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1988 virtua11y all the compon nts used in 
a CTV rcc iver will be indigeni ed 

[ Trans la tionJ 
P r Capita Income 

469. SHRI MOOL CHAND DAOA : 
Will the Minister of PLANNING b pleased 
to tat 

(a) whether one of the aims of the 
plans formulated! implem nted in the coun-
try was to reduce economic disparity ; 

(b) the minimum and the maximum per 
capita average income at the end of the 
First Five Year Plan and at present ; 

(c) whether it is a fact that during 
these years the rich becamQ richer while 
poor became poorer ; and 

(d) if so, the reasons therefor '] 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI A. K. 
PUNJA) : (a) Yes, Sir. 

(b) The Annual. per capita income i.e. 
the Ann·ual Per Capi ta Net National Pro-
duct, at all India level at the end of the 
. .irst Plan p riod and in 19 S 3- 84 (Quick 
estimat s for the latest year avilable) at' 
current and 1970·71 price are as follows : 

Year Annual Per Capita Income 
( n Rs.) at all India level 

Current prices At 1970-71 prices 

1955·66 
1983-84 

(Quick estimates) 

236 
2201 

(c) and (d). Does not arise. 

{En Ush} 

Per on belo .overty Line 

508 

749 

470. PR F. RAM RISHAN MOR : 
Will th Mini teT of PLANNING be pleased 
t state: 

(a) th e timatcd number f peopl in 
ul'b n at living b 1 w ov Tty lin 

and how does the figure compare with tho e 
living below poverty line in rural areas in 
various Stat in terms of percentage 
of th~ total population of the State con-
cerned ; 

(b) whether any anti. poverty programme 
for the urban area have been taken up by 
Government 0 far, if so, the details there-
of stating the results achieved; 

(c) if not, whether Government pro. 
pose to extend the anti-poverty programmes 
for rural areas to the urban area such as 
IRDP and the like to elinlinate urban 
poverty ; and 

(d) if so, steps taken Government in 
this direction ? 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI A. K. 
~ANJA) : (a) The National Sample Survey 
Organisation (NSSO) has conducted qu in-
quennial Household Consumer Expenditure 
Survey in 1972-73 (27th Round), 
1917-78 (32nd Round) and 1983 (38th 
Round). The reports on these surveys 
give 'consumption 1 evel for . diffc.rcnt items 
by· Expenditure class and also the number 
of Hous holds with their composition. 
by Expenditure class. The results contained 
in the reports have been utilised by the 
Planning Commission for the estimation 
of percentage and number of people below 
the poverty line. Based on the J 983 NSSO 
Survey (the latest available), tho number 
and percentage of people below the poverty 
line in 1983-84 (Provisional) by 8tatc 
with !tural/Urban break-up are given in the 
tatcrnent at given below: . 

(b) to (d). There is no specific poverty 
alleviation programmes being implement d 
for the Urban Poor. However; there is one 
scheme, viz. 'Environmental Improvement 
of Slums' in the Stane Sector, being imple-
mented by various State Governments/Union 
Terri orie Administrations, intended to 
improve the quality of life of the slum 
dweller by providing electricity, sewerag 
facilities etc. During the Sixth Five Year 
Plan about 8.8 million per~Qns were bene-
fitted under this cherne and it is propo ed 
t cover 9.0 million slum dwell rs in the 

ventb ive "ear Plan under this scheme. 
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Statement 

SI. 
No. 

States Rural Urban Combined 

-
1 2 

Number 
(lakhs) 

3 

%age Number 
(lakhs) 

4 5 

%age Number %age 
(lakhs) 

6 1 8 ' 
--- . -.---------.-.- ......... -~-------

1. Andhra Pradesh 1 64. 4 3 8.7 40 .1 29.S 205.1 

2. Assam 44.9 . 23.8 4.9 21.6 4Q.8 

36.4 

2.1;5 

49.S 

24.3 

15.6 

13.' 
16.3 

3. Bihar 

4. Gujarat 

S~ Haryana 

6. Himachal Pradesh 

7. Jammu & Ka hmir 

8. Karnataka 

329.4 51.4 36.1 

67.7 27.6 19.9 

16.2 15.2 5 5 

5.8 14.0 0.3 

8.1 16.4 2.2 

102.9 37.5 34.7 

37 0 365.S 

17.3 81.6 

169 21.; 

