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Summary
Context

I he Mttar Pradesh Poverty and Social Monitoring Systetn (UP PSMS) was eslabhshed by tlie 
(loveminent of Uttar F’radesh ((ioUP) in 1999, under the (Hrectioii of tlie I.)iiecloiate o f  
Kcononiics and Statistics (DES), Plannnig Department. A btoad set o1 economic and social 
monitoring indicatois (measures of economic giowth and poveity, as well as human 
development outcomes, access to basic services and antipoverty programs, and measures of 
(‘onsumer awareness and satisf'aition) was agreed upon at the outset o f  the project, and a special 
purpose module (1‘overty Module) was added to the state sample of the 55th Roiirui National 
Sample Survey (NSS) to measure these indicators. I he first survey (hencelorth PSMS-i) was 
completed between February and June 2000, Drawing upon the salient findings of PSMS-I, in 
( )ctober 2002 DliS prepared a baseline report on poverty and living conditions, which painted a 
broad picture o f  the status o f  the poor in Uttar Pradesh l*SMS-l report was widely disseminated 
and discussed throughout Uttar Pradesli, within the government as well as outside o f  it. I he 
second survey (henceforth PSMS II) entailed adding a similar module to the 58th and 59th 
rounds ol the stale samples MSS and was completed in 2002 -03, On the basis ol above survey & 
other sources, PSMS II report had been prepared 8i widely disseminated and discussed 
throughout Uttai Pradesh .1 he PSMS-11 report had been prepared jointly by the Planning 
Department o f  the (ioUP and the World Bank On the line o f  first & second PSMS survey, III"' 
round survey was conducted with NSS 64th roui\d (july2007 jnne2008). 1’hese all three PSMS 
rounds were administered to large samples o f  households that were representative o f  the UP state 
as a whole, as well as for the rural and urban areas, and the “NSS regions” separately.

Drawing on the PSMS-1, II & III indicators as well as other sources, this current PSMS-lII report 
has been prepared. The report aims to provide a quick statistical update on changes in poverty 
and living conditions and access to services between these three data points. In this report, 
analysis focusing on determinants and changes in living conditions of the I fP population and 
assessing perfonnance o f  current policies and programs with respect to their impacts on the poor

Highlights of the Findings

Income ami Poverty^ (trends between 1993/^4 to 2007/0H)
♦ Per capita net state domestic product for UP (UP NSDP) in current prices substantially 

increased from Rs 5,066 in 1993/94 to Rs 8470 in 1998-99 and Rs 9749 in 1999-00 to 
Rsl6060 in 2007-08 However considering increase in prices i.e. on constant prices, this 
increase was during above period only marginal

♦ NSS UP data show that the pa tte rn  of growth between 1993/94 to 2007/08 was not pro­
poor, meaning that [>er capita expenditures of the poorest one-tenth o f  the population not 
increased taster than that o f  the richest one tenth. Per capita expenditures in urban sector 
increased iaster than that o f  rural sector(except first decile)

♦ The headcount poverty ra te  for UP tell ftom 40.9 percent to 29.20 f)ercent between 1993/94 
to 2002/03 and it become 19.25 percent in 2007-08.

♦ In absolute tenns, the ab^ioliite num her  of poor in UP declined from 59.30 million in 
1993/94 to 48 .80million in 2002/03 & 33.03 million in20074)8

♦ 'fhe poverty rate in ru ra l areas o f  UP declined from 42.30 percent in 1993-94 to 28 50



percent in 2002-03 and it become 19.79 percent in 2007-08, while that in urban areas 
declined only slightly from 35,10 percent in 1993-94 to 32.30 percent in 2002-03. Hut alter 
that it declined in very faster way and become 16.83 percent in 2007-08 Urban poverty 
dropped faster than that o f  rural poverty

♦ Other poverty measures such as the poverty gap and the squared poverty gap also show 
similar dec lines for U P dui ing this period.

Education (trends between 1^99/2000 and 200 VOH)

♦ IJferacy rates in ITttar Pradesh have increased from 55 percent in 2000 to 65 percent in 
2007-08.1 iteracy among females o f  rural sector has increased from 36.6 percent in 2000 to
50.2 percent in 2007-08.

♦ The percentage of the population over 18 that has never attended school, decreased fiorn
53.6 peicent in 2000 to 49.3 percent in 2003 and it further diopped to 38.5 percent in year 
2007-08.

♦ Enrollment rates at the primary level (i.e., among children aged 6 10 years) stood at 86 
percent in 2007-08, up sharply froin aiound 78 percent in 2002-03; these rates are up in all 
sectoi for both boys and girls, and also in all income groups.

♦ fhc urban-rural enrollment gap has been eliminated among children aged 6 10 years, and 
has narrowed considerably among those aged 11 15 years.

♦ Among children in UP whom not currently attending school, the main reasotjs cited for this 
were “cannot afford” (40 percent) and “Child Not Interested” (22.5 percent)

♦ Enrollment In private schools marginally increased from 37.5 to 38.2 percent for those 
6-10 years old and from 45 to 46 percent for those 11-13 years old during 2002-03 to 
2007 08. (lovernment schools continue to be an important source o f  education for the poor, 
especially in rural areas.

♦ f^roportion attendmg private & government schools for secondary education in rutal sector is 
found about to 50 50 but for urban sector, 68 percent students attending private school for 
secondary education

♦ Average |)er pupil ei^pendltures on education are much higher for children enrolled in 
pi i vale vs, government schools, the gap being particularly high at the primary level. Even for 
those children attending govenim.enl schools in UP, the total non fee costs (books, uniforms, 
private tutoring) are quite high and constitute the bulk ofthe cost.

♦ In 2007 08, the goveniment's scholarship and free textbooks programs were reaching to
29 2 percent and 8 I percent respectively to all students.

♦ About 46 percent children o1 the school provided Mid Day Meal tor all six days.

♦ About 68 percent children ofthe school liked Mid Day Meal

♦ Drop out rate among children (age group 1115 years) dropped more sharply during the
pel iod. It dropped from 1.1 percent in 2002 03 to 4 I percent in 2007/08

Health (trends between 1999/2000 and2007/0H)

♦ The Infant !VI<»rtalit>' Rate (IMR) in UP fell from 80 to 67 deaths per 1000 live births 
between 2002 and 2008. IMR fallen significantly in the state but h still remains higher than



national average(53 pet lOOO livebirtli)

♦ As per PSMS -III (2()07/()8) round data, 9.4 peicent married women repotled delivery in last 
one year which was 13.7 percent for PSMS-II (2002/03) It varieil by tesidence, income & 
social group signi Ucantly

♦ About 74 perceni deliveiies in stale lake place at home. It signilicantly vaiied by sector, 
income A social group

♦ About ^4 petcenl ol all deliveiies in UP were assisted by liaincd or Itadilional Dai and 71 
peicent deliveries in the state reported as sale. I he safe deliveries in the state varied by sector, 
income & social group signi licantly

♦ Deliveries with government health facilities increased more than double between Ihe periods 
2002/03 & 2007/0X from 6.2 percent to 15.5 percent

♦ As per I’SMS-II round survey, poor were less likely than Ihe non-poor lo seek consultation in 
the governmeni health lacililies. This pattern remained the same with marginal change for 
PSMS round III

♦ ^3 percent ol those who reported being dl during the two weeks preceding Ihe PSMS-II 
survey did not lose a single workday due lo illticss, while il iuctetvscd tumginully to 34 
percent for PSM S-llf

♦ Between 1999 2000 and 2002-2003 Aiiganwadi attendance increased from nearly no 
attendance to 10 percent ol all children eligible by age. Hut it remained almost same between 
2002/03 to 2007-08.

♦ The Anganwadi attendance among the poor is lower than among the rich. Contrary to it, it 
was higher in relatively poorer social group.

♦ Anganwadi attending children receiving nutritional supplement 'never' become negligible 
in 2007-08 which was 5 percent in 2002/03.

♦ About 9 percent householtl's females reported receiving benefits o f  JANANI SURAKSHA 
YOJAN A within 12 months ofdeliveries.

Housing & 4tT£»,vs to Amenities (trends between 7 999/2000 and 200 7/OH)

♦ In 2007/08, 59 percent o f  all dwellings were of pucca construction material, up from 42 
percent in 1999/2000 Improvements in housing structure are registered both in urban and 
rural areas and across all income groups.

♦ Hand-punips increased m impoitance as the most common d rink ing  w ater  supply source in 
UP, with about 70 percent households in 2007/08 reporting this as their main water source. 
Next main source o f  ilrinking water was reported la p  Its share becomes about 25 percent

♦ 68 percent households o f  the state repoiled main source of diinking water within their 
premises in 2007-08. It varied by sectoi Sl income level of households.

♦ fhere have been improvements in sanitation in UP over the period. About 78 percent 
households o f  slate reported some system of sanitation (74 % in niral and 97 % in urban)

♦ About 62 perceni households o f  state reported, they have no any type o f  latrine in their 
household premises. Most o f  them belong from rural sector (74 percent) and only about 15 % 
households belong from urban sector



♦ In 2007/08, about 40 percent o f  the stale's households had access to electricity, reflecting a 
miicli higher coverage rate o f  85 percent in urban areas, but only 29 percent in rural at eas.

♦ Only 9 percent of I IP's households reported having access to electricity for 15 or more hours 
per day in 2007/08. This also represents a slight worsening from 1999 2000 and 2002/03 
when 13 percent and 10 percent o f  the households reported respectively so. Fhe rates in rural 
areas are considerably lower than in urban areas.

(iovernm entProgrammes (trends between I99W2000 an d2007/08)

♦ In 2007/08, 64 percent o f  IJP's households had above-the-poverty line (API ) cards, 24 
percent had below-the-()overty line (BPL.) cards, and 12 percent did not have any card. I'his 
represents a decline in the share of BPI -cardholders in UP, and an increase in the proportion 
o f  the households without any cards compared to 1999/2000.

♦ In 2007/08, Out of all UPL cardholders, 39 percent came from the poorest one third of the 
population, 3 1 percent came from the middle third and 30 percent froni the richest third. Out 
of BPL card holder, 38 percent households belongs trom SC/S f, 45 percent from OBC,s and 
only 17 percent households belongs to other social group.

♦ Overall there has been some decline in the pioportion ofbeneliciaries o f  various government 
programmes (such as old age pension, djsai)\iity pension, widowhood pension, benefits for 
pregnancy, subsidized credit and Jawahar Rozgar Yojana (JRY)/employment generatioti 
schemes). But there has been observed slight increase in proportion o f  beneficiaries of 
Disability, Widow & other pensiotis,

♦ In 2007-08, awareness o f  Hi V/AIDS was found to be 83 percent in the state which was only 
50 percent in 2002/03. I ’he gap in awareness between ruial and urban areas has been 
narrowed.

♦ Knowledge o f  government sponsored services such as mununization, vaccination, use of 
ORS, Family planning etc. increased significantly both in rural & urban areas between 
1999/2000 and 2007/08.



1. Introduction and Background
louring most of India's posl-iridcpendeiice period, ecorioiiiic growth in Ultai Pradesh (UP) 

has lagged behind other states. The gap between UP and Ihe rest o f  Imha widened substantially 
during the 1990s, as the annual growth rate oi Gross Stale Domestic Product (GSDP) slowed 
down to over two percentage points per year slower than lor India as a whole. Power shortages, 
low rates o f  capital formation and low productivity o f  existing irrigation systems and road 
networks, along witti the underdevelopment o f  human capital were among Ihe main causes of 
economic stagnation in UP, particularly in the agricultural sectoi In 1999 the (lovernment of 
I Ittar I’radesh embarked upon a comprehensive reform programme with assistance from the 
World Bank. Wide ratiging fiscal, governance, as well as sectoral reforms were initiated by the 
government While the primary objective of the reform programme was to address the fiscal 
crisis facing the state government, the reforms undertaken were also expected to have a 
significant impact on raising incomes and the standard of public service delivei7, as well as on 
reducing poverty in the state. Since the actual impacts o f  reforms on the poor are complex and 
can be difficult to anticipate, a carefully designed monitoring system was needed to track 
changes both in outcomes (e.g., incomes, litei acy, morbidity, etc.) as well as in key intermediate 
variables (e.g., access to services, infrastructure, etc.) that have an impact on living staiuiards In 
response, the (loUP, with the help ofthe WH, set up a Poverty Mimitoring System (UPPSMS) in 
the I Ip, Department of Planning with the mandate to collect and priKess data on living standards 
and report the results.

1.1 The Poverty and vSocial IV1onitoriii}> System In l?P

1 he establishment of the PSMS by the CJoUP was an important reform in itself, as it provided an 
important source of information to policy makers at all levels o f  government for making better 
informed decisions regarding poverty reduction and social development initiatives I h e  
objectives ofthe I IP PSMS are fourtbld:

> lb measure and monitor progress in key areas related to poverty and living standards ofthe 
population in the state;

A hi the ccMitext of ongoing reforms, to identify emerging problems that may have adverse 
impacts on the poor or other vulnerable groups;

 ̂ fo use this information to aid in making more informed policy decisions, also to improve the 
performance and accountability o f  public sector entities, particularly those providing 
services to the poor;

 ̂ To keep the public better informed about progress as well as difficulties linked to achieving 
key development objectives in Ihe stale

A broad set of economic and social monitoring mdicators was agreed upon at the outset ofthe 
project I hese indicators which include conventional measures ofeconomic growth and poverty, 
as well as human development outcomes, access to basic services and anti-poverty programs, 
and measures o f  consumer awareness and satisfaction were to be used to track progress at 
combating poverty in the state

1.2 List o f IVIonitoring lndicator§

A specific set of poverty and social perf{)nTiance inthcators reflecting the various dimensions of



well-being was identified by the GoliP Planning Deparltnent following consultation with 
relevant line departments. Wiiere feasible, it was agreed that in(Jicators should be disaggregated 
by gender, social group, urban/rural and geographic region. 1 hese included:

• ( oiisumpfion and Income IMeasures
CiSDP growth rates
Composition of household expenditures (food, priority non food items)
Poverty headcount index, depth and severity o f  poverty

• l^'mployment and Wa^es
Wages for agricultural laborers, unskilled workers 
Prices for key food commodities, price index for poor 
Employment status

• l<'duca(ion
Literacy rates 
School enrollments
School drop-out rates, school completion rates

• llcalfli
I’erccnt immvmvzeii 
Infant mortality rates

• llousinf;and InfrasfrucHiic
IVoporlioti living in slums, unregulated settlements 
Access lo clean water and sanitation 
Access lo electricity

• l*artici|>afion in (»overnnient Programmes
Access to anti-poverty programmes, social welfare schemes
Safe motherhood, use o f  antenatal care, deliveries attended by trained birth attendants
F.nrollment in adult, non-lbrmal education
Use o f  ICDS (Anganwadi, Balwach programme)

• IMililic lleahh Knowledge, Awareness of Social Rights

• Distance to Key Services and Facilities

6 jMeasure of Service Quality and Satisfaction 

Health, education, water and sanitation

1.3 1 he PSIVIS Surveys, Rounds 1, II A M ) III

Alter several years o f  operation, the UP PSIVIS boasts a number ol noteworthy achievements. 
The statistical capacity in the state has been substantially increased Phese measures have led lo 
substantial improvements in Ihe quality and timeliness o f  survey and distiict level administrative 
data.

Three special pur]iose surveys have been conducted by the PSMS. The first surv ey (a baseline) 
entailed adding a special purpose module (I\)verty Module) to the state sample o f  Ihe National 
Sample Survey (NSS) 55th Kound and was completed from 1 ebniary- June 20(H) (henceibrth 
PSMS-I). Drawing iipiui the salient findings of PSMS-1, in October 2002 DltS prepared a 
baseline report on poverty and living conditions that painted a broail picture o f  the status o f  the



poor in Ultar I‘ra(iesh and how well they were being served by govennnenl services and 
programmes. This report was wddely disseminated and discussed Ihrongliont Uttar Pradesh, 
williin and outside the government, to stimulate discussion on the perfoniiancc o f  current 
policies and programmes with respect to impacts on the poor. The second survey (henceforth 
I^SMS II) entailed adding a similar module to both the 58lh and 5‘>th rounds ol the stale sample 
and was completed in 2 0 0 2 / 0 Based on above sui vey, two reports were pie[)aied. I'he first was 
Moniloring Poverty in Uttar Piadesh and the seconil was Tiving C onditions in UP. I he both 
reports were widely disseminated, discussed and circulated through out the Uttar Pradesh On 
the line of  lirst & second PSMS survey, liird tound survey was cotiducted with NSS 64th round 
(Iuly2007-.lune2008)

All three PSMS loimds were administered in large samples that weie repiesentalive ol the UP 
state as a whole, as well as at Ihe rural and urban levels. Questionnaires were canvassed in over
14,000 households in each o f  the two rounds (Table 11) (he PSMS IIl (|uestionnaire is 
presented here in Aruiex

iHbU 1.1; I ht PSIVIS II & PSMS III Sampks

NUMHLR OlFIKSTSlAGhUNllS
1 /WATinkl l9W2(KM)P!iMS 1 i0()2/2()03 l̂ MS 11Mn AflUn I'SUS (loiisi-iiou)!; PIRSONS FSIJS IIOUSI'IIOI f)S Pf'RSONS " ' FSIJS'
Rural Areas w ‘(454 ')7754 14i3 9769 579()i 901
Urban Areas m 4688 ?‘>882 64( 4474 2‘'630 359

Ul’OVTRAl 1 iim 14142 2()7(' 14313 81593 1261)

'0()7/20()8"pSm's-III •—
IIOUSI'IIOI [)S PFRSONS

12613 73998
5022 26556
TM5 100554

SOW'CC. PSMS-1, PSMS II & PSMS-lII

At the individual and household level, the PSMS surveys collected information on a wide range 
o f  activities using an integrated questionnaire (Table 1,2). The questionnaire comprised a 
nimiber o f  diiferent modules, each o f  which collected information on a particular aspect of 
household behavior and welfare finally, the NSS schedule 1.0 (Household Consumer 
Expenditure) & schedulelO.2 (I'mpioyment Unemployment), which was canvassed with the 
PSMS schedules, collected data on the household's consumption of goods and services in the 
past year 1'his allows for the creation o f  aggregate consumption indicators and a ranking ol 
individuals into different income groups (i e bottom one third, middle one third and top one 
third as ranked by per capita monthly household expendituies, separately for urban and rural 
areas). This, in turn, permits an analysis ol how the above socioeconomic characteristics vary 
across diffei ent income gt oups in Uttar Pradesh.

iHblf \ X ‘. PSMS Household Qiiestlonii«ln*s for PSMS-K PSMS-II PSMS 111

1 9 ^ 9 / 2 0 0 0  P S M S - I 2 (K H /2 (H M  P S M S - I I im i i u m  P S M S  I I I

I .I N I H V I D D A L  IN F O R M A T IO N 1. H ou seh o ld  R oster 1. H ou seh o ld  R osie r
A. H ou se lio ld  R o ste r 2 . E du catio n 2. f td u ia tio n
B H ducalu in V H ealth I  H ealth
( ’: In lttra ia tu m  on (Children 0  5 y ears 4. M aternal and  C h ild  H ealth 4. M aternal and  C h ild  H eallh
[)• M ate rn ity  H isto ry  - All w om en  aged  15 4*̂ } y ears 5. A ctiv ities - All p erso ns 10 y ears  and  o lder 5. H ousing  and  A m en ities
P.: A c tiv ilies : A ll perso ns 10 y ea rs  and  o lder f). H o u sin g  and  A m en ities 6. V ulnerab ility  and  A sset O w n e rsh ip

2. H O d S K H O l n  IN F O R M A T IO N 7, V u lnerab ility  and  A sset O w nersh ip 7, ( iovernrnen t P rog ram ines and  S erv ices
A : H o u sin g  a n d  A riiem ties 8, G o v ern m en t P rog ram m es and  S erv ices 8. A ccess to  F ac ilities
D: V u ln e ra b ility  and  A sset O w n ersh ip 9. irrigati(*n and  lix ten s io n  S erv ices
( ’; G o v e rn m e n t P ro g ram m es and  S erv ices 10, A ccess  to  F ac ilities



1.4 Objectives and Scope of Analysis of fhe Report
Data collected by tlie PS MS surveys provide a valuable source o f  infoniiation to study a number 
o f  lopics of interest from a policy perspective. This report is descriptive rather than analytic in its 
approach. It highlights the main changes in socioeconomic indicators that took place between 
the three PSMS surveys. 1 hus, indicators for primary education, primary health, water supply 
and sanitation, housing and amenities, etc. derived from the 2()07-08 PSMS-III are cotnpared 
with the 2000 PSMS-T 2002-03 PS MS-II Given that the three PSMS rounds are large, 
complex household surveys that collect information on a number of difTerent topics, main 
tabulations arc presented in the main report and supplementary tabulations are in Annexture-II 
These tabulations comprise only a subset o f  the larger number o f  tables that could be prepared 
using data from these three surveys

hi addition to collating PSMS-I, PSMS-II and PSMS-llI, this report uses a number of other data 
sources the 50th lound of the cential sample o f  the National Sam[)le Sur\^ey (NSS), 19 )̂2 93 
and 1998 99 National Family Health Survey (NFHS-1,11 & ill), the 2001 Population C ensus, 
the 1998 1999 Reproductive and Child Flealth Survey (RCII) and NSS data o f Consuntption 
bring additional insights to a wide range o f  poverty and human development indicators in I Ittai 
Pradesh. In the iollowing five chapters, the report presents salient fnuiings pertauiing to data 
collected through those surveys on various sectors (education, health, access to various 
governmeni services and amenities, eic.). D ie  questions uncierlying the contents oi this repoit 
are the following:

•  Were the patterns of growth in I itiar I’radesh pro-poor?

• Has headcount poverty declined over the 1990s, 2000s & 2008? I fas the absolute number of 
poor declined?

• Has access to basic services improved in the last ten years? What is the role of the private 
sector in delivering tfiese services?

• Have etfucat ion and health outcomes improved? If so, did they improve for the poor as well?

• Did the housing situation improve? f^o the government-targeted programmes reach their 
inlencfed fienellciaries?



2. Income and Poverty

Fi({ui'e 2.1; Pet CHpifa incom e o f l iP a l  criiififant and 
ciirreni price

2.1 State Domestic Product

While during (he 1 ‘)8()s I IP's ec(»nomy grew at roughly the same rate as Iiulia overall (5.0 vs. 5.6 
percent per annum growth ol CiSDP and GDP, respectively), ils growth rate decelerated to }  
percent per annum over the 19^0/95 pei iod Since Ihen, the rate ol growth of the slate economy 
has picked up somewhat. As per State income data of UP provided by DFiS UP, per capita nel 
state domestic pioduct (NSDP) on current prices substantially increased Irom Rs 5,0f>6 in 
1993/94 to Rs. 8470 in 1998/99 and Rs 9749 in 1999/00 to Rs 16060 in 2007/08 .

But comparison o f  per capita income at 
current prices shows widening the gap 
between state of Ul  ̂ and India in per 
capita income during periods o f  1999-00 
to 2007/08 because this per capita 
income ol state and India was Rs 9749 &
R sl5 8 8 l respectively in the year 
1999/00 and it become Rs 16060 & Rs 
33283 respectively in the year 2007/08.
However taking into account the 
increase in price level over this period, 
the NSDP on constant price increased 
from Rs. 5,066 m 1993/94 to Rs. 5432 in 
1998-99 and Rs 9749 in 1999/00 to Rs 11939 in 2007/08, amounting to an increase in real per 
capita terms which shows prima facie  an indication oi some improvement in average living 
standards in the state.
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Figure 2.2: Average IVIontlily Real Per Capita F npenditures 
ill UP over two PSIMS rounds

Uioa.■
S)
e0)

1060

800

fiOO

400

200

0 ■
2.2 P e r  < a p i t a  1 o iis i i i i ip f ion
National Accounts Statistics (NAS) 
provides a useful data on indication of 
changes in average living standards 
over a given period. Data collected 
from household surveys is needed to 
better understand how this iuiTeased 
aggregate output is distributed across 
the state's population In India, thcrt is 
a longstanding tradition o f  using 
National Sample Survey data on 
househoUl consumer expenditure to
assess changes over lime in average living standard Here 2007/08 PSMS Round 111 is compared 
with 2002/03 PSMS Round 11, fo infer about the changes in living standards, the nominal 
monthly per capita expenditure M P (’E is adjusted tor changes in the price level by using 
consumer price index prepared by DFiS UP. Comparison oi MPCE in real prices shows that 
average real M P( E of rural sector increased by 6 percent whereas urban M P( 'E increased by 14 
percent

Rural 

■  PSMS-II (02/03)

Urban Overall

m  PSMS III (07/08)



1’he patterns o f  increase in IVIPCE were more in upper decile group o f  population. It is notable 
that poorest population (llrst decile) experienced decline in MI’CE of about 6 percent. 
Comparison of average MPCH by deciles & between rural- urban sector, average MPCF of 
urban sector increased substantially much more across all decile groups except first decile 
(poorest)than MPC^R's indecile groupsofruralsector (Table2.2),

2.3 Distribiifioii ot'El\peiidifures

I'he trends in change in real IVIPCE (i.e. on prices ol 2002/0^), distribution of expemliture in 
deciles showed that share oi'expenditure of relatively poorer population increased marginally 
duiing periods o f  round 2002/0.^ PSMS-ll to round 2007/08 PSMS III. The patterns of 
consumption to tot'il consumption in round 2002/0.Vs rural sector were ijuite different than urban 
sector. However both nnal and

Figure 2.3 - Percentaye increase in Food Sliare to Total 
Expenditure between PSI^S-il (02/03) & PSI\AS-III (07/08)
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urban sectt)r became sinular m 
round 2007/08 PSMS-III but 
share of consumption to total 
consum]ition of  middle decile 
g roups  re la t ive ly  inc reased  
‘ ompared to lower & upper decile 
group population (Table2.5). The 
proportion o f  food expenditure to 
total expenditure was found about 
51.6 percent in 2007/08 PSMS- 
III. T his proportion oi‘ expendi­
ture for f ural and urban sector was 
found 54.7 percent & 43.5 percent 
respectively. It shows that urban 
people's share on food expen­
diture to total expenditure is substantially less than share on food expenditure to total 
expenditure ofrural people.

I .ooking across Ihe decile groups, it was minimum for richest group (40 percent) & maximum for 
poorest group (62 percent) shows that difi'erence between uppei lower income group's 
expenditure on food is quit large. Similai pattern was seen in both rural & urban sector of the 
state but the share of food expenditure droppeil more sharply by decile groups in urban set tor. 
There has been about only 2.9 percent uicrease in the proportion o f  expenditure spent on food in 
during the round 2002/03 PSMS II to round 2007/08 PSMS-III. But it showeti decrease of I 8 
j)ercent in rural sector whereas increase in this share was seen 13,8 percent in urban sector over 
the two PSMS rounds. It is also found that share o f  food expenditure among relatively poor 
population i e. lowci decde groups o f  urban sector increased substantially laige whereas 
opi>osite to this, relatively richer population showed decrease in food share tiver the PSMS 
rounds II & III ( Vable 2.6).



2.4 Poverty Incidence

As pel the t)fficial tiietht»(iology ol the ( iol Planning Cominission, the population with MPCI' (as 
estimated by the NSS household consumption surveys) below the level delined by the official 
poverty line is counted as [)ooi. The ratio o f  the po|»ulation liclow the poverty line to the total 
population is called the poverty ratio, also known as the headcount ratio based on the official 
poverty line o f  Its 2 13 .01 and Ks 258 65 for rural and urban areas o f I IP respectively. OtVicial 
estimates placed headcount poveity ratio in l ‘)y.l/94 at 40.9 percent o f  HP's population (42.3 
percent rural, 35.1 percent urban)

lo r  the purposes o f  this report, the poverty line for 2007-08 has been derived using the procedure 
prescribed by the (jol Planning f'ominission The procedure entails taking the Lakdawala 
(^ominittee poverty line for UP and updating it by using the state-specific consumer price index 
for agricultural workers (( PlAl ) for rural
h o u s e h o ld s ,  and the s ta te - sp c c if ic  
consumei pi ice index for iiuhistrial workers 
(CPIIW) foi urban liouseholds ( I’able 2.3).
I hese updated poverty lines were then used 
in conjunction with the 7007-08 MPCl’ 
distribution to estimate the headcount 
poverty rate for this year.

Following this procedure, 19.3 percent o f  
DP's population (19.8 percent mral, 16.8 
percent urban) was found to be below the

Figure 2.4: lleaficoiiiit Poverty Rafe in III* (|»erceiif)
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poverty line in 2007-08 (Figure 2.2), A 
stronger fall in \irban poverty as compared 
to rural poverty resulteil in the pattern that 
urban poverty rate in the state now become 
less than rural poverty rale. Other 
measures of the depth ami severity of 
poveity, such as the poverty gap and 
squared poverty gap measure, also show a 
clear fall between 1993/94 and 2007-08, 
both in rural as well as in urban areas of 
I Itlar Pradesh ( table 2.4).

hased on the poverty headcount rates 
derived ab{)ve and population estimates lor the three years, the change in the absolute number o f  
people bek»w the poverty line (in addition to tht headcount poverty rate) can be estimated fiom 
the two survey rounds. Fhese data show that the absolute number o f  poor in UP fell from an 
estimated 59.3 million ui 1993/94 to48.8 million in 200 V03 which fiirther turn as 33,03 millions 
in 2007-08 (1 able 2 4), with this decrease taking place in both rural and urban sector of the state 
(see Figure 2.5).



Table 2.1: Per Capita Ne( Income o f UP & India at Current/ConsfanI Prices

Per capita Net Income (Rs. per person per year)

Sfate/Couiilry 99/00 00/01 01/02 02/03 03/04 04/05 05/06 06/07 07/08

UUar Pradesh ( ( 'iirreni) 9749 9828 9995 10648 11458 12196 13315 14663 ' 16060
Uttar Pradesh (Constant) 9749 9721 9672 9806 10120 10421 10758 11334 11939
India (Curreiit) 15881 1()688 17782 18885 20871 23198 26003 29524 33283^
India (Constant) 15881 16173 16769 17109 18301 19331 20868 22580_ 24295

Table 2.1: Average IMonlhly Real Per Capita Expenditures in UP by Decile Group

YEAR/DECILE M ean M PC E R s./person  per m onth) by D ecilc G rou p
R ural U rban O vera ll

02/03 07/08 Increase
ir« )

02/03 07/08 Increase
(% )

02/03 07/08 Increase
(% )

1*001 est ^ m )  ' 291 ‘ 21 293 238 -19 250 236 -6
2 299 298 0 371 397 7 313 314 0
3 334 ~341 " 2 423 469 It 351 ^61 3
4 369 381 3 475 548 15 390 409 5

' M  ~ " 423" 5 534 1 622 \U 42H 455“ l 6
6 438 468 7 '6()9 ~ 693 14 471 505 7
7 480 521 9 704 817 16 524 571 9
8 536 588 10 842 989 17 596 658 10
9 640 690 8 1067 1251 17 723 786 9

K id lest 947 1006 6 1853 2130 15 1124 1203 7
Average 468 7 Z  5  ~  7 717 819 _  14 549 6

Source: PSMS-II & III

Table 2.3: Poverty Kstiinates for UP: I99 V94, 2002/03 and 2007/08

I'OVKKIY MKASDRl. FOVFRIYESTIMAIES

i m m  (50111 ROUND) 2002/03 (PSMS 11) 2007/2008 (PSMS III)

Rural iJrIiaii Overall Rural Urban Overall Rural Urban Overall

Poverty 1 ine (in nominal rupees) 21.\ 01 25X 65 - 346 37 460 71 - 461.K4 599.07

Headcount I’ovcity Hate (%) 42.3 35,1 40 •> 28.5 32.3 ^9.2 I9.7M 16.83 19,25

Povctty Uap 10.4 9 10-1 4.7 6.5 5.1 0 03 < 0 042

S(]uaicd I’overty Gap "  15 ^  1 3 “ 1.2' 1.9 1.3 0 009 0 013~

Source: NSS 50th and 61sl rtniiid Central sample & PSM S-li & III

Table 2.4: Headcount Povei ty Kate and Absolute Num ber of Poor in 
Uttar Pradesh; 1993/94, 2002/03, 2tl04-05 and 2007/08

p o \ i ;r t v m k ,a s i i h e POVKRTV EST IM A T E S
n [ ■ ■ -- - - - - - ‘1r n '  ■ ■ — —  -

1193/94 (5 0 1'H RO U N D ) 20112/03 (PS M S -II) 20ll4/05(Al$t R ound) 2IHI7/2IMI8 (PSM S III)

Ruiil I rbin (hfra ll Ruril llih in Ovirall Raral Urban (herall Kuril lirbaii 0>«all

Headcoiinl Poverty Hate (%) 4 ? 3 15.1 40.9 2 8 1  12.3 29.2 2511) 26 Ml 25.50 19,79 16.83 1925

Num ber o f Poor (millions) 49.5 9.9 59.3 38,4 10.3 48,8 3 5 8 10,0 45,8 27,71 532 33,03

Source: NSS 50th and 61st round Central sample & PSMS II & 111.



