

Included in Kota
3 27 8 3 56 97 2 99
5 55 13 5 91 169 8 177
5 ■■ 54 1 1 1 7 7 14 3 3 151
5 26 4 3 28 6 6 5 71
2 23 4 3 2  a. 60 2 62
6  38 1 2 3 84 143 5 14 8
9 29 7 5 49 99 1 0 10 9

14 . Dungarpur 2 17 5 - 35 59 2 61
15 . Ganganagar 5 45 9 5 63 12 7 8 13 5
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 2 0 96 17 18 124 275 15 2 90
18 . Jaisalmer 2 13 3 1 2 1 40 1 41
19 . Jalore 3 24 7 4 49 87 2 89
2 0  . Jhalawar 6 25 6 3 4 2 82 3 85
2 1  . Jhunj hunu 9 34 8 9 5 6 116 8 124
2 2  . Jodhpur 1 0 41 9 3 6  3 126 9 13 5
2 3 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 6 58 1 1 1 77 153 6 159
25 . Nagaur 9 37 1 1 6 71 134 6 14 0
26 . Pali 1 1 41 1 0 8 70 140 4 1:':4
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 4 33 1 0 3 70 1 2 0 6 1 . ^ 6

29 . Sikar 9 33 8 8 56 114 8 i 1 2 2

30 . Sirohi 3 2 2 5 1 35 6 6 3 69
31 . Tonk 6 23 6 2 43 80 5 8  5
32 . Udaipur 9 6 6 18 - 126 219 4 223

Total Rajasthan 171 998 232 104 1624 3129 138 3267

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.3(b) Govt.Medical Institutions - Allopathic 
(1990-91)

(Number)
S .
No.

District Hosp Dis- PHC MCWC Sub- Total Urban Grand
itals pen-

sar-
ies

Centre PHC Total

1 . Aj mer 13 30 40 7 2 2 0 310 4 314
2  . Alwar 9 37 62 4 341 453 1 454
3 . Banswara 2 15 53 1 277 348 - 348
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 3 1 0 48 3 326 390 1 391
6  . Bharatpur 4 2  6 43 3 274 350 1 351
7 . Bhilwara 9 27 63 2 331 432 1 433

. .8 . .Bikaner. . . . 6 . . 18. . 26,. . .3. . .166. . 219 . . 3 . . 2 2 2  .
9 . Bundi 3 13 24 3 1 2 2 165 1 166
1 0  . Chittorgarh 5 16 56 3 291 371 1 372
1 1  . Churu 9 15 36 6 228 294 6 300
1 2  . Dausa Included. in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur 1 9 23 2 134 169 2 171
14 . Dungarpur 2 8 35 - 254 299 - 299
15 . Ganganagar 6 25 56 5 421 513 5 518
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 31 73 93 19 539 755 13 768
18 . Jaisalmer 2 8 1 2 1 74 97 - 299
19 . Jalore 2 9 42 4 268 325 - 325
2 0  . Jhalawar 7 1 2 30 3 160 2 1 2 - 2 1 2

2 1  . Jhunj hunu 1 1 13 61 1 0 288 383 5 388
2 2  . Jodhpur 13 39 6 6 4 420 542 6 548
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 1 0 38 45 1 282 376 4 380
25 . Nagaur 1 0 15 6 8 7 480 580 2 582
26 . Pali 1 0 2 1 62 1 1 380 484 4 488
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur

’ 28 . S .Madhopur 3 15 52 3 351 424 3 427
29 . Sikar 1 0 16 48 9 364 447 5 452
30 . Sirohi 4 1 0 23 1 172 2 1 0 2 2 1 2

31 . Tonk 7 1 1 41 2 206 267 2 269
32 . Udaipur 1 2 30 115 “ 623 780 3 783

Total Rajasthan 204 559 1323 117 8000 10203 75 10278

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.3(c) Government Kedical 
( 1 9 9 7 - 9 8 )

Institutions - Allopathic

(Number)

S . 
No .

District Hosp
itals

Dis
pell ■ 
sar- 
ies

PHC MCWC PHC
Urban

Aid
Post

1. Ajmer
2. Alwar
3. Banswara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6 . Bharatpur
7. Bhilv/ara
8 . Bikaner
9. Bundi
10. Chittorgarh
11. Churu
12. Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
16. Hanumangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaisalmer
19. Jalore
20. Jhalawar
21. Jhunjhunu
22. Jodhpur
2 3. Karauli
24. Kota
25. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand
28. S.Madhopur
29. Sikar
30. Sirohi
31. Tonk
3 2. Udaipur

13
9
2
5
3 
5 
9 
7
4
5 

12
3 
1 
2
4 
3

27
2
2
7

11
16

17
10
7 
2
4
8 

14 
13
5 
8
5 
1 
4
6 
9 
2

52
6
2
4
6

19

47 
81 
58 
33 
65 
5 7 
71 
38 
28 
62 
63 
32 
25 
42 
44 
41 
90 
16 
54 
35 
74 
73

7
4
1

3
3 
2
4 
3 
3
5
3 
2

1
4 

17
1
4
3 

10
4

Included in Sawai Madhopur
10
10
10

2
4

10
4
7

10

15
4 
8 
1
5 
7 
4 
7

13

30
92
67
43 
53 
74 
26
44

1
7

11

3
9
1
2

1

Sub-
centre

2 58 
443 
323 
2 04 
4 03 
359 
362 
2 1 1  
172 
380 
32 7 
2 21  
16 7
290

597
480
121
291 
218 
325 
448

152
528
408
207
417
396
187
246
509

Total

345
549
392
244
478
432
460
274
213
459
416
260
199
340

707 
671 
146 
3 53 
267 
427 
567

20 9 
642 
504 
253 
*4 83 
496 
222 
306 
620

Total Rajasthan 219 268 1646 118 20 13 9650 11934

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.4 : Area and Population Served Per Government 
Medical Institution

s .

No
1 District 
1 

i 
I 
1 

i

1 Area (Sq.Kms.) | 
1 1

Population (No.) 1Medical Institu
tion per lakh of 
population (No.)

1 9 8 0 1 1 9 9 0 - 9 1 1 1 9 9 7 -

1 1 98

1 9 8 0 1 1 9 9 0  

1 9 1

1

- 1 1 9 9 7 -  1 

9 8  1
1 9 8 0 1 1 9 9 0 - 9 1 1 1 9 9 7 - 9 8  j

1  . Ajmer 6 3 2 7 2 4 1 0 6 0 0 5 5 0 6 5 0 1 2 9 1 8 20
2  . Alwar 4 5 1 8 1 5 9 5 0 8 5 0 5 9 4 1 8 3 8 20 2 4

3 . Banswara 4 9 1 4 1 3 8 6 8 6 3 3 2 2 2 9 4 9 9 3 0 3 4

4  . Baran 2 8 Included in Kota
5 . Barmer 2 8 7 7 3 5 9 1 1 2 4 2 3 6 7 0 3 0 0 2 7 2 7 3 3

6 . Bharatpur 2 9 1 4 1 2 1 0 6 1 6 4 7 0 7 2 6 1 9 1 1 2 1 2 6

7 . Bhilwara 6 9 2 4 2 3 8 6 6 2 3 6 7 9 3 4 6 3 9 2 7 2 9

8 . • BikaHier • • . 3 8 4 . . 1 3 3 . . 3 9  . • 1 1 ^ 3 . 1 . 5 4 5 5 . . 4 4 2 0 . . 6 .  . . 1 8  . . 2 3  . .

9 . Bundi 9 0 3 3 2 6 9 4 6 7 4 6 3 9 3 6 1 5 8 2 2 2 8

1 0  . Chittorgarh 7 3 2 9 2 4 8 3 1 8 3 9 8 9 3 2 3 3 1 0 2 5 3 1

1 1  . Churu 1 5 4 5 6 4 0 1 0 7 8 9 5 1 4 3 3 7 1 0 7 1 9 2 7

1 2  . Dausa *1 1 1 ’-i
1 3  . Dholpur *2 1 5

1 4  . Dungarpur 6 2 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 6 4 2 9 2 6 2 5 7 4 7 3 4 3 9

1 5  . Ganganagar 1 5 3 4 0 2 9 1 4 9 1 9 5 0 6 2 3 7 1 0 , 7 2 0 2 7

1 6  . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
1 7  . Jaipur 4 9 1 8 1 7 1 1 7 4 5 6 3 5 7 5 2 4 5 9 1 6 1 9

1 8  . Jaisalmer 9 3 7 3 9 6 2 6 3 5 8 2 9 3 5 5 7 2 3 6 3 1 7 2 8 4 2

1 9  . Jalore 1 2 0 3 3 3 0 1 0 1 4 6 3 5 1 7 3 2 3 8 1 0 2 8 3 1

2 0  . Jhalawar 7 3 2 9 2 3 9 2 3 5 4 5 1 4 3 5 8 4 1 1 2 2 2 8

2 1  . Jhunj hunu 4 8 15.. 1 4 9 6 2 1 4 0 7 7 3 7 0 5 1 0 2 5 2 7

2 2  . Jodhpur 1 6 9 4 2 4 0 1 2 2 3 0 3 9 2 9 3 7 9 7 8 2 5 2 6

2 3  . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
2 4  . Kota 7 8 3 3 2 6 9 7 3 0 5 3 4 2 5 8 6 5 1 0 1 9 2 2

2 5  . Nagaur 1 2 7 3 0 2 8 1 1 6 0 0 3 6 8 6 3 3 4 1 9 2 7 3 0

2 6  . Pali 8 6 2 6 2 5 8 8 3 3 3 0 7 0 2 9 4 8 1 1 3 3 3 4

2 7  . Rajsamand *3 1 9

2 8  . S .Madhopur 8 4 2 5 2 1 1 2 1 6 7 4 2 2 2 3 7 3 3 8 2 4 2 7

2 9  . Sikar 6 3 1 7 1 6 1 1 2 5 4 4 0 7 7 3 7 1 6 9 2 6 2 7

3 0  . Sirohi 7 4 2 4 2 3 7 8 4 1 3 0 8 5 2 9 4 6 1 3 3 2 3 4

3 1  . Tonk 8 5 2 7 2 4 9 2 2 4 3 6 2 5 3 1 8 6 1 1 2 8 3 1

3 2  . Udaipur 7 7 2 2 2 0 1 0 5 4 7 3 6 9 1 3 3 3 4 9 2 7 3 0

Total Rajasthan 1 0 5 3 3 2 9 1 0 4 4 0 4 2 8 2 3 6 8 7 1 0 2 3 2 7

*1 Included in Jaipur for 1980 .and 1990-91
* 2 Included in Bharatpur for 1980 and 1990-91
* 3 Included in Udaipur for 1980 and 1990-91

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.5 ; Px'ofile of Sub-Centres
(1996-97)

(Percentage)

District Average 
popula
tion per 
sub
centre

Sub- 
centre 
housed in 
own
building

Sub- [Sub- 
centre I centre 
v/ith j with 
elect- I water 
ricity 1 supply

Alwar 4150 46.6 16.7
Baran 3833 53.3 36.7
Bharatpur 3966 76.6 26.7
Bundi 3600 30.0 50.0
Dholpur 3650 60.0 30.0
Jaipur 4000 40.0 56.7
Jhalawar 3683 50.0 50.0
Jhunj hunu 3116 50.0 40.0
Kota 3800 56.6 60.0
Sawai Madhopur 4 066 40.0 26.7
Sikar 3766 53.3 40.0

16 . 7 
36 .7 
23 . 3 
56 . 7
23
53
46
56
60 . 0 
46 . 7 
50 . 0

I Sub- 
I centre 
j with 
1resi- 
Idential 
I quart- 
1 ers

Sub-Centre v?ith adequat« 
space for

Check-up 1 Delivery|lUD
I I i n s e r t ;

33 . 3
49 . 9 
53 .3 
30 . 8 
30.0 
30 . 0
50 . 0 
50 . 0 
63 .3 
26 . 6 
40 . 0

76 . 7 
60 . 0 
60 . 0 
56 . 7 
66 . 7 
90 . 0 
80 . 0 
70 . 0 
70 . 0 
70 . 0 
70 . 0

33 
3 5
2 7 
13
3 6 
43 
50 . 0 
40 . 0 
56 . 7 
40 . 0 
50 . 0

60 . 0 
63 . 3 
65 . 5 
80 . 0 
63 . 3 
90 . 0 
76 . 7 
70 . 0 
80 . 0 
80 . 0 
70 . 0

Banner
Jalore
Jaisalmer
Jodhpur

2716
3416
2450
2650

80 . 0
80 . 0
80 . 0
86 . 6

13 .3 
26.6 
20 . 0 
16 .6

36 . 6 
43 .3 
36.6 
43 . 3

Bansv/nra 3166 86.6 26.6 33.3
Bikaner 6833 93.3 30.0 33.3
C’- ttorgarh 3383 46.6 53.3 7 3.3
C: ru 3466 90.0 26.6 30.0
D ' igarpur 2866 73.3 46.6 73.3
G-aganagar 3483 53.3 66.6 70.0
K'';iumangarh 4116 43.3 63.3 80.0
R. Jsamand 3616 66.6 73.3 43.3
13 -ipur 3100 73.3 40.0 10.0

A , e r  3850 73.3 40.0 56.6
Bi.'xlwara 3150 66.6 50.0 >3.3
DS-’isa 3 8 00 56.6 16.6 2 5.6
F--jaur 3433 86.6 40.0 3G.6
Pali 2816 73.3 26.5 26.6
Si.vohi 3016 56.6 36.6 26.5
Tork 2833 40.0 20.0 3 0.0

76 .6 
63 .3 
76 . 6 
23 .3

40 . 0 
40.0 
50 . 0 
66 
73 
33

6 
3 
3

30 . 0 
53 . 3 
36 . 6

26
23
36
63
83
43
26

50 . 0 
60 . 0 
63 . 3 
56 . 6

86 . 6 
83 . 3 
80 . 0 
73 . 3 
86 . 6 
83 . 3 
83 .3 
93 .3 
76 . 6

80 . 0 
70 . 0 
66 . 6 
76 - 6 
76 . 6 
83 .3 
60 . 0

56.6
56.6 
43 . 3 
33 .3

93 .3 
80 . 0 
96 . 6 
70 . 0 

100 . 0 
90 . 0 
76 .6 
80 . 0 
73 . 3

50 . 0 
13 . 3 
33 .3 
50 . 0 
13 . 3 
30 . 0 
10 . 0

73 . 3 
70. 0 
76 . 6 
56 . 6

86 .6 
83 . 3 
40 . 0 
83 . 3 
33 . 3 
90 . 0 
83 . 3 
20 . 0 
16 . 6.

76 . 6 
83 .3 
73 .3 
73 . 3 
83 . 3 
80.0 
66 . 6

Stac« 3542 70 . 0 36 . 6 40 . 5 44 . 5 70 . 5 42 . 7

Source: Detailed Tables of Concurrent Evaluation of Spacing
methods and MCH services 1996-97, Family Welfare 
Department, Rajasthan.

67 .6
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Table 9.6 : Beds in Government Medical Institutions

(Percentage)

S .
No.

District Increase in Beds 
(Percentage)

1970-80 1980-91 1990-91
1997-98

1 7

1. Ajmer 1391 1912 2082
2. Alwar 707 1210 1516
3. Banswara 348 826 948
4. Baran *1 - - 604
.5.. . 5artT\er . . . . 22.4 . . £G 8 . . .84 2

6 . Bharatpur 771 1243 1043
7. Bhilwara 411 1192 1342
8 . Bikaner 1331 1567 1739
9. Bundi 155 393 491
10. Chittorgarh 360 960 1070
11. Churu 463., 800 1154
12. Dausa *2 - - 466
13. Dholpur *3 - - 404
14. Dungarpur 261 575 685
15. Ganganagar 648 1036 856
16. Hanumangarh *4 - - 624
17. Jaipur 3058 5359 5360
18. Jaisalmer 84 212 330
19. Jalore 281 533 731
20. Jhalawar 296 614 718
21. Jhunjhunu 525 926 1091
22. Jodhpur 1423 2166 3041
23. Karauli *5 -
24. Kota 913 1426 1154
25. Nagaur 480 1084 1370
26. Pali 499 1106 1264
27. Rajsamand * 6  - - 62 5
28. S.Madhopur 350 838 934
29. Sikar 456 1023 1294
30. Sirohi 234 466 509
31. Tonk 295 639 705
32. Udaipur 1434 2511 2449

1 1 .  01 
10 . 64 
52 . 63

79 . 20 
4 . 90 

21 . 96 
0 . 83 
9 . 92. 

13 . 56 
34 . 99

24 .29 
48 .28

31 . 08
10 . 53 
76 . 73

1 . 02 
64 . 58 
7 . 72

57 . 96
27.32 
45.48

1 1  .46 
1.30

24 .47
11.32 
1 0  .31

37.46
71 . 14 

137.36

198 ..21 
61 . 2 2  

190.02 
17 . 73 

153.55 
166 . 67
72 . 78

120.31 
59 . 8 8

75 . 24 
152.38

8 9 .  6 8  
1 0 7  .43
76 .38 
52 .21

56 . 19 
125.83 
121.64

139 . 43 
124 . 34 
99 . 15 

116.61 
75 . 10

8  .89 
25 .29 
14 . 75
23 .28 
.26 . 04. 
16 .41 
1 2  .58
10 . 98
24 . 94
11 . 56 
44 .25

8  . 71 
16 .41 
19 . 13 
42 . 8 6  

42 . 8 6

8  . 71 
55 . 6 6  

37 . 15
16 . 94
17 . 82 
40.40 
11 .46 
2  3.28 
26.38 
14 . 29 
22 . 42 
11.46 
26.49
9 . 23 

10 . 33 
22 . 42

Total Rajasthan 17898' 31285 37441 23.47 74.80 19.68

(contd
* 1 Included in
* 2 Included in
*3 Included in
*4 Included in
*5 Included in
* 6 Included in

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Appendix-IX

Tabl ■ 9.6 (contd.): Beds in Government Medical Institutions

s .
No .

uistrict Per lakh population Population per bed

1980 1990-
91

1997-
98

1980 1990-
91

1997-
98

1 8 9 1 0 1 1 1 2 13
■] Ajmer 97 1 1 1 1 2 0 1242 904 830

Alwar 40 53 6 6 2487 1898 1515
3 . Banswara 39 71 82 2 54 6 1400 1219
4 . Baran *1 87 1155
b . Barm.er 2 0 47 59 4969 214 8 1704
6  . Bharatpur 41 52 60 2437 1932 1659
7 . Bhilwara 31 75 84 3182 1336 1187
8  . Bikaner 158 129 144 631 773 696
9 . Bundi 26 51 64 3787 1959 15 6  8
1 0  . Chittorgarh 29 65 72 3419 1546 1387
1 1  . Churu 39 52 75 2540 1929 13 3 7
1 2  . Dausa *2 119 1564
13 . Dholpur *3 60 1659
14 . Dungarpur 38 6 6 78 2609 1522 1277
15 . Ganganagar 32 4 0 56 3108 2531 1 7 2
16 . Hanumangarh *4 56 17 72
17 . Jaipur 90 1 1 0 119 1114 911 83 8
18 . Jaisalmer 35 61 96 2845 1627 1045
19 . Jalore 31 47 64 3214 2144 1554
2 0  . Jhalawar 38 64 75 2652 1559 1333
2 1  . Jhunj hunu 44 59 69 2272 1559 14 5 0
2 2  . Jodhpur 8 6 1 0 1 141 1160 994 708
23 . Karauli *5 5 2 1930
24 . Kota . 59 7 0 87 1694 1424 1155
25 . Nagaur 30 51 64 3383 1498 156G
26 . Pali 39 74 85 2549 1344 1176
27 . Rajsamand * 6 106 940
28 . S .Madhopur 23 46 52 4380 2152 19'̂ 0
29 . Sikar 33 56 70 3011 1802 147:4
30 . Sirohi 43 71 78 2312 1403 1285
31 . Tonk 38 6 6 72 2658 1526 1383
32 . Udaipur 61 ■' 87 106 164 0 1151 94 0

Total Rajasthan 52 71 85 1906 14 0 7 1175

been used; for 1990-91 and 1997-98, population 
figures of 1991 census have been used.

* 1 Included in
* 2 Included in
*3 Included in
*4 Included in
*5 Included in
* 6 Included in

Source: Directorate of Medical and Health, Rajasthan.
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Table: 9.7 Government Ayurvedic & Unani Institutions 
and Beds

(Number!
s .
No.

District 1990-91 1997-98

Hosp
itals

Dis-
pen-
sar-
ies

Beds Hosp
itals

Dispen
saries

Beds Mobile

1  . Aj mer 5 134 348 7 132 343 1

2  . Alwar 2 179 2 0 2 179 2 0 -
3 . Banswara 2 113 15 2 118 15 1

4 . Baran Included in Kota 1 58 5 -
5 . Barmer - 91 - 1 92 5 1

6 .. . Bharatpur. . . a . 13.0 . . 25 , . X . . .13 0. . . 15. -
7 . Bhilwara 5 182 40 5 182 40 -
8  . Bikaner 1 97 2 0 1 96 30 1

9 . Bundi 1 65 1 0 1 65 1 0 -
1 0  . Chittorgarh 3 124 26 3 i3 0 26 -
1 1  . Churu 5 125 37 5 128 37 -
1 2  . Dausa Included in Jaipur- 96 - -
13 . Dholpur 2 52 1 0 2 53 1 0 -
14 . Dungarpur 3 115 30 4 119 ■ 30 -
15 . Ganganagar 3 173 2 2 - 84 - 1

16 . Hanumangarh Included in G .Nagar 3 90 2 2 -
17 . Jaipur 6 376 252 7 302 67 -
18 . Jaisalmer 1 33 5 1 33 5 1

19 . Jalore 2 67 23 3 6 8 28 -
2 0  . Jhalawar 1 76 7 1 78 7 -
2 1  . Jhunj hunu 2 153 15 2 154 15 -
2 2  . Jodhpur 4 124 39 5 124 51 -
23 . Karauli Included in S.Madhopur 1 82 5 -
24 . Kota 1 117 2 0 1 57 30 1

25 . Nagaur 5 153 24 6 154 29 -
26 . Pali 5 130 33 5 136 33 ~
27 . Rajsamand Included in Udaipur 1 93 1 0 -
28 . S .Madhopur 3 187 17 2 8 6 1 2 -
29 . Sikar 4 151 40 4 152 40 -
30 . Sirohi 2 58 15 2 64 15 -
31 . Tonk 2 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 -
32 . Udaipur 5 272 231 4 187 ■ 2 2 1

■

Total Rajasthan 76 3577 1324 85 3623 1186 7

Source: Director, Ayurved, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.8 : Average number of living children end
Additional Children desired by women 

(1996-97)

s .
No .

