












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































greater in Northern Maidan region. Not even a single district of this region figure in the
developed category in both the time-points with the exception of Dharwad district in
1980-81. Incidentally, three out of four districts, Bellary, Bidar and Bijapur falling under
backward category during 1980-81, are from the Northern Maidan region. These three
districts continue to remain in the backward category even during 1994-95. Both Raichur
and Gulbarga districts in the highly backward category in both the time-points also

belong to Northern Maidan region.

The position in the Southern Maidan region was better during 1980-81 when
compared to that of Northern Maidan region. This region has an enormous advantage of
having Bangalore district, which is one of the fastest growing national centres. The
region had only one district, namely, Tumkur, in the backward category during 1980-81.
However, even this region has witnessed noticeable decline in the rate of development of
some districts tn the recent past. Though there 1s no change in the dominant position of
Bangalore district, which continues to grow at a very fast pace, declining trend can be
seen 1n the cases of three districts. The major decline was in Mandya district, which
moved down from developed to the below average category. Though the index values of
all these districts, in absolute terms, have increased between the two time-points, in

relative terms their level of development has declined.

The predominant position of Bangalore district is evident from all the angles. In
fact, the very high rate of development of Bangalore district is one of the principal

factors, which has pushed up the co-efficient of vanation value to a great extent.

In Malnad Region, only Shimoga district has declined from developed to average

category. The contrasting feature of Coastal Region, ie, Dakshina Kannada district
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occupying the second rank overall and Uttara Kannada district registering below average

progress has been observed in both the time-points.

Therefore, 1t 1s quite clear that there is uneven economic development overall
across all the districts of Kamnataka. Both developed and backward districts are scattered

across different regions.

In addition, 1t is rather disturbing to a see large number of districts still under the
below average, backward and highly backward categories. What i1s more worrying is the
wide 1nter-district dispanties prevailing even after the completion of eight Five-year
plans in the State. As stated ecarlier, a huge gap also appears if we compare districts in the
developed category and those in the below average, backward and highly backward
categories. Not only the gap is huge but also 1t has increased over a period of time. For
instance, the gap between the first and the last district forming developed category In
1980-81 was 17.14 points, 1t extended further to 20.69 points in 1994-95. Similarly, there
was considerable gap between the first district of below average category and the last
district of the highly backward category. It was 16.74 points in 1980-81 and it increased

to 22.30 points in 1994-95.

Another interesting point that emerges if we compare the Tables 8.2.3 and 8.2.5 is
that, the districts in the developed category during 1980-81 with those of backward
category in1994-95, we can see great achievement in the latter. That 1s, the districts in
backward and highly backward categories of 1994-95 have scored index values of the
order scored by districts of developed category of 1980-81. Thus, in absolute terms this is
really a creditable performance. However, these districts were in the backward category

during 1994-95 as they were lagging behind m relative terms to their counterparts in the
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developed category. For example, Mandya, Mysore and Belgaum districts which were in
below average category in1994-95 scored index values which were more than the index
values of Dakshina Kannada district in the developed category during 1980-81. Even
Uttara Kannada distnict in 1994-95 was almost on par with Dakshina Kannada district in
1980-81 The remaining districts, up to the seventeenth rank in 1994-95, have scored
tndex values, which were almost on par with the districts of developed category of 1980-
81. This clearly proves the fact that in the backward districts, developmental process has
consolidated though such consolidation is still inadequate to catch up with the developed

districts.

In this context, if we look at the percentage share of increased index values of
districts belonging to different regions as given in Table 8.2.4, the Coastal Region figures
prominently. Southern Maidan, with the exception of Chitradurga and Kolar districts,
Mainad Region, with the exception of Chikmagalur district, rates quite high. As far as
Northern Maidan region is concerned, in spite of the chronic backwardness of most of its

districts, the achievement of Belgaum and Dharwad districts should be commended.

In the classification of districts attempted in the present context, Bangalore and
Dakshina Kannada districts figure prominently, sconng first and second ranks in both the
time-points. These two districts could be regarded as growth poles, having almost all the
requisites for high rate of development. Very high rate of development in these districts 15
mainly responsible for the big jump n the State average. Since we have classified all the
districts on the basis of the State average, it is but natural that many districts have fallen
below the State average. Though it reflects the real picture at the State level, it 1s of great
interest to re-classify the districts without Bangalore and Dakshina Kannada districts.

This would enable us to have an idea regarding the performance of other districts without
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the relative impact of extraordinary developmental process in Bangalore and Dakshina

Kannada districts. This re-classification is presented in the Table 8.2.6.

Even with this type of classification, the average has gone up from 59.76 in 1980-
81 10 76.52 1n 1994-95. This no doubt reflects the extent of development, which has
picked up since 1980-81 but it should be noted that this rate of increase is lower than

what 1t would have been with the inclusion of Bangalore and Dakshina Kannada districts.

Table 8.2.6: Classification of districts excluding Bangalore and
Dakshina Kannada— 1980-81 and 1994-95

Highly | Below Highly
Developed Developed Average Average Backward Backward
1980-81
I(_(;dagu Shtmoga, Mandya, |Chitradurga, |Bellary, [Bidar, Raichur,
Dharwad, Belgaum, {Hassan Tumkur [Biapur Gulburga

Chikmagalur, Kolar,
Uttara Kannada
 |Mysore
1994-95
Kodagu “Shiimogar,rMandya, Kolar, Bellary |Bidar, Gulbarga,
Mysore, Belgaum,  [Tumkur, Bijapur Raichur
Uttara Kannada, Chitradurga
Dharwad.
Chikmagalur,
~__Hassan

A simultaneous glance of Tables 8.2.5 and 8.2.6 reveals some interesting points.
All the drstricts up to below average category, as depicted in Table 8.2.5 have moved up
in thetr relative positions in both thc time-points as shown in Table 8.2.6. As far as
backward category was concerned, during 1980-81, Bellary and Tumkur districts have
moved up. In 1994-95 as many as seven districts went up from the below average

catcgory to the developed category and three districts to average category. In spite of
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these relative changes, there was no change in the positions of Bidar, Bijapur and
Raichur, Gulbarga districts which held on to their backward and highly backward

categories respectively in both the time-points in both the types of classification of

districts.

Thus, 1n the practical sense, leaving out Bangalore and Dakshina Kannada
districts, eleven districts in 1980-81 and twelve districts in 1994-95 were relatively ahead
of Bellary, Bidar, Bijapur, Raichur and Gulbarga districts which were still substantially
below the average level of development. These districts require considerable attention
and efforts to enable them to come out of their chronic backwardness. It should be
stressed again here that all these districts are from Northern Maidan region, as such,

extra- ordinary focus ought to be on this region

Table 826 thus, has provided us with a clear idea about the strength and
weakness of developmental process apart from the two mighty growth poles. Since, it has
been already mentioned 1n the first chapter itself, that the scope of the present study
includes all the nineteen districts of the Karnataka State, the classification of districts as
done 1n Table 8.2.5 has been retained as the true reflector of the ground reality. It has
clearly brought out the crucial problem of increasing inter-district disparities in the State

in the recent decades.

Another important point that should be mentioned here is that in spite of the
problem of increasing disparities, the ranking pattern of the districts has remained almost

unchanged. The rank correlation worked out for 1980-81 and 1994-95 was as high as
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+0.9316 indicating that there was no significant change in the ranking pattern of all the

districtsi

Thus, widenming disparities among the districts and regions in the key sectors is
posing a great challenge to both the policy-makers and the planners. The problem can be
better understood if one has a clear vision of dimensions of development and typology of
backwardness ot the all the districts. An attempt has been made in the following chapter

to present a detailed analysis of these two 1ssues and their policy implications.
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CHAPTER IX

FINDINGS, POLICY SUGGESTIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

A detailed analysis of individual sectors and the composite index of development
discussed so far gives us both micre and macro insights into the different aspects of
regional development within the Karnataka State. This in-depth analysis rises three basic
questions, namely, Why i1s there an enormous gap between differentially developed
districts? Why is such a gap increasing? And why is development concentrated only in a
few centres? Answers to these questions are sought with the help of an analysis of
dimensions of development and typology of backwardness. The framework for this
analysis has been derived from Hemlata Rao’s work ' It is hoped that this will highlight
the major findings of the present study and also give valuable policy suggestions to all
those who arc interested in the developmental process of the State. In the following
sections Il and 111, the important findings drawn from the analysis of intricate 1ssues
related to dimensions of development and typology of backwardness have been
presented. In section 1V, different policy options that are open to the policy-makers have
been put-forth. In section V, relevant developmental strategies have been suggested to
mitigate the regional and sectoral deficiencies. In the penultimate section, different
approaches, which can be experimented to achieve greater regional balance, have been

suggested. The final section gives the summary of the entire analysis and the conclusions

of the study.
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Dimensions of development

According to Hemlata Rao, the term dimension implies four possibilities. First of
all, all the sectors in a district may be totally developed or backward. Other possibilities
could be that a district may experience uni-sectoral, bi-sectoral and multi-sectoral

development or backwardness.

One should have a clear perception of all the four possibilities to evolve different
strategics of development and formulate sectoral plans. In addition, once the dimensions
are known we can proceed further to have a clear view of typology of backwardness. This
helps us to understand the type of development in a district, ie., whether a district is
agriculturally developed/backward or industrially developed/backward or there is a
combination of all these sectoral development/backwardness. If we are definite about the
typology of backwardness, the task of fixing priorities for the development of lagging
sectors becomes easier. In this way, the factors hindering growth could be removed
paving way for the fuller utilisation of potentiality of a district for future development.
The Table 9.2.1 presents a clear view of the dimensions of development of districts

across the State for the two time-points, 1980-81 and 1994-95.

Table 9.2.1 give us some insights into the disturbing issues raised in the previous
paragraphs such as the problem of increasing disparities and the widening gap across the
districts. The first negative feature that emerges from the Table 9.2.1 is that while both

Bangalore and Dakshina Kannada districts had a distinction of having all developed
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sectors, only Bangalore retained its privilege in 1994-95. Stowing down of progress in

the transport sector was responsible for denying Dakshina Kannada district this privilege.

Table 9.2.1: Dimensions of development-1980-81 and 1994-95

Dimensions of No of 1980-81 1994-95
development dis:)riocts Name of the districts diT:tor?c‘;:s Name of the districts
All sectors 4 Bidar, Bijapur, 3 Bidar, Bijapur,
backward Gulbarga, Raichur Gulbarga
Uni-sectoral 0 3 Chitradurga, Raichur,
development ) Uttara Kannada
Bi-sectoral 4 Bellary, Chitradurga, g Belgaum, Bellary,
development Tumkur, Uttara Chikmagalur, Kolar,
Kannada Dharwad, Hassan,
- Mandya, Tumkur
Three sectoral 3 Belgaum, Hassan, 1 Shimoga
development Shimoga !
Four-sectoral 3 Chikmagalur, 2 Kodagu, Mysore
development Kodagu, Mandya
Multi-sector 3 Dharwad, Kolar, ] Dakshina Kannada
development Mysore
All sectors 2 Bangalore, Dakshina 1 Bangalore
development Kannada

On the positive side, the number of districts with all sectors backward has
declined from four to threc in the same period. Sustained improvement in agricultural

seclor has enabled Raichur district to come out of this group.

Chitradurga and Uttara Kannada districts, which have expenienced bi-dimensional
development during 1980-81, could attain only uni-dimensional development during
1994-95 on account of decline in social infrastructure. The number of districts with bi-

dimensional development has doubled between the two time-points. However, it should
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be noted here that this increase in the numbers was brought about by addition of some
distncts, which witnessed declining trends in some of the sectors. For instance, Belgaum
district, which had three developed sectors, witnessed lower progress in power and
communication. The district had bi-dimensional development with progress in agriculture
in 199495 Similarly, slower progress of communication sector in Hassan district,
agriculture and transport in Chikmagalur district, power and communication in Mandya
district, education, transport and communication in Dharwad district, health, transport
and communication in Kolar district, have forced them to have bi-dimensional
development. Even Mysore district experienced deterioration. It had six developed
sectors 1n 1980-81, but due to inadequate progress in the power and banking sectors, the

district had only four-dimensional development in 1994-95.

Most of the districts witnessed a decline in their dimensions of development. Only
Bangalore, Dakshina Kannada, Kodagu and Mysore districts could be placed in the
higher order with multi-sectoral development. This clearly brings out the direct and
positive relationship between the levels of development and dimensions of development.
This implies that, with increase in the level of development, there would be an increase in
the dimensions of development from uni-sectoral to bi-sectoral and then to multi-sectoral
devclopment. It highlights inter-dependency among different sectors in the regional
economy in its developmental process, underlining the crucial significance of adopting

integrated regional and sectoral approaches to step up aggregate development of a region.

In the practical sense, it implies that developmental strategies should be

formulated and implemented in such a way that development in one sector could induce

development in other sectors as well.
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Judging from this angle, it is rather disheartening to see that in spite of sustained
increase in index values by most of the districts in many sectors, as discussed in the
earlier chapters, a large number of districts have remained backward from the point of
dimensions of development. A total of fifieen districts have multi-sector backwardness.
This 1s indeed a situation of great concern. It points towards the failure of growth
dispersion mechanism from the developed to the backward regions, on the one hand, and
lack of stimulus within the sectors themselves, on the other. Hence, proper inter-regional
and intra-sectoral developmental measures assume crucial importance. To evolve such

measures, clear understanding of typology of backwardness is also very much essential.

