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2ntroduction.

This study was carried out to crovide socic-sconomic data on below-

€ants with particular emcnasis

=D

median incnme ( Rs.Indian 1,200 ) HOFC lsan 2ppl

-
1

gurcess

us

on axtent and type of housshold savings znd unds For ncusing ( cocther

then HCOFC loans ). The grouncwork Ffor “he stucy was carcisd out in combay and
T

Zangalaore from Cecamoer 3 - 17th, 1382, Ne Jata abtained nas besn processed

By Nand and the results are attached in the form of 12 Tables and 4 Figures.

Wbthodolcoz.

As it was not possible to draw a statistically random sample of
individual low-income HOFC borrowers in the time available, 100 individual
casss were selected from the Agenda Item lists in Bangalore and 80 individual
cases were selscted rfrom the Agenda Item lists in domoay. Zelection criteria
were that the borrowers should be at or below “he median income of Rsl,200;
in adoition, the Bangalore cases were split 50-50 betuween recent cases
( undisbursed loans ) and older cases ( fully disbursed loans ), while in

Sombay 30 rscant cases were seiectad snd 30 olider cases, z2nd the stege of

4

iscursal Jas mixed taroughcut. St spavec Tachsr 2iFFicult fo lacate slcer

[

t

()

gses felcw-Tegian income in 3cmoay .
Cwing ta the fact zhat this is noc = statistically -argom samole,

arg that the Zompay Files wers so mixed, d=te has not, on the whele, ceen

analys$ad according tao the time~-lagse factor =xcept in the case of Tabole 4.,

Oata was drawn crincipaily from Sne Tollowing Forms in zhs HOFC

ingividual case filas:

Indivicual Residential Laan Application Form;

HCFC Loan Appraisal Form ( Indivigual );

HCFC Loan Application Follow-Ug Latter;

HCFC Reguest far Verification of EmployTent.,
g 4
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Principal Findings of the Analysis,

N

1. The fombay ard 8zangalore low-income aoplicants
differant cnaracterisfics: Bangalore =zpolicants are more likely to ce older
( 37 years ) cn average; marrieg ( 35% ), =nd with larger families { 4.7 gersons )
8y contrast, 3C% of “he B8ombay sample are singls gersons, zvarall they nave an

average =ge <t 28 years and an averzge Tamily size of 2.3 serscn ( Taclz 1 ).

)
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r

(0]
14
(0]

In botn 3ombay and 3angelors, nowever, over 0% of acolicant male and sole

borrowers,

2. As to be expected, both Bombay and Bangalore low-income anplicants display

a very different average loan profile ( with the sols exception of average 2ge,
in Bangalore ) to the General Averzge Loan Prorile presentag in the HCFC Regort
of Operaticns as at Octaober 3lst ( Table 2 ).

3. The difference in orcupational structure of Bombay and 8angalore applicants
reflects certain features of the economic structure and history of the two
cities. Bangalore has become Neavily industrialized anly cver the last 10 -
12 years and is the location of such major industrial concerns as Hindy
Aeronautics, Indian Telephonas, Bharat Electronics etc., and there has been

a pe rt-up demand for housing from workers in this sector. 52% of Bangalore
applicants have diresctly industrial jobs ( e.g. machine cceratcr, checker etc )
wnile many of thaosz in the clerical catagory work in this ssctor too.

Althougn Bombay is the most industrizlized uraan récion :in Inoia,

3omoay =opllicants accupations S2rl2cT 20 2 JT2=ECET 2XTans -he zcmmercizal zng
zaministrative stouctures of thac Sity, though hs important snemical zndg
22Xtils menurzcturing ‘noustoies ars tecresentag o, mainly st ne czchnical

D

lsvel, Thers is z noticeable Jrogertion of young srofassicnals Just ceginning
( Figure 1 ),
The average length of prasent amoloyment is 3,5 years in Sombay,

compared to 12 years in Bangalore.

4. Averzge montnly family incomes in somoay and 3engalore =zre 3s. 1J01 and Rs,
9E8, respectively. Thare is heavy clustering in the Rs. 201 - ~2C0 inccre
groups ( 80% in Bombay and 81l% in Bangalore ). However, more spplicants ( 26% )
earn between Rs 1100 - 1200 per month in Bompay then in dengalore ( 29 ),

( Table 3 ).

elecied display some strikingly
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S. Table 4 indicates that recent HCOFC gpolicants in Bangalore have slightly
lower averege incomes than was the case 6 mnths Co 1 year ago, while the
copasite is the case in domzay, Hcwever, not %co much significance should te
attached %o this, far reszsons mentioned in the Introduction.