District Living Children Desired Children

Male Female Total Male I Female Total

1  . Ajmer 1 .4 1.3 2  . 6 0  . 6 0  . 2 0.7
2  . Alwar 1. 3 1. 3 2 . 7 1 . 2 1 . 0 2 . 3
3 . Banswara 1.3 ■■ 1.3 2  . 6 0.3 0  . 1 0.4
4 . Baran 1  . 2 1. 3 2 . 5 1 . 2 1 .1 - 2 . 3
5 . Barmer 1 . 6 1. 4 3 . 0 0 . 5 0  . 6 1  . 0

6  . Bharatpur 1. 5 1. 3 2  . 8 1 . 1 1 . 0 2  . 2

7 . Bhilwara 1 . 2 1 . 1 2 . 4 0.3 0  . 2 0 . 5
8  . Bikaner 1.4 1 . 4 2  . 8 0.4 0  . 1 0.5
9 . Bundi 1 . 4 1 . 4 2  . 8 1 . 2 1 . 1 2  . 2

1 0  . Chittorgarh 1 . 2 1  . 1 2 . 3 0 . 4 0  . 0 0.4
1 1  . Churu 1. 3 1. 3 2  . 6 0.4 0  . 1 0 . 5
1 2  . Dausa 1 . 4 1 . 3 2 . 7 0 . 3 9.2 0 . 5
13 . Dholpur 1 . 6 1. 4 3 . 0 1. 3 1 - 0 2 . 3
14 . Dungarpur 1. 3 1  . 2 2 . 5 0 . 7 0 . 3 1  . 1

15 . Ganganagar 1 . 1 1  . 1 2  . 2 0 . 5 0  . 2 0 . 7
16 . Hanumangarh 1  . 0 1  . 1 2  . 1 0 . 4 0 .2 - 0  . 6

17 . Jaipur 1 . 3 1 . 3 2  . 6 1  . 1 1  . 1 2  . 2

18 . Jaisalmer 1.9 1 . 3 3 . 2 0.3 0 . 3 0  . 6

19 . Jalore 1. 7 1.4 3 . 2 0 . 5 0 . 5 1  . 1

2 0  . Jhalawar 1 . 2 1 . 3 2 . 5 1 . 1 1  . 0 2  . 1

2 1  . Jhunjhunu 1 . 2 1 . 2 2.4 1 . 2 1  . 1 2 . 3
2 2  . Jodhpur 1  . 6 1.3 2 . 9 0.4 0.4 0  . 8

23 . Kota 1 . 3 1. 3 2 . 5 1 . 2 1  . 1 2 . 3
24 . Nagaur 1. 3 1.3 2 . 5 0.4 0  . 2 0  . 6

25 . Pali 1.4 .. 1.4 2  . 8 0 . 3 0  . 1 0 . 3
26 . Raj samand 1  . 2 1 . 0 2  . 2 1 . 1 0 . 4 1 . 6

27 . S .Madhopur* 1.5 1 . 3 2  . 8 1.3 1  . 0 2 . 3
28 . Sikar 1  . 2 1  . 2 2 . 4 1 . 1 1  . 0 2  . 2

29 . Sirohi 1 . 5 1 . 3 2 . 9 0.4 0 . 3 0  . 6

30 . Tonk 1 . 4 1 . 3 2 . 7 0.4 0 . 2 0  - 6

31 . Udaipur 1 . 2 1 . 0 2  . 1 1 . 0 0  . 2 1  . 2

State 1 . 4 1.3 2  . 6 0.7 0 . 5 1.3

* Includes Karauli district.
Source: Detailed Tables of Concurrent Evaluation of

Spacing methods and MCH Services 1996-97,
Family Welfare Department, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.9 : Percentage of Females
(1996-97)

by Age at Marriage

s . District Age at Marriage (Year) Age at Gauna (Year)
No .

< 15 15-17 18 + Mean < 15 ■ 115-17 1 18 + 1 Mea

1  . Ajmer 32 . 2 42 .1 25 . 8 16 . 1 11. 9 47 . 2 40 . 9 16 . 7
2  . Alwar 37 . 4 .28.7 33 . 9 16 . 2 19 . 1 34 . 1 46 . 7 17 . 2
3 . Banswara 4 . 3 51. 5 44 . 3 17 . 0 1 0  . 0 43 . 0 47 . 0 16 , 0

4 . Baran 61. 1 25 . 1 13 . 8 14 . 4 23 . 6 43 . 2 33 . 3 16 . 7
5 . Barmer 43 . 8 31. 3 24 . 9 14 . 1 2.4 55 . 8 41 . 8 17 . 0
6  . Bharatpur 37 . 8 39 . 1 23 .1 15 . 8 21 . 7 46 . 8 31.4 16 . 6

7 . Bhilwara 62 . 9 24 . 9 12 . 3 1 1  . 1 2 0  . 1 51 .4 28 . 5 16 .4
8  . Bikaner 12 . 9 42 . 3 44 . 8 16 . 8 6  . 8 38.4 54 . 8 17 . 2
9 . Bundi 67 . 5 2 0  . 0 12 . 5 13 . 7 38 . 8 35 . 5 25 . 7 16 .3
1 0  . Chittorgarh 51 . 0 27 . 3 21 . 7 13 . 0 15 . 7 49 . 9 34 . 4 17 . 0
il*. •Churu • • • • . .9 .7 . • 37; 9* • •41 . - 6 • 15-. 0 ■■ 28-. 0  *3-2 .' 7 * 38.4 * 1 - 6 :3'
1 2  . Dausa 33 . 6 40 . 7 25 . 8 16 . 2 5 . 3 35 . 3 59 . 3 17 . 1
13 . Dholpur 51 . 3 29 . 7 18 . 9 15 . 3 44 . 2 34 . 5 21 . 3 15 . 8

14 . Dungarpur 0 .4 58 . 0 41 . 5 17 . 0 0 . 7 41 . 1 58 . 2 18 . 0

15 . Ganganagar 5 . 2 23 .4 71 . 1 17 . 0 "4 . 2 20 . 4 75 . 1 17 .4
16 . Hanumangarh 2 . 9 33 . 8 63 . 3 17 . 0 „ 2  . 8 24 . 2 73 . 0 17 .4
17 . Jaipur 51 . 3 28 . 8 19 . 9 15 . 1 38.2- 38 . 7 23 . 1 16 . 1

18 . Jaisalmer 15 . 8 58 . 1 26 . 1 16 . 2 1 . 3 71 . 3 27 . 4 17 . 0
19 . Jalore 59 . 1 30 . 7 1 0  . 2 12 . 3 1 . 3 71 .4 27 . 2 16 . 5
2 0  . Jhalawar 65 . 6 19 . 0 15 .4 14 . 3 30 . 7 36 . 7 32 . 7 16 . 6

2 1  . Jhunj hunu 46.4 30 . 3 23 . 3 15 . 4 34 . 2 38 . 2 27 . 6 16 . 1

2 2  . Jodhpur 65 . 3 17 . 7 17 . 0 11 . 7 2  . 1 59 . 2 38 . 7 16 . 9
23 . Kota 65 . 0 19 . 0 16 . 0 14 . 3 37 . 6 33 . 3 29 . 2 16 . 3
24 . Nagaur 50 . 3 32 . 2 17 . 4 15 . 3 25 . 0 43 . 6 31 . 4 16 . 4
25 . Pali 23 . 4 41.9 34 . 6 16 . 4 2  . 2 46 . 8 50 . 9 17 . 8

26 . Raj samand 15 . 6 61.1 23 . 3 16 . 0 11 . 9 62 . 3 25 . 8 16 . 0

27 . S.Madhopur* 59 . 5 20 . 9 19 . 6 14 .4 37 . 6 34 . 7 27 . 6 15 . 8

28 . Sikar 45 . 2 34 . 7 2 0  . 1 15 . 5 30 . 1 44 .4 25 . 4 16 . 1

29 . Sirohi 9 . 9 31.4 58 . 6 17 . 8 9 . 3 31 . 2 59 . 0 17 . 7
30 . Tonk 44 . 0 1 0  . 1 48 .4 16 .4 7 . 6 47 . 9 44 . 6 16 . 8

31: Udaipur 28 . 3 53 . 9 17 . 8 16 . 0 11 . 9 64 . 0 24 . 1 16 . 0

State 26 . 7 33 . 7 39 . 6 15 .4 17.3 43 . 8 38 . 9 17 . 7

* Includes Karauli district.

Source: Detailed Tables of Concurrent Evaluation of Spacing
methods and MCH Services 1996-97, Family Welfare
Department, Rajasthan.
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Table 9.10 Incidence of Diarrhoea Among Children 
(1996-97)

(Percerj Lage)
s .
N o .

District N o . of 
children" 
reported 
to have 
diarrhoea

Chil
dren
rece
ived
treat
ment

Childre
treatme
Gover
nment
agency

sn recei-\ 
int from
Vaidya/
Private
Doctor

/■ed

Tan-
trik/
others

Chil
dren
rece
ived
ORS
during
diarr
hoea

Chil
dren
rece
ived
home
fluid
durin
div..rr
hoea

1. Ajmer 14 0 99.9 71.4 7.1 21.4 42 . 9 0 . 0
2 . Alwar 14 0 78 . 6 54 . 6 45.5 0.0 13 .1 0.0
3 . Banswara 1.0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4 . Baran 14 0 85.7 58 . 3 41 . 7 0.0 53.1 0.3
5 . Barmer 00 0 0.0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6 . Bharatpur 8 0 75 . 0 16.7 83 .3 ■ 0.0 28 . 1 16.7
7 . Bhilwara 2 0 100 . 0 50.0 0 . 0-‘ 50 . 0 50 . 0 0.0
8 . Bikaner 00 0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
9 . Bundi 12 . 0 83 .3 80 . 0 20 . 0 0 . 0 27 . 3 20 . 0
10 . Chittorgarh 27 . 0 70 .4 63 . 0 ■ 7.4 0 . 0 29 . 6 0 . 0
11. Churu 2 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 50 . 0 0.0
12 . Dausa 4 0 50 . 0 50.0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
13 . Dholpur 1.0 100 . 0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0 21. 2 0 . 0
14 . Dungarpur 4 . 0 100 . 0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100 . 0 0.0
15 . Ganganagar 5.0 100.0 60 .0 0.0 40 .0 0.0 40 .0
16 . Hanumangarh 00.0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0
17 . Jaipur 12.0 83 .3 60.0 40.0 0 . 0 63 . 1 20.0
18. Jaisalmer '00.0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 - 0
19 . Jalore 12 . 0 100 . 0 10 0.0 0 . 0 0.0 100 . 0 0.0
20 . Jhalawar 8 . 0 62 . 5 100 . 0 0 . 0 0.0 33.1 0 . 0
21. Jhunjhunu 31.0 100.0 66.6 0 . 0 33 .3 33 .1 3.6
22 . Jodhpur 19 . 0 99.3 94 . 7 5.3 0 . 0 100.0 0.0
23 Kota 17 . 0 88 .2 66 . 6 33.3 0.0 63 .1 0 . 0
24 . Nagaur 3.0 100.0 66.7 0 . 0 33 .3 33 .3 33 . 3
25 . Pali 15.0 100 . 0 80 . 0 0 . 0 20 . 0 40 . 0 6.7
25. Raj samand 00 . 0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0.0
27 . S .Madhopur* 10 . 0 80 . 0 50 . 0 50 . 0 0 . 0 26.2 12 . 5
28 . Sikar 7.0 100 . 0 56.1 42 . 9 0 . 0 43 .1 14 .3
29 . Sirohi 2 . 0 100 . 0 50 . 0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0 . 0
30 . Tonk 6.0 100 . 0 16.7 83.3 0.0 16.7 83 .3
31. Udaipur 1.0 100 . 0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0 . 0 0.0

State 8.1 72.8 70.6 22 . 9 6.4 31.2 8.3

* Includes Karauli district.
Source: Detailed Tables of Concurrent Evaluation of Spacing 

methods and MCH Services 1996-97, Family Welfare 
Department, Raj asthan.
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Table 9.11 : Vaccination of Children 
(1996-97)

Aged (12 -23)
(]

Months
Percentage)

District 1 Having| 
1 card 1

BCG 1DPT-1 1 DPT-: 
1

2 1DPT--3 1 Polio-1 
1

1 Polio-2 1 Polio-3 
1

1 Measles| Vit--A

Ajmer 70 . 0 84 . 0 94 . 0 78 . 7 65 . 3 86 ., 0 79.. 3 62 . 7 55 . 3 59 . 3
Alwar 81 . 0 86 . 4 86 .4 86 . 4 81 . 8 86 .,4 81 . 8 81 . 8 77 . 3 77 ,. 3
Banswara 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 .. 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 100 .0
Baran 100 . 0 89 . 7 100 . 0 100 . 0 96 . 6 100 ., 0 100 . 0 96 . 6 86 . 2 82 . 8
Barmer 100 . 0 83 . 8 100 . 0 97 . 3 94 ,. 6 100 .0 94 ,. 6 91 . 9 97 . 3 89 . 2
Bharatpur 81 ,. 5 100 . 0 92 . 6 92 . 6 96 ,. 3 92 .6 92 .. 6 92 . 6 88 . 9 88 ,. 9
Bhilwara 67 . 3 67 . 3 94 . 0 83 . 3 62 ,. 0 70 .7 75 ,.3 50 . 0 48 . 7 38 . 0
Bikaner 84 . 0 84 . 0 82 . 7 46 ,. 0 11 ,. 3 76 .7 42 ,. 0 10 . 0 2 . 7 81,. 3
Bundi 93 ,. 8 93 . 8 93 . 8 90 ,. 6 87 .. 5 93 .8 90 ,. 6 87 . 5 87 . 5 84 ,.4
Ciiittorgarh* • 6 5r. 5* 92-: 5* • 92 . 5 • 92 •5 ■' 92 ,.♦5 • -92*.5- • •92*. 5* • 92*. 5* • 85’: 1* • 81,. 4
Churu 92 ,. 7 92 . 0 ■ 100 . 0 97 ,. 3 88 .. 0 100 .0 93 ..3 88 ,. 0 83 ,. 3 68 ,. 7
Dausa 58 ,. 7 48 ,. 0 76 .. 7 69 ., 3 51,, 3 64 .0 66 ,, 0 48 ,. 0 30 ,. 7 28 .. 0
Dholpur 72 ., 0 96 ,. 0 96 ,. 0 96 .. 0 88 .. 0 96 .0 96 ,. 0 88 ,. 0 84 ,. 0 80 ,. 0
Dungarpur 100 .. 0 100 ,. 0 100 ,. 0 100 .. 0 100 .. 0 100 .0 100 ,, 0 100 ,. 0 100 ,. 0 66 .. 6
Ganganagar 86 .. 7 82 ,. 7 87 .. 3 77 .. 3 44 .. 0 76 .0 73 .. 3 46',. 7 18 ,. 7 68 .. 7
Hanumangarh 97 ,. 3 96 ,. 7 94 ,. 7 .51,. 3 42 ,, 7 89 .3 49 .. 3 34 ,. 0 26 ,. 7 81 .. 3
Jaipur 75 ., 6 85 ,. 4 82 ., 9 73 .. 2 87 ., 8 82 .9 70 ., 7 65 .. 9 61 ,. 0 0 .. 0
Jaisalmer 100 ., 0 94 ,. 4 94 .. 4 94 .. 4 55 ., 6 94 .4 94 ..4 55 ,, 6 88 ., 9 50 .. 0
Jalore 83 .,3 83 ,. 3 83 ,. 3 75 ., 0 75 .. 0 83 .3 75 ,.0 75 .. 0 75 ,. 0 7 5 .. 0
Jhalawar 92 ., 3 95 ,. 3 95 .. 3 95 ,. 3 95 ., 3 95 .3 95.,3 93 ,, 0 88 ,, 4 88 ..4
Jhunj hunu 47 ., 4 78 ., 9 81,, 6 76 ., 3 76 ., 3 81. 6 78 ., 9 71 .■■ 1 63 ,. 2 60 ,. 5
Jodhpur 100 .0 100 .. 0 100 ., 0 100 ., 0 100 .0 100 .0 100 ., 0 100 ,. 0 93 ,, 8 90 ..6
Kota 76 .2 90 .. 5 90 .. 5 90 ,, 5 95 ., 2 85 .7 90 ., 5 85 .. 7 76 ..2 71 .. 4
Nagaur 70 .0 71 ., 3 71 ., 3 70 ., 3 63 .3 70 .7 66 ., 0 61., 3 46 ., 7 27 .. 3
Pali 84 .0 58 .. 0 72 ., 7 59 .. 3 52 .7 72 .0 60 .7 46 ., 7 26 ., 7 28 ., 0
Raj samand 25 .7 85 .. 7 80 .. 0 74 ., 2 65 ., 7 91. 4 82 .8 65 ,, 7 22 ,. 8 20 .. 0
S .Madhopur* 80 .0 84 ., 0 84 ., 0 80 ., 0 80 .0 84 .0 80 .0 76 ., 0 68 .. 0 56 .. 0
Sikar 78 .6 85 ., 7 82 ., 1 75 ., 0 71 .4 82 .1 78 .6 71.,4 67 .. 9 67 ,. 9
Sirohi 65 .3 52 ,, 7 56 ,, 0 48 .. 0 38 ., 7 43 .2 48 ., 0 38 ,. 7 34 .. 0 27 ., 3
Tonk 45 .3 50 ., 7 64 ., 7 52 .. 0 44 .0 52 .7 53 .3 41., 3 16 .. 7 11,.3
Udaipur 6 9 . 2 100 ., 0 97 .. 4 100 .. 0 97 .4 97 .4 100 .0 97 ., 4 66 ., 6 69 .. 2

State 76 .1 84 ., 0 84 ,, 4 78 ., 4 70 .6 82 .3 77 .8 68 .. 5 61 .. 4 61 .. 6

* Includes Karauli district.

Source: Detailed Tables of Concurrent Evaluation of Spacing
methods and MCH Services 1996-97, Family Welfare
Department, Rajasthan.
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ble 3.12: Approximate Per Capita Expenditure 
h v  Districts

Appendix-IX

(Rupees

S .
No

District Based on numbe; 
ins t itut ions®

of

1. A]mer
2 . Aiwar
3. Banswara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6 . Bharatpur 
. Bhilwara

B . Bikaner 
9. Bundi 

0  . Chi 1 1  o r g a r h
11. Churu
1 2 . Dausa
13. Dholpur
14. Dungarpur
15. Ganganagar
1 6 . Kanuinangarh
17. Jaipur
18. Jaij^almer 
19,. Jaiore
20. Jhalawar
2 1 . Jhunjhunu 
2 2. Jodbpur
2 3 . ivarauli 
24. Kota 
2! j .  Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsamand
2 8 .  S .Madhopur 
23. Sikar
3 0. Sirohi
31. Tonk
32. Udaipur

Based on eighth plan 
devolution©®

1991- 1992-97 1997-98 1991- 1992-97 19 9 7-98
92 92 1

5 2 . 4 0 84 . 75 112.13 8  8.43 165.24 197.8 6
55 .48 6  6.37 1 2  7.15 4 7.09 76 . 91 105.37
80 . 76 131 . 90 177.45 51 . 99 84 . 90 116 .32
- 1 0  0 . 8 8 149.78 72 . 81 118 . 92 162.91

67.40 1 1 1  . 6 6 159.51 52 .59 72 . 21 98 . 93
4 6.44 95 .33 136 .29 4 3.65 71 . 29 97 . 67
78.08 126 . 95 162.14 5 7.90 94 . 57 1 2  9.56
53 .09 8 6  .32 122.91 7 9.63 13 0.05 17 8.17
6  0.62' 9 8.41 196 . 55 51.18 ■83.59 114.52
6  7.4 3 1 1 1  .36 159.30 64 . 9« 106 . 13 145.39
55 . 97 92 . 60 141 . 8  6 4 3.29 7 0.71 9 6 . 8  7

- 103 . 03 14 3 . 15 64 . 11 104.71 143 .45
6 0 . 4 6 9 6 . 3 0 13 5.2 7 45.15 5 5.57 101.03
9 5 . 51 159 . 12 211. 5 6 6  9.32 113 .21 15 5.10
53.19 8 6  . 8 8 1 2  6 . 6 8 5 6.62 92.47 1 2  6.69

- - 3 5.51 58 . 00 79 . 46
4 7.29 75.26 100.69 94 . 9 7 155 .22 212.49
76 . 16 125.70 2 0 8  . 7 72.11 117 . 76 161 .34
6  9.21 113 . 83 14 8 .28 48 . 6 6 79 .48 108.8 8

60 . 75 99 . 22 14 4 . 2 60 . 1 " 98 .26 134 . 62
6 8  . 91 112.83 14 7 . 4 6 4 5.0 5 73 . 58 1 0  0.81
63 . 09 101.56 129 . 26 89 .06 145 .45 199 . 27

4 9 .: 9 6 6  . 98 8  7.66 141.13 115 .25 315.78
6  9.19 113.43 149.57 36 . 62 5 9.80 81 . 93
84 . 08 13 7.93 173.40 51 . 16 83 .56 114.51

131.45 168.69 73 .36 119.81 164.14
6 8  . 6 8 102.29 1 2  6  . 61 46 .51 75 . 96 104.06
6 6  . 1 2 107 .75 141 . 50 41.56 67 . 87 92 . 98
8  3.34 136.11 175.95 44 .45 72 . 59 99.45
76 . 26' 12 5 .47 167.48 58 . 77 95 . 98 131.49
73 . 60 117.05 156.73 98 . 17 120 . 14 167.1 2

Soui-'ce : @ - Medical Depa.rtment, Re.-j asthan.
3@ - Budget docunients, Rajasthan.

