




I am delighted to learn that the Department of Planning, Programme Monitoring and Statistics 
is bringing out District Human Development Reports for all the 30 districts of the State, 
simultaneously.

Karnataka is consistently striving to improve human development parameters in education, 
nutrition and health through many initiatives and well-conceived programmes. However, it is still 
a matter of concern that certain pockets of the State have not shown as much improvement as 
desired in the human development parameters. Human resource is the real wealth of any State. 
Sustainable growth and advancement is not feasible without human development. It is 
expected that these reports will throw light on the unique development challenges within each 
district, and would provide necessary pointers for planners and policy makers to address these 
challenges.

The District Human Development Reports are expected to become guiding documents for 
planning and implementation of Programmes within the districts. I urge the Members of 
Parliament, Legisiators, Zilla Panchayat, Taluk Panchayat and Gram Panchayat Members,   
vis-a-vis representatives of Urban Local Bodies to make conscious attempt to understand the 
analysis that has been provided in the District Human Development Reports and strive hard to 
ensure that the identified gaps are bridged through effective planning and implementation.

A number of people from many walks of life including administrators, academicians and 
people representatives have contributed in making of these reports. I commend each and every 
one associated with the preparation of the District Human Development Reports. I acknowledge 
the efforts put in by district committees headed by Chief Executive Officers and Officers of the 
Planning Department in completing this challenging task.

It gives me great pride to share with you that Karnataka is the first state in the country to 
prepare district human development reports for all the districts. I am hopeful that this initiative 
will spur us to double our efforts to make Karnataka, a more equitable progressive State.
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I am happy to learn that the District Human Development Reports (DHDRs) for 
all the 30 districts in the State are being placed in public domain shortly. A 
painstaking and massive effort has gone into the preparation of these reports. I 
heartily congratulate the Zilla Panchayats and the Planning Department for this 
commendable work.

The reports, I am sure, would help policy makers, administrators, researchers, 
social organizations and the public at large to understand the critical concerns of 
human development in the Districts and Taluks of our State and also to bridge such 
deprivations by initiating suitable policy and programme interventions.
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It is a matter of pride that the State of Karnataka has come out with District Human Development 
Reports (DHDRs) of all the 30 districts. This is going to strengthen the development planning 
process at the grassroots level. The "Chikkaballapur District Human Development Report, 2014" 
has been successful in bringing the basic issues of  human development in the district to the 
forefront. I understand that the Chikkaballapur District Human Development Report, 2014 contains 
vast data and analysis of various facets of human development in Chikkaballapur district.

The most striking feature of the Chikkaballapur District Human Development Report, 2014 is 
that, it not only computed the index values for various human development indices but also 
extensively made critical review of various development aspects in 12 chapters. I hope that, steps 
will be taken by all local governments to disseminate and popularize the findings of this Report down 
to the common man in the district. I congratulate the President, Vice President, Members of Zilla 
Panchayat, Chief Executive Officers, Officers of various Departments and Dr. M Devendra Babu of 
Institute for Social and Economic Change, the Lead Agency, Bangalore for bringing out this 
comprehensive Chikkaballapur District Human Development Report.
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Table 4.2.1

Rural and Urban Literacy Rates in Chikkaballapur District 

Taluks 
Rural Urban  

2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli 47.46 58.12 73.92 80.69 
Chikkaballapur 58.32 69.47 80.06 83.97 
Chintamani 55.67 68.34 75.66 83.90 
Gauribidanur  56.61 67.30 79.99 84.94 
Gudibanda 51.64 63.47 70.44 73.70 
Sidlaghatta 58.19 68.04 71.01 73.82 
District  55.20 66.39 76.16 81.57 
State  59.33 68.73 80.58 85.8 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011 

 

Table 4.2.1a
Rural Urban, Male and Female Literacy Rates in Chikkaballapur District 

 

Taluks 
Rural  Urban  

Male Female Male Female 
2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 

Bagepalli 59.62 67.97 35.08 48.10 81.32 86.27 65.92 74.86 
Chikkaballapur 69.34 77.94 46.91 60.46 86.28 88.37 73.60 79.50 
Chintamani 67.59 77.47 43.40 59.02 82.43 88.42 68.42 79.34 
Gauribidanur  67.41 75.95 45.38 58.45 85.77 88.61 74.01 81.29 
Gudibanda 63.51 72.84 39.51 53.86 78.40 78.90 62.53 68.80 
Sidlaghatta 69.74 77.03 46.46 58.74 77.55 78.09 64.10 69.40 
Dist 66.68 75.41 43.39 57.10 82.71 86.01 69.28 77.06 
State  70.45 77.61 48.01 59.71 86.66 90.04 74.12 81.36 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011  

Figure 4.2.1
 Taluk-wise Literacy Rates in Chikkaballapur District during 2001 and 2011
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produced.  Out of four cocoon markets, two 
are in this taluk.  More than 215 villages are 
engaged in sericulture activities and 5,741 
families are engaged.  Therefore, 
sericulture’s importance and significance in 
Sidlaghatta’s economy cannot be ruled out. 
 
Sidlaghatta is a large silk reeling centre and 
is known for production of superior quality of 
silk.  It had a total of 2,470 reeling units.  
The reeling industry in Sidlaghatta had 
about 80 per cent working in cottage basin 
units, followed by charka (17.7 per cent) and 
2.3 per cent in dupion silk reeling.  This is a 
very old data.  But this data put out in a 
working paper is still relevant for Sidlaghatta 
(Inbanathan and Prakash 2003).  As per the 
latest data on September 2014, the total 
number of all types of reeling units was 
higher at 2,788, 95 per cent of them are 
Italian Model Cottage Basin (IMCB), though 
according to the Assistant Director, 
Sericulture, Sidlaghatta there may be 4,000 
licensed units.  But this number may/ may 
not include renewed licensed ones and 
further some reeling units might have closed 
or the owners might have migrated.  But the 
Department sources revealed that they are 
restricting the incentives given by them to 
the reelers such as subsidies, health 
insurance and cash benefits etc.  Therefore 
in order to avail these benefits, the reelers 
are coming forward to renew their licenses.  
Earlier a Central Act made this a free trade 
business though obtaining licenses or 
renewing them was not mandatory.  But now 
the state is insisting the reelers for the 
license to provide all the benefits. 
 
Sidlaghatta filature units which are entirely 
city based enjoy certain comparative  
advantages like competent skilled labour, 
local natural water used for reeling gives a 
lustrous/ shining to the silk thread and that is 
the reason silk from Sidlaghatta is 
considered as most superior quality.  
Further compared to vegetables, the 
mulberry farmers reap benefits much earlier.  
Moreover, better marketing facilities coupled 
with availability of labour and their long 

experiences in the field are added 
advantages. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The 2,674 reeling/ filature units in addition to 
unlicensed units are all concentrated in the 
small city of Sidlaghatta hardly there are any 
which are rural based.  The IMCB units 
which are the maximum are relatively larger 
and employ more labour.  These units in 
larger numbers are functioning in 
Santoshnagar, Azadnagar and Darga areas.  
Almost all the units do not have name/ 
display boards as these units are large 
labour requirement are about 7 members for 
basic units and therefore cannot be run with 
family members only unlike the charka units 
and therefore hire labour.  These hired 
labours would include children below 14 
years of age.  Those run by family members 
also may have their children working in the 
units.  The nature of work involved in the 
units has been categorised hazardous.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reeling is an occupation which does not 
have any varying wages for men, women 
and children.  Thus children who are reeling 
workers earn the same amount as adults, 
encouraging parents to send the children to 
work in reeling units.  Considering their 
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the GBC has been regularly bringing out a 
gender budgeting document reflecting 
allocation of funds under various schemes 
cutting across various departments.

The number of SHGs under Stree Shakti 
Scheme increased from 4543 in 2007
4985 in 2011-12.  The total number of 
members in the district was 88,013 in 2011
12.  The average number of members per 
SHG was about 6 which is better than 17 in 
2007-08.  The taluk-wise details for 
Chikkaballapur district is given in Table 
8.8.1. 

 

Particulars  
1.  No. of SHGs 
2. Membership in SHGs
(i)  Total 
(ii)  SC 
(iii)   ST 
(iv)   Others 
3. Total savings accumulated (Rs. lakh)
4. No. of SHGs availed loan from 
5. Amount of loan received from bank (Rs. Crore)
6.  Revolving fund release by state (Rs. Crore)

Source: Chikkaballapur
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the GBC has been regularly bringing out a 
gender budgeting document reflecting 
allocation of funds under various schemes 
cutting across various departments. 

The number of SHGs under Stree Shakti 
Scheme increased from 4543 in 2007-08 to 

12.  The total number of 
was 88,013 in 2011-

12.  The average number of members per 
SHG was about 6 which is better than 17 in 

wise details for 
is given in Table 

Taluks  
No. of SHGs

2007
Bagepalli 630
Chikkaballapur 530
Chintamani 1197
Gauribidanur  1004
Gudibanda 264
Sidlaghatta 918
District 4543

Source: Chikkaballapur District 
2011-12

The membership in the SHGs was 77,347 in 
2007-08 which increased to 83,028 in 2011
12.  The share of SC members in total 
membership was 23.30 per cent in 2011
The share of ST members has been 13.57 
per cent in 2011-12.  
 
 All the members have opened s
accounts.  The accumulated savings 
increased substantially from Rs.25.24 crore 
in 2007-08 to Rs.82.38 crore in 2011
The number of SHGs availing loans also 
increased.  The amount of loan received 
increased considerably.  The Revolving 
Fund released by the Government of 
Karnataka also increased from Rs.2.27 
crore in 2007-08, Rs.4.5 crore in 2011
(Table 8.8.2). 

Table 8.8.2
Stree Shakti Scheme, SHGs Members and Financial Details

in Chikkaballapur District
2007-08 2011

 4543 4985
2. Membership in SHGs    

77347 83028
19431 19348
10608 11263
47308 52417

Total savings accumulated (Rs. lakh) 25.24 823.80
No. of SHGs availed loan from banks 2495 3446
Amount of loan received from bank (Rs. Crore) 27.82 87.76
Revolving fund release by state (Rs. Crore) 2.27 4.5

Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2007-08 and 2011-12. 
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No. of SHGs 

2007-08 2011-12 
630 700 
530 607 

1197 1287 
1004 1084 
264 319 
918 988 

4543 4985 

at a Glance, 2007-08 and 
12

The membership in the SHGs was 77,347 in 
08 which increased to 83,028 in 2011-

12.  The share of SC members in total 
membership was 23.30 per cent in 2011-12.  
The share of ST members has been 13.57 

All the members have opened savings bank 
accounts.  The accumulated savings 
increased substantially from Rs.25.24 crore 

08 to Rs.82.38 crore in 2011-12.  
The number of SHGs availing loans also 
increased.  The amount of loan received 
increased considerably.  The Revolving 

released by the Government of 
Karnataka also increased from Rs.2.27 

08, Rs.4.5 crore in 2011-12 

2011-12 
4985 

  
83028 
19348 
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52417 
823.80 
3446 
87.76 
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The purpose of this study is to understand 
the difference between perception and 
reality in a limited manner without any 
generalization. The outcome of this study, 
therefore, shall not be applicable for any 
similar, smaller or bigger geographical 
units.
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Chapter 10 

Governance Issues – 
Governance and Human 
Development 
 

10.1 Introduction 
In federal countries, functions are divided 
between different levels of governance: 
Central, states and local governments. The 
economic rationale for decentralisation is 
based on the limited geographic extent of 
the benefits of public goods and also to 
reduce the relatively high cost of decision - 
making if every function is centralised. The 
centralized planning has its own limitations 
whereby delivery of services lacks efficiency 
and effectiveness. On the other hand, 
decentralization has advantages as: 1) it is 
more responsive to the grass root needs 
and aspirations of the people; 2) local 
problems are better understood, and 
priorities are drawn up in regard to 
programmes and schemes and mismatch of 
resources is unlikely to arise; 3) it  
ascertains the growth potential of the area 
on the basis of an assessment of the locally 
available natural and human resources and 
budgetary allocations from the state; 4)  it is 
possible to rope in the services of the local 
people and non-governmental organisations 
in the plan preparation, implementation and 
monitoring of the programmes; 5) it is 
possible to mobilise voluntary contribution 
from the people, NGOs and philanthropists 
to supplement own resources; and 6) the 
most important of all is that, since people’s 
participation is ensured right from the plan 
preparation to implementation and 
monitoring of the programmes/projects, the 
delivery system will be more cost effective 
and ensures transparency and 
accountability in the system. 
 

For local governments to effectively function 
they must have requisite powers and 
functions and finances devolved on to them. 
The rural local governments, popularly 
known as panchayats in India, though in 
existence since ancient times in different 
forms, could not succeed to establish a firm  
 
foothold in terms of governance for various 
reasons: the most important of these 
concerns the absence of Constitutional 
Mandate, non-devolution of functions and 
resources. Keeping in view the historical 
drawbacks witnessed in the earlier 
experiments, and also the need for 
decentralised governance system in the 
context of globalisation, the Central 
Government, in 1992, effected the 73rd and 
74th Amendments to the Constitution. The 
73rd Amendment related to rural local 
governments i.e. panchayat raj institutions 
(PRIs) and the 74th relate to urban local 
bodies (ULBs).  
 

10.2 Panchayat Raj 

Institutions: Structure and 

Process 
Karnataka was one of the very few states in 
India to act early on the obligation set by the 
73rd Constitution Amendment Act. In this 
regard, a legislative Act namely, `The 
Karnataka Panchayat Raj Act, 1993’, was 
passed in the Legislative Assembly in the 
year 1993. Accordingly a three-tier 
panchayat raj institutions consisting of Zilla 
Panchayat (ZP) at the district level, Taluk 
Panchayat (TP) at the taluk level and Grama 
Panchayat (GP) at the village level were 
established between 1994 and 1995. Since
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then three elections were held for these 
institutions during 2000, 2005 and 2010 
after the expiry every five years. 
 
The PR Act has made a provision for Grama 
Sabha (GS) below the Grama Panchayat. 
All the adult voters of the village are its 
members. As per the original contents a GS 
should be held in each and every revenue 
village once in six months. However some 
changes have been brought out by an 
amendment recently. As per this 
amendment, two ward sabhas (member 
constituency/ward) at the ward level and two 
GSs at the panchayat level need to be held 
annually. The functions of GS as usual 
include review of accounts, audit reports of 
the previous year, preparation of action 
plans, review of ongoing works, tax rates, 
selection of beneficiaries etc. (Box 10.2.1). 
 

Box 10.2.1 

Structure and Number of 

Panchayats in Karnataka 
1. Zilla Panchayats – 30 
2. Taluk  Panchayats – 176 
3. Grama Panchayats – 5628 
4. Grama Sabha – at Grama 

Panchayat level 
5. Ward Sabha – at the village level 

 

10.3 Urban Local Bodies : 
Structure, and Process 
Like 73rd amendment Act, the 74th 
Amendment Act contain various provisions 
(political powers, functions, finances) with 
an aim to strengthen the ULBs and function 
as autonomous self governing institutions. 
The important provisions incorporated 
include regular elections, power to prepare 
development plan, functional powers (18 
subjects) and financial powers. The Twelfth 
Schedule under Article 243-W of 74th 
Amendment Act contains 18 
subjects/responsibilities which have been 
entrusted to ULBs. In Karnataka out 18 
subjects only 11 have been in the domain of 
ULBs (Government of Karnataka, 2009). 
The important powers/functions entrusted 
include planning for orderly urban growth, 
planning for economic and social 

development (productive activities), basic 
services such as water supply, roads, health 
and sanitation, street lights, parking lots etc., 
infrastructure such as markets, parks, 
playgrounds, fire services, social justice 
functions such as caring disabled, slum 
improvement, poverty alleviation and 
protection of environment. For autonomous 
functioning of local bodies, finance is equally 
important. These local bodies must have 
their own resource raising powers besides 
transfers and all these put together should 
match the functions entrusted. Property tax 
is the most important source of own revenue 
for the ULBs. Apart from providing basic 
services, the local body is supposed to pay 
attention to the poor and the neglected. The 
poor living in slums and pavements have to 
be accorded priority in providing basic 
services and at the same time plans have to 
be drawn up to alleviate poverty through 
capacity building to take up self employment 
activities. In other words, the local bodies 
have to draw up long term plans with far 
reaching vision which include reaching 
norms in certain services within certain 
period, inclusiveness of all those who have 
been excluded from the minimum basic 
services and protection of environment.  The 
category-wise number of ULBs in Karnataka 
may be seen from Box 10.3.1.    
 

Box 10.3.1  
Category-wise No. of ULBs in 

Karnataka 
1. City Corporations – 08 
2. City Municipal Corporations – 44 
3. Town Municipal Councils – 95 
4. Town Panchayats – 67 
5. Notified Area Committees – 05 

 

10.3.1: District Planning Committee 

Article 243(ZD) of 74th CAA provides for 
constitution of a district Planning Committee 
(DPC) at the district level in every state. The 
main objective of DPC is to consolidate the 
plans prepared by the panchayats of all 
levels and the ULBs in the district and to 
prepare a draft development plan for the 
district as a whole. The DPC has to guide 
the local governments on issues pertaining 
to:
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a. matters of common interest between 
the panchayats and the municipalities 
including spatial planning, sharing of 
water and other physical and natural 
resources, the integrated 
development of infrastructure and 
environmental conservation; 

 

b. the extent and type of available 
resources whether financial or 
otherwise. 

The DPC has to integrate the rural and 
urban plans prepared by both rural and 
urban local governments and prepare a draft 
development plan for the whole district. This 
ensures integration of plans horizontally 
(between the panchayats of same tier) and 
vertically (between different tiers of 
panchayats) and finally spatial integration 
i.e. consolidation of rural and urban plans. 
 

10.4 Local Governance 

Structure  
Keeping the broad framework of 73rd and 
74th Amendment Acts and also the 
Karnataka Panchayat Raj Act, 1993, the 
local governance system was put in place in 
Chikkaballapur district. Chikkaballapur even 
before becoming new district, rural local 

bodies such as grama panchayats, taluk 
panchayats and ULBs were existed under 
the then undivided Kolar district. A new Zilla 
Panchayat was created for Chikkaballapur 
district when it was carved out from Kolar 
district in the year 2007.  
 

The pattern of local government system, the 
functional and financial powers in 
Chikkaballapur district is same as elsewhere 
in the state. After the creation of new district 
elections to panchayats were held in the 
year 2010. Similarly elections to ULBs were 
held in the year 2013. The number of local 
bodies (PRIs and ULBs) in Chikkaballapur 
district is given in Box 10.4.1.

 
Box 10.4.1 

Number of Local Governments in Chikkaballapur District 
A.  Panchayat Raj Institutions 
1. Zilla Panchayat                    : 01 
2. Taluk Panchayats               : 06 
3. Grama Panchayats   : 151 
B.  Urban Local Bodies 
1. City Municipal Councils       : 02 
2. Town Municipal Councils     : 03 
3. Town Panchayat                 : 01 

 

10.5  Improving Service 

Delivery Mechanisms: e-

Initiatives, Capacity Building, 

Good Governance Practices 

10.5.1  E-initiatives 

Good governance is increasingly viewed as 
an essential element of any well-functioning 
society. It ensures effective use of resources  
 

and deliverance of services to citizens and 
also provides social legitimacy to the system 
(Planning Commission, 2013). Information 
and Communication Technology (ICT) play 
an important role in providing quick, efficient 
and corruption free services to the citizens. 
However, this service is largely absent at 
least at the rural local government level in 
Chikkaballapur district. It is claimed that 
various information pertaining grama 
panchayats is made available in the 
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“Panchatantra’ an exclusive website created 
at individual grama panchayat level. 
However, in reality incomplete and dated 
information are loaded. The authenticity of 
information provided in Panchatantra is a 
question mark? What is important from the 
point of transparency and accountability is 
participative governance and planning. The 
planning and implementation decisions at all 
the three levels of panchayats are done 
without involvement of stakeholders. The 
governance issues such as meetings, ward 
and grama sabhas and their proceedings 
never made available in the websites of any 
panchayat. Similarly, the prioritisation of 

schemes and programmes, their 
implementation and outcomes never 
disclosed though the ICT service. In some 
sectors such as Engineering Department, e-
tendering process is adopted for contract 
works. 
 
As far as adoption of e-governance tools is 
concerned it is slightly better in urban local 
government level. The type of information 
made available in municipalities (except 
Gauribidanur and Sidlaghatta) in 
Chikkaballapur district is given in Box 
10.5.1.  

 

Box 10.5.1 
E-administrative Services in Municipal Bodies of Chikkaballapur District 

Local body  E- Administrative 

Chikkaballapur CMC  

1) All Office Information is provided in website 
2) Public grievance redressal  Cell 
3) Birth and Death details is Computersied 
4) All properties assessed and details are made available in the 
website 
5) Double entry accounting system adopted 
6) Most of the applications are available Online 
7) Property tax payment through net banking 

Chintamani CMC 
Among all ULBs of Chikkaballapur district, Chintamani is slightly 
better in e-governance initiatives. It made available almost all 
information in internet.  

Bagepalli TMC 

1) Computerisation of Births and Deaths  
2) All properties assessed and details are made available in the 
website 
3) Double entry accounting system adopted 
4) Access to all information from the website 
6) Most of the applications are available Online 
7) Property tax payment 

Gudibanda TP 

1) Provided to people all Sakala in E -administrative system 
2) Computerisation of Births and Deaths  
3)  Double entry accounting system 
4) Online information on the beneficiaries of various programmes 

Source: Respective ULBs. 
 

10.5.2 Capacity Building 

Capacity building of functionaries of local 
governments is very important as it 
strengthens their administrative and 
planning skills and thereby leading to better 
planning and delivery of services. There are 
a number ways in upgrading the knowledge 
and skills. The state government’s training 
institute at Mysuru (Administrative Training 
Institute and ANSSIRD) and their branches 
at the district level offer training programmes 

for both elected and non-elected officials. 
Some of the Institutions outside Mysuru 
such as NIRD in Hyderabad, ISEC in 
Bengaluru etc. also conduct capacity 
building programmes for elected members 
of local governments.  
 
The information on the participation of 
elected and non-elected officials in 
Chikkaballapur district in capacity building 
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programmes is scanty and sporadic. The 
present members of Zilla Panchayat elected  
in the year 2010 have not received any 
training so far except a few SC/ST members 
who received training in the year 2014. At 
the Taluk Panchayat level none of the 
members have undergone any kind of 
training. At the GP level, the information 
available for Chikkaballapur, Chintamani 
and Gauribidanur taluks reveal that the 
members of some Grama Panchayats 
received training. At the ULBs level, none of 
the members of six urban bodies received 
any kind of training. The overall information 
unfolds that capacity building of the 
functionaries has not assumed importance 
at the local government level in the district. 
The lacunae of not having upgraded 
knowledge/skills will have a negative 
bearing on the governance and in particular 
human development aspects.    

 

10.5.3 Tenure of Non-official and 

Official Members in Local Bodies 

For achieving stability and faster 
development at the local body level, 
effective governance is very important. The 
elections to panchayat raj institutions are 

being held regularly in Karnataka. The 
tenure of the Executive Heads of 
panchayats have been clearly stated in the 
Panchayat Raj Act 1993. When the fresh 
PRIs were established after the 73rd 
Amendment the tenure of the Panchayat 
Presidents and Vice Presidents were five 
years. In 2000 the tenure of these Executive 
Heads was modified. The modified version 
is as follows: at the Zilla and Taluk 
Panchayats the period of office of President 
and Vice president is 20 months and in GPs 
it is 30 months. This works out to three 
elected members occupying positions in a 
five year tenure at ZP and TP level and two 
members holding office at GP level. The 
objective behind this change is to 
accommodate different communities to hold 
power as other-wise it takes long 
years/decades for vulnerable sections to 
occupy positions in the local governments. 
The state government introduced this with a 
good intention but the later developments 
led all concerned to feel bad about the entire 
decentralized system. The major 
development in the course of time is internal 
adjustment among the members to further 
reduce the tenure of Presidents and Vice 
Presidents of local governments so that a 
large number could taste the power. Now 
the tenure varies from six to ten months. 
With regard to this the position in 
Chikkaballapur district is shown Table 
10.5.1. The Table reveals that the executive 
heads of panchayats and municipal bodies 
have been changed frequently. The average 
period range from 0.8 to 1.2 years. The 
frequency of change is high for presidents 
compared to Vice Presidents.
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Table 10.5.1 
Tenure of Presidents and Vice Presidents in the Local Bodies in 

Chikkaballapur District  

 
Local Body 

Presidents Vice Presidents 

Number of 
Presidents 

Average 
Tenure 

(in Years) 

Number of 
Vice 

Presidents 

Average 
Tenure 

(in Years) 
Zilla Panchayat (2007-13) 07 1.0 6 1.2 

Chikkaballapur Taluk Panchayat (2004-13) 08 1.1 
06 (2006-

13) 
1.0 

Chintamani  TP (2004-13) 11 0.8 
09 (2003-

13) 
1.1 

Sidlaghatta TP (2003-13) 07 1.1 06 1.7 
Bagepalli TP NA - NA - 
Gauribidanur TP NA - NA - 
Gudibanda TP NA - NA - 
Chikkaballapur Taluk Grama Panchayats 
(Average) 2005-12 

05 1.4 04 1.6 

Chintamani Taluk Grama Panchayats 
(Average) 2005-12 

04 1.8 04 2.0 

Gauribidanur Taluk GPs (Average) 
2005-06 

05 1.4 04 1.7 

Chikkaballapur CMC (2005-13) 06 1.3 02 2.5 
Chintamani CMC (2007-13) 11 0.5 02 2.5 
Bagepalli TMC 2007-13 03 2.0 02 2.5 
Gauribidanur CMC (2008-13) 05 1.0 02 2.5 
Gudibanda TP (2008-13) 04 1.3 02 2.5 
Sidlaghatta TMC (2008-13) 04 1.2 03 1.7 

Note: NA- Information not available 
Source: Respective Local Government Institutions 

 
The administrative wings of Local Bodies 
are administered by the designated officers.  
 
In this connection it is useful to look at the 
tenure of these heads of administration in 
these bodies which in turn points out the 
quality of the executive wing at the district 
level. The information regarding this in 

Chikkaballapur district is given in Table 
10.5.2. It can be seen from the Table that in 
Panchayat bodies the average period of 
administrative heads are less than one year. 
In ULBs it is slightly better and within this 
Chintamani and Sidlaghatta are still better. 
The frequent change of heads of local 
bodies will have a cascading bearing on the 
planning, implementation and development. 

 
Table 10.5.2 

Number of Administrative Heads holding Office in the Local Bodies during 
2004-13 in Chikkaballapur District 

Local Body 
Designation of Administrative 

Head 
Total 

Number 
Average period 

(in Years) 
Chikkaballapur Zilla Panchayat (2007-2014) Chief Executive Officer 09 0.8 
Chikkaballapur Taluk Panchayat (2006-13) Executive Officer 10 0.7 
Chintamani Taluk Panchayat (2004-13) Executive Officer 12 0.8 
Gauribidanur Taluk Panchayat (2004-13) Executive Officer 13 0.7 
Chikkaballapur CMC (2006-13) Commissioner 12 0.6 
Chintamani CMC (2006-13) Commissioner 06 1.0 
Bagepalli TMC (2005-13) Chief Officer 08 1.0 
Gauribidanur TMC (2007-13) Chief Officer 02 3.0 
Gudibanda TP (2007-13) Chief Officer 11 0.5 
Sidlaghatta TMC (2005-13) Chief Officer 04 2.0 

Source: Respective Local Governments 
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10.5.4  Good Governance 

For effective delivery of services and faster 
development, stability of the institutional 
heads is very important. However, as 
observed above the status in many of the 
local bodies is far from satisfactory. The 
frequent changes at the helm do have 
negative bearing on the planning and 
development. 
 