I’alile 2.5: Distribution o f lleul Per Capita Kxpenditures in UP by Decile Group

YEAR/DKCILK 2002/03 (PSMS-II)
Kura! Urban O verall

Poorest 7.0 1.3 5.2
2 8.1 2.4 6.3
\ 8.4 ' 6.8 ~
4 9.1 1.6 7.3
5 _  9.4 ___ 4J 7,9
6 10.5 5.1 8.8
7 ____ IOJ< 70 9.6
H 11.4 " 11 .y T l J _  1
9 ~\2 )̂ 140 J 3.3

Kichest 4-73  ̂ ^  _
lo ta i |«0.0 100.0 I0(|.0

2007/2008 P S M S -ili
R ural IJrhan O verall
5 .4 4 5 .4 2 I  Z  l ± L .
7 .2 0 6.31 6 ,9 S

709_ 7 .6 5
8 39 ' 8 . 1 6 ’ 8.34^
9 15 9 .0 6 9 ; 13
10 01 9 .7 7 9 9 6
n .0 2 9.f)4 10.68

11 22 10.95 1 1.15

12,97 i 3 / ; o 13.15
1 6 ^  _  ̂ J'^ -91 1 7 .5 2

10 0 .0 1 0 0 .0 1 0 0 .0

Source". PSMS I! &

Vable i .6 i  Share of total KxponcUture Spent on Food in l)Pb> Decile (iroup

\  EAR/ 
1>K ILF

Food Stiare by (lie Decile (>roiip
.

Rural Urban Ovei all
02/03 07/08 Increase 02/03 07/08 Increase tl2/03 07/08 " Increase

Poorest 61.5 62.0 0 8 ~ 52.2 * 61.1 ■ 17 1 60.8 61 8 1 6
2 61.0 60.8 -0.3 '48 .4" 59.4 “ 22.6 59.5 “ 60.5 " '  1.6'
3 59.5 59.5 0 1 47.2 57.9 22.7 57.6 59 1 2.7
4 58.5 60.5 3.5 47.3 52.2 ' l̂O.S ‘ 56 8 58.5 3.0
5 59.4 58.4 -1.5 45.8 52.3 14.2 56 9 570 0.2
6 57.5 57.1 -0.6 47.4 4H.4 21 55 7 ” ' 55.0” ■ -12
7 53.8 57.1 2.3 44 7 45.9 2 6 53 ,2 54 1 17
8 “ 55.1 55.5 06 39 .9 43.5 9 1 504 52 2 36
9 52.6 53.0 0.8 40.1 39.4 -1.8 48.4 49 1 1.3

Richest 41.5 44.4 2 1 '" 3 2 .3  ' 30.6 ' -5 5 3 6  4 400 9.8
I'otal 55.7 54.7 -1.8 3 8 .2 43.5 13.8 50.2 51 6 2.9

Source: PSMS II <% III.



3. Basic Education
3.1 Introduction

1 lie budget docimieiit shows that UP government has doubled expenchture on elementary 
education from Rs36251l Iakhinyear2()0()-0I to Rs 750711 lakh in year 2007-08. H ie share 
ofexpenditure on primary education to total expenditure on education increaseil from 59.5 % in 
2000-01 to 65.1% in 20O7-0H.TIie (jovernment of UP is making continuous efforts to 
universalize elementary education through its various schemes related to this. One o f  the main 
scheme of such type is the Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA). it is the one o f  the flagship programme 
o f both India & UP The objective of SSA is to universalize elementary education by conuTiimity- 
ownership of the school system. It also attempts to provide an opportunity ibr improving 
capabilities to all children, through piDvision ol community owned quality education in a 
mission mode. T he broad strategies in this programme are institutional retbrms, sustainable 
financing, community ownership, institutional capacity building, accountability to comnuinity, 
priority to education ofgirls, focus on special groups and thrust on quality education. I ike SSA, 
government has launched number o f  other schemes ^  programmes to raise literacy level in the 
state. Many incentives are provided in the form ol scholarships, free supply o f  books, midday 
meals and free supply of school umlbrms to school going girls, lb examine the progress made in 
elementary education through various schemes & programmes, data on various items were 
collected in all PSMS survey rounds. Survey shows that literacy rate in Utter Pradesh among 
population aged 7 years & above rose from 55 % in PSMS-1 round to 65 % in PSMS -111 round.

I his chapter presents education data lot Uttar Pradesh which were collected in almost in three 
J*SMS rounds .1 he questions in these survey were directed to those who were cunently studying 
in schools include(J details o f  the course, level and year o f  study, type of school they were 
attending, whether the school was recognized or not, the lacilities utilized by them in terms of 
scholarship, free studentship, free Mid Day Meals(MnM) etc., and details oi private 
expenditure on education incurred by them. Those currently not attending any educational 
institution were asked whether they were ever enrolled or not, whether they had completed their 
education or discontinued in mid course and what were the reasons for dropping out or for non­
enrollment The information's collected through above tjuestions in all 3- PSMS rounds are 
analyzed and presented in following sections.

3.2 Literacy Among Household Members:

I his seclion summarizes the results on literacy, flie persons classified by sector, region, & 
income level. The discussions are mainly concentrated at all UP and by sector, region and 
different income level. Forthepurposeofthissurvey, a person who could n^ad and write a simple 
message with understanding in any language was considered a literate.

About 65 percent among persons o f  age 7 years and above were literate in I IP during 2007 08, 
The rural-urban dilfcrence in the literat y rate was cjiiite large. The 62 percent mral population 
and about 77 percent uiban population was found literate. As usual, the rate is found higher 
among the males (75 percent) than that among the females (54 per cent) Categori/ation of  
literacy data by different region of the slate in)t shows disparity in literacy among regions of the 
state. Further analysis by income level shows in rural U P, the literacy rate was the lowest in 
bottom third population lor males as well as foi females but females were more adveiHely 
atH^cted than males. Data reveals as many as 38 percent o f  rural sector and 23 percent of the 
urban sector population of age-group 7 years and above were still in not inposition to read and 
write a simple message with understanding of the state o f  UP in year 2007-08.(Table 3 .1)



3..) ( haraeteristics of School F.iirollinentby Sector and (leiidor:

Various initiatives have been taken to increase school enrolhnent in UP by state government. Tfie 
efl'ects are visible among target-age children at the primaiy, mi(idle and secondary levels in I Jttar 
Pradesh School enrollment rate among children of aged 6-10 years increased about 7 7 percent 
points, trom 78.2 percent in round -11 to 8 5 . percent in lound 111. Similarly school enrollment 
rate among childrc'n aged I l-l  ̂years rose from 77.4 percent in round-11 to 84 8 percent in round 
-111, while the same foraged 14 15 changed from 59 6 peicent to 69. S percent (Tabled. ’ ). Virtual 
elimination of the rural-urban differences in school enrolhnent rale among children o f  aged 6 10 
an(J 11-13 year is an encouraging llnding of PSMS round 11 &111 The differences in enrollment 
rate by gender also narrowetl during these two PSMS rounds.

Figure 1.1: Fjinilliiieiit Hate o f C hildren Aged h to 15 
Year§
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b e s id e s  these resu lts ,  en ro llm en t 
promotional practices are still needed to 
additional boosted up lor universilation of 
elementary education for school going 
children in rural as well as in urban areas 
p a r t ic u la r ly  for in c re a s in g  g ir ls '  
enrollment rate more & more It can b< 
seen that about 86 percent were enrolled 
at the primary level, 8S percent in the 
middle level and 70 percent in thi 
Secondary level I or instance, among 
HP's overall population aged 6-15, the 
share that has ever enrollment rate rise 
fromPSMS IloPSMS-llI.

Figure 3.2: Highest Educational A tta in iu eii^  Population  
Aged 18 Years and O lder

PSMS-II PSMS-HI

i

3.4 Educational Attainment:

The share ot Population agetl 18 
Years & above who never attended 
school slashed dtm n from 49 percent 
in 2002/03 to 39 percent in 2007/08 
As expected, the proportion of girls 

who Never Attended School was 
observed highei for girls (52 
percent) than boys (26 percent).
1 here is also wide dispai ity between 
boys and girl's other highest level of 
educational attainment Among 
boys, highest level o f  educational 
a t ta inm ent (i e. S econdary  or 
Higher) is 33% and among girls it is 
16%.When the two factors are taken
together, the disparity intensiries further T he boy-girl disparities accentuate as one move up the 
educational ladder

3.5 Drop-Out Hale:

One o f the important indicators o f  educational development is the drop out rate so the state 
government has launched several schemes and programmes for reducing the drop out rates at 
schools in Uttar l^radesh. It is generally computed grade-wise Uefore the drop out rate is

IT
I
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Figure 3.3 : Diof>-out Rate of Children Aged ft to 15 Years

computed, the fu st requirement is to obtain the number o f  drop-outs between the grades, f he
tenn 'drop-out' has been used in two 
senses. It may mean either; (i) one 
who has discontinued education 
before completing the last level ol‘ 
education for which he or she was 
enrolled  or (ii) one who has 
d isco n t in u ed  e ilucation before  
attaining a specific level.

PSMS-1 PSMS- II 

6 -1 0  years

PSM8- 

1 1 -1 5  years
Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) is the 
national llagship programme for 
achieving universal elementary 

education. Government has significantly enhanced allocation o f  funds via Sarva Shiksha 
Abhiyan and Mid Day Meal scheme for elementary education. The National Programme of 
Nutritional Support to Primary Fducation was launched m 19^)5. It consolidated eai lier etTorts to 
provide the mid-day meal in primary schools to supplement nutrition for children in the age 
group 5-9 years. By (U)ing so it was hoped that school enrollment would increase and tirop-out 
rate would decline Figure furnishes the rate o f  such drop-outs among the children by age- 
group 6 - 10 years and 1115 years Most interestingly, the drop-out rate in age-group 6- 10 years 
has fallen from 4 .1 % in 2()()2-()3 to an impressive 3.4% in 2007-08 in UP. The number ol students 
quilting school has fallen for age-group 11 15 years considenibly, it shrinked from 7.2% to 4 .1 % 
in the same period The low drop out rates at the elementary stage indicate that the system is 
strong to retain tlie children in schools even at the initial slages ol learning Rural-Urban 
differences in drop out rate shrinked especially for age group II 15 years over the periods of 
2002/03 & 2001 m .

3.6 School Attendance:

Figure 3.4 : School Attendance Profile by SingleYear Age (>roup 
(PN M SIII)
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School a ttendance is 
a f fec le il  by v a r io u s  
socio economic factors 
and generated a lot of 
interest of policy planner 
(loveinm ent launched 
several schemes such as 
Mid Day Meal, free 
unifoim, si holarship eti 
to improve school 
attendance in UJ* 1 he 
current attendance status 
re fers  to w h e th e r  a 
person was attending any 
educational institution 

on the date oI survey anil data was collected lor each individual of age between 5-11 years 
Persons were classified as attendmg or not attending; if not attending, it was ascertained whether 
one ever attended or never attended.

Figure 3 4 shows that the current attendance rate is found to be increasing w'ith age among the 
children of age-group 5-11 years. On the other hand, among the children who were not currently

6 yrs

fB| N ever a ttended  school

J l  m  , t d  ^  v m
7 yrs 8 yrs 9 yrs iO y r*  11 yrs

f  JC urrently  attend ing  ■  A ttended  In the past



Figure ^.5 : Fnrollitient Kate i»f i hildren Aj»ecl 6 to 15 
Years by Incom e l.evel (Rural)
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alleiiding (attended in the past); about 
0.3 percent children of age 5 years 
attended in the past any educational 
institution. Note that this propt)rtion is 
found to be the highest among the 
children o f  age 11 years (3.5 percent). 
Unfortunately percentage o f  childien 
never attended school's still high at the 
age of 5 year. School attendance 
compared between 1999 2000 and 
2007-08 shows thal it has increased 
over the period tor all ages 5 to II 
years and in similar way proportion 
o f  nevei a t ten d ed  schoo l has 
decreased for aforesaid all ages. Data 

from all three I’SMS (I, II, & III) routids indicates that (he school atlc^ndance in I IP improved 
significantly. It is a sign o f  improvement in elementary education.

him
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Incom e group  

■  11 13yrs
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114 IS yrs

Compaied to children who ever attended an institution but were not currently attending, the 
distribution for children who never attended is fouiul to be somewhat dilfeient. 1 he reasons lor 
not currently attending School are given: cannot alToni it (40.3%), child not interested in studies 
(22,5%) and awaiting admission to next level (11.8 %). It maybe noted that about 25.5 percent in 
rural ami 36.8 percent in urban UP was second reason reported 'others' hail been the cause for 
ever attending. In the rural areas, about 49.0 percent o f  chiUlren who were never attending any 
educational institution reported the reason 'Cannot afford' and in the urban areas it was M  3 
percent

The reason '1‘ducation not considered useful' was repoi tetl by 17.7 per cent in the rural areas and 
13 1 percent in the urban areas. As a second reason about 38.2 percent in the rural aieas and 42.6

p e rc e n t  in the  u rb an  a rea s
H gure 3.6; Knroilineiit R ale o f C hildren Aged 6 lo  15 Years 
- b y  Incom e Level (U rban)
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considered 'others' that is, some 
reasons other than the specified 
ones in the survey, had been the 
cause for not ever attending any 
educational institution Note that 
about 21.2 per cent reported 
'Rducation not considered useful' as 
a second reason and therefore, they 
were not ever a ttending  any 
educational institution fable 3.9 
shows the success o f  luirollment 
strategy of’the governmeni because 
as the number of children enrolled 
in schoo l has been  s tead ily  

increasing over the compared period and data indicates that in rural UP, 85.9% of children in the 
6-10 age groups are enrolled In all I IP have seen significant increases in enrollment levels, the 
largest increase being in Kural UP, where from 2000 to 2008, there has been a 19.0, 14.0 and 12.0 
percent increase in the number o f  children o f  the corresponding age-groups 6 10 yrs, 11-13 yrs 
and 14 15 yrs. Enrollment rate o f  children was found different in income group level It showed
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16 -10  yrs

Middle 

Incom e group  

11 13 yrs

Rich

14 IS y rs



comparably lower rale in lower income group & higher for higher income group.

3.7 Current Attendance b y  Type ol'Sehools:

In the survey, the broad types that were considered were ( iovernment, private and private other 
All schools run by the Slate ( loveinments, Public Sector Undertakings or Autonomous 
organizations completely fnianced by the Government were treated as government schools, 
Sinnlarly, all schools nin by municipal corpoiations, municipal conmiittees, notified area 
committees, Zila Parishads, Panchayat Samitis, cantonment boards, etc., were treated as other. A 
private unaided institution was one that was managed by an individual or a pi ivate organisation 
and did not receive maintenance grant either from a ( lovemment or a local body.

Table V I 1 gives the percentage distribution o f  children in the age group 6-15 years who were 
attending school hy type of school for UP. It is seen that Govenunent institutions accounted for 
60 percent ofprimaiy level, 5  ̂ percent o f  middle level and 47 percent o f  secondary level of the 
students (i.e., those who were attending), followed by private schools (38 ,46 and 53 percent) 
and other schools (only 1.4,0.7 and 0.9 per cent).

From the table correspoiuling estimates for the PSMS II round survey are given tor the age group 
6 15 years, nince m PSMS W round survey tire inlbnmViori was collccicd fov the age group 6 15 
years. It is seen that during 2002-03, the Government schools accounted 61 percent o f  primary 
level, 54 percent ol middle level and 49 per cent o f  secondary level o f  the students (i.e., those 
who were attending), folUiwed by private schools (38, 45 and 50 per cent) and other schools 
(only 2, 1 and 1 percent).

It appears that the role of Government as educational service provider for urban UP is gradually 
shrinking over the years and the private schools are increasing theii share in this sector. 1 he 
distributions for the rural areas also indicate that the Government schools are playing a bigger 
role in ( atering educational services. Although there is not much difference in the distributions in 
rural areas in respect o f  age group, but there seems to have ec|ual prei'erence Ibi the private and 
Government schools for education o f  the age group 14 15 years (Secondary level).

In the rural and urban areas of the poor class, the proportion o f  students attending government 
schools was the highest and lowest for rich class same as in previous surveys. Two important 
observations can be noted from table 3.12. in rural areas, the Percentage share of government 
schools among the students generally decreases as the level o f  education increases.

3.8 Average Iixpendlture Per Student on Education:

Average expenditure [)er student on education by parents has important bearing to send their 
children to school Annual expetidituic pei student by parents was Rs. 1021 in J’SMS Il 
(2002/03) and it increased overall about 49 percent between the periods o f  l ‘SMS II & PSMS 
III. It was seen that average expenditure pel annum by parents during these two PSMS round for 
primary level ofe<lucation d»)esnot increasetl substantially.

3.^(^verninent b'dui ation Programs:
7V/X' o f  Scholarship:

Rural students benefit more from these scholarships and, between social groups, S I/SC  have the 
larger [proportion of beneficiaries, b’or rural S I7S(' students it is 94.8 percent, and for urban



S'lVSC students it is only 5.2 percent. Out of every 1000 students, 292 receive scholarships, 81 
receive free books. Rural students benefit more Ironi this measure and, between boys and girls; 
girls have the larger proportion o f  beneficiaries. It is seen that the proportion o f  poor students 
receiving scholarships, free Uniform, free books, and mid-day meals are highest followed by 
middle class. In other word, the proportion of recipients decreases with increase in the income 
level Adequate scholarships and other incentives like midday meals, free Uniform free bt)oks 
etc., and their proper implementation should go a long way In reducing the financial burden oi 
the weaker sections o f  society.

3.10 Mid Duy Meal:

Themainob)ectiveofthe Mid Day Meal (Mf)M)schenie islomakeavailablenutiitious food for 
the children enrolled in the primary school, enhance the enrollment o f  children in schools, to

develop  the tendency  o f
Figure 3.8(a); Receipt o f Free Dniforiii (PSM S-III)

I Boys ■  Qlrls I Children

children to stay in schools, to 
reduce the d ropoul rate in 
schools and to develop the 
feelings ol brotherhood and to 
deve lop  pos itive  o u t lo o k  
through combined fooding ibr 
the children belonging to 
ditterent religions and castes. 
It had showed positive impact 
on the activeness and the 
perfonnance of the students 
has been increased through

enrollment and attendance in schools. The serious concern related to quality and quantity of  the 
meal in ahnost all the schools with lot of scope f or improvement. Students should satisf y with the 
quality & quantity of the meals served. Afiout 46 percent children o f  the school provided MDM 
fbr all six days but compara-

Rural Urban Combined

Figure ^ .8 (b ): Receipt o f Free Uniform  (PSIVIS - l l l ) b y  
Incom e Level
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lively it was higher in urban 
sector than that o f  rural sector.
Among the children who 
attended all six days school 
about 8̂ ) percent provided Mid 
Day Meal for all six days 
Analysis from table V15 
shows that about 69 percent 
children o f  the school liked 
MDM wheie as 20 percent 
reported they unlike MDM, It 
is also clear fnmi the data that
MDM are liked more by girls comparatively boys. Mid day meal liking is found higher in the 
rural areas compared to urban areas.

Poor Middle Rich



Table 3.1: Literacy -  Population 7 Years and Older

Target age LITERACY HA! E (PERCEN T)
group and 1999/2000 PSM S-I 2002/200:VPSM S-Il 2007/2008 PSM S-III

location M ale Female Person Male I<emale Person_^ M ale Fem ale Person
Rural 64.2 36.6 51.4 ~ 69.5 ' A \ . l 56.3 ' 73.4 50 .2' 62.2
llrbati 76.6 61 6 69.7 80.3 65.1 7 3 . 0 ^ 82.4 70.8 76.9

Com bhied 66.6 41-1 54 9 ' 71 .7  ’ J 6 4 75.1 54.1 _ 6 5 J  ^
By Reglon;

Western 6^.8 42. 55:4 '■ 71,8 - J h’9 ~ 61.1 “7 4I  " ~5.57) ~
Centraj____ 63.7 ' 42^3 ' 53.9 68.0 ' '46 .6 58.0 _ 72 .7 ” 55.9 ' 64.7'
Eastern 68.8 39.5 54 9 72.9 44.(f .58.7 76.7 53.6 65.3 ^

Southern 65.9 41 0 54.9 75.7 J  46.3 _ 62.1 78.8 51.5
By Incom e Level:

Bottom thirti
— -

31,0 44.3 61.6 “  37. ( r ' 4 9 .^ 65.5 ^ ~56 .0
Middle thirti '6 7 ,3 ' 41.7 55.4 '  72.0 ' " 44.7 59.0 75.7 53^4..... 65.0

lop thiid 75'3 50,6 64 1 799 56.2 68.8 82.9 62.5 73.4

I ’able 1.2: Enrollment Rate of Children Aged 6 fo 15 Years

I'arnet hkc- 
group and 

location

Rural
U r b a n

Combined

__ R ural___
Ur̂ ari

Rural
Ui^n

Com bined

1 KATE A C H 1 L 1 )R E N ^  G R O llP  (PF R( ENT)
I99W2000 PS MS-1

Boys Girls O verall
__2002/20(0 r^MS lI
Boys P  fJirls J Overall

Primary (6 10 years)
68̂ ^
74.4
m.i

iSiA
'75.9

'63~0

61.4
'73.3
63.5

74.4
64,2

6.5^
73.9

HU.

'8f.O

74K
'76 6'
'7 i r66.9

lyilddle (11-13  year^

78.1

64.7
6Y4

4 6 5
60^
4 9 ‘5

6̂ 17 
75,2 "
7(18
Secondary (14-15

82.4_
79.9
82.0

56 I
62.9 
SI.5

65 9
68 5 
66.4

_  69.1 
80.9

1_Z2i‘l
years)

78.4 
78.2

80.4
77.4

45.6

51'. 3

57,1
681^
59.6

2007/2008 I’SM S llI
Boys (iir ls

8J14__
84,8
87\0'

~86T
84^
^_0_

73 J
^44
72.0

_ 84

84^

87.5
83̂ 5

Overall

86.2
85,9

84 5 
'86.2 

84.8 '

6:..4 
J l l  
66.4

69.9_
67.4
69.5

Table 3.3: Highest Kdtieatlonal AltaininenI - Population Aged 18 Years and Older

Iligliesl level of SHARE (IF  POPlJLATI()N A jG I^ 18 /^ D ^ O L D lE IU PER O ^N 11
educational 1999/2000 PSMS-I 2002/2003 PS MS II 2007/2008 PSM S-III
altalnm ent Male Female Person M ale Female Person M ale Female Person
Never Alteuded School 38.6 70.3 53.6 33.4 66.6 ' 49 3 " 25 8 "  51 8 38.5
1 ess than Primary ■ 6.8 4 7 5.8 7 .4' 5.1 6 3 1 1 2 ^ 14 1 " 1_2.6
Primary 116 8'2 10.0 12.7 7.8 10.4 12,4 8.7 ‘ ' 10.6
Middle 14 5 ' “' ‘ 5 7 ' " I 0.4 ' I 7 .I 7.6 ‘ 12.5 \1 .1 9 ,2 ' ] 3.6
Secoiidai^ oi^lligher __ 28.5 11.1 20.3 ' 29.4 12.9 21.5 33 0 16,2 ~ 24.8
lotai: Too 100 100 100 too 100 100 100 100

Table 3.4: Drop Out Rate of Children \g ed  6 to 15 Years

I  1  > 1 ^ ^ ’ 0 1 ^  £ v n ^ ; / CHII DR ̂  IN A l JE G ENT) _______
(iroiip 1999/2000 PSMS 1 2002/2003 PSMS II 2007/2008 PSMS III

6 16 years 11 15 years 6-10 years 11 -ISy^ars 6 10 years 11-15 years
Rural l y  ~ ' 4.8 4.0 " 7’8 3,4 . - - ^ 2

Urban 2.1 4 9 ‘ 4.3 5.3 3.2 ' 1 7 ’
Com bined 2.2 4.8 4.1 7.2 3.4 4.1



ralilt‘ 3.5: School Attendance Protlle by Single Year Aj;e (iroup

A((ainm(>nt level
5 jr s

l^evei atlcnclcd school 
C u rr en t attending 
AKended in the past 
|o(u! _

Never attended school 
_riirrently atlendiiij 
Allended in the pasi 
lo fa l _

N ev ^  attend'd school 
( iiirenlly attendnig 
Atlcnded in the past 
I'otul

____I’KOJPOKIION y u  IIH.EN (HKRCENT)

1999/2000 PSM S-!
67,0 46.3 "33 3 26.9
]1 7 “ ‘ 52,3 65 9 71.7
1.4 14 0,8 1 4
100 100 too 100

2002/200.^ I’SM S II
S 5 .r  ' 34.3 19.9 15.1
14 0 64 6 78.« 83,1
0.7 U 1.3 1.8
100 100 foo u n r

2(»07/2008 1‘SM S III
50.5“ 24.6 12.5 111
A'). I 74 3 86 9 87 7
0.3 1,1 ' 0.6 1.3"...
100 100 100 100

9 _ _ _ _  J i

2.\A
. .

i 7^7 '
74.2 72.6 77.8
2 ,4 ......... 4 3 4.5"
|0 0  _ 100

13.4 14.7 11 3
84 9 81.2 ■ " 84,4
1.7 4 1 4 3"
100 100 100

4 1 8 6 (.5
9'3 5 88.6 90 r
2.4 2.8 3 ^
100 100 100

lahle f.6: Main Reasons for Not Currently Attending School
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6 - 1 0  y r s

- - - - -
11 1 3  y r s 1 4  1 5  y r s. - - -  - 6  l O y r V 11 1 3  y r s 1 4  1 5  y r s 6  J O  y r s 11 1 3  y r s 1 4 - 1 5  y r s

K u r a l ......7 0 ^ 8  ‘ ' 78.2 ..... I I A 59.6 85,8 84.5 69.9
I Irhan 6.5 4 69.7 56.1 78,1 76.-1 5 7 ,1 86,2 86.? 67.4
Combined 73,9' ' 75,2 62.9 ‘ ~n.4 " 80,4 ’ 68T 859 84.8 ’ 69,5 '



Table 3.8; Main Reasons for Not Attending Scliool

Main reason 
given

2002/2003 PSMS-II 2007/2008 PSMS-III

1*' RKASON GIVEN 2"“ REASON GIVEN 1*' REASON GIVEN 2nd RI' ASON GIVEN

Rural Uriian Comhined Rural Urban Combined Rural Urban Combined Rural Urban Combined

Too yoiiiig i.n ,V3 1.4 0 0 0.7 0,1 6.6 110 7.3 ' tlo  ’ ' 1) t r “  I t P  '

School too lar 6,9 1,2 6 0 5.5 0 0 4.8 “̂ 4 ~ "1 r 5 6 8.6 2.0 77

( 'aniiot ufllord 57.7 69,2 59.7 9,8 22,5 11.2 ' 49.0 64 .3 ' '  51.5 ' 6.0 '
_  ~  1

L o o k in g  a i lc r  
s ib lin g s

4,1 1.7 3,7 6,5 7,5 6.6
. .

~̂ 0.9 7.9“ ' " 7 7  ' " T 7 ~ ~  r i

-  ~  -  ■
l o r  w o rk in g  at 
h o m e

4,4 3,3 4.2 12,1 2.7 11,0 4,4 ””1,8 4 ( f 10.3“ 6 0 ~

I 'o r  w o rk in g  at 
ta r in

0 ,4 1.3 0 6 1,6 0 .9 1 6 0 .5 0 .2 0 ,4 “ 5,1 1.5 4 .5  ‘

W o ik in g  fo r  
w a g e /s a la iy

0 ,0 0 ,2 0 .0 0 .9 3.4 1.2 0.1 0  0 0  1 0 ,5  " "0  6 ~

E d u c a tio n  n o t
I 'o n su le re d
u se fu l

14 12 .0 12.0 4 1 ,8 3 5 .3 4 1 .0 17.7 13.1 “  T 7 . r  ” " 2 ¥ 9 “ ‘  n  r “  u  T '

A d m iss io n
p ro c e d u re
c u m b e rs o tn e

o.s 0 .8 0 .8 n ,4 ” ' 0 .0 r 5 " 0 .0 ~  1 .4 T  V) ' 9 . 8 ' ' 2 , 8 ' "

D isa b il i ty o.« 1.0 1.0 0 ,7 0 .0 ~ (h 6 'T).8 " 1.2 ' " 1 . 8 0 .0 1,5

O th e r 9.3 6 .0 6 0 ’  l9.«~ 2 7 .0 2 0 .7 9 .6 ~ 4  r '  ~ 8  6 ~ " ‘  l 2  6  ’ i8 .<r

lolal 100 100
.  _  _  _ _

IdiT 100 100 100 100 100 100 lo ir io(T

ralHe 3.9: Enrollment Rate of C hlldren Aged 6 to 15 Years -  by Income l>evel

Location and ElNROLl.MENT A ^ N G  CHILDRKN l[N AGE G ROUP (PERCEN1)
inrome 1999/2000 PSMS-I 2002/2003 PSMS II 2007/2008 PSMS-III
group Prlma^' Middle Secondary Primary Middle Secondary Primary' Middle Secondary

6 10 yrs 11 13 14-15 yrs 6-10 yrs 11-13 14-15 yrs 6 10 yrs II 13 14 15 yrs
yrs yrs j r s

RURAL 65.4 69.7 ' 56.1 " 76.6 57.1 85.8 84.5 (>9.9 ~
Poor 5S”2 "' 59 5 " 39.8 n .2 69.1) 42.6 81.S 799 .59.8 '
Middle 66,8 72.3 57.3 79.4 75.8 56,0 86 ? ' 81 4 70.1
R ich ............. ... '74.2 77.9 68.9 85.9 85.8 72 4 ’ 91.7' 9L4 79i)
URBAN 73.9 75.2 62.9 78.4 80.4 68.1 86.2 86.2 67.4
Pool 60.4 593 '42.‘7 ' ” 65.2 65.3 49 I 75.1 ‘ 73.4 ] 47.9
Middle 77.5 - 78 2 “ 63.7 ' 84.8 ' 80.9 64.8 91 9 89.6 72.9
Rich 89.9 ' 92.1 85.6 '95M ' 9 7 .8 ' \ 9 L 1 ' ' ' 98 r ' ' 98 93.4
COMBINED 66 9 ”  70.8 '  57.5 78.2 77.4 59.6 85.9 84.8 " 69.5

Table 3.10: Enrollment Rate of Children Aged 6 To IS Years -  by Income I .evel

Location and iiu o in e  group ElNROLI-M ENl RAI E AMONCJ C IIILnRK N 6 15 VE VRS (PERCK N1)
1999/2000 PSM S-I 2002/2003 PSM S II 2tHI7/2008 PSMS III

64.9 74.3 73.8
Poor 56 0 67.1 (.7-5

................ Middle 6f>.6 74.0 73,9
Kicii ............  74 1 83.2 '8 1 .4

URBAN 72.2 76.8 ■ 74 .7 '
Poor 57.1 62.4 59.1

Middle 75.0 79.5 79.6
Rich 89.6 94.9 91.6



I'ahle 3.11: Proportioii ofStuderitii Attending Different Ty|ies of Scliools

SHARL Ob i m X L  STUDI-:N 1S IN MIV A (iE  GHOHP(PERCI N 1)

l ype of 
school

1999/2000 PSMS-I 2002/2003 PSMS-Il 2007/2008 PSMS 111
Primary Middle Secondary^ Prlmarj_ Middle Secondary Priiiiaiy Middle Secondary
6 lOyrs II 13 14 15 yrs 6 10 yrs r i-1 3 14 15 yrs 6-10 yrs 11-13 14 15 yrs

yrs yrs _  _
COM III NED

( loverntncnt f)80 61 9 54,6 60.7 53.8 48.8 ~ "6[(T ' ”~ 5 l 4 ~ ’
i’rivati* W J 3 6 9 44.6 37.5...... 44.9 .50.2 38.2' ’ ^  45.9 ' ‘ 52.7
( Jtlier l,‘l 1 ’ O.H 18 L2 1 0 14 0,7 0 9
lotai 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

HIJRAL
(iovcrninenl ' 76,y ~ w . r ' ~ 5 9 ,3 “ 68.1 59.7 “  T i T  ~ ~ 6 7 .3 59.0 49,6
Private 21.9 29.5 40.0 3 0 .1 38.9 47.4 31 ;> 40.2 49.6
( )ther 1.2 i r 0.7 1 8 1.4 ' 1 0 1.5 ' ~ 0 .8 0 9
lotui _ n m  _ 100 ’ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

URBAN
{iovernrnenl >9.6 33.6 58.2 24.4 ?0.9 ~  T o . 3 ~  22.7~ " “~ ’T i . r ....
Private  ̂ ()8.J 65 J 6(L5 73 7 68.2 58 5 ’ 76 6 72.H 68 0
( )tlicr 2.7 1,1 1.3 1 9 0.8 1.1 0.7 0.2 0.7
lotdl 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

la b le  V I2: Percentage Attending Ciovernment Schools b> Region and Income l.evel