Typology of backwardness

A clear understanding of dimensions of development is helpful to probe into
various issues pertaining to the typology of backwardness. Here, the basic assumption 1S
that there is a definite relationship between the levels of development and typology of

backwardness. This is reflected in the Table 9.3.1.

From the Table 9.3.1, it is quite clear that the developed districts have
comparatively very few backward sectors and vice versa. A closer look at the typology of
backwardness of districts reveals that a total of eleven districts were backward in the
agricultural sector in 1980-81, and their number declined to ten during 1994-95. Dunng

the same period, Belgaum district did record good progress in the agricultural sector.

Fourteen districts were backward in the industrial sector in 1980-81 and there was no
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change in the position during 1994-95. These districts are thus regarded as backward in
productive sector.

Table 9.3.1: Typology of backwardness 1980-81 and 1994-95

1980-81 1994-95

DISTRICTS
Bangalore
Belgaum
Bellary
Bidar
Bijapur
Chikmagaliur
Chutradurga
Dakshina

Kannada
Dharwad

®
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»
=
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UUWW%UUU;"
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WWWm|w x| w o -
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Gulbarga
Hassan
Kodagu
Kolar
Mandya
Mysore
Raichur
Shimoga
Tumkur

Uttara
Kannada

CDUJUUKIJCJCD%UJ%UJO UW%WWU‘JO%"
UUU%WWWUUWU éUUUUCU‘CDUUUF!
U%EUUJUEDD%UUUJU OUJEIJCUOJUUJ%:::
%EDOL‘DCJ%UUU%O \wilieciRwiiivelfiee] ReriiesiRwll s
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EUUJUUUUUUJUJéw
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Notes: A-Agriculture, I-Industries, E-Education, H-Health, T-Transport, C- Communication, P-
Power, BK-Banking, D-Developed, HD-Highly Developed, B-Backward, HB-Highly Backward.

If we take the social sector, nine districts in the educational sector and eleven
districts in the health sector were backward during 1980-81 and their number went up to

eleven and thirteen respectively during 1994-95. Economic infrastructural base is weak in
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most of the districts in the State. A total of nine districts in transport, eleven districts in
communication and twelve districts in power sector were backward during 1980-81. Here
also, their number went up to thirteen, sixteen and fifteen respectively in 1994-95. This
adversely affected the development prospects in these districts. In addition, the banking

sector 15 yet to improve in as many as fifteen districts.

These four types of backwardness, namely, backwardness in productive sector,
social sector, economic infrastructure and financial infrastructure seen across various
districts reveal an important fact that as the level of development goes up, the typology
undergoes a change. The change is witnessed in the form of progress in the secondary
and tertiary sectors. Therefore, in general, the developed districts have well-developed
industrial, banking, transport and communication sectors whereas it is confined to
agricultural or co-operative sectors in backward districts. In the initial stages of
development, progress is restricted to a few sectors, but in the subsequent stages the
number of developed sectors should increase provided there is appropriate strategy of
development. Thus, proper identification of backward districts, their dimensions of
development, typology of backwardness and the clear understanding of the trends in
disparities as analysed so far should form the basis of any developmental strategy to
increase the overall growth rate and decrease inter-district and inter-regional disparities.
Various policy options and suitable strategies to attain these twin goals have been

discussed in the following sections.
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IV

Policy suggestions

In chapter HI, a reference has been made to various policies and programmes
adopted by the Government of Karnataka to tackle the problems of inter-district and
inter-regional dispanties. These programmes are being implemented to remove certain
obstructions to growth and for overall regional development. To what extent they are
appropriate or adequate to overcome the problem of economic backwardness and to
reduce the gap between the more developed and the less developed regions is an issue
that should be discussed in detail. However, it is not our objective here to have a full-
fledged and an overall evaluation of all the policies and programmes initiated by the State
Government It falls, in fact, outside the scope of the present study. What 1s attempted
here is to see the appropriateness of the major programmes of the State Government for
regional development, on the basis of insights drawn from chapters IV to VIII of the

present study.

As stated earlier, the various policies and programmes of the Government of
Karnataka for the overall regional development in the State revolve around seven major
schemes. They are Drought Prone Area Programme, Command Area Programme,
Western Ghat Development Plan, Malnad Area Development Board, Hydrabad

Karnataka Development Board, Border Area Development Programme and Bangalore

Metropolitan Region Development Authonty.

With the exception of the last programme, all the major programmes of

Government of Karnataka are based on regional approach covering more than one
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district. However, the adoption of regional approach itself is not sufficient. The study has
already proved the fact that in spite of an increase in the level of development of many
districts from the time of State’s reorganisation till 1995, there remain as many as seven
distrnicts in below average, six districts in the backward and two districts in highly
backward categories”. Mere scheme-wise allocation of financial resources according to
the overall objectives of the development of the State is not scientific. One should look
into the sectoral deficiencies across different districts and evolve a proper approach to
overcome them. In doing so, 1t 1s necessary in the first place to combine the regional
approach with the sectoral approach for maximum benefit. This combined approach is
essential to cater to the specific needs of a region and its potential for future development.
This will also lead to the integration of sectoral approach with the spatial processes

thereby promoting regional development.

The developed regions and districts have benefited substantially from the planned
efforts besides having natural advantages. It 1s in the backward regions that spontaneous
developmental activities should gather momentum. These regions require concerted
planned efforts to overcome obstacles to growth and also to reduce some of the

disadvantages of adverse natural factors.

These regions should become priority regions and there should be an in-depth
study of their problems both natural and man-made. On the basis of this study, therr
growth potential should be identified and appropriate strategies evolved. Such a strategy
should aim at the twin goals of crucial significance, namely, increase in the dimensions of

development and decrease in the typology of backwardness.
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A clear understanding of different dimensions of development is very much
needed to evolve proper sectoral planning. In the same way, If we have a clear idea of the
typology of backwardness, the task of fixing priorities for the development of lagging
sector becomes easier. In this way, the factors hindering growth could be removed paving

way for fuller utilisation of potentiality of a region for future development.

A comprehensive survey of the 1dentified backward districts is needed to estimate
the resources that are available and to examine their potentiality and economic feasibility
to facilitate measures to improve their prospects. This paves the way for an integrated
inter-sectoral and inter-regional development approach, which is very much essential to

break through the vicious circle of economic backwardness of some districts.

Relevance of planning is indeed great in curtailing forces of divergence in the first
stage and to give a district or region sustainability in the economic activities in the
subsequent stages. When this 1s reahised, forces of convergence get strengthened and the
region can keep the pace of development even without direct plan efforts. At this
advanced stage market forces come into the picture and it is not planning but the market
forces that can play a greater role in dispersing economic development. This should lead
to a considerable reduction in regional and parochial tendencies and promote greater

political, economic and socio-cultural cohesion.

Proper identification of backward districts, their dimensions of development and
the typology of backwardness should form the basis of any developmental strategy to
increase the overall growth rate and decrease inter-district and inter-regional dispanities.

Reduction in such disparities is a long-term process calling for a perspective plan with the
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twin objective of sustaining the present level of development in the developed districts
and promoting relative growth of backward districts. Realisation of this plan should
narrow down the extent of unevenness in the process of economic development. The
State average should go higher not by a huge increase in sectoral performance of a few

districts, but it should go up with improved performance from the backward districts.

Vv

Strategies for the sectoral development of backward districts

The present study has clearly brought out the sectoral deficiencies and the factors
responsible for them. The policy maker should keep in mind these deficiencies and devise
plans and programmes to mitigate the same. Such plans and programmes should tackle

the problems of development of following key segments of the economy.

As pointed out earlier, Bidar, Bijapur, Chikmagalur, Dharwad, Gulbarga, Hassan,
Kodagu, Mysore, Tumkur and Uttara Kannada districts lag behind in the agricultural
sector. Since agnculture is heavily dependent on natural factors, the structural
deficiencies have undermined agricuitural progress in some of these districts. A typical
example for this natural hurdle can be seen in the case of Uttara Kannada district. The
district has 81 per cent of its geographical area under forest leaving limited land that can
be put into agricultural use. Therefore, the developmental policies have to focus on any

productive activitics, which are essentially forest-based rather than only on agriculture.

Rainfall is another crucial factor, which determines the success or failure of any

agricultural activity. Low rainfall in Dharwad, Gulbarga, Mysore and Tumkur districts
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has hampered their agricultural progress. Dry-farming techniques and watershed

programmes are vital in such districts to compensate for low rainfall.

In Kodagu, Tumkur and Bidar districts, the supply of quality land is rather
limited. Generally, the agricultural activities are not profitable in the low quality land.
Soil conservation and land reclamation programmes assume great importance in such

areas to maximise agricultural production.

Compared to the natural constraints discussed above, the policy makers should
come out with appropriate strategies to reduce the negative impact of some of the man-
made factors, which have curtailed agricultural progress in some districts. One of the
crucial factors of this kind is inadequate irmgational facilitics. In spite of numerous
projects, the full irrigational potential in many parts of Karnataka is still not utilised.
Inadequate irrigational facility i1s a major cause of agricultural backwardness in
Chikmagalur and Bidar districts. One should look into the possibilities of hamessing
more water in these districts. In addition to the lack of fuller utilisation of 1mgational
potentialities, there is also another factor, which has resulted in the decline of areca under
irrigational network. Excessive siltation and encroachment are responsible for such a
decline. Comprehensive measures are needed to undertake de-siltation in a district such
as Chikmagalur coupled with measures against encroachment. This could increase the

cropping intensity, which is at the lower level in these districts.

Most of these districts still have vast area under the category of cultivable waste.
If such lands are brought under cultivation, 1t could really boost up agricultural and
horticultural production. There could be expansion of pasture and grazing land to

promote livestock in these districts. Effective utilisation of cultivable waste is thus very
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much called for and a comprehensive strategy 1s needed for the same. Such a strategy can
greatly help districts such as Tumkur, which, in recent years, 1s witnessing new

experiments like floriculture.

In addition to better utilisation of all available land to step up agricultural
production, which, in the last decade, has seen considerable decline, suitable policies are
needed to increase the area under high yielding varieties. This is particularly needed in

Bidar and Chikmagalur districts.

In distnicts such as Gulbarga, Tumkur, Chikmagalur, Hassan and Kodagu, area
sown more than once is quite limited. To increase the same, one should explore the
possibility of more intensive cultivation. This needs greater infrastructural support

wherever the potentiality exits to render it.

In recent years, the farmers’ commumnity in Bijapur district (which has remained
backward in all the time-potint of the present study) i1s finding out their own solution to
the problems of agricultural sector in the district. Taking advantage of the climate and
also by way of collective efforts they are highly successful in the horticultural crops
which are even exported to different parts of the country and to the Gulf countries also.
They are also working collectively towards proper storage facilities and other
infrastructural improvements to sustain their progress. It i1s one of the finest examples of

progressive attitude amid natural constraints and as such should be supported by the

appropriate governmental policies,

Agricultural problems and prospects of backward districts discussed so far reveal

the fact that a particular district might have been deprived of certain natural advantage or
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deficient on account of defective strategy of development. These problems may be
umque to a particular district or it may share them with other districts either in the
neighbourhood or elsewhere. Evolving strategies for the agricultural sector at the State
level, in general, neither has the required focus nor can strengthen the existing weak
links. Therefore, the districts with common problems can be grouped into a homogenous

category and their special problems should be addressed.

Like agriculture, industrial sector is also a mainstay of State’s economy.
However, industries were highly concentrated in a few centres without much spread
effect. As a result, as many as fourteen districts remained industrially backward as shown
by the present analysis. Rate of industrial growth in these districts was very low. While
all the districts in Malnad Region have come under the backward category, industrial
development in other regions was highly clustered in and around a few urban and

commercial centres.

As pointed out in chapter IV, ten districts have very poor concentration of
factories. In addition to this, most of them have very poor share in the percentage of
productive capital and invested capital. Likewise, there are ten districts each in the

backward category in the small-scale sector and medium and large-scale sectors.

To overcome this problem of industrial backwardness of many districts, the State
Government declared eleven growth areas during the Third Five-year plan. Subsequently,
the entire State was divided into three categories on the basis of differential levels of
industrial development in order to assist the industrially backward districts. For better
programme implementation four zones were also created and special incentives and

concessional schemes have been announced. This is a good step towards proper
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geographical dispersion of industries and also to give different degrees of emphasis

depending on the industrial progress of a particular area.

The State is rich in terms of resources. As far as mineral resources are concemed3,
ten out of fourteen industrially backward districts do possess mineral wealth that can be
used for greater industrialisation This is especially true in the case of Bellary district,

which has a variety of mineral resources.

In spite of all the polices, programmes and schemes, it is indeed disheartening to
see many districts with below average performance in industrial sector. Though some
backward districts have mmproved their positions in absolute terms, the inter-district
disparities have.gone up. Reasons for this situation become clear when we have a perfect
understanding of the developmental process in the industrial sector with its multi-

dimensional nature.

