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ABSTRACT

The paper analyses the income and consumption
pattern of the population living in the Calcutta lMetropo-—
litan Area. The study is based on data available from the
various family budget studies conducted by the Bureau
of Applied Economics and Statistics, Government of Westw
Bengal covering the period 1951-1977 (). If we
subdivide the entire period into two stb-periods, we find
that in 1951-71, the poor have become even poorer and the
richer have become even richer (in real terms). But,
during 1971-77 the poor fared better compared to rich.
Further, this study has brought out very clearly that the
relative position (in respect of income and consumption
expenditure) of an average person of Calcutta vis—a-vis
gome other urban centres of West Bengal deteriorated
during 1962~71 but iaproved somevhat during the period
LOfl= (-

(1) Data for more recent years were not

available when the study was done. ifﬁlum Q! |
L B ) 3F

This is a revised version of the paper the author has
prepared when she worked as a regource-person in the
Task Force of Calcutta Metropolitan Development
Authority in 1986.
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CONSUMPTION AND INCOME IN 0ALOUTTA METROPOLITAN AREA

Indrani Chakraborty
i

I. Introduetion

Family pudgeﬁ grudies analyse nousehold consumption
behaviour on the %asislo? incomes and expenditures of a cross-
- pection of individual households at a given period of time,
Studies in this field have a long history dating back to
1857, when Engel, on the basis of his pioneering analysis
of family budget data relating vo 153 Belgilan famigies,
proposed the following law: 'The pocrer the family is,
the greater is the proporiion of total outgo (total
expenditure) which must be used for food'. In generalised
version, the law states that, as the level of household
income increascs, the proportion of total consumer expe nditure
devoted to the more urgent needs (such as food) decreases,
while the progportion devoted to luxuries and semi-luxuries
increases.l

For a number of reasons family budget studies
are highly useful. These help to enrich our understanding
of an important aSpeét of human life, behaviour and society.
These are alsc usefuli in devising more efficient use of
‘resources and more effective solutions vo marketing
manzgenent problemsa2 Pemily budget anslysis also enables
one to have some idcas regarding the demand side of the
market structure besides helping to consfruct cost of living
indices for aifferent years which, in turn, also helps ¥to
give some idea regarding changes in standard 6 U Ve oy 020
Iastly, femily budget arnalysis also helps to visualize the
conditions of the poor, to identify groups which should be
given priority attention, and also to help in formulating
policies which might help their upliftment,
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Before the launching of the Pive—Year plans,
hardly any attempt was made to analyse consumer behaviour
in India, Since the early fifties, a number of studies on
' consumer behaviour have been conducted in connection with
the formulation of these plans, Almost all of these were
based on the Wational Sample Surveys! (N.S.5)) countrywide
cross=section data on household consumption, Some recent
regional studies have also brought out some important
‘issues relating to inter-regional differences in consumer
behavour.3

This paper seeks to analyse consumer behaviour
in the context of urban West Bengal, barticularly its
metropolitan city - Calcutta,

This paper is divided into the following sections,
Section II deals with the coverage and limitations of the
data source, Section IIT reviews incomes agnd expenditures
of different economic groups of Calcutta furing 1951-1977,
Section IV presents profiles of some urban centres of
West Bengal, and tries to establich the relationship between
Population size ang Per capita income, This section also
seeks to rank the centres on the basis of income and
expenditure and compare the relative position of Calcutta
Vis-a=vis other urban centres of West Bengal, Section V
Summarises the main conclusions of this paper,

Let us point out at the outset that, given the

fragmentary nature of the facts and figures available at

the sub-regional level, the conclusions drawn here may be
taken as tentative ones. lMoreover, data for years beyond
1976=T77 are not available which makes this study somewhat

out of date, It ig hoped that this study would help to
understand the changes in consumption pattern during the first
three decades since independence; and would also point to
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broad patterns and trends which would also permit a better
understanding of the present situation, ‘

II. Data 'source, coverage and limitations

The Burcau of Applicd Economics and statistics
(B.A.E,S.), Governient of West Bengal, conducts family budget
surveys at an intervai.of five ycars. Thesc surveys arc
the main source of data used in this study. In addition,
occasilonally, census figures have also been consulted,

The B.A.H,8. bogan to undertake large scale sample
surveys of houschold budgets and other aspects of levels
of living in 1950-51 with o visw to study the impact of the
development pfogrammos on consumption pattern and changes
in levels of living., Reports of the last two surveys (i.e.
for the years 1981~82 and 1986-87) are, however, not yet
available for public use and, hence, this study has to
restrict itself to;the period 1950=197F

These surveys are bascd on stratified randon
sampling, and are more or less exhaustive and representative
in nature and cover verious aspects of a family, viz,
average size, income and expenditure of family, among others,

Some of the important concepts and definitions
followed in thogé Surveys are discussed below.