(L)



Appendix-IX

Table 9.13: Ranking of Districts by Financial 
Inputs and Health Development Index

s. |District 
No. !

Based on number of 
institutions

Based on eighth plan 
devolution

1991- I 1992-97 I 1997-98 I 1991- 
92 92

1992-97 1997-98

Health Index

1981 I 1997-98

1. A^mer
2. Alwar
3 . Bansv/ara
4. Baran
5. Barmer

Bharatpur 
Bhilwara 
Bikaner ' '
Bundi
Chittorgarh 
Churu 
Dausa 
Dholpur 
Dungarpur 
Ganganagar 
Hanumangarh 
Jaipur 
Jaisalmer

19. Jalore
20. Jhalawar
21. Jhunj hunu 

Jodhpur 
Karauli 
Kota 
Nagaur 
Pali
Raj samand

28. S.Madhopur
29. Sikar
30 . Sirohi 
31. Tonk 
3 2. Udaipur

6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 
11 
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

22
23
24
25
26 
27

2 4 
21

14
27
5

23 
18 
13 
2 0

19
1

22

26
7
9

17
11
16

25
10
2

12
15
3
6

27
30
4

19
13
23

26
21
14
24 
16 
22

1
25

28
8

10
20
12
18

29
11
2
5

17
.15
3
7
9

28
24
4

13 
10 
21
9

27
3

11
19 
18 
22

1
25

29 
2

15 
17
16 
23

30
14 

6
7

26
20
5
8 

12

4
22
18
8

17
27
15

1
21
17
7

25
26 
15

4
21
17
8

26
27
15

•6
19 
11 
28 
12
24 
10  
16 
31
3
9

21
13
25 
5

1
30
20 
7

23
29
26
14 
2

18
11
27 
12 
31 
10 
16 
30
2
8

20
13
23 
3

9
29
19

6
22
28
24
14 
5

18
11
28
12
23 
10 
16 
31

2
9

20
13
24 
3

1
29
19
7

22
29
25
14 

6

22
25
12
13

6
30
27

23 
26

2
16
30
13
3
3

16
5

11
21
9
8

28
13
7

24 
IS 
28 
10  
20 
32 
18

22
25
12
13
5

30
27

23 
26

2
16
30
13
3
3

16
6

11
21
10
9

28
13
7

24 
18 
28

8 
20 
32 
18
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Appei. lix IX

iible 1 1'̂ r Blocks C(.-ver-3d onder J ''̂'S and Beneficia:? es of
Su:'plemei:.tary rutrition Programme (1997 -98

(r mib''r)

District T ital! ■.’-lo-
o-

Pregnant Women Nursing Mothers jChildren 6 mouths to 
j 6 years

1 c s i nac
1 ’ ̂-d :

T 1-----
|e :igi 
|bl̂ i

•• 1 Enx ■ 1
jlled I

Bfi'je- 
f iLec

Eli.gi- :
bie

Enro
lled

------ 1-------
1 Bene-}Eligi- 
1 fited1ble

1 En.’- 
|lled

Bei:- - 
fit d

1. j'-jrner 8 4 5703 3535 2294 6984 4059 2666 78337 3^ /58 23'
2 . Alwar 14 5 B927 522B 2 96 5 10114 5805 3399 104340 49^31 30905
3 . Bansw^ra 8 8 13459 72 12 5630 16459 9377 7267 173522 93 753 68268
4 . .oaran 7 4 3917 2818 2236 4379 2818 2340 41198 24623 18194
5 . ip.arme.: 8 8 16351 853 5 6365 19251 8715 6512 163016 70?65 5 9f-13
6 . '.’■Lar''' i:p\'r 9 9 3C.944 1C 8 9 7698 267 '9 10256 8246 216592 B-7 149 5 7 ; 5
7 . '3hil''.'a.ra 11 8 11 493 0 -.95 6440 12985 8963 7212 119265 7 ; - 7 3 53''31
8 . .'ikai'er 4 4 9997 <: 3 9 3511 10716 4786 2770 77638 4. i 5 8 28' :.'3
9. Jund.'L 4 3 5418 2'/ 3 3 1857 6482 4102 -.1971 63530 2t' 4 01 15. :.3
10 . Chi; ' oro'aih 14 6 6371 5 045 3734 7519 6139 4424 863C2 6-J74 44.'^9
11 . 7 7 17733 7537 4547 18041 6205 4821 159232 4 1  ” 2 9
12 . : 'a’i 5 5 13600 8 i. 11 5388 14198 8064 5f"18 114017 g : 'n 38 ■ 17
13 . ;.>ur 4 4 9374 2:^85 1282 12C77 2285 1232 99696 3:.i57 15 ' 98
14 . i;ir .•arpi;r 5 5 7568 6036 2615 8975 7410 3239 92039 67108 2 : •  3
15 . jana:.Tar 7 7 12473 8094 6764 15'/53 8492 7637 109935 6J422 5 O’: 0 3
1 6 , ■?ur’imai:;-farh 3 3 9665 685 3 5237 12078 6 6 8 8 5525 130811 5-‘-409 38-:^s
17 . ’a: ^ur 13 2P36G 15843 11672 30044 17694 13684 323264 14 4 94 114:-':4
IB . ''a:' 3- 3 1408 1733 1364 4496 1S74 1664 39239 2-i 264 16V; ;-;2
19 . 'a] '•■re / 7 - 768 5803 4304 22695 6347 4804 165913 5''366 44:'fl3
20 . oho .awa^ f -a 6195 314 7 2733 7141 3450 2981 48692 24866 18:-: 11
21 . Jhu" jhui.’j. 8 ':047 2 04 7 1357 4199 2033 1360 63145 i::817 13S15
22 .
23 .

Tcc^ipur 
'•'a: -‘Uli

9 6
5

14771 5903 
Inrludec' in S

4135 15569 
awa i Miidhopur

6142 4317 137381 45978 33155

24 . :'Gt- 1 5 6 6 84 5004 3186 C844 5279 3251 103160 37982 24 \30
25 . :iac: „ar 11 9 2 i'192 114 76 9430 :• ;oo4 11794 9900 214412 82896 65218
26 . '>a:' i 10 5 7921 4029 2635 10257 3893 2928 91546 43251 30167
27 . "a'' ^amaud 7 3 7 5 1 1 1465 1013 3264 1887 1:81 34072 18363 12132
28 . ?.■ ■3dhop’'r 5 5 2 i 5 5 8 ii:’'’ 9 8854 27325 13263 91j43 208420 88032 60S^04
29 . .-..r 8 1 xl4 6 10^4 963 2173 1224 1156 24179 9855 9f;14
30 . .vi:-, ohi 5 5675 3117 22:1 7783 3596 2'65 76993 4 3757 3i:-:03
31 . ■■’o. 6 10271 G- . 3 4504 12927 7850 5̂ ; 3 0 130580 54690 38043
32 , 'Ji;'’ ip’ir 11 10 1 "592 7 7:7 46 03 l.')402 9036 5496 203907 8'rG95 4s:. '.2

To t a1 P3 7 177 34o854 18 3 3 1 406014 146737 1713537
131653 199536 3695758 118-'. ■:’5

rce: Womsn Sc Child Development Department Govt, of Raj., Jaipur

( L I D



Appendix-X
Education

Table 10.1 ;Districtwise Literacy (1981 & 1991)
- All Groups

Percentage)

S .
No.

District 1981

Males !Female I Persons

1991

Male Female Persons

1 . Ajmer 47 . 65 21 . 92 35.30 6 8  . 75 34 . 50 52 .34
2  . Alwar 40 . 05 1 1  .38 26 . 53 60 . 98 22 . 54 43 . 09
3 . Banswara 26 . 05 7 .50 16 . 85 38 . 16 13 . 42 26 . 0 0

4 . Baran Included. in Kota 53 .79 17 .22 36 . 57
5 . Barmer 20 . 04 3 . 71 12 .29 36 . 56 7 . 6 8 22 . 98
6  . Bharatpur 39.33 1 0  . 08 26 . 05 62 . 1 1 ■ 19.60 42 . 96
7 . Bhilwara 29 . 97 8  . 97 19.79 45 . 95 16 . 50 31.65
.8 , .. Bikaner. ■ . . 37.-6 6  . .17 . 57. .28.20. . 54-. 63 - ■27 . 03- -41 . 73-
9 . Bundi 30 . 10 8  . 92 20 . 14 47.40 16 . 13 32 . 75
1 0  . Chittorgarh 33 . 91 9 .35 21 . 94 50 . 55 17 . 15 34 .28
1 1  . Churu 3 3.34 9 . 81 2 1  . 8 6 51 .30 17 . 32 34 . 78
1 2  . Dausa Included. in Jaipur 56 .-.75 14 . 15 36 . 8 6

13 . Dholpur Included. in Bharatpur 50 .45 15 . 25 35 . 09
14 . Dungarpur 29 . 54 7 . 97 18 . 52 45 . 71 15 .40 30 . 55
15 . Ganganagar 36 .41 14 .16 26.03 55 .29 26.39 41 - 82
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 44 .11 17 .18 31.40 64 . 83 28 . 69 47 . 8 8

18 . Jaisalmer 24 .35 5 .25 15 . 80 44 . 99 1 1  .28 30 . 05
19 . Jalore 22 .43 4 .43 13 .70 38 . 97 7 . 75 23 . 76
2 0  . Jhalawar 34 . 01 9 .27 2 2  . 1 1 48 . 22 16 . 18 32 . 94
2 1  . Jhunj hunu 45 . 07 1 1  .40 28 . 61 6 8  .32 25 . 54 47 . 60
2 2  . Jodhpur 3 7 . 7.1 14 .47 26 . 64 56 . 74 22 . 58 40 . 69
23 . Karauli Included, in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 45 . 96 17 .39 32 . 33 70 . 6 6 ■ 37.56 55 . 24
25 . Nagaur 31.13 7 .11 19 .38 49.35 13 .29 31.80
26 . Pali 34 . 21 8  . 83 21.87 54 .42 16 . 97 35 . 96
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur 50 . 6 6 15 . 54 33 . 09
28 . S .Madhopur 36.30 8  .16 23 . 23 54 .60 14 . 64 36.27
29 . Sikar 41. 16 9 . 08 25 .43 64 . 13 19 . 8 8 42 .49
30 . Sirohi 20 . 84 9 . 92 20 . 07 46 . 24 16 . 99 31 . 94
31 . Tonk 31. 96 8  .28 20 . 56 50 . 64 15 . 24 33 . 67
32 . Udaipur 33 . 02 10 . 76 2 2  . 0 1 48 . 73 2 0  .41 34 . 90

Total Rajasthan 36.30 11 .42 24 .38 54 . 99 20 . 44 38 . 55

Source: Census Reports - Rajasthan - 1981, 1991

(LIII)
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1 0 , 2  : Li;jera.cy Development Index 
(1991)

- Rura]L

No .
D i St. ricO All G 

Male

roups 

1 Female

S C 

Males 1 Female

S T 

Male 1 Fev.i.ale

1  . i' ;i me r 0.54 9 7 0 . 13 9 6 0 . 5599 0.0 8  71 0.3607 0  , C611
2  . A J Avar 0 . 5 6  7 fS 0.1673 0 . 5000 0.0915 0 . 5098 0  . ̂ )626
3 Fanr 0 .3 370 0 . 0887 0 . 3854 0 . 0536 0 . 2 4 2 0 . 0 0 7
4 . P aran 0.4995 0 . 1225 0.4299 0.0679 0.4210 0.0705
5 . armor 0.3183 0 . 04 2 0 0 . 2444 0  . 0126 0.1626 0.^055
c. bnaratp;: 0 . 5843 0 . 1248 0.5000 0.0472 0 . 6687 0. 197r~l / . Bhilwara 0 .3836 0.0961 0.2865 0.0278 0 . 210 '7 0 . 178
8  . Bikaaer 0 . 375 9 0 . 0884 0 .2107 0.0216 0.3055 0.0512
9 . Bundi 0 . 406 5 0 . 0939 0.3128 0.0354 0.3708 0 . 0 314
1 0  . Chittorgarh 0 . 4437 0.1055 0.3721 0 . 0372 0  . 1 0  : 2 0.0144
1 1 Churn 0.4360 0.0 931 0 . 2448 0 . 02 5 9 0 . 4714 0.0865
1 2  . Dausa 0 . 5415 0 . 1090 0.4998 0 . 0629 0  .4800 0.0417
13 . Dholpur 0 . 4'713 0 . 0989 0.3668 0.0273 0.5002 0 , 0 3 0
14 . Dungarpui; 0  .4226 0.1192 0.4083 0.0760 0 .3139 0 . 04 6  4
15 . Ganganagar 0.5007 0.1950 0 .2834 0.0664 0 .4693 0.13 3 4
16 . Ilanumangarh 0 . 5007 0.1950 0.233 4 0 . 05 64 0 .4693 0.13 34
17 . J a ipiir 0 . 5552 0.1232 0.4998 0 , 0 6  2 9 0  .4800 0.0417
18 Ja 0.3 7 92 0.04 71 0.3 5 04 0.0218 0.2355 n . 01 2 3
19 . Jalore 0.3020 0 . 0585 0 . 2561 0 . 0135 0 . 113 7 0  .  0  0 ^̂ 2

2  0  , Jhalawar 0.418 9 0 . 0929 0.3066 0.0348 0.3327 j . 03 51
2 1  - Jhanj hunu 0 . 6623 0 .  2204 0 . 5378 0 .  0247 0.6183 0 .13 81
2  2  . Jodhpur 0 .43 8-2 0 .  064 9 0.3098 0 . 0163 0 . 1747 0.0093
23 . Karauli 0 .4982 0 .  093 7 0.4141 0 - 0343 0 .  5144 0.052 3
24 . Kota 0 . 5774 0 .  163 9 0.4299 0 . 0679 0.4210 0 . 0705
25 . Nagaur 0.4576 0.0975 0.2718 0.0198 0  .4400 0.0590
2  b . Pali 0.4863 0 .  1147 0.4131 0 .  0460’ 0 .  2 J. 5 2 0  .  018 0
2 7 . Raj sainand 0.4600 0 . 1087 0.4496 0 .  0729 0.2140 0 .  02 6  3
28 . S . Madhopur 0.4982 0 .0937 0  .  141 0 .  0343 0 . 5J.44 0  . 052̂ ^
29 . Sikar 0.6180 0.154 2 0.4921 0  . 0626 0 .543 9 0.099,2
30 . Sirohi 0.3657 0 . 0 92 3 0 .3091 0 , 0317 0 . 13 3 2 0  . 0 1 1 2

31 . Toiik 0.4568 0.0948 0.3790 0 . 0304 0 . 3 C 9 6 0  . 0261
32 . Udaipur 0.398 7 0.1008 0 .4496 0 . 0729 0  .2140 0.0263

Toteil Rajasthan 0 . 4764 0 . 1159 0 .3763 0 . 04 73 0.3174 0.0 3 64

(L i v :



Appendix-X

Table 10.3: Literacy Development Index - Urban
(1991)

S .
No .

District All Groups

Male Female

S C

Males Female

S T
Male j Female

1 . 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 
1 1 . 
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
2 2
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

A^mer
Alwar
Bansv/ara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh 0 
.Churu . - . . 0

Dausa 0
Dholpur 0
Dungarpur 0
Ganganagar 0
Hanumangarh 0
Jaipur 0
Jaisalmer 0
Jalore 0
Jhalawar 0
Jhunjhunu 0
Jodhpur 0

Karauli 0
Kota 0
Nagaur 0
Pali 0
Rajsamand 0
S .Madhopur 0

Sikar 0
Sirohi 0
Tonk 0
Udaipur 0

. 8756 

.8486 
-8709 
. 7227 
. 7696 
. 7707 
. 7613 
. 7870 
. 7884 
.8228 
. 6-9 83 
.7807 
. 6664 
. 8550 
. 7417 
. 7417 
. 7923 
. 8  0.8 9 
. 7232 
. 8119 
. 7601 
. 7844 
. 7632 
. 8284 
. 6764 
. 7427 
. 8349 
. 7632 
. 7270 
. 8278 
. 7090 
. 8616

0 . 6407 
0 . 5789 
0 , 6685 
0.4475 
0 .3940 
0 .4725 
0 .4590 
0 . 5347 
0 . 4709 
0 . 5381 
0 .3688 
0  .4101 
0 .3938 
0 .6090 
0 . 5236 
0 . 5236 
0 . 5436 
0 .4721 
0.3279 
0 . 5267 
0 .3936 
0.5193 
0  .4186 
0.5814 
0 .3254 
0 .3768 
0 . 5142 
0  .4186 
0.3682 
0.4972 
0.3915 
0 . 6444

0.7908 
0.6078 
0 . 6341 
0 . 6388 
0.5974 
0 . 5606 
0 .5940 
0 . 5410 
0 . 6517 
0.6902 
0.4444- 
0 . 6278 
0 .4950 
0.6584 
0 . 4438 
0 . 4438 
0 . 6278 
0.6739 
0 . 5661 
0 . 6398 
0 . 6599 
0 .5890 
0.6188 
0.6388 
0.4776 
0.6016 
0.7278 
0  . 6188 
0  . 6066 
0 . 7130 
0.6633 
0.7278

0.4206 
0.2130 
0.2721 
0.2668 
0.1348 
0.1486 
0.1588 
0.1780 
0 . 2230 
0.2414. 
0 . 0-9 99 
0 . 2504 
0 . 1412 
0 .2528 
0  .'1970 
0 . 1970 
0 .2504 
0 . 1846 
0 . 1134 
0 . 2355 
0 .2043 
0 . 2493 
0 . 1757 
0  .2668 
0.0919 
0 . 1694 
0 .3196 
0 . 1757. 
0.1629 
0 . 3010 
0 . 1884 
0 .3196

0.8231 0 
0.8354 0 
0.5911 0 
0.6694 0 
0.3462 0 
0.8071 0 
0.4165 0 
0.8045 0 
0.6786 0 
0.4521 0 
0.-6 72 7 0 
0.7340 0 
0.8785 0 
0.5851 0 
0.5754 0 
0.5754 0 
0.7340 0 
0.4729 0 
0.2562 0 
0.6109 0 
0.8464 0 
0 .3875 0 
0.8034 0 
0.6694 0 
0 . 5609 0 
0.4286 0 
0.4892 0 
0.8034 0 
0.7696 0 
0.5596 0 
0.8316 0 
0.4892 0

.4518 

.3635 

.2150 

.2776 

. 0626 

.3572 

. 0698 

.3465 

. 1618 
, 1333 
.•2646 
, 2776 
. 3701 
.1985 
,2224 
, 2224 
2776 
0287 
0314 
2226 
3812 
1190 
2383 
2776 
1694 
0972 
1409 
2383 
2464 
1673 
3079 
1409

Total Rajasthan 0.7850 0.5024 0.6137 0.2288 0.6217 0.2185

(LV)
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,4; ■ iteracy De^privation Index -- Ruiral (1991)

S .
No

2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
1 0  

1 1  

12 
13 
I l 
l s  
16 
17
1 Q
'9
2 0

'■̂3 
4 

2 b 
1 ■ 6 
2 7 
2 8
2 9
3 0
31
32

D i g  t r.LCt

Aj mer
Alv;ar
Bansv’ara
Bai'an
Banner
Bharalpur
Bliilv/ara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dangarpur
Gfingaiiagar
HEinumangarh
JaJ.pur
J:i i s a 1, mo r

u 1 i a 1 a Vv a. r
JiiLin j hunii
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj sainand 
S .Madhopur 
Sikar 
Sirohi
Tcrxk
Udaipur

All Groups 

Male i Female

S C

Males Female

S T

Male

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

4503 
4324 
6  6  3 0
5 0 0 5
6  8  2 7 
41b7 
6164 
6  241 
5 93 5 
5563 
5640
4 5 85 
52 8  7
5 7':’4 
49f>3' 
4 9 23
4 44 8
6 2 0 8 
6380
5 811 
3377 
5618 
5 01 
422 6  

5424 
513 7 
5400 
5018 
3 82 0 
6343 
5432 
6013

. 8 6  04 

. 8327 

. 9113 

. 8775 
,9580 
.8752 
. 9039 
. 9116 

0 . 9061 
8  94 5 
9069 
8910 
9011 
8808 
8  050 
8050 
8768 
9529 
9415 
9071 
7796 

; j.