On the basis of the knowledge gained one should evolve appropriate strategy to
mitigate the problem. Such a strategy should be devised so as to provide three necessary

conditions in the industrially backward districts.

The first condition calls for imitiation of concrete programmes from the concerned
authorities. Mere declaration of some areas as backward and announcement of financial
and concessional schemes are not enough to induce entrepreneurs to put their efforts and
resources in these areas. For an entrepreneur, profitability, financial and opportunity costs
are more crucial than the government package programmes. Therefore, it is very
important to make it sure that a backward area meets his main requirement by way of

providing him with good infrastructure like roads, rails, communication, water, power,
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security, financial institutions and proximity to market. They should be supplemented
with facilities such as dwelling conditions, drinking water, health service and educational
institutions. Development of infrastructural facilities is thus the prime need of the
backward districts. Without providing for these requirements any policy of direct

investment for industrialisation of backward regions will not yield the desired benefits.

Therefore, one should clearly identify backward districts and group them
according to the stage of their development. If they are in the initial stage of development

the policy should give the highest priority to improve the basic conditions.

If the districts are in the second stage of development with the possession of basic
infrastructure and other facilities, they should be grouped separately and ensured that the
second condition, ic., availability of capital and financial resources is fulfilled. The role
of intensive industrial survey assumes great significance at this stage as it can bring out
the true potentiality of backward districts. Based on their potential and supply of
resources, schemes for financial assistance can be drawn which could be of great
advantage to the entrepreneurs. Satisfaction of these two conditions can certainly lift up
the tempo of development in a backward district. At this juncture, one can take the
advantage of geographically contiguous districts and there can be creation of necessary
framework for setting up of a medium or a large-scale plant which can generate growth
impulses benefiting the entire region. Such a plant should use the local resources and
should support many auxiliary and consumer goods industries that may come up in due

course and their interactions can help to take the region to still higher level of

development.
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In the final stage when a particular region reaches the maximum level of
development, measures for decentralisation of industries becomes inevitable. Many
compulsions and forces of growth dispersion as discussed in chapter 1I pave the way for

such a process.

Greater regional balance in industrial development is possible only by a gradual
and stage by stage approach. It is a complicated and comprehensive process as it has
maximum interaction with other sectors of the economy and also with development in

other regions.

Strategy for development of productive sector should be well supported by the
qualitative 1mprovement in social sector. Removal of backwardness in this sector is a
major responsibility of the State. Considerable expenditure has been incurred to develop
education and health sectors in Karnataka right from the beginning of the planning era.
This has certainly increased the level of development of these two sectors in some
districts whereas a total of eleven districts in the educational sector and thirteen distnicts
in the health sector were backward as analyscd in the respective chapters. Out of these,

eight districts lag behind in both the sectors.

Therefore, spectal efforts are needed in these districts to improve their social
infrastructure in both qualitative and quantitative aspects. Such efforts should be based on
factors, which have slowed down the rate of progress in these districts. These factors

have been already identified in chapter V and the Government through its administrative

machinery should work towards the removal of the same.
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The deficiencies in the two major sectors of social infrastructure in some districts
brought out by the present analysis and strategies suggested should improve the prospects
of such districts for greater economic development. This is especially true in Belgaum,
Bidar, Bijapur, Gulbarga, Raichur, Chitradurga, Kolar and Mandya districts that lag
behind in both the sectors. A combined approach with adequate human and monetary
resources 18 required to enable these districts to advance to a relatively higher level of

development reducing the gap between themselves and the developed districts.

Good economic infrastructure consisting of transport, communication and power
is one of the major demands of entrepreneurial class in Karnataka since long- time.
Fulfillment of this requirement is very important as it 1s generally found that the districts
and regions, which are backward in economic nfrastructure, are also backward in most
of the sectors. This is true in the case of many districts in Kamataka as well. In these
districts not only people have to face severe problems of accessibility but also stimulation

to economic growth is lacking to the desired degree.

To mitigate these problems, a suggestion has already being made to evolve a
prospective plan. Such a plan should aim at both expansions of road network and its
qualitative improvement besides increasing accessibility of villages to good quality roads.
Massive efforts are needed to make districts, which are chronically backward,
economically attractive to the entreprencurs and investors. This would increase their

economic viability by improving the linkages enhancing chances for better trade and

comimerce.

Basic communication network was weak in most parts of Kamataka. Except

Bangalore, Dakshina Kannada and Mysore districts, this network has to be improved in
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all other districts. For this gigantic task, a comprehensive plan is needed with heavy
mvestment. This 1s essential to improve both area and population coverage. The strategy
of development of communication sector should consider inter-relationship between
communication development and improvement in the commercial base of different

districts in order to enhance the complimentary effects.

In the field of production and consumption of power, Karnataka has declined
from 1ts position of surplus in 1967-68 to a situation of severe shortage in the recent
years. This 1s mainly on account of excessive reliance on large-scale Hydel power
projects with a long gestation period, on the one hand, and lack of proper assessment of

future demand, on the other. In addition, there a 1s heavy loss of power in transmission.

An overall strategy for the development of power sector. in general, should find
technical solutions to the above problems. But, what is more important from our regional
prospective is proper forecasting of spatial pattern of energy demand across different
districts. When a particular district or a region moves from an initial stage of
development to the next higher order, hike in commercial, agricultural and industrial
activities naturally rises demand for power. An appropriate strategy should cater to such

spatial requirements and should meet the changing power needs of a given region.

Since power cannot be produced on a large scale in each and every spatial unit,
greater emphasis should be laid on efficient and continuous supply of power with
improved technology and infrastructure in all those districts, which are lacking  them.
Infrastructural facilities like sub-stations, transmission lines, distribution lines, power

transformers and distribution transformers should be improved in all those districts which

have recorded lower index values in the present analysis.
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From the point of view of spatial requirements and also scarcity of capital, mini
power projects are being emphasised in recent years. One should assess whether a
particular district has any scope for such projects, which can be explored either by the
Government or by private sector. This can really cut down the long gestation period and
can add considerably to the aggregate power production in the State. One should also
look mto the viable usage of alternative sources of energy across different regions like
brogas, solar and wind power. However, maximum expectation of power production on a
large scale is from expansion of thermal power station in Raichur and nuclear power
plant at Kaiga. Additional power supply from these two sources and supply from the
Southern grid should bring down the gap between demand and supply. This should attract
entrepreneurial interest in Kamataka benefiting different growth belts identified and
developed This could really push up the per capita power consumption, which 1s quite

low in all the districts except Bangalore, Kolar, Tumkur and Dakshina Kannada.

The role of financial institutions assumes great importance for the promotion of
developmental activities in the backward districts. In fact, the major objectives of

nationalisation of commercial banks were to help backward sections and also greater flow

of resources for priority areas.

In Karnataka, banking sector is highly advanced in the two major business
centres, namely, Bangalore and Dakshina Kannada districts and also in the two Malnad
districts of Chikmagalur and Kodagu. Rest of the districts is deficient in terms of either
the area coverage or accessibility. Consequently, many districts have relatively lower
deposit and credit per capita. To overcome these deficiencies proper spatial planning is

needed to provide the backward districts with efficient financial infrastructure. Both area
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and population parameters have to be considered carefully in such a planning for more a

balanced development of banking sector in the State.

The banking operations should be made more akin to meet the twin goals of
increasing the supply of credit to the entreprencurnial and business activities and also to
increase the tncome levels of the people belonging to the backward districts. Greater
economic activiies at hmigher income levels, in turn, promote banking functions and have

a mutually complementary effect, expanding financial infrastructure.

In addition to the strengthening of banking sector, the strategy for better financial
infrastructure should also promote co-operative movement in Karnataka. An analysis of
the movement in chapter VII clearly highhights both structural and functional
deficiencies, which have crippled the movement since several decades. Fresh thinking is
necessary to revamp the movement and appropriate legislations are needed to correct the

deficiencies pointed out in the present study.

VI

Approaches to regional development

Strategies for the development of various sectors suggested i the previous
section have been formulated on the basis of sectoral deficiencies in all the backward
districts of Karnataka as brought out by the present study. For proper and effective

implementation of these strategies, following steps need to be undertaken.
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First and the foremost task in this regard is the proper identification of backward
areas, which may be a district, a region or any given spatial unit. As stated in chapter
VIII, identification should not be subjective but it should be scientific with the help of
relevant and clearly classified set of indicators. These indicators should be assigned
weights 1n an objective way as shown by the factor analysis method adopted in the

present study.

The composite index derived on the basis of factor analysis gives an idea of the
standing of the selected spatial units. Based on this information, the authorities at
different hierarchy should concentrate on those districts, which have lower standing in
the index. They can construct scctoral indices for important sectors. These indices clearly
indicate the level of development of different sectors in a particular district. They can
also have an 1dea regarding the rate of growth of selected sectors over a period of time.
Both absolute and relative developmental trends become quite clear when we compare
the tndex for different time-points. As a first step, the authonties can identify sector or
sectors, which 1s backward in a particular district. This s a very crucial step as 1t enables
them to concentrate on the identified sector to be developed at the local level rather than

formulating general policies for the State as a whole.

Secondly, once a district or group of districts is identified as backward, one
should have a clear perception on dimensions of development. This reveals the extent of

the problem, whether one or two sectors should be developed in a district, or there should

be multi-sectoral development.
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Thirdly, the authorities should find out the typology of backwardness, i.e., Which
sector should be taken on priority for overall development of the backward district? What

are the schemes and policies to be implemented to stimulate growth in the lagging sector?

Finally, based on the clear vision derived from the previous three exercises,
appropriate strategies should be formulated to remove factors, which have forced a
particular sector to remain backward over a period of time. Incidentally, the same
indicators, which are used to identify backward districts, guide us to diagnose the growth
hindering factors. A careful scrutiny of ranks of each indicator within every backward
district clearly brings out the forces of strength or weakness in that particular district.
Specific policies can be framed to remove such weakness so as to improve the standing
of that district overall. Every district possesses some potentiality for development, which
should be tapped to strengthen the economic base of the same. The framers of
developmental policies and strategies should keep in mind the problem-particular within
the district rather than undertaking macro-planning exercise, scheme-wise allocation of

resources to all the districts and decentralisation of administration.

Identification of backward sectors in a district also throws open the possibility of
grouping some of the districts, which lag behind in the particular sector or sectors. This
would facilitate better assessment and the execution of planned programmes to push up
the tevel of development in that sector. This kind of combined effort may be thought of
under the jurisdiction of the regional boards, which the State Government is
experimenting with in the case of inter-regional disparities or it could be tried through the
Panchayat Raj institutions in the case of inter-district dispanties. The same approach

holds good even at taluka and village levels through various administrative bodies that
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exist within a district to tackle intra-district disparities. The regional analysis attempted in

the present study for all the selected sectors cali for such a combined action.

Here lies the significance of regional approach, which could be integrated with
the sectoral approach. When this is realised there will be mechanisms, which can promote
the posttive centrifugal forces to eminate out of the relatively stronger spatial units
bringing about greater balance 1n the regional growth process. At the same time, this
would also facilitatc maximisation of benefits that may accrue from the leading sector in
a particular district. Both geographical dispersion of growth and multi-sectoral
development can take place simultaneously. This ensures constant increase in the
absolute level of development of backward districts, on the one hand, and improves
relative position of the district with that of developed districts on the other. This could
greatly reduce the extent of inter-district disparities and stimulate harmonious
development across the four physiographic regions of Karnataka State. Ultimately, this

would push up the overall standing of the State at the national level.

VII

Summary and conclusions

An in-depth analysis of the major sectors of Karnataka economy and aggregate
picture obtained therefrom reveal the fact that the State has witnessed development along
two lines. One, along the agricultural, and the other on the industry and infrastructural

sectors. Substantial contribution to the development of the State has come from
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improvements in economic and financial infrastructure. In fact, the industrial progress of

the State is mainly attnbuted to such improvements.

However, on the negative side, the gap between the developed districts and the
backward districts has widened from 1980-81 onwards. This gap has not only widened
between the districts but also between the Northern Maidan and Southern Maidan as well.
The analysis confirms the long-standing view that the degree of backwardness is
comparatively greater in the Northern Maidan region. This problem of increasing inter-
district and inter-regional dispanties 1s of great concern for policy-makers, planners and

also for the common man.

The present analysis highlights the fact that the Statc has witnessed uneven
development across different districts and different sectors. Most of the districts are either

at the average or below average level of development.

An important finding of the study is that there has been an increase in the absolute
level of development at the aggregate level. As stated earlier, all the districts recorded
higher index values during 1994-95 compared to the first trme-point. Developmental
forces were particularly stronger in Bangalore, Dakshina Kannada and Mysore districts.
However, concentration of such forces in these three districts and few other districts has
led to the problem of regional disparities. In other words, the State experienced lop-sided
development in few centres whereas many districts recorded progress, which was not

sufficient to lifi them up from the backward status in which they found themselves

throughout the plan perniod.
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Sccondly, many districts, categorised as backward earlier, made remarkable
progress to reach the higher level of absolute development up to 1994-95. However, the
rate of their progress was still lower compared to the developed districts in relative terms,

Still one should pay attention to the process of consolidation that occurred in such

backward districts between 1980-81 and 1994-95.