Besides, for proper planning, 
implementation and outcomes the various 
sub-institutions created within the local body 
have to function as per mandate and 
effectively. For instance, at the GP level, the 
ward and Grama Sabhas are very important 
for participatory planning and development. 
Similarly, the Standing Committees at all the 
three tier panchayats, the monthly meetings 
etc have to be held regularly and fruitfully. 
Over and above this the `district Planning 
Committee’ responsible for preparing an 
integrated district plan has to meet regularly, 
have a district vision document, prepare 
perspective plans periodically for the district 
as a whole.  
 
However, the field information reveals that 
many of the above institutions are not 
meeting regularly and their outcomes are 
also not bearing fruits. Though Grama 
Sabhas are held as per mandate in most of 

the GPs but the participation level (public 
and officials) is less than the required 
quorum. Secondly, the deliberations in these 
meetings have not been converted to 
prepare participatory plans. The three 
Standing Committees at GP level supposed 
to deliberate on various development and 
social justice issues are not at all met in 
most of the GPs for years. Even the monthly 
meetings are not held regularly in a majority 
of the panchayats including urban bodies.  
 
The DPC an apex body for planning in the 
district is to be established and function as 
per mandate. The state government in the 
year 2002 issued guidelines on the 
constitution, role and functions of DPC. 
However, it is disappointing to note that the 
DPC has not been constituted in the 
Chikkaballapur district since its creation in 
2007. As such the question of its functioning 
does not arise. Perhaps Chikkaballapur 
district is the only district which has not 
having DPC in the entire state.  
 
Another important issue that will have 
bearing on the outcomes is adoption of 
innovative/best practices. In this regard 
except one municipal body (Box 10.5.2) 
none of the other local bodies (in particular 
the panchayats) in the district have good 
practices that could be replicated by others.  

 
Box 10.5.2 

Chintamani CMC Best Practices 
 Ban on plastic use 
 Segregation of waste at source 
 Door to door collection 
  (The municipality received an award from Karnataka State Pollution 

Control Board for excellent solid waste management in the year 2011) 
 

10.6 Role of NGOs and 

Voluntary Groups 
Development is a complex and ongoing 
process that cannot be easily planned and 
controlled by the government institutions 
alone. It is a well established fact that all 
stakeholders should involve in development 
process. Hence there is a need to involve 
the non-governmental organisations (NGOs)  

 
and other voluntary agencies (VOs) 
wherever possible for maximization of 
welfare of the people. The NGOs and VOs 
do exist in most of the places and doing 
their bit either individually or in partnership 
with government agencies. The question 
here is whether such institutions do exists in 
Chikkaballapur district and if so, whether 
their services have been utilized at different  
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levels? In this regard the information reveals 
that the rural and urban local bodies have 
no knowledge about the number and type of 
NGOs and VOs operating in their 
jurisdictions. Only in some taluks a few 
grama panchayats utilised the services of a 
very few NGOs. Notable among these is 
BAIF Rural Development Institute based in 
Tiptur is pioneering in helping the rural 

areas in the adoption of rain water 
harvesting structures to prevent 
consumption of high fluoride content water 
by the people.  The Sidlaghatta Taluk 
panchayat is also in the forefront in using 
the services of NGOs. At the Urban bodies 
level only Chintamani CMC is having 
linkages (Table 10.6.1).     

 
Table 10.6.1 

Services of NGOs Utilised by Local Governments in Chikkaballapur District 

Local Bodies  
  No. of NGO Services Utilised  

2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

Zilla Panchayat                 

Bagepalli TP NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Chikkaballapur TP Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Chintamani TP 3 2 3 4 3 2 4 Nil 

Gauribidanur TP NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Gudibanda TP  NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Sidlaghatta TP Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Bagepalli Taluk GPs NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Chikkaballapur Taluk GPs Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Chintamani Taluk GPs Nil Nil Nil 1 GP Nil 1 GP Nil Nil 
Gauribidanur Taluk GPs Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 2 GPs 3 GPS 

Gudibanda Taluk GPs NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Sidlaghatta Taluk GPs NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Bagepalli TMC  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  

Chikkaballapur CMC  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  6 6 

Chintamani CMC  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  

Gauribidanur TMC  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  

Gudibanda TP   Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  Nil  

Sidlaghatta TMC  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Note: Information not Available 

Source: Respective Local Government Institutions 
 

10.7  Representation of 

Women and Marginalised 

Sections of Society in 

Governance 
As stated earlier development is a complex 
and long-term process and there is 
likelihood of exclusion of marginalised 
groups from participation in the governance 
and planning. It also must be recognised 
that without an affirmative action by the 
state the fruits of development would be 
enjoyed by elite sections. Thus it would not 
be inclusive development. Hence, to 
facilitate inclusive participation the 73rd and 
74th Amendment Acts have incorporated 
provisions by reserving seats and authority 
positions for various excluded communities 

and sections in the rural and urban local 
bodies. Article 243(D) of the 73rd 
Amendment provides reservations for both 
regular seats and authority positions to 
various communities and sections in the 
panchayats. The reservation pattern 
prescribed in the 73rd Amendment Act in the 
panchayats is as follows: 1. For Scheduled 
Castes and Scheduled Tribes according to 
their proportion of population in the total 
population; 2. The Legislature of a state if 
wishes can make provision for reservation of 
seats in any panchayat at any level in favour 
of backward class of citizens; and 3. 
Remaining would be to the general 
category. 
 

Further, the said Act makes a provision for 
reservation to women of not less than one-
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third of the total seats at different levels of 
panchayats in each of the categories 
(SCs/STs, backward classes and General). 
In the year 2012, the Parliament had passed 
a Bill to provide reservation to women in 
local governments to 50%. The same 
pattern of reservation applies to the 
authority positions also. The pattern of 
reservation stated above applies to ULBs 
also. 
 

This explicit action through the Constitution 
arms the elected representatives of the 
excluded communities and sections also to 
represent and articulate the needs and 
problems of their respective categories. In 
this regard the elected members are 
expected to participate actively in the 
decision making, planning, implementation 
and monitoring of services and development 
programmes. 
 

Karnataka State incorporated the provisions 
of Constitution on reservations in its 
Panchayat Raj Act 1993. The reservation 
pattern adopted is as follows: 
1. For SCs/STs according to their 

proportion of population in the total 
population of the panchayat area on 
rotation basis. Further, if in case a 
person belonging to the Scheduled 
Castes is not available, the same 
should be reserved for the persons 
belonging to the Scheduled Tribes and 
vice-versa; 

2. One-third of the total seats to backward 
classes; 

3. Beside, not less than fifty percent of the 
seats reserved in each category 
(SCs/STs and backward classes) 
including the non-reserved seats are 
reserved to women. This reservation 
pattern is same for all the three tier 
panchayats and in municipal bodies. 

 
Having stated this, it is significant here to 
study the position of different categories of 
elected representatives of panchayats and 
municipalities in Chikkaballapur district. The 
position of various categories of members of 

panchayats in Chikkaballapur district is 
presented in Table 10.7.1. The table reveals 
that the share of SC and ST members in the 
three-tier panchayats is maintained at the 
prescribed percentage i.e. according to their 
proportion of population in the total 
population. This means there is no evidence 
of these category members contesting in 
unreserved seats. The lowest and highest 
share of SC representatives is observed in 
Gauribidanur (24%) and Chikkaballapur 
Taluk Panchayats (28.57%) respectively. In 
the case of backward classes the 
information provided by respective local 
governments (rural and urban) and also 
given in district at a Glance seem to be not 
authentic. Their share varies between o.oo 
% (Bagepalli and Gudibanda Taluk 
Panchayats) and 33.59% (Grama 
Panchayats of Sidlaghatta Taluk). Another 
significant pattern that can be observed is 
with regard to share of women 
representatives. It can be seen from the 
same table that the percentage share of 
women at ZP and TP levels is more than 
50% and at GP around 40%. The 
percentage of share of women is more at ZP 
and TPs this is because of reservation up to 
50% to them as per Constitution 
Amendment was applied in Karnataka in the 
2010 election. However, the then existing 
policy of one-third reservation for women 
was applied at the GP level as the election 
was held prior to the State’s decision to 
make 50% reservation for women in the 
local bodies. Notwithstanding this, the share 
of women in GPs varies between 40% and 
42% which is much above the one-third 
prescribed. The above information brings 
out that in Karnataka the representation of 
SCs and STs and women in panchayats is 
strictly being enforced and far above the 
minimum level prescribed. Even with regard 
to OBCs one-third of the seats and authority 
positions are being strictly followed in the 
local governments. However, the data is not 
supporting this point. 
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Table 10.7.1 

Category-wise Number of Members in Panchayats 

 in Chikkaballapur District – 2012 
Panchayat Tier SC ST OBC Others Total Women 

Zilla Panchayat 
7 4 3 14 28 15 

(25.00) (14.29) (10.71) (50.00) (100) (53.57) 

Bagepalli Taluk Panchayat 
4 3 0 8 15 8 

(26.67) (20.00) (0.00) (53.33) (100) (53.33) 

Chikkaballapur Taluk Panchayat 
4 2 1 7 14 8 

(28.57) (14.29) (7.14) (50.00) (100) (57.14) 

Chintamani Taluk Panchayat 
6 3 1 11 21 12 

(28.57) (14.29) (4.76) (52.38) (100) (57.14) 

Gauribidanur Taluk Panchayat 
6 4 2 13 25 14 

(24.00) (16.00) (8.00) (52.00) (100) (56.00) 

Gudibanda Taluk Panchayat 
3 2 0 6 11 6 

(27.27) (18.18) (0.00) (54.55) (100) (54.55) 

Sidlaghatta Taluk  Panchayat 
4 2 2 8 16 8 

(25.00) (12.50) (12.50) (50.00) (100) (50.00) 

GPs - Bagepalli Taluk 
106 69 129 83 387 161 

(27.39) (17.83) (33.33) (21.45) (100) (41.60) 

GPs - Chikkaballapur Taluk 
106 41 117 90 354 152 

(29.94) (11.58) (33.05) (25.42) (100) (42.94) 

GPs- Chintamani Taluk 
140 70 176 147 533 222 

(26.27) (13.13) (33.02) (27.58) (100) (41.65) 

GPs- Gauribidanur Taluk 
156 96 207 160 619 248 

(25.20) (15.51) (33.44) (25.85) (100) (40.06) 

GPs- Gudibanda Taluk 
28 15 37 31 111 48 

(25.23) (13.51) (33.33) (27.93) (100) (43.24) 

GPs- Sidlaghatta Taluk 
100 43 133 120 396 171 

(25.25) (10.86) (33.59) (30.30) (100) (43.18) 
Note Figures in Parenthesis are percentages to row totals 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12 

 
 
At the municipal bodies level the reservation 
for different categories of people were 
followed as prescribed in the Constitution. 
Same as in Panchayats, the women 

representation in the ULBs is far more than 
the one-third prescribed (Table 10.7.2). That 
means women contested in unreserved 
seats and won. This is a welcome trend.   

 
Table 10.7.2  

Category-wise Number of Members in Urban Local Bodies in 
Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs  SC ST OBC Others Total Women 

Bagepalli TMC  
4 3 0 16 23 8 

(17.39) (13.04) (0.00) (69.57) (100) (34.78) 

Chikkaballapur CMC  
5 1 10 15 31 14 

(16.13) (3.23) (32.26) (48.39) (1000 (45.16) 

Chintamani CMC  
4 3 23 1 31 11 

(12.90) (9.68) (74.19) (3.23) (100) (35.48) 

Gauribidanur TMC  
3 2 12 3 20 8 

(15.00) (10.00) (60.00) (15.00) (100) (40.00) 

Gudibanda TP   
1 2 8 0 11 5 

(9.09) (18.18) (72.73) (0.00) (100) (45.45) 

Sidlaghatta TMC  
2 1 9 15 27 12 

(7.41) (3.70) (33.33) (55.56) (100) (44.44) 
Note: Figures in Parenthesis are Percentages to respective row totals. 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12. 
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10.8 Concluding Remarks 
As per the 73rd and 74th Constitution 
Amendment Acts and Karnataka Panchayat 
Raj Act 1993 decentralised elected 
governments were established in both rural 
and urban areas in Karnataka including 
Chikkaballapur district. The hallmark of 
decentralized governance is that it ensures 
efficiency, transparency and accountability. 
However, these can be achieved if the 
decentralized governments observe certain 
principles. The major issues of these as 
discussed above are public participation in 
the local governance and development, 
participation of non-governmental 
organizations, e-governance, inclusive 
governance. The analysis of these in the 
context of Chikkaballapur district reveals 
that largely these are absent. No best 
practices adopted by any institution in the 
entire district except to some extent in 
Chintamani CMC. Capacity building of 
elected members of local governments is 

hardly taken care. Similarly, the importance 
of role of NGOs and VOs in development 
process is not understood properly and 
hence their involvement is restricted to a few 
grama panchayats in a few taluks. The 
frequent change of executive heads 
(development and administration) of the 
local governments affected the 
administration and also development of the 
district. Though the representation of 
marginalized sections in the local 
governments is ensured and in fact it is 
above the prescribed level in certain cases 
their participation is hindered because of low 
knowledge and skills. The DPC has not 
been constituted till today. As a result, the 
new district lags behind other districts in 
various development parameters including 
human development in spite of its proximity 
to the state headquarters, international 
airport and national highway.    
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Chapter 11 

Urban Issues in Human 
Development 
 

11.1 Introduction 
The fast growth of urban population 
(urbanization) and the likely impact on 
providing basic services have drawn the 
attention of policy makers and academicians 
in recent years. As per 2011 urbanisation in 
India is 31.16 per cent compared to 27.78 
per cent in 2001. The urban sector 
contributes nearly 60 per cent to our GDP. 
Hence, the urban centres have a greater 
impact on the human development. 
 
The 74th Constitution Amendment Act 
effected in the year 1992 has many 
provisions relating to political, functions and 
finances of Urban Local Bodies (ULBs). The 
important provisions incorporated in the 
above Act are: regular elections, power to 
prepare development plan, functional and 
financial powers. The Twelfth Schedule 
under Article 243-W of 74th Amendment Act 
contains 18 subjects/responsibilities which 
the states have to devolve to ULBs. As far 
as devolution of 18 subjects to ULBs is 
concerned there is no uniformity across the 
states. In Karnataka out of 18 subjects 11 
have been in the domain of ULBs 
(Government of Karnataka, 2009). In 
Karnataka the urban bodies are governed 
by the provisions contained in Karnataka 
Municipalities Act, 1964 and Karnataka 
Municipal Corporations Act 1976. Broadly 
the functions of ULB is categorised into 
obligatory and discretionary.  Discharge of 
obligatory functions are mandatory where as 
discretionary functions can be taken up 
depending upon the availability of 
resources. The important powers/functions 
entrusted to municipal bodies include 

planning for orderly urban growth, planning 
for economic and social development 
(productive activities); basic services such 
as water supply, roads, health and 
sanitation, street lights, parking lots etc; 
infrastructure such as markets, parks, 
playgrounds, fire services; social justice 
functions such as caring disabled, slum 
improvement, poverty alleviation and 
protection of environment.  
 
For autonomous functioning of local bodies, 
finance is equally important. These local 
bodies must have own revenue raising 
powers besides transfers and all these put 
together should match the functions 
entrusted. Property tax is the most important 
source of own revenue for ULBs. Besides 
the ULBs need to collect the service 
charges from the users. 
 

11.1.1 Trends in Urbanisation in 

Karnataka 

As elsewhere in the country in Karnataka 
also the urban population is increasing at a 
faster rate. The two main factors ascribed 
for this phenomenon are – natural growth of 
population and second, migration from rural 
areas. The trends in urbanisation in 
Karnataka (Figure 11.1.1) reveal that it has 
been increasing over the decades with 
24.31 per cent in 1971 to 38.57 per cent in 
2011. For the same period the share at the 
all India level is 19.91 per cent and 31.16 
per cent respectively. Karnataka stands 7th 
most urbanised state in India and the 
urbanisation of the state is expected to 
reach an urban population proportion of 50 
per cent by 2026. 
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Figure 11.1.1 

Trends in Urbanisation in Karnataka and India (in per cent) 

 
 

In Karnataka the urban local bodies (ULBs) 
are classified into five groups based on the 
size of population and special areas. There 
is no hierarchical linkage of ULBs and each 
ULB is independent of others). At present 
there are 219 ULBs of different categories in 
the state. The category-wise number of 
ULBs in Karnataka is shown in Box 11.1.1. 

There are eight city corporations, 44 CMCs, 
95 TMCs, 67 TPs and 5 NACs. 

 

Box 11.1.1 

Category-wise Number of ULBs in Karnataka 

Type of ULB          Population    No. of ULBs 
1.  City Corporations                   3, 00,000 & above                            08 
2.  City Municipal Corporations                50,000 to 2, 99,999                           44 
3.  Town Municipal Councils    20,000 to 49,999                               95 
4.  Town Panchayats                                    10,000 to 19,999                               67 
5.  Notified Area Committees            No Range                                    05 
               Total                                    219 
 

11.1.2 Urban Bodies in 

Chikkaballapur District 

In Chikkaballapur district, there are six 
urban bodies. Of these Chikkaballapur and 
Chintamani are CMCs, Bagepalli, 
Gauribidanur and Sidlaghatta are TMCs and 
the other Gudibanda is Town Panchayat.  It 
appears that urbanisation in Chikkaballapur 
district is slower than the observed trends at 
the state level. It can be seen from Table 
11.1.1 that in 2011 the share of urban 
population in the district is 22.40 per cent 
lower than 38.67 per cent at the state level.  
In 2001 also its urban share is much below  

 
the state average. In 2011 between the 
ULBs within Chikkaballapur district, the 
highest share of urban population is 
observed in Chikkaballapur CMC 29.95 per 
cent followed by Chintamani CMC 25.52 per 
cent, Sidlaghatta TMC 23.89 per cent , 
Gauribidanur TMC the lowest with 16.45 per 
cent. The urbanisation between 2001 and 
2011 is highest in Bagepalli 63.64 per cent 
growth; second highest growth is seen in 
Gauribidanur 56.78 per cent. The lowest 
growth rate (7.20 per cent) is in Gudibanda 
Town Panchayat. The decadal growth rate 
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witnessed in Bagepalli and Gauribidanur TMCs are higher than the state average. 

Table 11.1.1  
Percent Share of Urban Population in the  

Total Population in the Taluks 

Urban Bodies 
 Urban Population Decadal Growth  

Rate (2001-2011) 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 11.86 17.94 63.64 
Chikkaballapur CMC  28.76 29.95 15.80 
Chintamani CMC  24.14 25.52 16.15 
Gauribidanur TMC 11.26 16.45 56.78 

Gudibanda TP  16.99 16.19 7.20 
Sidlaghatta TMC 21.19 23.89 24.48 
Total District Urban 19.24 22.40 27.19 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011 
 

Another indicator of urbanisation is the 
density of population. In other words density 
indicates the number of people reside in a 
Sq.km. area. Table 11.1.2 provides details 
about the density of population across the 
urban bodies of Chikkaballapur district.  It 
may be seen from the Table below that 
during 2011 the density of population at the  
 

 
district level is 5063 per sq. Km. But the 
density of Sidlaghatta at 10.232sq. km. is 
more than double that of the district.  The 
density is more than the district average in 
Bagepalli and Chintamani urban bodies.  
Though Chikkaballapur taluk is having CMC 
and the district headquarters its urban 
density is the lowest which is surprising. 
 

Table 11.1.2 
ULB-wise Population Density in 2001 and 2011 in Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs 
Total Geographical 

Area (Sq.km) 
Population  

Urban Population  
Density (Per Sq.Km) 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 5.11 5.11 20119 32922 3937 6443 

Chikkaballapur CMC  18.20 18.20 54968 63652 3020 3497 
Chintamani CMC  15.01 15.01 65493 76068 4363 5068 
Gauribidanur TMC 9.6 9.60 30537 47877 3181 4987 
Gudibanda TP  2.6 2.60 8807 9441 3387 3631 
Sidlaghatta TMC 5.00 5.00 41098 51159 8220 10232 

Total District  Urban 55.52 55.52 221022 281119 3981 5063 
Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011 

 

Yet another important issue that merit high 
while analysing the characteristics of 
urbanisation is growth of slums and life of 
people in them. Though on the whole 
urbanisation is relatively not that fast in 
Chikkaballapur district, therefore the 
phenomenon of urbanisation did not have 
much impact on the growth of slums. The 
Census enumeration of slums in Towns and 
Cities done by Slum Clearance Board of 
Karnataka during 2008 reveals that the 
largest number of slums has been found in  

Chintamani CMC numbering 14 followed by 
Chikkaballapur CMC six, four each in 
Gauribidanur and Sidlaghatta TMCs, two in  
Bagepalli and one in Gudibanda TP (Table 
11.1.3). In 2011 the number of HHs in these 
slums is highest in Chikkaballapur CMC 
followed by Gauribidanur, Sidlaghatta, 
Chintamani and so on. Similar pattern exists 
in the indicators such as percentage of slum 
HHs in the total urban HHs, population in 
slums and percentage of slum population in 
the total urban population. 
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Table 11.1.3 

Details of Slums in ULBs of Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs   
No. of 
Slums 

No. of HHs in 
Slums 

 per cent of  
Slum HHs in the 
Total Urban HHs 

Population in Slums 

 per cent of  
Slum 

Population in 
Total Urban 
Population 

2008 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 2 * 303 * 3.98 * 1274 * 3.87 

Chikkaballapur CMC  6 * 4245 * 29.41 * 18320 * 28.78 
Chintamani CMC  14 2907 3264 21.73 18.41 14686 14230 22.42 18.71 
Gauribidanur TMC 4 * 3861 * 36.43 * 16874 * 35.24 
Gudibanda TP  1 * 729 * 33.58 * 3146 * 33.32 
Sidlaghatta TMC 4 * 3569 * 37.71   18664 * 36.48 

Total District  Urban 31 * 15971 6.50 25.76 14686 72508 6.64 25.79 
State * 275783 7077662 7.75 13.31 1402971 3291434 7.81 13.93 

Note: *: Information not available 
Source: 1. Karnataka Slum Clearance Board, Government of Karnataka 

2. India Population Census, 2001 and 2011, Government of India 
 

 

11.2 Service Delivery Issues 
The functions of ULBs are categorised into 
obligatory and discretionary. The Karnataka 
Municipal Act, 1964 provided the list of 
functions under obligatory group. 
Accordingly, there are 23 functions/services 
that come under this category. The 
important obligatory functions of 
municipalities are as below: 

• Supply and management of\ drinking 
water 

• Construction and maintenance of 
drainage and sewerage systems 

• Lighting public streets, places and 
buildings 

• Maintaining sanitation and hygiene of 
public places 

• Construction and maintenance of 
roads, culverts, bridges and bus 
terminals 

• Licensing of trade activities 
• registering births and deaths 
• Maintenance of public parks and 

gardens 
• Ensuring systematic/planned urban 

growth 
 

Apart from providing basic services, the 
urban body is supposed to pay attention to 
the poor and the neglected. The poor living 
in slums and pavements have to be 
accorded priority in providing basic services 
and at the same time plans have to be 

drawn up to alleviate poverty through 
capacity building to take up self employment 
activities. In other words, the municipal body 
has to draw up long term plans with clear 
cut vision which include reaching norms in 
the provision of certain services within a 
specified time period. 
 
It is becoming more and more challenging 
for urban bodies to provide basic services to 
its citizens. As the urban area expands 
slums and slum population also increases 
posing a variety of problems such as shelter 
less, lack of water and sanitation, poor 
street lighting, poverty and together leading 
to deprivation in the availability of basic 
services and decent standard of living.  
 
To wake up the authorities of ULBs in this 
aspect the governments and international 
agencies started putting pressure on them 
to meet the challenge and not only this they 
went a step further and prescribed certain 
standard (normative) levels in the provision 
of services.  In this direction the Ministry of 
Urban Development, Government of India 
initiated an exercise to develop standardised 
service level benchmarks with respect to 
basic municipal services in the year 2006 
(Ministry of Urban Development, no date). 
As a follow up to this the Karnataka 
government initiated prescribing 
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benchmarks for different services in the 
urban areas. As a precursor to this it has 
brought out a manual called “Service Level 
Benchmarking – A Manual for ULB” in June 
2009 (Directorate of Municipal 
Administration, 2009). The benchmarking of 
services have certain benefits such as 
rationalize decision making, strengthen 
accountability, provide greater transparency, 
optimum resource mobilisation and 
allocation and prioritisation of activities. 
 
Some of these benchmarks are as follows: 
1. Per capita water production – 142 LPCD      
2. Household water connection – 100 per 
cent 
3. Quality of water – 100 per cent 
4. Per cent of HHs with sewerage 
connection – 100 per cent 
5. Per cent of HHs under door to door solid 
waste collection – 100 per cent 
6. Per cent of road length cleaned per day – 
30 per cent 
7. Extent of segregation of solid waste – 60 
per cent 
8. Per cent of road side drains to road length 
– 140 per cent 
9. Number of street lights per km of road 
length – 29 Nos. per Km. 
10. Per cent of area under parks and 
gardens – 15 per cent 
 

11.2.1 Urban Development Schemes 

and Programmes 

The urban bodies besides own schemes 
and programmes have to implement the 
Central and State sponsored programmes 
for the well being of people. The Centre’s 
flagship programme namely JNNURM 
(Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal 
Mission) was launched in the year 2005. 
The four important components of this 
programme are: 1) Sub-Mission I on urban 
infrastructure and governance; 2) Sub-
Mission II – Basic Services to the Urban 
Poor; 3) Urban Infrastructure Development 
in Small and Medium Towns UIDSMT); and 
4) Integrated Housing and Slum 
Development Programme (IHSDP). At the 
state level the important scheme relating to 
urban areas is CMIDSMT (Chief Minister’s 

Integrated Development of Small and 
Medium Towns). This programme intends to 
support the small towns/cities in upgrading 
their services. The Nirmala Nagara 
Programme of Karnataka launched in 2002 
intends to make cities and towns clean and 
liveable. Besides, there is one important 
public sector enterprise namely `The 
Karnataka Urban Water Supply and 
Drainage Board (KUWSDB)’which deals 
with capital intensive projects like supply of 
drinking water on a permanent basis, 
construction of underground drainages in 
urban towns and cities.  
 