_____ SHARE^OXrO •A* r s  r n ^ A G E  c u lOUP (PERC ENT)
1999/2000 PSMS-1 2tl02/2003 PSM S-ll 2007/2008 PSMS-I 11

lype of schotil Primaj;j Mid«Ue Secondary^ Primary Middle Secondary Priniarj Middle’ Secondary
6 10 yrs n  13 14 15 yrs 6 10 yrs 1 1 1 3 14 15 yrs 6 10 yrs 11-13 14-15 yrs

y is yrs
RURAL 76,9 69.3 59.7 51.7 '  ~ 6 1 T  ~ 59.0 49~6
Poor 82 ' '75,1 59 6 8 1 7 “ 68.'5'' 64.9 78 ? 70.9 57.9

76.8' ’ 70.2 62.6 66.7 63.5 54.3 65.9 55.2 46.9
Rich 71.3 63.6 56 6 52 4 8 4 41.9 54 0 .50.6 45.8
URBAN 29.6 33.6 38,2 24.4 M)9 40.3 22,7 > 7 31 4
Poor .....41.8 43 > 44 4 38.2 44.2 54.3 36 8 42.3 45
Michlle ^29.7 12,9 41.3 19.9 3 0 9 41 196 30.7 38.2
Rich 16.9 25.8 319 11.2 20.4 32.1 7.5 8.4 12.7
( OMBINEI) 67.9 ” 61.9 54.6 60.7 53.8 48.8 60 4 5,r4 ' '46.5

Table 3.13: Proportion of Students getting Different s sciioiariNhip 
(2<MI7/2008 PSM S-ni)

Sector ^ ________ Ti jpes o f scholarshipsj'ettiiig by students
ST/S(" ^ OBC ' M INO RH Y ECONOMIC AM ,V WEAK MERM o r iiE R

Rural 94.8 95.0 87,6 97.0 ’99 i 95.9
Urban 5 .2 .5 .1  ^ I 2T ....... 3 .1 0.9 4.1



I'ahle 3.14: Average Expenditure per Pupil on Education

l.ocHtiuii anil AVERAGK ANNIJAI IXI'ENDmiRK I^ RIIPFKS
school level I'SIVIS-II _______ I’SMS-lll

Goveriiineiil Private school Overall: All School Goveriiineiit Private scliool Overall: All School
lees Other Total I'ees Other Total Fees Other Total Fees Other lotal I'ees Other Total I'ees ()ther total

I’riinury level 52 161 214 426 508 934 163 264 426 16 188 234 666 789 ‘ 14T4 ■~235 371 606
Middle level 171 455 625 543 737 1280 339 58? 922 147 454 601 695 ' 922 1617 385 658 I04V
Secondary
level

474 ‘>(12 1377 740 1124 1865 626 1029 1654 '447 1152' 1599 874 1274 2148 706 r226 1932

Higher level 813 1216 202') 1048 T5‘33 758r 93T 1375 2305 9H '161)8’ '2535 ’ l53'4 “I8O5 I 274 ' 2'994
IIURAI 126 2‘)4 420 540 719 1258 275 447 723 14"2 388 530' 804 1019 '1823 399 'io i2

I’rimaiy level 192 325 "^7 “1036 825 1861 819 697 1516 196 “ 348” I 44"' m 4 ' 1 W I 225 I 4I 6 Ti25 ' 2542"
Middle level 551 760 131T 1703 1165 2868 1341 1038 2379 359 l6 8 1227 " 248f 2118 4600 2000 ' 1835 3835
Secondary
level

6fi4 1271 1936 1574 1503 3077 1157 1397 2554 709 1508 ' 2217 ' 3738̂ 1325 7063 2I 2 2727 ' 5469

Hĵ her level T420" 1756 3176 3346 2367 T71T 24^8 “ 2(H9 ■̂ 4577 16()8 245^ " 4725““'4̂ 5' 3508 8423 "3843 l'l'6 r “'"7005
IIRHAN 57T 854 1427 1454 rfi8 2572 1170 1033̂ 2203 580 io3r 1611' 2664_ 2116 1780 2090 1822' <921
Primary level 
Midille level

'6?
223

172
497

234
720

629
887

613
864

1242
1751

272
557

335̂
681̂

607
1239

55
162

|9 f
48^

252
647'̂

1006
1163'

’ 964 
1235

1970 
2 <98

' 405 
654

479
854"

884
1507

Seciindary 
level __

530 1010 1540 965 1?26 2191 774 ■ In i" '1905 ‘ 496 1218’' 1714̂ 1538 “ 1749 3287 1143 1548"“' 2691

Higher level l04? T 42T 241{) "i993 1 m 3869 1531 _  1M5 1103 ~T8“lir ’””2912̂ '~2619 ’l3'5i 497T _20 iT ' 4'l48
(OMUINU) 176 357 534 834 847 1680 455 565 1021 m 441" 619̂ 131<j’ ' 1323̂ 2643 688 835 “ 1523

VabU* 3.KS: Provided Mid Day M eals - U ked  by students or not (2007/2008 PSMS 111)

PFR ( F,NTAGF O F S T D D F N IS
2007/200H PSM S-III

YES NO
bl'.H ~ 20.6
50.9 J ’ 23.1
66.7 20.7

Hoy»............................ CidldreiL _____
CAN'T SA.Y YBS NO ( ANT SAY YHS NO CANT SAY

»  ̂ ‘11 6 ' 6 9 l  * 1‘).3 'ii.'o ' 68.7 20.0 11.3
26.0 5.3.4 I 7.6 ' 20.0 ^ 52,1 ’ 20.4 ' 27,4

r 12.6 6H.6 10.2 12.2 6 7 .7 ' 20.0 '
- - ^ 4 -

lah le 3.16: Receipt o f Government Scholarships -  by Income Level

PEIU K NI AG E OF S I UDENTS C E T H N G  SC IIO LA RSH II'S
Sector and incom e group

Rural 
Uibaii 
C om bined

Hoys
18,9
7,8
16.8'

2002/200  ̂P ^ S  11 
(Jiris
2 1 .0_

l'8.4

Poor 23.7 26.8
Middle 17.3 18-5
Rich 10 3 9.8

2007/2008 PSM S-JII
C liild ien »0}S G iris C iiildren

19.8 31.0 36.0 T3,'3
8.5' 9.f) 9,6 9.6

_ I 7 J _____ _  27 . J l  J 29

25.1 ^5,4 ~ ~ 3 9 l  ~ “  ? 7 - ,~
17.8 27.5 31,3 29.2
lo . i 20.0 21,5 20.6



l alile ).17: Receipl o f Free Uiiiform (2007/2008 PSIVIS-III)- by liicume Level

i‘e r c e n  i a ( ; e  o f  s t u d e n t s  ( ; e t i  i n g  f r e e  u n i f o r m

Sector and incom e group 2007/2008 I'S M S -lll
Boys (;irls (  hildrcn

Rural 6 1 25.7 14 9
Llrliaii 2 i _ 5.6 3.8

__ .22,1 13.
Ry Incom e Level: _

Poor 211  "
Middle 5 2 2 ’ 12.7

Rich 5.6 16.5 10.3

Table 3 .IK: Receipt of Free iext Kooks- by Income Level

S ector  and iii io m e  group

Rural
_ _ _ j)rbnn

f ornhined  
//|' liic fim e L e v e l:__
_____ _____

Rich

P l;R ( ’E N T A (il!: O F  ST U D E N T S G F T  IIISC; I KEF l EX I B O O K S
2(H)2/2003 PSIMS-II 2007/2008  PSIVIS III

B oys ( ilr ls C lilldren Boys (;ir ls C hildren
28.7 28.7 32,4 ' 9 0 9.6 ~ 9.2  '
4 6 " 4.6 5.4*' 2.2 3.2 2.7

'2 4 2 _ 2 4 2 ' 26^9 __K,4___ ^  8.1

'3.V9 ' ' 3 ,379 ~ ^ 3 7 . 0 9 7 l o T 9.9
24.8 24.8 27.5 8 2 8 7......... 8.4
i.s .i 15.1 i6 .8 5.8 6 1 5.9



4. Health
4.1 Introduction:
Ullar [^raclesli is the most populous slate o f  oui country and is higger than many of the countries 
ot the world Hut major health and demographic indicators o f  the slate are not equivalent to 
national avet age .1 lowever government has expended mnch more to imptove health facilities of 
its well being. UP government has made outlay of R s .H I 94,05 Crore for improvement in 
Medical & Health services during 11th 1 ive Year Plan (2007-12). Out o f  that government has 
expended Rs. 1493.6 Ctore dutiiig Financial Year 2007-08 for medical & health services. 
Compaiative figures ( fable 4.1 )of major demographic indicators which ilepicts genetal health 
status of state shows that UP state is for behind than national average in major demographic 
indicators .C'ontra' y to national average in context of expectation of life at birth, woman's of 
state ate more a(*versely affected than males. To assess the development made in context ol 
general health condition oi well being of state, the emiuiry in 1*SMS-I11 covered the vatious 
aspects o f  the availability and utilization o f  general health care facilities in UP which were 
provided by the government and private agencies and the expenditure incuired by the 
households for availing these services, fhis chapter deals with estmiates t)n Aganwadi and 
Maternal Health Care and on the infoiniation on morbidity and health care services, fhe main 
objective of Ww survey was to study the extent of \iltUs5\tion of the lUiUerniil aitd child health cmc 
programmes by the people. I he target groups o f  the study were: ( i) 0 6 year old children and ( ii) 
women wlio were pregnant or wlio had delivered child at any time during the last .^65 days before 
the survey, 1 he survey sought to assess the coverage of  Aganwadi and f)rogrammes relating to 
maternal health care during pregnancy. 1 he related household and demographic characteristics 
ol the |)opulation have also been studied. In this chapter, discussioti has Ibcused on mral-urban, 
male-female, socio-economic group and sector-wise variations to stu(ly the extent o f  utilization 
of heahh services by dilfeient domain of the population.

4.2 Infant Mortality & C hild fViortalKy
hifant Mortality Rate is regarded as an important health indicator & it shows general standard

of living o f  the concerned

Figure 4.1 : Ireiids in liifanl m orfality rates in III* & India

I

people of tlie area .Sample 
Registration System (SRS) 
data show that the infant 
mortality rate (IMR) fallen 
Isom 84 to 67 deaths per 
t h o u s a n d  l iv e  b i r th s  
between 1999 and 2008 in 
UP (table 4.2) Howevei 
IMR fallen significantly in 
the state of UP but it still 
r e m a in s  h ig h e r  th a n  
national aveiage (5.3 i)ei 
thousanti live birth) 
Moicover, IMR in lural I IP 
is c»)nsiderably highei than 
that ni urban UF*. It is

notable that different year rural-urlmn ditlerences in IMR between 1999 and 2008 are relatively 
lower in UlMhan corresponding all India level niral-urban differences.
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2007 2008
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Fi){iire 4.2: Ireiids In M aternal MortulHy RaUoiMIVlK) In I IP& 
India

1 ike infant mortality rates, child mortality in UP remained considerably liigh than the national 
average. It remained high too than many states o f  the country. Child nioitality rate in the UP was
25.6 in year 2005-06 as per NFI IS III and it became 22 for the year 2008 as per SRS repo rt . II 
showed considerably high ruralurban differences in the state of UP.

4.3 Maternal Mortality Ratio (MMK)

Maternal health is strongly related with the health o f  a chiltf Motherless children tend to be at a
greater risk o f  death than 
children with mothers. Hence 
Maternal mortality the death of 
w om en during  p regnancy , 
childbirth, or even ii] the 42 days 
after delivery remains a major 
concern to health system s 
woi ldwide. I he SKS is the 
largest demographic survey in 
the countiy, providuig estimates 
of tnaternal mortality througli 
its nation wide sample sufvey. 
Maternal Mortality Ratii> is 
derived as matenial deaths per
100.000 live biiths. Notwith­
standing the figure 4.2 shows 

the decline in the MMR in UP fell from 606 in 1997^8 to 440 in 2004-06,but it remained 
considerably higher than the con esponding all India avet a g e . The latest SRS data from 1997-98 
to 2004-06 also shows that MRR in UP is not only higher than all India level but it remained 
highest than thatofalmost all bigger statesofthecountry (except Assam).

1997-98 1999-01 2001 03 ?004-06

Year

4.4 Incidence of Pregnancy, ( hildbirth:

From sample households ever-married women of age between 15 49 years, detailsofpregnani y, 
delivery, birth, etc., were collected. In order to provide estimates of pregnancy of women of age 
15-49 years any time during a period o f  365 days preceding the date o f  survey and impoilantly 
from those among them who had given birth, 9 4% mat ried women reported delivery in last one 
year in the state Reported deliveries in last one year of rural sector was 10.0% which was higher 
than reported deliveries o f  urban sector (6.9%).Percent deliveries teporled in last one year 
decreased from 11.7 % in PSMS II round to 9 4 % in PSMS-III round This decrease over the 
period was found in both rural & urban sector but it substantially decreased more in urban than 
rural sectoi. f urther looking the data (table4 3) by income level, it reveals that drop in deliveries 
as obvious more in relatively richer class woman than poorer woman in state from l*SMS round 
-II in 2002/03 to PSMS round-ill in 2007/08. Above comparison by social group indicate that 
above ilecrease was steeper in social groups by order ol other then O H (' then S( VST,

1.5 Place of Deliveries:

In U P, majority of the child births take place at home. But emphases on safe motherhood 
programmes by government & inireascd awareness & education about maternal Sl child 
healthcare, deliveries at home decreased substantially during periods o f  PSMS-ll (2002/03) to 
PSMS- III (2007/08. Figure 4.3 & 4 4 gives the distribution o f  child births by place of birth. It is 
seen that overall 74.2 percent children borne at home in the state. But as it obvious, pattern o f  this



Figure 4.3; Percentage o f D eliveries by Place
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Figure 4 .4 : Percentage o f D eliveries by Place

100.0 

80 0

60.0 

40 0 

20 0 

0 0 ---1 —
r  ' (u
o « 
(3 I ^

' Q.

Poor Middle Rich

Figure 4.5: l*erceiitage of Deliveries by Place
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ill rural & urban area is quite different. 
In u rban  a re a s ,  c h i ld b i r lh s  at 
(lOverninenl/Private liospilal were 
more common accounting for 54.8 
percent of births. Births at homes were 
only 45.2 percent ofthe total.

In ruial areas, 78.7 % of childbirlhs 
took place at hotne and only 21.4% of 
the births in hospitals (Ciovemment 
/Private).1’ab!e 4.4 also present data on 
the place o f  delivery by income level 
and social group in DP. 4/5 o f  the 
deliveries (78.9%) in relatively poor 
women occur at home where as it is 
10.9%  in women ol relatively richer 
class. Similar type o f  pattern was seen 
if deliveries were classified by social 
group.

Promotional programmes for a safe 
motherhood by governm ent like 
Janani Suraksha Yojana (JSY) etc 
promoted instituticmal delivery among 
pregnant women during periods which 
increased the share ofthe  institutional, 
( i.e. In ( joveinment /Private I lospitals) 
childbirth from 16 percent in 2002-03 
to 26 per cent in 2007-08. The increase 
in institutional deliveries was found in 
both rural and urban sector but this 
increase was seen more steeped in rural 
than urban sector from PSMS-Il 
(2002/03) to PSMS-III (07/08) Ashaip 
rise in the share o f  instilutional 
childbirth can also be seen by income 
level poor to Middle from PSMS II to 
PSMS III Pattern o f  rise in institutional 
deliveries like o f  income level ,it 
increased more sharper in OFK' then 
SC VST then ( )ther for these two PSMS 
rounds

It is important to note that during and afler delivery both the mother and the child are safe, it is 
necessary that the deliveries should lake place undei piopei supervision of qualitied medical 
professionals and with adequate hygienic condition. Lack of either or ofboth, very often leads 
to complications resulting in permanent damage or even death o f  the mother or child. Table 4.5 
gives the distribution o f  Birth at Home by Person (Conducting Delivery. In state, only 6.3 percent 
deliveries were attended by the doctor, 13.3 percent by nurse, 54.1 percent by trained/traditional



Figure 4.6: D istribution of deliveries by person  
conducting delivery

Fricnds/R
elatives

26%

Dai and 26.3 pcrcent by friend/relatives. 
Attendance at home by trained/lraditional 
Dai in urban areas was about 78.7 per cent 
while in rural areas it was only 51.4 pet cent. 
It is important to note that share o f  
conduction of deliveries, by friends/relative 
in urban aiea was very little (3.5) where as it 
was relatively large (^8.8 %) for rural sector. 
Comparison of above by income level 
shows, about 38 percent poor class women's 
tieliveries were still conducted by their 
friends/relatives which are not as sale as 

those conducted by trained prolessionals. f he proportion fell to 9 3 percent tor rich class.

Figure 4.7: Percentage of Snfe f)eliveries by Income I eve! and Social Group

■  PSMS-lt IP 8 M 8 III

A (hscouraging finding of 
PS MS III with regal d to 
safe delivery was found to 
d c c U v w  c o n \ p ’t\ra t\ v e ly  \ o  
PSMS 11. Peicentageofsafe 
deliveries fell from 79 
pcrcen t to 71 p ercen t 
between Rounds II to III. 
Data show a clear fall 
between 2002/03 ami 2007/
08, both in riual as well as in 
u rb a n  a re a s  o f  U t ta r

Pradesh. As expectetl, the share of unsafe deliveries was higher in nual areas compared to utban 
areas.
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Figure 4.8: P a cen ta g e  reporting fever 4.6 Morbidity:

The Morbidity is the tate at which an 
illness or ailment or abnormality occuts, 
calculated by dividing the nimiber of 
people who are affected within a group 
by the entire number o f  people in that 
group. It is also an important measure of 
health. For measurmg it the data were 
collected fiorn sample households by the 
interview method. A set o f  probing 
questions were put to as many individual 

members of a selected household as possible to ascertain whether they had suffered from any 
ailment during the reterence period (last 15 days) and whether they had taken any medical 
treatment for it. The enquiry on morbidity was conducted with a reference period o f  15 days.

Rresidence



Overall, about 9.8 % oi the population reported experiencing some illness during peiiod(lable 
4.7). rhe incidence o f  self reported illness in UP did not show significant variations by sector or 
income or social group or even over the periods o f  PSMS round's II & 111. Table4.7 presents data 
on person Consulting Doctor/ Quack/ lleahh Facility by symptoms. It may be matter o f  interest 
to note that (f igure 4,8) apart from the 'f  ever' that account for neat ly 58.1 percent o f  the 
Consulting cases could be indicative of a variety o f  ailments ,ranging from a minoi infection 
to major health problems, 1 he proportions cases o f  Consulting due to 'others' were the highest 
among the 'ailment types' considered. T hey formed about 14.2 percent of the total cases of 
Consulting. Other ailments with relatively high proportion ofcasesofConsulting were'Stomach 
ache' (7.8 percent), 'Diarrhea' (6.2 percent), 'Cough' (4,5 per cent),and 'Injury' (2.7 percent )each. 
rhere was not much differences by mral & urban in the proportion of consulting cases within 
each ailment. The similar pattern was seen for round PSMS- II & round PSMS- 111) for ailment 
type.

4.7 I'reatiiieiit and T^pe of (  onKiiltafion

fable 4.9 gives the share o f  government and private institutions tor Considtation in the rural and 
urban areas by income group. As in case o f  tieatment o f  ailments, here too, it was the private 
institutions thal were the main pnwidev of health cave 1‘acilities bvUh in the ruial and urban areas 
It was seen that the patients consulted dominantly private institutions for treating themself in 
2007-08. About 76 and 73 percent o f  the ( 'onsultation cases, in the ruial and urban areas, 
respectively, were treated by the non-government institutions. It is notable that about 85 percent 
of the ailment cases were treated by the non government institutions in 2002-03. A steady 
decline in the use of private health care facilities during two PSMS round are an indication of 
cheep & relatively increase & easily accessibility o f  government health facilities in state. In all 
income groups, the prop{)rtion ft)r the rural and urban populations differed little. On the whole 
for both the sectors, the reliance on the private health Dicilities seems to be greater than that on 
the public sector The data o f  fable 4.10 reveals the distribution o f  persons who reported some 
illness or other but did not consult for their illness were asked to describe the reason why they did 
not consulted It was reported that 44 per cent of the persons were Not Consulting Doctt>r/ 
Quack/ Health facility because they taken 'I lome remedy'. 1 his proportion was the same for all 
income classes. 'Repeated old prescription' had been reported as the reason in 60 percent cases in 
urban areas anil 24 per cent cases in ruial areas. It is clear that the two main reasons for not 
Consulting Doctor/(^uack/ Health Facility were 'Home remedy' and 'Rej)eated old prescription' 
for all income class as well as for rural and urban areas,

4.K llnlreahul ailments:

Untreated ailments, whose proportion can be derived from Table 4 10, are further distributed in 
Table 4 .11 by reason for not taking treatment The corresponding estimates tor PSMS II round 
are also presented in the same table It is seen that, in the current round of survey (PSMS III) niiiin 
reason for not consulting ailment was 'Problem not serious' & 'repeated old prescription' It is 
important to note that for mral poor people, prominent reason was Problem not serious while for 
urban upper income class people, pioiuinent leason was repeated old prescription' In the 
previous round sur\ey, the reason most oflen cited tor no treatment was that the ailment was 
'Problem not serious'. This reason was reported by 29 per cent and 40 percent of the cases of 
untreated ailments in the rural and urban areas respectively.



Figure 4.*): Proportion o f persons by num ber o f  days 
unable to function norm ally

Often ailment o f  a working member of the 
liousehold causes loss o f  household 
income. A ilm ent ol a non-w orking 
member too causes disruption of  usual 
activity. It is seen that, in the current l‘SMS 
round as well as in the previous toiind 
survey, one third [)eople reported that 
despite the illness, there was not a single 
day when they abstained from normal 
working, while an approximately equal 
proportion rejjorted a loss ol 3 to 7 days 
during the prior 15 days (Figure 4.9). 

About one-sixth ofthe persons reported a loss oi 8 to 15 days, while 20 percent reported a loss of
up to 2 days. Analysis o f  data on Inability to 
work normally due to illness by residence & 
income did not show notable variation over 
the two F*SMS rounds (Table 4.12).

None
Two
Eight to fifteen

One
Three to seven

4.9 Loss of Household Income;

Figure 4 .1 0 (a ) : Percentage o f  C hildren (0
Years) A ttending A ganw adi in IIP

■  P8M 8-II

■  PSMS'III

L
UP overall Rural areas Urban areas

4.10 Angaim adi Attendance:
Anganwadi ( ’enters are opened under 
government progiammes meant to cater to the 
health and nutritional requirements o f  the 
chiklren(()-b yrs) Initially it intet\ded only fot 
the poor sections ol the population primarily 
in niral areas where populations living below 
the poverty line (BPL).l he poor children 
were eligible for supplementary nutrition 

thiough the Anganwadi centers. Latter on this progrannne universalized to covei all children 
below six years o f  age, jiregnant and nursing mothers and adolescent girls 1 he services are 
providetl tluough 'Anganwadi' (literally a courtyard play centre) located within the village or the

slum area itself It aims for a better start oi 
life by provi(hng nutrition, health educationFigure 4 .1 0 (b ): Percentage o f C hildren (0 -6 

Years) A ttending A ganw adi in UP

I t

10

8

PSMS'II ■  P S M S III

Poor Middle Rich

and non-formal pre-school education in 
addition to providing many other services. 
Regular attendance in Anganwadis is likely 
to improve the regularity in school 
attendance, academic achievements and 
social behavior of children Anganwadi 
programmes are more benelicial for (he 
children of age 0 3 year which does not get 
micronutrient supplements. Table 4 13 
shows that in rural UP, about II percent 
children had attended Anganwadis.

While in uiban UI* conesponding data is 
only 2 percent The attendance varied between 10 to 10.8 percent in the rural areas and 5.9 to 1.7 
per cent in the urban areas over the periods o f  PSMS- II to PSMS- III. It may be seen from the 
figure 4.8 that the estnriates o f  Attendance are found to be lowest among the other category



M gure 4 .1 0 (c ) : Percentage o f  Children (0 - 6 
Years) A ttending A ganw adi in IIP
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PSMS-II IPSMS-I

SC/ST OBC Other

followed by OBC, and is highest among the 
ST/SC. Atiganwadi programme probably 
did made impact as beneficiaries were at 
least competing with non-beneficiaries who 
were in poor income class.

4.11 Nutritional Supplement:

Nutritional needs of under six childien are 
m a n d a te d  lo be fu l f i l le d  th ro u g h  
Anganwadi centers o f  the area under TC 'DS 
scheme. I'o assess the successfulness o f  the 
scheme, Data on receipt oi' Nutritional 
Supplement collected under PS MS Survey. 

The survey provides current inlbrmation on the receipt o f  nutritional supplement to children of 
age group 0 6. Table 4.14 presents the proportion o f  children in the age gnmp 0 6 years 
according to receiving the nutritional supplement. It is clear that the nutritional profile o f  rural & 
urban children has improved over the last five years 88 pcMcent children reported receiving food 
supplement 'always' followed by 12 percent who got it 'sometimes'. Mowcver, the rural-urban 
differences are ijuite significant; only 88.0 percent among niral children were provided always 
supplementary food as against it was 86.8 percent among urban children (Table 4,15). 
Nutritional supplement is higher (90.9 percent) among richest class followed by middle (88.0 
percent), A comparison by social group shows that other category has the highest receiving the 
nutritional supplement.

If we talk about liking o f  nutritional sup]ilement, From Table 4.16 it is clear that 17.8 percent 
urban children do not like nutritional supplement. On other hand children oi’rural areas who not 
like nutritional supplement are 16.9 percent followed by 10 percent do not say. There is 10 
percent difference between rural children and urban children regarding taking o f  supplementary 
ibod.

4.12 JananI Suraksha Vojana:

■lanani Suraksha Yojana (.ISY) is an ambitious scheme launched under the National Rural Health 
Mission (NRHM) and it is one of the (jovernment flagship health programme, fhe main 
objective o f  the scheme is safe motherhood intervention and seeks to reduce maternal and neo­
natal mortality by promoting institutional delivery, i.e. by providing a cash incentive to mothers 
and get them to deliver their babies in a healthy facility lab le  4 .17 gives the piopottion of such 
women availing Janani Suraksha Yojana by the Income level and social group.

It is observed, that women from higher income groups had availed of Janani Suraksha Yojana 
facility more often than women of lower income groups. It is also seen that only about 5.5 
percent o f  pregnant women had availed Janani Suraksha Yojana in the ]>oor income class, and the 
proportion was much higher 8.8 & 14.5 percent in the middle & rich income class. The 
proportion oi receiving benefit is found to be highest among the ST/SC, folhnved  by other 
categt)ry, and is lowest among the ( )BC.



lah le 4.1 : Denio|*rapliic profile of Uttar Pradesh compared to India
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Table 4.2

Year

2000
_200J_
2002

Item
N atural ( h o w th  R ate  - 2 0 0 8  

CM ideTfirth Rjite - T t >^8 ”

C n id e  [)eath  R ate -"l0(»8

Iota! l ertility  H ate - 2 0 0 8

(iR K  ( ( h o s s  R e p io J u c tio n  R ate) 2 0 0 8

S e x  R atio at h iitii (F e in a le  per 1 0 0 0  M a le ) 200()
0 8  _____  _  ___________
S e x  R atio o l c h ild  a g e  group (t>-4) 2 0 0 6 -0 8

P ercent o t  p o p u la tio n  in the a ge  grou p  ( 0 - 4 )  to 
ttJial p op u lation  2 0 0 8

l*en ent o l p o p u la tio n  in the age gro u p  ( 0 - 1 4 )  to 
total pop u la tion  2 0 0 8

P ercent o l p o p u la tio n  in (he age g rou p  (1 5  5 9 )  to  
total pop u la tion  2 0 0 8

I’ercent o l p o p u la tio n  in the age g io u p  (6 0  & 
a b o v e )  to total p o p u la tio n - 2 0 0 8

( h il^ M m la l ity  R ate . ^ ) 0 8 ___________ ___

U n der 5 M orta lity  R a le - 2 0 0 8

N e o  N atal M ortality  JKate 2 0 0 8 ________ ______

P o ^ I ^ 'o  N ata l M orta lity  Rate- 2 0 0 8  
Report no. I of 2009

: IVends in Infant mortality rate o f Ul* & India
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2^m
2005
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2007
2008
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83
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67

In tu it  m ortality  rate
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Fable 4.3: Married Women Reporting Delivery in Last One Year

PERCENTAGE OF WOMEN AGE 15-49 YEARS
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Fable 4.4: Percentage »f Deliveries by Place

INCOIV1K LKVEI , PLAC E OF DELIVERIES
AND S O r iA L HOM E (iO V E R N M E N l PRIVATE T O IA l,
G RO UP i i e a l h i  F A C iL i r v FA( ILITY

J—  -  —  — -----
2iH)2/2oo,rp{^"jr-ir

— — _  JL - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

UP overall: 84 1 6.2 9 8
Kurul areas 88 0 5.3 6.7 100
Urban areas 61 6 11.0 '27.3 “ _ _ _ _ _ _ ii>(L

By incom e level:
Poor 92,7 4.7 “Too
Mid.ile 83.6 5.5 10.9 100
Rich 70 6 9 6 19.9 100

Hy social g io ^ i:
SC/ST W 9 3.8 5.4 100
OHC s .r s 7.0 7.6 100
Other _ 73 6_ 7.1 19.3 100

2007/2008 PSM S III
UP overall: 74,2 15.5 10.4

Ruial aieas 78.7 14.1 7.2 100
I irban areas 45,2 _ _  ? 4 .0 __________ 30.8 7  ' _  K)0  ̂ ^  _

By Jiicom e le\ el:
—

I’OVH 12.0 - y 1 100

'  _  _ 70 6 19.8 9.6 100
Rich 70.9 13^  1  ' loq '

By social ̂ roup:
SC/ST 78 4 ~  l .r 6 8.0 ' .............~i'oo
0_R(j__________ 11.1 ' 14! '8.2 100
f)tlier 55.8 22.H 21.4 Too

Table 4.5: Percentage of Women Clviiig Birth at Home by Person Conducting Delivery
INCfUUK WH<>0)NI»U( TED DELIVERY

LEVEI.AND 
SOf IAI,(;R()I)I* IMK NIIKSE/ IRAINEI)/ FRIENDS/ loiAI, D()( ' NURSE/' TRAINED/ FRIENDS/ TOTAL

lOR ANM rKADilK)
NALDAI

REIAIIV
ES

IDR AMM IRADino
NALDAI

RELA
TIVES

20(I27o»PSMS-II 2(>07/(>8 l*SMS-li[ ____
IJFoverail:

_ -  ̂7.T “ 64.4 25.3 io(V ' 63 ■ TiT 54.1 26.3 ~IOO ~
Rural arens 2.9 6.7 64.2 '6.2 ’ 10(f " 6 i 13 7 5 1'4 28.8 100
Urban areas 11.2 66 4_ _ __ j ̂ O 1. . l.b ___n_i___ ____3._5.. _I00
By iiicoiiie level:
Poor .‘)i) m T 1̂ 1 - lOfT ' ~T4 “ 12l 4M “ 38T “ ~ Iflf) ~
Middle ■ 3 6.4 66.f 23.9 100 ~ 5.7 " 15̂4 52 \ 26.8 ICO
Rich _11 J M . I _  6l T__ J 10()_ 11.0 ±1J_ ’ ” 43 100
By siicial group:
scYsr ' T7 ~ 5 l' “ 54.1 367 Too” ~  4l) ^” T I T  ' 264 ” 10()

^)IK'________ 2.6 *5.6 68 .) 23 1 RK) 8.4 “ 13 6 .50.2 218' 100
()llier 3'*) 13.4 15,6 100 \2 17.6 59.6 19.6 100

Table 4.6: Percentage of Safe Deliveries by Income i.evel and Social (rroup

INC( m  K 1 ,E VE I. A NfI SC )CI AI G H O llP

D P ovp ia llj __ ____________
Umaljiie^s____ __
Urbui^areas _____ _____
H ^liijco iiU 'level:____ ___ ____ __
I’ooi_________ ____________
N^UIb _____ ____  _ _
UicIV Z . L
Ilj  si)ciaj groiig: _  __ _
SC/ST  ̂ J  _r
()B(J___ _____________
e»thci

m u  ENTACiJ; o r  SAFE D E M V I RIKS 
2002/03 PSM S II

78,7 
7 6 9  
88 9

111 
80 1

80.3
88.5

20<n/08 PSIVfS III
_  _  _ 7 M ______'

f)8 .f)

h tI  ~__

I r
_2LJ L

81.7

'75.8



I'able 4.7: Percentage Rep<»hiD|; Illness (During 15 Days Preceding Survey)

PKRCENTA(;E o f  PERSONS BY S lATUS
Dll) (O N SIIL CONSULT D ll) TOTAL DID CONSUL CONSULT DID T 01A L
N (n 1 El» FOR El) FOR NOT NO! n  D FOR ED FOR NOI
CONS ILLNESS IMATERNA FFEI (O N S ILLNESS MAIERNA FEEL
L IT L/OTHER ILL HIT L/OTHER ILL