Thirdly, in spite of vanations in the levels of development, there was no change in
the ranking pattern of the districts. This implies that the districts, which are on the

developmental path, retained their overall standing to a greater degree.

Fourthly, a large number of districts have remained backward from the point of
dimensions of development. This was in spite of considerable efforts and expenditure by

the State Government.

Finally, the study has clearly brought out the direct relationship between the
levels of development and the typology of backwardness. At higher levels of
development, the districts have recorded good progress in the secondary and tertiary

sectors.

Findings narrated above direct us to ponder over some important steps that ought
to be undertaken by appropriate authorities to achieve the goal of balanced regional
development. In the first place, to brighten the prospects of backward districts, there 15 a
need for proper estimation of their resource potential and measures to make use of them
with due regard to their economic feasibility. One should also remember that while
devising various schemes it is imperative to look into the sectoral deficiencies of a rcgion

for planned development. In this context, a suggestion has already been made in the
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previous section to group districts having common problems to take care of their specific

requirements.

Further, to make backward district amenable to more positive intervention by the
entrepreneurial class, steps have to be taken to improve the socio-economic infrastructure
in both qualitative and quanuitative terms. While framing any development policy,
attention should also be paid to denive maximum benefit from the complimentary effects,

~ which development of a sector brings to a given region.

In addition, the regional approach that is usually followed in this context has to
be integrated with the sectoral approach to derive maximum returns for the efforts put in
and expenditure incurred under any developmental scheme. Only when we resort to this
combined approach we can cater to the local needs to the maximum extent. Such an
approach should be used to increase multi-sectoral development and to decrease typology

of backwardness.

The study underlines the significance of adopting a perspective plan to strengthen
forces of regional convergence in the backward districts to give growth stimulus and also
to provide for its sustenance. Finally, spatial planning with all the above suggestions,
sectoral approach with the suggested methodology and regional approach with a specific
area focus could go a long way in the mammoth task of achieving greater regional
balance in the long run. In the process, removing the bottlenecks, obstructing their
development, enhancing their relative position at the aggregate level could mitigate the

problems of economically backward districts and regions.

290



References and Notes

Hemlata Rao, Regional Disparities and Development in India, Ashish Publishing
House, New Delhi, 1984.

Refer Table 8.2.5, in chapter VIIL

Refer Table 4.2.2, * District-wise break up of occurrence of pre-dominant
minerals ™.

291



Annexure 1

Criteria of Backwardness Suggested by the Committee for the

Dispersal of Industries

1. Poverty of the people as indicated by
(a) Low per capita income and
(b) Low per capita consumption
2. High density of population in relation to development of productive resources and
employment opportunities as indicated by the following factors:
(a) High ratio of population to cultivable land (50 per cent below the national
average of per capita landholding should be considered as backward).
(b) Low percentage of population engaged in output (50 per cent below the
national average).
(c) Absence or under exploitation of other natural resources viz., minerals, forest
and animal.
(d) Low percentage of population engaged in secondary and tertiary activities ( 25
per cent below the national average).
(e) Low ratio of urban to rural population (districts where the ratio was less than
50 per cent of the national average might be considered as backward).
(f) Low percentage of factory employment( 50 per cent below the national
average might be considered as backward).
3 Poverty of communication as indicated by small lengths of railways and metalled roads
per square mile (districts where the railway and road mileage fall below 50 per cent of the
national average might be considered as backward).
4. High incidence of unemployment or gross underemployment.

5. Consumption of electric power.
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Annexure 2

Criteria for Backwardness Used for Rural Industries Projects

Where agriculture conditions are favourable and a considerable agricultural effort is

being organised and at the same time, there 1s heavy pressure of population;

Where agriculture 1s undertaken mainly under un-imgated conditions and there is

considerable need for additional employment,

Where there is considerable underemployment because of unfavourable natural

conditions and lack of development of potential resources;

Tribal and other backward arcas;

Areas in which large industrial projects have been or are being established so as to
achieve integrated industrial-rural development, agriculture and small industries

being developed together within the region of the industrial projects; and

Areas in the neighbourhood of rural universities and institutions.
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Annexure 3

Criteria of Backwardness Suggested by a Study Group of Planning

Commission

1. Total population and density of population;

2. Number of workers engaged in agriculture including agricultural labourers
percentage of total workers;

Cultivable area per agricultural worker;

Net area sown per agricultural worker,

Percentage of area sown more than once to the net sown area;

Percentage of gross irrigated area to net sown area,

Per capita (rural population) gross value of agncultural cutput;

©° N AW

Establishments {manufacturing and repair) using electricity;
(a) Total, (b) Household, (c) Non-houschold;
9. Number of workers per lakh of population employed in registered factories;
10. Mileage of surfaced roads
(a) Per 100 sq.miles, (b) Per lakh of population;
11. Number of commercial vehicles registered in a district;
12. Percentage of literate population
(a) Men, (b) Women;
13. Percentage of school-going children;
(a) Boys, (b) Girls, in age groups of (i) 6-11 years and (i1) 11-14 years;
14 Number of seats per million population for technical training ;
(a) Craftsmen, (b) Diploma level ; and
15. Hospital beds per lakh of population.
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Annexure 4

DISTRICT PROFILE
Table 1 Demographic features B
DISTRICTS A B C D
Bangalore Urban 2,200 2210 138 76.27
Bangalore Rural 5,800 288 819 50.17
Belgaum 13,400 267 76.5 53.00
Bellary 9,900 191 70.1 45 57|
Bidar 5,400 231 80.4 45.11
Bijapur 17,100 172 76.5 5513
Chikmagalur 7,200 141 83.1 61.05
Chitradurga 10,900 270 7300 5548
Dakshina Kannada 8,400 319 71.7 75.86
Dharwad 13,700 255 65.1 58.68
Gulbarga 16,200 159 76.4 38.54
Hassan 6,800 230 82.6 56.85
Kodagu 4,100] 119 84.0 68 35
Kolar 8,200 270 76.7 50.45
Mandya 5.000 331 83.8 48.15
Mysore 12,000 265 703 4732
Raichur 14,000 165 79.2 35.96
Shimoga 10,600 181 735 61.53
Tumkur 10,600 218] 83.4 54.48
Uttara Kannada 10,300 119] 75.9 66.73]

A= Arean Sq Kms,

B= Density of population,

C= Percentage of rural population to total population

D-Percentage of total literacy, excluding (0-6) age group population

Source: Government of Karnataka, District Socio-economic Indicators 1996,
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Bangalore
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Table 2
Per capita Income

DISTRICTS A B
Bangalore 7,164 3,297
Belgaum 4,575 2,088
Bellary 4,478 1,936
Bidar 3,197 1,588
Bijapur 3,765 1,595
Chikmagalur 6,655 2,290
Chitradurga 4 088 1,783
Dakshina Kannada 5,682 2.471
Dharwad 3,705 1,597
Gulbarga 4,098 1,758
Hassan 3,884 1,665
Kodagu 10,447 3,582
Kolar 3,387 1,335
Mandya 3,924 1,837
Mysore 4,305 1,840
Raichur 4 538 1,549
Shimoga 4,531 2,128
Tumkur 3,681 1,570
Uttara Kannada 4,941 1,979

A= Per capita income at current prices (Rs.), 1990-91.
B= Per capita income at constant (1980-81) prices, (Rs.), 1990-91.
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Table 3

Agriculture

DISTRICTS A B C D E]
Bangalore 867 0.21 1.51 1.85 27.37
Bangalore Rural ———— 0.03 1.35 375 180.22]
Belgaum 808 0.28 2.38 6.45 142 01
Bellary 639 0.34 27 6.19 246 85
Bidar L 847 037 28 3.66 2216
Bijapur 569 0.51 375 8 54 22661
Eﬁk_"_‘_a_g?l}i_ B 1925 03 197 273 218 63
Chitradurga 580 034 2.56 623 21976
Dakshina Kannada 4,029 0.12 1.17 322 96.21]
Dharwad 717 0.32 29 6.77 15232
Gulbarga 777 0.49 3.28 672 200.16
Hassan 1,031 028 1.32 398 20231
Kodagu 2,718 0.35 3.1 1.18 204.14
Kolar 744 02 1.46 35 125.91
Mandya 700 02 0.83 5 24319
Mysore 771 019 1.39 814 199 39
Raichur 599 0.54 297 961 31092
Shimoga 1,569 0.2 1.75 6.4 268 89
Tumkur 688 03 165 419] 14418
Uttara Kannada 2,835 012 1.04 1.89 124 82

A= Rainfall in mm

B= Per capita land available for cultivation (Area in Hectares), 1990-91
C= Average size of operational holding (Hectares), 1990-91

D= Percentage share of district in total production of foodgrains,1995-96
E= Percapita food grains production (in KGs),1995-96

Source: Government of Karnataka, District Socio-economic Indicators 1996, and Karnataka at a Glance
1995-96. Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Bangalore.
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Table 4
Mineral wealth

DISTRICTS MINERALS

Bangalore Quartz, Corundum, Felspar and Clay

Belgaum Rich deposits of Bauxite

Bidar No significant deposits

Bijapur -

Chikmagalur -

Chitradurga Manganese, lron ore, Gold, Copper, Calcite, Asbestos, Antimony,

Dakshina Kannada
Dharwad

Gulbarga
Hassan

Kodagu

Kolar

Mandya
Mysore
Raichur
Shimoga
Tumkur

Uttara Kannada

Limestone, Lead sulphide, Granite and China clay.

Iron ore, Mica, Soap stones, Bauxite and Lignite.

Limestone, Red and Yellow ochre, White clay, Graphite, Iron, Manganese,
Gold and Red Clay.

Quartz, Gypsum, Limestone and Building stones.

Chromite, Asbestos, Cardanuim, Cornet, Caulin, Kyarite, Mica, Vermiculite,
Brick earth, Title clay and Granite.

Poor in mineral wealth

Depleting gold, Kyanite, Sillimianute, Koaline, and Building stone

Poor in availability of mineral resources.

Lack of adequate mineral resources

Good mineral base. Hutti Gold mines ranks next to KGF.

Manganese, Iron ore, Gold ore, Corundum and Quartz.
Iron ore, Manganese, Asbestos, Glass and, Kashin, Limestone,
Pyrite, Quartz and Stertile.

Source: Small Scale Industries Profile.
Karnataka State Profile-1995. Small Industries Development QOrganisation
Department of Small-scale, Agro-Rural Industries.
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Table &

Industries

DISTRICTS ] A B
Bangalore Urban 3,679 43
Bangalore Rural 51
Belgaum 1,360 37
Bellary 752 31
Bidar 478 28
Bijapur 744 35
Chikmagalur 638 34
Chitradurga 860 37
Dakshina Kannada 2,009 38
Dharwad 1,293 3s
Gulbarga 957 27
Hassan 789 37
Kodagu 435 30
Kolar 697 50
Mandya 563 47
Mysore 1,320 43
Raichur 693 31
Shimoga 804 36
Tumkur 737 38
Uttara Kannada 872 38

A= Number of establishments as on March 1996.
B= Number of enterprises per thousand population,1990.

Source: Government of Karnataka, District Socio-economic indicators 1996,
Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Bangalore.
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Table 6

Economic activities

DISTRICTS ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES

Bangalore Industries, Diary, Pisciculture, Sericulture, Trade and Commerce

Belgaum Agro based industries

Bellary -

Bidar Bidn ware and handicrafis

Bijapur Good potential for economic activities. Oil mills, Cotton ginning, pressing and

Chickmagalur
Chitradurga

Dakshina Kannada

Dharwad

Gulbarga

Hassan

Kodagu

Kolar

spinning units, Khandasari.

Potential for marine and inland fisheries. Forest based industry,
Cashew and Rubber plantation.

Good potential for Handioom, Sericulture, Fisheries, Dairy, Woolen and Leather
-tanning and Spinning.

Gocod potential for oil, milk, Handloom, Dairy and Leather tanning industry.

Agro based industries like those related to Rice mills, Coffee works,
Cotien ginning and Pressing along with forest base industries.

Forest based industries like Sandal oil, Matchwood, Plywood, Agriculture,
Paper and Sawmills.

Good scope for Agriculture, Horticulture, Poultry, Dairy, Sheep development,
Leather tanning, China clay, Washery, Crockery, L.T. Insuiators,
Distempers, Bricks and Stone ware pipes.
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Mandya Rice mills, Rice Brand oil. Alcohol, Khandasari, Agricultura) implements and
servicing units

Mysore Abundant forest wealth supplies. Teak, Beete, Mathi, Hunise, Mamdo,
Sandalwood Along with Mulberry, Sericulture, Food processing, Essential
Oil, Spinning Milk, Power Looms, Coir Processing.

Raichur Cotton ginning, Dhal mills, Oil mills and Agriculture.

Shimoga Forest based industry, Agriculture and Fishery.

Tumkur Sericulture, Pisciculture and Coir industry

Uttara Kannada Rich supply of Teak, Matti, Nandi, Sissum, Rose wood, Bamboo and Sandal wood

Source. Complied from various sources used in the present study.



Table 7 : Special features

Dakshina Kannada
Dharwad

Gulbarga

Hassan

Kodagu

Kolar

Mandya

Mysore

Raichur

Shimoga

Tumkur

Uttara Kannada

[DISTRICTS SPECIAL FEATURES

Bangalore State Capital and an important industrial and commercial centre.
Belgaum Important urban centre in Northern Karnataka.