0

0
0 . 9 :

8 0 9063 
8361 
9025 
8853 
8913 
9063 
84 58 
9077 
9052 
8992

4401 
5000 
6 1 - 6  
5701 
7556 
5000 
713 5 
7893 
6872 
6279 
7552
5 0 0 2 
6332

0.5917 
0.7166 

716 6  

5002 
6496 
7439
6  934 
4622 
6  9 02

0 .5859 
0 .5701 
0.7282 

5869 
5524 
5859 
5079 
6909 
6210

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0
0.5504

0.9129 
0.9085 
0.94 6  4 
0 . 9321 
0 . 9874 
0.9528 
0 . 9722 
0 . 9784 
0 . 9646 
0 . 9628 
0 . 9741 
0 . 9371 
0 . 972 7 
0 . 9240 
0 . 9 43 6  

0.9436, 
0.9371 
0.9782 
0.9865 
0.9652 
0.9753 
0 . 9837 
0 . 9657 
0 . 9321 
0.9802 
0 . 954 0 
0.9271 
0.9657 
0.9374 
0.9683 
0.9696 
0.9271

6393 
4902 
7558 
5790 
8  3 74 
3 313 
7893 
6  94 5 
6292 
8108 
5286
5200 
4998 
6 8G1 
53 0 7 
5 3 (17 

0 . 5200 
0  .7640 
0 . 8 8 6 3  

6673 
3817 
8  2 53
4 8 56 
5790
5 6 0 0 
7818 
7860 
4856 
4561 
8 6 6 8  
6104 
7860

Female
“oT93 8  9 
0 . 9374 
0.9693 
0 , 9 2 5 
0 .9945 
0.8803 
0.9822 
0 . 94 8  8  

0.9688 
0.9856 
0 . 913 5 
0.9583 
0.9680 
0 ,9536 
0 . 8666 
0 . 8 6 6 6  

0.9583 
0.9877 
0.9958 
0.9649 
0  8619 
0 9907 
0  '̂4̂ ’2 
0-2225 
0 . :-0 
0 . : ?8 '.'0 
0 2  7j7 
0 , 94 72 
0 . 9008 
0 . 2 8 ' 8 
0 F ; 7 :: 9 
0 . 9 7 3 7

Total Raiasthan 0.5236 0.8841 0.623 7 0.9527, 0.6826 0-96.:.6

(LVI)
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Table 10.5: Literacy Deprivation Index - Urban (1991)
S .
No.

District All Groups 

Male Female Males I Female

S C S T
Male I Female

1 . 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 
11 
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26 
2 7 
28
29
30
31
32

Aj mer
Alwar
Bansv/ara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpu:
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh 0
.Churu. . . . .0
Dausa 0
Dholpur 0
Dungarpur 0
Ganganagar 0
Hanumangarh 0
Jaipur 0
Jaisalmer 0
Jalore 0
Jhalawar 0
Jhunjhunu 0
Jodhpur 0
Karauli 0
Kota 0
Nagaur 0
Pali 0
Rajsamand 0
S .Madhopur 0

Sikar 0
Sirohi 0
Tonk 0
Udaipur 0

1244 
1514 
1291 
2273 
2304 
2293 
2387 
2130 
2116 
1772 
.3017 
2193 
3336 
1450 
2583 
2 58 3 
2 077 
1911 
2768 
1881 
2399 
2156 
2368 
1716 
3236 
2573 
1651 
2368 
2730 
1722 
2910 
1384

0 .3593 
0.4211 
0 .3315 
0 . 5525 
0  . 6060 
0.5275 
0 . 5410 
0 .4653 
0 . 52 91 
0.4619 
0 . 6312. 
0 . 5899 
0.6062 
0.3910 
0.4764 
0 .4764 
0.4564 
0.5279 
0 .6721 
0.4733 
0.6064 
0.4807 
0.5814 
0.4186 
0.6746 
0 . 6232 
0.4858 
0.5814 
0.6318 
0.5028 
0 .6085 
0.3556

0.2092 
0.3922 
0.3659 
0.3612 
0.4026 
0.4394 
0.4060 
0.4590 
0.3483 
0.3098 
.0 . 5556 
0.3722 
0.5050 
0 . 3416 
0 . 5562 
0 . 5562 
0.3722 
0  .3261 
0 . 4339 
0 . 3402 
0 . 3401 
0.4110 
0  .3812 
0.3612 
0.5224 
0.3984 
0.2722 
0.3812 
0.3934 
0.2870 
0.3367 
0.2722

0.5794 
0.7870 
0.7279 
0 . 7332 
0.8652 
0.8514 
0.8412 
0.8220 
0.7770 
0.7586 
0 ..9001 
0.7496 
0.8588 
0.7472 
0 .-8030 
0 .8030 
0.7496 
0 . 8154 
0  . 8 8 6 6  

0 . 7645 
07957 
0 . 7507. 
0 . 8243 
0.7332 
0 . 9081 
0 . 8306 
0 . 6804 
0.8243 
0.8371 
0.6990 
0.8116 
0.6804

0 . 1769 
0 . 1646 
0.4089 
0.3306 
0 . 6538 
0 . 1929 
0 . 5835 
0.1955 
0.3214 
0.5479 
0. 3273- 
0  .2660 
0 . 1215 
0 . 414 9 
0 .4246 
0 .4246 
0  .2660 
0.5271 
0 . 7438 
0 .3891 
0 . 1536 
0 . 6125 
0 .1966 
0.3306 
0.4391 
0 . 5714 
0  .5108 
0 .1966 
0 . 2304 
0 .4404 
0.1684 
0.5108

0.5482 
0.6365 
0.7850 
0.7224 
0.9374 
0.6428 
0.9302 
0 - 6535 
0.8382 
0.8667 
0.7354 
0.7224 
0.6299 
0.8015 
0.7776 
0 . 7776 
0.7224 
0.9713 
0.9686 
0.7774 
0  . 6188 
0.8810 
0.7617 
0.7224 
0.8306 
0.9028 
0.8591 
0.7617 
0 . 7536 
0 . 8327 
0 . 6921 
0 . 8591

Total Rajasthan 0.2150 0.4976 0.3863 0.7712 0.3783 0.7815
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.  b Li teracy araongst Scheduled Cast.3s (1931)
(Percentage)

Appendix-X

s . District Rural Urban
No -

Males j Female Male Femâ ' e

"j A_) nier 5 5 . 99 8.71 79 .08 4 2 .0 6
9 Alwar 50 .00 9 . 15 60 .78 2 .3 0
3 B <;i n s w a r a. 3 8 .  54 5.36 63 .41 2 7 .21
4 . Baran 42 .  99 6.79 63 . 8 8 2 6 .6 8
5 . B.: rmer 24 . 44 1 .26 59 . 74 13 . 4 8
6 . BI ,.aratpur 50 .  00 4 .  72 50 . 06 14 . 8 6
7 . Bhilv/ara 2 8 .  65 2 .  78 59 . 40 15 . 8 8
8 . E \kaner 21 .  07 2 .  6 54 . 10 17 . 8 0
9 . E-indi 31 .  2 8 3 .  54 65 . 17 3 0
10 . C3: ittorgarh 3 7.21 3 .  72 69 . 02 2 -4 . 14
11 . C'iuru '-.t.48 2 .59 44 . 44 9 , 9 9
12 . D-.usa 4 9 .  98 6 .29 62 .7 8 r -z o . 0
13 . Di'olpur 3 6 .68 2 .  73 ‘4 9 . 5 0 12
14 . D:iiigarj>ur 4 0 .  83 7 .60 65 . 84 25 .2o
1 5 . Ganganagar 2 8 . 34 5 . 64 44 .3 8 17 . 7 0
16 . B r\ 11 uni a ng a r h 28 . 34 5 . 64 44 .38 17 . 70
17 . Jaipur 49 . 98 6 .29 62 .78 2 . . 0 4
18 . Jaisaimer 35 . 04 2 . 18 47 . 39 J , ' K 46
1 9 . J ore 25 . 61 1 .35 56 . 61 1 i 34
2 0 . 8 j~L a 1 a /•/ a r 30 . 6 6 3.48 63 .9 8 2 3 .55
2 :l . Ihunj hunu 5 3 . 78 2.47 65 .99 20 .43
2 2 . J odhpur 3 0 . 98 1 . 63 58 .90 24 .93
23 . Karauli 41 .41 3 . 43 61 . 88 17 . 5 7
24 . Kota 42 . 99 6.79 63 .88 2 6 .6 8
2 5 . Nagaur 2 7 . 18 1 . 98 47 . 76 9 . 19
26 . Fall 41 .31 4 . 60 60 . 16 16 . 94
27 . Raj samand 44 . 96 7 .29 72 . 78 31 . 96
28 . S . Madhopur 41 .  41 3 . 43 61 . 88 17 . 57
29 . F’i.kar 49 . 21 6.26 60 . 66 16 . 29
30 . Sirohi 30 o ■ 3 . 17 71 . 30 3 0 .10
31 . Tonk 37 . 90 3 . 04 66 . 33 18 . 84
3 2 . Udaipur 44 .  96 7 .29 72 . 78 31 . 96

Tot<al Rajasthan 37 .  63 4.73 61 . 37 2 2 ,, 88

Sou e: Census .Reports, Rajastlian.
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Table 10.7
(Percentage)

Appendix-X

Literacy amongst Scheduled Tribes (1991)

s .
No .

District Rural Urban

Males 1 Female Male 1Female

1  . Ajmer 36 . 07 6  . 1 1 82 .31 45 . 18
2  . Aiwar 50 . 98 6  .26 83 . 54 36.35
3 . Banswara 24 . 42 3 . 07 59 . 11 21 . 50
4 . Baran 42 . 10 7 . 05 6 6  . 94 27 . 76
5 . Barmer 16 .26 0 . 55 34 . 62 6  . 26
6  . Bharatpur 6 6  . 87 11 . 97 80 . 71 35 . 72
7 . Bhiiwara 21 . 07 1 . 78 41 . 65 6  . 98
8  . ■ Bikaner.............. ■ 3 0 . -5 5 ■ 5.-12 . - 80.45 . 34.65
9 . Bundi 37 . 08 3 . 14 67 . 8 6 16 . 18
1 0  . Chittorgarh 18 . 92 1 . 44 45 .21 13 .33
1 1  . Churu 47 . 14 8  . 65 67 .27 26 .46
1 2  . Dausa 48 . 00 4 . 17 - 73.40 27 . 76
13 . Dholpur 50 . 02 3 .20 87 . 85 37.01
14 . Dungarpur 31.39 4 . 64 58 . 51 19 . 85
15 . Ganganagar 46 . 93 13 .34 57 . 54 22 . 24
16 . Hanumangarh 46 . 93 13 . 34 57 . 54 22 . 24
17 . Jaipur 48 . 00 4 . 17 73 .40 27 . 76
18 . Jaisaimer 23 . 55 1 . 23 47 .29 2 . 87
19 . Jalore 11 .37 0  .42 25 . 62 3 . 14
2 0  . Jhalawar 33 .27 3 . 51 61 . 09 2 2  .26
2 1  . Jhunj hunu 61 . 83 13 . 81 84 . 64 38.12
2 2  . Jodhpur 17 .47 0 . 93 38 . 75 11 . 90
23 . Karauii 51 . 44 5 .28 80 . 34 23 . 83
24 . Kota 42 . 10 7 . 05 6 6  . 94 27 . 76
25 . Nagaur 44 . 00 5 . 90 56 . 09 16 . 94
26 . Pal i 21 . 52 1  . 80 42 . 8 6 9 . 72
27 . Raj samand 21.40 2 . 63 48 . 92 14 . 09
28 . S .Madhopur 51 .44 5.28 80 . 34 23 . 83
29 . Sikar 54 .39 9 . 92 76 . 96 24 . 64
30 . Sirohi 13 .32 1  . 1 2 55 . 96 16 . 73
31 . Tonk 38 - 96 2  . 61 83 . 16 30.79
32 . Udaipur 2 1  .40 2 . 63 48 . 92 14 .09

Total Rajasthan 31 . 74 3 . 64 62 . 17 21.85

Source: Census Reports Rajasthan 1991
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Append  ̂■::̂ X

able 10.8 : D5.strietwise Number of Institutions,
Enrolment and Hiiitiber of Teachers in
Firijparv ffc:hools (ll'ir -81}

7
8
9
10 
1 
1 
1
14
15
16

strict I Nu’.iujer | ■ Enrolment (No.) | Teachers (No.) | % of | Teacher
I  o f  I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I  g i r l s  I  p u p i l
I In;-:ti~ I Boys [ Girls j Total | Boys | Girls | Total | enrol j rati -:i

t u t i o n s  !  I  I  I  I m e n t  I

Ajvaer
Al---r

Ba i: ̂ .11 
Bar'nier 
Bha:.atp'j r 
Blai Iware,
Bi' ;ner 
But' li
Chittorjarh
Chu.u
Dai'^a
Dĥ v \pur
Duryarpvvr
Gar ;; ana;; ar
Ilaniananqarh

8 98 65583
3 4 944 01

’7 4 39203
I IT cluded in.
7 81 3 0237
J D 100291
92 46321

3 J. 9 3 3
46 9 23551
C1 -1 o 4 63G5
7 J. ' 4 7701

Kota

Includod i; • 
Ii.̂ Luded i;; 
5 [3:: 319 8

115'  73123
Iiv'd.uded in

13901

i’cj-pur

93915 17 6 9 1227 2996 3 3 16 1 . 1̂
121301 23 95 204 2 599 2 '■ 5 0 1 .17
52143 993 411 14 0 4 2 1 8 2 1 ■;7

35826 771 100 8 71 J.S 60 1 .41
124434 2525 319 2844 19 40 1 44
6 0210 1348 3 8 6 1734 2 3 07 1 ,3 5
4'3218 843 535 13 7 8 2 i 3 8 1 .>3
3 017 5 629 201 830 z, .1. 95 3. , 6̂
60286 1175 3 54 1529 2 3 06 3 9
6C140 1310 2 02 1512 2 3' 68 1 ,i 0

-pur
43677 824 174 998 2 6 . 76 1 .4 4

111838 1956 5 ■/ 3 2529 3- . 61 1 .-1:4
Ganganp.gar

17 . Jaipur j. 31 -d 160508 42728 2 0323 6 3254 1413 4 66 7 2 i . 02 1 .i 4
18 . Jai -'.aimer 2 99 7066 1667 8733 290 b 1 34 9 19.09 1 .?5
19 . Jal^:re 54 2 31680 5290 36970 801 13 0 931 1- , 31 3. .'• 0
20 . 0 h a -L cl w a i" 620 30202 8 92 9 39131 1048 189 1237 2 2.82 3. .■>2
21 . Jhuu jhuiia 77 0 6 3 009 19824 82833 1609 244 1853 23 . 92 3. .4 5
2 2 . Jodhpur 868 65421 22353 87774 13 70 1101 2471 2 5.47 3. .3 6
2 3 . Karauli Inc luded in Sav^ai Madh<?pur
24 . Kota 104 5 8 0552 30641 111193 1912 707 2619 27 . 56 1 . 2̂
2 5 . I'Jaqaur 9 8 4 67733 16 010 83743 1588 2 51 18 3 9 j. 9 . 1 1 .46
26 . Pa]-i 71 ■/ 60933 13934 74867 14 94 208 17 02 18.61 1 .14
2 7 . Raj '^amaad Included in tidaipur
,2 8 . S .^:adhopur 1060 82213 1.7 7 8 7 100000 1816 231 2047 17 . 7 9 ]- . .! 9
29 . Sik-:ir 833 71064 18 031 89095 1701 211 1912 2 0.24 1 .4 7
30 . Sirohi 342 22638 6 6 5 8 29296 656 162 818 2 2.27 1 .3 6
31 . Tonk 536 32373 8572 40945 859 211 1070 20 . 94 1 .3 8
32 . Udaipur 1722 93885 27654 121539 2346 750 3096 22 . 75 1 .3 9

Tote Ra T .

Source; Statistical abstract, Rajasthan,
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan.

22510 1500003 449018 194.9018 37290 10545 47835 23.04 1.41
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Appendix-X

Table 10.9: Districtwise Niomber of Institutions,
Enrolment and Number of Teachers in
Upper Primary Schools (1980-81)

s. |District 
N o . I

I Number 
[of
IInsti- 
i tutions

Enrolment (No.) Teachers (No.)

Boys I Girls I Totalj Boys| Girls

1% of I Teacher
-----I girls 1 pupil
Total 1 enrol 1 ratio 

Iment I

n
-L Ajmer 218 33206 17595 50801 1447 84 5 2292 34 . 64 1 . 22
2 . Alwar 298 59337 17809 77146 2008 363 2371 23 .  08 1 .33
3 . Bansv.'ara 144 19974 7203 27177 1038 210 1248 26 .  50 1 . 22
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Eai'mer 13 8 18013 3319 21332 862 70 932 15 . 56 1 .23
6 . Bharatpur 287 57416 14067 71483 1992 369 2361 19 .68 1 . 30
7 . Bhilwara 228 28366 10591 38957 1555 286 1841 27.19 1 .21
8'. 'Bikaner' •134 •2 OS 96 10509 ■ 31105 ■ •747 - ■598 ■ - 13 4-5 - 33.79. 1.23.
9 . Bundi 90 15412 4378 19790 647 118 765 22 . 12 1 . 26
10 . Chittorgarh 201 29516 9665 39181 1374 265 1639 24 .67 1 .  24
11 . Churu 184 28651 7908 36559 1184 186 1370 21 .63 1 .27
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur
13 . Dholpur Included in Bharatpur
14 . Dungarpur 121 16599 6399 22998 878 153 1031 27 . 82 1 .  22
15 . Ganganagar 299 53820 20192 74012 1742 510 2252 27 . 28 1 .33
IS . Hanumangarh Included in Gangangar
17 . Jaipur 5 02 108156 35168 143324 3277 1280 4557 24 . 54 1 .31
18 . Jaisalmer 51 4658 1395 6053 360 58 418 23 . 05 1 . 14
19 . Jalore 12 0 20612 3817 24429 761 79 840 15 . 62 1 .29
20 . Jhalav/ar 121 2 3 0 4 4 5120 2 8164 632 97 729 18 . 18 1.39
21. Jhunjhunu 188 45536 13425 58961 1431 199 1630 22 . 77 1 . 36
22 . Jodhpur 233 42850 15077 57927 1455 737 2192 26 .  03 1 . 26
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 263 55247 22738 77985 1535 805 2340 29 . 16 1 .33
25 . Nagaur 214 37547 9488 47035 1469 203 1672 20 . 17 1 .28
26 . Pali 161 33915 10918 44833 1236 265 1501 24 .35 1 .30
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 229 45691 10292 55983 1577 175 1752 18 .38 1 .  32
29 . Sikar 216 44461 10759 55220 1492 162 1654 19 .  48 1 .33
30 . Sirohi 70 13897 4419 18316 520 110 630 24 . 13 1 .29
31 . Tonk 125 23615 5078 28693 891 82 973 17 . 70 1 .29
32 . Udaipur 375 56717 21665 78382 2347 795 3142 27 . 64 1 .25

Tot al Rajasthan 5200 936852 298994 1235846 34457 9020 43477 24 . 19 1 .28

Source: Statistical Abstract, Rajasthan,
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Ta'?le 10,10 D131rictwig3 Number of Institutions, 
E?:'rolineiit and Nucaber of Teachers in 
Secondary & Senic c Secondary Schools 
{:' 980-81)

s. j District | K L i i . ' . b e r  j Eiirolmsiit (No.) Teachers (No. I % of I Teacher 
I girl:- | pup:l.l

1 1 , i i "a s t i - i Boys 1 Girls! Tota 1 1 Boys 1 (lirlsl Total 1enrol | ra t:lo
! 1 .. j ! 1 1 1 *

merit |

1. r r i 5 0 4 3CG3 19268 62331 2 013 1212 3225 30 . I 1 . 19
2 . 2>l v-'̂r 13 0 44782 8752 53534 164 7 259 1906 16 . " 5 1 .28
3 . B -■ iisvjara 4 9 10855 2141 12996 587 7 9 6 6 6 16 . 7 3. . 2 0
4 . I ’"an Inc Juded in Kcua
5 . t) 1'̂ er 46 9029 1494 10523 46 0 4 8 5 08 14 . 0 1.21
6 . Br -ira tpur 13 0 45688 7 0 95 53683 1919 23 8 215 7 14 . <5 9 1. . 2 5
7 . Br: .11 war a 101 21128 5377 265 05 1365 193 1558 2 0 . ■ ■■ 9 1 . 17
8 . B;-':a)K-r 6 5 17867 8298 26165 829 441 1266 3 1 . ■ /' 1 1.21
9 . C\-idi 4 3 9 76 ' 2252 12 018 532 81 613 18 . /4 1 .20
10 . Cl.ittorgaih 7 3 1814." 4 919 23064 1029 13 8 J.16 7 21.33 1 .20
11 . Cl^jrn 9 0 214 5 9 54 4 2 26901 1103 200 1303 2 0.23 1 . 21
12 . T'.usa liiai.’ided in Ja '■ pur
13 . D :ol;̂  ar Inc Iuded in Bharatr'ur
14 . I; 'agarpu;: 4'/ 9975 1 6 84 116 59 547 3 3 580 14 . 4 4 1.20
15 . Ganganagar 14 8 39158 12795 51953 1746 4 a o 2152 2 4.63 1 . 2 4
IG . Iiani;’Tiangarh included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 2 3 3 93 3 67 3 5 444 J.28811 3728 1176 4 904 27 . 52 1.26
18 : Jaisalmer 18 253 7 324 2861 210 2 5 235 11 . 32 1 . 12
11' . Jalore 3 7 9318 1324 10642 415 2 7 442 12.44 1.24
2 0 . JhaJ awar 4 4 9933 3 03 9 12972 389 110 499 23 , 43 1.26
21 , Jaurj huiai 136 41353 9581 5 0 9 3 4 16 71 2 93 1964 IB .81 1.26
2 2 . Jcdhpur 112 31848 10522 42370 1441 569 2010 24 . 83 1.21
2 3 . larauli Included in Sawai ;•ladhopui
9 ■'I. Kota 114 38441 13685 52126 1552 557 2109 2 6.25 1 .25
25 • I'agaur 100 2 7 7 7 0 3 558 313 2 8 J.311 110 1421 11 .36 1 . 22
26 . Pali 8 7 25440 3606 2 9046 1221 88 1309 12 . 41 1 . 22
27 . Raj r-amaad Included in Uda iput
2 8 . S.Madhopur 111 38390 53 73 43763 1571 122 1693 12 . 28 1 . 26
2 9 . Sikar 119 37226 5178 42404 1542 14 3 1685 12.21 1.25
30 . Sirohi 38 109J.7 32 61 14178 481 106 587 23 . 00 1.24
31 . To d ;-: 52 13 2Ĉ 5 3 016 16221 688 99 787 18 . 59 1.2.!.
32 . Udaipur 187 4 3 8 6]- 13542 5 7403 2479 603 3082 2 3 . 5 9 1 . 19

Total i-_ajacthan 2 4 82 714 521 191870 906391 32472 1256 39828 21.17 1.2.".