11.2.2 Roads and other 

Infrastructure in ULBs of 

Chikkaballapur District  

11.2.2.1:  Roads 

 Adequate and good roads are very 
important from the point of movement of 
people and vehicles. Since population and 
vehicle density is more in urban areas the 
urban planners need to pay attention for 
creating road infrastructure at certain 
standard level. As far as roads are 
concerned the category-wise road 
availability in the six ULBs of Chikkaballapur 
district is presented in Table 11.2.1. It can 
be seen from the Table that Chintamani 
CMC leads in the total length of roads made 
available 105.96 kms and this is followed by 
Gauribidanur TMC 100 kms, Chikkaballapur 
CMC 90.08 kms, Sidlaghatta TMC 85kms, 
Gudibanda TP 19 kms and Bagepalli TMC 
15.1 kms. However, if one looks at the 
incremental rate in the road length it 
increased appreciably only in Chintamani 
CMC that it increased from 92 kms in 2001 
to 106 kms in 2011 followed by Sidlaghatta, 
Gauribidanur and Gudibanda ULBs. In the 
other ULBs the total road length remains 
same during two points of period. The type 
of roads constructed has undergone change 
over the years. The mud roads and WBM 
were converted into asphalt (Black tap) and 
cement concrete roads in most of the ULBs.   
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Table 11.2.1  

ULB and Category-wise Roads in Chikkaballapur District  

in 2001 and 2011 (in kms) 

ULBs 
Jelli Road 

(WBM)  
Asphalt (Tar) 

Road  

Cement 
Concrete 
Road (CC 

Road)  

Mud Road  Total  

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 2.06 1.5 1.42 0 6.29 9.6 5.5 4 15.27 15.1 
Chikkaballapur 
CMC  

NA 9.72 NA 35.4 NA 3.88 NA 41.08 NA 90.08 

Chintamani CMC  8.2 16.30 14.7 25.86 3.5 9.10 65.4 54.70 91.8 105.96 
Gauribidanur TMC 8.3 23.7 5.3 11.8 0 23.4 43.1 41.1 56.7 100 
Gudibanda TP  4 2 1.5 3.71 3 11.62 3.5 1.62 12 18.95 
Sidlaghatta TMC 2 10 5 20 4 15 25 40 36 85 

Note: NA – data not available. 
Source: Respective ULBs of Chikkaballapur District 

 
 

11.2.2.2 Footpaths 
 Along with good roads pedestrian/footpath 
is also equally important from the point of 
public’s convenience, safety and hygiene. 
However, in ULBs of Chikkaballapur district 
this seems to be not a priority one for them. 
It may be seen from Table 11.2.2 that 
except Chikkaballapur and Chintamani 
CMCs the length of footpaths made 
available is grossly low. It is nil in Bagepalli 
and very negligible in Gauribidanur TMC. 
The estimated length of footpaths required 
is very high in Bagepalli with 17.5 kms, 
followed by Chikkaballapur 10 kms, 
Gauribidanur 7 kms and so on. 

 
Table 11.2.2   

ULB-wise Availability of Footpaths 
in Chikkaballapur 

District, 2011-12 (in kms) 

ULBs 
 Existing 
Length  

Required 
Length 

Bagepalli TMC 0 17.5 
Chikkaballapur 
CMC  3.8 10 

Chintamani CMC  3 5 
Gauribidanur TMC 0.5 7 
Gudibanda TP  2 3 
Sidlaghatta TMC 1 4 

Source: Respective ULBs of Chikkaballapur District 

 

 

 

 

11.2.2.3 Street lights 

 Street lighting is yet another basic and 
obligatory service that the ULBs supposed 
to provide to its citizens. As per Government  
of Karnataka’s recent benchmarking of 
services it fixed 29 streetlights per km of 
road in urban areas. Keeping this norm in 
mind if one analyse the position in ULBs of 
Chikkaballapur district, it brings out (Table 
11.2.3) that each of the ULB has more than 
the norms. Among six ULBs in 
Chikkaballapur district Chintamani CMC has 
largest number of streetlights 4652, followed 
by Chikkaballapur CMC 2862, Sidlaghatta 
TMC 2850, Bagepalli TMC 1650, 
Gauribidanur 1533 and Gudibanda TP 730. 
Another interesting trend is that the 
traditionally used bulbs and tube lights were 
replaced with sodium lamps, CFL and LED 
bulbs and high-mast lights. This change is 
made keeping in view the need to conserve 
energy and secondly, the later ones are 
brighter compared to the former. This 
change is observed in the entire six ULBs of 
Chikkaballapur district. 
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Table 11.2.3 
ULB-wise Number of Street Lights in Chikkaballapur 

District during 2013-14 

ULBs  
Total No of  
Street light  

No. of Street  
light Required  

2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 1100 1650 NA 300 
Chikkaballapur CMC  2150 2862 1180 850 
Chintamani CMC  1990 4652 154 551 
Gauribidanur TMC 1503 1533 30 65 
Gudibanda TP  545 730 200 50 
Sidlaghatta TMC 1250 2850 25 80 

Note: NA - Not Available. 
Source: Respective ULBs of Chikkaballapur District. 

 

11.3 Water Supply and 

Sanitation 
Provision of adequate and safe water to the 
citizens is the most important obligatory 
function of ULB. The Government of 
Karnataka has adopted the Urban Drinking 
Water and Sanitation Policy (UDWSP) in 
2002.  The main objective of the policy is to 
ensure demand based universal coverage of 
water supply, commercial and economical 
sustainability of the operations and a 
minimum level of service to all citizens.  
There has been persistent shortage of water 
supply to urban areas despite implementing 
a number of water supply projects. The 
average number of houses of water supply 
per day has been gradually decreasing from 
9 hours to 7 hours in Municipal Corporations 
and 10 to 7 hours in Town Panchayats.  The 
Karnataka Urban Water Supply and 
Drainage Board (KUWSDB) have been 
constituted by an Act of Legislature in 1974.  
The KUWSDB is responsible for providing 
drinking water and underground drainage 
facilities to 213 urban cities of Karnataka  
 

 
except Bruhat Bengaluru Mahanagara 
Palike (BBMP). 
 

11.3.1 Distribution of Households 
by Source of Drinking Water in 
Chikkaballapur Urban Areas 
A comparative picture of the distribution of 
urban households by source of drinking 
water between 2001 and 2011 for all the 
taluks is presented in Table 11.3.1. It can be 
from Table that the percentage of urban 
households covered by tap water decreased 
from 85.50 per cent in 2001 to 78.57 per 
cent in 2011.  The coverage by well and 
hand pump sources declined.  Some 
marginal increase in the tube well source.  
Across the taluks the tap source covered 
households increased in all but three taluks.  
Bagepalli taluk had already 95.05 per cent 
of the households covered by tap water in 
2011. Sidlaghatta taluk has 84.15 per cent 
of households covered by tap source, and a 
marginal increase in Gudibanda taluk. 
Gauribidanur is lagging behind all the other 
taluks. 
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Table 11.3.1 
Distribution of Urban Households by source of Drinking Water between 2001 

and 2011 for all the taluks (in per cent) 

ULBs  
Tap Well Hand Pump Tube well Others 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 
Bagepalli TMC 89.52 95.04 0.02 0.33 9.26 0.07 0.76 1.88 0.43 2.68 
Chikkaballapur CMC  92.95 79.15 1.48 0.51 3.41 0.24 1.74 17.93 0.42 2.18 
Chintamani CMC  93.83 85.00 1.50 1.02 1.56 0.16 2.89 11.66 0.21 2.17 

Gauribidanur TMC 85.15 50.45 0.02 0.08 4.09 0.39 10.59 29.40 0.16 19.68 
Gudibanda TP  76.42 77.48 18.14 1.89 1.31 0.00 2.09 15.98 2.04 4.65 
Sidlaghatta TMC 59.99 84.15 7.04 0.57 3.54 0.41 14.51 3.96 14.92 10.90 

Total  85.50 78.57 2.79 0.61 3.44 0.24 5.44 13.93 2.84 6.65 
State 78.43 80.42 6.48 4.66 6.19 1.27 7.51 10.58 1.4 3.07 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011. 

 
The urban households of Chikkaballapur 
district are getting higher percentage of 
treated tap water than their counterpart. 
However the percentage of urban 
households getting treated tap water is just 
59.67 per cent.  However, out of 6 taluks, 
only households in Sidlaghatta, Gudibanda, 
Chintamani and Bagepalli are better placed. 

Gauribidanur urban households are badly 
affected as only 14.07 per cent of them are 
covered by treated tap water.  The 
percentage of H/Hs covered by tap water 
with treated water in urban Chikkaballapur 
district is far below (59.67 per cent) the state 
average of 85.04 per cent (Table 11.3.2). 
 

 
Table 11.3.2 

ULB wise details of Treated and Un-treated Tap water source - 2011 

ULBs 
No. of HHs covered 
by Tap water from 

Treated Source 

No. of HHs Covered 
by Tap water from 
un-treated Source 

per cent  of HHs 
covered by Tap 

water from 
Treated Source 

per cent  of HHs 
Covered by Tap 
water from un-
treated Source 

Bagepalli TMC 4,349 2,881 60.15 39.85 
Chikkaballapur 
CMC  

5,795 5,628 50.73 49.27 

Chintamani CMC  10,469 4,601 69.47 30.53 
Gauribidanur TMC 752 4,594 14.07 85.93 
Gudibanda TP  1,091 591 64.86 35.14 
Sidlaghatta TMC 6,613 1,352 83.03 16.97 
Total  29,069 19,647 59.67 40.33 
State  3,635,222 639,627 85.04 14.96 

Source: India Population Census, 2011. 
 

11.3.2 Per Capita Water Supply in 

the ULBs 

Apart from quality of water another critical 
usage is the quality of water supplied by 
ULBs to their citizens.  The quantity of water 
supplied has a bearing on the health and 
hygiene of the population. As per the norm it 
should be 135 LPCD. Against this norm the 
data on per capita water supply in the six 
ULBs of Chikkaballapur district reveal that 
all the six of them do not receive the  
 

 
required LPCD. The position in 
Chikkaballapur district can be seen from 
Table 11.3.3. Among the six ULBs in the 
district Bagepalli and Gudibanda ULBs 
supply 70 LPCD of water and in the 
remaining four it ranges between 30 and 48 
LPCD. The gap in water supply in 
Sidlaghatta ULB is highest at 105 liters 
followed by Chintamani 95 liters and 
Chikkaballapur 93 LPCD. 

 



Chikkaballapur District Human Development Report, 2014 

 

251 

Table 11.3.3 

Per Capita Water Availability in Six Urban Bodies of Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs 
Required LPCD as per 

norms 
Actual supply 

 LPCD 
Gap in  
LPCD 

Bagepalli TMC 135 70 65 
Chikkaballapur CMC  135 42 93 
Chintamani CMC  135 40 95 
Gauribidanur TMC 135 48.5 86.5 
Gudibanda TP  135 70 65 
Sidlaghatta TMC 135 30 105 

Source: Respective ULBs, Chikkaballapur District. 
 

It may be mentioned here that a special 
study has been conducted by the lead 
agency on the quality of drinking water, its 
availability and impact in Chikkaballapur 
district This would throw much more details 
and micro analysis of the ground water.  
This study has been appended and covered 
in Chapter 7. 
 

11.3.3 Location of Drinking Water 

Supply 

There are 3 classifications of location of 
water supply to households.  They are (i) 
within the premises, (ii) near the premises, 
and (iii) away from the premises.  It has 
been the norm that drinking water should be 

made available within 500 meters from the 
place of residence.  A comparative picture of 
location of water supply between 2001 and 
2011 reveal that there is some progress in 
urban areas in all the taluks of 
Chikkaballapur district (Table 11.3.4) but the 
location and access situation has 
deteriorated in one taluk i.e., Bagepalli. At 
the district level, the water supply within the 
premises increased marginally from 41.81 
per cent in 2001 to 46.89 per cent in 2011. 
In 3 urban bodies namely Bagepalli, 
Gauribidanur and Gudibanda the availability 
of water within the premises declined during 
2011 compared to 2001. The decline is 
drastic in Gauribidanur TMC. 

 
Table 11.3.4 

Percentage Distribution of Urban Households by Location of Drinking Water 
Supply in Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs 
2001 2011 

Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away 
Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away 

Bagepalli TMC 64.80 29.34 5.86 59.12 28.49 12.40 
Chikkaballapur CMC  38.69 52.58 8.73 50.70 36.40 12.89 
Chintamani CMC  43.90 39.70 16.40 54.08 33.93 11.99 
Gauribidanur TMC 40.69 40.80 18.51 17.52 46.41 36.07 

Gudibanda TP  42.92 33.19 23.89 42.84 35.84 21.33 
Sidlaghatta TMC 30.69 23.60 45.71 51.57 29.90 18.53 

District 41.81 39.14 19.05 46.89 35.42 17.69 
State 56.55 24.62 13.83 70.87 20.64 8.49 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011 

 

11.3.4 Sanitation and Drainage 

Facilities 

Good and hygienic environment within and 
outside the house is important. Proper 
disposal of human excreta and household 
waste water is important for the protection of  

health. Contamination of water due to mix of 
sewage water, polluted air, bad smell are 
many outcomes of improper sanitation in the 
municipal area. Road side drainage takes 
care of rain and waste water. Poorly 
maintained drainage systems can lead to 
flooding and the spread of many diseases. 
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Let us see how the picture of sanitation and 
toilet emerge from the data available from 
the population census 2001 and 2011. A 
comparative analysis would provide 
information as to whether there has been 
progress and also whether such progress 
has been keeping pace with the increase in 
population.  
 
It may be seen from Table 11.3.5 that the 
percentage share of households having 
latrine facility within the premises in all ULBs 
of Chikkaballapur district has improved from 
74.47 per cent in 2001 to 84.32 per cent in 
2011 and these almost compare with that of 

the state averages. Among the six ULBs 
except Bagepalli TMC in all others the 
percentage share of having latrine has gone 
up in 2011 as compared to 2001. Much 
improvement is noticeable in Sidlaghatta 
and Gauribidanur TMCs and to some extent 
in Chintamani CMC. The percentage share 
of households not having latrine is high in 
Gudibanda TP 38.09 per cent which is 
above the district and state averages. 
Bagepalli and Gauribidanur TMCs also have 
higher than the district average in respect of 
non latrine households whose share is 
23.15 per cent and 19.94 per cent 
respectively. 

 

Table 11.3.5 

ULB-wise Status of Latrines in Chikkaballapur District (in per cent) 

ULBs 

2001 2011 

Latrine within  

the Premise 
No latrine 

Latrine within  

the Premise 
No latrine 

Bagepalli TMC 80.76 19.24 76.85 23.15 

Chikkaballapur CMC  84.81 15.19 88.17 11.83 

Chintamani CMC  78.13 21.87 86.26 13.74 

Gauribidanur TMC 64.82 35.18 80.06 19.94 

Gudibanda TP  60.59 39.41 61.91 38.09 

Sidlaghatta TMC 60.83 39.17 90.73 9.27 

District  74.47 25.53 84.32 15.68 

State 75.23 24.77 84.93 15.07 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011 

 

Coming to the types of toilets the census 
categorises this into four and these are: 1) 
Flush/pour flush latrine; 2) pit system; 3) 
Night soil disposed into open drain; and 4) 
Service latrine. Since the classification of 
this varies with that of 2001 data the present 
analysis is done for 2011 only. The details of 
types of latrine in the six ULBs are 
presented in Table 11.3.6. It can be seen 
from the Table that at the district level 68.84 
per cent of the households have flush/pour 
flush type latrine, 28.73 per cent pit system 
and with service latrine. Between the ULBs 
among four types of toilet/latrine the share 
of flush/pour flush type is high in three ULBs 
Chintamani CMC 91.11 per cent, 
Sidlaghatta TMC 76.54 per cent, and 

Chikkaballapur CMC 66.81 per cent. The 
share of pit system is high in Gudibanda TP 
53.35 per cent, Gauribidanur 52.36 per cent 
and Bagepalli TMC 49.71 per cent.  
 

Night soil disposal into open drain is still 
prevalent in Gauribidanur TMC 6.92 per 
cent. Though the share of service latrine is 
very negligible which is less than half per 
cent in all ULBs except Chikkaballapur CMC 
whose share is 1.49 per cent. What is 
astonishing is that within service latrine, 
removal of night soil by humans is very high 
– 99.47 per cent in Chikkaballapur CMC, 
44.23 per cent in Chintamani CMC. Another 
concern relate to those households without 
latrine within their premises. What mode 
they adopt? Whether public latrine or open 
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field? The information reveal that at the 
district level 88.74 per cent defecate in open 
fields and among the six ULBs the 
percentage share of use of open field is very 
high with 97.39 per cent in Bagepalli TMC, 
95.53 per cent in Gudibanda TP, 88.26 per 
cent in Sidlaghatta TMC, 86.99 per cent in 
Gauribidanur TMC, 86.12 per cent in 

Chikkaballapur CMC and 83.70 per cent in 
Chintamani CMC. In all the ULBs the open 
defecation share is higher than the state 
average. In fact the state average is less 
(71.12 per cent) compared to district 
average. This is a matter for concern 
(additional details on this are provided in 
Annexure 11.3.1). 

 

Table 11.3.6 

ULB-wise No. of Households having Access to Toilet during 2011 (in per cent) 
Sl

No 

Types of 
Toilets 

Bagepall
i TMC 

Chikkaballapur 
CMC 

Chintaman
i CMC 

Gauribidanur 
TMC 

Gudiband
a TP 

Sidlaghatt
a TMC 

Total State 

1 

Number of 
households 
having latrine 
facility within 
the premises 

76.85 88.17 86.26 80.06 61.91 90.73 84.32 84.93 

A 
Flush/pour 
flush latrine 
connected to 

49.69 66.81 91.11 40.71 46.43 76.54 68.84 84.27 

B 
Piped sewer 
system 

19.55 23.83 89.97 10.57 4.81 79.78 57.71 74.48 

C Septic tank 79.62 66.11 7.43 88.54 91.19 15.93 37.91 23.82 
D Other system 0.83 10.06 2.60 0.90 4.01 4.29 4.39 1.7 
2 Pit latrine 49.71 29.63 8.08 52.36 53.35 22.72 28.73 14.1 

A 
With 
slab/ventilated 
improved pit 

99.45 88.78 96.60 99.41 98.74 88.83 95.11 97.1 

B 
Without slab/  
open pit 

0.55 11.22 3.40 0.59 1.26 11.17 4.89 2.9 

C 
Night soil 
disposed into 
open drain 

0.36 2.07 0.48 6.92 0.15 0.71 1.93 1.16 

3 Service Latrine 0.24 1.49 0.34 0.01 0.07 0.03 0.50 0.47 

A 
Night soil 
removed by 
human 

0.00 99.47 44.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 81.15 26.71 

B 
Night soil 
serviced by 
animal 

100.00 0.53 55.77 100.00 100.00 100.00 18.85 73.29 

4 

Number of 
households not 
having latrine 
facility within 
the premises 

23.15 11.83 13.74 19.94 38.09 9.27 15.68 15.07 

A Public latrine 2.61 13.88 16.30 13.01 4.47 11.74 11.26 28.88 
B Open 97.39 86.12 83.70 86.99 95.53 88.26 88.74 71.12 

Source: India Population Census, 2011 

,As discussed earlier in this chapter 
drainage facility plays an important role in 
not only taking care of rain water but also 
the sewage water of households and its 
consequences on health of the people. The 
first issue is the extent of households 
connected to drainage facility and the type 
of drainage exists. Table 11.3.7 provides 
information on the extent of households 
having drainage connection and within this 
the types of drainages available in the six 
ULBs of Chikkaballapur district for 2001 and 
2011. It can be seen from the Table that the 

share of no drainage at the district level is 
16.04 per cent in 2001 and it got reduced to 
11.85 per cent in 2011. Compared to state 
level picture the district’s position is lower in 
both the years. The share of no drainage 
has declined in 2011 from that of 2001 in 
four out of the six ULBs of the district. 
However, the reduction is very marginal in 
Chintamani CMC from 14.49 per cent to 
11.21 per cent. Within the overall drainage, 
the share of open drainage is more in all but 
Chikkaballapur CMC. The share of closed 
drainage in one ULB namely Gauribidanur 
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declined in 2011 compared to 2001 position. 
Chintamani CMC leads in closed drainage 

with 63.57 per cent and the least 5.94 per 
cent is observed in Gauribidanur TMC. 

 

Table 11.3.7 

ULB-wise Households Connected to Drainage Facility in  

Chikkaballapur District (in per cent) 

ULBs 
Closed Drainage Open Drainage No Drainage 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 

Bagepalli TMC 9.00 12.58 81.19 75.60 9.81 11.82 
Chikkaballapur 
CMC  

12.04 16.00 79.67 72.87 8.29 11.13 

Chintamani CMC  49.68 63.57 35.83 25.21 14.49 11.21 
Gauribidanur TMC 6.49 5.94 69.44 78.52 24.08 15.54 

Gudibanda TP  9.30 13.82 62.42 75.59 28.28 10.59 
Sidlaghatta TMC 4.44 43.60 71.67 46.09 23.89 10.31 
Total  20.81 31.60 63.15 56.55 16.04 11.85 
State  41.64 56.54 39.33 31.06 19.03 12.40 

Source: Basic data: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011. 

 

11.4 Solid and Liquid Waste 

Management 
The most important problem the ULBs 
encountering in recent years is managing 
ever increasing solid and sewage waste. 
Due to lack of foresight, managerial 
deficiency, financial crunch led many of 
ULBs mismanage the solid waste generated 
leading to innumerable health and climate 
hazards. 
 
The Nirmala Nagara Programme of 
Karnataka 2002 proposes to develop a 
scientific system of waste segregation, 
collection, and disposal by the cities in 
Karnataka. It expects to do this by instilling 

good management practice, infusing 
technology and by bringing in appropriate 
human and other resources. Pursuant to 
Supreme Court’s guidelines and Municipal 
Solid Waste (Management and Handling) 
Rules 2000 a Policy on Integrated Solid 
Waste Management was adopted by the 
state in 2004.  To mitigate the problem of 
ever increasing solid waste in urban areas 
the 3Rs suggested are - Reduce, Reuse 
and Recycle. The role of waste producers, 
the municipal authorities, the civil society, 
resident’s welfare associations, SHGs, 
NGOs are very important to tackle this 
municipal Problem. 

 
“The fatality of every class of disease ... is augmented in the concentrated city 
population .... let the rejected vegetables, the offal of slaughtered animals, the filth 
produced in every way decay in the houses ...and the atmosphere will be an active 
poison, which will destroy ... 5 - 7 per cent of the inhabitants annually” 

- William Farr (1807 – 1883) 

   Source: Bhide et.al, 2005 
There are certain important steps that have 
to be followed for proper management of  
 
 
 

 
solid waste in the municipal area. These 
steps are given below in Box 11.4.1.  
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Box 11.4.1 

Steps in Municipal Waste 

Management 

•         Segregation and storage of waste at source 
(primary level) 
•         Door to door collection 
•         Street sweeping 
•         Secondary collection 
•         Secondary transportation 
•         Scientific treatment 
•         Safe disposal of waste 
For proper management of solid waste 
besides the above steps requires adequate 
man power, tools, equipments and vehicles, 
developed landfills, IEC activities. In this 
background the following paragraphs 
examine the situation in the six ULBs of 
Chikkaballapur district. Table 11.4.1 
provides ULB-wise information on the 
number of containers/dustbins, vehicles, 
quantity of waste generated and the status 
of waste collection at source. It can be seen 
from the table that most of the ULBs 
discontinued the use of dustbins because of 
adoption of door to door waste collection. 
Among the six ULBs only Chikkaballapur 
and Sidlaghatta ULBs still practice the use 
of dustbins. The number vehicles used for 
waste collection and disposal are highest in 

Chikkaballapur with 13, 6 in Chintamani, 4 
each in Bagepalli and Sidlaghatta TMCs. 
The quantity of waste generated is highest 
in the two CMCs – Chikkaballapur 32 tonnes 
per day, Chintamani 30 tonnes, then 
followed by Sidlaghatta 20 tonnes, 
Gauribidanur 14.5 tonnes and Bagepalli 8 
tonnes. In all the ULBs the waste lifted on 
day to day basis is marginally less than the 
waste generated. Coming to the important 
issue of door to door collection of waste the 
situation is that in all but one urban body this 

has been introduced. Segregation of waste 
at source is also implemented in these five 
ULBs of the district. Again waste water 
treatment plant is installed only in 
Chintamani and Sidlaghatta urban bodies. 

 

Table 11.4.1 

ULB-wise Details of Solid Management in Chikkaballapur District 

ULBs 
No. 

Containers/dust 
bins 

No. of Waste 
collecting 
Vehicles 

Total Solid Waste 
Generated per 
Day (tonnes) 

Total Waste 
Cleared per 

Day (tonnes) 

Door to Door 
Collection 
(Yes/No) 

Bagepalli TMC 0 4 8 

NA 

Yes (72. per 
cent) 

Chikkaballapur 
CMC  

35 13 32 Yes  

Chintamani CMC  0 4 30 
Yes (90. per 

cent) 
Gauribidanur 
TMC 

0 4 16 
Yes (100. per 

cent) 

Gudibanda TP  0 1 2.7 
Yes (100  per 

cent) 

Sidlaghatta TMC 48 3 20 
Yes (90  per 

cent) 
Source: Respective Offices of ULBs 

 
With regard to the disposal of collected 
waste in scientific and sustainable methods 
the situation in the six ULBs is not 
satisfactory. The ULBs were allowed to use 
the Central Finance Commission as well as 

State Finance Commission grants for 
developing landfills. However the present 
situation unfolds that all the six ULBs have 
one dumping yard each except 
Chikkaballapur CMC which has 9 landfills. 
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However the ULBs are yet to develop 
scientific landfills. 
Towards a better waste management 
Chintamani CMC shows some bold 
initiatives such as banning the use of plastic 
covers segregation of waste at source and 

door to door collection. For these it received 
an award from KSPCB (Karnataka Pollution 
Control Board) in the year 2011. In addition 
to this it has initiated to provide all 
information in the website.
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11.5  Small Area Study 

Urban Infrastructure and Life 
of People: A Study of 
Gudibanda Town Panchayat 

11.5.1 Introduction 

Among six taluks of Chikkaballapur district, 
Gudibanda taluk is the smallest in terms of 
area and population. Gudibanda Town is the 
headquarters/capital of the taluk. It is 
situated on the border of AP along with 
Bagepalli taluk. The distance to Gudibanda 
is 20 kms. from Chikkaballapur and 80 kms 
from Bengaluru. Gudibanda is well 
connected by road network to 
Chikkaballapur. Gudibanda represents a flat 
landscape. The soil is lateritic and red loamy 
which is good for cultivation and breeding of 
silk worms. The town is at an elevation of 
826 m above the MSL. Gudibanda receives 
a normal rainfall of 915 mm. It has a history 
of 150 years for handlooms and popularly 
known “jawali Gudibanda”. It is also known 
as the silk city of Karnataka state. It is 
known for silk worm breeding and weaving.  
Jains who were the business people of 
textiles in this area have since migrated to 
Hindupur in AP and other places in the 
course of time.   
 

The area of Gudibanda Town Panchayat 
(TP) stands at 2.6 sq. kms since 2001. As 
per Census data its total population during 
2001 was 8,807 and the same increased to 
9,441 in 2011. Of the total population in 
2011, 1,289 are SCs and 1,711 STs. The 
TP has 2 primary, 8 higher primary and 3 
high schools. Besides it has one PU 
College, one Degree College and one ITI. 
With regard to health institutions it has one 
PHC and one taluk hospital. There are 10 
small scale industries in the TP implying that 
the people largely depend on agriculture for 
their livelihood.  
 