Bellary Sandur and Hospet have one of the world’s best quality iron-ores.

Bidar Does not have the mineral base for acceleration of mineral development.
Bijapur Largest in area {8 89%), wells are major source of irrigation.
Chikmagalur Known for plantation crops.

Chitradurga Mainly dry region and agriculture is dependent on rainfall.

A coastal district with low of groundwater potential and has evergreen forest.

Abundant livestock composed of good quality breeds of cattle and buffaloes.

Backward in irrigation. But possesses good cattle wealth. Scope for mini cement plants.
Agriculture dominated economy.

Smallest and occupies 2% land area. Rich forest cover (33%).

Land surface is highly undulating due to the presence of hills.

Suitable for plantation crops.

No perennia! river and agriculture is mainly rainfed.

Extensive irrigation infrastructure with vast surface and
Groundwater potential. Good returns from agriculture.

District with grand old charm. It has rich forest cover but
Inadequate mineral deposits have hampered industrial development

Heavily under-exploited irrigation potential. Hutti Gold Mines outstanding.
Known for thermal power production.

A rich Malnad district with highest percentage of area under irrigation.
Prime place for generation of electncity.

Dry region without perennial rivers and known for Coir and ancillary industries.

A coastal district with largest cover of forest. (81%).

Source: Complied from various sources used in the present study.
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LIST OF INDICATORS

AGRICULTURE
1970-71
Bangalore 11344 2270{ 10428f 23.06] 250 033 026 696 551
Belgaum 103951 11.80; 101.58 490] 140 014] 006 577 255
Bellary 138.12)  775] 10369 9.13] 217 o028 006 49 115
Bidar 100.88] 4781 122200 241] o066] 007 002 1039] 278
Bijapur 108861 457t 101101 246 034] 024 o004 7961 129
Chikmagalur 109.11] 13.48] 107.71] 6.42] 203] 033 014 205 o0ss
[Chitradurga 142.62] 16811 111.73] 1094} 3.03] 022 010 517 2.34
Dakshina Kannada 111.57) 3574 144 51 435 349 010 0.12 9531 1125
Dharwad 10063 6100 10265 538 057 020 004 340 076
Gulbarga 11572  2.13] 10366 135] o010] oosf ool 304 053
Hassan 11839 1112 11006] 928 245 012 008 104 073
Kodagu 10939]  sss} 11134 137) 384 069 023] 315 1.03
Kolar 11230] 3666 10833] 2100 212 012] 012 888 911
Mandya 119.44] 31.78] 11084] 13.04] 481 004] 003 227] 191
Mysore 10956/ 17230 11886] 12620 155] o008l 006] 253 185
Raichur 12191 13.38] 10187 399 136] 044] 009] 262 053
Shimoga 12185 4235 11207 2289 288 056 029 212 112
Tumkur 115800 1578] 10258 17.7t{ 097 006 004 580 378
Uttara Kannada 10000] 2065 112.02] s04] 146] 0.08] 008 2571 265
1980-81
Districts A B C D E F G H 1
Bangalore 1i549] 1700, 103.08] 4236/ 527| 035 033 725 676
Belgaum 107.19| 1527] 103.17] 17.52] 3.17] 105] 0.56] 1010} 542
Bellary 133 24| 2147] 10837] 40.15] 6.88] 058 026, 270} 121
Bidar 10890, 7.06] 11663] 13.05] 1.03] 025 009] 819 283
Bijapur 125 12| 7.65 10206 9.85] 096 052| 0.14] 961} 255
Chikmagalur T8 18] 11711 10676] 27.29] 341] 256] 140 267 146
Chitradurga 15329] 1534 11062] 400s| 417 064l 036 5401 3.07
Dakshina Kannada 12422] 1224 13662] 26991 743] 028] 034] 1620{ 20.04
Dharwad 11420]  762| 10497 1700] 207 153 048 364 115
Gulbarga 11003] 205 10762] 322] 024 025 006/ 393 090
Hassan Ts74] 1302 10993 3948 521] 025] o021 127] 107
Kodagu 10550 2.10] 10083 1817} 727 160] 055 295 102
Kolar 103271 1861] 10061] 3788 396/ 039 046] 1046 12.23
Mandya 133741 3061 124.67] 3341] 940] 025) 029 220 238
Mysore 113221 1724] 11955 3301] 336 010 009} 200} 171
Raichur 5303 1001] 10592] 1549] 361l 067 0.19] 2621 072
Shimoga 12803 4094] 11401] 5562 653] 074} 057, 227 173
Turnkur 12234] 1159 10262 18.08] 226/ 025 021 680] 366
Uttara Kannada 100 84| 13.58] 10827] 49.01f 220{ 0.16] 020] 419 519
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1990-91

Bangalgrl:mds 1?5 79 1?5 55 153 29 = S g r :

. . 29| 4734] 941 043 044 944 968
Belgaum 12035 2939 11072] 18.77] 7.12| 148 090 1337 814
Bellary 139.79] 25.90] 116.18] 3239] 12.22| 049 021| 484| 208
Bidar 11449] 11.93[ 12238] 1094] 272] 026] 010 1122] 433
Bijapur 11892 14.77] 10509 14.04] 231] 058 015 1498 387
Chikmagalur 12095]  6.58] 112.65] 31.52] 9471 072] 038 436] 227
Chitradurga 129.08] 2211] 12094] 31.98] 781 089 047 610 325
Dakshina Kannada 11191 1814 13645 3099 786] 014 014] 3567 3573
Dharwad 10724 1274] 116.08] 1576] 568 123 0s1] 492] 205
Gulbarga 12045 1128] 11286] 2992 255 032 009 604 165
Hassan 11208] 1468] 107.17] 43.62] 1113 029 028 261, 256
Kodagu 16182 186] 10206 1897 1539 11a| 034] 814] 242
Kolar 12151] 23.90] 105.14] 33.09] 890 028 031] 1141 1260
Mandya 129 15| 4084] 114.95] s066] 1984 0.19] 027] 385 540
Mysore L1683 2228 11666] 3243 1001 0.11] 0.10] 356 331
Raichur 14040 2029] 117.12] 2666 821] 068 023 528 1.76
Shimoga 126 73] 4331] 117.13] 4993] 1257 088 073 430 3.58
Tumkur 12634] 1184 10415 2788 462 029 026 860 7.72
Uttara Kannada 10044] 1283 11477 3841] 501 013 016] 1120 1401

1994-95
Districts A B C D E F G B I

Bangalore 12729 19.60] 10704] 4998 1028 051] 050 11.36] 11.23
Belgaum 123 13] 3085 11224] 2295 o604 175 105 1603 9.63
Bellary 13645] 3085 117.86] 3355 1137 058 027 583 272
Bidar 10733]  87s] 11981] 12620 200 030 011] 1354 502
Bijapur 111.60] 1625] 11076 11.02] 272 068 0.8 18.04] 467
Chikmagalur 14021] 7121 11039 3295] 934] 085 044 516] 264
Chitradurga 15032 20.01] 12197] 3191 742 105] 051 7.36] 358
Dakshina Kannada 10869 18.92] 134.11] 3556] 628 0.16] 016 42.02] 4148
Dharwad 112151 14.44| 12392] 1431] 475 1.45] 054 592 218
Gulbarga 146 131 10.12] 113.01] 1944] 183 038] 0.10] 7.18] 189
Hassan 117731 1648] 109.33] 45020 1036] 034] 030 311 277
Kodagu Tsa87]  163] 10187 2095 1463 135 040 953 283
Kolar [4455] 2028 109.04] 3558 763 033] 036 1376] 14.74
Mandya 13308] a1.18| 12544] 4743 1664 022[ 030] 458 621
Mysore 132341 2499 11857 4333 950 0.13] 0.1] 428 3.59
Raichur 2002l 2a93 116.42] 25311 992 080 027] 634 211
Shimoga 128541 41331 118.44] 5276 984 103 080 514 396
Tumkur 133081 1362] 10662 2987 434 034] 028 1036 8.60
Uttara Kannada 10604l 1300] 11561] 4016 391 015 018] 1337{ 1612

Notes: A = Percentage of Gross Imi
Area to Net Sown Area, C =Percenta
Under High Yielding Varieties to Gross Sown Area, E = Pe
Area: F ~Number of Tractors used per 100 Cultivators, G

Sown Area, H =Number of Irrigation Pum

per 100 hect of Net Sown Area.

gated Area to Net Irrigated Area; B =Percentage of Net Irrigated

304

ge of Gross Sown Area to Net Sown Area; D) = Percentage of Area
rcentage of Fertilizers used to Gross Sown
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INDUSTRIES

1980-81
Districts A B C 1) E F G H
Bangalore 23.65 3.83 352) 19,87540] 12284287 2805780 1,73,41540{ 2.173.49
Belgaum 2.77 1.24 1.24 3,728.24 8,283.12 4,634 33| 10,296 65; 27474
Bgllmy 1.75 1.16 0.84 2,843 44 4,283.78 4,148 12 6,249 36 12717
Bffjar 0.68 0.37 0.62 73125 1,336.45 997 41 1,822 89 112 78
B:szpur 1.08 077 0.43 745 34 1,048 77 951.19 1,338 41 60 62]
Chikmagalur 0.62 0.49 0.22 587 13 743 41 758 80 960 77 28 47
Chitradurga 1.29 079 1.0] 3,570.06 584757 4,541 57 7438 84 165 50
Dakshina 5.22 1 86 0.90 5,808 .47 16,354 86 7,293 48| 2053619 25362
Kannada
Dharwad 293 1.37 0.96 4,219 55 9,046.90 5,60545| 12018.32] 20687
Gulbarga 088 0.69 0.63 2,777.70 3,562.25 3,693 85 4,737.17 8098
Hassan 0.75 0.38 0.26 373 .44 743.70 51980 1,035.19 50 90
Kodagu 0.76 0.67 023 431.94 486.37 577.26 650 00 2613
Kolar 1.07 0.46 016 29596 685.82 383.62 888 96 38.10
Mandya 077 027 0.56 2,083.09 5,954.55 2,666.11 7,621 12 159.10
Mysore 2.44 1.12 1.02 451217 9,798.51 568775 1235136 22045
Raichur 2.08 1.64 0.60 2,674 87 3,404 08 3,205.99 4,079 99 76 36
Shimoga 0.88 0.56 1.07 5,483.29 8,608 30 9,268.20, 14,550 29 16733
Tumkur 0.65 035 0.19 1,807.33 337293 2677.03 4,996 01 3588
Uttara 0.76 0.73 088 2,548.52 2,654 84) 3,856.24 4,017.12 91.40
Kannada
1986-87 .
Districts A B C D E F G H
Bangalore 2842 460 4.13] 4446239 2,74806.48| 65674 10] 4,05,908 62| 254966
Belgaum 303 137 0.66 5.860.86/ 13,021.20 7.836 25/ 17,409 97 146.77
Bellary 197 131 0.70 494027 7,442.76 6,152.29 9,268 74 105 97
Bidar 106/ 058 0.81] 3,171.64 5,796.57 3,57934 6,541.70 148 09
Bijapur 1.12] 080 0.40 293315 4127.24 4,540.04; 6,388 30 56 44
Chikmagalur 061 048 0.22 1,067.02 1,351.03 1,387 87 1,757 28 28.04
Chitradurga 1.77, 1.08 0.94 4,645 29 7,608 74 5,680.21 9,303 .88 154 .39
Dakshina 599 213 093] 10,541 88| 29,682.66| 13,604.66. 3830652 262 10
Kannada :
Dharwad 3.86{ 1.80 0.94 7.47078) 16,017.67 10,186 06| 2183936 20053
Gulbarga 1.11] 087 0.69 7,016.40 8998 17| 10,080.08 12,927.18 88 .54
Hassan 066/ 033 0.22 405 81 808.17 794.56 1,582 37 4417
Kodagu 078 0.69 0.25 512 07 576.60 823.73 92752 2767
Kolar 090 039 0.15 477 64 1,106.82 777 94 1,802.70 34.62
Mandya 0.77| 027 0.42 5,948 21 17,003 04 8,520.88. 2435707 119 81
Mysore 264 1.21 1101 1038912 22,560.74, 1427511 3099946 238 11
Raichur 2133 183 061 4,571 31 5,817 51 5,240 44 6,669 05 78.06
Shimoga 111 071 1.20 6,267 73 983980, 1059185 16,628 30 188 11
Tumkur 083 044 025 3,725.74 6,953 16 6,793 38; 1267817 46 64
Uttara 0.75| 072 0.94 8,564 64 892195 17.18029| 17.897.06 97.67
Kannada 1
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1990-91