-

S, Table S snows the higher cost of raal gstate in Sombay - almost doudie

for persons in this income category, at least.
that of Bangalore A Many Sombay applicants intend to curchase, or are purchasing
small flats or zpartments constructad by norivate or oublic develaopers ( 2.3,

CIDCC ), whereas :in 3angalore, familiss are censtruciing fairly lapge, indiv-

idual bungalow-type homes.

7. Tables 5§ and 7 show a Loan/Cost ratio of 39% in Bombay end 36% in Banga-
lore, compared to 43% averall ( as of Oct. 1982 ), indicating that lower-
income applicants have to provide more of their Aousing finance from within
their own resources. However, both Tables show an excess of total available
finance over unit cost. Advance payments made, HOFC loans and othar f inance

to be obtained are each roughly cre third of total unit cost.

5. uwhile it is isner=lly Indicatag on 4CFC Files wnether zerscnal savirgs only
ST zavings 2lus STher sour ®s IF Flnance naus s8en utilizeg in sayments zirszgy
made, Ihners ls not Irien & Sreskgcwn SF tha AMOURT Zontrifuctzg “Tom zzcn  souccs.

Conseguertly, it is not sossitle =3 Jotain an accurate sstimate of the =aczl
amount of savings already spent. The other sources cf Tinance utilized are
quite diverse znd include chit funds®, Srovicdent Funds, lcans znd 3ifts freom
relatives and fr-iencs, sals of 30ld =nd jewellery, salz of arccesty { lang, Nouses,
Zpartments ;, sncashment aof Fixed, Recurring and “umulative Time Jeposits in
danks, and sgricultural income ( anly 3 serscns ).
average :
In both Bombay and Bengalore,Apaynents already mace cut of ‘personal

savings only are, on the whole, zporoximately half that aof ssyments mace “-cm

*Chit funds are a2 variation of the commen -otati
Case, Dids are made Tar the"sot" and the axcess -yar
sharsg cy the cother memcers - a 7farm of intarasct
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several sources. However, 28% of the sample in Somday hag 2s yet macde no pay-
ments - most of these had not yet finally selectad their Jwelling units. In
Eangalgre, only 2% had made no payments and this was hecause they intended &2
axtend.thei: cwn housas. S4% of 3angalore apslicants had useg sevings slone

for payments, compared with only 0% :in Sombay. { Tzoles 3 and ¢ ).

8. HOFC files were, understandably, mors axolicit about the sourcas af
"other finance" required %o cover the Jap between douwnpayments plus the HCOFC
loan, end the total czost of the unit. Tables 12 and 1l show the average
amuntyet to be contributed, with percent share of the “otal amount, from
gach of 4 categories. Table 12 shows the actual number and percentage of the
sample in each city who had such other saources of funds at their disposal, and
Figures 2, 3 and 4 give a more detailad breakdown of the composition of each
category,

Totals in Tables 10 end'll show that Bombay applicants propose to
obtain 36% of their remaining fimance through further borrowings, as conpared
to only 20% faor Sangalore. This is prcoaoly due largely to the ycunger age
ing unmarried status of a3 large sreoporticn of the Somozy samole. These young

H = ] - in - H : e - —u. -
—-eQcle zr= SRBAYLNg tB2av iy In 2arental Q2L2 T2 28t Them startag, NE zame

JemoQraonic snaractaristics :zlsc Jouctlsss zczount Sar she zsTonisning zifferesnca

in the part alayegs oy Jravident Funds 2s 2 source af 7 inance ¢ 1% in Somoay

and 22% in 3angalore ). In fact, some of the 3cmoay sampls hac zlready used
their Provicent funds in making gownpayments; nowevey, the more matupe

average zge and the greater zverage length of cresent smoloyment of Sangaiore
sppiicents makes it more ilkely that thay nave -escreg che stege unesz they can
withgraw and utilize their Provicent Sung sav ings ( incluging the snare can-
tributed by the employer ) without heving to repay it. Bombay applicants are
much less likely to have heen 2t work long sncugh with the same employer to te

anle to do this. In addition, several are salf -=mloyeda.