So'.rc3 i Stat istical Abjstract , Raja ■3 t h a n
Di •.".••actore.te o f Econouiic« and Stati S t i c ? ?  ^ Raj asthan
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Tab.le 10.11; Districtwise Nuitiber of Institutions,
Enrolment and Number of Teachers in
Pre-Primary & Primary Schools (1990-91)

s .

No .
District Number

of
Insti
tutions

Enrolment (No.) | Teachers (No.

Boys]Girls] Total] Boys| Girls]

) ]% of ]Teacher
-----1 girls]pupil
Total]enrol)ratio 

1ment ]

1 .

2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 
11 
12 
13 
14.
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

Ajmer
Alv/ar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanumangarh
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhalawax"
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj samand
S .Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

1100 79155
1699 121719
945 62810 30664

Included in Kota

39448 118603 
66057 187776

93474

17908 86175
34085 11604-7

1082 6 8 267
1225' ■81962
1262 76781
806 61302
632 35655

1271 69234
842 69517

Included in Jaipur 
606 40352 14458
733 44014 21991

1589 86888 63308
Included in Ganganagar 
2537 223736 101328 325064

29917
22128
13815
31262
29715

106698
83480
49470

100496
99232

54810
66005

150196

414
662
821
998

1130

25954
55555
48914
79991

102377

7725
12926
21739

33679
68481
70653

45467 125458 
44433 146810

Included in Sawai Madhopur 
1493 98854 54360 153214
1230 109500 39644 149144
830 83042 31534 114576

Included in Udaipur
1391
1170
410
714

2225

99495 
94588 
3 032 9 
43329 

146863

34957 134452 
44076 138664
12872
16202

43201
59531

62947 209810

1911
3615
1420

1882
2€96
1861
1403
1149
2206
1808

1174
1488
3285

4267
586

1281
1440
1954
2 2 1 1

3084
2606
2093

3 0 70 
2667 
804 

1292 
3689

1889
996
614

228
481
683

1098
405
7 3 3
364

151
493
614

1958
132
89

345
454

1699

1296
255
571

370
613
249
290

1708

3800 33.26 1.31
4611 35.18 1.41
2034 32.80 1.46

2110 20.78 1.41
3179•29.37■ 1.37 
2544 28.04 1.42
2501 26.51 1.33
1554 27.93 1.32
2939 31.11 1.34
2172 29.94 1.46

1325 26.38 1.41
1981 33.32 1.33
3879 42.15 1.39

6225 31.17 
718 22.94 

1370 18.88 
1785 30.77 
2408 36.24 
3910 30.27

4380 35.48 
2861 26.58

52
47
50
40

1 . 52 
1 . 38

1 .35 
1 . 52

2664 27.52 1.43

3440 26.00 1.39
3280 31.79 1.42
1053 29.80 1.41
1582 27.22 1.38
5397 30.00 1.39

Total Rajasthan 29817 2140183 944966 3085149 56944 18778 75722 30.63 1.41

Source: Statistical Abstract, Kajasthan
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Appendix-

3ile 10 12 I Dd strctwise Number 
Errolment and NurcO'̂ er

of Institutic:s,
f Teachers

U p pe'r P r i m a r y S c h o o l s  - (1990-•91)

s . I D i s t r i c t Number 1 Enrolment (No.) i Teachers (No .) 1 %■ of 1Te.ach'
No ■ i of j----- ----- 1 _ Igirls; Hi;pil

11 iTxSti- j Boys j Girls 1 Totalj Boys 1 Girls 1 Total 1 enrol, ir;at io

' ‘cutions } 1! ' 1 I merit

1 . Aji: 'r 367 60180 26982 89162 1969 1457 3426 32 . 5 0
2 . j'iJ.V . '-C S 0 4 10062 7 38688 13 9 315 3270 810 4 080 2 7.7 7
3 - Banswar" 250 3 514 0 153 03 5 044 3 143 0 3 71 1801 3 0.34
4 , Earan Inclu ded in Kota
5 , Parm.er 259 4 8 012 10791 58803 1619 244 1863 18 .35 1
6 . P3haratpur 394 6 71'8 4 2 3 704 90888 2619 631 3250 2 6.08 1 ■]
7 . Bhilwara 360 42224 16755 58979 1942 581 2 52 3 2 8.43.
8 . i3ikaner 218 3 54 01 16652 52053 1155 997 2152 3 3. . 99 1
9 . Buridi 1 ''2 26007 10801 36808 1031 370 14 01 29.34 1
10 . ''hi L torgai'h 3 ■.'.2 4 7194 18 0 7 7 6 52 71 18 04 445 224 9 27 . 70 ■j
1 1 . ' liu ru 315 585 02 19265 7 7 7 6 7 17 55 302 2 0 57 24 . 7 7
■J.2. Uausa InclU'ded ill Jaipur
■ 3 . Bhclpur 164 2 7480 7262 34742 8 51 145 9 96 20 . 90 -J- 5
14 . Dungarp-ar 2 0 5 26607 12507 39114 12 78 303 1581 31.98 1 5
j. 5. Gancjana^ar 6 J 2 53 0 01 1 5 014 31 156 3 4673 36.55 I

16 . Hai,iumangarh Indueled in 'Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 1028 17 7 818 6 0 721 238539 5093 3489 8 5 82 2 5.46 1 3
18 . Jaisalmer 7 3 8112 2080 10192 440 80 52 0 2 0.41 j 0
19 . Jalore 193 4 0993 78 7 7 48875 1152 118 12 7 0 16 . 12 ]. ' B
20 . Jhalawar 172 28138 11398 39536 1104 282 13 86 28.83 3. 9
21 . Jhi’njhu'VLi 360 61301 30051 91352 2112 443 2 5 5 5 32 . 90 1 . ' 6
22 . Jodhpur 437 86535 3 3 783 120318 .2161 1587 3 74 8 28.08 1 . 2
23 . Karcaili Included in ,Sawai Madhopur
24 ,. Kol'.a 391 72198 35535 107733 246 8 1348 3 816 32 . 98 1 , 'R
25 ,. Nagaur 371 7334B 22260 95608 2268 345 2613 23 .28 3.. - 7
26 Pali 30 9 52546 23270 80816 215 5 696 2 8 51 34 . 98 1 . S

2 7 . Rajsamand Included in Udaipur
28 . S . r^adhopur 426 74415 22182 96597 2536 407 2943 22 . 96 1 . 3
29 .. Si'-ar 36 3 65785 23453 89238 2280 280 2560 26.28 1 . 5
3 0 ,. Si ohi 10 7 21740 7482 29222 739 123 862 25.60 1 . ..;4
31 . Toxik 2 2 J 34587 10633 45620 1351 279 1630 23.31 1 . 2 0
32 ,. Udeipur D 2 :j 84579 38805 123384 3263 1239 4502 31.45 1 . 2 7

Toi:al ’■-.a j as than 9230 :i,5490’?l 606318 2155389 52955 18935 718 9 C! 2 8.13 1 .' 0

So-u.rce; Statistical Abstract, Rajasthan
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Table 10.13: Districtwise Number of Institutions,
Enrolment and Number of Teachers in
Secondary & Senior Schools- (1990-91)

S . I District 
No.

Number
of
Insti
tutions

Enrolment (No.) Teachers (No.)

Boys I Girls I Total| Boys| Girls

I % of I Teacher
-----I I pupil
Total I enrol|ratio 

I ment I

1. 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 . 
7,. 
8 .
9 .
10 
11 
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

Ajmer
Alwar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
B.hllw.ara .
Bikaner
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanumangarh
Jaipur
J^iisalmer
Jalore
Jhalav/ar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj samand
S .Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

211 65679 33441 99120
214 82043 20629 102672
99 22570 8449 31019

Included in Kota
78 24080 2783

161 57565 12547
17Q . .37078 . 11558
111 34599 16894
67 17554 4752

119 30475 9286
128 35528 8247
Included in Jaipur 
53 18052 3927
7 7 18 3 82 5 2 84

233 56273 23924
Included in Ganganagar 
406 156026 58210 214236

26863 
70112 
.4 8.6 36 
51493 
22306 
39761 
43775

21979
23666
80197

26
62
65

193
184

4134
16445
18384
66855
64707

1079 
2494 
5 312 

24519 
20931

5213
18939
23696
91374
85638

Included in Sawai Madhopur 
182 70659 31121 101780
177 57770 9659 67429
131 38828 8772 47600
Included in Udaipur
176
174
62
91

306

7858
60723
17084
26255
72915

11481
12027
4826
6358

19339
72750
21910
32613

32082 104997

2533
3160
1153

908
2391
2189
1363
844

1544
1542

758
1041
2698

5849
304
701
878

2529
2268

2349
2119
1791

2417
2275
772

1197
3754

1548
730
394

117 
383 
564 
910 
195 
315 
3 01,

113
156

1052

2514 
32 
84 

152 
561 

114 5

1532
279
135

274
289
159
195

1603

4081 33.74 1.24
3890 20.09 1.26
1547 27.24 1.20

1025 10.36 1.26
2774 17.90 1.25
2753 ,23 . 76 . 1.18 
2273 32.81 1.2 3
1039 21.30 
1859 23.35 
1843 18.84

871 17.88 
1197 22.33 
3750 29.83

8363 27.17 
336 20.70 
785 13.17 

1030 22.42 
3090 26.83 
3413 24.44

3881 30.58 
2398 14.32 
1926 18.43

2691 59.37 
2564 16.53 
931 22.03 

1392 19.50 
5357 30.56

1.21 
1 .21 
1 . 24

1 .25 
1 .20 
1 .21

1 . 26 
1 . 16 
1 . 24 
1 . 23 
1 .30 
1 .25

1 .26 
1 .28 
1 .25

1 . 70 
1 .28 
1 . 24 
1 .23 
1 .20

Total Rajasthan 3956 1242521 390592 1633113 51427 15833 67260 23.92 1.24

Source: Statistical Abstract, Rajasthan
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan
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Appendix-X

PiX'i J. e 10 . '1̂: D a s trict--''ir?e Nuaiber of Id 3 t i t u t  lOR ■3 /
;T* olj-ieiit and N u m b e r of Te a c h e r s  i7.1

aiary d dl Of')i F> - (19 2̂ 7~98)

s . 1 District } Inst:, tutions Enrolment 1 Teachers i■’: of 1 Peac der
? T; ~) 1I 1i No. ) (No . ) 1 (NO. ) 1:: irlr d .11

______ ----- _ ---- -------- -----1 _ _ ------ ------ ----1 anroi ■ io

1 1 Girisj Tr4-al Boys jGirls 1Total] Boys| Giris 1 To':al }■ .ont 1

- - 1 : 4 5 1- 1 i '• '.i J 6 9? 92 0 55373 14 62 93 2 3 06 2180 4 486 7 p 7 3, -33
A.L W3... l'/3 0 ;l 4 5 .i 8 7 5 133728 8 7 638 2 213 6 6 4079 1123 5202 9 . 5 r 3. . 3
EanE'^’~ ra j. ") 8 9 2 2 1111 74088 44407 118495 1958 901 ■2 8 59 17 . 4̂- ]- ,5 1
E,'- - '7 3 4 22 7 5 6 5 0 543 39305 89848 174 7 397 214 4 3 . 7 3 1 ..4 2
p,;q TlTtC" V' 1-3 8 43 16 81 9 5 0 8 2 5 7358 152440 3090 538 3628 : 7 . 6 ! 1 .■ 2

; _ Bharaipur 118 3 78 12 61 8 8281 63751 152032 2 8 5 0 604 3454 11 . 9-i 1 .4 4
7 . 'P.; X ’ 1 ■ 'a. 1230 9 9 13 8 9 8 b 0 3 0 49203 135283 2323 1288 3 611 3 6.3 1 .3 7

Ei kar;':̂ r 750 89 S3 9 5 8 214 33863 92077 12 71 1096 236 7 3 6.7 .'■] 1 .3 9
BundJ. (3 9 6 2 7 72 3 7 3 OB 1 45978 119059 14 0 0 654 2054 3 3.6 1. 1 -5 8

i 0 . Ci,i t toi'qax'M 13S6 58 14 54 8J.627 5 ' - 6 3 4 137261 2 516 116 0 3 6 76 4.0 . 5 3 3. .51
11 . 1 1_ 1 7 64 164 92 8 7 6 3 9 8 5 5 ; 7 8 13 217 6 2320 666 2986 4 2.2 (J 3. ,14
12 . Dausa 735 3 7 1 7 2. 5 12 8 7 3 5 8 0 7 90094 18 63 262 212 5 3 9 . 74 1 12
13 . Dliolpur G 5 3 13 666 5/136 3 5 8 6 6 93052 16 59 267 192 6 3 8 . 54 3, 18
14 . L r p 7 9 23 9 02 54 52 0 3 4 7 7 7 89297 18 6 8 620 2488 3 8.95 1 3 6
15 . Gnnqanagar J 18 7 131 1318 6 4 0 9 8 5x994 116 0 92 2 213 10 92 3305 4 4.79 3 , 5
16 . TIaiiu’ua.nqarh 501 152 653 44436 37097 81533 14 06 464 T 870 -5,50 1 .44
17 . Jaipur 2013 211 22 24 17 4 4 01 133301 3 07 702 422 8 2672 6900 -3.32 4 5
18 . j£i is aimer 43 7 14 4 51 19416 9522 2 8 938 734 174 908 3 2 . 90 3. .32
19. Jalcre 640 41 681 65188 29439 94 62 7 1493 24 7 1740 3 1.3-1 54
'■ 0 Jhalav/ar 965 3 0 995 5 9 811 41006 100817 2007 629 2636 4 0.67 3 8
1 . Jhuii j hur^u 92 4 133 1057 '57300 60428 117 72 8 198 8 987 ■2 97 5 :>1 .33 X 40
2. Jodhpijr 1329 103 1432 220152 96557 316709 2743 2919 5662 ,10.49 3 .56

. n  . Karauli 713 27 74 0 58814 3 0111 88925 216 9 3 93 2562 3 3.86 3 35
14 , Kota 6 0 6 37 643 4/120 40077 87197 1383 700 2083 45 . 96 3, ,42
2 5 . Nagau?; 1211 101 1312 112 616 82423 195039 3190 576 3766 42 . 26 -I 52
26 . Pali 939 77 1015 77642 4 513 6 122778 3263 621 3684 36 . 76 1 .3 2
27 . Ra \ san.v.ad 74 0 4 0 78 0 4 7 9 ?? 2 38740 86722 1369 7 07 2076 44 . 67 J .42
28 . S - ladhcpur 648 36 6 84 51469 37595 8 9 084 1785 385 2170 42 . 20 41
o n z, ̂ . P;: -ar 1093 122 1215 94856 8043S 175294 2 821 7 74 3 5 95 45 . 89 49
30 . Sirohi 343 23 3 71 33697 19077 52774 889 293 118 2 36 . 15 4 5
31 . Toak 74 8 67 815 55323 28733 84061 1791 545 2336 34 . 19 36,
32 . Udaipur 1729 o 1814 113358 71070 184428 2 961 2205 5166 3 8 . 54 36

Tot;,al R£ij . 31448 2366 33 814 2471734 162 74 8 7 4099221 69683 28139 97822 39.70 42

Souri^e: Raia than Mai.n Shiksha Ki Pragati 1997-98
Di;'C a 't O 7' 3. fc G of SecorX'fa:ry Sdlie a airvll r -J 3.S than
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Table 10,15; Distrietv^ise Number of Institutions^
Enrolment and Number of Teachers in
Upper Primary Schools- (1997-98)

s. I District 
No.

Institutions 
(No. )

Enrolment 
(No. )

Teachers 
(No. )

Boys I Girls I Total I Boys |Girls]Total | Boys|Girls

I % of I Teacher
I girls I pupil

----- I enrol | ratio
Total I ment I

1 .
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 .
7  .

, 8 .
9 .
10 . 
11 . 
12 .
13 .
14 .
15  .
16 .
17 .
18 .
19  .
20 . 
21 . 
22 .
23 .
24 .
25  .
26  .
27  .
28 .
29  .
30  .
31 .
32 .

Ajmer 
Alwar 
Bansv/ara 
Baran 
Bairmer 
Bharatpur 
Bhilv^ara 
.Bikaner. 
Bundi

441
864
373
283
425
712
460

,3ao
253

Chittorgarh 414
Churu 403
Dausa 384
Dholpur 231
Dungarpur 260
Ganganagar 4 96
Hanumangarh 32 3
Jfiipur 10 86
Jaisalmer 138
Jalore 261
Jhalav;ar 270
Jhunjhunu 5 52
Jodhpur 5 03
Karauli 338
Kota 415
Nagaur 4 54
Pali 400
Rajsamand 2 51
S .Madhopur 3 01
Sikar 479
Sirohi 154
Tonk 3 0 7
Udaipur 5 74

57
53
37
11
11
69
70 
.6 5,
23 
43 
4 7
24 
10 
30

116
82

129
13
26
20
73
93
18
28
55
51
24
20
41
10
50
50

498 
917 
410 
294 
436 
781 
530 
44 5 
276 
457
450 
408 
241 
290 
61.2 

405
1215
151
287
290
625
596
356 
443 
509
451 
2 75 
321 
520 
164
357 
624

76921 
137986 
62496 
47669 
71220 

102668 
70917 
56733 
16840 
63413 
8 2 0 6 2 
67117 
4412 8 
42982 
69490 
58535 

214501 
1-814 9 
63415 
48718 
85008 

107490 
48091 
63956 
96215 

108141 
41771 
55100 
93704 
29613 
54936 
77041

46707 
75 714 
33328 
25924 
28505 
48600 
38099 
29284 
8437 

38355 
43439 
31293 
19745 
29295 
50748 
40805 

137561 
8428 

20885 
24344 
64444 
53153 
29058 
45431 
53996 
55813 
26472 
18690 
62357 
13857 
25083 
45022

123628 
213700 
95824 
73593 
99725 

151268 
109016 
8 6 017 
25277 

101768 
125501 
98410 
63873 
72277 

120238 
99340 

352062 
26577 
84300 
73062 

149452 
160643 
77149 

109387 
150211 
16 3 954 
68243 
73790 

156061 
43670 
80019 

122063

2477 
4928 
2250 
1731 
2548 
4743 
2731 
_15_61_ 
1570 
2422 
2528 
2 714 
1433 
1734 
2203 
2068 
6044 
754 

1615 
1819 
3568 
2909 
2133 
2312 
3029 
2937 
1606 
1743 
3210 
950 

2177 
2809

1984
1164
582
431
289

1095
1302
1269
664
804
539

.,274
201
444

1569 
595

4388
183
216
471
906

2119
308

1524
439
554
489
381
436
201
569

1570

4461
6092
2832
2162
2837
5838
4033
2830
2234
3226
3067
2988
1634
2178
3772
2663

10432
937

1831
2290
4474
5028
2441
3836
3468
3491
2095
2124
3646
1151
2746
4379

37 . 78 
35.43
34 . 78
35 . 23 
28 . 58
32 . 13 
34 . 95 
34 .04
33 .38 
37.69
34 .61 
31 . 80 
30.91
40 . 53
42 . 21
41 . 08 
39 . 07 
31 . 71 
24 . 77 
33 . 32
43 . 12
33 . 09
37 . 66 
41 . 53
35 . 95
34 . 04
38 . 79 
25.33 
39.36 
31 . 73 
31 .35
36 . 88

1.28
1.35 
1 . 34 
1 . 34
1.35 
1.26 
1 .27 
1 .30 
1 . 11

32
41

1.33
1.39

33
32
37

1 . 34 
1 .28 
1 . 46 
1 .32 
1 .33 
1 . 32

32 
2 9

1.43 
1 .47

33
35
43
38

1.29 
1 .28

Total Raj. 13185 1449 14634 2277226 1272872 3550098 79256 27960 107216 35.85 1.33

Source: Rajasthan Mein Shiksha Ki Pragati - 1997-98 
Directorate of Secondary Education, Rajasthan
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16 I District' 
E i - r o l i T i e n '

Number of Institutions, 
ar.d Hni^ber of Teachers in

Sec oiidarj^ a n d d3nic>r S a c o n d a r y S c h o o l s
(19 97 -9 8)

r._ ■ istrici: I:aal-itUt 3.'"̂ ns 1 Snjrolment j Teachers % of ;;eac7' ;e
(No . 11 (No. ) (No. )

!
girJ- ■ I 
enro ̂ |

pup ̂ i 
rat:7o

ii Boy::; Gar Is Tot a11 Boys j Girls ja'otal 1 Boy ■ ! Grrlsl Total;■ ̂0111: 1

Ajmer ’" T a 7 47 /i i  ̂'i -r 7 0 0 0 5 3 8 3 0 7 108893 2 3 :.9 2 0 04 4 8 2 3 3 5 . ■■ 1 , :
;lLwar 24 9 41 2 90 100890 4 0 621 J. 4 151. :i 3 751 1163 4 914 2C P .. 1 , :
Banswara Ŝ 3 18 115 27352 12198 39550 1532 566 2098 3 0.3 1. J

 ̂?"an 73 13 91 25491 11087 36578 1030 302 1332 3 0 . 3 ;i 1 . 7
\r;ner 100 13 113 28496 7506 36002 1200 259 1539 2 0.3 5 1 . ::.3

: ' :aratpur 1-3 2 27 209 68115 23093 91208 2870 595 3465 2 5.32 1. : 6
■■ Li.l̂ --ra ir, -I 2 8 192 43605 193 3 7 62942 2315 802 3117 30 . 3 1 .: 0

’-a-er 11 5 34 14 9 5 5 7 0 4 2 7 3 5 5 8 3 0 5 9 3.5 9 9 1275 2874 3 2 . 7'3 1 . 9
'7 0 12 8 2 2 3 6 8 4 ^92 3 32613 9 84 297 12 8 3. 2 7 . / 1 a 3

