Appendix I:  Access Persons’ Comments

(India)

Discrepancies between Awareness of Administrators and Numerical Data Collected

The consistency of data has been viewed from two angles. One shows discrepancy of numerical data
vis-a-vis awareness of administrators and the other shows to what extent information given by the

administrators is consistent with what might be expected.

Demography and Health
The official data for population growth rate and causes of growth are incomplete and also not available

for most of the cities, barring the big metropolitan areas.

Population Growth Rate

The estimates of population growth rate given by the respondents reported a positive and high growth
rate which corresponds with numerical data. In the cities of Calcutta, Madras and Vadodara, nine
respondents viewed the growth rate as low. But almost all respondents, including those who perceived
low population growth rate, feel it is necessary to control population growth. This shows some sort of
over-lapping as to how the respondents reporting low growth rate perceive or define low growth. In
Calcutta and Madras the total fertility rate (TFR) given in the numerical data is reported as 3.2 and 2.3,
respectively. Thirty nine respondents view this TFR as moderate or low, but again all respondents feel

it is necessary to curtail this level of TFR.

Poverty and Quality of Life

Economic Status/Poverty Line: The official numerical data for percentage of population below the
prescribed line of poverty have been given for 8 cities, namely Delhi, Calcutta, Pune, Nasik, Faridabad,
Kanpur, Jaipur and Bhubaneshwar. The responses reveal that in Delhi and Pune less than 20% of the
population is living below the prescribed poverty line, while in Jaipur and Bhubaneshwar more than 40%
of the population is living above the poverty line, and in the remaining four cities 20% to 40% of the
population is living below the poverty line. A majority of administrators perceive that in Delhi 20% to
30% of the population is living below the poverty line, while in Pune it is 30% to 40%. Administrators
in Bhubaneshwar are divided on this issue as an equal number of respondents have mentioned figures
falling in three ranges i.e. 10% to 20%, 20% to 30% and 50%+, while in the remaining four cities, the
responses fall largely in the 20% to 40% range. Again, there is a wide discrepancy on the definition of
“poverty line” between the government’s per capita income level of Rs. 80 per month and perceived per
capita income level of Rs. 384/- per month by the respondents. The range in responses given by
administrators is comparatively narrow for Faridabad (difference of Rs. 40/- between minimum and
maximum range), relatively wide for medium-sized cities (difference of Rs. 100 to 300/-) and large for

big cities (Rs. 500 to Rs. 1100/-).


























































