REASONS REASONS
2002/(H PSIMS-II 2007/08 PSMS III

IIP Overall: 1.0 7.7 ‘ f 9 89.4 ~ fo o ~ 0’ 6 ~ 7.6 1,6 90 2 ~  100
UF’ Rural 10 7 8 19 ' 89j  ' 100 0.() 7,9 1.5 90 1 100
Ul’ lirhan _ 0 J ^ 7.2 2.1 90 10(1' 0,5 6.7 9 0 ^ _  !ilf*

Hy Incunie levt‘1:
Poof ()f) 6 . r U 91 r 1 0 0 ~ 0.6 6;5 1.1 9 | T 100

_ 1.0 7.4 ' ' 1,7 90 i(7o 0.5 7.6 1.5 90 4 100
Kiel) 1.1 ^ 9 _  ^ j : 7  _ iqo 0.6 ' ' 8 ,8 _  ' 88,3 100

li^ social group:
’ s c v s f l.i 1 9 ' T8 ' 89.1 100 oTT 8-' ~ L6 89 7 I 0 0 ~

()HC2_ _ _ 0.9 7.8 1,8 " ■ 89 5' 100 0.5 7.7 V.5 90 i 100
( )ther T.0 7 3 2.3 894 100 0.7 6.8 ~ 2.0 90.5 100 '

lahle 4,8; Po(Hiia(fon ( onsuKint; Doctor/ (Hiack/ HeaUU liiciUty by Syniploiii

S b l l - BYRESIDFINC F HY l!N( 0!MF B \  RESIDFNC E BY INCOIMF I E> E1
K EIM )RIFI)
S Y M P IO M S I P RUR^ i iR i i POOR IVtID RK 11 UP RURAI URBAN POOR M IDDI F RICH

O V FK AL AN D IE O V FR A
ALL I I ______

2002/03 PSM S 11 2t)07/08 PSM S-IH
Fever ,54,7 ,52.^ 59.3 5 6 6 4 9 .T 58,1 5 9 ^  ~ 53.4 ' 62,5 " 58 .8~ “ 54.5'
Diarrhea 1 7.2 6.1 ' 8.3 6.6 6 5 6 2 6 3 6.1 6.4 7.3 5.3
Vmnfting 2 2.1 “ 1.5 ' 2.2 1 8 1 9 2.2 ' ‘ 2.2 2.2 ? 6 1.9 l . \
Spinning 1.2 1 r 0  J  ' ' 0.7 1,4 1 3

_ y - -
0.9 0.3 0.8 1.0 0.7

Cough “ 4.8 4^4'" 6.4 4.5 ' 5  ' 4.7 4.5 4 3 5.2 _ 4 ^ _ 4.3 4.9
Stomach aclu; 1.9 7.9 L7 7.6 8.3 7.8 8 1 6.1 6,6 7.5 8.8 '
hijur\ _  _ ....._3. 3 ' 2 ^ 2.4 2.7 3 5 _ _ 2 J _ ~2.8 ' 1 __ '\ 5 __ _  M  1

REASO NS
Deliver> 0^5 " 0.4" 1 0.5 0 5 d r ~ ^  3 ^ 1 ) A  ~ 0.2 0.8 0.3 0.1
ANC7PNC 0.5 0 .4 ' 1 ' 0 3^ 0.6 0.6 ' i . i 1,2 0 9 1 1 0.9 r.3
Health checi< ‘ 0.7 “ 0.6 1.1 0.3 0.5 1 1 2 1 1 1,5 1.1 1.3 1.2
HI’ ........................
Iinmiini/ation 0.4 ' oT4 (U 0.1 o f OlT 0 .7 ~ 0  J ~  " (Is 0,2 (l9 '  0.8 ~
Family 0.3 0,3 ' 0 ’ 0 0 1 0 6 0 ? 0 3 0 0 0 0 0.1 0.5
planning
^ rvices
Others 17.7 ' 174 I'Ta 14 ~ Uy() 21 r ~  14, r r ^ 6 2L 6 11.3 ' 13.2 16 9“
i'otai kmI 100 too 100 1 do 100 l(K) _ 100 _ 100 100 l()0 100 _



I’able 4.9: Percentage Consulting by Consultation Type and Income I-evel

LOCATION 
AND INCOME  

LEVEL
CO VE
RNME
NT

PRIVATE
FORM AL

260
3 9 .9UP overall; 1 0 .3

P o o r 7 .8 3 6 .5
M id d le 10,1 3 4 .9
l ^ d i___________ 12.2 4 6 ,1

Rural areas: 3 5 .2
P o o r 6 .9 1 4 .1
M iild le 9 .1 2 9 .3
R ic h 11 ; 4 0 2

Urban areas: 1 3 .5
i’o o r 12.2 4 6 .9
M id d le 13.1  “ 58.9’
R ic h 1 4 .7 7 0 ‘5

PRFVAIF
INFORM
AL

rv PE Ol' C()NSUIIATION  
O I H [t OTAI l^yVirfFRIVAl E 
ERS RINME FORMAL

NT

2002/03J*^S-ll

49.9 

36.8

PRIVATE
INFORM
AE

OlllERS

2007/08 PSMS III

502

Ji'il
_4^’

'JiU
33.6

_p.2
9,8

5 .2 1 0 0 1 8 .5
5.H 1 0 0 16.()
4 .9 1 0 0 1 9 .8
4 .9 1 0 0 l'8  6

5 1 Too ' I 8T 7
5 .5 100 1 7 .3

5 1 00 1 9 .4
4 .8 1 0 0 ‘ 19.1

3 7 .6 3 7 .9
3 2 .1 4 3 .6
3 1 2 4 1 .1
4 4 .9  ^ ‘ 31.3

AL
1_1_
6 .()~

52

TOTAI.

1*’̂
]()0
jq ^
100

J.6
J-h
3.1

JOO

100
lo'o

17J3
"i'3.9'
21.2

16,4

34,5_
iOM
30.5'
40 I

5].f
J7(L
il!L
69 3

i U
J 5 .2
44’8'
16..3

“21.1
J7J[)

4.8

5.1

5,3
4J

10,0
1K5
9.0
9.6

j _ 0 0
jorr
100

JOO

urn
100

Too
100

Table 4.l(h  Population Not ( onsulting Doctor/ Quack/ Health Facility by Reason

REASONS 
FOR NO!

( ONSI IEI I 
N(;

P r o b le m  n o t
s e r io u s
H o m e
r e m e d y
T r e a tu ie n l
£Xjiansiyc _
O lh e r  r e a n o n s
Clll^1C(^
R e p e a te i l  o ld
£icscripliwi
OllierH_
Tofal

BY RESIDENCE 
UP
OVER
ALE

RIJR
AL

IJRB
AN

BY INCOME 
LEVEL

PERCENIREPORniNG
BY RESII)EN< E

POOR MID
l>LE

2002/03 PSMS-II
10 4

Z4 5'
11 0

4",8’"

2^0

5.'L
too

28.8 

24 1

11.4

"5 (T

24. f

5.9
100

39.5

23̂ 0

8.6

"■3.5

”237)

?A
100

32.4

1(15’

'ILS

o "

7^8^

J2
100

31 1

25.7

13 2

~J.6

K )I

a K.
100

R K TI

28.3

26.7 

8 4

3;o"̂

1 (0 ’

" I T  
100

UP
OVER
A L l.

RIJR
A l.

IIRB
AN

BY INCOM E LEVEL

POOR M IDDLE RICH

2007/08 PSM S-IlI



Ial»le 4.11: Population No< Consulting Doctor/Quack/ Health Facility by Symptom

S E l.F PER( EN1 R E P O R T lN t;
R FP O R P ED
S Y M P IO M B Y R E S ID E N C E BY INC O M E  

L E V E E BY R F S ID E N f E BY IN C t> M E  1 E VE E

UP
O V E R  
41 1.

IIP
O V E R
A L E

R K  I I
R IIR
AL

IJKB
AN PO< »W M ID

D IE R K  I I RUR
AE

IIR B
AN PO O R M ID  

Dl E

2 0 0 2 /0 3  PS M S -II 2 0 0 7 /0 8  PSMS I I I
i'ever 3 3 .6 3 0 .8 36 1 <6.2 28 .3 ?3.7 37 .7 14.0 51.1 33 7  ̂ 16.3
Diarrhea 4 .9 5 1 3 .8 4.9 5,8 4 1 4 1 3 1 9.3 4 9  " 4 2
Voiiiitiiig 9 3 9 3.4 2 .8 5;2 2.5 2̂ .5 2.1 4 3 0.8 2 1 '
I)iz/ines8 1 7 [.5 2 .5 2.2 2 .4 ' ‘ 0 .6 }.2  ̂ 0 '  4,3 “ 5 ,8 V,6 0.1
( oii^h H .2 12.8 f5 ,7 ' \5  1 9 .8 14 7 9 .8 9^7 10.1 8 4 8.7 n . i
Stomach ache 11,3 fl 12.7 ' '5.4 F3.6 14 1 15.1 9.J 6 8 14 3 2 1 .4
hyiiry 2 ,6 2.7 2 ,4 ?.l 1 7 3.1 6.1 6 8 ~ i J 7 6 6 1 1 5
( )thers 2 ‘>;3 ?0 5 23  i U) 2 7 .4 " M) 5 2 6 5 22.2 48^7 1 1 0 2 8 6 40.4
I ’otal 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 Too 100

f able 4.12: Perc entage of Persons ( Age 6 and above) by Number of 
Days Unable to Work Normally Due to Illness

N U M B E R  O F  
D A Y S

Nemc_____
O n e ____
I w o ___
T h r e e jo  jjcven __

I'ntal

lable 4.13: Percentage of Children (0 6 Years) Attending Aganwadi in UP

IN< OIV1F l.l< VÎ  L /  SO CI Al 
C iR O liP  _________

_III^ovei‘a l l _____   _  _
Riiial ureas _
Uiban a r e a s _________

incom e level: _  _
Poor ____

_______
m ci^  1  _  L

By soc ia l group:
_  SC VS'I'  .................  ̂ 1  _

one _
(Titlier

PF.RC ENTAGE OF C IH L »R E N  
' 12002/03 P ^ lS - i l  _
___

_____ _

i r i

7.4

12.0
^.1
8.S

PFRC EN I A(;E <)F( l in  I)RI<^ 
2007/0H PSMS 111

Q 4
I _  ______
17

8 8 

_9fi_ 
!0 4

I2J_

7.8
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Table 4.14: Percentage of riilldren  (0- 6 Years) Receiving llie Nutritional Supplement

IN C O M E  L E V E I. IN l E N S IT Y  OE R E C E IV IN G  T H E  NIJ I H m O N A L  S U P P L E M E N T
A N D  SO C IA L ALW AYS S O M E r iM N E V E R TO T A L ALW AYS S O M E IIM E S N E V E R lO I A L
GKO IJP ES

2002/03 P SM S-II 2007/0K p s iv i s - m
L iP o v ^ a ll 1 1 .y 17,8 4.9 ~  100“ ”887) ' 12.0 0,1 100
Rural areas 1 1 1 17,7 5.1 100 88.0 11 9 0 1 100
Uihan areas 78 ,f) 21.2 0 2 m ()__ _ 8 0  _ ____ l_3 ̂  _ 0 0 100
By incom e level:
Poor 77.5

—  -
“  4 .0 ~ 100 T 5 .8 f4 .2 0 ( F 100

M id d le ^ 76.0 1 9 4 4 6 100 88.0 12.0 0 0 ]()0 '
R it^  __________ 7 8 .K 13 6_____ 7 .f^ 100 90.9 8.8 0 100 '
By socia l group
s c v s t "” 81. ^ 1 2 2 100 84.9 ^ 15.1 0^0 10^^

o f K  2 74.8 19.7 5.6 100 88.9 11.1 0.0 100
Other 76 1 ' 2 4 0 OO too 91.8 7 .7 0 6 ' 100

1’able 4.15: Percentage of Children (0 ^ Years) Ueceiving the Nutritional Supplement

IN C O M E IN I E N S n  Y O E R E C E IV lN ti H IE  NLITR IT IO N A L SU P P L  E M E N  1
L E V E L  AND ALW AYS S O M E IIM E S N E V E R l O I A L ALW AYS SO M E T IM E S N E V E R r o i A L
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Table 4.16: Percentage of Children (0- 6 Years) Liking the Nutritional Supplement
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I’able 4.17: Percentage of Females Receiving Jatiani Suralisiia Vojana 
witliin 12 months
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5. Housing and Access to Amenities
5.1 Introduction:

In spite of a quickened rate of economic growlh in state, coverage o f  tlie population in temis of 

availability o f  honse, access to l)asic amenities like -safe drinking water supply, sanitary, latriiie, 
drainage & sewerage, approach road to houses and eleclricity remains a major challenge in India 

& UP in particular. The PSMS survey is the state-wide enquiry to provide estimates on certain 
characteristics o f  availability and use o f  drinking water and on some conditions o f  sanitation and 

hygiene al the State levels. As regaids drinking water, such data pertained to its source, 
availability, right of use and distance from the source. As regards sanitation, they pertained to 

type t>f sanitation system, lalruie type, right o f  use of latrine.

\ 2  Ntructiii e of dwiillng:

The distribution of households by type ot pucca structure of their dwelling units is given in
Mgure 5.1 for each Income

P S M 8-I PSMS II PSMS-II

U R Uie 5.1(a)'. S tvu ctur. ol I’uccn dw«Hi«R ^ ib a i,

■  UP ■  Rural aurban arcas. I( cuti he seim  thilf in ore

than half o f  (he households in 

the urban areas resided in 

puccH structures Pucca 
s t ru c tu re  is m uch  m ore  

common in the urban ureas 
w ith 85 p e rc e n t  o f  the 
households reporting it. Ihe 

distribution in respect of the 

pucca structure ol dwellings 

is found lo deteriorate for the 
w e a k e r  s e c t i o n s  o f  the  

population. 17 percent o f  Ihe 
households among the poor 

class resided in the dwellings 

made of pucca materials, the 
rest living either in semi-pucca 

01 in kutcha dwellings in rural 
areas. The proportion ol 

population livhig in |)ucca 

structures was highest among the rich v lass of households (/)3 percent) in urban areas and lowest, 

as expected, among the poor class (70 percent).

Figure 5.1(1)): Structure o f Puccu dw elling (Kura!)
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Figure 5.1(c): Structure o f Pucca dw elling (llrb »n )
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5.3(a): M ajor Source of Drinking Hater'. T he source Iroin wh(‘re di inking wjiter is collected
by the household roughly indicates its quality and, thus the awareness ol the households of the

need for drinking water ol proper t|ualily. 
Inlormalion collected on the major source o f  
ilrinking water used by the household has been 
presented in l  able 5.2 separately tor the rural and 
urban areas. The most prevalent source, ii\ the 
lural areas, is tbund to be 'hand pump'. Next in 
ini])oi tance, as reported, were 'tap' atui 'well' The 
proportions o f  households reporting the use of 
drinking water from these three sources were 77 
percent, 17 percent and percent, respectively, in 
the rural areas. The same three sources were the 
most important in urban areas, but in a dilTcrent 

ortler. '1 ap' was the most important (56 percent), followed by 'hand pump' (42 percent), and 'well' 
(1.2 peri'ent)

It is clear from data that the overall pattern in terms ol importance o f  the diflerent principal 
sources remained unchanged over the last decade. However, among rural households, the 
proportion served by tap gradually increased A similar situation prevailed in urban areas, too.

5.3(b): Drinking Water From Principal Source by Distancei 1 he ilistance separaling the 
households from their principal source of drinking waler is an important indicator of the level of 
living of the household members. Table 5 2 shows the percentage distnbution of householils by 
these principal sources for various stretches of distance between the households and their principal 
sources Majority of households - about in rural and an 83% in urban areas -  had source of 
drinking water within their premises. However, only about 40% oi niral and 16% of urban 
households reported tlieir principal source wilhin a distance off), 5 km of their dwelling units.

fhe percentage of  households enjoying this facility within their prenrises was much higher by 
aboul 2 percenlage points in niral and about 4 percentage points in urban areas in the PSMS-III 
round, than in the PSMS-I round (19‘̂ )9- 00). However, compared to the PSMS-ll round, the 
percentage o f  households enjoying such facility was a approximately same in urban areas during 
the present survey (PSMS-III).



5.4 SanltaHon System:
Figure 5.3 gives tlie percentage dislribulioii of households by type of Sanitation System. 60 
percent of the houseliolds reported that they had open drains facility. Only 16 percent o f  the 
households had covered drainage. 22 percent of the houseliolds reported that they had no

sanitation facility in their 
households. In rural areas,

I Rural

Covered
drains

Open
drains

Soal( pit

I Urban

L
Other No system

Figure 53: TVpe o f Sanitation System
the proportion was as high 
as 26 percent and in urban 
aieas, it was only 3.2 
percent.

5 .5 1 .a tr ln e T > p e :

Hie distribution o f  house­
holds by type o f  latrine, as 
estimated from the present 
survey, is presented in

fable 5.6 separately for rural and urban areas. During 2()()7-08, a high 74 percentage of mral 
households reported no any type o f  latrine they used. I’his peicentage was only 15 percentages 
for urban houseliolds. Only about 7.9%, 7.5% ol rural liouselioUis repoited using 1 lusl^ syslem 
and iJeptic tank, respectively, whereas 52% and 24% o f  urban houseliolds reported using these 
two lypes ot latrine respectively.

No lalrine was ()uite frequently reported much more so rural households than that of urban 
households. However, a gradual fall though small in the proportion o f  such households is

noticeable during this ten year

Figure 5.4: Type of Latrine in the houseiiold prem ises
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period. Use of seplic tank was on 
the rise more in rural (han in urban 
areas Mush system oi latrine in 
rural as well as in urban area 
increased during the three PSMS 
founds However increase was 
little in rural sector compared to 
urban sector dui ing the periods

Overall it).6 percentage liouse- 
holds o f  state teporled Mush 
Latrines within their premises in 
year 2007-08 increased which 

was 13 [)ercent for the year 2002/03. Rural-Urlian differences in it was found quit large. 
Relatively richer households ofthe both sector have more Mush latrine within (heir premises and 
it increased over three I^SMS rounds.

5 ,6  Access o f  E le t t r lc i ly :

Access to Electricity plays an important role in the increasing quality of living standaids ol well 
being. It is well known fact that many aclivilies o f  peoj)le depend on electricity. 1 he all 3 l ‘SMS 
survey collected information on household with electricity connection am! average number of 
hour's electricity available per day. I he survey shows that about only 40 percent households of 
the state has electricity connection (Table 5.8) For the niral and urban sector, it was 28.5 & 84.6



percent respectively. It shows that more than two third rural household of UP had no electricity 
connection in 2007-08.1 he share o f  the poor income class with no electricity connection was 
much higher both in rural and urban sector l )ata f rom all three survey rounds confirm that thi‘ 
richer are more likely to have access electricity connection compared to the middle and poorest 
population group

hrformation on the average luimber ofhours per day «vailability ofeleclricity to the households 
of UP was collecled. Availability was classified as: 1 ess than 5 hrs, 5 1 0  hours, 10- 15 hours, and 
15 + hours. 17.5 percent households ( rable5.9) of the slate reported that electricity was available 
for 5 10 hours, 11 percent households repotted for 10 15 hours, and only 9.3 perceni 
households reported availability of electricity for 15 + hours. It is also observed (hat average 
number of hours availability ofeleclricity per day worsen over (he period of the PSMS rounds.

Table 5 J : StriK hire of Dwelling
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Table 5.2; Main source of llrinking Water
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Table 5.3: Households main source o f  Drinking Wafer within Iheir Premises
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I'able 5.4: Pype ot Sanitation System
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lab le 5.6: Type ot Latrine in the Household Premises
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la h le  5.7: H<iuseliolds with Flush l.atriiies within their PiTnilses
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Fable 5.9: Average Hours per Day of Electricity Supply
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6. Vulnerability and Asset Ownership
6.1 liiirodiictioii:
Vulnerability is the people's propensity to fall, or stay, below a pre determined iniiiinmin level of 
security o f basic needs o f life and it is a function of people's exposure to risks and o f  their 
resilience to these. By risks we mean events or trends that create a measure instability which may 
have a negative impact on concern persons welfare. Vulnerable groups comprise people with 
common characteristics, who are likely to fall or remain below a certain welfare threshold in the 
near future. That threshold may be ownership or access to certain amount o f  assets or welfare or a 
poverty line. Assets may be tangible or intangible. It is well recognise 1‘act that Ownership of 
assets by households can be used as indicator o f living standard which ultimately become a 
poverty related measure fh e  asset-based approach tt> analysis poverty describes poverty as 
caused by inadequate access or holding o f assets during period o f consum|ition and the loss or 
degradation o f assets. During this survey information were collecteil on assets owned during the 
period 2007OS. I he information on ownership o f cows/butTaloes, goats/sheep, other animals, 
Radio, 1’V, Cycle, M otorcycle/scooter, Telephone/Mobile and Sewing Machine was collected in 
all PSMS round. This chapter summarises the main findings related to ownership o f these assets 
by households which may be related to poverty.

Figure 6.1; Asset ow nership  by location

■  RURAL I URBAN

6.2 Ownership of Assets and ( onsiimer Durables:
Ownership o f cows/buffaloes in rural households are the most common asset. About 69 percent 
rural households reported they owning cows/butTaloes (Table 6.1). ( )wnership o f Goats/sheep 
& other animals were reported by only 2 1 6 & 5.5 percent rural households respectively. Jn urban 
sector ownership o f assets as cows, buffaloes, goals/sheep & other animals reported by only 
10,9,5.5 & 2.2 percent households respectively which shows that in urban sector Ihese assets are

uncommon in urban 
seclor Between the 
periods o f PSMS -II 
& 111, the percent of 
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c o w s/ b u ffa lo e s , 
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Analysis o f asset ownership by incomi and sector o f residence o f  households shows that cows 
l3uft'aloes are still considered as asset related to prosperity ni rural sector where as in urban 
sector these are considered as asset o f deprivation so that about 56.8 percent rural poor 
households reported that they owned cow^s/butTaloes where as it was 71 percent in case o f lural



ricli households. Contrary to this, such animals ownership more and more by urban households 
are considered asset o f deprivation It may be more clear from the data that among poor 
households o f urban sector about 13.8 percent households owning cows/butfaloes where as it 
was only 5.1 percent in case o f urban rich households. Similar to rural sector, goats/sheep are 
more hold by poor households than relatively richer houseJiolds o f urban sector.

l.ikc above ownership o f other assets (such as I  V, Cycle, Motor cycle/scooter, Felephone/ 
Mobile & Sewhig machines) analysis shows that some assets are more and more holded by 
relatively poorer households where as soirie are holded more and more by relatively richer 
households. More and more holding o f Motorcycle/scooter, Telephone/Mobile, I  V and Kadio 
are seen as sign o f prosperities in both rural & urban sector.

6.3: Keaton for Selling or Mortgage of Assets

Commonly households do not sell or mortgage assets they owneil it happens only when 
hoirseholds have no more way to overcome from the adverse situation that has come As per 
PSMS-Ifl survey, about 95 percent households reported neither mortgaged nor sold their assets

( I able 6.3) and only 5

Figure 6.2: Reason for selling or mortgage of Assets

OVERALL RURAL URBAN

■  Illness I Marriage/Death □  Other Emergency I Repayment of Loan

percent households 
reported selling or 
mortgaging of their 
assets. Reason for 
selling mortgagirrg 
the assets by 2 percent 
h o u s e h o ld s  w as 
reported as illness in 
the state Next 
common reason was 
reported  M arriage/ 
death  (I  percen t). 
Other emergency and 
repaym ent o f  loan

were repotted by I 5 & 0.6 percent households respectively. Rural-urban percentage ditTerence 
in reporting reason o f selling or mortgaging o f their assets were found substantially large for all 
reasons except repayment of loan. Over the periods o f PSMS round II & HI, distribution o f 
reason changed in marginal quantity. Analysis o f reason for selling or mortgaging o f assets by 
income group, the distr ibution o f percentage o f households varied marginally in both rural & 
urban sector. Italsodi^picts that the pattern changed little over the last PSMS round

The data reveals that the entrre debt ol middle income class was highest for reason illness (2 5 
percentage). The corresponding share for poor rich income class was just about 2.1 & 1.8 
percent respettively.

6.4: ly p e  of \sseU  for Selling or Mortgage.

fable 6.5 presents the shares o f ditfereni type o f assets for selling or mortgage by households o f 
rural and urban households, during IW -2000(1*SM S If) and 2007 08 (PSMS-Ilf). It is 
observed from the data that, among type o f assets, Land/House and Jewel ler>' were (he two most 
prominent asset for selling in 2007-08.lt accounted about 63.5 percent to assets sold or 
mortgaged irr the state. Next highest percentage was reported for livestock which accounted 
about 14 percent. It is interesting that selling or mortgaging o f Jewellery & Livestock have no



Figure 6.3: Reason for Selling or Mortgage of Assets by Income Groups
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significant sectoral differences. However selling or mortgaging o f land/house's share in assets 
was foun(i as about 31 jiercent in all but its shat e in iiual and urban sector was quite large and it 
was 33.6 and 13.6 percent respectively. Analysis of above data over the PS MS round 11 & 111, it 
was round that share o f Jewellery & livestock iii sold assets reduced wliereas share ol iar\d 
/house, productive assets, household utensils/furniture&  others increased.

Table 6.6 depicts the shares of diffei ent type of selling or mortgage assets by income group. The 
share o f Land/House was quite substantial for all income groups. However, not much difference 
was observed in this share between the three groups o f income, ft ranges between 33 to 27 
percent. Land/House type oi asset was got highest share in selling/mortgaging by poor & richer 
income group and it was about 33 percent for each two groups .I'his type o f asset get share only 
o f 27 percent for middle income group. Jewellery has played a bigger role in providing cash 
credit to the middle households, as compared t(3 the poor & rich households and its type o f share 
was about 40.5 percent Ibr middle income group. Compared to PSMS-ll (2002A)3), share o( 
Jewellery significantly increased from 34 percent for middle income group in PSMS-lIl 
(2()()7/08) and decreased for other income groups.

6.5: Financial Position ofllonseiiolds:
Statements were taken from the sample liouseholds during the survey about their perception on 
their household's financial position. Overall 65 percent households reported that their financial 
position is on average in 2007/08 ( fable 6.7). It was about 68 percent for the rural households 
and 54 percent for urban households. Overall in the slate, 27 percent households reported good 
financial position. The conesponding figures for niral & urban are 24 and 37 percent 
respectively. The ht)useholds with very good financial position were only 2,4 jiercent in state. 
Very good financial position holder households in urban sector were found more (5.8 percent) 
than niral sector (1.5 percent). The changes in tinancial position over the periods o f PSMS-ll and 
PSMS-lII are not seen substantial. Analysis o f  the perception about financial position o f the 
hiuiseholds by income group shows that most ol the poor households are generally having 
average financial position (75 %) compared to other inctmie groups. It is also seen that financial 
position disparity is high among poor households compared to middle or rich households About 
10 percent poor household reported their financial position either very bad/bad where as this 
percent for middle and rich income gioup was about 6 & 3 [)ercent respectively. It is also seen 
from the data that percentage o f perception towards badness o f  financial position over the 
periods o f PSMS-ll & 111 increased in all income groups but more in case o f poor class



Table 6.1 Asset Ownership - by locntioii
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Table 6.2 Assef Ownership by Income groups

PF'R( IsN I O F  
m i s .  OWNINC.

PFHCN rAGKOI HOI ISFIfOFDS
iW y /2 0 0 0  PSMS 1 2002/2003 PSMS 11 2007/2008 PSMS-III

POOR M fD D l i; RICH POOH MIDIJI li RI(;H POOR M l i m i F RICH
MUHAI

( ows/biilfaloes 67,0 73,:^ 71.2 60 9 70.2 69.2 56.8 (i6 ? 7_[0

Cioals'Sheep 2 1 8  _ J J A 22.1 21.6 J 5 J L  ^ 26 22.6 _  1 6 ^

O tha  animals l ‘L 2.9 3.7_ 4 J _ _ 5-6_ 4 6 _  6 .1_

Raiiio .33.3 42 8 49.1 24.7 34.3 _  43.9 •27,‘̂ 3(v6 5J 1

T \ 8.6 ____1 6 ^ ___ 28.1 9.3 14.8 25 3 7.7 15.6 33 4

Cycle __ 7 4 , ^ _ ___7 1 . ^ 71.0 76 3 l l A _ 7 6 .1 _ 74 7 81.4
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_ .
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Sewing-Machine h,87 11,76 21.02 10.61 13.84 _  20-01 V2A_ ____1 7 ^  _ _  19 0_
U R B A N

Cows/bulfaloes 14.1 1 0 8 5.2 16.1 ____! . ( L 6 _ 7.1 13,^ 16.1 5.1

Goats/Slu‘ep _  6J1 0 9 12.9 6.0 u o _ ____ 7 ^  _ _ 0 8

Other animals
_  _  

1.5 OS 0.3 3.5 3 1

_

0.9 _ 3 . 7 _ _ 3,2 _ _  0.6

Radio 41.9 49.9 62.4 33 6 4_1.5___ 5 1 4 U i L ^ _ J 4 0 49.1

TV__________________ 47.2 67,3 74.9 37.7 62.9 84.9 45.9 72.3 ^7.8

Cycle 65.1 6 ^ 9 63.6 65.1 70,5 6 6 9 68 5 78.8 65.3
Motor cyclc/scootei _  5:j _ _  14,9 _ 36^9^^ ^  •iL . 15.1 49.7 5.3 26.9 59,7
Telephone/Mobile  
Sewing Macliinc * 2 1 9  ' T l i ) 401? ' " 38”.4^ 57 , . r '

,2 0 ¥
3 4 0

49.4
5 11

78 8 
63 j

rable 6..  ̂ Reason for selling or mortgage of assets

F F I i M S
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Table 6.4 Reason for selling or mortgage of assets - by Income groups

PI^RC:NTAGE OI ' IIOUSEHOI DS
ITEMS 2 0 0 2 / 2 0 0 3  PSMS-II 2 0 0 7 / 2 0 0 8  PSMS-II 1

POOR MIDDT.E RICH POOR M ID D L I^ RICH .
Illness 2 . 8 2 . 2 1 . 9 2 . 1 I  _  2 ^ _ _ _ __
Marriage/Death 1 . 3 1 . 6 1 . 5 \± _____ [ ( )_____ 0 . 8
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I'able 6.5 : Assets sell or mortgage by household
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Table 6.6 Assets sell or mortgage by household by income groups

P E R C N T A O E  O F  F I O U S E H O L D S
T Y P E  O F  A S S E T S 2 0 0 2 / 2 0 0 3  P S M S - I I 2 0 0 7 / 2 0 0 8  P S M S  I I I

P O O R M I D D L E R I C H P O O R M I D D L E R I C H
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i m p l e m e n t s ,  r i c k s h a w  e t c . ) 1 . 5  _ 0 . 8 ( J . 5 1 4 _ _ _ _ 1 . 6  _ 0 . 7
L a n d / H o u s e 2 6 . 3 ________ 3 ^ 5 _________ 2 4 . 8 _ 3 3  1 2 7 . 1 3 3 . 3
O t h e r s 1 0 . 7 1 1 . 7 I I . 1 2 0 . 5 1 1 . 6 1 6 . 2

Table 6.7 : Financial position of households by location
P l ' R C M T A G l  O F  l l O U S H H O l  D S
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Table 6.8 Financial position of iiouseliolds - by income group
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V e r y ( i o o d



Figure 7.1(a): H ouseholds with A P I< aid BPI, cards

7. Government Programmes
7.1 Introduction:
The one objeclive o f the all PSMS - surveys was to study the extent ol'iitilisation o f  different 
government programmes in (JP. Under PSMS-III survey, data were collected on availability o f a 
ration card to househohl among different type o f ration cards, availability and purchase of 
different commodities in Public Distribution System (PDS) shops. Informatioti on availability o f 
job caids to households under NRECiA and whether benefited from the schemes-like kishan 
credit card, SCjSY, retirement, old age, disability, widowhood pensions, and pregnancy benefits 
etc. As per the NKP.GA (iram  Panchayats are required to issue job cards to the households who 
apply for registration after verification o f the adult members o f the household. The Public 
Distribution System in DP facilitates the supjily o f food grains to the poor at a subsidised price. 
The government s reamlined the system by issuing special cards to BPT families and selling 
food grains under PDS to them at specially subsiiHsed prices

7.2 Public Distribution System:
PDS means distribution o f essential commodities to a large number o f people through a netw'ork 
o f I'air price Shop (FPS) on a recuning basis. I he main commodities distributed are Wheat,

Rice, Sugar & Kcrv)scne. 
PDS ensuring availability 
o f ibod grains to the public 
at affotdable prices as well 
as for enhancing the food 
security for the poor. It is 
intended to serve as a 
satety net for the poor 
whose nutritionally at risk. 
Under I*DS, identification 
of families below pc)verty 
line, issue ot ration cards, 
supervision and monitor­
ing the functioning o f FPSs 
are done by stfite govern­

ment PSMS III (20()7/()8) survey data shows that below poverty l in e  (BPLv) cards were held 
overall by 24 percent of households in state Rural -Urban Analysis shows that 28 pcrcent o f 
rural households have UPl. card where as it was only 8 percent in case o f urban households. 
Among liP l card holder about 10 percent were Antyodaya card holders in state. Its distribution 
in rural urban sector was found as 11 5 & 2.7 percent respectively. About 12 percent households 
did not possess any ration card in state and its rural-urban distribution was found as 11 & 20 
percent respectively. Comparison of different type o f card holder over the last two PSMS round 
shows that BPL & Antyodaya card holder households in state increased & no card holder 
households remained unchanged.