: ■.j. ?:':o3:ga.:;h 1 :r/ 22 15 9 39962 15 9 5 0 55912 19 ;o 590 2540 28 . - 5 1. :.33
:: L . ' ' ̂uira 1 i 21 1 7 'J: 50032 2 0232 7 02 64 22"2 v418 2690 2 8 . -P̂ 1 . "6
■ 1 autja 113 15 :i 3 3 5 5 5 51 14273 6 9 3:"! 4 1930 329 2259 2 0.' 1 . .1
; 3 _ ' ..'I; o r G2 8 7 3 2 5 9 7 7 7807 33784 922 208 1130 23 . ;i 7 1.30
/ ± . ■ ^ijH-rpar PS 10 Q : 2 3 0 5 0 10 3 7 2 33422 1280 202 1482 31.03 1 . 2 3
i 5 . ' ■ ag.'-aiagar 12b 31 15 7 45993 27918 73911 1665 1032 26 97 3 7.7 7? 1 . 3̂ 7
■. -5 . aij’-iarigarh 13 3 23 171 4 9 8 3 3 23115 72 948 1943 548 24 91 31.6^' 3,2 9
'■ 7 . J ip ir 4 3 4 99 533 169637 103683 293325 5790 4440 10 2 3 0 35.3s 1 . 9
18 . a j.salrner J 3 2 38 8 810 2085 108 95 45 7 66 32 3 19.7 ' 3. , :'l
19 . J.ore S3 7 90 27180 4975 3 3155 1071 116 1 :l 8 7 15 . 4/ 3 . 27
20 . P" a;’aavar 6 5 16 81 22457 9776 32233 935 317 J.252 3 0 . 3 J 1 a:̂ 6
21 . r an naunu 239 42 3 01 91751 50284 143 035 3644 836 4480 35 .40 1.32
2 2 . •:P dh,; ar 204 40 244 93604 3 3 722 i: 3 4 06 2964 176 7 4 7 3 1 25 . 4 7 1.38
23 . r 'raa‘:.i 98 8 106 37439 9029 3 () 4 6 8 1445 193 16 3 8 19 .43 1 , 2 8
24 . T'" ■ ' \s 13 5 31 216 73415 46209 119624 2369 2737 5106 3 8.6:: :; 2 3
2 5 . ;'â .gaar J. S' 4 27 221 63698 18244 31942 2995 48 0 3475 2 2 . 2 f. 1 . 24
2 6 . Pali 14 3 23 16 6 503 90 14 93 :2 (:s53 22 22 57 455 2 712 22 . 86 1 2 4
2 7 . P a j saiaand 9 2 14 106 22724 9550 32274 1306 354 1660 2 9.57; 1 . 19
28 . P . Madiaopur 88 13 101 36525 11564 a3089 1311 311 1622 24 . 05 1 . 0
29 . Sikar 2J.2 29 4 1 81662 32669 i;:,43 3i 313 6 476 3612 28.57 1 3 2
30 . airohi 6 9 11 8 0 23117 7736 30853 966 280 1246 2 5 . 0'/ 1-25
31 . Ponk 9 9 14 113 33476 11219 44695 14 72 374 1846 2 5.10 1,24
32 . Udaipur 226 38 264 62405 36272 98677 2874 1917 4791 36 . 76 3. , 21

Tot a.1 Raj . 4 5 '7 0 777 5 3 4 7 1657190 710554: 23677'44 65134 25709 S0843 3 0. '-I. 1 26

Sou:.vce : Raj s t h a n M a i n Sh:Lk o h a  ICi P r a g e.ti - 1997-■93
Dir: :to of Secondary Education, Rajasthan
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Table 10.17 Districtv/ise Nujnber of Institutions, 
Enrolment and Nmnber of Teachers in 
Colleges for General Education 
(Excluding Universities) - 1980-81

s. |District 
No . I

No.of Colleges Enrolment 
(No. )

Teachers 
(No. )

Total Boy Girls I Total I Boys] Girl:

I % of I Teacher 
I girls I pupil

------I enrol]ratio
Total 1ment 1

1. Aj mer 11 9649 3783 13432 344 120 464 28 . 16 1 .29
2 . Alwar 6 5865 1124 6989 170 42 212 16 . 08 1 .33
3 . Banswara 1 820 189 1009 45 2 • 47 18 . 73 1.21
4 . Baran Included in Kota
5 . Banner 1 828 28 856 33 2 35 3 .27 1 . 24
G . Bharatpur 5 5498 868 6366 123 36 159 13 .63 1 .40
n Bhilwara 3 3076 716 3792 85 17 102 18 . 88 1 .37
8 . ■ Bikaner • 3995 1306 5 2 91 144 35 179 24 .68 1 .30
9 . Bundi 1 958 185 1143 34' 5 '39 16.19 ■ 1 . 2‘9
10 . Chittorgarh 3 1577 281 1858 57 8 6 5 15 . 12 1 .29
11 . Churu 5 3031 173 3 2 04 98 14 112 5 .40 1 .29
12 . Dausa Included in Jaipur »■»
13 . Dholpur Included in Bharatpur
14 . Dungarpur 1 1111 120 1231 36 2 38 9.75 1 . 32
IS . Ganganagar 13 7417 1555 8972 233 40 273 17 . 33 1 .33
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar
17 . Jaipur 19 16906 4848 21754 466 272 738 22 .29 1 .29
13 . Jaisalmer 1 218 1 219 17 - 17 0 . 46 1 . 13
19 . Jalore 2 547 32 579 33 4 37 5 . 53 1 . 16
2 0 . Jhalav/ar 2 1433 172 1605 42 5 47 10 . 72 1 . 34
21 . Jhunj hunu 8 4421 369 4790 125 15 140 7 . 70 1 . 34
22 . Jodhpur 3 950 66 1016 34 3 37 6 . 50 1 .27
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota 5 5575 2016 7591 169 50 219 26 . 56 1 .35
2 5 . Nagaur 3 1688 47 1735 64 5 69 2 . 71 1 .25
26 . Pali 3 1721 115 1836 63 7 70 6 . 26 1 . 26
27 . Raj samand Included in Udaipur
28 . S .Madhopur 4 3439 261 3700 80 3 63 7 . 05 1 . 59
29 . Sikar 7 5327 381 5608 155 18 177 6 . 79 1.32
30 . Sirohi 2 914 130 1044 38 2 40 12 . 45 1 . 26
31 . Tonk 3 1564 949 2513 85 46 131 37.76 1 . 19
3 2 . Udaipur 8 9627 2510 12137 340 90 430 20 .68 1 .28

Total Rajasthan 12 5 98145 22225 120370 3113 843 3956 18 . 46 1.30

Source: Directorate of College Education, Rajasthan

( Lx i x :
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Distrif'twiee Nujnber of Institutions, 
Enro.line ic and NuirJber of Teachers in 
Colleger: for General Education 
(Sxc3.uc.ing TTni^/ersitieb ) -1990-91

S . ! D:: stri .t
No.

I-o .of Collegeg Enrolment 
(No. )

Teachers 
(No. )

1% of iTep.cher 
I girls I pû .-il

Jourcr-; rlrectorate of College Education^ Rajasthar;,

1 1 enrol| rat io
11 Tc.ual 1 Boys j Girls i Totalj Boys 1 Girls i Total ; Tsent: ]

J.. A - :aer 13 7449 5 74 0 13109 397 208 6 0 5 4 3 . r-2 1 . ..2
;; "1 4940 1-31 6379 j-9 0 33 2 73 2 2.-" 3 1 .
3 . ra 4 1152 235 13 8 7 58 11 69 16 . 94 1 . ;
4 . I' :iran Included in Kota
5 . P>?rmer 1 554 13 567 26 6 32 2.29 1 . 8
6 . Bharatpur 5 3286 • 958 4244 165 65 230 2 2 . .'- 7 1 , IB
7 . Ihilwara 2024 927 2951 13 3 44 177 31.-? .1. 1 . 1 7
8 . ithvano r 5 412 2 1576 5648 180 89 269 2 6 . 9 7 1 . 1
9 . T:'.indi J. 967 18 7 1154 3 9 11 50 ]. 6 . 2 0 1 '3
10 . fUitt: o rgarh 3 1210 414 1624 56 29 . 85 2 5.49 1 . j.9
11 . i' '-;uru 3 2 002 4S7 2489 119 39 154 1 9 . 5'/ 1 . 16
12 . h a an a Inclijded in .Taipur
13 . j'J'iolpi' ]. 745 9b 841 2 7 7 34 11 .41 1 . 5
14 . ru.nga .\ 1 850 10 0 950 3 7 15 52 10 . 52 1 . 3
15 . C’angai '^gar 16 5658 1870 7520 284 77 361 2 4.8?: 1 . .1
16 . h.anumrx:iga rh Included in yanganagar
17 . t aipuj; 2 4 10 511 3625 14136 354 226 580 2 5.61 1 . -I
18 . Jaisalrner 1 140 23 169 11 1 12 17 . 16 1 . 1
19 . ^/alore 2 439 31 47 0 40 3 43 6.60 1,. 1
20 . Jhalav^ar 2 14 3 8 215 16 5 3 48 12 60 13 . 01 1.23
21 . Jhunjhi.mu IS 3416 10] 4 4430 145 47 192 2 2.89 1 . 2 3
22 . Jodhpi. s 1064 415 1480 51 18 69 28 . 11 1.21
2 3 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota i'J 5291 2031 73 3 2 174 90 264 2 7.70 1 .23
25 . Nagau.r; 3 14 31 91 1522 82 8 90 5 . 98 1 . 17
26 . Pali 3 1334 13 6 14 VO 64 10 74 9 .25 1.20
27 . Ra j S':'’niai'id Included in Udaipur
28 . 5 3182 277 34 5 9 12 7 18 145 8 . 01 1 . 24
29 . : her ■ ■ 7 3 3 74 54 3 3 92 2 171 33 204 13 . 97 1 . 19
30 . r ire '"i 2 662 13 7 799 58 14 72 17 . 15 1 . 11
31. ;vnh 2 1121 147 1268 56 20 76 11 . 59 1 . 17
32 . ■ la ipur 7 3365 19 86 53 51 147 13 5 282 37 . 11 1 . 19

Tot^l Rajasthan 157 71735 24667 96402 3239 1314 4558 25 . 59 1.21
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Table 10.19: Distrietv,H_se Number of Institutions, 
Enrolment and NumlDer of Teacher in 
College for Generr.l Education 
(Excluding Universities)-19 97-98

S . I District 
No.

Colleges Enrolment Teachers

jTotal I Boys I Girlsi Boys|Girls| Total| Boysj Girls

I % of I Teacher
------I girls 1 pupil
Total I enrol|ratio 

Iment I

1. Ajmer 20 10 10 10747 7542 18289 391 277 668 41.24 1.27
2. Alwar 9 6 3 8044 2992 11036 204 129 333 27.11 1.33
3. Bansv/ara 5 3 2 2542 845 3387 74 24 98 24.95 1.35
4. Baran 2 1 1  1303 573 1876 25 10 35 30.54 1.54
5. Barmer 4 2 2 1562 355 1917 36 16 52 18.52 1.37

Bhar^tpur - . - 7. . 3 . , 4 . 5182. 2717 , .78.99. .128 89 217 34.40 1.36
Bhilwara 5 3 2 4320 2268 6588 127 95 222 34.43 1.30
Bikaner 8 5 3 69G4 3667 10631 179 142 321 34.49 1.33

9. Bundi , 2 1  1 2089 763 2852 53 31 84 26.75 1.34
10. Chittorgarh 5 4 1 2631 1157 3788 93 2 7, 120 30.54 1.32
11. Churu 10 6 4 4231 1392 5623 134 50 184 24.76 1.31

Dausa 4 2 2 3473 496 3969 66 47 113 12.50 1.35
Dholpiir 3 1 2 1068 334 1402 30 24 54 23.82 1.26
Dnng-arpur 3 1 2 188 7 523 2410 49 18 6721.70 1.36
Ganganagar 14 10 4 6454 3355 9809 217 90 307 34.20 1.32
Hanumangarh 9 5 4 5133 ]. 905 7038 102 52 15427.07 1.46
Jaipur 38 18 20 16539 9865 26404 332 469 801 37.36 1.33

18. Jaisalmer 1 1  - 425 76 501 21 3 24 15.17 1.21
19. Jalore 3 2 1 1220 127 1347 34 17 57 9.43 1.26
20. Jhalawar 3 2 1 2161 527 2688 59 23 82 19.61 1.33

Jhunjhunu 18 11 7 8216 3331 11547 200 78 27828.85 1.42
Jodhpur 10 7 3 1625 18 83 3508 54 24 7853.68 1.45
Karauli 3 2 1 1946 272 2218 50 10 60 12.26 1.37
Kota 5 3 2 4596 4043 8638 123 194 317 46.80 1.27
Nagaur 5 4 1 2968 433 3401 70 30 100 12.73 1.34
Pali ■ 5 3 2 2201 760 2961 58 42 100 25.67 1.30
Rajsamand 2 2 - 916 323 1239 31 20 5126.07 1.24
S .Madhopur 4 2 2 2680 824 3504 88 21 10923.52 1.32
Sikar 11 6 5 6454 1975 8429 170 89 259 23.43 1.33
Sirohi 3 2 1 1580 294 1874 53 17 70 15.69 1.27
Tonk 4 3 1 2454 550 3004 83 33 116 19.20 1.26
Udaipur 12 9 3 4146 4048 8194 141 184 325 49.40 1.25

•6 .
7 .
8 .

12 .
13 .

14 .
15 .

16 . 
17 .

21 . 
2 2 .
23 .
24 .
25 .
26 .
27 .
28 .
29 .
30 .
31 .
32 .

Total Rajasthan 237 140 97 127756 60215 187971 3475 2375 ,5850 32.03 1.32

Source: Directorate of College Education, Rajasthan
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Appendix-J

10.20; Districtv^ise Percentage of Children 
(Class I-XII) attending School in 
Rural &. Urban Airsas of Raj at’than - 
19 S 7 - 9 8

r  IS trict : I Rura]- I Urban | Total (Rural+UrbruO

i 3 c y  - I Girls j Total| Boys|Girls | Total| Boys |GirJs| Toi al

7 
B
9
10 . 
11 . 
12 ,
13 .
14 .
15 .
16 .
17 .
18 .
19 ,
20 , 
21 , 
22 
23 
2 4 
2 5 
2f̂  
o 7

,2 8
29
30
31
32

/■ Iv/ar 
-ansv/ara 
Baran 
Banner 
Bharatpur 
Bhllv/ara 
Bil -̂anor 
Bundi
Clilttorgarh
Ch-ru
Da -̂sa
Dh.jlpur
Dungarpi:r
Gariganagar
Hai lumar garh
Jaipur
Jaisalu^er
Jalore
Jhalawar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kg ’; .a
Nagaur
P a i
Raj sainaiid 
S .Madhopur 
Sikar 
Sirohi  
To 'k 
Udc.ipur

75.5/
8 o . t) 0 

7 9.20 
7 9 . 5 '1
7 4.39 
76 . 93 
6 8.17 
6 8 . 6 5 
74 . 02
6 8.51 
76 .49
9 4.3 3
8 5.7 6
7 9.41 
59.88 
61.22
8 0 . 5
6 6 . o 3
7 5 . 7 9 
74 . 15
8 1 . 0 6
9 9.92 
80 .62
7 7.29
74 . 51 
90 . 90
75 . Go
8 0.33 
83 . 54 
74 . 50 
7 9.: 4 
66 . 0 2

35 . 08
51 .37 
49 . 92
54 .68 
3 3.25
46 .28 
3 3.16
3 3.26
4 3.41 
4 0.05 
4 4.71
47 . 73
52 . 8 6 
4 8 . 14
48 . 14 
4 5.37 
48.34 
31.25 
27.07 
45 . 13 
67 . 00 
36.45 
44 . 95
55 . 86 
4 3.37 
4 3.66
49 . 01 
43 . 16 
59 . 06 
33 .19 
3 3.52 
35 . 81

55 . 01
70 . 03 
61 .30 
67 . 80
5 7.31 
63 . 06 
51 . 05
51 . 94 
59 .63 
54 . 58 
61 . 07 
72 . 22
71 . 28
63 . 75 
54 . 37
53 . 78 
65.25
50 . 77
52 . 09 
60.23 
74 . 24 
69 .61
64 .21 
67 . 17 
59 . 35 
67 . 62
6 2.15 
63 . 23 
71 .60
54 .42 
57 .20
51 . 05

77-37 
8 5 . 74 
84 .49 
98.34 
62 . 66 

102.17
7 7.39
8 9 ̂ 19 

105.56
74 . 00
72 . 56 

111.66
95 . 77
6 8 . 3_ 9
96 .30 
93 . 50 
81 . 2 7 
84 .87 
70.80 
80 . 53 
83 .40

122.94 
93 . 03 
8 7.85 
4 9.20 
83 . 15 
8 9.32 

116.55 
74 . 00
73 . 14 
90 . 06
7 7.33

7 0 . 02 
68 . 12
67 . 23 
7 0.28 
47 . 60 
71 . 66
64 . 59
65 . 63 
7 9.33 
61 . 14 
49.28 
61 . 06
63 .20 
54 . 82 
85 .65 
74 . 30
71 .65
68 .89 
42 . 65 
56 . 22 
60 .46 
82 .37 
49.38
77 . 57 
36 . 84 
53 . 09
78 .80 
70 . 58 
44 . 53 
52 .40
64 . 54
72 . 03

7 3.2 0
7 7.75 
76 .23 
85.26 
55 . 76
8 8.09
71 . 34 
78 . 22 
93 . 17 
61 . 9 1 
61.3 7 
8 8 . G 3 
80 .'H!9 
61.8 7 
91.39 
04.65
76 . 79
77 . 95 
57 . 62 
68 . 98 
7 2.60

104 . 2 7
72 . 77
83 . 06 
4 3.34 
68 .89
84 . 37 
95 .22 
59.85 
63 . 33 
7 7.87 
74 . 86

76 . 32 
G6 .46 
79 . 72 
82 . 67
73 . 00 
82 . 04 
70 . 12 
76 . 94
79 . 85 
69.46 
75 .31 
56.45 
87 . 55 
7 8.33
68 . 99
6 7.44
80 . 87
69 . 82
7 5.33 
75 . 24
81 . 57 

108.39
82 .47 
82 . 67
7 0.07
8 9.09 
7 7.05 
86 . 95 
81.41
74 . 53 
81.40 
63 . 41

4 9 , 22
5 3 ̂ 34
45 . 15
57 . 22
3 9 . 31 
51 . 57 
39 - 47
46 . 12 
50 . 10 
43 . 51
4 6.05 
49 - 32
5 A , 81
4 8 . 72
5 7.30 
50.80
58 . 88 
37.42
2 8.42 
4 ■/ . 01
65 . 62 
52.59
4 5.62
66 . 78 
42 . 27 
45.74
5 2.84 
48 . 24 
55 . 90
3 '7 . 0 0 
3 9.89 
42 . 85

6 3 . 5
71 30 
62 . 71 
10 . 6 8
5 7 . 13
6 8.20
55 .23 
6 2.47
6 5 , 86
56 . 83 
6.’ . 16
7 . 14 
7' . 04 
6 ■ . 5 8
6 3.53
5 s . 6 6 
70 . 52
55 . 36 
5,, . 59 
6.1 . 73
7 ; . 8 8
8 ■ ■■>. . 0 9
6 5. . 49 
7'. ,21
56 . 60 
G7 . 91 
6 5 . 13 
69 . 11 
69 01 
56 . 26 
61 . 47 
5 5.87

Total l-aiasthan 77.-6 44.25 61.66 55.88 66.15 76.65 79.65 49.37 65.23

S o u : : ce: "Rajasthan Mein Shiksha Ki Pragati 1997--98
Directorate of Secondary Education, Rajasthan.
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Appendix-X

Table 10.21 : Districtwise Percentage of Children 
attending Schools in Rajasthan (19 97-98)

s. iDistrict |Class--> 1 - V  | Class--> VI-VIIl| Class---------->IX-XII| Class-->I-XII
No. I I-------------------- I------------------- I------------------ I--------------------

I I Boys I Girls I Total I Boys|Girls|Total|Boys|Girls|Total| Boys|Girls|Total

1. Ajmer 96.59
2. Alv;ar 98.70
3 . Bansv/ara 112.44
4. Baran 10 8.69
5. Barmer 106.38
6. Bharatpur 95.98
7. Bhilwanra 94.05
8. Bikaner 98.84
9. Bundi 10 5.04
10.Chittor . 91,48
11.Churu 94.99
12.Dausa 10 7.46
15.Dholpur 116.48
14 . Durigarpurl05 . 48 71.76
15 . Ganganagair8 6 .
16.Hanuman 7 7 .
17.Jaipur 9 8.
IS.Jaisalmer 97.
19.Jalore 105.

2 2.Jodhpur
2 3 . Kaira ul i
2 4.Kota
2 5.Nagaur
2 6.Pali

2 9.Sikar
3 0 . Siroh'i
31.Tonk
3 2.Udaiour

Source: Rajathan Mein Shiksha Ki Pragati 19 97-93
Directorate of Secondary Education, Rajasthan.