Districts A B C D E F G H
g:;'gial:cr:e 3;23 411 ;2 332 Zg,;gi;g 6,21,45513 1,05,076.37 8,54,834.10| 2 760.24
, , _ 584, 38,96091]  25.778.86 68.864.15] 22265
B&_‘-:l]ary .70/ 089 041 1 1,690.19 22,352 59 14,990.57 28.663.18 77.84
g:dar 0.99 043 031 5,208 56 12,006 08 5,778.37 13.319.51 7236
japur 096] 056/ 021 4.127.75 7,080.68] 645753 11,077.14]  35.78
Chikmagalur 0.60] 042] 0.16] 2,666.90  3,767.52]  3.16122 446585 2314
Chltradurga 1.55| 077 006l 9,626 23 19,341 54 13,193 .58 26,509.25 123 56
Dakshina 5.21 1.63] 0382 14,080 84 44 944 32 29,495 08 94 144 .69 260.44
Kannada |
Dharwad 334 1.501 0.80| 13.847.06 35.309.60 15.360.46 39.168.72 204,7;
Gulbarga 081 051 041] 11,62613 18,503 .83 11,294 .45 17,975.94 65.80
Hassan 069] 030 018 1.19341 2,749 16 1,758 61 4,051.16] 4140
| Kodagu 051 043 028 1,011.35 1,204 29 1,528.33 1,819.89 33.23
Kolar 1.52] 056 0.16] 279638 753893  3.67164 9,89860]  42.78
Mandya _ 073] 022] 033] 932077 30,89466] 10.69696 35,456.18] 109.03
Mysore 2.51 095 O08&1| 1851800 45,029 45 15,081.53 39,930 83 21543
Raichur 153 093 023 12.06818 19. 887 38 14.090.33 2321972 38.08
Shimoga 1.12] 062] 076 15340384 27.760.67 21.500.88 38,907 84 138 25
Tumkur 123] 056, 030] 11,450.62 24,913 24 17.240.14 37.509.58 64.56
Uttara 059 050 074 1457595 17,28350] 21,730.26]  25,766.76|  87.89
Kannada
1992-93
Districts A B C D E N G H
Bangalore 36.35] 447 3.66| 106,479.90] 8.66,25235/1,50,521.81] 12,24,549.16] 2,976 18
Belgaum 332 1.24 084 21,14490 5648527, 29,258 38 78,159.15 22327
Bellary 1.79 094 038} 13,06792 26,134.17) 16,695.96 31,924.03 73.05
Bidar 0.75 0.33] 030 4,750.06 10,949.19 6,280.39 1447671 69.57
Bijapur 1.04 060, 019 4,545 29 7,796 .91 6,418 84 11,010.79 32.54
Chikmagalur 0.37 627 014 2,744 .05 3,876.52 3,465.67 4 895 95 19.30
Chitradurga 1881 004] 049 1156763 2324231 14,596.21] 2932750  98.04
Dakshina 5 80 1.82 091 2296541 73,302.78] 28,642.52 91,423 42 290 .84
Kannada
Dharwad 385 1.51 0.79| 19,193.67 483943 31| 2528541 64.477.05 201.68
Gulbarga 0.95 0.60 047, 15,763.64 2508899 2383543 37,935.84 7527
Hassan 043 0.18 0.16 B,153.79 18,783 .20 2,986.51 6,879.78 36.00
Kodagu 0.51 0.43 0.26 1,764 83 2,101.51 2.377.13 2,830.62 3042
Kolar 099 037 015 1,783.53 4808 32{ 260438 7,0213] 39.21
Mandya 0.65 019 0.30] 14,673.61 48,637.19] 16,666.03 55,241.26 9958
Mysore 2.70 1.02 0.98| 30.561.206 80,915.96] 3586315 94 953 .58 258.54
Raichur 148 0,90 030] 16,647.34] 2743345 17,657.05 29,097 37 48 69
Shimoga 1.09 0.60) 063 21404386 38,734.08] 4776751 86,439 73 114.79
Tumkur [.19 055 025 1087545 23,661.85 1380215 30,029 49 54.77
Uttara 073 0.61 D79 19,12093 22.672.731 26.130.90 30,984 83 94.18
Kannada

Notes: A= Number of factories per 100 Sq Kms of total geographical area, B= Number of factories per
10,000 poputation; C= Percentage of employees to total population; D= Total Input per 10,000 population;
E= Total Input per 100 Sq.Kms of total geoggaphlcal area; F= Total Qutput per 10,000 population; G=
Total Qutput per 100 Sq.Kms of total geographical area; H= Number of employees per 100 Sq.Kms of total

geographical area.
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L0t

EDUCATION

1971

Districts A B C D E F G H I J K L M N
Bangalore 63.27 0.46 41.08 7600 170000 4272 S1.33] 33.26] 2470 3474, 14101 5721 6420 4927
Belgaum 56.92 0.16 32.04 B1.05f 148637 3073 4250 1829 2540 3733 1292 5132 6211/ 3953
Bellary 50 35 0.14 43 54 Q0 80F 14496 25.12| 3531 14.58) 1974 2987 9.61 3955 5007 2826
Bidar 44 24 0.14 34 66 73011 11899, 2002 3093 869 1672 2735 576 39.56] 5160 2649
Bijapur 54 21 012 37.05 82 111 156.25| 2748| 40.33| 1430 2295 3555 1018/ 4432 57.66; 30.04
Chikmagalur 5741 018 60.41 8090 161.95| 3493 4388 2537 3158 4078 2180} 5302 6046/ 4492
Chitradurga 58.18 016 43 61 7330, 141 46] 3145, 4200 2021 2638 37.05 15.21] 51.40, 6077 4076
Dakshina Kannada 7090 021 31.50 9245 181 80| 4345 5234| 3504 3882 4801 3023 6164, 6892 5446
Dharwad 6002 015 3040 84 24| 14525 3851 S1.28| 2503] 3325 4677 19.22] 49.96| 6081 38.04
Gulbarga 3004 010 3569 56 41 10952 1874, 2872 857 14.14) 2344 475 4002 5259 2671
Hassan 57.36 028 60.67 68.55! 146.24| 3056 41.10| 19.74; 2685 37.73] 1579 5425 6186 4593
Kodagu 68.18 0.10 40.05 8381 205761 44300 5022 3779 4172, 4754] 3537 5835 6448 5133
Kolar 57.35 0.28 53.94 70801 15089 27.06 36.57| 17.15| 20.53) 30.15] 1059 5215 6087 4283
Mandya 5§3.51 032 47 42 79.65] 136.10| 2251 31.59| 13.06) 1939 2847 999 42 11| 5059 3283
Mysore 51.52 0.20 41.84 83 111 13096] 2562 33.16] 17.61 16.76] 2431 883 51.54{ 5863 4380
Raichur 35.66 0.11 38.29 7787 98.04| 2020, 3088 932/ 1756| 2806 693 3478] 4600, 2284
Shimoga 59.15 0.19 50.06 7505 14881 3661, 4564| 2691 3161 4098 2165 5278 6039 4432
Tumkur 58.40 0.26 59.01 80.29] 160.631 2936f 3993| 1831 2608 3683 1493 54.12( 6255 4477
Uttara Kannada 63.13 0.16 65,93 84.05( 19569 4065 4959 3130 3721 4636 2763| 5663 6463 48.29




80¢

1981

Districts A B C D E F G H I J K L M N
Bangalore 68 45 0.51 3264 8856 16986 5132 5964 4224 3150 42.70) 1968 6221 6871] 5498
Belgaum 56.11 0.18 29 87 9080 14099 36.64| 4865 2408 3086 4329 1798 56.51] 6674 4550
Bellary 49.86 0.13 31.51 8949 11296| 3064| 4165 1932 2406 35_321!' 1261; 4397 5427 33.14
Bidar 55.90 015 28 36 8967 13673 2644| 3820 1428 21.79] 3352 980 4790| 5920/ 3562
Bijapur 49.67 0.12 30.7] 91.05] 13750] 31.96] 4522 1846/ 2701} 4031 1361| 4756/ 6038] 34.07
Chikmagalur 64.19 0.19 56.10 91.53] 17241] 4350] 5257 3397 3990] 4940 3004] 6041] 6704 5309
Chitradurga 35.23 0.19 4196 9097 14335 3825 4878 2709 3274] 4384] 2114 5616/ 6441 4704
Dakshina Kannada 73.62 0.22 29.17 8995 16417 5347 6209 4532 48937 5804| 4045 6747 7422] 6081
Dharwad 59.54 0.16 2666 91.59] 14008 4236] 54.24| 2983] 3661] 4956/ 2312} 5291 6271 4237
Gulbarga 45.17 011 30.74 91.67{ 12489 2494{ 3637| 13.30] 1891 2996 7.80] 45311 5734] 3244
Hassan 58.66 0.33 61.01 00 75] 157.22| 3749 4R46| 2638 3364 4522 2206/ 5995 6657 52.72
Kodagu 65.41 0.10 37.56 91.08] 19871 50.15| 56.53| 4330 4743 5378/ 4070/ 6493 7109 5798
Kolar 58.33 031 48.70] 89.97] 14296 3357| 44721 2261| 2654 3795 1486/ 5784 6557 4972
Mandya 53,65 0.34 41.81 91.19] 138.24) 3040{ 4048 1991] 2695/ 3740] 1614 4919 5685 4040
Mysore 53.43 0.21 37.19 91.10 85.64] 31.34) 3930| 22977 21.70] 3006/ 1296] 5687 63.56; 4974
Raichur 3691 0.11 30.29] 9133 90.78, 2472y 3591| 1340 2097 3209 82| 4044 5159 2873
Shimoga 57.10 0.20] 4469 89.65! 131.70] 44.44) 53.74| 34.61} 3891 4905 2830 6039 6707 5315
Tumkur 6732 0.27 53.54] 91.61] 17433] 3692( 48.24| 25.14] 3331| 4518 2107f 59.51| 6683] 5148
Uttara Kannada 61.73 0.17 61.50[ _9100] 200.14; 4835 57.36) 3895} 4360] 5310| 33.76| 6232 6973} 5444




1991

Districts A B C D E F G H 1 J K L M N
Bangalore 56 54 070 3750 8935 167531 6322 7222| 5348 S1.53] 5336/ 3245 7336/ 6825 5620
Belgaum 64 95 021 32.30 95 57) 14B 821 53.00] 6665 3869 4647 5023 2550 7389 7095 5339
Bellary 47 30 0.17 3202 9553 11386 4557 SB71| 3197 3871 4179 1936 6093 59911 4105
Bidar 69.18 020 32.45 9694 151101 4511 S8 97| 3053 3943 4270 1944 6802 6412, 4490
Bijapur 44 48 0.15§ 3257 Q7031 133031 S5S513| 6969 4006 509] 5304 284] 6842 6718 4589
Chikmagalur 63 26 0.21 64.90 94 48| 205.61] 6105 7056! 5131 S746| 5774 4035 7859, 7286 6172
Chitradurga 57.79 023 44 59 84 77 142.83) 5548 66 BB| 431 36) 486G 5096 2037 7352 6876f 5470
Dakshina Kannada 8107 0.25 34 01 96 .41 194 031 7586| B8440] 6796; 7237 6895 S5 14/ 8451 79 15| 6857
Dharwad 5799 0.18 28 06 98 69 134 01 58 68 71.37; 4520, 5234 5473 30A4| 70200 67.04| 5026
Gulbarga 36.717 013 30.77 9399 96.69| 3854, 5208| 2449 3036f 3498 12711 6436 6167 4197
Hassan 5263 0.39 69 42 95 09| 16547 5685 6887 4490) 5240 5523! 3360 7776 7208 6083
Kodagu 73 .86 012 44 96 9307 20789 68135 75135 6122 6550 6200 4977 8327 7593] 66.69
Kolar 53 58 .38 5591 91.80[ 15734, 5045 6269 3775 43.16] 4754 2430{ 74097 6933 5609
Mandya 54 41 0.39 49 25 90 24! 144.78;, 48.15| 59.18] 36 70| 44.19| 4761 2739 6846 6499 52.02
Mysore 50.58 0.25 39.70 9536 14085 4732 5623{ 3795 36.00] 3870{ 2143 73.50] 6860 5742
Raichur 32.82 0.12 2743 9598 68.33] 3596, 49531 2215 3042 3487 1305 5638; 5592 3552

Shimoga 57.74 0.25 56.58 8377 17249 61.53] 71.24] 51.42| 5548 5580 3724 7801] 7235 6103
§ Tumkur 6712 0.32 60.37 9827 20884 5448| 6649 4193 5023| 5346| 3132 7561 71.03] 5774
Uttara Kannada 63.35 0.18 63.91 9821 217.18] 66.73| 76.39| 5677 62.10| 61.12| 4334, B81.10] 7529 6326

Note: A = Percentage of students enrolled in LPS+HPS+HS in age group of 5-14 years; B= Number of schools (LPS+HPS+HS) per 100 Sq. Kms
of total geographical area, C= Number of schools (LPS+HPS+HS) per 10,000 population in age group of 5-14 years, D= Percentage of
trained teachers to Total teachers, E= Number of teachers per 10,000 population in age group of 5-14 years, F= Percentage of total literates
to total population, G= Percentage of total male literates to total population male population; H= Percentage of total female literates to total
female population, I= Percentage of total rural literates to total rural population; J= Percentage of rural male literates to total rural male

population; K=

Percentage of rural female literates to total rural female population, L= Percentage of total urban literates to total urban

population, M= Percentage of urban male literates to total urban male population, N= Percentage of urban female literates to total urban
female population.