The TP has a total of 11 elected 
representatives. Of this, five are women and 
the rest are males and caste-wise SC 1, ST  
2, Muslims 3 and OBCs 5. As far as the age 
of members is concerned, 10 are in the 

range of 30 and 50 years and the other is 
above 60 years. With regard to educational 
level of these members 1 is illiterate, 1 
elementary, 4 high school, 1 PUC and 4 
Degree holders. All members are 
agriculturists.  Except one all others are first 
time elected members. There is no evidence 
of TP members undergoing capacity 
building programmes since 2007-08. The 
elected body governed the TP from 
February 2008 to February 2013 and again 
from March 2014. For one year and one 
month the administrators ruled the TP. With 
regard to availability of government 
personnel it may be noted that out of total 
sanctioned posts of 40 in 2012-13 only 11 
have been filled/ posted. The important 
positions such as Revenue Inspector, 
Assistant Engineer, Health Inspector 
positions are vacant. It is running the 
institution by appointing staff on a daily 
basis. The people in the TP by and large 
use kerosene and LPG for cooking purpose 
and wood for heating water.  
 

11.5.2 Objectives and Methodology 

of the Study 

Against this background, the present study 
analyses the basic services and 
infrastructure available in the TP and its 
impact on the life of its people. This study is 
based on the quantitative information and 
within this secondary information gathered 
from the concerned TP and Census reports. 
The analysis is also supplemented with 
qualitative information gathered through 
discussions with the officials and citizens of 
the TP at the ground level.   
 

11.5.3 Civic Services and 

Infrastructure in Gudibanda T P 

11.5.3.1: Slums 

Like other urban bodies Gudibanda town 
also only one slum as per 2011 Census with 
729 households accounting for 33.58 per 
cent in the total households and 3146 
population accounting for 33.32 per cent in 
the total population. The number of 
households and the share of population in 
the slum are quite high.  
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11.5.3.2 Drinking Water 

Provision of adequate and safe drinking 
water to the citizens is one of the important 
obligatory functions of urban local bodies 
(ULBs). Gudibanda TP supplies water to the 
citizens which is 0.60 MLD (Million 
Litres/Day). Of this, 0.40 MLD is from 
Chitravathi reservoir (pumped from a 
distance of 13 kms) and the remaining 0.20 
from other sources mainly tube wells. As per 
2011 Census, in Gudibanda Town 64.86 per 
cent of households are covered by tap water 
from treated source and the remaining 35.14 
per cent are covered by tap water from 
untreated source. With regard to location of 
water supply to households in 2011 only 
42.84 per cent of households have facility 
within the premises and in fact a marginal 
decline is observed in this aspect during 
2011 compared to 2001. A study points out 
that of the total households only 28 per cent 
have domestic water connections and the 
rest depend on other sources like public 
taps, bore wells and hand pumps (KUIDFC, 
2006). The quantity of water supplied daily 
is about 60 LPCD (litres per capita/ day) 
less than half of the normative level of 135 
LPCD.  Thus there exists a huge gap in the 
water availability and not only this, the gap 
is very high at 75 LPCD. The other problem 
is that the entire district is prone to frequent 
droughts as a result the tanks and reservoirs 
go dry in these years.  The drought 
condition is existing for the past two years in 
the entire district.  Since the Chitravathi 
reservoir has gone dry for two years 
consecutively including the present year due 
to failure of rain, the Town panchayat 
resorted to supply water from tube-wells and 
local tank. Now water is supplied once in 
three days with 1 hour duration. The water 
supplied from local tank is untreated one. 
On the most crucial obligatory function of 
supply of drinking water in the urban it has 
not fulfilled the required norm. 
 

11.5.3.3 Street lights  
Street lighting is another basic and 
obligatory service that the ULBs are 
supposed to provide to its citizens. In 

Gudibanda Town at present there are 730 
streetlights fixed but there exists large gap.  
A study points out that only 27 per cent of 
the area is covered by street lights. There is 
inadequate street-lighting in 
peripheral/newly developing areas and in 
slum areas (KUWS&DB, 2006). The TP’s 
own information reveals that it requires an 
additional 50 lights in the Town.  Providing 
street light is inadequate. 
 

11.5.3.4 Roads  
Adequate and good roads are an important 
infrastructure.  Since population and vehicle 
density is more in urban areas the urban 
planners need to pay attention for creating 
road infrastructure at certain standard level. 
As far as roads are concerned the category-
wise road availability in Gudibanda TP is as 
follows:  The TP needs another 8 kms of 
roads of various types. The most disquieting 
feature of roads in the Town is that almost 
all roads including the main road are very 
narrow. The width of internal roads is not 
more than 10 to 12 feet. 
 

Type of Roads Length (In 
kms.) 

Total road length 18.95 
Of which (i)    concrete road 11.62 
                (ii)   asphalted 3.71 
                (iii)  gravel road 2.00 
                (iv)  mud road 1.62 

 

11.5.3.5 Footpaths  
Along with good roads pedestrian/footpath is 
also equally important from the point of 
people’s safety and hygiene. However in 
Gudibanda the length of footpaths made 
available is grossly low. It has only 2 kms of 
footpath. This footpath is laid mainly in the 
main road and it is almost non-existent in 
the internal roads. The problem of the town 
as stated above is that it is typically a 
village. All its internal roads are very narrow 
may be a width of 10 to 12 feet and hence it 
is impossible to lay footpaths in the town. 
Road widening including the main road has 
not been taken up since its creation. 
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11.5.3.6 Sanitation and Drainage 

Facilities 

Good and hygienic environment within and 
outside the house is important. Proper 
disposal of excreta and household waste 
water is important for the protection of 
people’s health. Contamination of water due 
to mix of sewage water, polluted air, foul 
smell are many outcomes of improper 
sanitation in the municipal area. Road side 
drainage takes care of rain and waste water. 
Poorly maintained drainage systems can 
lead to flooding and the spread of many 
diseases. Hence a lot of responsibility lies 
on the providers of these services. The 
following paragraphs unfold the situation of 
sanitation and toilet facilities in Gudibanda 
town. 
 
The Gudibanda TP does not have 
underground drainage system. The 
percentage of households having latrine 
facility within the premises increased 
marginally from 60.59 per cent in 2001 to 
61.91 per cent in 2011. On the other hand 
the percentage of households not having 
latrine facility within the premises accounts 
for 38.09 per cent (2011) which is higher 
than the district and state averages. Among 
the households with latrine 53.35 per cent 
have pit system. Again as much as 91.19 
per cent have septic tanks as against 37.91 
per cent at the district level and 23.82 per 
cent at the state level. A disquieting feature 
of sanitation in the TP is that among the no 
latrine households as much as 95.53 per 
cent defecate in open fields whereas the 
figures at the district and state levels for the 
same are low at 88.74 per cent and 71.12 
per cent respectively.  
 
As discussed earlier drainage facility plays 
an important role in not only taking care of 
rain water but also the sewage water of 
households and its consequences on health 
of the people. The first issue is the extent of 
households connected to drainage facility 
and the type of drainage that exists. In 
Gudibanda TP during 2011 89.41 per cent 
of households are connected to drainage 

facility and the remaining 10.59 per cent 
have no such facility. Of the total drainage 
facility closed drainage accounts for just 
13.82 per cent. The town has two storm 
water drains (Raja Kaluves). However, 
these drains were not maintained properly 
by the TP and the neglect led to 
encroachment, dumping of waste and debris 
and growth of shrubs.  
 

11.5.3.7 Solid Waste Management 

The most important problem the ULBs 
encountering in recent years is managing 
their solid waste. Due to lack of foresight, 
managerial deficiency, financial crunch led 
many of the ULBs mismanage the solid 
waste generated leading to innumerable 
health and climate hazards. To mitigate the 
problem of solid waste in urban areas three 
rupees are suggested and they are - reduce, 
reuse and recycle. The role of waste 
producers, the municipal authorities, the civil 
society, resident welfare associations, 
SHGs, NGOs are very important to tackle 
this municipal problem.   
 
In Gudibanda town the estimated solid 
waste generated per day is 2.7 tonnes. Five 
permanent and 8 contract Poura karmikas 
(sweepers) take care of cleaning, collecting 
and disposing of the waste. It still needs 
another 15 sweepers to manage this 
problem. It has removed/withdrawn the 
dustbins placed at different places to make 
way for door to door waste collection. The 
TP has one vehicle to transport waste from 
town to the landfill/dumping yard. It needs 
one more vehicle for the purpose. Further, it 
claims that it has adopted segregation of 
waste at the source and also door to door 
collection. This activity has been outsourced 
by the TP. Since two years six Self Help 
Groups (SHGs) undertake door to door 
collection and they collect Rs.15/- per house 
per month as fee. It has one landfill with an 
area of 2.9 acres and need one more to take 
care of the quantity of waste generated. 
Again it is yet to develop this landfill 
scientifically and lacks important 
infrastructure in it. It is said that this landfill 
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has become open field for defecation for 
people around it. 
 

11.5.3.8 Housing  

As brought out earlier, the town typically 
looks like a village. A large number of 
houses are old and tiled houses. It has 206 
houseless families. Under Vajpayee Urban 
Housing Scheme 156 houses have been 
constructed. The TP’s accounts reveal the 
expenditure on housing during 2011-12 and 
2012-13 (See Table 11.5.2). But still the TP 
need to give attention towards in the coming 
years.    
 

 

 

 

 

11.5.3.9 Social Infrastructure       

Gudibanda town has adequate educational 
and health facilities. To alleviate poverty in 
urban areas there is one Central 
Government programme namely SJSRY 
(Swarnajayanthi Shahari Rozgar Yojana). 
The number of people assisted under this 
was very low till 2010 varying from 2 to 12. 
However, this has increased to 26 in 2011-
12 and 60 in 2012-13. Again of the selected 
beneficiaries only 50 per cent of them 
actually established self employment 
activities. With regard to expenditure on the 
beneficiaries there is no consistency over 
the years. It can be seen from Table 11.5.1 
that the average expenditure was more 
when the number of beneficiaries are less 
and vice versa. Also there is no reason for 
selecting very few in certain years.  

 
Table 11.5.1 

Details of Swarnajayanthi Shahari Rojgar Yojana  
in GudibandaTownPanchayat 

Year 
No. of Beneficiaries 

Selected 

No. Started own 
Self Employment 

Enterprise 

Actual Expenditure 
under the 

Programme (Rs. 
Lakh) 

Average 
Expenditure per 

Beneficiary (in Rs.) 

2005-06 10 5 0.52 10400 
2006-07 12 8 0.63 7875 

2007-08 9 5 0.78 15600 
2008-09 2 2 0.96 48000 
2009-10 2 1 1.14 114000 
2010-11 9 8 2.50 31250 
2011-12 26 20 3.50 17500 
2012-13 60 - 3.50 - 

Source: Gudibanda Town Panchayat 

 
With regard to parks it claims that it has 
developed 6 in recent years. But a look at 
the budgetary allocations nothing has been 
earmarked for this purpose. Similarly, it 
lacks playgrounds and formal market 
places. It has no plans to make the town  

 
green as it has not adopted any tree 
planting programme except in the waste 
dumping yard. Further, there is no evidence 
of demarcating budget for this purpose 
(Table 11.5.2).  
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Table 11.5.2 
Details of Expenditure on New Schemes/works 

by Gudibanda TP  (Rs. lakh) 
Schemes/Works 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

Slum Improvement 14.56 25.96 12.56 10.58 
Drinking water 24.56 82.96 62.56 16.00 
Sanitation 12.98 25.92 76.22 3.34 
Drainage 24.66 82.62 52.60 12.56 

Solid Waste 33.10 56.44 32.45 24.98 
Street lighting 16.56 75.40 25.60 12.00 
Roads 20.00 28.99 38.64 20.66 

Buildings - 20.00 - 6.50 
Public Toilets - - - - 
Playgrounds - - - - 
Burial grounds - - - - 

Poverty (SJSRY) 1.14 2.50 4.50 4.16 
Markets - - - - 
Parks - - - - 

Housing - - - - 
Forest/Green 
Cover 

- - - - 

SC/ST 0.48 33.50 32.46 20.75 
Others - - - - 

Total 113.38 480.03 351.21 138.61 
Source: Gudibanda Town Panchayat 

  

11.6 Concluding Remarks 
As the urbanisation is expanding, it is but 
natural for the policy makers and authorities 
to make cities/towns clean and livable. In 
Chikkaballapur district, urbanisation is 
slower than the trends observed at the state 
level. However, the urban bodies in the 
district are not without problems. 
Chikkaballapur city which is the district 
headquarters and also situated on the 
national Highway and also nearer to 
Kempegowda International Airport naturally 
its density of population is comparatively 
high and it continue to be so in the coming 
years thus posing problems in meeting 
infrastructure and services. Slums and slum 
population are also increasing in the ULBs 
of Chikkaballapur district. The ULBs in the 
district are better placed in road and street 
lights facilities but the same cannot be said 
with regard to footpaths. There is need to 
give attention towards creation of footpaths 
by Bagepalli, Gauribidanur and Sidlaghatta 
urban bodies.   
 

The Gauribidanur TMC needs to enhance 
the tap water to its citizens. Again, 
Gauribidanur TMC has to make a special 
effort to supply treated water where at 
present it is very low (14.07 per cent). The 
supply of untreated water to a large section 
of people will pose health problems. In 
Gauribidanur and Gudibanda urban bodies 
36 per cent and 21 per cent of households 
depend on water away from the houses. In 
none of the six ULBs water is supplied to the 
normative level of 135 LPCD. The gap is 
very high in Sidlaghatta, Chikkaballapur and 
Gauribidanur urban bodies. The authorities 
need to take cognizance of all these 
problems and make efforts to supply water 
through permanent and sustainable sources 
and at adequate levels. 
 
Another aspect that is directly related to 
health is status of latrines and disposal of 
solid waste. Though there is large 
improvement as far as latrines is concerned 
still the percentage of households without 
latrines in high particularly in Gudibanda and 



 

Bagepalli urban bodies. For disposal of 
liquid waste the four ULBs (Bagepalli, 
Chikkaballapur, Gauribidanur and 
Gudibanda) still depend on pit system. The 
underground sewage drainage construction 
is underway in two of the six ULBs 
(Chintamani and Sidlaghatta) and the work 
has to be expedited to provide the service to 
the citizens at the earliest. Plans have to be 
drawn up by the other four ULBs to take up 
underground sewage drainage system with 
the support of KUWSDB. 
 
 
 
With regard to solid waste disposal, the 
status in the six ULBs is far from 
satisfactory. The ULBs are yet to develop 
landfills scientifically. 
 

The above account of Gudibanda TP 
reveals that it is still in the grip of the old 
village style.  It has not come out of the rural 
characteristic features.  The features, 
occupation, the availability services and 
infrastructure - social and economic are all 
traditional in nature. There is no evidence of 
diversification of occupation from agriculture 
to non-agriculture activities. Local 
entrepreneurship is lacking. There is no 
stability in the elected body due to non 
conduct of elections from time to time. The 
shortage of personnel/staff has an adverse 
impact on the delivery of services. Limited 
schemes for poverty alleviation, slums, 
housing shortage, inadequate and unsafe 
drinking water, unsafe waste disposal, 
narrow roads are some of the major 
problems that exists in the Town. 
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Chapter 12 

Way Forward 
12.1 Introduction  
The State Level Human Development 
Reports present the status at the district 
level; differences do exist across the social 
groups and regions within the district and 
hence calls for district level HDR. All of this 
calls for a micro-based approach, something 
that is all the more important because 
planning now emerges from sub-district 
level. A micro level understanding of human 
development below the district level will 
allow targeted interventions to address 
specific needs. Further, disaggregation by 
social groups or regions can also enable the 
local community to demand for more 
resources as well as to force accountability 
on local governments. Thus, the district 
HDR not only captures the three important 
variables stated earlier but also the 
variables like gender, poverty etc 
 
 
 
The concept and methodology by and large 
adopted for DHDRs are based on those 
adopted by UNDP. UNDP countries adopted 
the same three basic indicators i.e., 
education, health and standard of 
living/income.  Simultaneously, an effort has 
been made to arrive at gender inequality 
index.  As said earlier, DHDRs will focus on 
taluk level human development issues that 
enhance the quality of life.  Accordingly, a 
modified methodology has been proposed to 
be adopted for all DHDRs from the point of 
view of indicators as well as the data 
availability and keeping in view the basic 
three dimensions of human development, 
viz., health, education and standard of living.  
For purpose of drawing HDI at the taluk 
level, use of taluk level indicators will be 
constructed.   
 
 

 

12.2 Discussion and Analysis 

on the following Issues 
 

12.2.1 Outline of HD and its 

measurement as indicated by 

different indicators 
The main features of DHDRs are that they 
will present indices on various human 
development issues numbering six.  They 
are: (1) Human Development Index (HDI), 
(2) Gender Inequality Index (GII), (3) Child 
Development Index (CDI), (4) Food Security 
Index (FSI), (5) Urban Development Index, 
and (6) Composite Taluk Development 
Index (CTDI). A set of indicators for each of 
the above indices have been identified.  
 

12.2.2  Educational 

Component 
There has been consistent progress in 
provision of facilities both in Chikkaballapur 
district as well as Karnataka.  But the 
composite index provision levels are higher 
for the state than Chikkaballapur district.  It 
was observed by DPI during its detailed 
analysis that the unfinished tasks relate to 
girls toilet, playground and compound wall.  
In 2012-13, there were 20 districts in the 
state which have the index above the state, 
of which, Dakshina Kannada, Kodagu and 
Gadag are nearing 100 per cent provision. 
 
Per capita government expenditure on 
education has increased in 2011-12 
compared with 2008-09.  The per capita 
expenditure on education increased from 
Rs.958 to Rs.1159.  The increase is seen in 
all the taluks but there are wide variations in 
the inter-taluk expenditure with Sidlaghatta 
taluk having Rs.1522 and Bagepalli taluk 
having Rs.985.  The reason for this 
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discrepancy in the per capita expenditure 
across taluks needs to be examined 
For Chikkaballapur district, the pass rate at 
the pre-university level disappointing.  The 
progress rate year-after-year is also not very 
impressive.  Year-after-year the trend is 
increasing but not much.  Intra year 
variations are there.  In 2011-12, in all taluks 
after improving in the previous two years the 
pass rate decreased.  Here again girls’ pass 
rates are higher than boys. 
 

12.2.3 Health Component  
One could go back to dimension-wise 
values to find out exactly in which areas the 
taluks have done well and those where they 
are lagging behind. The value for 
Chikkaballapur taluk for living standard 
dimension is highest among the six taluks 
and second in respect of health and 
education dimensions hence it ranks first in 
the total HDI. Chintamani taluk, ranks first in 
education dimension followed by second 
and third position in living standard and 
health respectively. Sidlaghatta taluk though 
ranks third among the six taluks in the 
overall HDI; its position in health sector is 
the best among the six taluks.  In the district, 
Bagepalli, Gauribidanur and Gudibanda 
taluks lag far behind the other three taluks in 
all the three dimensions. For Bagepalli taluk 
the standard of living dimension is pulling 
down its HDI, in the case of Gauribidanur 
the low index value of health dimension is 
the major contributory factor for its low HDI 
and for Gudibanda the values for all the 
dimensions are very low except health in 
which it is above Gauribidanur. 
 

12.2.4 Livelihood and Quality 
of Living Indicators like Water, 
Housing, Sanitation 

Components 
The Karnataka Habitat Policy has envisaged 
to prepare a reliable database for 
implementing housing programmes for the 
poor in rural and urban areas. Secondly, 
ownership of dwelling units shall be in the 
name of women in case of ex-servicemen. 

Physically disabled and widows. Whether 
these have been achieved is not known. 
There is no information or data available. 
Collecting and maintaining data on these as 
well as on other policy issues would help to 
study the exact position, the lacunae and 
where does it lie and to enable the 
researches to suggest suitable measures. 
 

There are a huge number of households 
without houses i.e. 42,248 of which rural are 
the maximum. The rural housing 
programmes have to look into this aspect. In 
Chikkaballapur district, Gauribidanur and 
Bagepalli are having the maximum number 
of houseless. The respective GPs have to 
address these, identify the problems and act 
accordingly. But the latest data is unknown. 
The survey done earlier is very old. Siteless 
households in Gauribidanur taluk are high. 
 
Households accounting for 25.11 per cent in 
rural Chikkaballapur do not have any 
household assets like telephone, cycle, TV. 
Radio. If they have telephone (mobile) it 
helps the rural households in reaching 
communication or sending them. This may 
be related to any matter like information on 
crops, publicity of government schemes 
beneficial to them etc. Providing mobile 
phones to those poor households with some 
terms and conditions would be helpful. 
 
Coming to sanitation and hygiene only 66.69 
per cent of households have bath room 
facilities. Bagepalli taluks has the maximum 
households without bath rooms. Drinking 
water and its availability are the critical 
issues in Chikkaballapur district and rural 
areas in particular. In Bagepalli and 
Sidlaghatta taluks about 55 per cent and 
more households get water supply of 20 – 
30 litres. This is a perennial problem. The 
measures undertaken by the government to 
mitigate the problem are not yielding the 
desired results. Once again these are all 
useful only if the district/taluks receive good 
rainfall. Many of the equipments and 
gadgets like filters, rainwater harvesting, De 
Fluoride Plants, the three mini reservoirs are 
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not much beneficial. There is a huge 
investment on these equipments, but 
ensuring that they are in working conditions 
and functional has not been done.  
Maintenance and repairs are totally absent. 
These all require frequent supervision and 
monitoring. These schemes benefit in the 
short term but long term and permanent 
solutions are needed.   
 
Absence to toilet infrastructure is a major 
hurdle in improving the quality of human life 
and thus the standard of living and better 
livelihood. The Nirmal Bharat Abhiyan/Total 
Sanitation Campaign though comes with 
attractive incentives for households to 
construct toilets, it has not made much 
headway because the households are not 
coming forward to avail this in a big way. 
Although targets have been assigned to the 
GPs, the implementation is far from reality. 
There are over 1,69,632 (77 per cent) 
households who do not have toilets in their 
premises. Open defecating is the most 
adopted method which the households are 
not willing to give up so easily. Public 
awareness about sanitation, hygiene 
through media is being undertaken. Grama 
Panchayats who are working with people 
directly have a major task to counsel and 
convince the households to have toilets in 
their premises. In addition since water is the 
basic necessity for using the toilets, 
whatever norm that is fixed has to be 
adhered in supplying water. Authorities have 
to involve the NGOs and other social 
activists in counselling the households.    
 

12.2.5 Combined HD Analysis 

of the District 
The HDI is the aggregate measure of 
human development. It captures the human 
development in three broader dimensions 
namely, standard of living, health and 
education. 
 
Among the six taluks Chikkaballapur taluk 
ranks first with the value of 0.855 followed 
by Chintamani 0.753, Sidlaghatta 0.725, 

Bagepalli 0.394 and Gauribidanur 0.367.  
Gudibanda taluk takes the last rank with 
0.366. The gap in HDI values across taluks 
is wide i.e. 0.489 between the first and the 
last ranking taluks, which reflects the sharp 
imbalances in the development of taluks.   
 
The measurement of Child human 
development takes into account three 
indicators viz. health, nutrition and 
education. Sidlaghatta taluk ranks first in 
CDI followed by Gauribidanur, 
Chikkaballapur, Chintamani, Bagepalli and 
Gudibanda taluks. The CDI is highest for 
Sidlaghatta at 0.941 and lowest for 
Gudibanda at 0.006. The gap in CDI 
between first rank and the last rank is quite 
wide. For Sidlaghatta taluk, health and 
education indexes are the driving factors 
(100 per cent mainstreaming of drop out 
children and low CMR) whereas for 
Gudibanda health and nutrition indexes are 
pulling down its CDI. Its CMR is 55, 
percentage of mal-nourished children is 
57.78 and children born underweight are 
also very high compared to other taluks 
 
Food Security Index (FSI) measures the 
poverty level as it directly involves 
availability food, nutrition, access of food, 
which are the basic needs of human beings. 
It has three dimensions namely food 
availability, accessibility and absorption 
capacities. Chikkaballapur taluk ranks first in 
FSI with an Index value of 0.647. For 
Chikkaballapur taluk the absorption and 
availability factors made its overall index 
above the other others. Next in order are 
Bagepalli (0.542), Chintamani (0.536), 
Sidlaghatta (0.528) and the last rank is by 
Gudibanda with index value of 0.331. 
Accessibility dimension is pulling down the 
Gudibanda overall index value. 
 
Urbanisation is something which is 
happening at a faster rate.  The growth of 
urban population is outpacing the rural 
segment much faster in Karnataka as 
elsewhere in the country.   
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Composite Taluk Development Index (CTDI) 
measures development across the taluks. 
Unlike the HDI, the CTDI takes into account 
a larger number of indicators. 
 

12.2.6 Regional Disparity of 

the present HD situation in the 

District 
In the Nanjundappa Committee Report 
Bagepalli taluk was listed under most 
backward taluks and it continues to be so 
even now albeit with some progress. 
Similarly, Gudibanda and Gauribidanur 
taluks were placed under more backward 
taluks category but it appears that their 
position has deteriorated with their rankings 
being low.  This kind of reversal of trend 
needs to be interrogated.  From the earlier 
chapters it may be noticed that among the 
six taluks, Gudibanda though smallest taluk 
and closer to the district headquarters has 
been lagging behind in all indicators. 
 
Among the six taluks of the district, the 
gender inequality is less in Gudibanda 
followed by Sidlaghatta, Chintamani, 
Chikkaballapur, Bagepalli and Gauribidanur 
taluks. Sidlaghatta taluk stands high in 
health index whereas Gauribidanur is at the 
lower position. Coming to Empowerment 
index the highest value is observed in 
Chikkaballapur taluk and the lowest in 
Bagepalli taluk. The labour index value 
reveals that inequality is low in Gauribidanur 
taluk contrary to high in Chintamani taluk. 
 
Sidlaghatta TMC with an index value of 
0.641 ranks first within the district followed 
by Chintamani CMC with 0.584, Bagepalli 
TMC 0.564, Chikkaballapur CMC 0.484, 
Gudibanda TP 0.356 and Gauribidanur TMC 
with an index value of 0.236 ranks last in the 
district. For Sidlaghatta the indicators such 
as low percentage of households without 
own houses, better road length (high at 17 
kms per sq km) and lower crime rate (low at 
18) are the driving factors whereas for 
Gauribidanur TMC the indicators such as 
low percentage of households with tap water 

connection (low at 31.56 per cent), per cent 
of slum population (high at 35.24 per cent) 
and low per capita development expenditure 
(Rs.1144) are pulling down its index values 
 
The CTDI shows that Chikkaballapur taluk 
with an index value of 0.620 stands first 
followed by Sidlaghatta (0.581), Gudibanda 
(0.537), Chintamani (0.504), Bagepalli 
(0.393) and Gauribidanur (0.349). For 
Chikkaballapur taluk better housing and 
asset position, participation, sanitation and 
drinking water are the driving forces. For 
Sidlaghatta education index value is higher 
than the other five taluks. For Gudibanda 
demographic index value is higher than 
other taluks, Chintamani taluk’s position in 
housing and assets and livelihood 
parameters are better than other 
parameters. Bagepalli taluk leads in 
livelihood and health indexes. Gauribidanur 
taluk is better placed only in health 
parameter. 
 
The human development level under various 
parameters in Chikkaballapur district (Table 
3.8.1) reveals that Chikkaballapur ranks first 
in three indices (HDI, FSI and CTDI) out six 
indices, Sidlaghatta ranks first in 2 indices 
(CDI and UDI) and ranks second in two 
other indices (GII and CTDI). These two 
taluks are better placed compared to the 
other four taluks. Chintamani taluk figures in 
upper middle (average) level with second 
rank in HDI and UDI and third in GII and 
FSI. On the other hand, Gudibanda, 
Bagepalli and Gauribidanur taluks occupy 
the lower ranks in most of the indices. 
Though Gudibanda ranks 6th in HDI, 
Gauribidanur taluk’s overall position is lower 
than the other taluks.  The wide disparity in 
the development of taluks persists in the 
district.  
 