4
[
.
=

n veole 12, if is noticeapls zmat = arester crogertion of 3ancelers



applicants throuwghout have access to the gifferent sources of funds than

in Scmbay,

11. Fig. 2 demonstrates the -elatiye irportance of the sale of 90ld end
Jewellery in Sangalors., The "Other! catsgory is composed meinly of rafunds
of ceposits mace ta Lznclords zng nNas teesn swelliad, in 3omcay, dy the cayment
ar Rsli0,3aCa "Cugree" o one =molicant ( i.2. z lznalaore's incantive payment
T3 inducz a3 zznant to mve aut ~=.in Sombay tenants czmnot te svictad ar tar

12 yesrs accupancy ).

12, Fig. 3 shows the importance of families in providing additional finence

&t low- or no- interest rates, while loans from chit funds of ten carry high

rates of intsrest. UWhile chit funds are usually treated as a form of contractual
savings in India, they zre here treatad as Sorccwings, as applicants are taking
loans which they have to repay with interest. ( It must also be noted that HOFC
encoureges applicants to pay off other formal loan obligations befaore taking

an HOFC loan ).

by

12, Fiz., 4 zemcnstoates the Scoularity of :me csgular 2znk Savings Acczunts.

23y uitngQrawels, onveniently situatag srancrmss zng interest sais imgicsrs

thze =CFC U1 mave <o Jery actlvelv igentify :=ng ssrsuacs Zotsntial savers -3
make gegosics with HCFZ if it wismes -c 2hange tresent savings sattarns in its
Jwn Favour. Any campaign gy ACFT t3 mobilize small savings should te very
carefully planned against a Cackground of thorougn field Tesearch, wniecn

should zlsc %e carried aout in ather sentres unere HCFT ~as imporrtant Jceracions,

ar nas plans faor expansiecn.

l4. uhile it is not possiple ( Owing %o the orotlsm yith HOFC files natad in

(7]

(&) zbove ) to accurately calculats savings:incames -atios or averzge
Prepensity to save, it is svizent “hat these acs Aizh in toth 2omoay zng

3angalors. The Propensity <o save threugh Frovicent funcs is hign also, tneugn



this is not reflected in the present Bombay data. In addition 52% of the Bombay
samle a2nd56% of the Bangalore samls declareg “hat they nag Life Insurance
Aolicies,

1S, Finally, it must ce notad that an important cnaractaristic of the

Bombay sample is that 3 large proportion of it is prooably upwarcly mobile,
owing to its present youth and relatiwely. nign lsvel of education - this
Ggroup will not stay belcw =he median inccme For long, and they will not

necessarily wish to stay in the homes they ars presently purchasing,



TABLE 1.

|
{ Basic Characteristics | Scmbay ,  3angalors
i l i

. of Applicants : ; :
= : | '
H ; ’ .
| | |
Averzge Age ( years ) é 29 ; 39 i
i
| Male (%) | a1 96 f
| i
| ;
|
Female ( 9 ) 9 4 !

‘Married ( %) 50 as
| ' .!
* Single ( 3 ) 50 S !
Averzge Family 3ize 2.3 4,7 :
|
No Cotorrewer ( 7 ) a1 22 ;

Basic Characteristics of HCFC L
=

oan Aoolicants in Somcav and Sangalore.
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l Cust of tihit
Loan per Unit

! Area of Unit

Aye of Applicant

Family I[ncone

|

"-——jv————-_._ -

TABLE 2,

A1l HDFC Applicants Bombay Low-

- October, 1982

Income Applicants

| ;
i
| Bangalore Low- i
L]

Dec. 1982 Dec, 1982
}
o . !
- | - DT
97000 I 49000 o sa00n 'f
] 1
42000 | 19000 LYt ]
I ,i R - ) e
| : '
74 sq. m. [ 31l sgy. m, | 59 sqg. m. i
. L _ ! |
1 —‘r~ T — ) '--Vl
I : l
38 years : 25 years i 3t years f
— B L
Rs. 2,300 | Rs.1001 ' Rs. 954

Conparison of - pambay and Barngalore Low Income -Applicants with General Average Loan