80.0

70.0

66.0
50.0

40.0

30.0

20.0 
10.0
0.0

I Rural ■Urban

No cards APL cards BPL cards (of which 
Antyodaya)

The Analysis of households ot Antyodaya and BPl C'arils holder by income group, (table7.2) 
indicates that the share o f poorest households in Antyodaya card was 51 percent where as 22 
percent households belongs to richest group and 28 percent households belonged to iniildle 
income group. The corresponding figures for other BPL Card holder are 40,28 & 32 percent ft)r 
poorest, richest & middle income group respectively. Over the periods o f PSMS round II & I I I , 
proportion changed marginally m dilferent income groups.



Figure 7.1(b): H iuiseholds with APL and ItPL cards
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Table 7.3 gives the social hackground o f households with BIM .card and their income group Ihe 
data shows that about 38 percent of SCVS'l households had flPL c a/d. The share of 0H ( "s & 
others in HP!. card hokier were as 45 &1 K pendent respectively. Its rural -urban distribution are 
found quite diflerent. Over the period o f PSMS round I! & fll, pattern has changed in little

7.3 (idvfcrnmtiit ‘ioclal Wtlfarv rrugramm^:

The central as well as state (loveniinent an^\ounce^; many social welfare programnies time to 
time for bettemient o f people. The main objectives »»f such programmes are to promote the

households and people in moving out
Figure 7.2(a): C overage o f  otiier G overnm ent 
program m es by social (irou p
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from deprivation and sustainable above­
subsistence livelihoods. However these 
progi ammes started before a decade but 
its coverages are still not seems to be 
satisfactory. Under PSMS surveys, 
infonnations were also collected on 
access and coverage ot the Oovernment 
programmes like as old age pension, 
disability petision, widowhood pension, 
benefits for pregnancy, subsidized credit 
and Jawahar Rozgar Yojana (JRY) 
S(iRY etc. According to PSMS-III 
survey, overall only 4 percent house­
holds of state benefited from at least one 
Government programmes such as old 

age or Disability or Widow or other pensions or IVegnancy benefit or Subsidized credit, or 
JRY/employrnent programme (Tablt -7.5) The beneficiaries of any of above programmr were 
about 3.9 percent o f niral household and 3.5 percent o f urban households respectively. 
Programme wise analysis o f the benefitted households by al>ove type of benefit shows that 
-overage fiorn old age, disability, widow and other pensirpns were found very little and that's 
percent o f hoUvSehold were only 0.8. Similarly coverage of pregnancy benefit and subsidized 
credit programme were also found only 0 8 percent households respectiv* ly. Rural urban 
analysis of above beneficiary programme does not show any substantial differences in its 
coverage. Study o f coverage over two PSMS rounds shows that percent o f households under 
coverage o f  above programmes not changed in substantial,



One o f main objective o f the Ciovernnient social welfare programmes is welfare o f destituted
and deprived person who have no

Figure 7.2(b): C overage o f other Governm ent 
program m es by incom e Group
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regular means o f subsistence IVom their 
own sources o f income or family 
members or other sources. The analysis 
o f data related to diffeient PSMS- 
survey indicates that these social 
welfaie programmes are not reaching 
satisfactory well to the pcojiie for whom 
it were targeted. I hat's why data from 
the PSM S-lll sui vey showed that the 
44 percent share o f benefited household 
from these progianuiies belongs to 
relatively richer income group in the 
state(Table 7.6). This share was 49 
peicent foi urban sector and it was 

substantially high than rural sector. This share o f poorest class was only 25 percent where as it 
was about 27 percent for i iiral sector and only 18 jiercent for urban sector which was much lower 
than rural households.

Analysis o f coverage o f other Govemment programme by social group ( lable~7.6)shows that 
overall abou t'^4 percent share ol‘ benefited households belongs to SC/ST, 37 percent belongs 
to O IK ' category and 29 percent related to other category, K ural -Urban analysis o f above shows 
that sliare of benefited household from SC/S f ( )BC group in rural sector are about 39 & 40

percent and in urban sector it 
is about 13 & 25 percent 
respectively. It is notable that 
th e  s h a re  o f  b e n e f i te d  
households from the other 
C iovernnient p rog ram  in 
u rb an  se c to r  fo r  o th e r  
categories was found about 
62 percent which was much 
higher than the share of 
SC/S f  and o n e 's  Over the 
periods o f 3 PS MS rounds, 
percent o f benefited house­
hold from Government 
p ro g ram m es such as 
disability, widow and othei 
pension and pregnancy

benefit increased in both sector where as it decreased for okl age pension (old age pension 
inci t;aseil in uiban sector when compared with PSMS II & ill)

7.4: Awareness Government-Sponsored Services:
Many impoitant health care facilities are provided by Government foi improving general health 
condition ot its well being either free or at very low cost compared to private frinctionaries. Hut 
general people not get benefit o f that due to proper awareness about that Government sponsored 
public health services. Due to its importance under PSMS-surveys, data on awareness about

Figure 7.3: Awareness of Ciowrninent sponsored services
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governinenl public services were collected

I he (iovernnient has been giving wide publicity to the progranmies o f Viiccinution & 
ininiunisation, Oral Rehydration Therapy (ORT), need for adequate intake o f iodised sah, 
awareness o f HIV/AIDS, etc. Proportion oF households reporting awareness o f six of these 
programmes is presented in Figure 7.3. It is very clear that average awareness of Government 
sponsored Services found S3 percent It is seen-that 82,3% of the households were aware o f the 
progranune o f irnnuinisation of children and 82,5% that o f immunisation olpregnant women 
1 he awareness o f the all six programmes hi uiral areas was about 80.3 per cent and was very 
much higher than the awaieness in urban areas (‘>0.6%). The awareness o f the public health 
programmes appears to have itnproved considerably between 1909-2000 and 2007-08.

I able 7.1: Households with API < and fiP L ( aids

S lIA R Ii ( IF  iiO L I8F.li< )IJ>S  (P F H f I N I )
I V P F  O F I9 ‘)9/2(HH» I'SM S I 2002/2003 PSMS I I 2007/200H PSMS I I I

C A K I)
O verall K ij ih I lirbun Overall Rural IJrhaii Overall Rural 1 Irhaii

No l anis 9.6 ”8.3 "" 15 0 12.9 10.4 22.6 12.4 10 6 19 9
Af*l cards 64 7 62.6 ’ 73.4 ’ 6,5.9 64 > 71.3 6? 9 61 8 72 0
liFM caitls 2 5 \ .29:' 11_6 21.3 '25.1 ’ 6 .r -’3.7 27 6 8.0

\\ tviv - V3 U.7 ‘).9 V\ 5 1. ?
Anlyodaya)

100 100 _ 1 0 0 _ 1 0 ()_ Too 100 |0 0  _

Table7.2: Moiiseholds with Aiityodaya and Bl*l C ards
SHA RK  O I H O U S F IIO I DS IN  1 H F  <;ROlJP (P i R ( FN  1)

IN (  O M F 2 0 0 2 /2 0 0 3  P S M S -II 2 0 0 7 /2 0 0 8  PSMS I I I
O R O I P Antyodaya O ther BPL Overall Anl>odaya o th e r BPL O verall

Beneficiaries Henetleiaries Pdpulation Beiietlclaries Ben e tl ̂ Population
Poores! 5 3 . 1 3 8 . 5 ^  3 3 . 3  ■ 5 0 . 7 3 9 . 9 3 3 . 3

Iv iiddTc ~ 2 4 . . > T\9 1  o _ _ _ _ ? 7 . 7 _ _ _ _ 3 2  J _ _ _ _ 3  V I
R id lest 2 2 . 8 2 9 T 3  V 3 ^1.6 2 7 . 9 ~  I ' O

lotal: 100 HM) 100 100 100 ~  loT) ~

Table 13:  llonseholds with HPL Cards By Income and Social Group

I IO IJ S E IIO L n
G R O U P

S IIA R F  (»F H F N F F IC IA R n  S F R O M  (iR O IJ P  (P F R C F  N  I )
1999/2000 PSM S 1 2002/2003 PSM S  i l 2007/2008 P S M S -li l

O vei all R u ra l U rban O verall R ura l D rl)a n _ Ov^rum R ural U rban
Jhicome (;ro up :
Puoicst 45-4 45. 1 4877 ' 4 0  > 39, 8 51 . 5 ' 29. 3
M i d i  111 J M  5 3 i  3 32. 9 30. K 3 1 0 2 7 . 6 n  r 3 1 . 6 29. 6
Richest 23. 6 18. 4 29 1 20. 9 10 • 28 2 4 1 0
( J V F R A I L ; 100 100 U M l 100 100 100 _ I 00 _ 100
Social <iirou|>:
S rV R T ........................ ' 4 1 2 4 : . H ~24?~ ~ 1 4 . 4 4 5. 6 23. 6 ' sre ~ T o  . 5 21.8
OBC '  4o; 4 40 5 ^9 4 4 5. 0 44 9 46 9 4 4 . 9 4 6  1 3 7 . 9
o t h e r ' i 8. 4 16.8 36. 1 10.6 9.5 29. 5 1 7 . 5 13 4 4 0 . 3  '
< IV E H A I.L : 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100



Table 7.4: Purchases o f W heat and Rice from the PDS Shop

PUHCIIASES D llR IN (i PAST 30 DAYS
ilO llS E IIO I.D 1999/2000 PSMS-I 2002/2003 PSMS-II 1007/2008 PSM S-III

GROUP Quanlily (Kg) Median price 
(Rl7kE)

Quantity
(kg)

IVIedian price 
(Rs./kg)__

Quantity (Kg) Median price 
(1 ^ ./^ )

Purchases of Wheat:

B i ' L
c a r d h o l d e r s

7 , 8 ,V5 1 8 .5 5 . 0 lA 1 0  0

A n t y o d a y a
c a i d l i o i d e r s

- - 2 2 6 2 . 1 3 . 5

Overall 1 2 . 9 4 . 4 2 1 , 0 2 . 5 3 .4 _  1 1 . 0
Purchases of Rice:

B P L
c a r d h o l d e r s

4 . 5 5 . 0 l O . l 6 . 2 6 , 8 7 ,1

A n t y o d a y a
c a i d l u ) l d e r s

- - 12..1 3 . 0 9 2 3 . 5  '

Overall 12.3 5.0 11.4 3.5 1 . 2  ^ l l . O

Table 7.5: Coveraj^e of Other Cioveriimeiit Programs

TYPK OF 
BFNKFIT

H (»USEHOM )S RKCEIVINt; BENEFIT (PERCENI)
1999/2000 PSMS-I 2002/2003 PSMS-ll 2007/2(M)8 PSMS J i !

O V E R A L L R D R A L D R B A N ' O V E R A L L R \ ) R A L D R B A N O V E R W L H D U A L \ 1 R H A N
O l d - a g e  p e n s i o n 0 . 9 1 0 0 . 7 0 . 7 0 .8 0 . 2 0 . 8 '  0 . 9 0 , 5
D i s a b i l i t y  p e n s i o n 0 . 2 ” 6 . 2  ' 0 . 2 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 8 0 . 8 0 . 8
W i d o w  p e n s i o n 0 7 0 . 7 0 . 6 0 7 0 .7 0 ,3 0 . 8 0 . 7 0 . 9
O t h e r  p e n s i o n s 0  2 0 . 2 0 .3 0 .3 0 .2 0 .3 0 . 8 '  ^ ( i . 9  ' 0 . 4
P r e g n a n c y  b e n e f i t 0  1 0 .1 0 . 0 0,1 '  o . r ' ^ "  0 .1 0 . 8 ■ 0 . 7 0  9
S u b s i d i z e d  c r e d i t 2 . 7 3 . 2 0 . 7 2 .5 2 .9 0 . 8 N A N A N A
J R Y / e t n p l o y n i e n t 1,1 1.3 0.1 1 1 1.4 0 . 0 N A  ’ N A N A  *
p r o g r a m
A n y  of the above 5.6 6.4 i 7 h ~ 4.2 4.8 1.7 3.9 3.9 3 . r ~



Table 7.6: Coverage of Other (■overniiieiit Programmes by Income and Social (>roup

IICMISF.IIOLI)
( ; r o i i i *

Ini omê  (iroup: 
Pnorest 
Middle _  
Richust
O V F R A L L : _  
Social (iroup:
^asT
O H C_______
()tliers
()VERAI,I .:

S H A R I OF IIEMEFICIARIES FROM GROUP (PFRCENT)
t999/20U« PSMS-I ^ 2002/2003 PSMS-ll 2007/2008 PSMS II I

()V»:R/U L R IIR A I. URBAN OVERALL JIR IIAN O VERAI.L RURAL URBAN

37.4 37.5 36.‘» 23 8 23 6 “  2 5 , ^ ” 24^‘T ” 18.1
} 2 . \ 31 3 40 8 28 9 28.4  ̂ 35 1 31.1 3 0  6 .33.4
M).3 3 1 2 22 3 47.3 ~ 18(V 39 4 44.(1 4T 0 48 .5
1041 100 100 100 Too MMr 100 100 100

42.8 44 4 2.3T8 ~ 34 5 35.7 21 0 .^4.0 38.5 I3"4
32.7 42 7 38 9 48.8 ~ 4 (T 7 ~ 37 .2 3M8 25 1
22 4 33 5 ’ 6 2 ^ 6 38.2 2 8 . ‘) 21 7 61 5

i ( w  ^ 100 100 Too 100 100 100 100

Table 7. /: Coverage of Other (>overnmen( Programmes in Rural Areas by Income 
and Social (>roiip

I VFK, CIF 
Br. NIC FIT

H O lJ S E ilO l ,I»S MI :̂<'KIVIIN<; B F N F F I r  (PF.RC KNT)

Old-age pension 0.89
Disability O 46
pension _
Widow pension “  ~(3.7^
Other pensions 0.06
Pregnanry 0,07
benefit
Subsiilized credit Ta i
TRY/employment 1.44
program

INCOMK
rc>i)KF:fn LjV|inm.F f h ic ii ^̂ s i

i'SM S  1
sc vs r '  £

SO I lA I . CJROIIP
c m c  I o r i i F K I  r o i A i

0.69 1 4.̂ 1 66 0 54 0 77
0 10 0- ’ 0 0 24 022 tV09

.....0.62 — — - 1 21 " 0.38 ~0.52
0.19 0 .M 0 00 021 0.21
0.1 > 0.14 0 16 0 12 0 00

3..?5 4 65 2 .^  ~ 2.78
1 24 118 1 43 0 47 0 45

P S M S - ll
Old-age pension 0.94 () 83 0. 74 1,29 0.62 0 68 0 82
I3isability 0.(')6 0 03 0,00 0 02 0 00 0 09 0 03
pension
Widow_pensiou 0.73 0 72 0.77 1.26 “  a  s'? ~ 0 45 ~ 0 ^
Other pensions 0.01 0.20 0.41 0 14 0 10 ' 0 65 0.23
F'regnancy
benefit

0.19 0 07 0.08 o!23 0 04 0 10 0 1 1

Subsidized cretlil 2.15 2 56 3.67 3.10 ~ i  42 “ ~  3.73 ” 2 9()
TRY/employment 1.78 1 64 0.91 2 91 1 01 0 18 1.38
program

P S M S - il l
(Jltl-age pension 0.68 T ) ^ r.07 0.0] ~ 0 79 T  14 ' “  {)
Disability 0.52 1 02 0.71 0 58 0 72 1 10 ' 0 75
pension
Wdow pension 0.89 0 60 0.76  ̂ T  16 ~ “  0 62 ~  "0 47 ' 0 7 5 ~
Other pensions 
Pregnancy 
benefit_ _

0.68
0 7 8 5

0 90 
0.55

r.o i
0.79

1 31
T 09

6.45 
0 50

1 11
0 8 2

b 88 
0 73

Subsidized credit N A ' N A ^ ... '̂n a NA N A NA “■ NA
IRY /employment NA NA N A ~N A ^ N A N A NA
program ____ _ _______



Table 7.8: Coverage o f Oilier Coveriiinent Programmes in IJrhan Areas by Income and 
Social (^roup

I YI*E O F  
B F N F i n

H O U S K IIO I ,DS R K t  E lV IN G  B F N F F I I  ( P F R (  E N T )
_  ___I N C O M E  (JKOIJP
P O O R E S  I

s o ( t a i . ( ; r o l p

M ID D L E R I C H E S T  
P S M S -I

( )ld-agej)ension _  
Disability

0 ,94
0.16

O . 7 0
o r . r

0,16" 
0 0 3

pens ion  
Widow jpension 
Other pensions  
Pregnancy  
benefil

(V89 ~ 
0 .20  

"0 06

' “ (172  
0 44  
0 .06

1) 29  
0 ^ ^  
0.00

Subsidized creilit {),59 0.73 0.78
IRY/eniploynient 0 10 0.10 0,00
program _______ ____ ___  _ ________

O B C O T H E R r o i A i

"l ' " ( l5 5 oT 4r” ^ ~ l i i i  ~
o.no 0.21 0.23 0 19

~ ‘o . 9 6 ' ~  U )2 0.32 0.67
0.17 0 .32 0.48 0.37
0 . 2 5 '  ' 0.00 0 .00 ~ 0 . 0 4  "

0.84 1.07 0 .36 “ o'68 ^

O O O 0.21 0 .00 0 0 7

P S M S - i l

Disability

Willow jii-nsion _
Other p e n s io n s_
I’regnancy
l^^nefil________
Sut)s i (I i zc(J_c f ̂ t) it_ 
IRY/einpioyment  
prograin _

()](i-aj[^e j)Cfisi()ii_
Disability
pension
Wi(low_pensi(Hi _  
Other pensit)ns __
Pregnancy
ben^il _____
l^ubsidizcd credit 
JRY/einployinenl  
program_________

0  4 0 0 . 2 5 O O O 0 . 3 9 ( U 2  _ 0 , 0 9 0  19
0  0 ( ) 0 . 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 0  0 0

0 . 2 4 '  ( ) 7 f ' 0 0 9  ~ '  ~ 0 . ^ 1  “ “ ( 0 9 0 . 1 0 "  1 )  3 2
0 . 0 0 0 . 3 8 0  4 9

_ _ 0 i 3 _
0 . 2 7 0 , 4 5  " ' 0 , 3 3

0 , 0 3 0  0 0 O i l ' '  0 . 2 3  ‘ - ( ) . 0 2 0  0 6 0  0 6  '

1 .01 0 5 9 '  7 ) 9 0 - '  ( ) . 7 4 ~  ^ ( ) . 8 4 " o , 8 y " "
0  0 0 0 . 0 0 O O O ... .. .. o . o i ) 0  0 0 0 . 0 0 O O O

-  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---------------------------
P S M S ^ I l i 1 '

- - ■' —  — -- ----  --------------- _

0 . 2 J '  ( 1 . 3 7  ^ 0 . 7 8 0 . 2 3 0 . 3 . 5 ~ 0 7 5  ~ ^  0 . 5 1  "
l ) , K 7 0  4 Y ( ) 2 ~ 0 2 4 o . . 5 r ' ' \.22 0 . 7 8

0  6 7 '  T . o T "  ~ ........ 7 , ( 1 3 2 . 1 0 ‘  ( ) . 5 r 0 . 9 3 0 , 9 3
0 . 4 1 0 . 4 9 0 . 3 0 . 6 5 “ 0 . 1 9 0 . 4 9 0 . 3 9
0  2 6 1 , 3 9 0 , 9 1 0 . 0 « 0 . 5 1 1 5 3 0  8 9

N A n a " N A ~ ^  ' '  ~  N A is iA “  N A i s i A '  '

N A N A  ' ‘ n a ................. ' N  A ' n a ' N A  ‘ N A

t able 7.9: Awareness of (Jovernmenl-Sponsored Services

_____J)S)______________________________________________________________________
KNOWI I' D(;E

# 117 I999/20IH) PSMS ! 2002/2003 PSMS II ____ilr...
OVEUAIL MIJKAL URBAN ()V i :r a i .k RURAL URBAN OVKRAI L RURAL Him AN

Measles 90,8 89.8 9.5'0 "68.() 6‘i.() 83,8 82.3 80.3 90 6
imruuni/atiun
Vacfinalioii ol W)l)

_  _ 7 _
91,5 78.9 ' ' ' ~7f).6 “ ~ 8 l : ~ 8i.5~ ”~ 8 ( r 3 ~ ~  9 [  fT

pregnanl niotlu is
Use of iodi/ed ................s'yTs ' 55 2 78 7 mU ’ 48.3 ~  76,V)~' 82.7 ~  80.6 9 | . 2 ~
salt
Use ol ( )RS l o . o  ~ 15. f " l 8 l ' 194 ~ J.V.2 ^ 6 1 8 ” ” ~  "8 2 ^  ~ 80.7 90.8

Family planniii)|5_ '67 j 65 1 78.5 719 7(L5 '  “ 8T 4 ~ 8 2 . 9  ^ 8 0 . 7 ' ■ 91 7

AIDS S().| 8 2 7 80.6 91 1



A n n e x  I :  L i s t  o f  P e r s o n a l s  I n v o l v e d  in  D a t a  C o l l e c t i o n  a n d  A n a l y s i s
(a ) IJsf of [Ccoiiomics & Statistics Inspectors Who Undertoolt 1 he Field Worli of 
I*SIV1S-III Survey and Subsequently Entered I he Data at Various District Offices

1. Dr. Uhaiat Dhimaii
2. Mr Yaslipai
3 Dr Rajendia Kumar
4. Mr. Sajiil Ahmed
5. Mr. Viiiod Kuriiur .layaul
6 Mr. Sanjay Kiiiiihi
7 Ml Adil Faiz
8 Ml JaswanI Singh
y Ms, Siiivani
10. Ml Viresh lyagl
11. Mi Mukesh Kumar
12. Mr Niraj Siianna
13. Ml ()m l'ral<ash Singh
14. Ml Manai< ( hand
15. M rDinesh Kumar 
16 Smt. Niraj Sharma
17. Mr Ral<esh Kumai
18. Mr Niraj Iain
19 Ml Umesli Kumai KasUtgi
20. Ml Anuj Kumar 

Ms M\M\i\Ysw\av 
22. Ml Rilesh Kumar 
2V Ms Manju dihajaiana
24. Ms Shalinec Gupta
25. Mr C’haruirabhan I haudhary
26. Ms Pratihha Shaiya
27. Mohd Parve/
28. Ms Pushpa Ar>'a
29. Mr I ekharaj
30. Mr Piiibimt Ranjan
31. Ml B N .  (laulam
32. Ml Tilakiaj Shanna
33. Ms Habita Singh
34. Mr Hari (>m Raiauriya
35. Mr Vijay Kumai
36. Ms RckhaMishra
37. Ml Niianjan Singh
38. Ms Vineeta
39. Mr Uinaesh Chandia Agarwal
40. Ml Mohan Singh
41. Mr. Masroor Ahmad
42. Ms Mayuri Agarwal
43. Mi Satyendra Kumar ( iupta
44. Ms Pushpiata
45. Mr Shnrad Kumar
4(). Ml Arvinil ( hamivaria
47. Mr Ashok Kumur
48. Ml Alar Singh
49. Mr. Ashutosli Kumar Mishra
50. Mr. Devendra Kumar
51. Ml VK.Mishra
52. Mr Dhaiainendra Mohan Saxcna
53. Ml V.K.Singh
54. Mr Ratnesh Kumai
55. Ms Divya
56. Ms. Precii Singh
57. Di. Kamalesh Babii
58. Di D,P. Sharma
59. Mr. Satish Kumar
60. Mr Satendcr Kumai Gupla
61. Ms. Prabha Singh

62. Ms. Sonia Srivastava 123.
()3. Mr Sanjeev Kumar Dubey 124.
64. Mr. Sunil Kumar 125.
65. Ms Krishna Kumaii 126
66. Mr, J.P Shukla 127
67 Mr Kamal Ahnicd 128.
68, Mr lilendra Kumar Mishra 129.
69. Ml Ram Naresh 130.
70 Mi. Rohil Vaish 131
71 Mohd. Sadullah 132.
7 ! Mr Anil Kumar 133.
73 Ml. (lanesli Mabti Siivastava 134
74 Mr Vi|)iil Vikram Singh Chauhan 135
75, Mi Rohit fiiififa 136
76 Mr ( )in Piakash 137.
77. Ms Deepniala Singh 138
78 Mr. V.K.Sahu 139
79 Mr Rarnvcer Singh I’al 140
80 Mr Hahu I al Yadav 141,
81 Ms, Nalini (iaur 142
K? Ms XivhanaVrtnm
83 Mr Rai Bahadur Hwari 144
84 Mr Ashok Kumar Saxena 145
85 Mr llarishankar Vishvakarma 146
86 Mr, Neeraj Srivaslava 147.
87 Mr. Sahroop 148
88 Mr Phoolchand Kushwaha 149
89 Mr. Indrapal Jain 150
90 Mr. Anin Balm Sharma 151
91 Mr. Ram Swarup Awasthi 152
92 MrBlumPralap 153
93 Mr. Ashok Kumar 154
94 Mr Suresh Kumar Shivhare 155
95 Mr Pankaj Kumar 156
96 Mr. Pramod Kumar 157
97 Mr Sonu Vanna 158
98 Mr. RamVishun 159
99, Mr. Chhotelal 160.

00. Mr Devanand 161
01. Mr. litendra Kumar 162
02. Mr. Nishant Kumar 163
03. Mr. Ranjan L ai 164
04. Mr Ramraj Pal 165
05. Mr. P. K ( hauiasiya 166.
06. Mr. Abhay Kumar Ojha 167
07. Mr. Ranjeel Kumar 168
08. Mr Raiesh Kumai (iup(a 169.
09. Mr Alok Kuslivvaha 170
10. Ms Varsha Pandey 171
11. Ms Babita Singh 172
12. Mr Brij KishorTiwari 171
13. Mr. Anil) Kumar Singh 174
14 Mr Shcetala Prasad 175
15. Mr. Raveendia Piatap Singh 176
16. Ms. Anublia Sarsangi 177
17. Mr Harishchaiidra Pathak 178,
18. Mr Manisli Kumar 179.
19. Mr Radheyshyam Jaiswal 180
20. Mr Kalika Prasad pathak 181
21. Mr Miinna Lai 182,
22. Mr Ashish Tripathi

Mr. l iialh Ram Varma 
Mr. Sanlosh Kumar Varma 
Mr. Vivek Kumar Singh 
Mr Kiian Kumai Tiwari 
Mr Ramchandra 
Mr. S K Madhdhesiya 
Mr, ( ianesli DuU Shukla 
Mr. Radheyshyam Varma 
Mr. Vijay Kumar ( haudhary 
Mr. Ramjeet Verma 
Mr. Satish ( haiidra Ajad 
Mr. Prabhu Ram Singh 
Ms, Shaileja Mishia 
Mr. M. ( , Mishra 
Ms. Seeina Chaudhary 
Ml, Rajcsh Kumar Patel 
Mi, Vinay Verma 
Mr. Aruncsh Kumar Singh 
Ms. I alila Pandey 
Ml. A(hlya Naiayan 
Ml. I'm \‘rakas\i ( iu|ila 
Mr Nirankar
Mr. Manoj Kumai Pandey
Mr. Ranicet Singh
Mr. ( iautam Bharati
Mr. Rajesh Kumai
Mr. Vinoil Mani
Mr. Raj Kumai
Mr. Vinay Kumar Varma
Mr .Ihinnu Ham
Mr. Anirudtlha Rai
Ml. Amn Kumar Singh
Mr. Ilarendra Yadav
Mr. Satish ( hand
Ml. Sunil Singh
Ml Sanjeev Kumar Singh
Mr. S K Maury a
Mr B K Yadav
Mr. Anil Kumar Singh
Ml. Neeiaj Kumar
Ml. Dinesh Kumar Singh
Mr. Rakesh Kumar
Mr. Vijay Bahadur Yadav
Mr Suresh Kumar Maurya
Mr. Vijay Prakash Vienna
Mr Kamlesh Kumar Singh
M i. Shailesh Kumar Maniya
Mr. i.»inesh Kumar Singh
Ms Kiran Maurya
Ms Swapna Pandey
Ms. Neelu Agai wal
Ml Shiv Kumai
Mr. Manik I al
Mr. (' P, Maur>a
Mr. Hari Om
Mr Anand Kumar
Ml Virendra Kumar Singh
Mr Anin Kumar
Mr. ( handra Prakash
Ms. Suman



(b) Li§t of Supervisors Who Were Fln|4aged in Field Supervision and 
rield SeruHny of PSMS-III Survey at Various District Offices

1- Mr. Jai Kislian I'yagt 26
2- Mr. R. K. ninkar 27-
3 Mr Kainal Kumai 28-
4 Mr O m karSingh  29
5- Mr Adil Jamal 30
6 Mr Shamshad Husain 31-
7- Mr. Abdul Salam 32-
8- Mr Alul Soti 33-
9 Mr Naremira Uliaradwaj 34-
10 Mr Dhanesh Kumar 35-
11 Mr Ashok Kuinai 36-
12 Mr I'radeep Mahcshwari 37-
13 Mr. I’han Singh 38-
14 Mr Vijay Kumai 39-
15- Mi Vijay Kumar A},arwal 40
16- Mr Anuj Mishra 41-
17- Mr Manoj Kumar Sharma 42-
18 Mi Vinayak Sharma 43-
19 Mr. Atul Saxena 44-
20 Mr. Suresh Chandra 45
21 Mr Lakshman Prasad 46
22 Mr Suiya 1‘rakash 47-
23 Mr Karanjeet Singh 48
24 Mr. Chandrbhan Singh 49-
25 Mr /agdish Prasad 50-

Mr B K.I’andey 51
Mr Kamlesh Kumar Mishra 52-
Mi. Sudhir Om Nigam 53-
M r R I .N is h a d  54-
Mr Merilal Mishra 55-
Mi. V-S.Katiyai 56-
Mr Rajaiam 57-
Mr. Jaisiram 58-
Mi PN.(iupla 59-
Mi Rain Prakash 60-
Mr Vishi am Singh 61-
Mi. Anil Kunai Srivastava 62-
Mr R.S Yadav 63-
Mr.V K. Kushwaha 64-
Mr Ram Chandra Khare 65-
Mi U.B I'ripalhi 66-
Mi. Rahmat AH 67-
Mr LIday Dhan Mishra 68-
Mr Ram Khelawan 69-
Mr Sada Shiv Pandey 70-
Mr. Radheyshyam Tripathi 7 1 -
Mohd Haidar 72-
M rK .K  Singh 73-
Mr. A.K.Agrahari 74-
Mr. Kunju Ram

Mr. Isharar Ahmed  
Mr A.r.Vamia  
Mr Brij Mohan Duggal 
Mr Sunil Kumar faiswal 
Mr Ram Kumar Shakya 
Mr. A. A. Khan 
Mr K P. Pripathi 
Mr. R. B. Singh 
Mr R P. (iupta 
Mr Radheyshyam Rai 
Mr Ram Narayan Yadav 
Mr R. N. Singh 
Mr. Gt)|)al Prasad Pandey 
Mr Jai Prakash (iupta 
Mr Chandrashekhai Piasad 
Mr Ghanshyam 
Mr Lallan Ojha 
Mr Sohhnath Singh Yadav 
Mr S. K. Maiirya 
Mr K. S. Kushwaha 
Mr Awadh Bihari Singh 
Mr. Neeraj Shrivastava 
Mr P K. Shrivastava 
Mr Randheer Kumar

(c) List of Districl Economics and Statistics Officers Wlio Supervised 
the PSIMS-HI Survey at Various Dislrict Offices