12.3 The Way Ahead 

12.3.1 Future HD Strategy for 

the Education Sector  
The Infrastructure Index for primary school 
level in 2011-12 was 97 each in Gudibanda 
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taluk.  Bagepalli and Chintamani taluks have 
96 each.  Sidlaghatta taluk has the lowest 
94 index.  The upper primary schools have 
slightly lower infrastructure index.  Inter-
taluk variations are large from 82 per cent in 
Bagepalli taluk to 96 per cent in Gudibanda 
taluk. 
 
The areas where nothing has happened are 
playground, ramps and compound wall.  In 
2011-12, there are no schools in any of the 
levels, which do not have separate toilets for 
girls, electricity, drinking water and library. 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
have laid down in the Millennium 
Declaration of the United Nations to achieve 
universal primary education and eliminating 
gender disparity at all levels of education by 
2015.  Keeping this in view, the Government 
of India has set a target of ensuring that all 
children in the age group 6-11 years 
complete a full course in primary education 
by 2015.  Universal enrolment is one of the 
five guiding parameters of Universalisation 
of Elementary Education (UEE) as laid down 
in the Tenth Five Year Plan.  The plan also 
aims at bringing down gender gap in literacy 
by 50 per cent over the plan period.  SSA 
seeks to achieve these goals. 
 
Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) which 
embodies some of the earlier past 
programmes was launched in 2001 and is a 
time-bound initiative of the Government of 
India in partnership with the states, the local 
governments and the community to provide 
elementary education to all children in the 
age group of 6-14 years by 2010.  The goals 
set-forth are: 
i. All children in school, Education 

Guarantee Centre, alternate school, 
‘Back to School’ camp by 2003; 

ii. All children to complete five years of 
primary schooling by 2007; 

iii. All children to complete eight years of 
schooling by 2010; 

iv. Focus on quality elementary 
education with emphasis on education 
for life; 

v. To bridge all gender and social 
category gaps at primary stage by 
2007 and at elementary education 
level by 2010 and 

vi. Universal retention by 2010. 
vii. The RTE stipulates pupil-teacher ratio 

of 30 for every school at primary level 
and 35 at the upper primary level.  In 
addition, there is a provision for 
improvement in school infrastructure 
such as one classroom per class, one 
classroom for every teacher, the 
school building should have separate 
toilet facilities for boys and girls, safe 
drinking water facilities in place, 
separate kitchen to cook mid-day 
meals and the school should have 
playgrounds and boundary walls.  The 
centre and state shall have concurrent 
responsibility of providing funds for 
carrying out the provision of the Act. 

 
The eleventh five-year plan had set a 
national target of 85 per cent literacy by 
2012.  However, the state has not achieved 
 
Among the six taluks of Chikkaballapur 
district, the government run schools are 
more in Chintamani and Gauribidanur taluks 
whereas the schools run by aided and 
unaided management are found to be higher 
in Chintamani and Chikkaballapur taluks.  
This reflects that private schools are shying 
away from rural areas. 
 
The GER and NER do not move in tandem 
with each other.  The GER for the age group 
6-11 years has declined from 109.01 in 
2007-08 to 101.97 in 2011-12.  The NER for 
this age group declined marginally from 
98.88 in 2007-08 to 98.12 in 2011-12.  Intra-
year ratio depicts a mixed trend.  In the 
State, the NER in fact has increased from 
96.10 to 99.21.  This can be partly explained 
by decline in population growth between 
2001 and 2011 and the consequent decline 
in school going group.  This pattern in GER 
and NER can be seen for the age group 11-
14 years. 
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The better attendance rate does itself reflect 
the magnitude of dropout of children from 
school.  For the entire district at the primary 
level, the dropout rate got increased 
marginally to 13.49 in 2011-12 from that of 
2008-09.  If one takes the taluk level 
performance the dropout rate was increased 
in Gauribidanur and Gudibanda.  In other 
taluks there was moderate increase. 
At the secondary level in 2011-12 the drop-
out rates are very high for Chintamani 12.18 
per cent followed by Gudibanda 9.01 per 
cent, Sidlaghatta taluk has the lowest drop-
out rate of less than one per cent.  Girls 
have lower dropout rate than boys in 
Chikkaballapur and Gudibanda taluk. 
The kind of trend of pass rates between 
SSLC and PUC reflect the standard of 
education between these two levels.  It is 
not known how students who have 
performed so well in SSLC show a dismal 
performance in PUC.  Are they not able to 
cope with the higher and extensive syllabus 
in PUC?  One needs to look into this and 
examine the reasons for this low pass rate 
in PUC. 
 

12.3.2 Future HD Strategy for 

Health Sector 
Health is one of the angles of the triangle of 
Human Development.  The other two being 
income and education. 
 

In the health sector there are many goals 
set by five year plans, Millennium 
Development Goals, National Population 
Policy, Karnataka State Integrated Health 
Policy 2004, and the Karnataka Vision 2020.  
All of them have primarily aimed at reducing 
IMR, MMR and under 5 age mortality rate.  
Aiming at 100 per cent institutional 
deliveries, protect eligible couples, 
immunize children fully are among the other 
targets.  Karnataka has made much 
headway in all these parameters.  In almost 
all the parameters the state’s achievement 
are above the national achievements.  The 
state has reached some of the goals and 
into reaching the other goals also 
 

The Karnataka’s vision 2020 had fixed a 
target of 25 per cent as the IMR to be 
achieved by 2020, while the MDG has 
stipulated IMR of 26.7 per cent to be 
achieved by 2015.  The actual achievement 
of IMR at the end of March 2012 was 32 for 
Karnataka.  With 2 years left to achieve 
MDG target of 26.77 per cent and 8 years to 
go to achieve Karnataka Vision 2020 target 
of 25 per cent, it remains to be seen 
whether these would be accomplished. 
 

The IMR of the district in 2011-12 was 34 
among taluks Sidlaghatta taluk has a very 
low IMR of 15 whereas for Gudibanda and 
Gauribidanur have higher IMR of 48 and 43 
respectively. 
 
But discreet enquiries with villagers as also 
the discussions held at various meetings it 
has come to limelight there are still many 
deliveries taken place at home in the remote 
interior villages and cases of infants’ deaths 
have happened.  But the villagers hide this 
information from the authorities and hence 
go unnoticed and not registered.  These 
issues need to be tackled with utmost care 
to get the realistic IMR. 
 
The state in its Vision 2020 has set a goal of 
35 to be achieved by 2020, while MDG has 
set a higher U5MR of 42 to be achieved by 
2015. 
 

The Karnataka Vision 2020 aims to reduce 
MMR to 90 by 2020, while the actual for 
Karnataka for 2011-12 is 178 
 
The per capita expenditure in 2011-12 was 
Rs.157 vis-à-vis Rs.139 in 2008-09. 
 

12.3.2.1 An Overview: Performance 

and Inadequacies of Health Care 

Chikkaballapur district is on the right path to 
achieve the MDGs, the Karnataka Vision 
2020 and the Twelfth Five-Year Plan 
targets.  This is entirely based on the data 
supplied by the authorities.  But still there 
are some uncomfortable questions like how 
many cases are reported, whether all 
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pregnant women in rural areas are 
registered formally, how many infant deaths 
go unnoticed etc.  Whether health 
infrastructures in the remote areas in 
villages inaccessible are adequate?  
Whether all PHCs are manned by a doctor?  
There is acute shortage of doctors, 
specialists and nurses to serve these areas.  
Mere numbers presented in the above 
sections do not fully disclose the ground 
realities. 
 
Major Observations of Regional Evaluation 
Team, Bengaluru about the Evaluation work 
in Chikkaballapur District of Karnataka in 
October, 2009 
The best document available is the major 
observations of the Regional Evaluation 
Team in Chikkaballapur district in October 
2009.  The Team visited the PHCs and 
CHCs in Melur, Paresandra and 
Manchenahalli and sub-centres in 
Bhaktarahalli, Melur-B, Pulavarahalli, 
Kammaguttahalli, Sadenahalli and 
Upparahalli.  The major observations are 
presented below. 
 

1 Human Resources 

• 2 (33 per cent) posts of district 
Programme Officers, 4 (66%) posts of 
Taluk Health Officers,   5 (11 per cent) 
posts of specialists and 5 (7%) posts of 
Medical Officers were lying vacant in 
the district. 

• 23 (85 per cent) posts of male health 
assistants, 33 (71 per cent) posts of 
LHVs, 43 (46 per cent) posts of staff 
nurses, 13 (81 per cent) posts of Block 
Health Educators and 111 (79 per cent) 
posts of MPW male were also vacant at 
district level. 

• In the three visited PHCs, 1 post of 
MPW (M) at PHC Melur, 1 post of Block 
Health Educator, 1 post of First Division 
Assistant, and 1 LHV post were vacant 
at PHC Paresandra.1 post of staff 
nurse and 5 posts of MPW (M) and 1 
post of First Division Assistant were 
also vacant at PHC Manchenahalli. 

 

2 Implementation of Rogi Kalyan 

Samithi (RKS) and VHSCs 
 

• Rogi Kalyan Samithis called Arogya 
Raksha Samithi (ARS) in the state 
have been set up in all 50 PHCs, 2 
CHCs, 5 Sub district hospitals and 
district Hospital in the district. 

• Out of the amount of Rs. 57,75,000 
available to ARSs in the district during 
2008-09, only Rs. 5,27,842 was spent. 
No funds were provided to these 
samithis during 2009-10. 

• It was reported that under 151 Gram 
Panchayats 1203 VHSCs were set up 
in the district VHSCs. 

• In the sub-centres visited, it was 
observed that VHSC accounts were 
being maintained by Anganawadi 
workers. Utilisation of VHSC funds was 
not satisfactory because of non co-
operative Sarpanches (Presidents of 
GPs). In practice, VHSCs were not 
conducting regular meetings for 
passing resolutions on sanitation etc. 
Instead, Sarpanches were drawing the 
entire VHSC amount without doing the 
actual work. 

• No funds were released to VHSCs 
during 2009-10. 

 

3. Services of Janani Suraksha 

Yojana (JSY) 

• It was reported that women belonging 
to the families of BPL, SC/ST category 
are only eligible to receive JSY cash 
incentive for the first two deliveries. The 
rate are: for institutional deliveries at 
Rs. 700 in rural area, and  Rs. 600 in 
urban area, Rs. 1500 for caesarean 
delivery and at Rs. 500 for home 
delivery in the state. 

• Out of 11,000 deliveries eligible for JSY 
cash incentives, cash benefits have 
been paid to 10182 mothers during 
2008-09 in the district. 

• It was found that JSY is functioning in 
proper way in the district. Almost all 62 
JSY beneficiaries contacted confirmed 
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that they received JSY assistance after 
delivery. 

 

4 Twenty-four (24) hour Delivery 

Care System 

• In the district, 16 PHCs were 
functioning as 24 - hour delivery care 
institutions. Only 3 of them were 
functioning with 2 MOs and the 
remaining 13 PHCs have only one 
Medical Officer posted there. 

• No additional budget was released to 
these PHCs as compared to other 
normal (non - 24X7) PHCs except the 
salary of staff nurses. There was three 
staff nurses posted in these PHCs. 

• Among the PHCs visited, in PHC Melur 
102 deliveries were conducted during 
2008-09, which is below the minimum 
stipulated deliveries of 10 per month 
fixed for 24X7 institutions. 

 

• Staff nurses appointed on contract 
basis in 24X7 centres were not 
received their salary every month 
regularly; due to administrative delay at 
the district office, they got salary once 
in 3-4 months. 

 

5 ASHA Scheme 

• During current year 2009-10 up to the 
end of Sept. 2009, 1100 ASHA were 
selected. 

• Training to ASHAs was yet to be 
started. 

 

6 Untied Funds 

• In the visited Sub-centres, Untied 
Funds were not utilized as per the 
guidelines. VHSC minutes to incur 
expenditure were not recorded in these 
SCs. Cash books were not maintained 
properly and money was drawn without 
passing resolution in VHSC meetings. 

• Untied funds were not provided to SCs 
during 2009-10 

• In the visited PHCs, Melur and 
Paresandra untied funds were utilized 
as per the guidelines after taking 

approval of the committee members of 
Rogi Kalyan Samithi. 

7 Physical Infrastructure and Stock 

Position: PHCs 

• PHCs visited at Melur and Peresandra 
were functioning in Government 
buildings. 

• Operation Theater was not functional in 
both the PHCs. 

• Residential quarters were not available 
for MOs in PHC at Paresandra. 

• AYUSH MO was not posted at PHC 
Melur. 

Sub-Centres 

• Visited sub-centres at Bhaktarahalli, 
Melur-B, and Pulavarahalli have no 
building to operate. ANMs of these 
centers operate from either from 
villager’s house or from her quarter 
situated at PHC premises. 

• Examination table, delivery table, 
mclnsh sheet, Ambu bag/Suction, 
weighing machine for infants, IUD 
insertion kit and BP apparatus were not 
available in most of the visited sub 
centres. 

• Similarly, some of the drugs like DDKs, 
EC pills, Tab. Paracetamol, Tab, Tab 
Oxytocin, Cap. Ampicillin and Inj. 
Gentamycin were not available in most 
of the visited sub centres. 

 

8 Knowledge and Opinion of the 

Community on Health Services 

•  As many as 40 mothers having child 
up to one year old were interviewed in 
the coverage area of 4 sub-centres 
visited in the district for assessment of 
their knowledge and opinion on the 
services provided by ANMs. 

•  Most of the mothers were satisfied with 
the maternal care services i.e. three 
PNC check-ups, birth weight of baby 
and proper counseling on breast 
feeding practices etc. received by 
them.
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• 36 (90 per cent) Mothers were found to 
be not aware of danger sign of ARI. 

• Public Opinion was good on the 
services being rendered by PHC/CHC 
visited by the team. Village leader, and 
ANC/PNC beneficiaries and others, all 
have expressed good opinion on the 
functioning of PHCs. 

 

9  Maintenance of Registers 

• Reported performance in respect of 
sterilization and IUD for the year 2008-
09 and 2009-10 could not be verified 
due to absence of registers at the PHC 
and sub centres. 

• EC registers, MCH registers, monthly 
reporting formats and cash book for 
untied funds were not provided to some 
of the sub-centres visited. 

 

10 Other Observations and 

Suggestions 

• Some of the visited SCs were not 
having any room for conducting clinics 
though they were drawing clinic rent at 
Rs. 500/- per month. This is misuse of 
SC funds and should not have been 
drawn for those who have no rented 
building. Every SC should have at least 
one clinic room or conducting 
immunization sessions, ANC/ PNC 
examinations and for keeping SC 
drugs, equipments and records. 

• Stock registers were not maintained for 
equipments and drug purchase under 
NRHM funds at the SCs. A separate 
stock register may be maintained for 
purchase of equipments and drugs 
made under NRHM funds. 

 
In the light of the above revelations health 
sector in Chikkaballapur district has to focus 
on the following strategies:  
 
1. To achieve all goal spilt in the 

Karnataka vision Document 2020, 
Millennium Development Goals 
Karnataka  health Policy  

2. To react the lacunas reveled by the 
finding of the report such as India 
Human Development Report 2011, 
Karnataka Economic Survey of Various 
years. 

3. The Regional Evaluation Team. 
Bengaluru its documents has prompted 
many shortcomings about the function 
of PHCs an CHCs in ChiKkaballapur 
district 17 2009. These are very 
important and need attention if the 
authorities unless rural health case is 
improved the overall well being of 
human and their development would 
become lopsided  

4. Health infrastructure: The norm such as 
one doctor for 100 people should be 
achieved if not at once but in a phased 
manner. Similar hospitals, nurses and 
beds have not improved at all these 
have to be strengthened. This is very 
natal  

5.  The areas which are a matter of 
concern, IMR, Child IMR, Sex Ratio, 
MMR, Institutional Delivery, ANC 
coverage, Anemia among the pregnant 
and children and malnutrition.   

 
The per capita expenditure on health is low 
in addition to showing wide differences taluk 
to taluk.  
 
The published data does not reveal the 
ground realities. Further, most of the data 
pertain to government sector. The remote 
areas are the most vulnerable and the 
deaths, births etc. are not being reported 
and hence not covered. The discreet 
enquires with the villages reveals much 
more distressing information. These need to 
be captured. Relevant steps should be 
taken to pay serious attention to these. 
Last but not least is about quality and timely 
data available published as well as obtained 
from the departments/offices. They are not 
accurate, full of errors and also inconsistent. 
More serious efforts needed to capture all 
the relevant data on regular basis. 
Otherwise the efforts would not yield desired 
results.
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12.3.3 Future Strategy for 

Livelihood Sector  
The total number of households without 
houses in Chikkaballapur district was 42248 
which accounts for 14.97 per cent of the 
total households in the district.  For the state 
as a whole the percentage is same i.e. 
17.85 per cent.  The rural houseless 
households form the major portion 41635 or 
98.55 per cent. Therefore, the problem of 
houseless households is acute in rural 
Chikkaballapur.  More than a quarter of the 
houseless households are in Gauribidanur 
taluk followed by Bagepalli taluk.  But as 
proportion to the households, the houseless 
are highest in Bagepalli, Gauribidanur and 
Gudibanda.  Only in Chintamani, it is the 
lowest 6.78 per cent. 

The site less number of households in 
Chikkaballapur district was 29907 which 
mean 10.59 per cent of total households did 
not have sites at all.  Here again the rural 
segment has a higher per cent of site less 
households i.e. 86.93 of the total site less.  
In the total rural households this formed 
11.80 per cent.  Taluk-wise Gauribidanur 
taluk has the highest site less households 
11085 out of total site less households it 
constitutes 16.22 per cent.  But as 
proportion to total households it is 
Gudibanda taluk which accounts for the 
highest of 18.57 per cent.  Chintamani taluk 
has the lowest proportion of 4.62 per cent of 
households would be 23.85 per cent.  This 
pattern is true in case of rural areas also.  
As far as urban sector is concerned, largest 
proportion of site less households is in 
Gudibanda taluk 24.46 per cent as 
compared to its total households. 

As for the type of these residential houses, 
those which are of permanent type are only 
72.77 per cent for the district, even though 
Gudibanda taluk has the proportion of 
permanent type houses.  But as compared 
with 2001 census there is improvement as 
the proportion of permanent houses which 
was 68.95 per cent for the district improved 
to 72.77 per cent.  Gudibanda taluk showed 

deterioration from 85.10 per cent to 76.47 
per cent so with Chintamani taluk. 

The households classified by the number of 
dwelling rooms according to 2011 census 
for Chikkaballapur district including rural and 
urban reveal that more than one-third of the 
households has one room i.e., 37.77 per 
cent and those having 2 rooms form 23.66 
per cent and households having exclusive 
rooms are 23.54 per cent. 

The Census 2011 data suggests that a little 
more than 85 per cent of the total 
households in Chikkaballapur district have 
separate kitchen. 

Though quite sizeable households have 
separate kitchen, when it comes to separate 
bathroom facility – it is low, only 66.69 per 
cent of the households have separate toilet 
facility. 

 

Compared to the State, the status of 
drinking water in Chikkaballapur district is 
not satisfactory.  Majority of the habitations 
are covered under the category above 50 
per cent and below 75 per cent.  Together 
with the coverage of above 25 per cent and 
below 50 per cent, and less than 25 per cent 
they form 84.43 per cent of the total 
habitations whereas this at the state forms 
68.37 per cent.  Therefore, Chikkaballapur 
district needs to focus on better coverage of 
rural habitations with drinking water. 

Majority of the habitations i.e. 823 or 41.54 
per cent get 20 – 30 LPCD water.  These 
getting above 40 LPCD account for 17.57 
per cent. Gudibanda taluk as we have seen 
earlier has been lagging behind in many of 
the indicators.  But in respect of drinking 
water, 57.80 per cent of the habitations get 
more than 40 LPCD.  Gauribidanur taluk is 
relatively better placed.  But in Chintamani 
only 3.17 per cent of habitations get more 
than 40 LPCD.  In Bagepalli and Sidlaghatta 
taluks 56.75 per cent and 53.19 per cent 
habitation get 20 – 30 LPCD.  The position 
in Gauribidanur taluk is not satisfactory.
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Between 2001 and 2011 there is no 
improvement in the pattern of drinking water 
supply in Chikkaballapur district in rural 
areas.  The households covered by tap 
water supply declined marginally from 70.13 
per cent in 2001 to 69.48 per cent in 2011. 
Households covered by untreated tap water 
account for more than 66 per cent for the 
district.  The situation in Bagepalli is worst 
the percentage is as high as 85.34 per cent 
very close is the Gudibanda taluk with 80.4 
per cent.  But the other taluks also suffer 
from this in a big way. 

The percentage of urban households 
covered by tap water declined from 85.50 
per cent in 2001 to 78.57 per cent in 2011 
which is not a good sign. 

The urban bodies are not even getting 50 
per cent of the required LPCD.  Again 
Gauribidanur taluk gets only 25 per cent.  
The situations in other taluks are also very 
bad. 
 
In rural Chikkaballapur district there is some 
improvement in the toilet facilities in 2011 
compared with 2001.  In 2001 83.26 per 
cent of the households did not have toilet 
within the premises which declined to 77.00 
per cent in 2011.  In other words, there is 
some increase in households with the toilet 
facility within from 16.20 to 23.00 per cent in 
this period.  For a ten-year period this 
progress is very low.  Further across the 
taluks in Bagepalli the situation is alarming 
because the percentage of households not 
having toilet facilities shot up to 88.58 per 
cent from 84.19 per cent. 

In respect of those households not having 
latrine facility which is a large number 
(1,69,632 in 2011), there are 2 ways by 
which this is taken care of.  One is using 
public toilet facility and the other is open 
defecating.  In this respect it is a very sorry 
state of affairs as 96.49 per cent of the 
households in this category practice open 
defecating i.e. 163675. 

In Chikkaballapur district, as per Census 
2011, 15.68 per cent of the urban 
households do not have latrine i.e., 9722 
households out of 62002 total households 
which shows a decline over 2001 of 25.53 
per cent.  This is slightly lower than the state 
average of 15.07 per cent or 800853 
households out of 5315715 households.  
There is a strong rural, urban divide in this 
respect.  There is a good improvement in 
the percentage of urban households having 
latrine from 74.47 per cent in 2001 to 84.32 
per cent in 2011 and these percentages 
compare well with that of the state’s 75.23 
per cent and 84.93 per cent respectively. 

The people of Chikkaballapur district 
especially Bagepalli, Gudibanda and 
Chintamani taluks are highly afflicted with 
various diseases due to consumption of high 
fluoride content water. Many measures were 
initiated to provide safe water to the people. 
However due to natural and administrative 
lapses people continue to depend mostly 
upon bore well water. Local health facilities 
are inadequate to treat some of the 
ailments. A Charitable Trust run by 
Bagepalli MLA is helping some people by 
linking them to Dr. M S Ramaiah Hospital 
where they get treatment at concessional 
rates.  Again in discussions gathered, it was 
revealed even in these taluks where the 
fluoride problems was minimal, have stated 
showing-up in a large way (e.g. 
Chikkaballapur). 
 
The long term measures to overcome the 
above problem is rejuvenation and 
deepening of the existing water bodies, 
clearing encroachments and rejuvenation of 
feeder channels of rivers and tanks,
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 construction of water harvesting structures 
(roof top, cheek dams etc) on a large scale, 
measures to increase the forest coverage, 
efficient governance and management of D 
F Plants and above all a long lasting 
solution i.e. tapping west flowing water as 
suggested by Paramashivaiah Committee 
(Government initiated Yettinahole project) 
and extending the Hemavathi river water to 
the district. 
 
There is no doubt that there is ample scope 
for improving the standard of living in 
Chikkaballapur district.  In many of the 
parameters, the district is lagging behind the 
state average.  Much needs to be done in 
the quality of houses, large number of 
houseless households in rural areas, 
sanitation, drainage and other infrastructure 
such as large unbanked villages and large 
number of households not availing banking 
facilities.  Across the taluks, Gudibanda and 
Gauribidanur  taluks status is not 
satisfactory.  As far as latrine infrastructure 
is concerned disposing of night soil in the 
open drain, night soil disposal by human 
and open defecation in toilet less 
households are still existent.  First priority 
should be given to these households i.e., 
dry toilets to be replaced and toilet less 
households to be given the first priority.  
These are the critical areas which need 
immediate and utmost attention.  The 
progress of Nirmal Bharat Abhiyan as 
revealed by the Baseline Survey (BLS) of 
GPs reveals that there are still 1,38,945 
rural households accounting for 68.86 per 
cent of the total rural households which do 
not have toilets.  Out of this, Sidlaghatta has 
the maximum followed by Chikkaballapur 
taluk, Chintamani taluk, Bagepalli, 
Gudibanda and Gauribidanur  taluk.  The 
percentages of rural households not having 
toilets are 72.63 in Chikkaballapur taluk, 
69.52 in Chintamani taluk, 67.48 per cent in 
Bagepalli; 62.94 per cent in Gauribidanur , 
65.01 per cent in Gudibanda and 77.24 per 
cent in Sidlaghatta.  The BLS further show 
that in the district the number of BPL 
households not having toilets is much more 

than the APL households i.e., 90.83 per cent 
of the total households without toilets.  In the 
district, 971 schools out of 1787 schools 
have toilets and contrary to this only 58 out 
of 1093 anganawadis have toilets.  As at 
end July 2014 the targets set-forth to 
achieve total sanitation are not achieved 
and the achievement is 49.51 per cent only.  
While this is not a satisfactory progress, 
much more needs to be done on all 
infrastructures in rural and urban areas. 
 

12.3.4 Future HD Strategy for 

the Dalits and Tribals  
There is lot more improvement among the 
scheduled caste and scheduled tribe people 
in Chikkaballapur district.  This is entirely 
due to focused and dedicated positive State 
intervention policies and schemes which 
have helped to a great extent to uplift these 
socially depressed groups.  Positive, better 
and visible achievements can be seen on 
the education front.  The enrolment of SC 
and ST is almost on par with the non-SC/ST 
group.  But at literacy levels the gap persists 
though reduced to a great extent.  The sex 
ratio as well as child sex ratio are on par 
with their counterparts.  The dropout, out of 
school numbers as reported by DDPI though 
do not show an alarming numbers, the data 
given may not reveal the complete picture.  
It must be underreported. 
 
The health issues in respect of SC are in 
line with the general trend.  But due to acute 
poverty among them, affordability of costly 
health treatment is an issue.  There is no 
MMR, and all deliveries are institutional.  But 
again this may not reveal a full picture. 
 
Occupational pattern of SC and ST reflect 
their backwardness as most of them are into 
marginal category, agricultural labourers 
and very few cultivators.  This again raises 
the question of asset ownership.  Very few 
own assets.  Most of them are marginal 
farmers with small and invisible land.  The 
ownership of agricultural land holdings is not 
commensurate with their population.
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The SC and ST not only suffer from lack of 
social resources, they are also denied of 
access to both material and cultural 
resources.  Apart from material deprivation, 
they experience a greater magnitude of 
social exclusion which is manifested in their 
poor access to human development.  This 
has been established without any doubt 
from the previous section 9.7 the CDDI. 
 
As for their income, since most of them are 
into casual labour agricultural labourers, 
they do not enjoy regular stable and 
continuous income. 
 