Prof ile Presented in HOFC Managerment Report of Operations as at Oct. 3ist. 1982,
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j
!
Incame Bombay | 3angalore
Group ‘
( Rupees ) | i i |
Averzags : =
Numcer i Aversgs Numoez | A | Average
! Income ! i ! Income
- - ——— ey —— t)i e s ee. . . PR, N .v‘l,.. - — i
[ I
1101 - 1200 31 26 | 1176 2 | 2 {1210
. | | |
i | 1
!
801 -~ 1130 43 {34 1005 79 79 3988
701 - SO0 11 14 842 .17 17 825
|
501 - 700 5 B 583 2 2 6§27
TOTAL 80 © 100 ! 1001 100 100 . S53
TAgLz 3.
Average Income ser month { in RAucees ) oy Mumber of Fers=cns in Samolzs ov

Income Grouo: 3ombay and 2anqalore Tctals.

Wcte: One person in the 3angalore 11301 - 1200 income JTCUp was Founc o nave
zn extra source of income which brougnt his monthly “otal *o Rs, 1270,
Likewise, one person in Somtay was stated to have a monthly income of

anly Rs.4l7, but was incluced in “he Z=ot=om income group. This accounts

for the skewing inthe too and hottom income 3Tcups in these two cities.



TABLE 4,

e |
]
Income 30MBAY BANGALORE
Group — - _— -
1
Recent : Qlder Recent Olger
| |
1101 - 1200 1176 1176 11¢3 1270
. 801 - 1100 1012 L 9q0 979 ; e[
! |
. | A |
| | : , |
| 701 - 900 .8, B S | 83
! ) . ;
| | o | |
' 501 - 700 ! 589 t 573 L - | 627
, ’ !
i TOTAL 1020 SIcla) 351 2g6

Averzge Incomes or AOFC Low-Income Benef icisriss in comtay 2and

8angalore - Camparisci of Recent sng Ulcer Cases.



TABLE S.

Average Property Value ( in Qupees )| Aversge dres ( in sq. mettes )
Incame Group
Bombay 3angalore dombay dangalore
11301 - 1200 55,085 310C0 35 30
&1 - 1100 44,130 52,826 28 53
701 - 900 47,450 49,213 34 61
S0l - 700 33,500 57,750 34 36
!
ToTAL 48, 53 a2,z .3 . =3

Averace Disclosed Valie of Progertiss and dverzge Arza in Xusrs Metres -

Bombavy and Sangalore Tctals, by_Income Grouo.

Somoay values ars 22% of

u)

angalcrs values, wnils Samoay areas zo= snly 2% of
dangalore zreas,
dompay average value per sg. metre is As.153S.

Bargalore average value per sg., metre is Rs.38Q,

==



TALRE 4,

Thicone Averege monthly | Average HIFC 1| oo flverage amount Average amount Total Finance Average caost of
Group Incune ( Rs, ) of Payments of Other Funds . Available Unit,
e e oo Mlready made | Avaflable , !
; !
i i
1101 - 1200 1176 21952 26515 28883 P 27380 55095
T I R R L SR
i [ —
! : ;
901 ~ 1100 1005 14070 14784 ; 17801 - 51659 441 30 ]
P : :
N ; N i S ‘
. : i
701 - 900 842 17182 21072 3709 41963 47450 i
i
]
501 - 700 583 11600 12000 11500 35100 33900 ;
—— e i
T T e e . — . i
1001 19100 18669 18379 96148 49450 i
Total ;
S - P S o R _ . |

Bombay Total:

' Summary of F inance for lousing - latal Finance Available for Housing by Incone G

Per Unit,

roup and by Average Cost



agLe

Incoue

Group

101 - 1200

901 - 1100

01 - 200

501 - 700

e ———— e e

TOTAL

1214

ygy

825

627

Average Manthly

Income ( Rs. )

Average I C Loan

(Rs )

21500

19301)

164941

L2504

459

18470

7.