HEALTH

1981

Districts A C

Bangalore 36,648 96 1.69 1,09,946.89 0.56 20.28
Belgaum 1,10,386 67 0.20 39,739.20 0.56 6.14
Bellary 62,051.04 0.24 39,190.13 038 9.43
Bidar 1,65,048 50 0.11 26,910.57 0.68 415
Bijapur 1,84.752 46 0.08 32,901.12 0.43 3.90
Chikmagalur 1,30,252 71 0.10 13,814.68 0.92 6.38
Chitradurga 1,61,590.82 0.10 20,911.75 0.78 9.88
Dakshina Kannada 76,668.52 0.37 25,284.30 1.11 15.12
Dharwad 95,015 71 0.23 36,364.04 0.59 8.79
Gulbarga 1,73,386.92 0.07 28,116.80 0.46 5.06
Hassan 1,69,626.75 0.12 15,779.23 1.26 7.34
Kodagu 13,584 94 0.83 65,984.00 0.17 27.19
Kolar 90,737.71 0.26 22.156.88 1.05 981
Mandya 2,02,587.00 0.14 19,695.96 1.45 497
Mysore 99 842 31 0.22 22,187.18 0.98 11.33
Raichur 2,54.831.71 0.05 26,624.21 0.48 2.33
Shimoga 75,305.95 0.21 22,089.75 0.71 6.89
Tumkur 6,59,284.67 0.03 21,041.00 0.89 3.47
Uttara Kannada 46 .610.17 022 38,286.93 0.27 5.62

1991

Districts Al B C D E
Bangalore 45,224 .69 1.80 44 912 .80 1.81 19.20
Belgaum 1,15,600.19 0.23 31,161.79 0.86 7.48
Bellary 75,603.68 0.25 26,251.28 0.73 8.92
Bidar 1,56,974.88 0.15 28,540.89 0.81 510
Bijapur 1,62,666.11 0.11 38,025.84 0.45 487
Chikmagalur 1,13,031.44 0.12 12,716.04 i.11 8.77
Chitradurga 1,45,362.87 0.14 19,822.21 1.01 9.70
Dakshina Kannada 8164436 0.39 22,084.13 1.45 19 66
Dharwad 92 188.16 0.28 31,278.13 082 9.19
‘Guibarga 1,03,286.76 0.15 26,082.52 0.61 6.13
Hassan 1,20,744 92! 0.19 14,669.94 1.57 7.89
Kodagu 27,136.39 0.44 16,843.28 0.71 26.92
Kolar 1,05,566.14 0.26 21,949.40 1.23 10.14
Mandya 1,37,031.17 0.24 18,900.85 1.75 5.96
Mysore 1,13,036.36 0.23 18,727.92 1.4 13.39
Raichur 1,53,992 47 011 33,968.93 0.49 3.35
'Shimoga 79,569.29 0.23 18,015.69 1.00 7.74
Tumkur 4,61,163.80 0.05 20,773.14 1.05 438
Uttara Kannada 64,224.21 018 17,432.29 0.68 7.56
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1995

Districts A B C
Bangalore f')0,625.'ﬂ1 1.76 42 489 61 210 19.00
Belgaum 1,36,602 57 0.21 28,332 39 101 781
Bellary 66,143.19 031 24,409 99 0.85 9 52
Bidar 1,51,093 56 0.17 25,182.26 0.69 595
Bijapur 1,96,154 .56 0.09 31,384.73 0.59 575
Chikmagalur 1,05,948 90 0.14 12,178 03 121 996
Chitradurga 1,30,090.06 0.17 18,012 47 120 10 89
Dakshina Kannada 1,04,491 85 0.32 20,744 71 161 20.02
Dharwad 1,06,463 29 0.25 28,885 39 0.94 974
Guibarga 99,384 96 017 23.384.70 0.73 7.09
Hassan 1,10,316 8O 022 13238 02 1.83 10.07
Kodagu 23,765 81 051 15,123.70 0.80 26.23
Kolar 1,23234.11 023 21,094 13 1.35 9 46
Mandya 115,658 67 030 17,524 04 2.00 7.63
Mysore 1,06,020.78 0.27 17,670.13 1.6 14 63
Raichur 1,26,015.65 0.14 30,003.73 0.60 452
Shimoga 83,784.83 0.23 17,040.98 112 8.50
Tumkur 2.43,700 50 0.09 18,891 .51 122 5.56
Uttara Kannada 6734474 0.18 16,617 53 0.75 926

Note: A= Population served per hospitals and dispensaries, B= Number of hospitals and
dispensaries per 100 Sq.Kms of total geographical area, C= Population served per
primary health units/centres, D= Number of primary health units /centres per 100

Sq.Kms of total geographical area, E =Strength of beds per 10,000 population.
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TRANSPORT

geographical area; C =Number of registered motor vehicles per lakh of population; D =Percentage of villages having roads.

Distri 1980-81 1990-91 1994-95

Istricts B C D B C D B C D
Bangalore 77 36 3557 97.65 96 38 9051 99 .55 102 67 12345 99.63
Belgaum 45 35 083 91.16 51 41 2789 96.76 52 42 4163 98.86
Bellary 37 29 743 95.25 46 37 2122 100.00 45 37 2957 100.00
Bidar 45 22 332 91.97 52 30 1183 99 83 52 32 1812 99 83
Bijapur 35 24 402 8931 42 32 1234 100.00 43 34 2060 100.00
Chikmagalur 66 30 633 9378 75 38 1634 100.00 80 42 3104 100.00
Chitradurga 51 31 620 84 .04 55 38 2365 99.61 60 42 3563 99 84
Dakshina Kannada 52 29 1324 100.00 57 41 3243 95 84 60 44 5055 99 84
Dharwad 43 31 906 07.13 68 46 2464 99 .85 68 46 3822 100.00
Gulbarga 26 14 487 8958 38 24 1400 99 .46 41 28 1991 99.54
Hassan 75 44 - 697 87.98 97 64 1490 99.54 100 67 2497 99.79
Kodagu 59 34 1567 86.31 68 43 3019 100.00 74 48 5549 100.00
Kolar 65 3l 454 92.94 72 43 1507 99.23 74 49 2529 99.23
Mandya 132 89 318 98.08 163 108 1143 99.93 166 115 1982 59.93
Mysore 68 33 976 92.38 74 46 3449 100.00 76 50 4736 100.00

w IRaichur 35 21 392 87.29 39 26 1395 99.14 41 28 2076 99.64

™ Shimoga 66 41 938 92.08 70 47 2606 99.83 76 49 4152 96 .83
Tumkur 44 26 443 92.70 69 42 1717 99.76 70 48 2451 99 84
Uttara Kannada 49 24 510 79.97 59 34 1777 93.30 39 35 3500 94.08
Note: A =Total road length per 100 Sq.Kms of total geographical area; B =Total surfaced road length per 100 Sq.Kms of total



COMMUNICATION

gle

1970-71 1980-81 1990-91 1994-95
DISTRICTS ATB] C | D | A B C | D A|B]| C b | Al B | C D

[Bangalore 6 201 14736500 8680 795] 120|818 1113237, 829] 102| 1.858 84| 32849 8 52| 093] 4.159 98| 456 50
Belgaum 459 254 2782 1539 505 227, 5495] 24.73 529/ 198] 16549 6195 531| 183] 28435 9818
Bellary 4_.4._‘25 375] 1633] 1439 457, 304] 3726 24.743}: 460 241 93 07| 48 67| 4.60| 2.18 175.13] 82 .81
Bidar 449] 297] 763 505 527 _288] 1501] 822 556 241] 8076 3504] 558 219 15664 6158
Bijapur 3 78] 325 1052 904] 420 305 2246 1596 439 256] 6152 3586] 440 235 12887 6893
Chikmagalur 357] 349 12000 1261] 3.89 307 3865 3052 418 296] 99.09] 7078 419 282 20093 13522
Chitradurga 388 301, 1432] 11.12] 4.24] 250 3433 2096 437 217 106.89] 5320 438 1.99] 19396 8837
Dekshina Kannada 8.22] 3.58] 7635| 3323 8.87] 3.15158.00] 56.12| 9.23| 289 51890 16257 938] 2.78| 1,010.16| 298 87
Dharwad 375 220] 36500 2142 4.34] 202 7080] 33.02] 464] 1.82| 15504 6080 468 170 319211115095
Gulbarga 3200 307 834] 778 372| 200 1437 11211 381] 239 5424 3408 383 219 11870 6798
Hassan 532] 323] 14.11] 874 599 3.01] 4012] 2015 605 2.62] 123.28] 5351, 609 248 24406/ 9922
Kodagy 3.85] 4 18] 1550 16.84] 4.88] 4.33] 60.05 54 13| 524] 440] 1657713921 529 432] 276.431225.99
Kolar 216] 225 13.96] 757 471] 2.03] 3549 1531 496] 184] 11067 4105 5.05 175 24091 8350
Mandya 503|256 1372 589 7.18] 2.51] 34.50] 1210] 734 221] 10885 3284 734] 2.07 208 63 5889
Mysore 425 245 33.51) 1928 4.74] 2.18| 80.89] 37.25| 5.02] 1.00] 21248| 80.25] 5.06] 1.75| 414.00]143.47
Raichur 303, 300] 692] 684] 343 270 1795 1410 356 216 5351| 3247 3.60 1.96] 11421 6222
Shimoga 368 298| 1287 10.43| 4.09 2.61' 28150 1793 439} 242 86.23| 47.65] 443 229 195181 101.16
Tumkur 275 3.10] 9.12] 5.04] 527 282 21.12] 1132 5.34] 245 63 22] 20.06] 536] 230 160.69] 68 95
Uttara Kannada 378] 457] 11.16] 13.51] 460 441] 2557 2454 473 399 8551 7212 480 3 82|  19000]151.06

Note:

A =Number of Post Offices per 100 SqKms of total geographical area ; B =Number of Post Offices per 10.000 population;

C = Number of Telephones in use per 100 Sq Kms of total geographical area ; D = Number of Telephones in use per 10,000 population.



POWER

1980-81
DISTRICTS A B C D E F G H [
Bangalore 95.425] 0.213| 15300.737| 93.849] 968111 0131 82000 4,277.477| 3,904.547
Belgaum 98 187] 0.106| 2,570.287| 5.396{ 88059 0.022] 257246 1,446 545 426.016
Bt.el]ary 96.604] 0.079 1,338.452] 3.599! 98.809; 0.021 8322 775711 289.155
Blfiar 98 477{ 0.092 1,821.825{ 2.628] 99.177| 0.013| ©64.788 98 109| 254.093
Bijapur 97 740| 0.096 1,471.281] 2 102| 88.742| 0.014| 26448| 118138 211.764
Chikmagalur B6.585| 0.075 1,046.952] 4.554] 85208] 0.033| 14.595| 553256/ 194098
Chitradurga 97 600| 0.110 1985.404] 5402 98072] 0.030] 19079 276631] 361178
Dakshina 95619 0119 3,644 426 16.675] 76.223| 0.054] 34 428) 777526 554970
Kannada
Dharwad 99.551| 0081} 1,909.354| 7052| 99314 0.030{ 21.032{ 403931} 518.372
Gulbarga 90.031| 0049 676.436| 1818 79.028) 0.013| 24.927| 403.088 180615
Hassan 8306811 0.077 1,683.915| 7.592| 93 869 0.035| 10.216| 119.680| 406.369
Kodagu 96.220( 0.048 592.662| 3.176| 94.526| 0.026| 33922 36958 78.815
Kolar 945741 0159 4049410 7979 97322| 0.031| 74953 322534 515943
Mandya 93428| 0.112] 3,504.898| 8.557| 94.077| 0.027 8.904| 779.460 1055070
Mysore 91212 0102 2,445449| 10.577| 97277 0.044] 17668 541375 609737
Raichur 97.621| 0.001 859727 1.747| 98212 0.012 6.424| 292.702| 225405
Shimoga 86.502] 0.079] 13772101 7.580] 95.96)1] 0.044 4 5961 1,484.819] 311930
Tumkur 88132 0.118] 2393423 6.708] 94995) 0033| 60423 218938 352038
Uttara Kannada | 74 672| 0.063 718 803[ 3.208| 77.116] 0.028] 42348! 416.772| 153.804
1991-92
Districts A B C D E F G H I
Bangalore 98 309 0.319{25,975.403{154.399] 96.937/0.190! 80.428| 5,168 844/ 6,468.445
Belgaum 99.737] 0.168] 4.482.534] 8807| 95.395/0.033] 31.744| 1,514752| 685785
Bellary 98 4721 0.118] 2,262.711 5.946] 99.523|0.031} 11318 854.487) 438,209
Bidar 99 164] 0.131| 3,020.631) 4838 99.900/0.021] 67.214 250.275| 457.269
Bijapur 08 633( 0.143] 2445873 3.346] 96.724)/0020] 24620 134 806/ 329392
Chikmagalur 96.545| 0.126| 1,773.254| 7273| 88146{0.051] 32.041 561.478] 298 486
Chitradurga 98 736] 0.163) 3,272.899: 9.17]) 99.33210.046] 31936 3161811 584.556
Dakshina 100.000| 0180 5,740.623, 27.538! 79.301{0.086| 34.718 890.665 850812
Kannada ,
Dharwad 99849 0.122] 3,121.058 10930] 99.244|0.043; 21314 461.748| 770.425
Gulbarga 100.000] 0.077| 1,232.421] 3481] 89.919/0.022] 12015 433 .352| 299.618
Hassan 95867| 0.126] 2,908.306] 11.731] 97.983{0.051| 21673 125110 557.896
Kodagu 98611 0.102| 1210263 6.564] 92.404|0.055| 63.104 50244 150.195
Kolar 98 666| 0.223| 6,020.005] 12403 98.937/0.046| 65348 378.584| 710313
Mandya 98 802 0.146] 4.850.171| 13693| 96.286/0.041] 13796 832.473] 1,345.495
Mysore 95247 0.147] 3.879212] 16.603| 98870/0.063] 21483 720722 B72.469
Raichur 98 644 0.093] 1,534.101| 3074 98.042/0.019] 8913 206.340{ 330577
Shimoga 97 379 0.123( 2,221.293] 11.110] 94437)0.061 £303| 1,503.298, 429015
Tumkur 97 287| 0.194] 4.219.551] 10.754] 97.599/0.049| 69.296 254595 $35.167
\Uttara Kannada | 96 960} 0.091 1075639 4.701] 85389(0.040 70.668 491.585] 214994
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1995-96