The livelihood issues of SC and ST are far 
from satisfactory.  Most of them do not have 
pucca houses. A large number of their 
households do not have house or house 
sites.  Though a good proportion of them 
have access to drinking water, a large 
number have to fetch water far away from 
their premises.  Further quite a good 
proportion do not get treated water.  
Sanitation is the most important aspect 
which is a cause of major concern.  More 
than 70 per cent of their households do not 
have toilets.  Open defecation is largely 
practiced by the same 70 per cent 
households.  Still the serviced toilets 
through night soil by human is in vogue.  
The open defecation free status is far from 
reality. 
 
On the whole the development of scheduled 
caste and scheduled tribe presents a 
somewhat a mixed picture.  On certain front 
they excelled but on some they are lagging 
behind.  Despite the best efforts by central 
and state governments they have travelled 
only half way through.  These efforts need to 
continue and focus should be to put an end 
to social exclusion, atrocities/ crimes against 
these groups. 

12.3.5 Future Strategy for the 

Gender Development 
The emerging picture on gender 
development is a mixed one.  Falling in sex 

ratio, gender gap in literacy, widening gap in 
dropout, enrolment and transition despite 
some improvement in some of the attributes.  
The empowerment of women and their 
representation in the local bodies etc. is also 
meeting the required norms.  But when it 
comes to their work participation the 
situation is very bad.  There is drastic 
decline in their participation and they are 
pushed into marginalized labour and are 
driven to poverty.  One cannot be 
complacent about the atrocities/ crimes 
committed against women.  As said earlier 
more than 90 per cent of female 
employment is in the unorganized sector 
apart from considerable differences in 
wages and other work conditions.  Except in 
the case of casual labour in public works 
under MGNREGS, the average wages for 
female casual labourers are much lower 
than the stipulated minimum wages.  The 
informal sector which has grown 
phenomenally in both rural and urban is 
over represented by women employees.  It 
is also reported that women in government 
service form a very small proportion.  Thus 
the labour front is not friendly to poor 
women.  The fact that more and more men 
are migrating from rural and that the 
informal sector has grown faster than the 
agricultural sector should have given more 
opportunities for women to undertake those 
works done by men.  But the reality is that 
women get jobs traditionally held by men 
only when men leave those jobs, because 
they have ceased to be remunerative.  Once 
the jobs held by women become 
remunerative, their men take over those.  
Overall the fruits of economic development 
have not trickled down to some of these 
poorer sections of the people. 
 
Another fact is women’s access to 
resources, natural or otherwise.  Ownership 
of assets is another phenomenon exhibits 
the high inequality between men and 
women.  The third important factor is access 
to credit by women in rural areas where land 
ownership is an important determining 
factor.  The fourth is the large scale absence 
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of women in trade unions/ associations 
where women issues are not given priority.  
How many women undergo hardships 
because they do not have access to 
electricity, drinking water, cooking fuel and 
toilets.  Environmental degradation 
manifested in disappearing forests, 
deteriorating soil conditions and depleting 
water resources are all gradually reducing 
the availability of water, fuel and other 
common property resources. 
 
Crimes against women tend to be under-
reported.  Very rarely complaints of wife 
beating have been registered.  Widespread 
illiteracy among women, subordination and 
cultural barriers block their path to justice.  
In urban areas where there are highly 
literate women are also not an exception to 
this. 
 
The latest developments are showing some 
hopes of redressal of women’s problems 
and reducing the gender gap such as the 
government’s income generating activities 
through their Shree Shakti schemes, their 
representation in governance, incentives for 
girls’ education etc. 
 
Women’s empowerment and their economic 
development seen through the Shree Sarthe 
Schemes of the government has helped the 
women to a large extent.  But the 
membership of SC and ST women which 
was impressive in 2007-08 somewhat 
slowed down later. 
 

12.3.6 Future Strategy for 

Other Sectors 
When the High Power Committee for 
Redressal of Regional Imbalances went 
through the dimensions of backwardness in 
June 2002, Chikkaballapur district did not 
exist.  Since all the taluks of the present 
district belonged to erstwhile Kolar district, 
the HPCRRI for the first time constructed 
taluk-wise development index and 
accordingly classified the backwardness of 
the taluks.  Accordingly, there was only one 

taluk – Chikkaballapur which was 
categorized as developed with an index of 
above 1.02, while 2 taluks were classified as 
relatively developed Chintamani 0.97 and 
Sidlaghatta 0.91, two taluks have been 
grouped under more backward Gudibanda 
0.84 and Gauribidanur  0.83.  One taluk 
Bagepalli was grouped as most backward 
0.76.  While these data are old, still they are 
relevant because taluk-wise development 
indices have been constructed till today.  
After 12 years, the regional disparity in 
terms of inter-taluk imbalances do exist.  
They might have improved over this period 
but developed would have turned more 
developed and mainstreaming the excluded 
taluks remains a challenge.  Gudibanda, the 
smallest taluk in which the NH-7 runs 
through continue to lag behind.  The taluk 
has no industrial area.  The taluk has not 
made much progress in industrial 
development.  Chikkaballapur district 
compared to other industrial districts has 
been slow in industrialisation.  Though the 
district is endowed with rich agricultural and 
horticultural resources, their potential has 
not been tapped.  The regional 
backwardness would be more distinctly 
pronounced in the chapters to follow where 
sectoral developments and issues would be 
discussed. 
 
Chikkaballapur district is rich in agricultural, 
horticultural and livestock resources.  It s a 
major producers of food crops such as 
maize, ragi and horticultural crops such as 
sapota, papaya, guava, grapes and 
mangoes and silk.  It is providing 
connectivity to key business centres – key 
transport link to North-Bengaluru.  Many 
major industrial projects are on the anvil.  
Textile is also an important industrial activity 
because the district is the second largest of 
producer of mulberry. 
 
Since the district is still young and many 
developmental activities have begun since 
2010, there will be a gap of gestation period 
to reap the full benefits. 
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The growth rates of Chikkaballapur district 
as measured by gross district income at 
current prices are lower than that of  State 
except in 2011-12.  Its per capita income is 
also far below that of the State.  The 
sectoral contribution reveals that there is a 
transition in the pattern whereby the tertiary 
sector is taking over the other two sectors 
quite faster.  Agriculture is the main stay but 
horticulture contributes higher income.  
Sericulture which was the main activity is 
shrinking.  BPL as measured by the ration 
cards issued, reveal rural number of BPLs 
are higher than the urban.  Still poverty is 
highly prevalent.  The progress under 
MGNREGS is not significant as the project 
was in vogue from April 2008 only.  There 
are not many industries in the district.  
However, as stated in Chapter 2, many 
large scale industries in the private sector 
are coming up.  But inter-taluk imbalances 
exist.  The occupational patterns of the 
district as revealed by Census do not show 
much improvement in 2011 over 2001.  
Child labour is being engaged on a larger 
scale particularly in Sidlaghatta.  But raids 
have not helped much to reduce the 
magnitude. 
 

As per the 73rd and 74th Constitution 
Amendment Acts and Karnataka Panchayat 
Raj Act 1993 decentralised elected 
governments were established in both rural 
and urban areas in Karnataka including in 
Chikkaballapur district. The hallmark of 
decentralized governance is that it ensures 
efficiency, transparency and accountability. 
However, these can be achieved if the 
decentralized governments observe certain 
principles. The major issues of these as 
discussed above are public participation in 
the local governance and development, 
participation of non-governmental 
organizations, e-governance, inclusive 
governance. The analysis of these in the 
context of Chikkaballapur district reveals 
that largely these are absent. No best 
practices adopted by any institution in the 
entire district except to some extent in 
Chintamani CMC. Capacity building of 

elected members of local governments is 
hardly taken care. Similarly, the importance 
of role of NGOs and VOs in development 
process is not understood properly and 
hence their involvement is restricted to a few 
grama panchayats in a few taluks. The 
frequent change of executive heads 
(development and administration) of the 
local governments affected the 
administration and also development of the 
district. Though the representation of 
marginalized sections in the local 
governments is ensured and in fact it is 
above the prescribed level in certain cases 
their participation is hindered because of low 
knowledge and skills. The DPC has not 
been constituted till today. As a result, the 
new district lags behind other districts in 
various development parameters including 
human development in spite of its proximity 
to the state headquarters, international 
airport and national highway.    
 
As the urbanisation is expanding, it is but 
natural for the policy makers and authorities 
to make cities/towns clean and livable. In 
Chikkaballapur district, urbanisation is 
slower than the trends observed at the state 
level. However, the urban bodies in the 
district are not without problems. 
Chikkaballapur city which is the district 
headquarters and also situated on the 
national Highway and also nearer to 
Kempegowda International Airport naturally 
its density of population is comparatively 
high and it continue to be so in the coming 
years thus posing problems in meeting 
infrastructure and services. Slums and slum 
population are also increasing in the ULBs 
of Chikkaballapur district. The ULBs in the 
district are better placed in road and street 
lights facilities but the same cannot be said 
with regard to footpaths. There is need to 
give attention towards creation of footpaths 
by Bagepalli, Gauribidanur and Sidlaghatta 
urban bodies.   
 
The Gauribidanur TMC needs to enhance 
the tap water to its citizens. Again, 
Gauribidanur TMC has to make a special 
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effort to supply treated water where at 
present it is very low (14.07 per cent). The 
supply of untreated water to a large section 
of people will pose health problems. In 
Gauribidanur and Gudibanda urban bodies 
36 per cent and 21 per cent of households 
depend on water away from the houses. In 
none of the six ULBs water is supplied to the 
normative level of 135 LPCD. The gap is 
very high in Sidlaghatta, Chikkaballapur and 
Gauribidanur urban bodies. The authorities 
need to take cognizance of all these 
problems and make efforts to supply water 
through permanent and sustainable sources 
and at adequate levels. 
 
Another aspect that is directly related to 
health is status of latrines and disposal of 
solid waste. Though there is large 
improvement as far as latrines is concerned 
still the percentage of households without 
latrines in high particularly in Gudibanda and 
Bagepalli urban bodies. For disposal of 
liquid waste the four ULBs (Bagepalli, 
Chikkaballapur, Gauribidanur and 
Gudibanda) still depend on pit system. The 
underground sewage drainage construction 
is underway in two of the six ULBs 
(Chintamani and Sidlaghatta) and the work 
has to be expedited to provide the service to 
the citizens at the earliest. Plans have to be 
drawn up by the other four ULBs to take up 
underground sewage drainage system with 
the support of KUWSDB. 
 
With regard to solid waste disposal, the 
status in the six ULBs is far from 
satisfactory. The ULBs are yet to develop 
landfills scientifically. 
 

12.4 Concluding Remarks 
Chikkaballapur district has completed a little 
over 7 years of its existence. It is slowly 
coming out of its child hood. All the 
administrative machineries are in place and 
policy framework for its development on all 
front are in place. The six taluks carved from 
erstwhile Kolar district are also having the 
decentralised administrative set up. The 
High Power Committee on Redressal of 

Regional Imbalances had in 2002 identified 
Bagepalli taluk as the most backward; 
Gudibanda and Gauribidanur  as more 
backward; Chintamani and Sidlaghatta 
backward and Chikkaballapur taluk as 
relatively developed. Almost 10 to 12 years 
later from the exercise on taluk level it can 
be inferred like this. Added in this period the 
Government has pumped into these taluks 
substantial development related activities 
along with required funds. The impact of 
these along with 10 years of development, it 
can be said thus, “Bagepalli which was 
classified as most backward has developed 
and is showing good progress. Chintamani 
and Sidlaghatta taluks are also developing 
and may get out of the backwardness tag. 
Chikkaballapur taluk though having the 
headquarters of the district is showing some 
kind of stagnation. The left over two taluks 
namely Gudibanda and Gauribidanur are 
lagging behind. They assume the last two 
places among the taluks. 
 
Regional imbalances exists across the 
taluks in literacy, education, health and 
livelihood issues. These imbalances pull 
down district’s development.  
 
There is no major industrial development in 
the district. However quite a number of new 
and big projects are on the anvil but 
development will happen with a gestation 
period. Infrastructure has to develop 
particularly in Gudibanda and Bagepalli 
taluks. Gudibanda taluk has no industries 
and lags behind on many parameters. 
Agriculturally the district is relatively better 
with the irrigated area showing good 
improvement. It has good potential for 
horticultural crops. In sericulture also the 
district has comparative advantage, as it has 
been established that the silk produced in 
Sidlaghatta taluk is considered to be 
superior quality. The incentives provided by 
the Department of Sericulture to the farmers 
and reelers and the labourers are 
encouraging factors for this sector. But child 
labour in silk filature units need to be 
curtailed and stopped completely. 
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Social infrastructure in terms of education 
and health show wide intra taluk difference 
reflecting regional imbalances. The areas of 
concern are, declining enrolment, increasing 
drop out  leading to more Out of School 
Children (OOSC) and slow mainstreaming 
of OOSC. These are more concentrated in 
respect of secondary level. The drop out 
school children once re-enrolled into the 
schools are very irregular and they attend 
on and off. When the teachers visit their 
houses and persuade they attend schools 
otherwise they prefer to stay out of school. 
Many drop out children find attending school 
as boring and not interested in studies. This 
necessitates modification of our education 
system so as to make it attractive for 
children to attend school. Another major 
problem is the large scale absenteeism of 
teachers and many schools at the primary 
level function with one teacher. School 
infrastructure has to be given priority. 
 
In so far as health sector is concerned the 
IMR, Child IMR, MMR, institutional delivery, 
malnutrition, anemia among pregnant 
women, child and adolescent girls are the 
critical areas. The health system has to 
penetrate into remote and interior rural 
areas so that all these issues are taken care 
of. The access of health to the poor and 
needy must cover these areas. Doctors , 
Nurses, hospital beds and hospitals both in 
private and Government sector have to be in 
the required ratios. Many lacunas have been 
observed in the functioning of PHCs, CMCs 
by the study and they have to be rectified. 
 
Livelihood issues relating to standard of 
living include housing, quality of housing, 
the necessary housing facilities such as 
electricity, room, access to safe and 
adequate drinking water rural areas in 

particular. About 77 per cent of households 
do not have toilets in their premises. This is 
the most disturbing factor. Open defecation, 
night soil carried by human are still being 
practiced. This has to be assigned top most 
priority and totally discontinued. The supply 
of drinking water is inadequate. In some 
taluks LPCD is 20 to 30 litres as against the 
norm of 55 LPCD. How to augment the 
supply is a major task. 
 
The status of SC, ST and minorities show 
slow improvement. Reducing the gaps and 
mainstreaming of these social group 
assume importance. Likewise gender gap 
also has to be addressed particularly in 
areas such as employment, empowerment, 
literacy gaps and health sector. 
 
The aforesaid are the observations and 
suggestions based on the analysis of data 
and construction of taluk –wise Human 
Development Index and various other 
indices. There is a strong word about the 
quality of data both published and obtained. 
The data are incomplete, inadequate, not 
accurate with errors and so relying on such 
kind of data is fraught with many problems. 
The analysis based on these data would 
give a very rosy picture of development and 
this may harm the district’s future 
development prospects. At the taluk level 
and village level availability of data is a big 
problem and obtaining them is a herculean 
task. There are lot of errors in the published 
data. It is not possible to rectify these 
lacunaes with the concerned authorities as 
they are helpless. But consistency can be 
verified and ensured. If data available is 
reliable, accurate, adequate without errors, 
our analysis would be much stronger and it 
will be a pleasure to draft and analyse them 
and make the reports more meaningful.
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Annexure 1.4.1 

Methodology for computing GII 

 

1. Aggregating across dimensions within each Gender Group using Geometric mean. 
 
For Females  
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2. Aggregating across gender group using a Harmonic mean 
  
 
 
 
 
 
3. Calculate the geometric mean of the Arithmetic means of the each indicator 
  
 
 
 
Where,  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Calculating the GII by comparing the equally distributed gender index to the reference 
standard. The GII value ranges from zero (no gender inequality across dimensions) to one (total 
inequality across dimensions) 
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 Annexure 3.2.1  

Taluk-Wise and District Data for indicators used in the DHDR 

Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

Indicators for Human Development Index (HDI) 

1 
Percentage of  Households having access to 
Modern Cooking Fuel                                                

14.16 28.80 20.14 18.54 11.24 18.01 19.50 

  
No. of  Households having access to Cooking 
fuel 

6,314 13422 13,360 12,671 1,445 7850 55,062 

Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

2 
Percentage of  Households having access to 
Toilet                                                                  

22.58 49.41 39.77 29.83 27.60 44.84 36.47 

  
No. of  Households having access to Toilet 10,071 23,029 26,378 20,385 3,548 19,546 102,957 
Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

3 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Water (Water: Definition as per census, 2011)          

70.58 79.35 75.43 67.15 79.91 77.68 73.86 

  
No. of Households having access to Water 31474 36981 50026 45889 10272 33864 208,507 
Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

4 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Electricity                                                                

89.17 92.27 91.99 89.29 91.99 93.17 91.12 

  
No. of  Households having access to Electricity 39,766 43,002 61,008 61,025 11,825 40,617 257,243 
Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

5 
Percentage of Households having Pucca 
Houses (Pucca House: Good House as per 
Census Definition)                                                     

73.35 70.25 75.39 75.68 76.47 65.25 72.77 

  
No. of  Households having access to Pucca 
house 

32539 32677 49959 51567 9816 28345 204903 

Total Households 44360 46513 66,268 68,142 12,837 43440 281,560 

6 
Percentage of Non agricultural workers (main + 
marginal)                                            

24.67 40.86 38.26 30.74 19.86 41.42 34.48 

  
No. of  Non agricultural workers 23846 42264 57287 46860 6090 44267 220614 
7 Years above Population  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

7 
Per-capita Income (GDP at Taluk Level at 
current prices)                                                         

31215.59 47167.78 34022.19 28730.27 33166.85 26482.13 33234.00 

8 Child Mortality Rate - CMR* (0-5 years)                    44 31 39 49 55 18 39 
9 Maternal Mortality Rate (MMR)*                            250 92 170 381 87 87 137 
10 Literacy Rate  62.13 73.81 72.28 70.15 65.18 69.39 69.76 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

  
Literate Population  101938 140312 193336 182905 32639 132092 783222 
Total population (7 years above) 164059 190099 267494 260724 50078 190364 1122818 

11 

Gross Enrolment Rate (GER):                   (a) 
GER at Primary                                            (b) 
GER at Upper Primary                               (c) 
GER at Secondary/High-School 

92.40 98.43 107.94 91.9 87.86 96.70 97.48 

  

No. of Children in the age group of 6-14 Years 
Enrolled in Schools at several different grade 
level  

23026 27626 43005 36590 6688 27546 164481 

Total No. of Children in the age group of 6-14 
years  20313 24073 37382 31961 5777 24389 143895 

Indicators for Gender Inequality Index (GII) 

12 Maternal Mortality Rate (MMR) 250 92 170 381 87 87 137 
13 Share of  Institutional deliveries (ID) 97.47 98.12 99.52 98.80 96.33 98.08 98.76 

14 
Share of  pregnant women with severe Anemia 
(ANE) 50.70 68.37 37.64 71.35 56.38 54.72 63.46 

15 
Share of female elected representatives in PRIs 
and ULBs  (PRF)                                                        

41.96 43.67 41.96 40.65 43.70 43.34 42.21 

  
Female member 180 176 248 274 59 192 1129 
Total members  429 403 591 674 135 443 2675 

16 
Share of  male elected representatives in PRIs 
and ULBs  (PRM)                                                        

58.04 56.33 58.04 59.35 56.30 56.66 57.79 

  
Male member 249 227 343 400 76 251 1546 
Total members  429 403 591 674 135 443 2675 

17 Share of female  children in the age group 0-6 
years (CHLDF)                                            

48.63 48.61 49.03 48.71 49.44 48.77 48.80 

  
No. of  female  children in the age group 0-6 
years  

9454 10907 14990 14746 2845 11610 64552 

Total population 0-6 19439 22437 30576 30275 5754 23805 132286 

18 
Share of male children in the age group 0-6 
years (CHLDM)                                                 

51.37 51.39 50.97 51.29 50.56 51.23 51.20 

  
No. of male children in the age group 0-6 years        9985 11530 15586 15529 2909 12195 67734 
Total population 0-6 19439 22437 30576 30275 5754 23805 132286 

19 Share of female  literacy (LITF)                           52.81 66.25 64.18 62.19 56.44 61.23 61.55 
  Female Literate population 42846 61465 85011 80354 14059 57329 341064 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

Female population (7 years above) 81139 92775 132466 129204 24909 93622 554115 
20 Share of male literacy (LITM)                          71.26 81.01 80.22 77.97 73.82 77.28 77.75 

  
Male literate population 59092 78847 108325 102551 18580 74763 442158 
Male population (7 years above) 82920 97324 135028 131520 25169 96742 568703 

21 Share of Female Work Participation Rate (WPR) 49.57 41.51 44.97 48.69 54.16 43.39 46.08 

  
Female worker  40221 38512 59566 62911 13490 40626 255326 
Female population (7 years above) 81139 92775 132466 129204 24909 93622 554115 

22 Share of Male Work Participation Rate (WPR):         68.05 66.70 66.77 68.08 68.23 68.47 67.60 

  
Male worker 56428 64914 90155 89539 17172 66244 384452 
Male population (7 years above) 82920 97324 135028 131520 25169 96742 568703 

23 
Share of female  workers in the non agricultural 
sector (NAGF) to Total Female workers                     

15.88 31.98 30.28 22.91 14.02 37.54 26.75 

  
Female non - agriculture workers 6387 12318 18034 14415 1891 15250 68295 
Total Female worker  40221 38512 59566 62911 13490 40626 255326 

24 
Share of male workers in the non agricultural 
sector (NAGM) to Total Male workers                        

30.94 46.13 43.54 36.24 24.45 43.80 39.62 

  
Male non - agriculture  workers 17459 29946 39252 32445 4199 29017 152318 

Total Male workers 56428 64914 90155 89539 17172 66244 384452 
25 Female   Agricultural wage rate (WAGEF)                 160.00 100.00 160.00 110.00 90.00 95.00 120.00 
26 Male  Agricultural wage rate (WAGEM)                      250.00 170.00 235.00 205.00 135.00 150.00 190.00 

Indicators for Child Development Index (CDI) 
27 Child Mortality Rate - CMR* (0-5 years)                    44 31 39 49 55 18 39 

28 
(a) Percentage of Mal-nourished Children 
(Excluding Normal)                                      

36.12 33.04 31.84 35.08 57.78 28.64 34.26 

(b) Percentage of Children born under-weight           7.97 3.72 8.87 10.09 15.30 7.81 7.00 

29 
Percentage of Drop-out Children Mainstreamed:     
(a)Primary                                                                  
(b) Secondary                                             

48.28 32.17 41.89 100.00 33.33 100.00 66.78 

  

No. of  Drop-out Children Mainstreamed:     
(a)Primary                                                                  
(b) Secondary                                             

56 37 31 120 8 144 396 

No. of  Drop-out Children                                           
(a) Primary                                                                 

116 115 74 120 24 144 593 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

(b) Secondary                                             
Indicators for Food Security Index (FSI) 

30 Cropping Intensity 106.63 106.19 104.18 105.54 102.89 102.47 104.88 

  
Gross sown area 42438 27126 50897 49490 15287 30246 215484 
Net sown area  39801 25544 48857 46890 14857 29518 205467 

31 
Percentage change in NSA (Net Sown Area) 
over the years (2001 – 2011) 22.43 19.62 30.27 23.80 3.83 14.47 21.34 

  
NSA 2001 32508 21355 37503 37876 14309 25786 169337 
NSA 2011 39801 25544 48857 46890 14857 29518 205467 

32 Per capita food grain production 329.55 124.88 108.05 358.34 437.99 100.97 214.78 

33 
Percentage of forest cover to total geographical 
area 

20.51 35.46 3.74 4.99 11.71 2.22 12.29 

  
Total forest area 18458 19720 3243 4332 2534 1417 49704 
Total geographical area 90009 55612 86697 86727 21645 63811 404501 

34 Irrigation Intensity 178.21 112.59 123.03 129.78 154.50 110.69 128.52 

  
Gross irrigated area  9087 8719 12440 18872 4238 10160 63516 
Net irrigated area 5099 7744 10111 14542 2743 9179 49418 

35 
Percentage of Area Degraded (cultivable waste) 
to Total Geographical Area 0.50 0.37 2.11 1.55 0.69 1.18 1.17 

  
Total Degraded area 453 208 1836 1345 150 751 4743 
Total Geographical area 90009 55612 86897 86727 21645 63811 404701 

36 Percentage of leguminous crops in the GCA 6.96 7.80 8.78 3.55 9.31 4.30 6.51 

  
Area under leguminous crops 2952 2117 4471 1756 1423 1302 14021 
Gross Cropped area 42438 27126 50897 49490 15287 30246 215484 

37 
 Percentage of BPL Card holders to Total Card 
holders 

91.19 88.56 91.75 89.55 87.68 78.90 88.37 

  
Total BPL Ration Cards  41360 38610 55899 59320 11295 34216 240700 
Total Ration cards  45355 43599 60924 66240 12882 43366 272366 

38 
Per-capita Income (GDP at Taluk Level at 
current prices)                                                         

31215.59 47167.78 34022.19 28730.27 33166.85 26482.13 33234.00 

39 
Percentage of Non agricultural workers (main + 
marginal)                                            

24.67 40.86 38.26 30.74 19.86 41.42 34.48 

  
Non agriculture worker  23846 42264 57287 46860 6090 44267 220614 
Total worker  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

40 Average size of holdings (Total area of holdings 1.15 0.83 1.16 1.00 0.88 1.27 1.06 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

/ Total No. of holdings) 

  
Size of land holding  45919 29878 54164 51445 13514 31436 226356 
Total  land holding  40050 35792 46862 51693 15299 24766 214462 

41 
Percentage of Agriculture labourers to Total 
workers                                                       

33.57 29.00 29.28 38.48 36.81 28.73 32.35 

  
No. of Agriculture labour  32447 29991 43842 58667 11288 30704 206939 
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

42 
Percentage of villages having PDS outlets within 
the village 

42.92 31.84 30.97 46.58 28.24 27.98 34.90 

  
No. of villages having PDS outlets within the 
village  

91 71 105 102 24 68 461 

Total  villages  212 223 339 219 85 243 1321 
43 Child Mortality Rate - CMR* (0-5 years)                    44 31 39 49 55 18 39 

44 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Water (Water Definition as per Census, 2011)          

70.58 79.35 75.43 67.15 79.91 77.68 73.86 

  
No. of Households access Drinking water  31475 36981 50026 45889 10272 33864 208,507 
Total  Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

45 
Share of Pregnant Women with Anemia - ANE - 
(Excluding Normal)                                       

50.70 68.37 37.64 71.35 56.36 54.72 63.46 

46 
(a) Percentage of Mal-nourished Children 
(Excluding Normal)                                      

36.12 33.04 31.84 35.08 57.78 28.64 34.26 

(b) Percentage of Children born under-weight           7.97 3.72 8.87 10.09 15.30 7.81 7.00 
47 Female Literacy Rate 52.81 66.25 64.18 62.19 56.44 61.23 61.55 

  
Female literate population  42846 61465 85011 80354 14059 57329 341064 
Female population (7 years above) 81139 92775 132466 129204 24909 93622 554115 

Indicators for Urban Development Index (UDI) 