65 . 90 81 ..89 74 ., 78 41 . 57 58 .88 38 .45 23 . 45 31 .27 76 . 32 49 . 22 63 . 35
73 . 24 86 ,. 78 95 ., 54 47 . 92 73 .27 53 .57 19 .27 37 . 53 86 .46 53 . 84 71 .20
68 . 96 91 .. 04 61 .. 98 27 . 32 44 . 92 27 . 42 11 .36 19 . 52 79 . 72 45 . 15 62 . 71
90 . 75 100 . 2 77 ..22 32 . 24 56 . 02 34 .34 10 .47 23 . 09 82 .67 57 . 22 70 .68
67 . 14 87 ., 9 0 52 .. 55 12 . 56 33 . 72 22 . 01 5 .20 14 . 10 73 . 00 39 .31 57 . 13
74 . 52 86 ., 24 86 ., 23 39 . 60 65 . 05 50 . 17 15 . 53 34 . 43 82 . 04 51 . 57 68 . 20
57 .37 76 .2 3 61 .42 26 . 69 44 . 56 29 .29 14 .29 22 . 01 70 . 12 3 9 . 47 55 . 23
63 . 89 82 .43 62 .95 36 . 52 50 . 55 46 .40 19 . 81 33 . 93 76 . 94 46 . 12 62 .47
75 . 90 91 ,93 73 .50 31 . 83 5 3 . 89 34 .19 13 .55 24 .48 79 . 85 50 . 10 65 . 86
66 ..4 7. 7.9 .30^ 63 .94. 25 . 63 ■ 45 .30 -29 . 39 -12.. 1-7 21-. 01- 69-. 46 43 : 51 56 .-83-
68 . 41 82 .13 76 .2 5 33 . 53 55 . 59 3 5 . 51 12 . 45 24 . 36 75 .31 46 . 05 61 . 16
74 . 19 91 .70 101 . 9 32 . 59 69 . 13 68 . 98 12 . 64 42 . 31 96 .45 49 . 32 74 . 14
88 .30 104 . 0 74 .51 27 .68 53 ,. 75 39 . 99 10 .33 26 . 83 87 . 55 54 .81 73 . 04
71 . 76 88 .68 68 .11 32 ,. 65 50 ,.45 31 ,. 01 14 . 95 ^3 . 02 78 . 33 48 . 72 63 . 58
79 .65 83 .20 65 .80 45 ,. 56 56 ..35 37 ,. 02 22 ., 60 30 .29 68 . 99 57 ,.30 63 . 53
69 ,. 75 73 .77 73 .64 44 .. 12 59 ,. 84 42 .. 10 18 .. 11 30 ,.89 67 . 44 50 ,.80 59 . 66
83 ,. 25 91 .10 79 .96 44 .. 97 63 ..49 48 ,. 68 23 ,. 93 37 ,. 04 80 . 87 58 .. 88 70 ,. 52
60 .. 44 81 .22 54 .37 18 .. 35 38 ..30 25 ,.87 6 .. 99 17 ..45 69 . 82 37 .. 42 55 .. 36
47 .. 56 77 .28 67 .62 12 .,21 40 .. 76 20 .. 03 2 .86 11 .. 71 75 .33 28 .. 42 52 .. 59
75 ., 03 89 .55 62 .71 24 ., 08 44 .22 29 .. 81 9 .77 20 .. 22 75 . 24 47 .. 01 61 .. 73
82 ,,89 83 .54 98 .5 2 65 .56 82 .64 61 .74 30 .78 46 .. 83 81 ,. 57 65 .62 73 .. 88
72 ,, 71 108i . 2 98 .71 40 .78 71 .42 54 .93 23 .25 40 .. 02 108 . 3 52 .59 82 ,. 09
70 ., 97 88 .11 74 .83 26 .58 52 .60 47 .57 10 .30 30 ..39 82 ..47 45 .62 65 ..49
90 .,67 95 .22 83 .31 57 .92 71 .40 50 .70 28 .95 40 .. 50 82 ,. 67 66 .78 75 ..21
66 .89 77 .41 71 .03 24 .55 48 .50 34 .14 7 .46 21 .21 70 ., 07 42 .27 56 ..60
69 .9 9 89 .36 Ill. . 6 31 .87 72 .68 31 .78 8 .84 20 .58 89 .. 09 45 .74 67 .. 91
83 .21 93 .21 70 .61 27 .90 49 .59 29 .59 12 .09 20 .98 77 .. 05 52 .84 65 .13
72 .35 91 .54 82 .34 30 .34 58 .38 48 .29 14 .78 32 .84- 86 .. 95 48 .24 69. 11
81 .60 87 .38 90 .51 43 .60 67 .71 50 .51 14 .69 33 .11 81 ..41 55 .90 69 .01
56 .4 3 77 .16 71 .3b 25 .12 48 .86 32 .25 7 .83 20 .3 7 74 .. 53 37 .00 56 .26
60 .70 83 .49 77 .33 24 .59 52 .01 38 .16 11 .03 25 .14 81 .40 39 .89 61 .47
59 .83 74 .88 65 .36 34 .64 50 .30 28 .66 15 .52 22 .22 68 .41 42 .85 55 .87

71 .91 86 .50 77 .81 35 .65 57 .73 40 .82 15 .92 28 .97 79 .65 49 .37 65 .23
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Appendix-X

ible 10,22 Dis trictwi 
(Class I t

■;e JJrop-Cut 
> V)

s .

No .

rr~ 
2 .

4 .
5 .
6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 . 
11 . 
12 .

13 .
14 . 
11-3 . 
16 . 
17 - 
10 .

19 .
20 , 
21. . 
22 .
23 ,
24 .
25 .
26 . 
2 7 . 
28 .
2 9 .
3 0 .
31 .
32 .

)istrict

i3 ail s war a 
Bar an 
Barmer 
Bh? rat:pur 
B I’i -L1 vv Ci. L. a 
Bikaner 
Bii’iicli
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpii.r
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanuinangarh
Jaipur
Jaisaimer
Jalore
Jhal£iwar
Jhunj hiinu
Jodlipur
Karaiili
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Fia j samand
S . MadhvDpur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

: a3a at ha

3oys

2 . 2 9 
5 . 4 0  

7 3.38
54 . 75  
58 . 75 
53 . 96 
6 1 . 7 6  
SI . 74
NA 

6 4 . 8 8  
58 . 74
5 0.33 
58 . 23 
62 .21 
67 .56
NA

4 1 . 6 8
6 7 . 1 0  
56 . 99 
61 . 82
4 7.41 
50 . 68
NA 

48 . 81 
64 .31
5 6.10 
62 , 16 
45 . 92
55 .07 
55.80 
5S . 03 
5 7 . 18

Rates (1996-97)
(Percentags

Girls

59 . 92 
6 2 . 5
77 . 0 3 
64 . 99 
67 . 05
64 . 89 
66 .68 
42 . 08
NA 
70 . 65 
4 9.00
53 . 78 
67 . 70
65 .33 
67 . 79
NA

4 0.22
78 . 79
70 . 15
71 . 4 7 
31.28 
76 .20

NxA
54 . 10 
70 .68 
56 . 99
67 . 57
66 . 16
5 7 . 73
68 . 63 
65 .32 
63 . 25

59.96

Total

55 .31 
58 . 17 
74 . 65 
58 . 58 
60 . 96
58 . 18 
63 .36
56 . 91 

NA
6 6.88 
56 . 13 
51 .30
61.24
63 . 44 
6 7.65

NA 
41 . 14 
71 . 18 
6 0.33 
6 5.30 
41.30
59 . 85 
NA
51 . 10 
66 . 55 
56 . 34
64 . 06 
51 . 83 
56 . 15
61.25 
61.06 
5 9.28

56 . 60

Source State Institute of Educational 
Training,

Research &
TTdaipur
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Appendix-X
Table 10.23 Districtwise Number of Institutions 

according to Management (1997-98)

s .

No .
District j Manaqement wise No.of Total Institutions - 1997-98

Government I Local Bodies]Aided Schools|Unaided School]Grand Total|% of
I I  I  1 1  P v t .

Boys I Girls I Boys |Girls| Boys |Girls | Boys | Girls |Boys |Girls|

1. 
2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .
6 . 
1 .
8 ..
9 .
10 
11 
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 
21 
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

Ajmer
Alv/ar
Banswara
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Briilwara
■Bikaner .
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanumangarh
Jaipur :
Jaisalm.er
Jalore
Jhalav/ar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj samand
S . Ma'dhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

605
785
461
288
518
597
620
397
280
543
561
333
253
343
495
364
093
177
357
327
522
659
339
342
697
475
333
289
597
246
370
730

117 
105 
61 
32 
27 
91 

] 08 
68 
41 
79 
70 
41 
23 
47 
67 
62 

200 
15
38
39 

109
98
32
67
90
81
43
36
83
30
50

115

885 
143 2 
1027 
676 

1566 
1027 
1136 
. 557 
619 

12 8 7 
588 
675 
568 
803 

108 3 
42 0 

1516 
413 
6 0 0 

873 
832 

1051 
584 
520 

1104 
862 
683 
533 
940 
2 91 
674 

1553

56
131
15
14
40 
60 
8 3 
-3 6. 
18 
4 3

138
30 
7

16 
49 
76

127
9

34 
24

120
36
20
15 
80 
66
35
31 

103
18
33
41

62
4 
1

2 
2 

15 
12 5.

9
27
3

1 
19 
15 
8 0 

1

1
27
62

5
4 
4 
1 
1

35

33

34
1
1

4
1

23

19

1

28
8

19

1

17
35

2
4
2

242
622
71

131
77 

451 
144 
166 
120 
108 
144 
226 
12 5
78 

212 
173 
844

20
27
99

354
264
226
339
54

141
66

214
212
29

110
213

20
5

.61
3
1
5
5

134
111
93
5
1
3
2

75
1

12
9
2

48
1

1794 215 17
2843 239 20
1560 77 4
1095 46 11
2163 67 4
2077 175 21
1915 197 8
-12.4 5- . 188. 26 .
1019 62 11
1947 123 6
1320 232 13
1237 76 18
946 31 13

1225 63 6
1809 278 19
972 257 25

3533 439 26
611 29 4
984 74 3

1300 66 8
1735 248 20
2036 244 19
1149 53 19
1206 96 27
1859 183 3
1482 151 9
1083 78 6
1037 69 20
1784 192 13
566 51 5

1154 131 12
2529 175 10

Total Raj. 14996 2165 27378 1604 539 227 6302 609 49215 4605 14

Source; Rajasthan Mein Shiksha Ki Pragati 1997-98 
Directorate of Secondary Education^. Rajasthan

(LXXV)



1- .̂2' :̂ = Diet  r i c t v - ' e  ^
School acr̂ ord;

Ar pendix-A

vribution of Prixnar;
to Number of Teacher

(1933)
( P e r c , e n t a a e

S .
No

Dj^o'r.rict Distr ibut i : ' 1 1 oJ: Primary Schools according to 
Mumber of Teachers

3 4 Tota]-

-1 iv;' ;iier 25 10 . 7 7 4 3 . 6 0 “1 nV.'. 3 5 6 .28 7 . 04 21 . / L 10 0,. 0
A.1 Vcr J- 8 .32 42 . 19 "i ̂ . 11 9 .16 7 ,. 02 7 1 3 10 0 ,. 0

3 Bansw a r a J.. •34 22 . 5 2 43 - 53 16 . 0 5 6 .30 3 ,. 87 6 . 3 9 10 0 ,. 0
4 . Bar? n {] 13 43 .28 3 2 . 30 8 . 14 4 .65 3 .. 10 8 . 4 0 10 0 . 0
5 . Barrrer (] 15 45 . 56 37 . 28 7. 69 3 .4 0 2',.37 3 . 5 5 10 0,. 0

Bha: atpur iri 0 8 20 . S4 4 3 . 71 13 . 8 5 7 .80 6 ,. 53 7 . O'! 10 0 ,. 0
7 . Ball wara 07 26 Q S 4 8 . 5 5 7 . 8 8 3 .50 4 .. 09 8 ,. 32 10 0 ,. 0
8 . Bika ner 3 7 .47 24 .30 10 . 5J. 7 .0 9 6 ,. 58 14 . 0 5 0 0 ,. 0
S' :̂ unc!.1 3 .53 36 1 30 . 75 12 . 98 4 .6 5 4 ,. 51 7 . / 1. C: 0 ,. 0
;i (}. Chit to 'tTarQ - : 3 . 4 5 3 5 . 0 8 5 . 8 8 2 .6P 3 .. 97 9 . ̂'0 10 0 ,. 0
] 1 f:hur'U 0 .3 0 2 9 . 6 4 34 . 0 5 3.4. 2 G 5 .85 7 ,. 18 8 '' 2 1 r, 0 ,. 0
1") baun a 0 .14 16 . 55 4 2 . 27 18 . 74 9 .99 5 ,. 74 6 ,. 5 7 100 ,. 0
lli . t)ho ■pi:r 2 0. 6 8 44 . 2 9 7 8 . 8'' 6 .0 2 4 ,. 63 5 ,. 55 10 0 ,. 0
14 . Oungarptir 0 .71 2 8 . 4 2 4 0. 4 3 13 . 0 8 7 .0 2 4 .. 7 6 5 ,. 5 8 I.'; 0 ,. 0
15 . 'hanganag?tr 0 .20 2 7 . 70 3 9 . 7 6 ],3 O / 7 .7 7 5 ..30 5 .,40 10 J .. 0
1 S . 'iani’maneorh I r 'j] tided in Ganganag-ar
17 . laiptir 0 ,18 17 . 91 3 8 . 06 1 o o- . 81 8 .21 7 ., 93 13 .. 90 1 2 ,. 0
10 . Jair aimer G ,21 4 3 . 8 7 4 4 .30 5 . 16 2 .3 7 1 ,,29 2 .,80 .10 0' ,. 0
1 9 'laicL G - 41 . :̂-8 3 4 . 4 8 12 . 0 7 5 .3 2 2 ., 15 4 .. 6 t' 100 .. 0
2 0 . Jhal a war 0 .10 4 3 . 58 3 4 . 63 9.26 o 79 2 .. 32 6 ,.32 10 0 ,, 0
21 . .Thurj hunu - 16 . / o 36 .42 18 . 52 12 .61 9 .. 00 6 ,. 70 10 0 ., 0
2 2 . uodhpur 0 .0 8 31 . 2 2 2 7 . 22 11 . 72 4 .78 7 ,, 09 17 ..89 100 .. 0
2 3 . "larc.uli Inelude;1 l]jI. S (a\va -1. adt'.opur
2 . PoLc' - 19 . 5 30 . 5 6 11 .30 10 .56 7 ., 95 19 .. 8 8 1 0 T) .. 0
2 5 . ::̂ agaur 14 3 6 . 9 3 3 1 . 75 12 .33 5 .0 3 5 ,, 03 8 ,,79 10 0 ,. 0
2 S . Pall 0 .42 26 . 2 '± 3 b.40 13 . 55 7 .30 4 .. 13 ] 1 .. 96 10 0 ,. 0
2 7 . ■R.a j samand 2 .82 3 3 . 85 33 . 72 10 . 00 4 .74 3 .,33 6 .. 54 10 0 .. 0
2 8 . S .Madhorur - 2,3. 6 2 42 . 55 12 . 15 7 .00 6 .,26 8 .. 42 10 0., 0
2 9 . Slks r - 2 0 . 06 3 9. 97 15 . 33 9 .47 7 .,38 7 ., 79 10 0.. 0
3 0 . Siretil 1 62 3 3 . 4 9 '■ -I. 64 o. 01 5 .31 3 ., 23 12 ., 7 0 10 0 ,. 0
31 . Tonk 27 .57 4 2 . 03 10 .38 5 .81 6 ., 55 7 ., 6 6 100 .. 0
3 2 . Udalpur 11 3 7 . 14 36 . 55 Q. 10 4 .47 4 .,19 8 .,41 10 0 ,. 0

Tot al Rt ‘1J • 0 .32 28 . 62 3 /. 88 12 .  21 6 .44 5 .,42 9 ,. 13 ;l ('  ̂., 0

Soiircc: All India Sduca^ Ion Survey - 1993
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Taible 10.25 Districtwise distribution of Primary 
Schools according to NumlDer of Class 
rooms (19 93)

s .

No .
District Percentage distribution of Primary Schools 

accordinq to number of class rooms
A v .N o . 
of
rooms
per
school

Zero 5 1 6-7 1 8-9 1 10 +
------ 1
Total 1

9 . 50 13 . 23 5 .43 5 .34 100 . 0 4 .31
7 . 95 10 . 09 3 .57 2.30 100 . 0 3 .47
6 .39 5.29 - 1-.2-6 ■ 0-. 34 ■ 100 •. 0 ■ 2 . 98
3 . 75 4 .39 1 . 03 0 . 78 100 . 0 2 . 18
7 . 62 5 . 99 2 .29 0 . 96 100 . 0 3 . 13
5 .25 4 .46 1 .67 1 . 19 100 . 0 2 . 99
5 . 57 6 . 17 3 . 2 0 1.71 100 . 0 3 .28

14 . 81 18 . 23 5 . 32 3 . 67 100 . 0 4 . 70
4.65 3 . 10 0 . 99 1 . 41 100 . 0 2 . 62
5 . 24 5.53 2 .41 1 .28 100 . 0 3 . 20

15 .38 26 .26 12 .21 6 . 87 100 . 0 5 .43
11 . 08 10 .40 3 . 97 3 . 01 100 . 0 3 . 99
2 . 93 3 .24 1 ,23 0 . 77 100 . 0 2 .57
7.37 9 . 16 2 . 73 0 . 48 100 . 0 3 . 31
8 . 58 10 . 85 3 . 58 2 . 12 100 . 0 3 . 52

13 .63 16 . 96 6 . 84 5 . 97 100 . 0 4 . 75
15 . 70 21 . 72 5 . 16 3 .87 100 . 0 4 . 66
11 . 93 11 . 64 4 .45 1 . 86 100 . 0 3 . 76
2 . 84 3 . 05 1 .89 0 . 95 100 . 0 2 . 73

15 . 96 21 . 43 8 .20 5 . 64 100 . 0 5 . 01
14 . 03 16 . 58 6 .55 4.17 100 . 0 4 .48

10 . 19 10 .31 4 . 84 2 .48 100 . 0 3 .29
12 .33 15 . 52 5 . 17 2 . 55 100 . 0 4 .25
15 . 13 13 . 97 5.40 5 . 92 100 . 0 4 . 53
7 . 95 9 . 62 2 . 95 2 . 44 100 . 0 3 . 73
9 . 99 9.61 3 . 13 2 . 76 100 . 0 3 . 58

16 .85 22 .79 7 .87 5 .38 100 . 0 5 . 09
7 . 16 9 . 01 3 . 70 3 . 00 100 . 0 3 .43
8 . 41 9 .27 1 .61 1 . 98 100 . 0 3 .37
8 . 12 7 . 90 2.29 1 .63 100 . 0 3 .38

1 .

2 .
3'.
4 .
b .

6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 . 
11 . 
12 .
13 .
14 .
15 .
16 .
17 .
18 .
19 .
20 . 
21 . 
22 .
23 .
24 .
25  .
26 .
27  .
28 .
29  .
30  .
31  .
32 .

Ajmer-
Alwar
Bansv;s,ra '
Baran
Barmer
Bharatpur
Bhilwara
Bikaner
Bundi
Chi ttorgax'h
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanumanga rh
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhalawar
Jhunj hunu
Jpdhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Raj sam.and
S .Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

1 . 78
3 . 07
2 . 35 

13 . 95
4 . 96
3 . 82
1 . 71 
0.38

11.43 
2.55 
0 . 82
3 .69
4 . 63
0 .48
4.89 8
Included
2 . 82 3
1 . 72 
7 .33
6 . 53 
0 . 18 
1.77 
Included

11.06 11
0 . 78
2 . 96
1 .41
4 . 99
0 . 56
2 . 31 
2.47
1 . 90

4 .
11 . 

1 . 
26 . 
9 . 
9 . 
7 . 
2 . 

13 .
7 . 
2 . 
3 .

17 .
8 .

3
2
2
6
1

12
7
9

07 2 0 . 2 7  2 6 . 4 7  1 3 . 9 1  
57 2 4 . 6 9  2 3 . 8 1  1 2 . 9 5  

•31- 3-2 .■86- 31  . 85 - 12 . 35 
74 2 8 . 6 8  1 5 . 2 5  5 . 4 3
47 2 6 . 1 1  2 5 . 2 2  1 7 . 3 8  
32 2 7 . 3 9  3 5 . 5 1  1 1 . 3 9  
88 2 4 . 2 4  3 9 . 4 8  1 0 . 0 4  
91 9 . 6 2  2 7 . 9 7  1 7 . 0 9
26 2 2 . 1 4  3 4 . 2 8  8 . 7 4
16 2 0 . 9 1  4 5 . 3 6  9 . 5 6
15 8 . 1 0  1 5 . 1 8  1 3 . 0 3
97 1 2 . 3 1  2 7 . 0 8  2 4 . 4 9  
44 3 2 . 7 2  2 6 . 3 9  1 0 . 6 5  
56 2 5 . 4 5  3 4 . 3 6  1 1 . 4 1  
68 2 2 . 1 5  2 2 . 9 5  1 6 . 2 0  
in Ganganagar 
46 1 0 . 4 4  1 8 . 5 5  2 1 . 3 3
23 4 . 3 0  2 3 . 4 4  2 0 . 8 6
73 1 4 . 5 1  3 1 . 1 8  1 4 . 3 7  
84 3 4 . 4 2  3 7 . 9 0  5 . 5 8
59 1 1 . 5 5  1 7 . 9 9  1 7 . 4 6  
32 1 1 . S7 2 0 . 2 0  1 8 . 5 1  
in Sawai Madhopur
55 2 8 . 7 0  1 3 . 0 4  7 . 8 3
76 1 2 . 3 3  2 8 . 0 7  1 9 . 4 9  
12 1 3 . 1 2  2 5 . 8 2  1 5 . 5 6
56 22 . 0 5  3 5 . 5 1  1 5 . 5 1
70 1 7 . 5 9  33 . 6 8  1 1 . 5 5  
37 8 . 9 9  1 9 . 5 0  1 6 . 6 9
24 2 3 . 3 2  3 1 . 8 7  7 . 3 9
04 2 6 . 5 8  3 2 . 5 1  1 0 . 1 3  
86 2 1 . 7 9  3 1 . 8 1  1 4 . 7 0

Total Pvajasthan 3.37 7.16 19.83 27.5b 14.20 9.62 11.30 4.13 2.84 100.0 3.76

Source; All India Education Survey 1993
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Ar-nen<1.ix

.2G : PERCENTAGE OF :t a t i o n s w i t h
PRIMARY SCHOOL WIl HIN ONE KM

S . No , Distric!: Percentage

3. . Ajiner 8 2.27
Alv;ar 86 . 19

3 . N a I'j, G V'7 a r a 81 . 74
4 . Baran 79.73
5 . Banner 45.91
6 . Bharatpur 94 . 09
1 . Bhilv̂ a.ra 77 . 14
8 . Bikaner 91.35
9 . Bundi 7 9.08
10 . ChiL torgarh 76 .26
11 . Chiiru 95 . 71
12 . Dausa 82 .21
13 - Dhoipur 85.69
14 . Dungarpur 77.49
15 . Ganganagar 61.86
16 . Hanuniangarh 61.86
17 . Jaipur 77 . 91
18 . JaJ.saliner 51.96
19 . Jalore 66.59
2 0 . Jhaiawar 7 7.11
21 . Jhunj hunu 8 6.48
22 . Jodhpur 63 .79
23 . Karau].i 87.94
2 4 . Kota 8 6.2 '7
2 5 . Nagaur 84 . 71
26 . Pali 81 . 14
27 . Raj samand 77.28
28 . Sawai Madhopur 87.94
29 . Sikar 8 8.61
3 0 . Sirohi 77 .60
31 . Tonk 7 6.9 6
3 2 . Uda.i-pur 73.51

Raj asthan 74 . 58

Source: Sixth All India Education Survey - 1993.
Note: For Hanumangarh and Karauli, figures foi

Ganganagar and SawaiMadhopur respectively have been used
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Appendix X
Table 10,27 PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PRIMARY SCHOOLS 

HAVING FACILITIES

S . No District Drinking
Water

Urinal Separate 
Urinals 
for girl;

Lavatory Separate 
Lavatory 
for girl

2 .
3 .
4 .
5 .