8.0 6.1 

15.8 10.3 

29.2 137.6 

9. Kerala 55.9 26.1 ' 15.6 30.1 11.5 

35.0 

26.8 

46.2 

34.9 

12.3 

2 .0 

42.8 

13.B 

10. Madhya Pradesh 

1 t. Maharashtra 

218.0 50.3 36.0 

176.1 41.5 55.9 

12. Manipur 

1 3. Meghalaya 

14. Orissa 

15. Punjab 

16. Rajasthan 

17. Ta mil Nadu 

i 8. Tripura 

.1.3 
3.9 

107.7 

13.7 

105.0 

101.7 

4.6 

19. Uttar Pradesh 440.0 

20. West Bengal 183.9 

21. Nagaland, Sikkim & 
All Union Territori s 17 .9 

All India 221 S.O 

11.7 

33.7 

44.8 

10.9 

36.6 

4tl 

23.S 

0.6 

0.1 

10.4 

10.7 

21.2 

S2.6 

0.5 

46.5 90.6 

43.8 41.2 

47.4 14.4 

40.4 495.0 

Note: (1) The above estimate are derived 

31.1 254.9 

23 3 232.0 

13.8 1.9 

4.0 4.0 

29.3 118.1 

21.0 24.4 

26.1 J 26.2 

30.9 200.2 

19.6 5.1 

40.3 530.6 

26.5 225 .1 

7.7 32.3 

28.1 2710.0 

34.3 

39 .6 

23 .0 

45.3 

39.2 

21. 

37.4 

per ·capita per month corr · " 
onding to calori r quir mcnt 

of 2100 in urban rea. 
. by usina the poverty line of 

Rs. 49.09 per capita per month 
at 1973·74 pric s c rresponding 
to daily ,calorie r quirement of 
2400 per per on in rural arc 
and the poverty lin , of • 56.64 

(2) or up .. d ting the po erty lin 
for 1983 .. 84, C . • . Pov tty 

n urn ' tl n d ft tor h b en 
u • 
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(3) Th se results are ba ed on the 
p ovision I and quick tabulation of 
th NS on househoJ d consumer 
expdr. of 38th Round (Jan 1983 

D c. 1983). 

(4) The difference between th aggregat.e 
all India privat c~nsumption ex-
penditure e timated by Central 
Statistical Organisation in their 
National Account Statistics and 
that derived from the NSSO data 
ha b en prorata adju ted among 
the different States and Union 
Territorie in the ab ence of any 
information to allocate this 
differ nce among th States and 
Union Territories. 

(S) The number of people below 
poverty line relates to the popula-
tion as on 1st March 1984. 

Outlay for 20 .. Point Programme 

471. SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS 
MUNSI: 
SH RAMASHRA Y PRASAD 
S NG 
SHRI MOOL CHAND DAGA ; 

Will the Minister of PROGRAMME 
IMPL M NTA ION b plea ed to state: 

( ) wh th r outlays were provided under 
the Annual Plans of the States, Union 
Territori s and Central Ministries during 
1982 .. 83 to ' 1984-85 for the implementation 
of different scheme under the 20·Point 

conomic Programme; 

(b) if 0, th detail of the actual 
... xpenditur by the States, Union Territories 
md Central Ministri as compared to the 
ut]ay for different cherne during the 
~eriod m nUOD d bove; 

(c) the tar~ets and actual 'achievement 
n phYsic91 t rros; 

(d the r asons for sIiortfall, if any; 
nd 

( ) the ran of differen States in the 
latter of imp]em nting the programmes 
uring th abov p riod ? 

,. MINIST.R. OF P OGRAMM 
viPL M NTAT 0 (HRI A. B. A. 

GHANI K AN C OUDHARY): (a) 
Outlays for 20-Point Programme were not 
fix d separately and specifically under the 
Annuals Plan of the States, Union Terri-
tories and Central Mini trie during 1982· 83 
to "1984-85, a the 20 .. Point Programme 
forms an integral part of the plans of the 
States, Union Ten-itorie and Central Minis-
tries , owever, outlays for the 20-Point 
Programme were derived from sectoral 
outlays, under the plans of States, Union 
Territorie and Central Ministrie . 

(b) Stateme,nts giving the outlays and 
expenditure on the different items of the 
20-Point Programme during the three year 
1982-83, 1983·84 and 1984·85 are laid on 
the table of the House. [Placed in Library. 
See No. LT .. 1510/8S.] 

(c) 38 tatements giving the targets and 
achievemen t8 in physical terms for different 
items of th 20-Point Programme during 
the thre years 1982-83 to 1984-85 are 
laid on the table of the House. [Placed In 
Library. Se o. LT-1510/85.] 

(d) The p rformance under the different " 
items of the 20-Point Programme has not 
been uniform and even. Shortfalls have 
occurred under different items in different 
States and Union Territories in varying 
degress, who are primarily responsible for 
jmplem""n ting the Progr!lmme. The main 
reasons for such shortfaHs are the priorities 
attached by the States to different Pro!" 
gramme and the pressing need of financial 
resources for uch high priority Programmes 
'which has resulted i.n diversion of fund to 
th se Programmes. Inadequate infrastructure 
and admini trative arrangements appear to 
be the other important reason for uch 
hortfaJIs. 

(e) A tatement giving the rank of 
diff r nt St.ates in tho matter of implemen. 
ting the programme during the three 
years 1982 .. 83 to 1984-8S in given at 
Ann xure-III. 

PI n Outlay for tat 

472 . SHRI D. L. BAITHA : Will the 
Minister of PLANNING be pleased to 
state: 

(a) ,the plan outlay for different States 
and the ba i or norms adopted for the 
8 m ; 