48 
Percentage of  ULB population to total 
population in the taluk 

17.94 29.95 25.52 16.45 16.91 23.89 22.40 

  
Urban population 32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 
Total population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

49 Percentage of Households without Own Houses 19.17 1.31 4.17 12.31 32.11 1.41 7.29 

  
No. of Households without Own Houses 1458 189 739 1305 697 133 4521 
Total  Households 7607 14433 17729 10597 2171 9465 62002 

50 
Percentage of Slum Population to Total ULB 
Population 

3.87 28.78 18.71 35.24 33.32 36.48 25.79 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

  
Total slum Population  1274 18320 14230 16874 3146 18664 72508 
Total population 32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 

51 
Water Supply – Percentage of Households with 
Tap water connection) 

85.55 73.33 77.72 31.56 60.29 76.67 66.89 

  
No. of Households having access to Water 6508 10583 13779 3344 1309 7257 41471 
Total Households 7607 14433 17729 10597 2171 9465 62002 

52 
Sewerage/ Drainage – Percentage of 
Households Sewerage and Drainage (Both 
Close and Open facilities) 

88.18 88.87 88.79 84.46 89.41 89.69 88.15 

  
No. of Households having  Sewerage and 
Drainage connections 

6708 12826 15741 8950 1941 8489 54655 

Total Households 7607 14433 17729 10597 2171 9465 62002 

53 
No. of Hospital Beds per 1000 population in 
urban area 

3 4 1 2 11 2 3 

  
No. of Hospital Beds  100 250 100 110 100 100 760 
Total Population  32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 

54 
 Percentage of Own Resource Mobilization to 
Total Receipts 

7.12 10.11 24.82 8.71 2.38 15.19 12.25 

  
Own Resources 73.96 213.99 338 99.06 12.08 91.3 828.39 
Total Receipt  1039.07 2117.37 1362 1137.24 507.56 601.1 6764.34 

55 Per capita expenditure on Development Works 3381 1719 1704 1144 3827 720 1701 

  
Total  Expenditure  111306000 109403000 129624000 54785000 36129000 36849000 478096000 
Population   32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 

56 
 Length of Roads in Kms per Sq. Km of 
geographical area 

2.95 5.24 7.06 10.42 7.29 17.00 7.57 

  
Road (Kms) 15.10 95.40 105.96 100.00 18.95 85.00 420.41 
Total Geographical area ( Sq km ) 5.11 18.2 15.01 9.6 2.6 5 55.52 

57 Crime Rate per 10000 Population 22 34 35 31 37 18 29 

  
No. of Crimes  73 214 263 149 35 93 827 
Total Urban population 32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 

58 Road accidents per 10000 population 3 11 3 7 13 2 6 

  
No. of  Road accidents   9 70 24 32 12 11 158 
Total Urban population 32922 63652 76068 47877 9441 51159 281119 

Indicators for Composite Taluk Development Index (CTDI) 

59 Decadal population growth rate 8.14 11.20 9.87 7.33 7.73 10.42 9.23 
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Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

  
Latest year (2011) 169689 191122 271284 271119 51828 193965 1149007 
Previous year (2001) 183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

60 Population Density 197 330 334 326 246 323 295 

  
Total Geographical area  933 644 892 894 227 664 4254 
Total population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

61 Sex ratio                                                                  975 952 979 979 988 966 972 

  
Female population  90593 103682 147456 143950 27754 105232 618667 
Male Population  92905 108854 150614 147049 28078 108937 636437 

62 
Percentage of Slum Population in the taluk  to 
Total population in the taluk (census 2011) 

0.69 8.62 4.77 5.80 5.63 8.71 5.78 

  
Total Slum population  1274 18320 14230 16874 3146 18664 72508 
Total  population 183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

63 
Percentage of Population in the age group of   0-
6                                                                    

10.59 10.56 10.26 10.40 10.31 11.12 10.54 

  
Total  population in the age group of 0-6 19439 22437 30576 30275 5754 23805 132286 
Total population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

64 Child sex ratio                                                     947 946 962 950 978 952 953 

  
No of Female  population in the age group of 0-6 9454 10907 14990 14746 2845 11610 64552 
No. of  Male population in the age group of 0-6 9985 11530 15586 15529 2909 12195 67734 

65 Infant Mortality Rate - IMR     
(0-1 years)                                                              

38 27 34 43 48 15 34 

66 Child Mortality Rate - CMR* (0-5 years)                    44 31 39 49 55 18 39 
67 Maternal Mortality Rate (MMR)*                            250 92 170 381 87 87 137 
68 Percentage of  women headed households  11.73 13.26 11.54 14.98 13.54 12.20 12.88 

  
No. of Women headed households 5230 6182 7651 10239 1741 5319 36362 
Total households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

69  Percentage of BPL cards issued to Total Ration 
Cards 

91.19 88.56 91.75 89.55 87.68 78.90 88.37 

  
Total  BPL ration cards  41360 38610 55899 59320 11295 34216 240700 
Total ration cards  45355 43599 60924 66240 12882 43366 272366 

70 Cropping Intensity 106.63 106.19 104.18 105.54 102.89 102.47 104.88 

  
Gross sown area 42438 27126 50897 49490 15287 30246 215484 
Net sown area  39801 25544 48857 46890 14857 29518 205467 

71 Irrigation Intensity 178.21 112.59 123.03 129.78 154.50 110.69 128.53 
  Gross irrigated area  9087 8719 12440 18872 4238 10160 63516 
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Net irrigated area 5099 7744 10111 14542 2743 9179 49418 

72 
Percentage of Households provided 
employment to total number of households 
registered under MGNREGS 

53.47 0.82 13.13 18.13 11.01 18.06 23.91 

  
No. of  Households Provided employment 19049 114 4219 4497 1033 3805 32717 
Total no. of Households registered under 
MGNREGAS 35624 13838 32137 24804 9384 21069 136856 

73 

 Ratio of average agricultural wage to Minimum 
wages prescribed by the State (Please refer to 
clarification note provided on average 
agricultural wages) 

1.05 0.69 1.03 0.82 0.59 0.64 0.82 

  
Average agriculture wage in a year  205 135 200 160 115 125 160 
Minimum wage prescribed by the state  195 195 195 195 195 195 195 

74 Work Participation Rate (WPR)               58.91 54.41 55.97 58.47 61.23 56.14 56.98 

  
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 
Total population  164059 190099 267494 260724 50078 190364 1122818 

75 Decadal Growth  rate of Employment 5.07 12.00 7.73 6.87 10.53 -0.08 6.51 

  
No. of Employed in 2011 96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 
No. of Employed n 2001 91988 92342 138975 142644 27742 106960 600651 

76 Percentage of Cultivators to Total workers                41.76 30.14 32.46 30.78 43.32 29.85 33.17 

  
Total Cultivators  40356 31171 48593 46923 13284 31899 212226 
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

77 Percentage of main workers to total workers  82.81 85.46 87.47 78.16 80.53 86.39 83.71 

  
Total main workers  80036 88391 130968 119156 24693 92321 535565 
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

78 Percentage of workers in Household Industries        1.41 2.03 3.13 3.11 1.79 6.41 3.17 

  
No. of workers in Household industries  1366 2096 4680 4735 548 6851 20276 
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

79 
Percentage of Agriculture labourers to Total 
workers                                                       

33.57 29.00 29.28 38.48 36.81 28.73 32.35 

  
No. of agriculture labour  32447 29991 43842 58667 11288 30704 206939 
Total workers  96649 103426 149721 152450 30662 106870 639778 

80 
Percentage of Households having Pucca 
Houses (Pucca House: Good House as per 
Census Definition)                                                     

73.35 70.25 75.39 75.68 76.47 65.25 72.77 
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No. of Households with pucca house  32539 32677 49959 51567 9816 28345 204903 
Total Households  44360 46513 66,268 68,142 12,837 43440 281,560 

81 Percentage of Site less Households 10.66 9.26 4.62 16.22 18.57 9.86 10.59 

  
Site less Households  4755 4316 3066 11085 2387 4298 29907 
Total Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

82 
Percentage of Households provided with house 
sites 

12.24 28.68 5.54 5.51 0.00 20.57 11.59 

  
No. of Provide House site  582 1238 170 611 0 884 3465 
No. of Site less Households  4755 4316 3066 11085 2387 4298 29907 

83 
Percentage of Houses constructed for houseless 
poor families 

57.80 75.56 100.00 53.62 78.25 79.18 62.42 

  
House Constructed  8701 7331 7563 13072 3820 8373 45040 
House  less Households 15053 9702 7563 24381 4882 10574 72155 

84 Percentage of households with cycles             19.61 40.71 33.20 36.29 23.24 44.29 34.30 

  
No. of Households with Cycles  8747 18975 22020 24801 2988 19306 96837 
Total Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

85 Percentage of households with two-wheelers  12.87 28.12 22.10 15.92 15.64 25.27 20.34 

  
No. of Households with two- wheelers  5740 13104 14660 10880 2010 11014 57408 
Total Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

86 Percentage of Households with no Assets:     
(Telephone, TV, 2 wheelers and 4 wheelers)            

31.07 14.44 17.74 25.84 30.28 17.68 21.82 

  
No. of  Households with no Assets:                           13854 6732 11768 17658 3892 7707 61611 
Total Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

87 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Electricity                                                                

89.17 92.27 91.99 89.29 91.99 93.17 91.12 

  
No. of Households having access to Electricity         39,766 43,002 61,008 61,025 11,825 40,617 257,243 
Total Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

88 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Modern Cooking Fuel                                                

14.16 28.80 20.14 18.54 11.24 18.01 19.50 

  
No. of Households dependent on Modern fuel 
type 

6,314 13422 13,360 12,671 1,445 7850 55,062 

Total No. Households  44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

89 
Percentage of women elected representatives in 
rural local bodies 

42.36 43.55 42.32 40.86 43.55 43.51 42.39 

  No. of women elected representatives in rural 172 162 237 266 54 181 1072 
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local bodies 
Total  elected representatives in rural local 
bodies 

406 372 560 651 124 416 2529 

90 Percentage of elected SC/ST representatives in 
rural local bodies 

45.32 41.40 39.46 40.71 40.32 36.06 40.49 

  

No. of elected SC/ST representatives in rural 
local bodies 184 154 221 265 50 150 1024 

Total  elected representatives in rural local 
bodies 

406 372 560 651 124 416 2529 

91 
Percentage of women elected representatives in 
urban local bodies 

34.78 45.16 35.48 34.78 45.45 40.74 39.04 

  

No. of women elected representatives in urban 
local bodies 

8 14 11 8 5 11 57 

Total  elected representatives in urban local 
bodies 

23 31 31 23 11 27 146 

92 
Percentage of elected SC/ST representatives in 
urban local bodies 

30.43 19.35 22.58 21.74 27.27 11.11 21.23 

  

 No of elected SC/ST representatives in urban 
local bodies 

7 6 7 5 3 3 31 

Total elected representatives in urban local 
bodies 

23 31 31 23 11 27 146 

93 Percentage of active SHGs  65.71 100.00 100.00 85.79 86.52 90.69 89.39 

  
No. of active SHGs  460 607 1287 930 276 896 4456 
Total SHGs 700 607 1287 1084 319 988 4985 

94 
Percentage of pregnant women receiving full 
ANC (Max value 100) (any figure over and 
above 100 should be taken as 100) 

100 98.80 92.74 100 94.91 100 98.07 

95 
Share of Pregnant Women with Anemia - ANE - 
(Excluding Normal)                                       

50.70 68.37 37.64 71.35 56.38 54.72 63.46 

96 Share of  Institutional deliveries (ID)                          97.47 98.12 99.52 98.80 96.33 98.08 98.76 

97 
Percentage of children fully Immunized (Max 
value 100) (any figure over and above 100 
should be taken as 100)  

100 98 86 99 100 95 97.78 

98 (b) Percentage of Children born under-weight           7.97 3.72 8.87 10.09 15.30 7.81 7.00 

99 
(a) Percentage of Mal-nourished Children 
(Excluding Normal)     

36.12 33.04 31.84 35.08 57.78 28.64 34.26 
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(Source : Women and Child devt dept)                      

100 
Percentage of people affected by major 
communicable diseases (Definition as per health 
Dept.) 

0.005 0.008 0.001 0.001 0.029 0.004 0.005 

  
No  of people affected by major communicable 
diseases 

9 16 3 4 16 9 57 

Total population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 
101 Average Population served by sub-centers 3346 4963 5550 5065 5799 5094 4798 

  
No. of  Sub-center  45 30 40 48 8 32 203 
Total Rural Population  150576 148884 222002 243122 46391 163010 973985 

102 
Average Population served by Primary Health 
Centers    (PHCs) 

15058 24814 24667 13507 11598 16301 17087 

  
No. of PHCs 10 6 9 18 4 10 57 
Total Rural Population  150576 148884 222002 243122 46391 163010 973985 

103 Availability of Doctors per 1,000 population 0.054 0.245 0.134 0.096 0.072 0.079 0.120 

  
No. of Doctors 10 52 40 28 4 17 151 
Total Population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

104 Availability of nurses per 1000 population 0.093 0.038 0.057 0.058 0.107 0.079 0.065 

  
No. of Nurses  17 8 17 17 6 17 82 
Total Population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

105 
Average population served by Anganawadi 
centers (0-6 children+nursing 
mothers+adolescent girls+pregnant women) 

95 97 96 97 99 89 96 

106 Percentage of villages having Anganawadis 
within a km. distance 

88.21 100.00 97.25 100.00 100.00 100.00 97.49 

  
No. of villages having Anganawadis within a km. 
distance 202 251 389 239 105 290 1476 

 No. of  Anganawadi Center  229 251 400 239 105 290 1514 

107 
Percentage of couples protected by any 
contraceptive method 

76.42 65.52 62.87 76.81 68.37 61.60 68.62 

  
No. of couples protected by any contraceptive 
method 

23860 21562 30021 35431 5936 21364 138174 

No. of  Eligible Couples  31222 32911 47749 46126 8682 34683 201373 
108 Per capita expenditure Health Expenditure 200 146 128 161 216 152 157 

  Government Expenditure for Health 36684443 31135375 38100095 46729571 12065115 32603236 197317835 
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Total Population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

109 
Percentage of Gram Panchayats Selected for 
Nirmal Gram Puraskar Awards 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

  
No. of Gram Panchayats Selected for Nirmal 
Gram Puraskar Awards 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

No. of Gram Panchayats 24 22 34 37 7 27 151 

110 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Toilet                                                                  

22.58 49.41 39.77 29.83 27.60 44.84 36.47 

  
No. of Households with toilets  10,071 23,029 26,378 20,385 3,548 19,546 102,957 
Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

111 
Percentage of Households with drainage facility 
(both open and close)                           

51.34 67.56 62.48 58.47 66.03 64.49 61.06 

112 
Percentage of Households having access to 
Water (Water: Definition as per Census, 2011)         

70.58 79.35 75.43 67.15 79.91 77.68 73.86 

  
No. of Households provided with drinking water 31474 36981 50026 45889 10272 33864 208,507 
Total Households 44594 46607 66,321 68,341 12,855 43593 282,311 

113 Percentage of Literacy  62.13 73.81 72.28 70.15 65.18 69.39 69.76 

  
No. of literate people  101938 140312 193336 182905 32639 132092 783222 
Total Population (7 years above) 164059 190099 267494 260724 50078 190364 1122818 

114 Gross Enrolment rate – Elementary School  92.40 98.43 107.94 91.9 87.86 96.70 97.48 

 

No. of Children in the age group of 6-14 Years 
Enrolled in Schools at several different grade 
level  

23026 27626 43005 36590 6688 27546 164481 

 
Total No. of Children in the age group of 6-14 
years  

20313 24073 37382 31961 5777 24389 143895 

115 Net Enrolment rate   88.39 89.75 96.54 81.19 82.52 89.92 88.05 
116 Dropout rate in Elementary education 7.58 0.3 6.15 7.56 5.81 11.52 6.32 

117 
Percentage of Drop-out Children Mainstreamed:      
(a) Primary                                                                 
(b) Secondary                                             

48.28 32.17 41.89 100.00 33.33 100.00 66.78 

  

No. of  Drop-out Children Mainstreamed:                  
(a) Primary                                                                 
(b) Secondary                                             

56 37 31 120 8 144 396 

No. of  Drop-out Children                                           
(a Primary                                                                  
(b) Secondary                                             

116 115 74 120 24 144 593 



Annexures 

 

 

Sl.No. Indicators 

District :  Chikkaballapur 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  
District (Not the 

totals of the 
Taluks) 

118 
Student – Teacher ratio for elementary 
education 

22 20 18 22 15 19 20 

  
Total school Teacher  688 714 1087 1071 257 777 4594 
NO. of Pupils enrolled in Primary Schools  15183 14514 19927 23817 3761 15147 92349 

119 
Secondary school Gross Enrolment Rate (15-16 
years)  

48.70 34.26 39.90 35.15 46.53 31.60 43.54 

  
No. of Enrolled in secondary schools  3435 2494 4024 1729 4919 2496 19607 
Number of Population in the age group 14-16 7053 7279 10084 4919 10572 7899 45033 

120 Drop-out rate in secondary education 5.45 2.79 12.18 1.28 9.01 0.95 6.72 
121 SSLC pass percentage 73.01 73.22 78.14 61.36 91.67 89.72 75.08 

  
No. of Student Passed in SSLC Exam  1504 2130 2863 2314 748 2244 11803 
No. of Student appearing for SSLC Exam  2060 2909 3664 3771 816 2501 15721 

122 Student - Teacher ratio for secondary education 24 26 25 11 70 23 26 

  
Total school Teacher  207 168 240 228 107 161 1111 
NO. of Pupils enrolled in Secondary  Schools  4968 4410 6116 2589 7455 3637 29175 

123 PUC  pass percentage 53.09 48.64 55.87 52.85 32.82 60.50 53.04 

  
No. of Student Passed in PUC Exam  841 1746 2259 1529 86 824 7285 
No. of Student appearing for PUC Exam  1584 3590 4043 2893 262 1362 13734 

124 School Infrastructure Index 0.89 0.87 0.83 0.91 0.93 0.89 0.86 
125 Per-capita Education Expenditure 985 1110 1032 1129 1361 1522 1159 

  
Total Expenditure for Education  180805000 235959000 307523000 328430000 75965000 326051000 1454733000 
Population  183498 212536 298070 290999 55832 214169 1255104 

126 
Percentage of villages having a Primary School 
within 1 km. distance 

92.06 97.19 93.61 100.00 94.38 97.26 95.16 
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Annexure 3.6.1 
Indicator-wise Index of the ULBs of Chikkaballapur District 

Sl. 
No. 

Indicators 
Bage- 
palli 
TMC  

Chikka- 
Balla-
pur 

CMC  

Chinta- 
mani 
CMC  

Gauri-
bidanur 

TMC   

Gudi- 
banda 

TP  

Sidla- 
ghatta 
TMC  

Indicator for Urban Development Index (UDI) 

1 
Percentage of  ULB population to total 
population in the taluk 0.110 1.000 0.672 0.000 0.034 0.551 

2 
Percentage of Households without Own 
Houses 

0.420 1.000 0.907 0.643 0.000 0.997 

3 
Percentage of Slum Population to Total 
ULB Population 

1.000 0.236 0.545 0.038 0.097 0.000 

4 
Water Supply – Percentage of HHs with 
Tap water connection) 1.000 0.774 0.844 0.000 0.532 0.836 

5 
Sewerage/ Drainage – Percentage of 
HHs Sewerage and Drainage (Both 
Close and Open facilities) 

0.711 0.843 0.828 0.000 0.946 1.000 

6 
No. of Hospital Beds per 1000 
population in urban area 

0.200 0.300 0.000 0.100 1.000 0.100 

7 
Percentage of Own Resource 
Mobilization to Total Receipts 

0.211 0.344 1.000 0.282 0.000 0.571 

8 
Per capita expenditure on Development 
Works 

0.856 0.322 0.317 0.136 1.000 0.000 

9 
 Length of Roads in Kms per Sq. Km of 
geographical area 0.000 0.163 0.293 0.532 0.309 1.000 

10 Crime Rate per 10000 Population 0.789 0.158 0.105 0.316 0.000 1.000 
11 Road accidents per 10000 population 0.909 0.182 0.909 0.545 0.000 1.000 

Composite Urban Development Index 0.564 0.484 0.584 0.236 0.356 0.641 
Rank With the District  3 4 2 6 5 1 
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Annexure 4.7.1 

Taluk-wise Status of Buildings and Classrooms in Elementary and Secondary Schools in Chikkaballapur District - 2012-13 
Status of 

Buildings/Clas
s rooms 

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur  Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  District  
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
Elementar

y 
Secondar

y 
1. Building status 
Private 24 14 50 28 66 39 34 30 2 1 35 21 211 133 
Rented 15 3 19 8 12 2 14 2 7 1 16 5 83 21 
Government 281 22 233 13 342 25 298 24 97 11 248 15 1499 110 
Rent free 2 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 1 6 4 
Dilapidated 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Under 
construction 

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 

No building 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 322 39 303 50 420 69 347 56 107 13 302 43 1801 270 
2. Class rooms  
Total rooms 1186 308 1369 167 2152 588 1525 363 384 91 1302 203 7918 1720 
Good & 
normal 

914 252 1071 116 1738 528 1168 343 331 87 1024 196 6246 1522 

Major repairs 103 24 102 19 146 10 118 7 16 0 103 0 588 60 
Minor repairs 169 32 196 32 268 50 239 13 37 4 175 7 1084 138 
Other rooms 21 8 32 3 20 41 5 11 17 10 12 19 107 92 
Rooms under 
construction 34 2 36 2 112 5 55 1 6 0 114 1 357 11 

2011-12 

3. No. of 
schools 
without pucca 
buildings in % 

1.23 (LPS) 

10 

7.22 

21.42 

0.82 

4.34 

3.26 

4.54 

0 

0 

4.29 
0 

  

2.79 

9 2.73 
(HPS) 9.58 3.93 5.6 0.32 18.55 7.23 

4. Percentage 
of primary 
school within 1 
km. 

100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 

5. No. of 
schools per 
1000 students 

27/13 4 19/4 3 22/19 4 14/14 3 24/13 4 18/19 4 20/15 3 

Source: 1) SSA Karnataka, Annual Report 2012-13, DPI, Government of  Karnataka. 
2) DDPI, Chikkaballapur District 
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Annexure 4.8.1 
Eight Basic Infrastructure Facilities – LPS Schools - Taluk-wise, 

Chikkaballapur - 2008-09 and 2011-12 (in per cent) 

Taluks/ 
Year 

Boys 
Toilet 

Girls 
Toilet 

Without 
Electricity 

Without 
Play 

ground 

Without 
Ramps 

Without 
Compound 

wall 

Without 
Drinking 

water 

Without 
Library 

Bagepalli 

2008-09 95.06 39.91 48.14 72.01 60.9 48.55 15.22 
2011-12 Nil Nil 43.52 59.25 50.2 Nil Nil 
Chikkaballapur 

2008-09 12.3 32.94 70.25 67.05 36.47 49 10 
2011-12 Nil Nil 67.46 54.81 34.03 Nil Nil 
Chintamani 

2008-09 79.26 56.09 63.82 82.92 32.11 19.1 8.53 
2011-12 Nil Nil 51.23 69.42 21.25 Nil Nil 
Gauribidanur  

2008-09 72.02 40.41 69.94 79.79 21.76 18.62 8.2 
2011-12 Nil 24.26 60.08 77.17 19.56 Nil Nil 
Gudibanda   

2008-09 94.8 41.55 79.22 62.33 15.58 19.48 9 
2011-12 0 Nil 66.23 51.94 11.68 Nil Nil 
Sidlaghatta  

2008-09 73.83 53.48 68.72 75.58 49.41 32.65 25.58 
2011-12 Nil Nil 59.5 66.87 42.33 Nil Nil 
District   

2008-09 53.37 38.31 58.66 62.28 33.77 23.95 10.22 
2011-12 Nil Nil 49.72 54.21 25.71 Nil Nil 
State  

2008-09 NA  
2011-12 97.91 98.81 95.49 54.34 78.27 69.21 99.55 98.66 

Source: DDPI, Chikkaballapur District, Chikkaballapur 
 

Annexure 4.8.2 

Eight Basic Infrastructure Facilities in HPS Taluk-wise Chikkaballapur District, 
2008-09 and 2011-12 (in per cent) 

Taluks/ 
Year 

Boys 
Toilet 

Girls 
Toilet 

Without 
Electricity 

Without Play 
ground 

Without 
Ramps 

Without 
Compound wall 

Without 
Drinking 

water 

Without 
Library 

Bagepalli 

2008-09 67.16 8.9 56.71 41.79 38.8 14.92 2.9 
2011-12 Nil Nil 49.36 29.39 27.39 Nil Nil 
Chikkaballapur 

2008-09 23 11.53 68.71 53.84 17.94 12 2.05 
2011-12 Nil Nil 58.9 36.98 12.32 Nil Nil 
Chintamani 

2008-09 47.86 27.35 52.13 68.37 29.91 14.52 2.5 
2011-12 Nil Nil 37 36.22 21.25 Nil Nil 
Gauribidanur  

2008-09 39.47 17.54 44.73 48.24 32.45 7.01 1.7 
2011-12 Nil Nil 37.6 40.8 22.4 Nil Nil 
Gudibanda  
2008-09 56.66 3.3 63.33 36.66 22.65 6.66 Nil 
2011-12 Nil Nil 56.61 29.03 16.12 Nil Nil 
Sidlaghatta  

2008-09 40.44 19.1 66.59 56.17 30.33 13.48 13.48 
2011-12 Nil Nil 61.85 23.71 21.64 Nil Nil 
District  

2008-09 34.57 13.14 49.25 43.88 22.21 8.95 3.29 
2011-12 Nil Nil 43.05 27.73 17.3 Nil Nil 
State  

2008-09 NA  
2011-12 2.09 1.19 4.51 45.66 21.73 30.79 0.45 1.34 

Source: DDPI, Chikkaballapur District, Chikkaballapur 
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Annexure 4.8.3 
Eight Basic Infrastructure Facilities in High Schools - Taluk-wise, 

Chikkaballapur District - 2008-09 and 2011-12 (in per cent) 

Taluks/ 
Year 

Boys 
Toilet 

Girls 
Toilet 

Without 
Electricity 

Without 
Play 

ground 

Without 
Ramps 

Without 
Compound 

wall 

Without 
Drinking 

water 

Without 
Library 

Bagepalli  

2008-09 66.6 47.61 39.09 90.47 69.9 10.25 9.52 
2011-12 Nil Nil 30.56 25 50 Nil Nil 
Chikkaballapur 
2008-09 4 33.33 25 58.33 80.36 2 16.66 
2011-12 Nil Nil 14.28 35.71 64.28 Nil Nil 
Chintamani 

2008-09 54.16 25 20.83 87.5 96.5 8.03 20.83 
2011-12 Nil Nil 17.39 82.6 56.52 Nil 13.04 
Gauribidanur  

2008-09 42.85 24.26 29.52 86.95 57.61 14.28 19.52 
2011-12 Nil Nil 18.18 81.81 54.54 Nil Nil 
Gudibanda  

2008-09 72.72 36.36 27.72 91.25 48.36 36.36 0 
2011-12 Nil Nil 18.18 81.81 36.36 Nil Nil 
Sidlaghatta    

2008-09 33.33 33.33 40.12 80 39.25 13.38 20 
2011-12 Nil 17.67 23.52 58.82 35.29 Nil 5.88 
District  
2008-09 34.51 28.56 26.04 72.7 53.68 12.04 12.36 
2011-12 Nil 2.52 17.44 52.25 42.43 Nil Nil 
State   
2008-09 NA  
2011-12 88.87 93.01 82.69 75.01 38.18 62.02 97.86 94.05 

Note:  Nil: Information not available 

Source: DDPI, Chikkaballapur District, Chikkaballapur 
 

Annexure 4.10.1 
Student Strength in Pre-University Institutions in Chikkaballapur District-  

2007- 08 and 2011-12 
 Taluks 

 and year 
Government Colleges  Private Colleges (Aided+ Unaided)  Total  
Boys Girls  Total  Boys Girls  Total  Boys Girls  Total  

Bagepalli 

2007-08 NA 1093 1418 2511 
2011-12 1289 1215 2504 617 465 1082 1906 1680 3586 
Chikkaballapur  

2007-08 NA 2510 2609 5119 
2011-12 2912 2650 5562 1325 1204 2529 4237 3854 8091 
Chintamani  
2007-08 NA 2970 3541 6511 
2011-12 2891 2076 4967 1914 1331 3245 4805 3407 8212 
Gauribidanur   
2007-08 NA 2484 2866 5350 
2011-12 2448 2316 4764 1087 784 1871 3535 3100 6635 
Gudibanda  
2007-08 NA 224 300 524 
2011-12 170 168 338 0 0 0 170 168 338 
Sidlaghatta  
2007-08 NA 959 1196 2155 
2011-12 1066 1259 2325 703 690 1393 1769 1949 3718 
District  
2007-08 NA 10240 11930 22170 
2011-12 10776 9684 20460 5646 4474 10120 16422 14158 30580 

Note: NA: Information not available  Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2007-08 and 2011-12.
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Annexure 4.10.2 

General Degree Colleges - Number of Institutions and Students in 

Chikkaballapur District 

Taluks 

Colleges/ Students 
Government Private (Aided+ Unaided) Total 

2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 

Colleges Students Colleges Students Colleges Students Colleges Students Colleges Students Colleges Students 
Bagepalli 1 122 1 112 1 883 1 1030 2 1005 2 1142 

Chikkaballapur 1 1451 1 3835 1 141 1 105 2 1592 2 3940 

Chintamani 2 2140 1 1538 0 0 0 0 2 2140 1 1538 
Gauribidanur  1 296 1 664 2 1012 2 1714 3 1308 3 2378 

Gudibanda 1 178 1 97 0 0 0 0 1 178 1 97 
Sidlaghatta 1 319 1 245 0 0 0 0 1 319 1 245 

District 7 4506 6 6491 4 2036 4 2849 11 6542 10 9340 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2007-08 and 2011-12. 
 