1- Dr Ann la Venna JO Mr Yashwant Singh 59- Mr Pradeep 1 yagi
2- Mr Salya Prakash 31- M r B  S. Yadav 60- Mr. G. D. Chaturvedi
3 Mr. Pramod Kumar 32 Mr P K Jain 61- Mr M R Sharma
4 Mr Amit kuniar 33 Mr Sri Krishna 62- Ms Durgesh Nandini Singh
5- Mr. Shyamlal Saini 34- Mr, Kripal Singh 63- M r S  S. Ciaur
6 Mr Riyasat Husain 35- Mr Ashok Kumar Arvind 64- Mr Raj Nath Ram
7- Mr PrasanI 36- Mr. Sheesh Kumar 65- Mr M R Singh
8 Mr Gajendra Dutt Sharma 37- Ms. Sangeeta Saxena 66- M r R  K Trivedi
9 Mr Aidal Singh 38- Ms, Dunmesh Kumari 67- Mr Veer Singh
l o ­ Dr Harendra 39 M r B  M Lai 68- Mr. C L, I’iwari
ll Dr Bharat i goal 40 M r R .C .  Bajpai 69- Mr Jitendra Kumar
12- Ms. Lakshini Devi 41- M r B h a ia t l  al 70- Ml Mohaii Lai Sahu
13- Mr Dai mveer Saxena 42- Mr Gokaran Prasad 71- Mr. Vijay Singh
14- Mr Vikrani Singh 43 M r S  K Baghel 72- Mr Amalendru Rai
15- Mr Rajkumar Singh 44- Mr. Ramnath 73- Mohd NaseemAnsari
16- Mr K K.lrivcdi 45 Mr Aniamath Dubey 74- Mrs. Malwika Ghosal
17 Mr Ashok Kumar 46 Mr Vinod Kumar Shaima 75- Mr Jitendra Kutnai Yadav
18- Ms Rashmi 47 Mr S K Singh 76- M r R  K Agarwal
19- Mr. Naredja Yadav 48 Mr Naveen Chaturvedi 77- Mr R B Singh
20- Ml. Rajneesh 49 Mr Pratap Singh 78- Ml Ashtabhuja Prasad Srivastuva
21- Mr R D.Nimesh 50- Ms, Manju Ashok 79- Ml RamNaiayan
22- Ml, Raghuvar Dayal 51 M rB h o la R a m 80- Mr Pannalal
23- Ml. R, K. Gupta 52- Mr ,laydeep Singh 81- Mr S. N. Tripathi
24- Mr Ram Daras Ram 53 Mr l aukir Husain 82- Mrs. Kanchan Jaiswal
25- Mr Banawari La! 54 Ms. Vineeta Yadav 83- Ml. Vijay Shankar
26- Mr. R. P. Sachdeva 55- Mr M. K , Dvi^ivedi 84- Ml R K Varma
27- Mr V. K. Jain 56 Mr Raniesh C'handra 85- Ml R K. Singh
28- Dr. V. K, Shaima 57- Mr Ranuihani 86- Dr Shii Nath Yadav
29- Ms. Chitia Dubey 58 Mr F L Shakya 87- Di V.K. Singh



8H- Mrs Aii<a Uhouiulhiyal
89 Mr. Saiitpn! Varnia
90- Mr, G, I* Singh
91- Mr, Amjad Ali Aiisari
92- Mr Ahsamiliah
93 Mr. R. V. Singh 
94- Mr Motilal
95 Mr Silal Hin Maura
96 Mr R. P Singh
97 Mr. N. N Kai 
9H- Mr R. K. Mislira
99 Mrs. Piinaiii 
!()(»-Mr. I). K. Singh

101 - Mr. 1 leepak Pandey 114-
102 Mr. 1 )liarnidev Singh 1 15-
101 Mr. R K Singh 116
104 Mr, N. K . Singh 117-
105 Mr I’radcep Kumar Srivastava 118-
106 Mr Ram Chandra I’ripathi 119-
107- Mr. Devshaian Yadav 120
lOKMrHabulal 121
109 Ms. Archna Singh 122-
110 Mr Om Prakash Yadav 12 V
111 - Mohd Suhail Ahmed 124-
112 1)1 Ram Natayan Yadav
113 Dr Mohd Naseh

Mr Manmohan I’athak
Mr, Tej Piakash (lupta
Mr RamChandia
Mr. Ram Nihor Verma
Mr Sanlosh Kumar
Mr n  R. Singh
Mr II L. Yadav
Mr Ram Narayau Yadav
Mr P. N. Singh
Mr Rajeev Kumar Srivastava
Mr I, N ( iupla

(d) IJst of f)y . Director (I^xo iio iiiIcm  and StHlhfics) Wlio Supervised 
file PSMS III Survey at Various Divisions

1- Mr. A K Pawar
2- Mr. R. S Mathur 

Mr. Rohan I al Arya
4- Mr Kama! Singh

5 Mr M, A Ansari
6 Mr Vikramadity I’andey
7- Mr Jai Ram Ram
8- Mr IJ R Rhave

9- Mr. Rajcndta Kumai
10 Mr. Surendra Natli Tiipalhi
11 M r A .K  , Pandey
12 Mr V. N I al

(e) IJsf olOfTieers Wlio Were Involved at Headquarters

I- Dr. Rajendra Tiwan 
?- Mr. A K 1 iwari 

Mr. M. A. Ansari

4 Mr G, S. Katiyai
,5- Dr Shi i Nath Yadav
6 Dr, Rajesh Kinnai t'hauhan

7- Mr Hcmant Kumar 
H- Mr Vivek Rajvanshi

(f) I ist of Assistants Who i  ontril>uted at I T  DÎ ’S Headquarters 
Assistant F.conomics <& Statistics Officers

1- Mr. Jagdish Prasad Verma .3
2- Ml. Bhapwan Singh Vem\a 4

Mr Ravi Shankai Pradhan 
Mr Rajendra Hahadur Srivastava

5- Mr Ar\'ind Rahadur Saxena

1- Ml. Vishwendra Pal
2- Smt Neelam Singh
3- Mr. Akhilesh Mishra

(g) Fconomics <& Statistics Inspectors

4 Mr .Ashutosh Srivastava 7- Smt, Precti Kiimaii
5- Mr V, K. Sahu
6 SmI. Sugandha ( haturvcdi



Annex II - Supplementary Tables
i'able 1 (a ): Percent Literate Persons Aged 7 Years and Above by Sex

S e c t o r

R iirul
__ U i b an
C o m b in e d

IVIule l^ 'e in a le  l * e r s o n
1 9 9 9 / 2 0 0 0  P S M S - l

6 5 . 1
7 7 . 6
6 7 . 8

_36

4 1 . 4
7 ( i .
5 5 . 2

IV la le  F e m a l e  l * e r s o n
2 0 0 2 / 2 0 0 3  P S I V I S -I I

7 0 . 0
8 0 . 3
7 2 . 1

4 2 . 2
6.‘>.2
4 6 . 8

5 6 . 8
73._1 
6 0  0

JVlaljB i J '  P e r s o n
^ » 0 7 / 2 0 0 8  P S I V I S -I I I

” 7 1 . 4
4

7 5 . 2

5 0  2

5 4  2 6 5 .  l”

I'able 1(b): Percent Literate Persons Aged 7 and Above Years by S e \ and MPCL C lass

M P c  i<:
C ' l a s s

IVlale F e m a l e i * e i s o t i M a l e F e m a l e P e r s o n IVlale F e m a l e P e r s o n

R u r a l 1 9 9 9 / 2 0 0 0  l » S M S - l 2 0 0 2 / 2 0 0 3  i » S M S - l l 2 0 0 7 / 2 0 0 H  P S M S  i l l
R c l l o w
2 2 5

4 6 . 9 2 3  2 3 4  5 5 4  8 9 2 5 . 6 2 4 0 . 5 2 5 6  2 3 3 1 . 8 5 4 4 . 6

2 2 5  2 5 5 5 6 . 9 2 5  2 4 1 5 5 . 1 3 3  1 .9 7 4 3 . 5 6 66 ^ 8  ~ ~ i  “2T5 .3 ~^ ^ . 5 T 2 T  '
2 5 5  ^ 0 0 5 7 .1 2 7 . 9 4 2 . 7 5 8 . 9 5 3 3 . 6 4 4 6 . 6 6 2 . 2 0 4 0  4 9 51 ^36
3 0 0  M O  
3 4 0  3 8 0  
3~H0 i S u

_  6 0  
61  6  
6 3 . 4 '

2 7 . 6  
3 3 . '2  ' 
3 4 . 4

4 4 . 5  
4 7 . 8  

, 4 9  4

6 6 . 6 4  
^ 6 6  ()5  
^ '7  1

4 2 . 8  
3 5  6 6  
4 4 ^ 0 ?

5 5 . 0 2  
51 5 2  
5 8 8  I

6 2  J 4  
6 4  6 7  
6 7 . 7 2

4 4  0 5  
4 2 0 8  
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I'able 2(a): Percentage DistribuUoii of Persons According to Highest Level of Education

Sectoi
Percentage Distribution of Persons According tu lligliest Level of Education

" ..............
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 J 4 j 15 16 9 9 lo la l

i'SlVIS 1

Kural I 3.4 3.7 3.7 5 7,1 2.1 1.9 (1.1 2 4.2 1.3 0.4 0.1 0.2 54  ^ 100

Urhun 2 3 3 .4 3.7 5.7 7.4 2.1 7 1_ 2.4 7.6 0 .9 6.8 6.3 2 A 0 .7 j m )
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Kiiml 4 5 4 5 10 3 3 1 1 6 1 4 2 1 0 0 39 100

( /rban 3
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( ’oriiliinetl 3 4 4 5 10 3 _ 2 1 1 3 7 1 5 1 1 0 36 100



Table 2(b); Percentage Disfributiun of Persons According (o M P fE  Class anti Highest 
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Table 2(c): Percentage Distribution of Persons Accoi ding to IV1P(’F Class and Highest 
Level of Education
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0.0 1 1 5 0,1 O.J 0 0 39 6 100
0 1 1 1 " 2 4 0 3 d o 0 0 36.5 1 ()0

1 2 1 2 0 1 0,1 0.0 0 0 -16 4 100
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I'able 2(d): PerceiilaKC Distribution of Persons According to JVIFCIC C lass and Highest 
Level of Education

Sector

Rii^l
B elow

225
225
255
255
<00
JOU

<40

^80 
4 ^  
420 
(70 
470 
?25 
525 
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Table 2(e): Percentage Distribiition of Persons Aci'ordiiig to IVIPCF, Class and Highest 
Level of Education
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Table 2(f): Percentage Distribution of Persons According to MPCE Class and Highest 
Level of Education
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Table 3(a): Eiirollineiit Rate of Children of Age 5 (o 14 Years

Enrollment rate
Hoys Girls Cliiklren Hoys Girls 

PSM S 111
C’hildrei

PSMS-II
7 6 . 0 68.7 72.6 82.3 78.8 80.6
77.3 75.4 76.4 81.6 8 3 .7 ^ ^ ' 82.6
76 3 69.9 73 j ' 82.2 79,5 80.9

T able Mb); Enrollment Rate of Children of Age 5 to 14 N ears According to MPCK Class

H n r o l l in e i i t  rate
C l a s s B o y s G ir l s (C hildren H o y s Ciirls C h i l d r e n H o y s Ciirls C h i l d r e n

P S  M S 1 P S  M S -11 P S M S III
l 3 e l o w  2 2 5 5(^.9 3 9 . 5 4 9 .1 6 5  4 4 2 . 7 5 4 . 4 " 9 4 6 . 5 5 9 . 8

2 2 5 - 2 5 5 6 0 . 3 4 5 . 4 5 3 .1 6 6  5 6 0  4 6 3 . 3 ' 8 T .4  ' 6 8 . 3 7 4 . 8 ’ '
2 5 5  3 0 0 5 K .3  ' 4 7 . 9 5 3 . 6 68^8 6 3  3 6 6 .1 7 5 . 3 7 3 . 2 " 7 4  2  '
3 0 0  3 4 0 6  1 .9 4 K .9 5 6 .1 7 2 . 7 6 6  3 6 9 . 5 7 5 ' 3  ' 7 4 . 2 74'r7 '
3 4 0  3 8 0 6 7 . 5 6 1 . 0 ()4 4 7 4  6 eS6.2 7 (T 7 7 3 . 5 7 0 . 2 7 1 9
3 K 0  4 2 0 ' 66"; 7 5 3 . 7 6 0  8 " 7 6 , 4 71" 4 7 4 .1 8 2 . 3 7 7 .1 7 9  7
4 2 0 - 4 7 0 5 7 .1  ' 6 5 . ^  ̂ 7 8 , 6 7 3  0 7 6 .1 '  7 6 . 3 6 9 . 9 7 3 . 1
4  7 0 5 2 5 6 6 . 2 6 6 . 6 6 6 . 4 8 0  2 7 4  4 7 7 . 5  ' 8 0 . 8 7 7 . 2 7 9  2
5 2 5  6 1 5 6 9 . 3 6 ." ^ 6 6 . 8 7 9 . 3 7 9 . 7 ~79'5 8 1 .1  ' 7 6 . 3 7 8 ’8
6 1 5  7 7 5 7 9 . 0 6 9 . 6 '74 '6 8 8 . 2 ’ '8 0 .7 8 2 . 9  “ 8 4 . 2 H3 S
7 7 5  9 5 0 H 7.2 8 2 . 6 8 5  2 9 3 . 7 86^5 9 0 . 5 ' 8 9 . 0 8 6 . 3 8 7 . 8

A b o v e  9 5 0 7 9 . 2 7 8 7 4 7 8 . 9 9 4  8 ' 8 3  3 8 9 . 2 9 1 . 6 8 8  5 9 0 . 3
Io ta ! 6 6  4 5 6 . 2 6 1 . 8 7 6 . 0 6 8 . 7 7 2 7 6  ■ ' 8 2  3 7 8 . 8 HO 6

I'able 3(c): Enrollmenf Rale of f  Children of Age 5 to 14 Years According to MPCE Class

MI'Cl* ( lass
I'nrollm ent rate

B o ^ s ( iirls Children B o y s Ciirls ( hildren B ( ^ s ( i ir l s C'hildrt-n
U r b a n P S M S  4 P SM S-II P S M S - I l l
0 - 3 0 0 " 5 0 .8 4 2 .2 “  48.y  ~ 4 1 .4 45.1 ~ 4 .T 3  ~ 5 9 .4 5 0 .5
4 0 0 -3 5 0 '5(k4 4 6 .9 5 2 . 1 '  61 6 6 7 .2 6 4 7 5 0  4 7 4 .3 60 .2
3 5 0 - 4 2 5 6 6 .7 61.1 6 4 .2 68  7 66 .2 6 7 .5 5 9 .5 6 8 .6 64 .3
4 2 5 - 5 0 0 7 2 .9 7 2 .0 72^5 75 .3 70 .4 7 2 .9 6 7 .6 64.1 65^̂ 9
5 0 0 - 5 7 5  ^ 7 L5 ' 76^8 7 3 .9 82  1 8 0 .8 81 .5 6 9 ,0 7 6 .8 7 2 .8
5 7 : i -6 6 5 8 4 .7 8 4 .9 84 .8 9 0 ,0 8 7 .7 ...  8 8 .8 68^ )̂ 7 1 .8 7 0 . 1 *
6 6 5 - 7 7 5 83Ti 80 .3 8 1 .7 ^ 2 3  - 89 /2  ' 9 0 .7 7 4 .0 85.1 7 8 .2
7 7 5 - 9 1 5 “8378 “ 9 0  9 87 .2 9 3 .8 9 7 .2 9 5 .3 8 9 ,2 8 5 .9  ' 87 .7
9 1 5 - 1 1 2 0 9 2 .9 '86.7 8 9 .9 9 7 .5 9 6 .7 " 9 7 .  r 9 1 .6 9 2 .8 9 2 .2  ~
1120 1500 96.1 9 7 .0 9 6 .5 9 8  4  ” 9 8 .0 -9 8 .2 9 4 .8 9 5 .0 9 4 .9
1500  1925 9 3 .6 9 5 ,9 9 4 .6 10 0 .0 KfOO 10 0 .0 9 8 .8 9 9 .3 9 9 .0
1 9 2 5 ) 9 8 .6 8 3 .0 93.1 9 2 .0 9 9  r 9 5 .9 99.1 9 8 ,6 9 8 .9
All 7 1 .7 6 9  4 7 0 .6 77 .3 “ 75 .4 "  7 6 .4 8 1 .6 83 7 8 2 .6

Table 4(a): Dnip-out Rate of Chihlren of Age  ̂ to 14 Years

S ector
B o y s Ciiils ( hildrcn

D r o u t  
G il l s

la te
( hildren B o ^ s ( i ir l s C hildrcn

PSM S-1 PSM S-11 _ _ _  _ P S M S  III
____ K^'iial____

- - - - -  -
7 .5  ' 6 .5 T 9  “ 6 .2

3 _
5 0 4 3

Urban 6.2 6 4 (>.3 4 6 4 .7 4 6 ' 2 5 .5 4 '5 5 0
C on ib ii ied 5.8 7 3 6 .5 4.0 5 .9 4 .9 4 .0 5 .0' ..........7 . 4



Table 4(b): Drop-out Rate of Children of Age 5 to 14 Years According to MPC K C lass

M P C  F  C l a s s

M e i o w  2 ^ 5  
2 2 5 - 2 ^ 5 5
255^JO()
^OO-.MO

<8()-42()_ 
A2{ )  A H )  
‘170 ^ 2 5  

6 1 5  
7 ,  [ 5  7 7 5  
7 7 5 -^ > 5 ()  _  

A  h o v e  
T o t a l

<̂ «it~ls ( l i l l d i e n

H.4
‘17
7 . 5
7 . 0
4 . 4

J  9  
5 2

5 9  
4 .7"  
1 5_̂ 
I 8  
5 1

I’SIVIS
\1 ^
7 . 6

\0 J  
5 . 3  
K 4’ 

\ 3  
U.9 
6 6 
“4 3
5 . 6  
6.2 
7  5

J9.8

JZ-A
8 . 5  
4 . 8  
.5 8  
6 4
7 . 5  
6 2 
4  ^  
3 . 2  
3 6
6 . 5

B o y s  I C I i i l d r e n
I’S M S - n

5 . 7
_4.8
4 ^
3 . 6

5  L
3
4 3̂  
3 . 9
3.7 
T 3  
2 .±  
2 . 5  
3  9

10 J_
5 5  
5 0

6 . 5 _

l A .
6.0
-L-

^ 1
4 . 8
5 . 6
6.2

J 7 .7  
7  4  
4 ^  
4 ^  
5.5_ 
4  9  
5.(^ 
4 ^  
i.9  
2.H 
3 4 
4 . 0  
T9

_Boy^ J_Oiiyj 
PShAS 

9  9  
5  4

A i
3 6_ 
HH
4 1 
7  0  
3 . 9
Vk2 
T2
6.2

4 . . '
4̂ 2 
^6  
6.6 
6 / 7  
i. 1 

5 . 9  
3^
3 . 2
4 . 2  
15 
2 . 5  
3 7

3 . 4
5 . 0

'h i  Id re  11 

4 ,8 '
4 . 0

7 . 8 ’

6  4
3 6
4  6  

_V7 
3  6  
2  9  
4 . 3

1able 4(c): Drop oui Hale of ( liildreri of Age 5 to 14 Years According lo M P( K (^lass

IVIf’t 1' C'las.'s 

I J r l i a i i
I3o^ 8 C i i i l s

I ' S M S
( l i i h l m i  
f

I ) t ' o p - o i i (  r a t e  
B o y s  [ ( Jit Is j C h i l d r e n  

P S M S  II
B o y s  j < i i i  Is h i l d i e n  

P S M S  111
0 - 3 0 0 1 0 . 5 1 2 . .V  * 1 1 4 5 . 4 6 . 8 “ 6 .  1 1 6 . 7 2 1 . 1

VOO 3 5 0 13 6 1 0 . 9 1 2 . 5 1 0 . 0 4 . 0 7 . 2 1 5 . ; 0 . 0 8  4
3 5 0 - 4 2 5 7 . 8 k Q 8  9 5 .  f ' 7 . 0 6 . 0 H A  ^ 1 2  2 1 0 . 5
4 2 5 - 5 0 0 (V.2 5  1 5 . 7 7 . 9 - 8 . 8 l i . 3 4 , 2 ' ‘ 7 . 9 ......
5 0 0 - 5 7 5 7  1 5  6 6  4 5 . 7  ' 4 . 8 5 . 2 8 . 0 4 . 5 ( v 3
5 7 5 - 6 6 5 2 . 5  “ 3  4 3 . 0 1 5 4  I 2 . 8 1 0 ^ 7 . 2 8 . 9
6 6 5 - 7 7 5 '4 .7  ‘ " 7 . 5 6 . 0 2 . 2 l .O 1 6  ' 8 . 5 6  4 ' 7 . 6 '
7 7 5 - 9  1 5 '  2 6 2 . 5 2 . 5 1 . 0 0 . 8 0 . 9 4 . 3 5 . 6 4  9

‘) 1 5 - 1  1 2 0 1 0 1 7 1 4 0 . 0 0 . 3 0 . 2 4  ’ 4 0
1 1 2 0 - 1 5 0 0  ' ~ 0  3 0 . 6 0  4 0 . 6 1 . 0 0 . 8 0 . 5 (). ’ 0  4
1 5 0 0 - 1 9 7 5  ~ 0  6 3  8 2  0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 3

1 9 2 5 4 0  4 3 . 3 r ? 0 . 0 ().() 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 2 0  1
A l l “ 6 . 2 6 . 4 6  ^ 4 . 6 4 . 7 4  6 5 . 5 4 . 5 5  0  '

lable 5(a): Hate of Completion of Highest l  evel of Educalion o f Pei sons in Age Group 
18 Years and Above

Sector
Primary

Male

_
Middle

it‘ ol C ompletion of Kducatloual Level
High School Other At least Primary 

PSIVfS-l
Ruii^ _  ̂ 20 6 ......... 26.2 18.8 22.9 88.5
Urhan I.V5 ‘ 15 7 17.5 43.5

'

90.3
C'onibmed 1 _ J  _ .1  A ^ 2 . .r _ 18.5 ' ___________ 8 8 J ______________

PSMS-li
Rural f « 7 40 8 ' 20.5 ' l'4 3 ' 94.2

_  Urban 16 7 26.5 25.6
.. . ..

^
( onibined 182 37.3 21.7 _  16 3 _ 93.6

p s M s - m
Rural 20,5 29. r 18.8 M 3 9.2.7 "
I frban 116 ■ 17.2 18.8 47.5 95.1

Combined 18.3 26,2 18.8 30.0 93.3



Sector
Kate of Completion of Educational Level

Primary Middle High School Other At least Primary

I'emale PSMS-I

Rural 3J.8 21.5 12.2 14.2 81.6

LTiban 15.7 _________U. 6  _ 16.8 42.4 89.4

Combined 27.7 _  J 9 2  _ 13.7 23.7 84.3

PSMS-Il

Rural 21.7 32.4 20.7 17.7 92.5

Urban _____________^15^____________ 20.1 24.7 35.8 ____________96.4_____________

( 'ombined 28.3 22.0 23.7 93.8

PSMS 111

Rural 2K.2 28.4 15.1 17.9 89.5

Urban _______1 \ J lh.8 ______ [7.5_______ J f ) J 94.3

t ’onibincd 2. .̂4 24.6 15.y 27.3 91.1

Fable 5(c): Hate of C ompletion of Highest Level of Education of Persons in Age Group 
18 Years and Above

Rate of C ompletion of Educational Level
Sector

Primary Middle High School Other At least Primary

Person PSMS-I

Rural 24.2 24.9 17.0 20.5 86.6

Urban 14,3 15.3 17.3 43,1 90.0

Combined 21.6 22.3 17,0 ^ ) .6 ____ ____________ 82,5_____________

PSMS-II

Rural 19,7 ____ 3 7 ^ ____ 20,6 15,4 93.6

Uiban 16.3 ____ 2,3_.7 _  _̂______ ^ . 2 _________ 28,6 93 7

('ombined _____ 18.8______ ____ 3 4J) _ ____  21.8________ 19.0 93,7

PSMS-I II

Ruial 22.9 28.9____ 17.7 22.3 91,7

Uiban _ ______ 115____ ____ 17 1̂ _ 18.3 _ _ 4 7 X [ _ _____________ 9 4 1 _____  _

Combined 20.0 25.6 17.8 29.1 92 6



lable 5(d):Rate ot C'oinpletioii of Mighest Level of Kducaiion of Pei 
18 Years and Above According to IMPCE Class

Kiiial

sons In Age Ciroup

Male



Rural Female

MI*CK C lass Rate ut (.onipleiiuii uf i<iî r^ioi^l L(L'VCl
Primary Middle liigliScltnol Other At least Primary

PSMS-I
Ikiow 225 30.7 16.9 8.9 3.9 604

225-255 45.8 18.7 ______ 1±______ 8.0 79.9
255-3()(» 37.3 25.5 6.3 8.0 77.0
300-34(1 37.3 21.6 11.0 ^ ___ 7‘J.O
340 380 38.5 24.1 10.5 10.2 83.3
380-420 54.2 20.0 13.4 13.2 80.8
420-470 34.7 25.0 12.3 11.3 83.3
470 525 17.9 22.2 9 9 112 81.2
525 615 32.8 2 0 _ ______117______ ____ 16..̂ 82.7
615-775 ^ 2 _  __ 2JJ _ 14,3 179 83.2

_ 775-950 __ _  „ 1(̂ 5 16,0 ____ ____21 9 86.9 ____
Above 950 21.8 14.2 \1A 32 1 85,4

All 33,8 21.5 12.2 14.2 81.6
PSM8-I1

Helow 225 21,6 __ 52 J _ ______ L\_____ 0.0 81.3
____ 225-255____ __ 54 ____ __41 1___ (M) _ _ _J.^ ________ 91.^______
____ 255-300 45.5 __ 1_7J _ 14.7 197 ___ __ _97 J  ___

300-340 <7.9 42.6 1.6 7.8 89.8
__ 340̂ 8(|̂ 22.6 48.2 ___  .U______ 58 79.8

^)-^2()___ ___ 18J_ ^ _ 25J) 20.3 30,2 94.3
420-470 12.8 32.3 16 9 204 82.4
470-525 20.5 33.9 30.2 11.3̂ ____ __  95 ̂
525-615 21.9 ___ 2̂0.4 __ _ 18.6_____ ___25 L 96.3
615-775 12,6 ___.’9M 27.4 ____2qj_ 99 4
775-950_ ___|_3.8 23J _ _____ 28.3 34,9 100.0

_Â ivê >50̂  __ 4,5 ll_8_ ___ _/^i_6_. _ 32.2_ _ U)0.0
______ All _____ ___I9.8_ 28,1 _ 22.0 _ _^32 _ ________ 93^

PSMS-In
ilelow 225 __ 4^6___ 20.9 ___  16.5____ 0 £ _ ^ ’,92_____

___ 2̂5_̂ 55___ 54.5 28.6 _  _ in _ __ 0 ^ __ 85.73
255-300 ’2.5 _____ lA ______ 16.0 78 38
300-340 _  34.2 __

___
_  ^ 9 __ ______IM______ J3 ^ ________ __________

_____ 340-3HO_____ ___28.5 31 0__ ___ _ ^ 7^ ______ J6.63
____IHUlK’O 16,(i 26 1 12.7 7.7 82.98

420-470 _  1___ __29.J__ _____ ILH _ H.4 81 89
_______________ _  10 1___ <4 0 11.8 M).9_ _  86 74 _ ____

1Z()___ )23)___ ______|4.5___ 10.8 89.89_  _
___ 61W7^ _ __ 6_ U) 1_ , 16.6. _  _  _ 89.97_____^

775-950 _  26.5_ _ 27.3 ______15J»_____ _ 2 ^  _ 91.53
Above 950 ___^ l _ 24.8__ ______17j)______ _2f^ _ 92.86

All 28.2 28.4 15.1 17.9 89.5



lable 5(f):Rate of Completion of Highest l.evel of Education of Persons In Age O o u p  
18 Years and Above According lo MPC'E Class

Rural Person



Urban Male



I’able 5(h): Kate of Completion ol Highest I.evel of Education of Persons in Age (iroup  
Yft‘ars and Above According to iVIPC’E Class

U rban Female

Vll'( r ( la»s

^)-350_ 
_ 35() 425 

_ 50(1

500-575 

575 66'i 

f.f^-775 _ 

775-4 K5

J l ^  1500 

1500 19i5 

_IW +
All

Primary

l±P.
^1
1̂ 1
21.7 

118 
188 
I ĵ .7
iiZ
KU
7.3

7.6

JO^
15.7

_ Rak* of Coinplt‘<iun ol Eiliicatloiial l evel___ __  _ ______
Middle

_\n
JM
J ‘).7
iM*

SLl
J5.1 
JM) 
11̂  
11.5 

\2J 
1\_ 

J.5 
14.(1

IliKh Srhool

I'SMS-I
__ \1A___

1^)___
16.4 _  
19.6 
20,0

I6J__
1'^

15^

18.4

J ‘± __
_

__
i‘SMs n

other

8.7

_ 2 2 ^  
_  27 6 

26,2 
337 
42.^

_
_ .51_4 

52,6_ 
6J7

_ l} Ji

42.4

41 leas! Primary

62.8_ 

814 

83 2

85.4 

88.7̂  

n.4_  

91.2
93.5 

92,7

11L 

91 «_
89 4

____ __________ ___ 4 ^  _ 28.0 10.9 13,0 _______ 94_0̂  _  __
M)0 350 _  _\43___ 46.9 1.3 8,8 91 3

____ -V50-425 ___ 20.6 32.2 13.6 ___ 1̂ 2_ 87,5
425-500 19.0 - 29.6 21.0 ____16.,S_ _______ ^6J_______ _
500-575 14.2 32.7 26.6 22.1 95,6
575-665 26.3 22.1 15.3 ____35,5_ 99,2
665-775 7,3 26,9 31.8 ___ «. j_ 990
775-‘)|5 15.2 ___24,J___ ____ _26.̂  _ ___ ^8_ 100,0
915-1120 09 ___167___ 46.5 36,0 100 0
1120-1500 2,9 5.7 53.7 37.7 100 0
1500-1‘»25 7.0 0.0 89.6 3.4 100 0

_____ 1^5f______ 76.5 0.0 20.0 3.5 100,0
All ___ 19.8 28 3__ 22.0 2_3.7_ 93,8

PSMS-III
0-300 32.6 _ JO,^ 13 8 ____ _______ 99,3 _

300-350 ___ 13,8__ 116 0,5 ____ 1J.0_ 40 9
350-425 25.5 27,5 11 1 _ M.4̂ ______  84.5
425_:500 28.0 34,0 128 _  _  13.8- ____ )^6________
.500^75____ ___21,4 23,3 15.1 ____ 3Ĵ 4̂_ 91.2

_575̂ 665 23.2__ __ 24.5 12 3 _____ 22.9 _ fy.9_
665̂ 775_____ __17.8 P L J4.3 ____M,3_ 93,1
775-915 19,8 25 6 22 6 _ 2JL7 . _ 89 7______ _

____ 915-jl^____ _ ___ 18,1 21 6 ____ 41 2_ 96,1
1120-1500 10.7 16 1 20.1 48.9 95,7
1500-1925 2.1 10.5 19,9 %'L _____. _  ___, _

1925+ _ _4 3___ 6.4 12 2 746 ________ 97,5________
All 13.7 16.8 17.5 46 3 94 3



U rban Person



Table 6a: Percentage Dtstrihution of Married Women in The Age Group 15-49 Years 
According to Birth Place of The Last Child Born in The Past Five Year

SecU)T

P erce n ta g e  distr ibution o f  married wotneti  in th e  a g e  grouji 1 5 -4 9  y ea rs  a c co r d in g  to 
p la c e  o f  the last birtii in past l iv e  y ea rs

At l l o m e

IMitV
(H r /
Sub
centre

( T O V t .