Average Amount

Average Amount

Total F inance

'Auerage Cast of

of Payments of Other Funds Available Unit
_Already Made Available ( fis:) (RrRs ) (Rs )
12000 29000 62500 6100V
{
— - e e ~
!
15952 18432 53764 52426 |
! ! :
S | ;
| | ]
; i !
19055 15756 (51752 P ag213 i
; ! |
! ; :
27500 20500 BOS!I0) . 57750 :
|
i §
: — - ]
i !
16646 18230 53746 52473

Bangalore Total: Summary of Finance for llusing - fotal Finance Available for Housing by Income Group and by Average Cost

A

per Unit ( in Rupees )



TABELE B,

X Incoms Sovwce uf Paynents Made
g GL‘OUp - N . , T ) T i Total
. Sav ings onl ; Savings and Other Source | No Payments
L] y i g
] ]
| A . e el
! |
Amount. ( Rs No. " ‘mount.  Rs. ) No. " No. I %; " Amount (Rs) No., f 4
Persuns nNersons Persons ' Puersons
i . e - ——— . _._,..f_ S e e, il
1101 - 1200 ; 21431 f 5 P2 29057 10 | 48 , 6 i 28° 26515 S 21 . 100
i i i i i .
901 -~ 1100 - 104 34 .18 42 i 21902 11 ;26 ‘ 14 32 L4784 43 100 .
. | i :
: I : , H
| i ! i - -
) : ' 1 ; ’ I ;
. b ! : . . o
701 - 900 L3130 5 a4 41000 I 4 .36 ~2 18] 21072 11 ;100
o [ ! e :
' s - i j f ] T
. 501 - 700 L850 2 S 15500 ! 2 40 1 i 2U| - L2000 5 : 100 ¢
H N . : [ )
| o - -
TOTAL S 12947 f 3 3 25426 227 34 23 29| - 18669 L an i 100 ¢
: ! i ! ! i , : ! '
' I 1 i _ | . | : _ ___

Average Amount of Payments Alveady Male - by Income group and Source of Payuent: Boabay Total,




rame g,

T e e — e =

Source af Paym:nts Made
Incour: T YTt e e e = R e e

TOTAL
Group Sav ings Only Sav ings and Other Source " No Payments

ggfsons % - £ pununt(Hs) 9. 4
Persons Mersons

No. 1

dersuns Mount (Rs)

"Wimount (Rs)

e e e e e e e

12000

1101~ 1200 65000 18000 1 50 - - 2 U0

o
Lo
A—

!
9oL - 1100 L2061 43 54 20848 34 43 2 | 3 L5952 79 lwo |

ml

: |
900 8554 9 a1 30413 8 47 - -~ . 19055 L7 100

.

R e ST

501 700 12000 1 S 43000

g

- 27500 2 {100

— .. ‘A

TOTAL 11447 54 - 1] 2326 44 44 2 2 16646 Po1on :100 |

:
i
TG SR S S

Averane Amount of Payments Already ke, iy Incume Group and Source of Payment: Bangalore Tatal,




ncone Group

1101 - 1200

901 _ 1100

701 - 900

501 - 700

IarAL

FRBLE 10 :0ther Suurces of Funds Fo Hovesir

Disposal uf
Assets/InuesLincl s

180395 63%

2905 174
——
] =i
|
454 Ny 4
|
S I
7000 C 6k
i
S - l“___.
6466 oo
|

Suin to be Paid)

e S o
Provident Fund Savings Borruwings lotal
( [ |
- - 5835 20% 4952 |17k 28883 100
i
l
, 1S S N " |
i ? i
i .
2749 24 6278 35% 8249 ’ 46% 17801 100 !
| |
e — R e e
, !
- - 636 L7% , 2618 j Tk P39 00
! ;
S S R . e
. i
| i | 5 |
L 24 |2480 224 i |20 |7 s oo
! | ‘ !
; ) RS S - . . R i T T N B
: i ! |
162 12 !s149 284 66011 64 ' 18379 100
! | |
S o | i

w) by Income Grou

share

p ( Average Amunt in Rupees and

£, of Total

= Bonbay Total,

Naote: Average length of present enpluyment is 5.5 years.