 

Annexure 5.1.1 

Health Sector Targets, Goals and Achievement in Karnataka 
Sl. 
No 

Parameters 
Karnataka 

Vision 2020  
Millennium Development Goals  

Achievement 
2012  

1 Infant Mortality Rate 25 
26.7 

(2015) 
32 

2 Under 5 Mortality Rate 35 42 
(2015) 

40 
(2011) 

3 Crude Birth Rate 13 - 18.5 
4 Crude Death Rate 6.5  7.1 
5 Maternal Mortality Rate 90 200 in Tenth Plan 2007 178 

6 
Life Expectancy at Birth 

a) Male 
b) Females 

 
70 
70 
75 

 
 

63.6 
67.1 

7 Total Fertility Rate 1.6 
National Population Policy 2 

(2010) (GOI 2.1 per cent 2012) 
1.9 

8 
Percent of Institutional 
Deliveries 

75  98.1 

9 Percent of Safe Deliveries >95   
10 Low Birth weight Rate 10   
11 Mothers receiving ANC 100   
12 Couples Protected 70  66.89 

13 Children fully immunized 90  
55 

(2005-06) 

14 
Anemia among children (6-35 
months) 40   

15 Nutritional Status    

 1. Severe under-nutrition 2  
3.2 

(2005-06) 

 
2. Moderate under-

nutrition 
25  

38.6 
(2005-06) 

 3. Mid under-nutrition 43  70.4 
 4. Normal 30  - 

16 Sex Ratio 975  
968 

(2011) 

17 Sex Ratio (0-6 years) 970  
943 

(2011) 
Source: 1) Karnataka Human Development Report, 2005. 
2) Economic Survey, 2013-14, Government of Karnataka. 

3) India Human Development Report, 2011 
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Annexure 5.5.1 

Taluk-wise Number of Hospitals, PHCs, PHUs and CHCs in  Chikkaballapur District 
Type of 
Hospitals  

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur Gudibanda Sidlaghatta  District  
2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 

Hospitals 
(Govt.) 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 6 

Beds 50 100 100 250 100 100 100 110 50 100 50 100 450 760 
Hospitals 
(Private) 1 6 3 31 5 20 3 20 0 0 0 11 12 88 

Beds 12 30 215 210 100 200 0 120 0 0 0 30 327 590 
Primary 
Health 
Centres 

10 9 6 6 8 9 17 18 3 3 9 9 53 54 

Beds 25 54 30 42 52 60 24 136 0 18 32 60 163 370 
Primary 
Health Units 

35 - 30 - 40 - 48 - 8 - 32 - 193 - 

Beds - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
Community 
Health 
Centres 

1 1 - - 1 1 - - - - - - 2 2 

Beds 30 30 - - 30 30 - - - - - - 60 60 
Dispensaries - 1 - - - 3 - - - 2 - - - - 
Beds - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
Indian system 
of medicine 
hospitals 

1 1 - - 2 3 - - 1 - - 2 4 4 

Beds - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
Source: Chikkaballapur District at Glance,  2007-08 and 2011-12 
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Annexure 5.8.1  

Taluk-wise Number of Children Immunised under different Vaccinations in Chikkaballapur District - 2007-08 and 2011-12 

Taluk  
DPT Polio BCG Measles TT Hepatitis 'B' 

2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2007-08 2011-12 2010-11 2011-12 

Bagepalli  4323 3343 4323 3343 4323 2747 3992 3045 4119 3440 3419 3343 

Chikkaballapur 3812 3405 3812 3405 3812 3440 3582 3199 3964 3703 3216 3405 

Chintamani  6254 5288 6254 5288 6254 6151 5564 4617 5191 5226 5788 5288 

Gauribidanur   5795 4872 5795 4872 5795 4668 5858 4573 6094 5259 4871 4872 

Gudibanda 1105 1131 1105 1131 1105 954 1043 1032 1210 1144 1151 1131 

Sidlaghatta  4206 3575 4206 3575 4206 3548 3535 3304 3799 3883 3583 3575 

District 25495 21614 25495 21614 25495 21508 23574 19770 24377 22655 22028 21614 

State  1220037 1130349 1219377 1115886 1230702 1178976 1171368 1062082 1295460 1259156 926430 1005536 

Source:  Chikkaballapur District At a Glance, 2007-08, 2010-11 and 2011-12 
 

Annexure 5.10.1 

Taluk-wise TB Control Programme in Chikkaballapur District in 2007-08, 2010-11 and 2011-12 

Taluks 
No. of Identified T.B patients Patients Cured Patients Deaths 

2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 
Bagepalli  145 399 287 122 331 204 18 21 9 
Chikkaballapur 240 255 314 206 189 230 10 11 11 
Chintamani  181 342 332 156 261 282 5 18 27 
Gauribidanur   327 107 389 275 80 333 8 8 25 
Gudibanda  70 270 119 59 226 97 5 17 7 
Sidlaghatta  143 288 287 123 208 222 12 16 13 
District  1106 1661 1728 941 1295 1368 58 91 92 
State NA 27718 29024 NA 21085 22573 NA 1866 1825 

Note: NA: Not available 
Source:  1) Chikkaballapur District At a Glance, 2007-08 and 2011-12 

2) Karnataka at a Glance, 2011-12 
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Annexure 5.10.2 

Taluk-wise Leprosy Control Programme in 2010-11 and 2011-12 (in Numbers) 

Taluks 
 

Leprosy Control Programme 
No. of Identified Leprosy patients Patients Cured Patients Deaths 

2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 2007-08 2010-11 2011-12 

Bagepalli 22 20 14 26 16 18 0 0 0 
Chikkaballapur 12 7 13 21 11 10 0 0 0 
Chintamani 35 17 31 38 31 22 0 0 1 
Gauribidanur  29 24 24 31 39 24 0 0 0 
Gudibanda 2 9 6 3 4 8 0 0 0 

Sidlaghatta 15 6 20 15 9 14 0 0 1 
District 115 83 108 134 110 96 0 0 2 

Source: Chikkaballapur District At a Glance, 2007-08, 2010-11 and 2011-12 

 
 

Annexure 6.4.1 

Number of BPL Ration Cards in Chikkaballapur District during 2007-08 and 2011-12 

Taluks 
Total  (2007-08) Rural (2011-12) Urban (2011-12) Total  (2011-12) 

Total 
Cards 

BPL 
Cards 

% of BPL Cards  
to Total Cards  

Total 
Cards 

BPL 
Cards 

% of BPL Cards  
to Total Cards  

Total 
Cards 

BPL 
Cards 

% of BPL Cards  
to Total Cards  

Total 
Cards 

BPL 
Cards 

% of BPL Cards  
to Total Cards  

Bagepalli 12059 9351 77.54 40776 37555 92.10 4579 3805 83.10 45355 41360 91.19 
Chikkaballapur 42635 35490 83.24 31096 27506 88.46 12503 11104 88.81 43599 38610 88.56 
Chintamani 44232 31530 71.28 48647 44972 92.45 12277 10927 89.00 60924 55899 91.75 
Gauribidanur 66221 50327 76.00 61936 55611 89.79 4304 3709 86.18 66240 59320 89.55 
Gudibanda 42029 28328 67.40 10606 9577 90.30 2276 1718 75.48 12882 11295 87.68 
Sidlaghatta  64030 43725 68.29 33033 27560 83.43 10333 6656 64.41 43366 34216 78.90 
District 271206 198751 73.28 226094 202781 89.69 46272 37919 81.95 272366 240700 88.37 

Note: Rural Urban break up for 2007-08 is not available 
Source: Chikkaballapur District at Glance, 2007-08 and 2011-12 
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Annexure 6.5.1 

Taluk-wise Progress of MGNREGS in Chikkaballapur District - 2013-14 (in Nos.) 

Taluks 

No. of Registered 

Job Card 
Issued  

Employment 
demanded  

Employment offered  Actual Employment Provided 
No. of 
filled 

Muster 
Roll 

No. of 
Fami-
lies 

Comp-
leted 
100 
days 

On Going 
works House-

holds 
Persons 

House-
holds 

Persons 
House-
holds 

Persons 
House-
holds 

Persons 
Person 
days 

Bagepalli  37706 91228 37592 20570 42062 20439 41723 14935 28017 522997 7734 563 6342 

Chikkaballapur  15198 46890 15000 2242 6067 2189 5950 1053 2751 27905 929 4 1474 

Chintamani  35182 105222 34872 8712 25223 8508 24664 3839 10915 170739 2883 179 6835 

Gauribidanur  29792 97029 28796 7268 20804 7154 20343 2823 7272 92180 2116 23 5500 

Gudibanda 10393 29624 10393 2698 8012 2625 7703 1810 4625 59061 770 60 1062 

Sidlaghatta 23286 77435 23120 8853 29926 8809 29782 5282 18059 278664 3537 286 3127 

Total 151557 447428 149773 50343 132094 49724 130165 29742 71639 1151546 17969 1115 24340 

Source: http://164.100.129.4/netnrega/citizen_html/30.6.2014 

 

 

Annexure 7.7.1 

Percentage Distribution of Households by Location of Drinking Water Supply 

Taluks/ District/ 
State 

2001 2011 
Rural Urban Rural Urban 

Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away Within the 
premises 

Near the 
premises 

Away 

Bagepalli 10.17 58.45 31.38 64.80 29.34 5.86 14.26 54.97 30.77 59.12 28.49 12.40 
Chikkaballapur 11.70 61.01 27.29 38.69 52.58 8.73 19.30 57.47 23.22 50.70 36.40 12.89 
Chintamani 12.28 57.04 30.68 43.90 39.70 16.40 14.90 56.52 28.57 54.08 33.93 11.99 
Gauribidanur  14.30 56.36 29.34 40.69 40.80 18.51 18.55 52.46 28.99 17.52 46.41 36.07 
Gudibanda 12.63 61.56 25.81 42.92 33.19 23.89 17.32 63.69 18.99 42.84 35.84 21.33 
Sidlaghatta 9.54 64.19 26.27 30.69 23.60 45.71 15.27 62.12 22.62 51.57 29.90 18.53 
District 12.00 58.94 29.06 41.81 39.14 19.05 16.57 56.55 26.88 46.89 35.42 17.69 
State 18.52 55.37 26.12 56.55 24.62 13.8 26.6 48.6 24.79 70.87 20.64 8.49 

Source: India Population Census 2001 and 2011 
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Annexure 7.10.1  

Taluk-wise Distribution of Households According to Type of Toilet Facilities in Chikkaballapur District (Rural) (in per cent) 
Types 
  

Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur  Gudibanda Sidlaghatta District State 
2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 

Total number of households 32,773 36,987 26,496 32,174 40,545 48,592 52,618 57,744 8,970 10,684 28,749 34,128 190151 220,309 - - 

A. Households having latrine within 15.81 11.42 24 32 22 23 16 21 19 21 21 32 19.203 23 17.4 28.41 
1. Flush/Pour flesh latrine - 41.07 - 48.00 - 40.93 - 37.14 - 52.68 - 29.49 - 39.52 - 47.32 
Connected (i)   Piped sewer supply - 22.07 - 20.48 - 39.72 - 15.70 - 16.37 - 18.11 - 23.30 - 15.22 
    (ii)  Septic tank - 58.21 - 68.32 - 43.75 - 77.17 - 69.51 - 61.34 - 62.78 - 76.2 
  (iii) Other systems - 19.71 - 11.20 - 16.53 - 7.13 - 14.13 - 20.55 - 13.92 - 8.59 
2.      Pit latrine 43.82 57.96 66.99 51.01 53.84 54.92 46.16 60.63 52.56 46.73 50.04 68.52 52.21 58.30 35.67 97.81 
(i)      With slab/ventilated improved pit - 96.45 - 98.08 - 96.55 - 93.64 - 97.48 - 96.62 - 96.15 - 97.81 
(ii)   Without slab open pit - 3.55 - 1.92 - 3.45 - 6.36 - 2.52 - 3.38 - 3.85 - 2.19 
3. Water closet 10.63 - 12.23 - 6.52 - 13.77 - 13.75 - 23.99 - 13.00 - 49.7 - 
4.   Night soil disposed into open drain - 0.69 - 0.49 - 0.94 - 0.87 - 0.50 - 0.15 - 0.62 - 0.42 
5.      Service Latrine - 0.28 - 0.50 - 3.21 - 1.35 - 0.09 - 1.85 - 1.55 - 0.69 
(i)   Night soil serviced by human - - - - - 10.67 - - - - - - - 4.83 - - 
(ii)    Night soil serviced by animal - 100.00 - 100.00 - 89.33 - 100.00 - 100.00 - 100.00 - 95.17 - 86.71 
6.      Others 45.55 - 20.78 - 39.64 - 40.07 - 33.69 - 25.97 - 34.79 - 14.62 - 
B. Households not having latrine 84.19 88.58 76.28 67.97 78.21 77.19 83.88 79.39 81.27 79.37 78.96 67.89 80.80 77.00 82.6 71.59 
(i)    Using public latrine - 1.95 - 1.98 - 6.87 - 3.15 - 0.04 - 3.71 - 3.51 - 4.85 
(ii)     Open defecating  - 98.05 - 98.02 - 93.13 - 96.85 - 99.96 - 96.29 - 96.49 - 95.15 

Source: India Population Census, 2001 and 2011. 
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Annexure 7.10.2 

Taluk-wise Distribution of Households According to Type of Toilet Facilities in Chikkaballapur District (Urban) (in per cent) 

Types 
Bagepalli Chikkaballapur Chintamani Gauribidanur  Gudibanda Sidlaghatta District State 

2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 2001 2011 
Total number of households 4,199 7,607 11,277 14,433 13,377 17,729 6,429 10,597 1,913 2,171 7,560 9,465 44755 62,002 

  
A. Households having latrine 
within 

80.76 76.85 84.81 88.17 78.13 86.26 64.82 80.06 60.59 61.91 60.83 90.73 74.47 84.32 75.23 84.93 

1. Flush/Pour flesh latrine - 49.69 - 66.81 - 91.11 - 40.71 - 46.43 - 76.54 - 68.84 - 84.27 
Connected (i)   Piped sewer 
supply 

- 19.55 - 23.83 - 89.97 - 10.57 - 4.81 - 79.78 - 57.71 - 74.48 

(ii)  Septic tank - 79.62 - 66.11 - 7.43 - 88.54 - 91.19 - 15.93 - 37.91 - 23.82 
(iii) Other systems - 0.83 - 10.06 - 2.60 - 0.90 - 4.01 - 4.29 - 4.39 - 1.70 
2. Pit latrine 52.90 49.71 73.37 29.63 20.29 8.08 91.70 52.36 70.41 53.35 68.34 22.72 56.14 28.73 27.52 14.70 
(i) With slab/ventilated 
improved pit 

- 99.45 - 88.78 - 96.60 - 99.41 - 98.74 - 88.83 - 95.11 - 97.10 

(ii)  Without slab open pit - 0.55 - 11.22 - 3.40 - 0.59 - 1.26 - 11.17 - 4.89 - 2.90 
3. Water closet 5.96 - 9.20 - 45.86 - 5.38 - 5.09 - 29.75 - 22.58 - 59.63 - 
4. Night soil disposed into 
open drain 

- 0.36 - 2.07 - 0.48 - 6.92 - 0.15 - 0.71 - 1.93 - 1.16 

5. Service Latrine - 0.24 - 1.49 - 0.34 - 0.01 - 0.07 - 0.03 - 0.50 - 0.47 
(i)  Night soil serviced by 
human 

- - - - - 44.23 - - - - - - - 81.15 - 26.71 

(ii)  Night soil serviced by 
animal 

- 100.00 - 0.53 - 55.77 - 100.00 - 100.00 - 100.00 - 18.85 - 73.29 

6.   Others 41.14 - 17.43 - 33.84 - 2.93 - 24.50 - 1.91 - 21.28 - 18.74 - 
B. Households not having 
latrine 

19.24 23.15 15.19 11.83 21.87 13.74 35.18 19.94 39.41 38.09 39.17 9.27 25.53 15.68 24.77 15.07 

(i) Using public latrine - 2.61 - 13.88 - 16.30 - 13.01 - 4.47 - 11.74 - 11.26 - 28.88 
(ii) Open defecating - 97.39 - 86.12 - 83.70 - 86.99 - 95.53 - 88.26 - 88.74 - 71.12 

Source: India  Population Census, 2001 and 2011 
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Annexure 9.5.1 

Taluk-wise Number of SC Pre-Matric and Post-Matric Hostels  

in Chikkaballapur District during - 2011-12 

Taluks 

Pre-Matric Hostels Post-Matric Hostels 
Government Hostels Government Hostels 
Boys Girls Boys Girls 

No. Students No. Student No. Students No. Student 
Bagepalli 7 635 2 185 3 505 1 105 
Chikkaballapur 3 294 2 81 4 568 2 123 
Chintamani 12 855 1 158 2 680 2 260 
Gauribidanur  7 525 2 157 1 320 1 74 

Gudibanda 3 280 1 40 1 84 1 30 
Sidlaghatta 7 449 2 120 1 205 0 0 
District 39 3038 10 741 12 2362 7 592 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12 

 
 
 

Annexure 9.5.2 

Details of Residential Schools in Chikkaballapur District - 2011-12 

Taluks  
Morarji Desai Residency School  

Ashrama School  
Pre-Matric Post-Matric  

Nos. Student  Nos. Student  Nos. Student  
Bagepalli  0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chikkaballapur 2 343 1 91 1 25 
Chintamani  1 100 0 0 0 0 
Gauribidanur   0 0 0 0 0 0 
Gudibanda 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sidlaghatta  0 0 0 0 0 0 

District 3 443 1 91 1 25 
Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12 

 
 

Annexure 9.5.3 

Details of Pre-Matric Scholarship paid to Primary and High School  

SC Students in Chikkaballapur District - 2011-12 

Taluks  

No. of 
Primary 
School 
Students  

No. of 
High 
School 
Students 

Primary 
School 
Students 
(%)  

 High 
School 
Students 
(%) 

Bagepalli  3969 684 13.73 9.1 
Chikkaballapur 6874 2016 23.78 26.83 
Chintamani  5260 1095 18.19 14.57 
Gauribidanur   5810 1771 20.1 23.57 
Gudibanda 1427 446 4.94 5.94 
Sidlaghatta  5571 1501 19.27 19.98 
District 28911 7513 100 100 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12 
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Annexure 9.5.4 

Details of Pre-Matric Scholarship paid to Primary and High School  

ST Students in Chikkaballapur District - 2011-12 

Taluks 

No. of 
Primary 
School 

Students 

No. of 
High 

School 
Students 

Primary 
School 

Students 
(%) 

High 
School 

Students 
(%) 

Bagepalli  2348 974 18.54 22.3 
Chikkaballapur 1885 718 14.88 16.44 
Chintamani  2016 485 15.92 11.11 
Gauribidanur   3399 1100 26.84 25.19 
Gudibanda 725 322 5.72 7.37 
Sidlaghatta  2291 768 18.09 17.59 
District 12664 4367 100 100 

Source: Chikkaballapur District at a Glance, 2011-12 
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Annexure 9.6.1 

Type of Toilets in Chikkaballapur District,  2011 (SC) 

Types of Toilets 

Chikkaballapur District State  

SC  Total (All categories)  SC Total (All categories)  

Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  

Total number of households 60076 8087 68163 220309 62002 282311 1510140 630164 2140304 7864196 5315715 13179911 

1. Number of households 
having latrine facility within the 
premises 

9.22 54.33 14.57 23.00 84.32 36.47 16.39 67.73 31.50 28.41 84.93 51.21 

a) Flush/pour flush latrine 
connected to 

46.82 65.59 55.12 39.52 68.84 54.41 44.13 82.97 68.72 47.32 84.27 72.03 

b) Pit latrine 50.38 33.50 42.91 58.30 28.73 43.29 54.32 15.17 29.54 51.58 14.10 26.51 

2. Number of households not 
having latrine facility within the 
premises 

90.78 45.67 85.43 77.00 15.68 63.53 83.61 32.27 68.50 71.59 15.07 48.79 

a) Public latrine 3.06 11.13 3.58 3.51 11.26 3.93 4.27 29.59 7.78 4.85 28.88 7.84 

b) Open 96.94 88.87 96.42 96.49 88.74 96.07 95.73 70.41 92.22 95.15 71.12 92.16 

Source:  India Population Census, 2011 

 
Annexure 9.6.2  

Type of Toilets in Chikkaballapur District, 2011 (ST) 

Types of Toilets 

Chikkaballapur District State  

ST Total (All categories) ST Total (All categories) 

Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  Rural Urban Total  

Total number of households 32250 4040 36290 220309 62002 282311 711110 225885 936995 7864196 5315715 13179911 

1. Number of households having 
latrine facility within the premises 

12.19 69.43 18.56 23.00 84.32 36.47 15.64 69.81 28.70 28.41 84.93 51.21 

a) Flush/pour flush latrine 
connected to 

46.13 63.17 53.23 39.52 68.84 54.41 47.57 81.36 67.39 47.32 84.27 72.03 

b) Pit latrine 51.70 34.94 44.72 58.30 28.73 43.29 50.91 16.43 30.69 51.58 14.10 26.51 

2. Number of households not 
having latrine facility within the 
premises 

87.81 30.57 81.44 77.00 15.68 63.53 84.36 30.19 71.30 71.59 15.07 48.79 

a) Public latrine 3.39 11.26 3.72 3.51 11.26 3.93 4.25 23.76 6.24 4.85 28.88 7.84 

b) Open 96.61 88.74 96.28 96.49 88.74 96.07 95.75 76.24 93.76 95.15 71.12 92.16 

Source:  India Population Census, 2011 
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Annexure 11.3.1  

ULB-wise Number of Households having Access to Toilet in 2011 (in Nos.) 
Sl. 
No 

Types of Toilets 
Bagepalli 

TMC 
Chikkaballapur 

CMC 
Chintamani 

CMC 
Gauribidanur 

TMC 
Gudibanda 

TP 
Sidlaghatta 

TMC 
District State 

  
Total number of 
households 

7,607 14,433 17,729 10,597 2,171 9,465 62,002 5,315,715 

1 

Number of households 
having latrine facility 
within the premises 

5,846 12,725 15,293 8,484 1,344 8,588 52,280 4,514,862 

A 
Flush/pour flush latrine 
connected to 

2,905 8,502 13,933 3,454 624 6,573 35,991 3,804,449 

1 Piped sewer system 568 2,026 12,536 365 30 5,244 20,769 2,833,740 

2 Septic tank 2,313 5,621 1,035 3,058 569 1,047 13,643 906,083 

3 Other system 24 855 362 31 25 282 1,579 64,626 

B Pit latrine 2,906 3,770 1,235 4,442 717 1,951 15,021 636,644 

1 
With slab/ventilated 
improved pit 

2,890 3,347 1,193 4,416 708 1,733 14,287 618,180 

2 Without slab/  open pit 16 423 42 26 9 218 734 18,464 

C 
Night soil disposed into 
open drain 

21 264 73 587 2 61 1,008 52,474 

D Service Latrine 14 189 52 1 1 3 260 21,295 

1 
Night soil removed by 
human 

- 188 23 - - - 211 5,688 

2 
Night soil serviced by 
animal 

14 1 29 1 1 3 49 15,607 

2 
Number of households 
not having latrine facility 
within the premises 

1,761 1,708 2,436 2,113 827 877 9,722 800,853 

A Public latrine 46 237 397 275 37 103 1,095 231,249 

B Open 1,715 1,471 2,039 1,838 790 774 8,627 569,604 

Source: India Population Census, 2011 
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Details on Workshops, Meetings, 
etc. 

For ensuring quality, timely completion of the DHDR a Core Committee at the District level was 
constituted. Sub-Committees were formed for different issues affecting Human Development and 
Workshops were organised at District and Taluk levels. The details of all these are given below.  
 

1. District Core Committee Meetings  Conducted 
Date No. of Participants 
6-04-2013 12 
15-04-2013 12 
26-08-2013 12 
21-10-2013 12 
15-3-2014 12 

 

2. Sub-Committee Meetings Conducted 
Date No. of Participants 
09-04-2013 50 

 
 

1. ZP Meetings Conducted 

Date No. of Participants 
13-11-2014 25 

 
 

2. Workshops Conducted 
Workshops held Date No. & Types of Participants   

Bagepalli Taluk 19-11-2013 
100. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Chikkaballapur 
Taluk 

13-11-2013 
80. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Chintamani Taluk 12-11-2013 
50. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Gauribidanur Taluk 13-11-2013 
80. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Gudibanda Taluk 19-11-2013 
60. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Sidlaghatta Taluk 12-11-2013 
100. Participated ( TP  Presidents/Vice Presidents, TP 
Members,  Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 

Chikkaballapur 
District  

20-09-2014 
100. Participated (ZP Presidents/Vice Presidents, ZP 
Members, Officials, Media persons, NOGs, and Students) 
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