H ospita l

N o n  O o v t .  
d isp en sa r y /  
n u rs in g  
h o m e

J<ural _  

Urban _  

C 'onibined

85̂  1
53T47
8 0 . 2 4

7 .7 7  

6  18

PSIVIS-I

4 . 2 8 _

14787
5,91

PSM S I I

2 12
12.16
3 .6 7

Rural 8 7 ,4 5 0 ,7 9 1.09 3 4 3

1.It ban 61 ,1 0 .4 5 3 .7 9

( 'oinbitieil 8 3 .5 5 0 .7 4 1 4 9 3 9 3

PSM S I I I

Rural 7 » ,2 1.8 4 .2 8 1

l)rbai» 4 5 .1 0  9 ____ ____2 j  7 _

C om blneJ _  _7 ,3J<____ 1.7 3 .9 10 0

1.99 0 .5 9 100

1 1 4 8 0 .2 9 100

3 .45 0 .5 4 100

6 7” o i l 100

2 7 .3 4 0 .3 3 100

9 ,7 8 0 .5 100

_____0 . 4 _____ 100

M)H 0.1 100

10 4 0 .4 100



Percentage disti ibutioii o f  married wotiieii in the age group 15 49years according to 
place o f  the last birth in past five years

MP( ’Ê' class
At Home

p n c v
CIICV
Sub-
centrc

Cjovt
hospital

Non Ciovt 
dispensary/ 
nursing 
home

Non
Oovl,
hospital

( )tht;rs All

K u ia l l*SM S-l

B elow  225 90 3 4.5 1.6 _____ 1_8_ 0 6 1.2 100.0
225-255 86.3 7 9 2.6 _____ LO_____ _L5_____ ____ (U) 1 0 0 .^
255-300 86.8 6.5 4 0 1.1 0.9 0.7 j | ) a o __
300-340 87. 1 4 4 4.1 _____2.5 15 O J ____ 100.0

MO-380 87.2 6.7 2.1 1.8 1.7 _ (K5____ 100.0
^80-420 86.6 4  s 5,3 1^1_____ 2,2 0,0 100 0^
420-470 84,2 6.2 5.6 2.1 _____0 ^ ___ 1.1 100 ()
470-525 84 2 5.4 5 6 2.0 1.8 ____ \J)_____ 100.0

525-615 81.6 6 5 4.2 . \4 3.5 IU<____ 100.0

79 .M 5 9 6 4 3 4 4 0 0.3 lOO.O

775-950 72.2 8 0 7.3 5,7 6 8 0 .0 ____ 100.0
Abi)ve 950 72.5 6.5 7 8 _ 5X)_____ 8,0 0.2 _IOO.O^
lot ill ___ ____85.1____ _  5.9____ _ _ 4 J _____ ____________ _  2 0 J I O ____ J  00.(j_

1^1 ral _
IJel<»w ^ 5 _ ___ 9 a  9 2.4____ ____ 2,4 ___ 2 4 0.0 JOOO

225-^55 95.0 0.2 0,4 ____  3 .3 _____ 1.1 0.0
255-300 89.8 0.2 0 6 3.2 3,4 2.8 100.0

_  3^0_340 _ 9^.2____ 0 () 0 .7 ____ 1.3 2,8 _  (_K0_ _ J ( ^ ( )

M (> :3 f^ ___ _ 9 0 .5 0.4 ____ 0.5 2.8 5.7 0.1 100.0
3S0-420 89.0 _ 1,6 0.9 2.8_ _ __0^)____ _J00,()^
420-47J) _ _ J ^ f ) ____ 0 0̂  _ ____ 2 . 4 __ 6.2 10,1 0.7 100 ()_
470-525 88.6 2.3 1.2 2,7 5.2 0.0 100,0

525-615 _  79 1 0.9 1.0 ___  2,5 ____ ____(K4__ _ 100,0
615-775 _ ____1 ± ^ _  _ _  2.8 _____l_y _  7.4_____ 16.0 ____0_7 _  _ 100,0^
775-950 70.7____ 0 0 ____ U _  ^ 0 0 _  ___ ____q.o 100 ()

A bove 950 60 8 ____ ().0^____ _____0:0 ___ 1_7,5 ____2 1 ^ ___ _ (KO____ 100 0^

1 bia ___ 87.5 0.8____ _ ! .J_____ ____ ^ .4 _  _ ____ (} .1_ _ 0 5_____ 100 0

_______ __________ 1p f ^ i s - i y
lie liw  225___

^ ^ ^ ^ 5 ____
1W).0  ̂ _  
IOO.JO__

____ 0,0_____
0 0

0.0
0.0

_  0 l)_
_  ^  ()_____

0 .0____
____ 0 ^ _____

0.0
____ ________

100
100

66. 1 0 0 _ _____ i j _ _ 32 2^___ ____ (11̂ 0.0____ I0(L_

_  ___ _ 9 1 . 9 ^ ) 0 ___ 5 . 9 ____ _  _____ 0.0 _  ^ 0 _____ ___too
34(^ 380____ _  H \_ 5____ 3 6 1 ^  _ 3 1 ____ lO J ____ __ (M) __ _  m o _
380--120 77.3 _____ 1.4____ _  3_:^_ _  z i _____ 1 s.o ____0 J _  _ m o
420 470 _  76.9_ _ (),5 5 l _ 9.8_____ _____7.6_____ 0.0 _  1 o o _
4 7 (K 5 ^ ____ 88,0 0,3 u  _  ^ _  ^ ,J ______ ____ 3.2 __ _ 2,6_____ 100

5.^ 5-615____ 74 8 ____2 .3 ____ VO _  14 6 _ _ 5 3 _____ __ 0^)_____ 100

6 1 ^ / 7 5 ____ ____ 7 A J____ _ ^ ____ ________ ___ 6.6 0.2 _
2 ^ 5 -9 ^ ) _ 79 3 _____7 4 ___3.7 6.5 8.1 _  0 .0_____ _  iOf)_

A b i \y c  ^5() ____ 71.6____ 1.6 7,8 ___ 6/7_____ ____ 1 ^ ____ ____ 0.3 __ 100

Total 78 2 1.8 4.2 8 1 7.2 0,4 100



Table 6c: Percentage DistribuHon of Married Women in The Age (jrou p lM 9 Years According 
to Birth Place of The Last C hild Born in The Past Uve Year and MPCE Class

Pert entagi' 
place (if the

dislrilnition o 
last birth in |

f niarriecl woi 
)asl five yeaij

lien in the age
i

group 15-49)/ears aci orilivIg to

Ml’CI' class
Al Home

PH(
(HC/
Sub
centre

( i(»Vl 
liuspital

Non Govt, 
dispensary/ 
nursing 
home

Non 
f invl 
lios|)ital

Others All

Hi liaii PSMS-1
_ (M(K) 70 1 5 6 142___ ___ 2.7___ 7.5 _ __0() 100 0

UK) 150 7V9 3.H___ 116 2.1 _ 6.9 _ 1.8__ 100 0
.150-425 64J) _ __6 K 10 8 8 1 9 ^  _ 0,2 lOOJ)̂
4i5 500 59.5 1 1 0 1 '3 9 1 7 9 0 2 100 0
500 575 511 H 6 17 7 14 3 81 ' 0 0 1000
575-665 48 1 6 1 14 8 16 6 14.0 0 2 lOOO
665-775_ 11,7 18.8 ___ 17 2 0 () 100 o'

jr/5-yi5 __ 31.5 ___ 7.2___ _  16 1 22.2 J1  0 0 0 100 0
915-1120 23.2 _ _9 4__ 25.1___ __ Ĵ 8 0 24 3 0 () 100.0
I I '0-1 sĵ to 1 1 < 5,8 25.5 38.8 15 7 0.0 100.0
1500 1925 10 9 14 6 101 55 2 jfi 9 2.1 100 0

1925H 16.5 0 0 17.4 45.9 20.3 O t)_ _ _1(M).()_
\11 53 4 7.8 14 9 __ [2.2____ __JJ 5___ ________ too

llrbaii ______ l*SMS H
0 3(U) 83.5 ___0.0_ __ ao____ 6 8 9.7 0 0 100.0

300-150 J^6 1.6 0.0 ___ 7.4____ ___ \A___ 0 ^ _1(M).(IL
350-425 75.7 0.0_ 13.2 5.2 ___ 5 .9_ _  !>:<L UK) tj_
425-500 73.5 0.4 0.0___ 4 8 21.3 0 0 100 0

_  500^75 _ __7jy_ _ 0 () 0.0 0,8 __2A4___ 0 0 100.0
575-665 35.9 0.3 0.0 17,2 46 5 100,0
^5-775 _ «). 7_ _ 0.0 9.9 7.0 42-1 _

_
___ 0.(^ _ 1(W.(^

775-915 _ ^4 1___ ^7___ ___0.0____ ____1.5___ __ 7},7___ _  ao I00.0_
915-J120 9.7 0.0 9.5 9.0 66 3 5.6 jo a o
1120-1500 20 0 __a(j_ _ 0.0 7.5 _ 72.5 _ 0 0 100 0

_I 50(M925 _ 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.4 71.6 0.0 100.0
1925 1 ao___ 0.0 ___0.0_ ___ OJ)____ 0.0 0 () 0.0

___ All __61 3 __0.5 ___,1.8 6.8___ 27-1 KK) 0
I'rban l\S!V1S-lll

0 100 13 » __ 0.0 __80.3__ ^ 8 ____ __ 0(Ĵ il*L_ 100
30(y50 _ (>4 9_ _  ao___ _  0.0 OO __ .^ 2 ao___ __100

_ 15(M 25 ^ 6 ___ _  0,0 7,1 ___ 4 1 7.3 0.0 100
^5-500 11. t_ o.u l.7_ 15 1 31 H _ 0 > 100
^0^575 _ _W) 0̂ _  0.0_ 3.,! _  22^  __ 7.9 _ 0 0 100
575-665 56 0__ 4.2 ___ K3 _ ___ 11,1 27 3 0 2 100
665-775 77.5__ ___0.0 0.0_ 11,0 11,6 0 o 100
775-9[5 46 ()_ 0,0 _ 1.3 22 4 10.3 0.0 100

- 31,2__ _ 0.0 318 14.7 0 () 1 00
1120-1500 J0.J___ __ 0 ,0_ __0,7____ _ 17.7___ __ 5|_5 _  OJ) _

_1500-1925 _ 9.4___ 0.0 0 0___ 49.1 41,5 0.0 100
1925^ 0,0 0.0 0.0___ 15.1 84 9 0.0 __100

All 45.1 0.9 14 21.7 30,8 O.I 100



Perceiilage o f childien
I’ercentage Uistribulion o f chilciren accortling 

to days coinplenientai y food received
Sector o f age 0-5 years 

attending Anganbadi/ 
Halvadi centre

Almost 
all <lays

Only lew 
days Never Total

PSiVlS-l~
Kmal 2.07 2.3 1.5 96.2 ___K)0___
I Jrlmn 0.5 1 0.0 ___ a o _____ 100.0 100
( k>tnbined 1.83 ____^ 2 ___ ___ _L J_ _ ___*^6.4 ___100 _

PSIV1S-I1
K u r a l ___ >̂.98 _  77^2 17.70 5.09 100
Urban 5.‘)2 78.59 21 23 0 1 9 l()0 _
Combined 9.76 ___77^26

PSIVIS-lll
___ _ ^ .9 2 mo _

F<ural 10 8 88 0 119 _ 0.1 100___
I Jiban _________ 1.7 86 8 13.2 ^ 0 __ 100
C’omhinetl 9.4 88.0 12 0 0 1 100



lable 7h: Percentage of Children of Age Group 0-5 Years Attending Anganvadi/Balvadi 
( enter I heir Distribution According to Level of and Their Percentage Services 
Received and MPCE Class

c l a s s

U li r  a I
H elow  2 2 5  

2 2 5 -2 5 5

340-:^ 80

42n-n^)_
4 7 0 .5 2 5
> ^ 0 2 5  
^I.V775 
7 7 ^ 5 0  

A b t'v e  ^)50 
1 otal 

J t u r a l

^ ^ 0 0  _

M0-3B0

4 2 0 - 4 7 0

4 7 0 -5 2 5  _  
S 2 S - 6 [ S _  
01 5^775 _
775-g5() _ 

Ab<xve^50^  
TtH al _  _  

R u r a l
lic U iW  2^5  

225^ ^  _  

2 5 5 -3 t)0  
X )0 -3 4 0  
.̂ 4 0 -3  80

4 7 0 -4 7 0  
47^0-^25__ 
525-^HJ^ _  
6 1 ^ J 7 5 _  

_775ji^5{) _ 
A^<>ve 9 5 0  
JbtJil

P e r c e n t a g e  t ) f  c h i l d r e n  
o l ' n g t ’ 0 - 5  y e a r s  

a t t e n d i n g  A n g a n b a d i /  
R a l v a d i  c e n t r e

P er ce n ta g e  D istr ib u tio n  o f  i h ild ie n  a c c o id in g

(0 4
0  9 5

1 3  1

J   ̂
_? 68

2 . 9

2 .2 ^
1 71

2 14
2 ^
0 93
2  0 7

I h ?

22.8
1 2>
8.8
1 1.8
8_1
8.^
8.1^
7 . 2

1 0 . 9

_V2_
10.0

_ t i i  i la y s3 c o n i p l e m e n t a r y  I b o d  r e c e i v e t l

I n io s t  
1 « la y s

O n l y  l e w
d a y s N e v e r T o t a l

OJ) 0 ( ) 1 0 0 . 0  _ 1 0 0

0 . 0 ____ 0 . 0 lO O O _ 1 0 0 _

_____ _____ 0 . 0 _  W  6 ____1 0 0

0 . 0 _ ± 2 ____ 9 5 . 9 1 o o

0 . 0 _____ _____0 . 0 1 0 0  0 1 0 0

4 . 6 0 . 0 9 5  4 1 0 0

_ 5 J J _ 0 . 0 9 5 0 _ I 0 0

0 . 9 ____ 0.(J _____9J^, 1 1 0 0

0  () 1 2 . 8 8 7 . 2 1 0 0

_ ( ) . 0  _ ().(» 1 0 0 . 0 I 0 0 _

_ t v o ____ 0 , 0 ____ 1 0 0  0 1 0 0 _

0  () ( U ) 1 0 0  0 1 0 0

_ 2 - 2 ______ 1.5 9 6 . 2 1 0 0

P S M S - I I

6 5 . 8 1 3 .1 2 1 1 ____ 10(>__
6 0 . 2 _____3 9 . 8 ______ _____ (M )______ 1 0 0

8 2 . 5 1 5 . 9 1 .6 1 0 0

_____ 1 9 . 6 1 .6 1 0 0

6 9 . 3 2 4 . 8 5 . 9 1 0 0

7 6 ^ 2 _____ 1 8 . 5 5 .2 1 0 0 _

8 4 . 4 _____ 1 3^5_____ _____ 2^1_______ 1 (M) _

8 2 . 1 4 . 4 1 3 .5 1 0 0

_____ 2 5 . 3 3 . 7 1 0 0

S 7 J ____ 12.  ^ 0 . 0 l ( H ) _

6 4 . 3 1 8 . 0 1 7 . 7 1 0 0

1 0 0 . 0 ____ 0 . 0 1 0 0

7 7 . 2 1 7 .7 5.1 1 0 0

J} A
8 .4
I 1.0

9 . 5

10.8
9 J

1 1 .5

8 . 3

13J)
10.2

J l^ L
10.8

PSIVIS-III
_ i 0(U> _____________  (J ( L ______  0  0 _____________ l̂ Of)

1 0 0 .0 0  () 0  0 100

71_6 >8 4 0  0 100
93_0 2 J L ____  0 .0 1 0 0
8(V0 14 0 0  0 1 0 0
8 9 .9 ___ 10 1 0 0 100
8 5 .4 14 .7 _  J ) .0 1 0 0
8 2 .7 ___________ ^17.3 ____  0  (2 100
8 9 .7 _______  K O _ _____ 0  0 ______100
8 7.0 _______ ____ 0 .0 ______________1 0̂0
9 0 .9 9.1 0  0 100
9 5 .5 3 .7 ____  _ 0  1 10(2
8 8 .0 ! 1.9 0  1 100



Table 7c : Percentage of Children of Age Group 0-5 Years Attending Anganvadi/Balvadi 
Center Their Distribution According to Level of and Their Percentage Services 
Received and MPCE Class

l i rb u n

0 - 3 0 0  

3 0 0 - 3 5 0  

3 5 0 - 4 2 5  

4 2 5 - 5 0 0  

^)q-575 
5 7 5 - 6 6 5  

6 6 5 - 7 7 5  

7 7 5 - 9  K5 

9 1 5 -1  1 2 0  

1120 - 1̂ 00 
1 5 0 0  1 9 2 5  

I 9 2 5 - f

A l l 

JJrbiyi
____ 0 - 3 0 0

3 0 0 - 3 5 0  

3 5 0  4 2 5  

42^-5£0 
5 0 0 - 5 7 5

5 7 5 - 6 6 5

6 6 5 - 7 7 5

7 7 5 - 9 1 5

_9_l L2< L
_ 1J_20 - 1 ^ | ) 0  

I 5 0 0 -  I 9 2 2 ,

________ ^192.̂  _

___ A IJ___
I J r h a n ____

_ 0 0 ( ) 0 ___

3 0 0  3 5 0

35J)-4^5_
4 2 5 - 5 0 0

J(>0 57i^ 
5 7 5 - 6 6 5

6 6 5 - 7 7 5

_77^'M5_ 
915̂ 1 J 2 ^  
1 1 2 0  LJOO 

I5 ( m  19 2 5  

192^ 
A l l

P e rc e n ta g e  o f  c h ih l r e n  
o l  a g t ' 0 - 5  y e a rs  

a H e tn l in g  A i ig u n h a d i '  
B a lv a d i  c e n t r e

0 .3 4

0 .1

P e rc e n ta g e  D is t r ib u t io n  o f  c h i l d r e n  a c c o r d in g  
to  d a y s  c q n ip l c i i i c n la Q '  fp^»d le c e iv e d

A  In io s t  
a l l  d a y s

O n ly  fe w  
d a y s

N c v f i T o ta l

0 .9 6  

0 .5 9  

1 5 7

O 

0 
0 
0 
O 

0 .5  1

0 ,9 1

1 5 .2 3  

4 .7

1 1 .1 8

4 .2 3  

4 .3 9  

1 .5 9

0 
0 

I 6 7

O

O

5 .9 2

3^0

.J  -!L
5 6

1  *1_ 
0  9

2 . ?

^ . 4

J  L
_0.7_

J^9
_ L 1  

0  t)

l*SMS 1
(UJ _ ____ ^ ) _  _ __ i.q(KO u  J ‘'Q.
0 . 0 _____ 0 .0 _  m o ^ iqo
0^0 _  q j» _  _ i q o o  _ lo q ___
0 .0 o .o _ _  l_OIM) _
0 .0 _ H )0 .0 1(K)

0 A \___ ___ a o _____ ____ () 0 _____ ^  0  0

l)_.0_____ _____ 0 0 ^ ____ J * i l  _ ___ q q ___
(U> 0  0 0  0 0  q  _

__ ().0 __ 0 ^ ) ______ __q 0  0

_ 0 . 0 0  0 0 ,0 0  0

(U)_____ _____ a o _____ _____ 0  0  _ _  q q ___
_ 0 J ) _____ 0  0 0 .0 _  q.o

( ) .0 ____ 0 ,0 [oq .q 1 0 0 .0

P SM S-II
1 0 0  () 0 .0 0 ,0 1 0 0

8 2 .6 ^ ____ 1 7 4 _____ _ 1 0 0  __

5 6 .9 4 3 .1 0  0 1 0 0

9 9 ^4 _  _ _ 0  6 ____ 1 0 0

Km.(J____ OJ) ___ o o 1 0 0

_ (M J _____ io<)q ____ 0 0 1 0 0  _

j [ ( )a o ____ ____ 0 .0 _ ___ ___ 1̂ 00

(^ )_____ ____ a ()_____ ____ q q ___ _____ ()____
lU )__ ____q<) o.q 0

100,0 0.0 0 0 _1(W
0.0 0 () 0.0 0

0,0 0.0 _  0 0 ___ 0

78.6 21.2_ _ ____ 0 .2̂  _ ____ !oq^ _

1.71

I00.()
I (W O  

6 4  H_ 

_ l ^ 6

1 0 0  0

K7. 

ItH) 0 
1 (M ) 0

0.0
8 6 .7 9

J )

J l ‘i_
3 5 .2

1*1.1 
3 1 5  

()

_ 5 . ^

12,7
• !

O

J L 'L  
0 0

1 3 .2 1

_‘liL
0.0
0,0

Ojj
( l o

(M )

0.0
_ 0 .0

O J)

0.0
0.0
0.0

psivis^iL
100 
100 _  

j m )  

100 
jo q  
joo 

_i(m 
_1()0 _  

100 
iiw _  

()

()

100



lable 8a: Percentage of Huiiseliolds Having Knowledge of Social Right§ and 
Health Programmes

Immunisation o f Vaccination Use o f \ Jse o f  Oral I Fse o f AIDS
Children o f  Pregnant lodinised Dehydration Contraceptive

Sector Women Salt therapy

PSIVIS-I

Rural H4.7 55.2 25.7 65.3 N/A
( Jrban 95 0 91.5 78 .7’ 48 I 78.5 N/A
t'oinbiiieci 90  8 86.0 59 8 M).t» 67.9 N/A

PSIVIS-I I
U ural 64.0 76.6 48. ^ .<3.2 70.5 44 9

Urban K1 8 88.2 ’ 7T 7 ' 62.8 82.4 71 1

Conibiru'd 68 0 78.9 54 0 , 9̂ 1 72.9 50 r

P S M S  I I I
_Kural _______ _____ m 2 ___________ _____ 80.9 80.2 80.7_______ _____ «0,6  _ _  fm,5
Urban 91,2 9 ] J ___ ^9L2_ 90.9 ____ 91.2 9 1 5

Combined 82 4 8 VO 8 2 4 K2-7 HZ.7 H2.7



Table 8b: Percentage of Households Having Knowledge of Social Rights and Healfh 
Programmes According to IVIPCE Class

MP( E class

Inimunisation o f  
( hililrt^n

Vaccination 
ol Pregiianl 

Woincn

U se  o f  
lodinised  

Sail

I Ise o f  Oral 
Dehydration  

Theiapy

U se  o f  
Contraceptive

A IDS

H elow 225 90.4 82.6 40  1 2 0  9 55.9 N /A  _

225-255 85.3 78.5 . 9̂ 1____ 2 0 , ^ 53.4 N /A  _

255-300 88.3 81,6 40  1 1^.8_ ^ 6 . 3  _ N /A___

100-340 90.2 84 0 £ 5 ,4 _ \H.H_ ______ b _ ___N/A _

340-3K0 88.6 85.0 53,3 ^ • I L 63.1 _N /^

380-420 90.5 84.9 56,5____ 22,9 64,5 _  N/A

42 0-470 89.2 84,2 ^  ()____ M  A 6 ^ 3 N/A

170-525 91,1 85.8 57.9 28 1 71.6 N/A

525-615 89.3 85,4 2 7 . ^ _____ 6 8 £ N/A

61S-775 91.5 88,4 6 9  9 ,?5,8 ______74.1 N/A

775-950 91.8 88.5 69 .9 39,0 _____ 74.8 N/A

y ^ o v e  950 92.1 86.4 72 9 _ 4 0 .7_ ______7 7 J _ _ _  J^ /A _

lotal 89 8 84.7 55 2 25J^ 65.3 N/A

H iiihI

Jleiow 225 38.7 _ 5 a 5 _ 23.8 16.6 57.8 24,0

225^255 __5I^ _ r ^ 7 _ 38,3 ^ 3 4 ______h2 .1 _ 3 6 ^

_  255-300 60.3 75.0 39.2____ 6 4 , ; 3^b.3 _

j 6 ^ _____ 77.6 43.3 26,5 68 4 4 0 ^  __ ____
340-3K0 _____ 75.3 £ 5  .8 _ ^7 6 68,2 3 1 J

380  420 65.7 _ 7 9  9 48  9 p .  7 67.9 _ 42.3

.  4 2 0 -4 7 0  _ _ 6 5 _ J _____ 47.2 30,7 ______ 7 0 .3 _ 4 4 2  _

470-525 6 4 . 0 _____ _ 77^8_ 48,3 ____ 7 L 7 _ 45J^ _

525-615 _ ( i ^ 2 _____ _ 7 7 .8 _ 54,4 39,2 73.3 49.9

615-775 6 8 . 6 _____ _  78 6 56,4 42 6 77.0 54^8

775-950 72.3 _  8 £ ^ 62,6 49,1 _____8 j . 5 _ _6 2 .2

_ Above *^5()_ 77.8 84 4 69.0 58 3 ______79,0 68.0

Total _____ 64.0 76,6 ^ . 3 ____ y  1 70. 4 4 ^  _

Rural FSlVIS-iil

l i e l . w  2 2 5 _ 83.6 79 5 82.5 _ 81,0 82,6

^ 2 ^ 2 ^ ____ _ 6 1 J _____ 65,3 6 M 67 9 _____ 70 1 65 .4  _

2 5 5 -3 W )____ 7 ^ _____ _ 75 ()_ 7 3 ^  _ 6 / 6 1 2 . 75.9

300-340 6 0 _____ 71.7 72.6  _ 68 ,6 _____ 70.7 _68 .0  _

J :f0 -3 8 0 _ J 2 J._____ ___n s _ _ 71 .0 73 ^ _ 7 I _ 6 __

380-420 (>9.1_____ _  h9.^ 70,3 _  _ _  l i  1 _ 7 I J ) _

42^-170  _ L 5 IL 74,9 74_5_ _____ 71_5 75.7

4 7 0  525 _ _ 8 ( I 6 _____ _ 8 0 , 7 1 1 2  _ 76 .7 80 2 76.7

5 2 ^ > 2 5 _ J T A _____ _  76.4 l ^ A 75 1 77.6

615  /75 82 1 83.6

_

8 3 ^  _ J<33 84,7 8 t .4

7 7 5 -9 5 0 83 (>_____ ___^ . 9 86J , 85.2 84.2

Al)ove 950 87,5 _ _ 8 7  2 87.1 ^ : 0 _____ 87,0 _ 8 f O  _

Total 80.2 80.9 80.2 80 .7 80 ,6 80.5



I ’able Sc: Percentage of Households Having Knowledge of Social Rights and Health 
Programmes According to MP('F. Class

MP( li class
Im in u n is a lio n  o f  

C h ild re n
V H cc in a tin n  
o f P rcg iiH iit 

W om en

Mse o l 
lo d in is e c i 

S a lt

I Ise o f  ( )ra l I  Ise o f A ID S
1 )e h y d ra tio n C o n lra c e p tiv e

I'he rap }^

^ i b a n _
0 jq(t_

350

425 5̂ )0 

500 575_

__575^5
775 

_ 7 7 5  ^ 5  

‘M5 1120 
2_I20 1500 

1500 1925

_____19.2 5Ĵ  ̂ _

A l l

IJ rb ^ _
__ (MOO

j?00 5̂0 
^ 5 0  4 ^  

425 ;^o  

^0^575 
5 7 ^ - 6 ^  

J)65;775 

775-91^5 

9 1 5 J 1 2 0  

IJ 2 0 - 1500 

1500-1925 

1925+

J>1_5
95.5 

92.̂
93.5 

95 .4  

94.2

96 2 

97.K 

%.H 
W.7_
m oo
9 5 .0

i i ’jL
•^1
88.7 

m9
89 9 

'»a5
90 I

94.7  

95.3 

9^; 
‘)6 8
98.8

91 5

4()8 
W._L 
6f) \
75.4  

8 ^  
81 1
83.5  

89.4 

90 .8  

9^1 
99.2

9 6 .7

78.7

21.1

J7J<
J 0 .8

40 .0

4 5 .8

£6̂ 6
56.6  

59  5 

63 .2  

7 1 0

89 .7  

76 .6  

48  I

P S M S - I

_ 5 3 .3 N /A

6 7 ^ ) _____ N/_A

6 8 .4 ______ .N /A

76.2 N M _ _

81J< N /A

_ 7 | ^ _____ N /A

J 2 . 3 N /A

8 6 .3 ______ N /A

J f ) . 3 _ _ N /A

91 1 N /A

93 9 _N_/A

99 .4 N /A

1*S M S  II
57.8 41.5

7 0 .9 51.4

68 9 4 7 .7

74.1 _

77.5 6 4 .7  _

86.3 77.5

0-3(10 730 71.2 71.2 67.3

300-350 68.3 8 (j^ ___ 77.8 _____70 1_

350-425 81.8 81.3 _782 _ __ 8J
425-500 79.9 7/.5 82.9___ 79 6

500-575 87.0 8;j.4 8L7 _ _ _ ^ 4 _

575-665 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ i 3  ' _ _ _ _ K J ^ I _ __ 84 J

665-775 91.1 89.8 _ _ 88 2

7J5-915 _  87.9 _ 8JA5 _ _89.4__ 86 4

915-1120 ____ ____93.1 _ 94.2 95.0 95.0

1120-1500 94.5 92.8__ _ _ _ _ _  94 ^

1500-192^ 94 9

_ _ _ _ _

95.8 94 5 94.3

1925^- _________98.5________ 9 8.3 _ _ 9 T 5 __ 9 8 .8

A l l 91 2 91.3 9 1 .2 9 (t 9

10(U)____ 97.5

82.4 711
PSIV1S-II1

m i 74 5

77 9 __ 73 1

8^0_ 79.7

79.0

83 9 85 0

1 '̂ L 87.2

87.3 V
84 5 ____ 9<M̂

94.5 _ 91.6

94 4 95.2

_95.5 94 .5_

W  3_ _ _ 9 7 ^  _

91.2 91.5



Fable 9a: Percentage of Households iiof (>ettiiig Drinking Water from Drinking Water 
Source I'liroughout the Year and Percentage Distribution of'Households 
According to Duration of Availability of Water

Sector

R u r a l ___
Ijdimi___
( 'o iiib iiied

Rural ___
_

C'oinbincd

J<ural
Url)an
f^oinhiricd

I’ erceiitage ol 
houscholdH nt>t 
geditig jiriiik iiig  watei 
from drinking water 
source throughout the 
year

I ’ercentage distriliution ol'JuMiseholils accoidiug  
to duration o f  availab ih ty  o f  water IVoni drinking  
w ater source in the year

().()
0.2
0.0

2 . 4

T.7

().4

up to 6 
months

6 -9
months

9 - 11 
months

A ll

I ’ S IVIS-I
0.0 t).0 0.0 0.0

85 7 14 8 0.0 100.0
85.2 14.8 0.0 iOOO

P S M S - II
19.6 25.2 55^3 100 ()
\ ^ . S 23 4 63.0 100.0
J7.0 24.7 57.5 100.0

P S M S  I I I

_ ( K I _____ 0.2 99.7 100
().0 0.0 JOO.O 100
0.1 0.2 99 8 100



I'able ^b: Percentage of Households not G etting  D rinking W ater from  D rinking W ater 
Source riirong liou t tlie Y'ear and  Percentage D istribution of Houselioltls 
A ccording to D uration of Availability o f W ater and M P f ’E Class

MPC’E cinHS

R im i l
Hclow2.25 

2 2 5  2 5 3  

2 5 5  HJO 

.i(K) MO 
3 10 3 8 0  

3̂ K() 4 2 0  

4 2 0 - 4 7 0  

£ 7 0  5 2 5  

5 2 5  61 5 

6 1 5  7 7 s  

7 7 5  9 5 0 _  

. \ I h > v c ^ 5 ( 1

_______
U ural _  
H e lo w  ^ 2 5  

2 2 5 - 2 5 5  

2 5 ^ | 0 0 _ _  

21HK140 
3 4 0 - 3  8 0 _  

3 8 (M 2 ^ )

4 7 0 - 5 2 5

52^6j^5 
6 1 5 - 7 75  

7 7 5 - 9 5 0 _  

A b o v e  9 5 0  

lotHl
J iu r a l
H e lo w  2 2 5  

22 5 - 2 5 5  

3 0 0  

<00 MO
J40-3^0 
3KO-42()_  

42^470 
4 7 0 - 5 2 5  

525^15 _  

6 1 5 - 7 7 5  
7 7 5 - 0 5 0  

A ^ o v e  9 5 0  

fo la l

I’erccn t i ig e  o(  
ht)iistMit)lds nut 
g e l l i n g  d r in k in g  w ate i  
fn»tn d i in k in g  w a te r  
s o m t  e  l i in )uglu )ut  the  
yetir

0.0 
0_(» 
0 0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
(U) 
0.0 
0.0 
q.u_ 
0,0 
a o  
0.0

09
1.3
1.3
1̂ 4
t.6

JA l
U
0.8

2.2
2.2
2.0
1.5

OJ)
1̂ 2_

a s
U  
1.9 
2 A)
0 .9

1.1
L6
1.6

LL.
2.3
1.7

P c r c e n la g e  disti i ln it ion  o f  h o u s e h o ld s  a c e o r d in g  to 
d u ra t io n  o l  a v a i la b i l i ty  o t 'w a t e i  t io in  d r in k in g  w ater  
s o n r e e  in tl ie  y e a r

up (o (1 
nionlh .s

00
0.0
a o
OJ)
0.0
0.0_

0^0_

0.0
(M)
U.0
(M)
0.0

t).0

6 5 .8

OA)
14.2

J ^ 4
[6V
27.1

.32.2

9 .6
3 1 .9

17.8_
3 .0

(U)
19.6

(M)
(),0

0.0

0.1
(U)
(M)
(M)
0.0
0.1
0.0

(JU
0.1

6 - 9

m o n th s

0.0

0£)
()J)
(ILO

0  0
OJll̂  
0 0 
0 0 
0 0

0 0 
J )  0

4  4  

75J) 
4 ^

7 .2

2.8
2 3 ^

1 2 .4

J12_3

6 9 .9

25^
25.2

j!) d
Q. 