.6 .
7 .
8 .
9 .
10 . 
11 . 
12 .
13 .
14 .
15 .
16 .
17 .
18 . 
19 . 
2 0 . 
21 . 
2 2 .

23 .
24 . 
2 5 . 
26 . 
2 7 . 
28 .
29 .
30 .
31 .
32 .

Ajmer
Alv/ar
Banswara
Baran
Rsj.rmer
Bharatpur . . .
Bhilwara 
Bikaner 
Bundi
Chittorgarh
Churu
Dausa
Dholpur
Dungarpur
Ganganagar
Hanumangarh
Jaipur
Jaisalmer
Jalore
Jhaiawar
Jhunj hunu
Jodhpur
Karauli
Kota
Nagaur
Pali
Ra j samand
Sawai Madhopur
Sikar
Sirohi
Tonk
Udaipur

78 .29 
50 . 58 
41 . 18 
3 8.24 
85 . 90 
.43.15. -
92 .36
65 . 95 
55 . 85
66 . 27
66 . 97 
44 . 87 
47 . 99 
59 . 93
67 . 71 
Included
54 . 10 
3 8.28 
96 . 00 
47 . 89
55 .47 
63 .38 
Included 
55 . 90
59 . 04 
41 . 16 
71 . 15 
50 . 82 
58 . 83 
91 . 84 
39.80 
50 . 00

39 . 95 16 . 71 27 ,. 99 11 . 96
39 . 11 16 . 90 28 ,.36 8 .39
8 . 57 2 . 27 4 ,.45 0. 92

12 . 53 6 . 07 5 .. 94 1 . 81
71 . 79 39 . 74 47 ,.44 2 5 . 64
22 .77. . . - 8.. 1.2 . . . 16 ,.24 . . . 4 .-3 0
95 . 83 81 . 94 70 .. 14 23 .61
45 . 57 73 . 54 33 ..47 15 . 44
12 . 98 4 . 65 4 ..80 1 . 83
16 . 51 7.30.. 10 ,.42 6 . 02
34 .46 17 . 33 28 .. 10 12 . 72
12 . 59 5 . 75 8 ,.48 2 .46
12 . 19 4 . 94 4 ..48 2 .47
28 . 06 5 . 11 22 .. 59 2 . 14
61 . 81 41 . 87 56 .. 71 29 . 21

in 'Ganganagar
28 . 90 15 . 18 25 ,. 07 11 .80
52 .26 24 . 52 40 .. 65 24 . 73
66 . 00 26 . 00 32 .. 00 10 . 00
15 . 79 7 .37 7 .. 16 4 . 00
34 .48 18 . 52 28 ,. 04 13 . 58
41 . 02 15 . 34 23 .. 59 6 . 94

in Sav/ai Madhopur
31 . 55 20.50 20 ,. 12 11 . 80
27 .43 12 .47 18 ,. 00 6 . 80
26 . 56 12 .49 13 ,. 23 5 . 71
42 . 95 12 . 69 34 ,. 62 5 .26
18 .48 8 .49 13 ..26 5 . 66
33 . 15 14 .45 24 ,. 16 8 .43
95 . 92 67.35 40 .. 82 22 .45
27 .32 9 .27 22 ,. 62 8. 65
24 .46 9 .59 16 ,. 94 3 . 98

28 . 97 13 . 62 21 ,.36 8 .74Raj asthan 54 .20

Source: Sixth All India Education Survey 1993.
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Table 10.28 : ESTIMATED PER CAPITA EXPENDITURE ON EDUCATION
(Rupees)

Appendix X

s. District Based on Eighth Plan Based on No. Based ion No.
No. Expenditure of institutions of teachers

1991 1992 1997 1991 1992 1997 1991 1992 1997
-92 -97 -38 -92 -97 -98 -92 -97 -98

1. Ajmer 211.24 357.89 519.88 184.65 312.84 4S4.44 235.86 399.60 580.47
2 . -Alwar 158.64 268.76 390.41 212.01 359.19 521.77 203.11 344.12 499.07
3 . Panswara 262.93 445.45 647.07 223.89 379.32 551.01 192.22 325.66 473.07
4 . Baran 202.86 343.68 499.24 221.78 375.74 545.81 197.60 334.78 486.31
5 . Barmer 201.13 340 . 75 494.98 245.03 415.13 603.03 158.41 268.37 389.85
6 Rriaratpur 142.76 241.86 351.33 215.42 364.97 530.16 222 .12 376.32 546.65
7 . Bhilwara 224.47 380.30 552.43 209.50 354.94 515.60 194.54 329.59 478.77
8 . Pikaner 459.08 777.78 1129.82 187.71 318.02 461 .«98 195.44 331.12 467.00
9 . r.undi 147.06 249.14 361.91 221.14 374.65 544.23 206.76 350.30 511.45
10 . Chi t torgarh 208.25 352.83 512.52 220.30 373.24 542.17 181.86 308.12 447.58
11. Churu 165.63 280.44 407.38 159.46 270.17 392.44 163.32 276.70 401.95
12 . Dausa 164.45 278.61 4 04.72 208.99 354.07 514.33 212.42 359.88 522.76
13 . Dholpur 144 . 36 244.57 355.27 205.74 348.57 506.34 178.46 302.35 439.20
14 . Dungarpur 216.01 365.96 531.60 232.55 393.98 572.31 200.44 339.58 493.29
15. Ganganagar 143.85 243 . 70 354.01 235.62 399.18 579.86 202 .82 343.63 499.16
16 . Hanumangarh Included in Ganganagar 59.81 270.75 393.29 166.09 281.39 408.75
17. Jaipur 215.25 364.68 529.75 162.40 275.27 398.87 205 .40 347.99 505.50
18. Jaisalmer 222.10 376.28 546.59 293.66 497.52 722.72 194.95 330.29 479.79
19 . Jalore 140.78 238.51 346.46 145.99 247.34 359.29 118.43 200.65 291.47
20. Jhalawai* 183.26 33 0.49 451.02 225.08 381.33 553.92 184.15 261.22 379.46
21. Jhunj hunu 165.22 279.91 406.61 199.12 337.35 490.05 217.42 368.32 535.08
22 . Jodhpur 187.44 317.56 461.29 167.67 284.06 412.63 204.84 347.03 504.11
23 . Karauli Included in Sawai Madhopur
24 . Kota- 300.08 508.39 738.50 168.88 286.12 415.62 262.39 445.55 645.76
25 . Nagaur 153.61 260.24 378.03 150.43 254.86 370.21 142.10 240.74 349.70
26. Pali 169.59 287.32 417.36 173.60 294.11 427.23 193.08 327.11 475.17
27 . Râj satnand 200.69 340.01 493.91 222 .41 376.81 547.36 201.72 341.76 496.45
28 . SawaiMadhopurl69.05 286.40 416.03 202.10 342.40 497.38 198.80 336.80 489.25
29. Sikar 140.90 238.71 346.75 170.00 288.01 418.37 170.00 288.01 418.37
30. Sirohi 201.78 341.85 496.59 149.71 253.63 368 .44 158.82 269.07 390.86
31. Tcnk 195.60 331.38 481.38 207.82 352.10 511.46 203.46 344.70 500.71
32 . Udaipur 216.65 367.06 533.20 206.77 350.31 508.97 200.18 339.14 492.65

Rajasthan 193.47 327.77 476.13 193.47 327.77 476.13 193.47 327.77 476.13

Source: Plan Documents & Budget Documents, Rajasthan.
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ADTDendix X

Tafo.le 10.29 RANKING OF DISTRICTS BY PER CAPITA 
EXPENDITURE OF EDUCATION 

(19S2-97)

No District Esised on Based oi 
Eigth No. of
Pl?n Inst.

Based on Based on Educational 
No. of Enrolment Attainment 
Teachers Index

10 . 
11 . 
1 2  . 
1 3  .

1 5  .
16 .
17 .
18 . 
1 3  . 
2 0 , 

2 1  , 
2 2 , 

2 3
Z.  .

2 5 
2 6
2 7
2 8  
2 9
3 0
3 1
3 2

Ajmer 9
Alwar 2 4
Banswara 3
B a r a n ......................... 1 1
Ba r me j C 13
Bharatpur 3 1
Bhilwara 4
Bikaner 1
Bundi 2 6
Chittorgarh 1 0
Churu 21
Deaisa 2 3
Dholpur 2 7
Dungarpur 7
Ganganagar 2 3
Hanumangarh 2 8
Jaipur 8
u a 13 a 1 iT;e r 5
Jalore 3 2
Jlialav/ar 1 7
Jhunjhunu 2 2
Jodhpur 10
Karauli 2 0
Kota 2
Nagaur- 2 5
Pali 1 8
Rajsam.and 1 4
Sawai Madhopur 1 9  
Sikar 3 0
Sirohi 1 2
Tonk 1 5
Udaipur 6

22 
12 
6 
8 . 
2 
11
1 3  
21
9
10
2 9
1 4
1 7
4 
3 
2 8  
2 7  
1
3 2
5 
20  
2 5
18 
2 4
3 0  
2 3  
7 
1 8  
2 6
3 1
15
1 6

2
10
22
1 7  .
2 9
3 
20
1 8  
6
2 3
2 7  
5
2 4
13 
11 
2 6
7
1 OJ __ /

3 2
3 0
4
8
1 5
1
3 1  
21 
12 
1 5
2 5
2 8  
9
1 4

18
6
1 8
6
2 5
11
3 0
2 0
1 3
2 5 
22
3
5 
1 6  
1 6
2 4
6
3 0 
3 2  
20 
3 
1
1 4  
2
2 5  
11 
14 
9 
9 
2 8  
22 
2 8

3
8
2 8
3.
3 1
9 
2 8  
11 
1 9  
22 
2 0 
2
1 3
2 4
12
1 4 ,
3
3 0
3 2  
21 
7
6
1 6
1
2 6
1 7
1 8  
1 5
10 
2 7  
22 
24

NIEPA DC
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Table 11.1 Reported Rape Cases in Rajasthan 
(1993-90)

s .

No .
Rape Cases (Nuniber) Per- lakh

19.93 3- 9 9 4 1995 1996 1997 1998 of Female 
Populat ion

2 3 16 3 1 2 6 32 3 . 86
39 3 2 3 9 4 6 42 3 . 90
7 8 72 113 102 134 22 . 83
3 5 57 5 9 63 52 13 . 5 8
14 15 13 13 9 1.33
4 2 35 4 0 5 7 68 9 . 07
53 4 3 4 9 61 5 7 7 . 36
36 2 3 36 35 38 6 . 6 -8
36 40 44 56 4 4 12 . 15
4 5 52 53 70 74 10 .25
41 31 • 1 9 3 4 20 2 .68
10 17 15 33 22 4.71
16 20 19 21 17 5 . 12
29 4 2 32 3 0 21 4 . 82
5 7 5 8 62 5 5 5 8 8.91
2 7 3 3 34 9 7 39 6.78
30 4 4 4 S* GG 74 4 . 04
2 1 4 7 4 2 . 60
13 6 11 12 10 1.81
9 0 91 33 91 8 7 18 . 99
13 11 14 2 4 12 1 . 57
21 31 2 2 2 6 43 4 . 24
X2 X2 X2 26 34 8 . 02
51 54 7 7 7 7 6 8 11 .89
2 4 26 27 31 20 1 . 92
13 17 2 6 , 17 3 3 4 . 54
17 18 17 19 15 3 .67
43 29 56 2 3 20 4 . 91
12 16 20 14 15 1.67
17 19 10 15 21 6 . 58
16 28 . 2 3 20 3 4 7 . 26
4 8 50 61 54 46 4 . 55
10 02 1Q3 6 1162 1255 1266 6 . 03

1 . Ajn;er
2 . 7;. i.'var
3 . B?.nsv/ara
4. Baran
5. Barmer
6 . Bliaratpur
7. IBhilwara
8 . Bikaner
9. B'.mdi
10. Chittorgarli 
11 . Cliaru
12. Dausa
13. Dcolpur
14. Duugarpur 
15 . Gianganagar 
lo . i'̂ aiiuinangar h 
17 . J7i:Lpur
18. Oaisalmer 
19 . Ja.lcre 
2C. Jhalawar
2 1 . Jhunjhunu
2 2 . Jodhpur 
2 3. Karauli
2 4. Kota 
2.5. Nagaur
26. Pali
27. Rajsaniand
28. Sawai Madhopur
29. Sikar
3 0. Sirohi
31. Tonk
32. Udaipur 

Raj asthan®

2 b 
41 
72
4 4 
17
2 7
3 7 
29 
3 6
5 2
3 4 
14
14 
2 0
6 8 
X3
4 0
7 
6
53
Q
31
X2
51
15
8 
10 
3 9 
19 
13 
33 
27 
893

Source: Statistical Abstract
Statistics, Raj asthan.

Directorate of Economics &

XI Included in Ganganagar 
X2 Included in Sawai Madhopur
© Also included one reported case each year in Railway 
Police Station.
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About the Society for International Development (SID)
A GLOBAL NETWORK

Created in 1457, Ihe Sticiot\' k>r lnlorn.ilit>niil 
IX'velopincnt (SID) is a uiiiqiio glc»b«U notu ork ot indi- 
\ iduals and institutitins conct*rnod with dc\ oU>pnu*nt 
which is participati\I*, pluralistic and sustainahlo. SID has 
in er WKX) nionilxTs in 125 countries and 77 kval chaptors. 
It works with niori* than 2(H) asstxriations, networks and insti
tutions inx oKing acadcnua, parliamentarians, students, 
jxilitical leaders and de\ eU'pment experts, tn>th at U>cal and 
international ie\els. This makes S!D t>ne of the \ erv few 
organi/atit'iis that has a holistic, multidisciplinarv and 
multi-sivtt)rial apprt>ach ti>de\ eU'pment and st>cial change.

42 YEARS IN DEVELOPMENT

Since its creation SID has consistenth’ been at the 
I'oretront ot reappraisinj; and challenginj; prexalent 
dex elopment ideas. In 1^4 .̂ SID celebrated its 42 \ears 
anni\ ers<ir\: 42 vears ô  pla\ ing a leading role in shaping 
the theor\ and practice ot dc\eli>pment: and 42 years of 
contributing to the ad\ancement ot the international 
de\ elopment agenda.

STRIVING FOR A BETTER WORLD

SID env isions a word which is people-centred, 
demiKratic, just and inclusiv c. A world where people and 
civil stH'ietv groups are subjects of development and not 
mere objects. SID contributes to this goal bv promoting an 
alternati\ e conception of de\ elopment, based on a height
ened participation of ci\ il stKiety, and bv implementing 
acti\ ities aimed at strengthening ct\ il siK'iety worldwide. 
In this rt*spect SID stvs itself as:
• A bridge between diverse development constituencies 
SID aims to bridge the gap between development thwry 
and practice, betv\een development policv-makers and 
grassnx'ts organizations, between dev elopment expt'rtsand 
the general public. Specifically, SID analyzes the relation
ship between the achievements of civil stKiety groups and 
the particular institutional, political, and economic natic'iial 
contexts, with the goal of elaborating and promoting 
concrete propi>s<ils to re\ iew the institutii'nal frajnework 
in support of ci\ il six:iety initiativ os.
• A development resource centre
SID aims to identifv, gather and disseminate information 
on innovative dev elopment initiatives to all relevant actors. 
Anv individual or organization interestiH.1 in p«.*ople-centrt*i.i 
development initiatives will find useful information and 
suggL'stions hir action in SID's prt>grammi.*s and publications.
• A global catalyst for civil society
SID aims to nu)bilize and strengtlien civil stvietv groups 
bv activelv building partnerships among them and with other 
sectors. SID strengthens local innovations, promt>tes its 
replication and fi>sters new forms of stvial expt.*rimentation. 
In addition, SID set'ks to create oppt>rti.mities for the express
ion of civ il six'ietv perspectiv es and roles in dev elopment.

CONTRIBUTORS

The Canadian International Development Agencv 
(CIDA); The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark- 
Danida; The .Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Italy - DCiCS; 
The Uniteil Nations Population Fund (UXFPA); The UnitcH.i 
Nations C hikiren 's Fund (U N K 'EF); The European 
C ommission - DCATII; The Intj^Xmerican IX'velopmont 
Bank (IDU); The International Development Research 
Centre (IDRC); The Ministrv of Foreign Affairs of Japan;

(.Vgani/ation for F.cimhmiuc Co-t>jX'ralion and IX'v elopme 
(CJFCD) DeveU>pment (. entre; I he Swiss Agencv ti 
LX'v elopment and CtK>peratii>n (SIX'); I he Swiss Nalitm 
Science l-oundaticin; The United Nations lXveli>pme 
Fund (UNDD; The United Nations Educational, S^ientif. 
and Cultural Organization (UNFISCO); The World Ban 
Association International des Etudiants en Sclience 
Fconom iijues et Commericals (AIFSEC); Alternativ 
Women in Development (Alt-WID); Cidadania Fstudi 
I’esquisa Infi'rm acaoe Acao (CFPl.A ); Developmen 
A lternatives with Women fi>r a New Fra (DAWNj, 
International Press Institute (IPI); Inter PressStTv ice (I1*S); 
Innov ations Reseau et IX'v elopment (IRFD); New Fct»ni>niic 
Foundation (NFT); People Centeri*d IX'v elopment Forum 
(I’CDF); Sustainable IX'v eli'pment Policv' Institute (SDPl); 
Women in IX'velopment Europe (WIDE),

SID'S CONSULTATIVE STATUS

The a'levance of the SiK'ietv's prt>gramnies is otticialh 
rt\«'gnized bv the s[.^ jal status that SID enji>vs with the 
United Nations; SID enjovs the highest consultativ e status, 
Category 1. with Uw Unitt\1 Nations l-'conomic and Svial 
C imncil {ECC^SOC) as the StKietv opt*rates in nu>st fields ot 
involvement ot the United Nations. SID is memlx*r of the 
U>ard of the CtMifoience Non-tiovernnu’iital Oganiza- 
tions in Ct>nsultativ o Status with ECOStX' {CĈ NCi(.>).

SlDadditiiMxalh maintains consultativ e status with 
the Council otturope/EFAD, ILO, FAt>, UNCTAD, UNEP, 
UNESCO. UNFPA and UNICEF.

SID-RAjASTHAN CHAPTER

A significant part of the societv s work is carrit\1 
out thrt)ugh STD Chapters, spread in different countrit»s, 
v\ hich provide activ e priigrammes geared to the interests 
of their communities.

The SlU - Rajasthan Chapter is one of them. Estab
lished In October 1983, it has since grown into an important 
chapter in Asia and rt*ceived worldwide rc'Ct)gnition for its 
contribution to development thought and action. The 
chaptcr with Rajastliai>, as its area of opi'ration has roceivtKi 
this recognition because of its oiulti-fold activities - bv orga
nization of 5 international coiUereiKes, 2 international work
shops, 1 international symposium, 5 national conferences,
1 national level workshop, 3 state level workshops on issues 
of national and international interest, besides more than 13 
lectures t'n strategie> for sustainable development and gender 
issues bv eminent natiimal and international scht)lars of fame.

The chapter has more* than 10 pubiicatitms to its credit, 
the impi)rlant amongst then  ̂ an* One World or No World; 
Spiritual Traditions of India; C n̂e Wt)rld or Sev eral;
I Welopment of Rajasthan: Challenge and Rt>spt>nsc‘; Nehru's 
Vision ot India; International Interdependence: Gk>bal Under 
Development; (.lender & Equitv and One World (>ne Future* 
(Praeger, New York),

Its Sc*cretan', Dr. Ashok Bapna was the member of 
International Cov erning Council of the SID for 3 terms (148V 
-1497) from Stnith Asian Region and now has bt*t*n made 
thecountrv civordinator (1447-2(KX)) for all theSIDChapters 
in India and was tlx* Chief Investigatt>r for the Research Studv 
"Reproductive Health, Empowerment of Women & 
I\>pulatii>n Policv" in India conducted bv SID, Rome in 
Nine Countries of the World. The present work "Human 
IX*vel(tpment Kept>rt: Rajasthan 1444" is a maiden attempt 
b\ anv SID Chapter in the world.