Districts A B C D E F G H I
Bangalore 100000| 0377, 33,574079] 199.284| 98.098| 0.223] 89290} 5,938.389!8,255.653
Belgaum 100.000] 0.193 5,516.414] 11.181] 96739 0.039] 31.755] 1,560.887| 893 828
Bellary 100.000| 0.143] 2962 721| 7.516| 99.595, 0.036] 12914] 860809 578412
Bidar 100.000; 0150 3,750 128] 6097 99877 0.024] 96.155 327.001] 596476
Bijapur 100.000| 0.167} 3062880 4199 97527 0.023] 26480{ 157.361| 420.763
Chikmagalur  [100.000| 0.159] 2346.466{ 94950 88924 0.065] 29462, 565644] 368 643
Chitradurga 100.000] 0.190] 4089670 11.799] 99415] 0.055| 26.715 3360391 747.070
Dakshina 100.000] 0228] 7,624914| 377601 80549 0.113] 61.722| 1,094.527{1,089.563
Kannada
Dharwad 100,000 0145 3.930.754| 14059 99194| 0.052] 21156 492 095 956.886
Gulbarga 100.000] 0093] 1594107 4558 93.532] 0.027| 15879 442.671] 368 565
Hassan 100 000] 0.154] 3,745.054] 14.270| 98396| 0.059] 26641 133.182] 686.396
Kodagu 100000 0135 1,637981] 9387, 92234 0.077] 64.622 59386 206.436
Kolar 100.000] 0259 7,375.787| 15.660| 99222/ 0055 88588 522.960 895330
Mandya 100000 0.170 5,932.695( 16.745] 96.421| 0.048| 15259 859.484|1,619.633
Mysore 100.000] 0.169] 4,796.712| 20.606| 98787 0.073] 22.613] 826510 1,037845
Raichur 100.0001 0.110 1,981.009] 4.007| 98711 0022 9.049 303.474| 400.335
Shimoga 100.000] 0152] 2,904.984| 13993 91020 0.073; 9.759| 1,504.624; 547.029
Tumkur 100.000] 0237 5.451.642] 13316] 97905 0.058] 83490 256.482] 646.150
Uttara 100.000| 0.119 1,483.792| 5884| 87378 0.047 82318 520.834| 269.128
Kannada
Note: A= Percentage of villages electrified; B= Per capita consumption of power in KW; C= Power

consumption per 100 Sq Kms of total geographical area; D= Domestic consumption of power per
100 Sq Kms of total geographical area; E= Percentage of irrigation pumpsets electrified in
numbers: F= Per capita domestic consumption of power; G= Number of pumpsets electrified per
100 hect of gross irrigated area, H= HT power consumption per 100 Sq Kms of total geographical
area, 1= LT power consumption per 100 Sq.Kms of total geographical area.




BANKING

21¢

1972 1981 1991 1995

DISTRICTS ——T5" 7" ¢ T A B| C D A B| C D A B| C D
Bangalore 12,557.89| 3.35454 61| 58832| 8930.70| 6.92]|1,948.42| 1,724.06; 8970.19| 9.07| 6,478.45/ 6,306.47, 9,412.55| 9.68| 12,768.12{ 10,063 .43
Belgaum 25,780.23; 070[11667| 5364 13,734.75] 1.62] 483.15| 268.42]12844.47) 2.08| 1,495.70] 96830 13,680.24| 2.12| 2.424.59 1,379.60
Bellary 26,108.98( 0.43] 71.26] 9798| 12,410.21] 1.21| 32232/ 35589[11,053.17] 1.73] 1,095.18]1,142.80{ 12,225 29} 1.73] 1,832.08 1,650.30
Bidar 54,937.27] 0.28] 2427 12.14| 25,530.54| 0.72] 130.56{ 10043!14,270.44] 1.62] 64501 50167/15,063.62| 1.69| 1,20503 728.79
Bijapur 32,025.66] 0.36] 5036| 25.18| 19,36921| 0.73] 24565 137.40)12,251.00] 140 884.57| 584.02(13,186.34| 1.42| 1,563.73 958.92
Chikmagalur | 15,033.61]| 0.68{108.60{ 13575} 10,985.17| 1.15| 51548 504.51| 782525/ 1.81] 1,720.27| 1,621.97| 8,231.08! 1.81] 3,130.72| 2,784.94
Chitradurga  128,519.51| 045 50.09| 71.56] 18,515.61| 088 26442| 21378/ 11,181.76| 1.80] 917.24| 839.28{11,969.42| 1.83] 1,578.56] 1,246 90
Dakshina 8,775.18| 2.62/309.39] 180.48| 6,238.121 4.51] 1,29590| 761.55| 5,88267| 543| 4316.58| 3,288 47| 596869 566/ 815623 3273.71
Kannada

[Dharwad 23,422 13] 073]106.74] 64.04; 14,298 48| 1.50| 44135 27839|10,879.35| 2.34| 1,433.00{ 98197/ 11,357.30] 242 2,46961{ 149128
Gulbarga 56,103.87} 0.19] 34 50] 17.25] 16,513.04] 0.78] 19705} 12496| 1555523} 1.02| 87136| 63125/ 1656685 1.05| 1,584.93 87542
Hassan 22,497.35| 0.72) 72.57| 6350 13,048.21! 1.53] 33161 243.18/10,126.99] 2.27| 1,21043; 955.61[10,743 71} 2.29| 2,064.42| 135440
Kodagu 7,536582( 122123791 13217 6,505.46, 1.73| 93096] 671.16| 4,522.73| 2.63| 3,275.63|2,190.58) 464572 2.63] 6,298.11; 3,149.05
Kolar 32.970.57) 0.56| 5275 19.78| 21,90221| 1.06! 23091 152.19| 12,316.05] 2.19] 857.06] 663.09|12,755 84| 2.26] 145411 885.11
Mandya 33952.18| 0.69] 4331} 17.33] 19,426.15| 147 21860] 13398|13050.59| 2.54/ 77233| 62638|13 83863 256/ 1,359.88 830.72
Mysore 24,729.02| 0.70{134 79| 62.58| 13,244.39| 1.64] 512.35] 396.78| 12,660.07] 2.09i 1,753.54/1,320.69( 13,318 83| 2.17] 3,25547| 1,826.31
Raichur 32,924.19| 0.31) 4238) 35.32| 16,070.47| 0.79] 207.42| 201.81}14.347.12] 1.15] 757.61] 731.64[15,784.78 1.16; 1,302.02] 1,018.30
Shimoga 19,139.49| 0.64/ 99.89| 107.57 14,661.34| 1.07| 380.27| 362.16{10,912.36{ 1.66| 1,293, 42| 1,377.21} 11, 311.83| 1.71| 2,210.08| 1,748.42
Tumkur 32,554.42| 0,47 4300] 2457, 20,81952| 0.90] 232.58] 146.62;12954.04! 168 889.06; 62884 13,570.34| 1.72] 1,534.54 886.71
Uttara 12,865.23| 0.64{129.55 3533| 10,019.01| 1.04| 550.36] 25186} 7.822.18] 1.52| 1,770.11} 926.03] 8,140.71| 1.55| 3,21391[ 1,174.31
i Kannada

Note: A = Population served per bank branches in number, B = Bank branches per 100 Sq. Kms of total geographical area; C = Deposits per capita in rupees;

D = Credit per capita in rupees.



CO-OPERATION

_ 1992
Bangall)ol?;nas 3240 2 l2334 85 (2:57 1 411)51 T 5 T 2
Belgaum gl a2 ,no.gg 11874]  056] 4316.18] 328813
. 348 . » S71.54] 029 3,77538] _ 5564.00
Bellary 885 2,160 166[ 126841 303.20] 0.02] 2.646.50 958.44
Bidar 13911 1,656.73] 3.14] ~ 60630] 46002] 0.04] 3.369.50]  2.69051]
Bijapur 1147 1496.16] 240] ~ 71356 189.42] _0.13] 4,594 50] 388457
Chikmagalur 5.58]  2,530.55 1.57] 1,14387] 4625 000 0.00 0.00
Chitradurga 10.07] 1994921 199 1,056.51]  10.58] _0.12] 2.817.00] 9539 I3
Dakshina Kannada | 13.931 " 229104 195 2,127.27] 139202 _ 0.15, _8.266.54] 260632
Dharward 18.80]  1,356.23| 286]  741.00] 12823] 027 _ 908.03] 16538 86
Gulbarga 754 _2,11134] 143] 69257] 4490 001| 3.979.00 51908
Hassan 14.00] " 164537 236/ 1,05575]  6194] _0.06] 2.461.25 3065383
[Kodagu L146]  1,03927] 1.78] 1,331.59] 1022.56] 0.07] 2.64533]  1658.90
Kolar 1746] _1,54379] 266 125811  57.56] 002 263550 562 70
Mandya 2453 1,351.17] 431, 1,327.10] 12316 0.02] 2.571.00 47336
Mysore 1530 1,73046] 23i] 137901 _ 3523] 008] 422567 7.560 65
Raichur 7.95] 207165 146 1,027.67] 6445 004, _ 93533]  1.202.96
Shimoga 844 214328] 220  92307] _ 32.77] _ 0.06] 6889.00] 283776
Tumkur 11.77]  1,849.09] 235 1370.16] _ 19.14]  0.08| 266811 544988
Uttara Kannada 7.76]  1,52723] 154 84169 44839 0.09] 7.459.22] 6,206 10
1996
Districts A B C D E F G H
Bangalore 43.20] 2,064.27] 2.52| 1,786.48] 767.07] 0.55] 2.979.57] 16,507 88
Belgaum 2319]1,22947] 3.59] 77080 2,659.69] 030 3.990.13] 973251
Bellary 7.98) 2,598.78] 1.64] 131957 1,172.43] 0.02] 4,143.00]  1,368.33
Bidar 13.00] 1,920.68] 3.14]  757.11] 2,795.63] 009 301980 1,134.71
Bijapur 1085 1,694.64] 238, 80491 986.04] 0.14] 538588 12396.90
Chikmagalur 608 2,418.92] 1.56] 1359.51] 933.67] 001] 1,753.00 0.00
Chitradurga 976] 2,211 16| 1.99] 1,208.10] 449.33] 0.12] 3.728.15] 28.394.15
Dakshina Kannada 13.08] 2,555 51| 1.94] 3,408.54] 2.573.09] 014 589467 8532.02
Dharward 18 80| 1,44259] 3.19] 633.90] 1,992.95] 025 5,758.54] 6,767.47
Gulbarga 685 250475 1.44] 88207 56843 002 275850 1,0028]
Hassan 14.65) 1.65807] 2.36] 1,177.06]  396.94] 0.06] 2,834.00] 10373.94
Kodagu 926 1.313.37] 178 1500.27] 3.286.50] 0.07] 217567  5455.19
Kolar 2059 1,383.02] 2.41] 146547 42773 001] 282600 780.61
Mandya 23.99] 1457.88] 4.23| 1,476.58]  416.58] 0.02] 3,036.00 221179
Mysore 15.70] 1.80749] 222 1,58597] 32305 008] 7,360.67]  $,874.45
Raichur 695 2.58759] 146] 1.03220] 50561 009 1,85842] 3522.04
Shimoga 917/ 2.07731] 2.03] 1,047.03] _790.57) _ 0.07] 8386.00] 3,746.70
Tumkur 12 14] 1.893 55| 239 1,484.96] 606.23] 0.09] 3.279.20] 3491827
Uttara Kannada 8.08] 1.539.77] 1.54] 1,064 72| 3,899.72 009 717567] 24,03515

Note: A= All types of co-operative societies per 100 Sq.Kms of total geographical area, B= Pop_ula_\tlon served
per all types of co-operative societies; C= Pnmary agricultural credit co-operative societies per 100
Sq.Kms of total Geographical area, D= Membersh_Jp per pnmary agricultural credit co-operative societies;
E= Loans advanced by pnimary agricultural credit co-operative societies per member; F= anary_ non-
agricultural credit co-operative societies per 100 _Sq.Kms of total geographical area, G= Memberg}up per
primary non-agricultural credit co-operative societies, H= Loans advanced by pnmary non-agricultural

credit co-operative societies per member.
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