Income Group

1101 - 1200

S0 - 1100

061 - 900

Su1L - 700

Total

Disposal of Assels/

| fvestnents
9560 334
5850 524
2912 1o
5‘/|Bg 304

Provident Fund Savings Borrowings Total ;
uhin) 294 3000 10% 8001 264 29001 100
i
B | |
4334 234 4848 264 3400 o1eg clsas2 1 100 i
i ; l
2500 164 6365 40% 3691 P 2nk L5756 ;100
i N
SU 10% e - 9500 46 £ . 20500 ! 100
4t 224 4972 27% 3697 20% 18230 ; 100
, i !
; : f :
: | . i :
""" - ' - —d i

TABLE 11 :0ther Sources of Finds Fot Huus ing

» by Income Grou

shieerea

p ( Average Amount in Rupees and %/uf Tatkal

Sum to be Paid

- Bangalove Total,

Note: Average Length of present espluym:t is 12 years.



s

- ——

- ————— — o

Source of Funds -

Dispasal of

Investuents/Assels

Provident Fund

Sav ings

Borrowings

Nunnbe i

N

48

34

LSEIMIESAY

TABLE 12,

BANGALORE
4 Number
24 : 54
[]
i
2 ! 55
60 0
e — S SR
!
49 ' 46

HBunbiay and Bangalore Totals.,

54

46

Nunder

73

————— e - e e

Nunber and Percenlage of Sanple Having Other Sources of Funds at Lheir Dispnsal :

¢ — et e

40
31
"N

47



FIGURE 2,
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FIGURE 3.

i
s |
TEIENCSUN  Chit funds | Gther 209
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!
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FICURE 4,

Jther Type of
Savings Acccqu,__.

23 \

Ordinary Savings Account

84%

8CMBAY

Other Sources of Funds fer Housing in 3ombay

Composition of "Savings"
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YEDTAM INCCMES DATA UPDATE,

A review of recorts available rrom Couarnment 2nd non-Cavernment
arganizations in Bombay and inquiries made af HSAID, Nelhi, fFailed ta locate
1)

any more recent haousehold incomes a3nd 2xpenditure stugies than the NCAER's

( Naticnal council far Acplied Zconemic Reszarcn | 1375 <1876 survey of ‘Hguse-
S e

nalg income ang its Disoositicn ( wnicn Sutvey was not suolismed cntil 1990 -
indicating some of the probiems of data-processing in India ) and the IBRO
"Starf Appraisal Repart. Second Bomoay water and Sewsrage Project" ( 1978 )#
wnich was used ta establish the present mdian urben incams of Rs.1200 ( Private
Sector Housing F inance Aregram, India, Project PRaper, Project Ne. 386-AG-

000, July 1981 ), in 1981,

Conseguently, it was decided to follcw the sane methed of
updating incomes as that used in the Project Paper, The Centre for Monitoring
the Indian Econa&y ( CMIE: Basic Statistics, August 1982 ) forecasts a 7.3%
increase in tne consumer price indéx rrom Oecember, 1961 - ODecember, 1982
( Index Numbers of Consumsr Prices for Industrial Yorkers, 1539 - 1582 )

Using simola extracolation alone A0t Zount ing far anv feal imerease in

r

income lsveis, such :n incrsasae STINQE The lurtEft Tealin incsme o Trom s
0 s, 1Z88 in lecemmer, 1987, 3 further “arocast inerasse o 39 Jec
would aring cne medizn urben income Lo A, la0I. Using the zame rorecasce ror
Eomay would give an astimated medizn income ar As.L1831 { Dec, 1282 ) ;s

Rs. 1778 ( Dec, 1583 ).

It must z2e stresseg -hac o T2al lncrease in lncane nos meen
tzken into consideration, ang “hat this is 3 ourely nominal Acrease adjusting
for inflaticn; however, CMIE estimates a trend rate oF growth of 3,33 in Reay

Naticnal Income 1971 - 1983,

NS



[ncome Group
Rs. Month
1977

Under 200
201 -450
451-700

701 -1000
1300-1500
1501 -2000
2001 -3000
3001 -5000
Above 5000
Not Recorded

Household locwae Distribution of Tobal Papulaticn

of Gr2ater Borday.

Incaisc Giw 0
s, danh

1wyl

Under.2a8
258~ )

B-11157%
idadi- 1 van
LAl -223y
2236- 2431
2931 -4410
A4TL-7450

Above 451

Updated from: Private Sector Housing Finance Praogram,
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Income Group
Rs. donth
1982
x 7.3%

Under 320
320-719

720-1114

1120-i5493
1600-2348
2399-314938
3199-4736
4797-799¢
Above 7994

India. Project Paper, Project No.386-41G-000, July 1981, p, 35,

lnconz Growp

Rs. Montl

1983
x 94

Under 349
349-784
785-1221)
1221-1743
L7a4-2614
261 5-3446
3487-5228
5229-8713
Above B713

lotal Population

#