00 
().0 

00 
0 6_

J ’ i  
().!
0 1

j) i_ 
()£  
0  4  

0 2

9 11 
tnonthi

^ 0
00^

i]lL

0
0 (L 
0.0

0 0 
{).{)
OA)
q j l  
0 0

^ 9
25.^
A? 3
6 9  6

75.*  ̂
7 0  ^  

4 4  4

73 6  ̂

5 5 ,6

4 9 .9

-Z1:L
5 5 .3

J ^ )  0 
100 0 

10(» 0 
9Ĵ ,9

jo o  q
9 9  4

9 9 . 9

9 9 . 9  

9 9  9_  

9 9  9  
9 9  4  

99 .5^  

9 9 .7

A ll

PSMSJ 
(H) 
(>:() 

___ (M)
___ 00

0 £  
O JJ 

0 0 
0 0 
()32 
IVO
0 0
0 q 
00

P S M S - l l

___
lOOJ)

____ 100.0

_  l^(U)
___ IO(M)
___lOthO
___ _ii>qi)_

H>aO 
____ loaq

l(H).t)
I0t).0
lOO.O 

P S M S  M I
100

JOO
100
100
100
100
100

JOO

iq^L
M)0 
100 
1()0 
100



Table 9c: Percenfage of Households not (leftiiig Drinking Water From Drinking Wafer 
Source I'liroughoul The Year and Percentage Disfrihution of Households 
According to Duration of Availability o f Water and IVIPCK Class

P e r c e n t a g e  o l P e r c e n t a g e d is t r ib u t io n  o f  h o u s e h o l d s  a c c o r d i n g

h o u s e h o l d s  n o t to  <iuration o f  a v a i la b i l i t y o f  w a t e r  f r o m  d r in k in g

M l ’C-li c l a s s
g e t t i n g  d r i n k in g  w a te r w a t e r  so n rc i3 in the  y e a r

Iroin d r i n k in g  w a te r
s o u r c e  t h r o u g h o u t  the
y e a r up  to 6  9 9-1  1

6 i n o n t h s t n o n t h s m o n t h s A l l
U r l t a i i

B e l o w  3 0 0 0 . 3 1 0 0 .0 ^ . 0 _  _ 0 . 0 1 0 ( ) . ( ) _

3 0 0  ? 5 0 0 . 0 ____0 . 0 _____ ____0.()_______ 0  () 0 . 0

3 5 0  4 2 5 0  6 9 1 . 9 8.1 0 . 0 ______ Î2)(U> _
4 2 5  5 0 0 0.1 ______0 .0  _  ̂ 1 0 0 .0 _____ 0 . 0 ______ 1 0 0 .0

5 0 0  5 7 5 0 . 0 _____[)( ) 2 )  0  __ 0 . 0 ______0.()_____

5 7 5  6 6 5 0.1 1 0 0 . 0 __ 0 , ^ ____ OO 1 0 0 .0

6 6 5 - 7 7 5 0  0 0 . 0 0 .0 0 . 0 _  2!:.Q- _
7 7 5 - 9 1 5 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 .0 0 . 0 _____ 0 , 0

9 1 5  1 1 2 0 0  () 0 . 0 0 .0 0.1)^_____ 0 . 0

n i O  1 5 0 0 0 . 5 10 0 . 0 ____ ^ . 0 _ 1 0 . 0 UlO.O

1 5 0 0  1 9 2 5 0 . 0 0  0 0 . (2 _  OO_____ _______02> _

A b o v e  1 9 2 5 0  0 0 . 0 0  () 0 . 0 0 . 0

fo l a l 0  2 ____^ 5 ^ ____ _  M 2 1  _ ____ 0  (2 1 0 0 . 0
L J ih a n P S M S - I I

B e l o w  3 0 0 0 . 8 3 5 . 3 1 6 .6 4 8 .1 1 0 0 . 0

3(K) 3 5 (2________ 2 . 9 _____ 0  0 2 8 . 4 _____ ____ 71 6 1 0 0 . 0

3 5 0  4 2 5 3 . 7 1 3 .0 2 8 . 9 ____ ^ 2 ______ 1 0 0 .0

4 2 5  5 0 0 3.1 1 5 .3 2 7 . 9 5 6 .8 1 0 0 .0

_ 5 0 ( ^ ^ 7 5 ________^ 2 1 0  0 2 ‘ J  _ 88 .3 ^ HJ(M)

_ 5 7 5 ; ^ 6 5  _______ 1 8 7 . 0 _  ^ . 2 ____ 9 2 . 8 _____ I 0 < ) 0

6 6 5  7 7 5  _______ 2  3 _____ f)2L _  _ ____ ____ 9 . 9 _____ 12)(M)__

7 7 5  9 1 5 2  1 5 4 . 7 _  4  7 _ 4 0  6 1 0 (2 0

9 1 5 - M 2 0 ___________ [ A  ___________ 5 2 . 7 153 ? 2 0 1 0 0 .0

1 1 2 0  1 5 0 0 2 0 7 . 0 8 .4 8 4  6 1 0 0 .0

1 5 0 0  1 9 2 5 __________0 . 5  ___________ _ 0  0 _ 1 0 0 . 0 ____ m o j ) ____

A V > o j v e J i ^ : ^ ____ 5 3 0  0 0 . 0 ____J 0()2>. „ ___

T o ta l 2 , 4 ___________ ____ 1 3 .5 ____ 2 3  4  _ _  M  0 ____ 1 0 0 .0
U r b a n I ’S M S ^ L II

B e l o w  3 0 0 0  0 ____ ( ) ^ _____ OJ)______ j 2 H |0  _ lO(M)

3 0 0  3 5 0 ________ 0  0  ___________ 0  0 0  0 m o 2 ) _ [ 0 ( ) J ) _

35()  4 2 ^  _  _ 0 . 2 ) ________ 0  0 _____ 0 . ( J ____ 1 0 0 .0 1 0 0 .0

4 2 5 ^ 0 0 ____ _  2 .3 _  0 . 0  ____ _ ____1 0 0 .0 lOOO

^ ( K )  5 7 5  _______ 2 . 0 __________ 0 . 0 ____( ) ______ 1 0 0 .0 1 0 0 . 0

5 2 5  6 6 ^ 0  f J ___________ 0 0  _ 1 0 0 . 0  _ ____ l o o o

6 ^  7 7 5 ________ 0 2 ____ 2) 0 I0(».0

7 7 5  9 1 ^ ________ _________  O J 0 ^ ____ 0  0 ______ __ 1 0 0 .0 i o ( 2 i > _

9 1 5  1 1 2 0 0 . 3 0 . 0 0  0 1 0 0 .0 lOOO
1 1 2 0  1 5 0 0 0 . 8 0 . 0 0  0 1 0 0 .0 1 0 0 . 0
1 5 0 0  1 9 2 5 0 . 0 0 . 0 o o ' __ i2B>j> l o a o

A b o v e  1 9 2 5 ____________ [ ) . 0 ___________ 0 . 0 0  0 I 0 ( ^ _ _____ 1 0 0 . 0

T o ta l 0 . 4 ____ (> 2 )_____ _____ 0  0 ______ 1 0 0 .0 10 0 . 0
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Annex - III 

\S S  64th Round 

SCHEDULE 99: POVERTY MODULE FOR UTTAR PRADESH 
HOUSEHOLD QUESTIONNAIRE

^ 7 - 2 0 0 8

s<o

SECTION 0: identification particulars

0.1 SECTOR 
(RURAL-1, URBAN-2)
0.3 SAMPLE UNIT (FSU) NUMBER

0.5 SECOND STAGE STRATUM NO.

0.7 RUNNING HOUSEHOLD NO. foi T 0 14)

0.2 ATTACHED TO 
(SCH 1.0/SCH 10.2)
0.4 SEGMENT

0.6 SAMPLE HOUSEHOLD NO.

0.8 HOUSEHOLD SIZE

0.9 Tinfie to canvass the schedule-99 
i (HRS/MYN) 1 /

i

' 0.11 NAME & POST OF INSPECTING 
AUTHORITY 1

' 0.13 Signature of investigators 
1-

! 2-
1 0.15 Signature of inspecting authority | I
1

0.10 Datte of survey (DD/MMAT) /
/200

0.12 Date of Inspection (DD/MM/YY) | /
/200

0.14 Date of scrutiny (DD/MM/YY) /
/200

0.16 Date of Data Entry (DD/MM/YY' /
1/200



SECTION 1. HOUSEHOLD ROSTER

AGE-GROUP 7 /EARS AND ABOVE
j 1.1

COPY THE AGE 
FROM 

- j SCHEDULE 
D j i.oyio^

C ! SLO C M  
0  I COLUMN-5 ]
D

AGE IN YEARS

02

12
COPY THE SEX 
FROM SCHEDULE 
''.0/102
[BLOCK-4, c olum n-
41

MAL£_..........1
FEMALE.......2

1.3

co p y  th e  ! ^ E S  FROM SCHEDULE 1.0/10.2 
[BLOCK-4, COLUMN-2]

'*'ES, CAN BOTH 
READ AND 
■̂ITE , . 2

NO............ ....... 3

;CGdes
OTHER PLACE
'N THE SAME 
DISTRICT 2
INTHEOTHEP. 
D1STR1C" 3
IN THE OTHER 
STATE .... 4 
iN th e  “FOREIGN 
=>UCE 5

YRS SEX NAME DF PERSON

l̂î HlisasD :
THIS VILLAGE/'

 ̂ TOWN 1 
OTHER PLACE

’ IN THE SAME 
DISTRICT .. 2 
IN THE OTHER 
DISTRICT .... 3 
IN THE OTHER.

IN THE OTHER STATE .... 4 
DISTRICT... 3 IN THE FOREIGN 
IN THE OTHER ' ^LACE .... 5 
STATE .... 4 
iNTHE
FOREIGN '
OLACE .... 5 I

03

04

IT
06

07

05

1 1C
i

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------i----------------------------------- ^ -^ ^ ------------------------------------ 1----------------------------
; i f  ' I

‘•'J \ \

’ 1 1 i ' ^
12 , j

1 1
i i 1 

- ■ 1 ■ _ ------- J_________________ i

Codes for Q 1.5: NO CLASS R\SSED-98. NE\'ER ATTENDED-99. CLASS 1-01. CLASS 2-02, CLASS 3-03. CLASS A-OA, CL-\SS 5-05.CLASS 6-06, CLASS 7-07, CLASS 8-08. CLASS 9-09. 
CL.ASS 10-10, CLASS 11-11. CLASS 12-12. PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATE-13. PROFESSIONAL DIPLOMA-14. NON PROFESSION.AL GRADL ATE-15. PROFESSIONAL GRADUATE-16, 
NON PROFESSIONAL POST GRaDUATE-17, PROFESSIONAL POST-GRADUATE-18, OTHER-19



01

02

03

04

05

oe

07

08

09

10

GOT/GETTING MARRIED
SCHOOL IS TOO FAR.....
CANNO-^ APPORD _
HAVE TO LOOK AFTER
rOUNGER SIBLINGS............................................5

HAVE TO WORK AT HOME 
HAVE TO WORK ON OWN FARM /

JVESTOCK CARE ’ WH ENTERPRISE.................... 7
HAVE TO WORK FOR WAGHSALARY ...................... 8
CHILD NOT INTERESTED............................................ 9
=AILED IN EXAMS......................... .......-.....................10
TEACHER BEHAVIOUR NOT GO OD......................... 11
EDUCATION NOT JS E F U ^...................................... 12
COMPLETED DESIRED LEVEL........................ .......13
AWAITING ADMISSION TO NEXT lEVEL ............... 14
OTHER .... -................. ................. .............................15

EDUCATION 
GUARANTEE 
CENTER.................. 4

RELIGIOUS
NON-
PORMAL....................5

ÊIRST SECOND

lE:SS t h a n  
Y£AR AGO....1

>1 to <= 2 rRS 
4rG0..................... 2

'> ;:to<=3  y r s  
AGO..................................3

MORE t h a n  
3 v e a RS a g o ...............4

i 1 NEXT CHILD

■^00 YOUNG....................... .................................. 0
SCHOOL IS TOO FAR............................................ 1
CANNOT AFPORCIT ____ ______________„.2
HAVE TO LOOK AFTER

YOUNGER SIBLINGS........................................3
HAVE TO WORK AT HOME ...... ........................ 4
HAVE TO WORK ON 

OWN FARM LIVESTOCK CAPS ' PAM.
ENTREPRISE.........................................................5
HAVE TO WORK FOR WAGE'SAlARY ..............6
EDUCATION NOT CONSIDERED

USEFUL................................................................7
ADMISSION PROCEDURES

CUMBERSOME................................. ..................8
DISABILITY.............................................................9
OTHER _____________ _____________10

NEXT CHILD

FiRSI SECOND



SECTION 2. EDUCATION: PART B -  CURRENT ENROLLMENT, AGE-GROUP: 5-18 YEARS

04 T

RELIGIOUS
NON-
F CRMAl .........................5

(IF NONE

RECEJVH3, 

/TRITE 0.00)

rparilM
'l̂ rVWrici- 

|^<3̂ schaMw 
recfflvefl'

J  I SC/ST.................. 1
OBC........................2
Minonty.... ............. 3
Ecanomicallv weak.4
i\tent........................5
Other...................... 9

2.12 
jfe ,.[N A M E j
I lexttxxMQ
j

I res, SOME 
I YES, ALL 
! NO

113

1 i 1 ■:
' 36 ' ! 

i 1 i ( 1  : !
1 07 !

! 1 '
I 1 !

: 05 j  ̂ ■ i 1 !
i

i 09 i 

i j i ■
! 11 i

i 1 .
' I 

i

I

1 "  . ! 1 j
! ’

i «  1 J: T ( j
......................... —  1 1

i

=aucation codes ror a  2.7 
NURSERY- 00
CLASS i- 01
CLASS 2- 02
CLASS 3- 03
CLASS 4- 04
CLASS 5- 05
CLASS 6- 06
CLASS -  07
a . \ S S  8- 08
CLASS 9- 0^
C L 4S S 10- 10
aASS 11- 11
CLASS 12- 12
PROFESSIONAL CERTEFICATE - 13
PROFESSION.\L DIPLOMA- 14 
NON PROFESSIONAL GR.ADU.AIE - 15 
PROFESSIONAL GRADU.^TE - 16
NON PROFESSIONAL POST 
G R A D L ^ -  17
PROFESSIONAL POST-GRADUATE-18 
OTHER- 19

c
-a

Codes for 2.8: W..TISERY-00, C L \S S ;-01, 'CLASS 2-02. CLASS 3-03, a A S S  4-04, CLASS 05-5,CLASS 6-06, CLASS 7-07. CLASS 8-08, CLASS 9-09. C L\SS 10-10. CLASS 11-11. CLASS 12-12. PROFESSIONAL CERTinC.\rE-13, 
PROFESSIONAL DLPL0MA-i4. NON PROFESSIONAL GR.-SLDU.\rE-15, PROFESSIONAL GRADU.AIE-i6, NON PROFESSION.AL POST GRADUATE-17. PROFESSIONAL POST-GR.^UAIE-18. OTHER-19



^T|6 2

iDav Meals have 
jeen proviaea i t  
fNAME. :r'af' 

j |

If school was
c closed for
0 vacBtion, rBTer
D to iestwee^
E when school

was open

IF NONE 
RECEIVED 
WRITE 0

(RetertoG-2.14 
for ,ast week)

.18

csjasafe:.

Y E S - 1
N O -  2
Can't sav- 9

IN RUPEES (0.001
A. ! B 1C.

Scfiool, aamission ana i Uniforrns | Text- books /
examina^on fees Statuonery

D. I E.Transpon
Private tutormg i 
coa:ning '___________

F. Others G. t o t a l  
{A to F)

So

s»
3.

01

02

03

04

05

06

07

08

1 u y  !
1 1 I 1 ! i . . j . . . . . . . . . . I

! 1
II . . . . . . .  ■ 1 1

! J1- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1
1 1  j

! ' 1
11i _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

1 '  
i 1

I 1 1 | 2  1 j 1 i 1 1 1



yES...
-»3.5)

HC....
I YES. 1

PEVER 
LOOSE fsKDTIONS

'D'ARRHEA....
VOMITING.........
DiZZ?NESS.......
COUGH ...........
STOMACH PAIN
INJURY.............
OTHERS 

,SPECIFY)......

NO......2
'■♦NEXT
PERSON)

3.4̂  __ -
'VnT/* ' H O T  a docto' 

ick or health facility'?
PROBLEM WAS NOT SERIOUS........... 1
USED HOME REMEDY ......................2
TREATMENT COST TOO MUCH..........3
DISTANCE IS 'OC ..DNG....................4
AFRAID TO FIND HAVING A
SERIOUS CASE......... ...................... 5

AFRAID TO TAKE TOLLOW-JP
ACTION............... .......................... 6

NOBODY AT HOME PAID
ANv ATTENTION........................

NO ONE WAS "^HERETO
ACCOMPANY ..................................0

T  IS A HASSLE TO GO OUTSIDE ..... 9
DIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO GO.......... 10
PREVIOUS INEFFECTIVE
EXPERIENCES ................................V

ALREADY FOLlOV'/ING A
^EATMENT..................................... 12
OTHERS............................................13

! 3.7 '

3.5
l"̂ nat'str«reasofj 
• [NAME]. y«ile! ’ 
nealtti tacilitv"''

CEVER.........
lOOSE MOTIONS • 
DIARRHEA, -

VOMITING.............
DIZZINESS...................
'■'.nUGH .

STOMACH PAIN...........
.’NJUR''.............
DaiVERY ..................
PRE/POST NATAl

MEDICAL EXAMINATION
;,«MUNIZATI0N..........
'̂ AliW.Y PLANNING
SERVICES..................

OTHERS
'SPECIFY'.................

W7B7MEWER.
ASK ONLY R)R 
li^MBERS 5 YEARS 
OLDAMDABO\^:

FAITH HEALER/ RELIG. PERSON...................... ............1
JHULACHAP DOCTOR QUACK....... .............. 2
ISM DOCTORS {Avurveda. 'Jnaii. etc.'-........ _3
CHEMIST........................... .......... ...........__...4

ANGANWADI WORKER......... ............... .5

ANM ' MALE HEALTH WORKER ..............6

GOVERNMENT DOCTOR - PHC......................7
GOVT. DOCTOR - CHC DISTRIC’  HOSPITAL 8
GOVT. DOCTOR ELSEWHERE......................... 9
PRIVATE AuL̂ DPATHtC DOCTOR .................... 10
CHARITABLE ' NGO DOCTOR____________ 1-
K«3B1LE DISPENSARY ............... ...................12

OTHER........................................................... 13

/F OMLy OHE m s COMSULTED FKLi. IN 
FmST COLUmi ONLY

jiow  many oays j 
, -^[NAMEj.. unaawi 
I cut nts/trer !
; .f.sua! activities due tc j 
I ^nessies), in)ury(ies) ’

' 3’v'mDtoms in tne•‘c___:
WRfTEZEROIF

NONE

(O
o

-o
a.

=!RST SECOND DAYS
01

l2

"oT

"of

'oT

IT



FOR M.4RRIED WOMEN 15-49 YiL\RS FOR CfflLDREN 0-6 YEARS

. FIRST 
Cqdvthe 
ID CODE 

, FROM ROS­
TER FOP 
MARRIED 
WOMEN .-K 

' th e  AGE 
: GROUP ^5- 
' 49 YEARS.
; AND THEN 
I ASK
' aU E S TIO N S  
I 4,1 -  4.5

1̂____
jSis.. 
N̂AMEj.. 
Mvered ir 

the last 12
^UllillS?

YES....^

4.3 4.4 4.5
.Vheredia

^ ame;.
oeiiver̂

■R ) consuaea

DOCTOR.
, AT DOME........ 1 I !*JRS&A^^._...2
I I

Trainea DAi....... 3

.........2
MEX"-

WOMAN!

!D CODE

I aUBCENTRE ....2
...................3 i TRADITIONAL DAI '

C:HC,DISTRICT I , aRTh
I GOV^ ' ATTENDAHTi '
I HOSPITAL..... 4 I ;
, PRIVATE 1 I

HOSPTAL —  S relative   5 j

....... — • ^ i n o n e ________6 ^

I No of AnC visits i tiBS.. [NAME],
I DBfsfiethe i êceivec
j cW i^/? ; benefits under

1 I ' uanani
I Ikiraksna 

vwTteO-ifno.ANC j ŜPojana ip the 
v is i ts l a s t  12  m o n t h s ? :

YES_____ 1

NO...........2
,̂ NEX̂
WOMAN)

FIRST COPY 
THE ID CODE 
!=ROM
ROSTER FOR 
ALL
CHILDREN 
AGECM 
YEARS. AND 
THEN ASK 
QUESTIONS 
4.6- 4.10

4.6
IS

Ansanaadi
cente*̂

ve5

, NO........
■>̂EXT 

' CHILD;

4.7
" I
|jiffteiasT3C 
«Bvs, tor flow
Ijaanrdays 
ms liffi 

r'ffiganwai! 
center open'’

! ; 49______
I tne iSKSt 3C i iHtneiasiSC
' for how ! gays, b̂r now
! pany days ' nnanv days did
I ibd ..[NAMEi* i .̂[NAME].,
j I t *™**'.' ; <tewve food
i attepc the ' jMDleme’'.ts? .
I Anganwadi i
î gnter" I

4.10

number of 
days

nunter of days

j 1 j 

j nuRider of days j

ID CODE
1 ! 
1 1

^  ..iM A M bj.. 
Iii<es the fooa 
pipciementT _

Y es................ 1
No ..........2
Cant s a y .........3

^NEXT
CHILD

TO
o<<D
3-

f



SECTION 5 hK)USING AKD AMENITIES.

L  of sfriicture of cMrsSing
Roof I----------------

KATCHA..................................................■
°UCC .̂ ^HROUGH WEAKEF

SECTOR HOUSING SCHEMES ...........2
PUCCA...................................................3
NO STRUCTURE.............................. .....4

mis

t  INTERVIEWER- IS TF:E DV/£LL!NGUNfTi£ A PART OF A SLUM AREA (OBSERVE)?

YES..., 
NC....

vVt’at Tvoe of iafrine oo vou use \r '.toû  housenota premises"

NO LATRINE...........................................
■LUSHS''STEIvi .................................... 2
SEPTIC TANK............................. ................. 3
SERVICE LATRINE.......... ....................... 4
PIT LATRINE...........................................?
o th er  LA-^iNE'SPECIP' ........... ......6

(Hal Tvpe of saniiation avsjera (s vour dwenina â nnected lo?

COVERED DR^US.
OPEN DRAiNS .....
SOAK PIT............
OTHER.................
:!OSYSTÊ ;.....

5. WAR’ from?

TAP................................................................1
..................... ................ ....2

HANDPiJMP MARK I! .............. ...............3
OTHER HANDPUMP............................... 4
TANK/POND r e s e r v o ir ........................ 5
RIVER'CAHAL^ LAKE..................................6
>A/ATER SELlE R ......... .. ........... ...................7
OTHER.......................................................... 9

w rH IN  PREMISES....................................
LESS th a n  IOC-MT. ........... ...................
100 TO 500 M TS............. ............ .............
500 MTS TO ' KM........... ..........................
m o r e  th a n  - KV! ...................................

Public.. ............................................1
Shareo., .................... .....................2
Owned. ..........................................3

...................................
Z  Hw iii*j|.— ifta'-Bfthe fern is water avaiia&le rrorr tnis source"

MONTHS ^ R

3. Doytwteat«BterfiBfcr?dnn*8TO(r'
^ES 301L..................................
YES SIMPL' RLTER...... ........................2
YES ULTRA-VIOLE' '̂ FILTER........... ....... 3
NC . ....................... ................................ .̂4

%. 'S 'nere any sDurns 3! auiaiic ctffftwrg w ^r irTthiŝ ammuriity you’- noii^ioia is not 
use"* ________________ ____

/ES
THEiRE IS r!0 3UBL1C SOURCE .........

5. Do voH use etectncitv r-

^S
■ JC .

6. During 9re !a  ̂? ^vs î ow rr^y M  
HRS/DAY

....2 i-̂ NE)T
SECTION;

fe Hawk'S this SD««r8l

Hsw rnycn tJiC :S %‘aedrid& consmnec ■'* sje
Rs.fO.OÔ



SECTION 6. VULNERABILITY AND ASSETS OWNERSHIP
1. now many ...[ASSETj... ao you own?

1

W R I T E  Z E R O  IF  N O N E 1
1

ASSET 1 NUMBER '
01

02 jOHftS

03 Onewns

04 □aier armnate \d o a k e ^ ,
05 ,Hano-pump ,
06 Diesel pumpset ,
07 Storage Bir. for agnculture pmduEr .
08 Tractor !
09 1 hresher. etc.;

10
1

Tut)ewe<l (OTnertnan hanapump; •i. !

: iiFan :r ■ , j

■ 12 1
1

1 J^erosene stove ■

; 13 i1 f ie d io l transistor • !

' 14 '
i

1 (Black and White) 1

; 15 '1 TV (Coior> !

; 16 '' Refrigerator : 1

; 17 '' Cycle 1

1 18 ’' machine 1

! 19 ' LPG stove

i 20 ' M ^or cycle'■ s e c ^ ff ;
■ t ' !

i 21 ' fc4otor Car/.iPfiT

! 22 
i 1

! aj»Dcl< car^

! 23 1 “TBtepnone '

I 24 ! Pressure cooker 
1 -------

; 25
1

■ 31ock/ VieKJi 
1

! 26
i

 ̂ -*Tai' . ^

: 27 
1

j Taote

; 28
i

; I.OT' t)ec

j ivlatiress
1 ■ ........................... ........ -..........— ----------

X tn ttw iw~r y i  tiint it r>ec3ssar» to seU or mortgage soma-af yosr assets'
rvww. t ernergertfw or to repav a ioan?

YES FOR il l n e s s .........................1
YES f^OR MARRIAGE , DEATH ....2 
YES FOR OTHER EMERGENCY..3
YES TO REPAY LOAN ..................4
N O , ............................. ......................5 . - > 4 )

I to sell ar-TTortgage''-
JEW ELRY.........................................................  1
HOUSEHOLD UTENCILS / >=URNITURE.... 2
LIVESTOCK....................................................3
PRODUCTiVE ASSETS (JOOLS.

IMPLEMENTS RICKSHAW, ETC.'......... 4
LAND / HOUSE.................................................5
O T H E R ..................................... ......................... 6

Very baa, some days did not aal at all............... 1
Bad. we eat 2 meals or less for

most of the tim e..........................................................2
Average, manage to eat 2 meals a day

all the time ..................................................... .......... 3
Good we have some savings..................................  4
Very gcoiS we nave constderaote savings.................5

-oo
s
3.
3'c:



1 J s  your fx u js e h o io B F l LiSi npxiadr,gjivAy
YES.............................................. 1 ”  _____________

................................... 2 ' I
Don't Know................................... 3 !

2. Doyoti.iiave?®tronlF!^5)^

YES. APL CARD (YELLOWS 1 _____________
YES. BFi. CARD (WHfTE).............. 2 i |
vES.ANTvodaYA. RED:  .........3 ; j
NO ....................................... ........4 (■»€) ---------------------

! 3. U
1 Was .ilTEM].. availabte 
i over C h e  last 3D d a y s  in
i :‘Our reafpest =>DS fno:;''

1 ■'-tow Tiuch ,.[ITEM],
I  Aa you Duy over ttie
j  5 s t  30 Gays"̂

Ho*/ much ^  ' 
you pay m total?-1

I

o

! YPS.................... 1
j NO...................... 2

■■♦next:
DON’T KNOW ..,3 
(■♦NEXT)

i  I
1 WRITE 1 

0.00 IF NOTHtNG

1 1 
! 1

! WRITE 0,00 IF 
j NOTHING

!
1

1 i
L U S T  OF I T E M S U N I T Q U A N T H T  1 

(0,00) 1
Rs, iC.OO) ;

1!

Rice KG I

Wteai

Sugar KG

LT»
; Ed^Oi ; T T ?

TOTAL PAHD

iNTERVIEWER: IF WHEAT AND/OR RICE WAS NOT BOUGHT IN QUESTION 4, THEN ■> 6

6. During the oast 6 months, did yc»j ixiv^ny foodgrains at a PCS snop'?^

'̂ ES...................  1
NO...........................  2 I

i :

Donsorea credit program ir ttie oast t2 monins? 
VES, SWA«NJAYANT1 GRAM 
SWARCZC3AR YOJANA,
SWARNJAYANT! 3HAHARI

ROZGAR VOJANA ............................... 1 ______________
D W A C U A ...................................... ... ........... .... 2  ' '

YES. PRADHAN MANTRI | j
ROZGAR YOJANA................... ......... ...  3 ------------------------- -

/ES, KISAN CREDIT CARE...........................4
YES, OTHERS..................... .......... 5
N O . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6  ( - M )

3 'e=a

WRITE TOTAL Ahr'OUNT ACTUALLY RECEIVED RUPEES (0,00)

YES
NO. ,2

m. Whom (IrS -yoii b@fBw

EMPLOYER LANDLORD.............................. ,1
■T̂DER ’ MHNEv ;̂ NDER________ 2
RELATIVE (K(iN OR IN-lAWS'.________ __
CREOr GRO.JPS............................. ................4
INSTITUTIONAL SOURCES
.BANKS, COOPERATIVES. ETC)__________ 5

OTHER . . . ........................................ .......... 6

41, Howmuc^does vou'_"j?,jsef’g>_r

WRITE ZERO IF NO AMOUNT OUTSTANDING (Rs. 0,00)



PUBUC WORKS _________
12. Does vour HH fetaue a job card for public works?

t̂ 5 ...................... 1
»<iC ............................ 2
Don’t know............... ....3

■'3, CDd^-iP Q12. vi^yTiat^
Have not heard of NREG.........................1
,-tofk not requirec...........................................—  2
Not interested in tyne of work----- ---- ---3
\Nage too low....................................4
□on: ta w  ha* to apptv ._------- ----------------------- 5
.̂ Dlicatiop process too iengtny.. ...... ......6
nave oeen aeniea aoDifcation............................... 7
UnJikeiv tc get vMork even vwtti a job card------8
Other,' ' ............... ..................... 9

i 14 Did any memDerof your 
' work in pudiic vwjrks

15. How many oays in totai did ' 16. What was the average I 
Tiemtjers of your HH get work in I wage received per day j

during the last 365 days?  ̂ public works during the last 365 1 (Rs.)?
1 1 days? \Oays> 1

Scheme CiDOe Cash ' Kind i
1

' Totai !
1

Yes. worked on 1 1 1 I 1
1 NREGwon<s !

1 i 1 1
1 Yes worked on 1 2 1 1 I
1 SGRY works ! i

17.
i's any memtjer ofThe 
nousehold eligible for the 
■*oHowing
Yes........................... 1
N o___ _________ 2

{'.i no, next pension/benefit)

18.
mow much did you 

receive over the past
12 months?

IF NOTHING 
WRITE 2ER0

CODE ...u_ j

i ’̂ tiremen'^ Densior i

i  i i 1 Oicageperraron I

1 03 'i ;I [Ssabiiitv pension ! i 11  0 4 1 Widow persron

: 05I !  Scciai sedunty benefit
1 '  I

1 06i Other pefSKjns I1  I1  0 7i 1 Wafemal Jaenefit | I  i
I 06 1 Keffiifa Dhar

^""n '3 "™ [ro r any mernber of your househoic participate in a literacy llti.qram over the oast 12 mot<hs

YES.
NtO...

*oocto
a.

so>

□o wxj tmow the name of tne ward 'nemtier representing your neighborhood?

YES.
HO...

1
2 (->23'i

21. i'ferve you (or any cJther group you betong ;o i ever aoproachec hirr ' her for assistance of anv kind*? 

YES ................
NO.

1
2 (->23)



SECTION 7. GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS AND SERVICES (CONT)

YES,
NO...

23. 24.
Wmh the ptMMi source ffm 
Mtwi* learned about this?

FRIENDS/FAMILY......................... 1
TEACHER....................................... 2
RADIO/TRANSISTOR...................... 3
TELEVISION............... ...................  4
NEWSPAPER 1 PRINT MEDIA 5
NGO/ACTIVIST.......................... 6
LOCAL GOVT. WORKER................7
DISPENSARY..................................8
OTHERS...............................  9

YES. GOOD KNOWLEDGE... 1 
YES, SOME KNOWLEDGE ...2 
JUST HEARD THE NAME 3 
NO........................................ 4 (■♦NEXT)

01 Measle imnwrrizi^ Of antdren?
02 VBcdn^on or pragnant moihws?
03 UBkdF)bdb!^SR|C?  ̂ ■■

04 Use of Oral RshydrMon SokJten
(ORS)?

05

06

SUPERVISOR
-o
5

INSPECTING AUTHORITY

SECTION 9: REMARKS BY INVESTIGATOR/ 
SUPERVISOR/ INSPECTING AUTHORITY

INVESTIGATOR

/



/

SECTIONS: ACCESS TO FACILITIESFOR RURAL HOUSEHOLDS8.21 8.2Ptofar is the nearest POLITY]., from your ibprnuchdoesitcostto r bach the (FACILITY).. ' iHyourhouse i ilRŝllft_write 0.00 if no expenditures are Incurred
WITHIN THIS VILLAGE ..1 L̂SSTHAN 0.5 KM ..2 0.5 KM T01 KM 3 MORE THAN 1 KM....4 DON’T KNOW 5FACILITIES CODE01IBHHHWschpof 02■MflVs<±ool 03HM̂dodor !04■̂■rthêthUhL 05■■■doctor 06nshop 107U weather l>lacK-top road 08

1* 0910M 11.ocalbus 1112
r 13n̂̂sales centre. 14|HUbv̂Pc.u 15PHBhand pump 16

FOR URBAN HOUSEHOLDS8.3Bflkis the nearest i C[FAC1LITY].. from your I
him._ JWITHIN THIS FSU 1 LEŜ̂THAN 0-5KM-.2 0.5KMT01KM 3 MORE THAN 1 KM...4 DON'T KNOW 5

8,4Hnv much dOMt«it|B'-.. reach the pOJTY) riMR'' yoorbMNlnRs.t.̂̂;write 0.00 if no expend,tn are incurred

FACILITIES CODEflMMMtpnmarysdibof |1 01Private primary school i 02■■■Hi secorxtary school 03secondary school |04^̂■̂Mdoctor 105Ushop 06
p 070809(Hanning center [ 10

&•3.

TJ
3