(1) Pamily and resident mewbers s A family
cbnsists of a group of persons having relation through
blood, marrisge or by adoption and ustially living %together
and taking principal meals from the samc kitchen during
the major part of the refserence year (i,e., a period of
twelve months preceding the date of survey)., Persons who
are not regular aecubers of the fanily, namely, tutors,
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paying gussts, servants, cte,, but normally take mesgls
from the same kitchen are also considercd as resident
members of the fanily, (However, they were not included

as family members in the SUrveys since 1950-51)., But
servants employed, Hainly for nondomestic work, have been
excluded form the purviecw of the survey even though they
take meals from the Seme kitchen, Children less than six
months old, temporary visitors and persons who died more
than six months ago are also excluded, whercas members who
were temporarily absent are included,

(ii) Panily size : The nuabsr of resident members
€Xe luding servants, tutors, Paying guests etcy in a family
constitubes its gize,

(ddd) In bresenting statistical tables families
have bcen classified into different monthly income groups .,
Starting from 1951, upto 1966, five such groups were
considered = wviz, (=) Is. 1-100, (b) Bs. 101-200, (c) Bs. 201=350,
() Bs, BOL=T00% (o dis) ToT4 ana above, From 1971 onwards,
however, the groups have been (a) s, 1=200. (D) 201-500,
(e) Ps. SOL=1000;" (@) i< " 1007 Bhd above, The annual total
disposable income of the family eccruing from gainful
activities as well as other income from transfer payments
divided by twelve has bcen taken to be the average uonthly
income of the family; The average monthly income divided
by the size of theo fanily gives the average per capita
wonthly income,

(iv) Expenditurc groups : In order to discrimninate
be tween differcnt econowic groups, the Surviyed families
have been classificd in terus of some monthly e xpenditure
levels, The eroups are the same as the income groups, The
-xpenditure l-vels of +the families have been determined on
the basis of total Xpenditure exeluding life insurance,



other insurances and provident fund, purchase of land and
buildings, - livestock, ‘ornaments, share or securities,

other assets and cash savings,

(v) Consumer expenditure : Consuumer expenditure
covdrs all expenditures incurred by ths family solely on
domestic account, including consumption out of homegrown
produce or transfer receipts like gifts, loans, cte. But
transfer . paeyments like gifts, charities, etc. made by the
household are excluded. Consumption out of gifts, loans,
etc,, consuaption of homegrown articles as well as of
articles acquired through barter cxchanges are evaluated
at the average annual retail prices, aAlthough eXpenses
towards repair and maintenance of regidential buildings
are includéd, expenditures on purchase and construction
of residentizl housges, being capital expenditures, are
egxcluded from the coverage of consumption expenditure,

Linitations of the data source

The estimatcs ars based on sample surveys in which
the households are asked sbout their consumption during a

past period and what is reccorded in the schedule is what
the respondents have told, In the process, apart from

- recall lapses, therc could be biases in the information

supplicd, Respondents may have a tendency to overestimate

some items of consumpbion and underestimate some others.

There is no way to get over this response bias completely

and we do not know Qo;lﬂltcly whether there is any systenatic

overestimmtion: or underestiumation in the aggregate. It

is not improbable that the biascs change in unusual situations

For example, when prices increase very sharply, the expenditur
as reportcd may be more than what is warranted by price

rise, due to biascs, Howewer, such limitations are not

peculiar to family budget surveys; these are inherent in

most types of surveys,
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The most inportant limitation, peculiar to:the
family bﬁdget surveys conducted by the B.A.E.S., is the
.problem of comparability., Concepts and definitions followed
were not uniform over the years. For example, in the definition
of 'family size', all the members including tutors, paying
guests, servants ctc, were included in 1950-51, but they
were excluded in the years 1960-61, 1971-72, 1976-77. This
diffafence in definition affects mostly the higher income
groups (who can afford to keep servants etc.) and in turn
affects per capita income (which is equal to family
income divided by family size) for these groups. Hence,
conclusions regarding the changes in average per capita
income for the relatively higher income groups during the
period 1951-77 gct qualified to some extent by this limitation.
. Again, while bustces have been excluded in the 1950-51
survey, these have been included in the subseguent ones,

Thus, a comparison with other time periods might show
1950-51 in a wore favourable light than it deserves.

The problem of comparability crops up again when
one sceks to carry on a comparative analysis of differen®
ceconomic groups between two time periods, say, 1950-51
and 1971-72 or 1950-51 and 1976-=77, beccausec the zZroups
were not strictly comparable, and corresponded to somewhat
different sets of income lovels. While this allows for
increcase in average money income, such reclassification
hags been done without taking into account the price
effect and hence the cuestion as to whether the lowest
income group of 1951 is comparable with that of 1971 or
1977 remains unanswercd,

Adjustments

In order to overcome this problem of comparability,
some adjustments have becen made in this study so as to
make the economic groups of 1951 some what couparasble with
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those of 1971 or 1977. The adjustment procedure adopted
here is given below :

Money incomz of 1971-72 has becn deflated by the
general consumer price index number for that year (which
is -equal to 200.32 with 1950 = 100). Since Bs. 200 of 1971
correspords gere, or less to Bs, 100 ef 1951 in regfl “terms,
the group Bs. 17100 of 1950751 is taken as more or less
couparable to the group Rs. 1-200 of 1971-72, On thiss basis,
the groups Bs. 200~500,: . 500-1000 and Bs, 1000 and above
of 1971-72 become more or less comparable to the groups
BSe 100250, e 2507500, Ry 500 . and ‘Zbovie "ot 1950517
respectively. But the problem is that, data on average
income, expenditure, etc. are not given accordingly (e.g.,
we have data for the group Rs. 100-250). However, this
problem can be tackled, at lecast to some extent, if we
assume that familiss ars evenly distributed throughout
an income range (i.c., 1/3 of total families belonging to the
income range 5. 200-350 belongs to the range Rs. 200-250)
and adjust all the observations accordingly (by using the
proportion of total families belonging to a particular
income/expenditure range as the relevant weight). Though
this assumption is crude and siaplistic in nature, we have
no other ‘way out., Siailarly, deflating money income of
1976~77 by the general consumer price index number (which
is equal to 309.34 with 1950 = 100), we find that BRs. 300 of
1976-77 correspondés mnore or less to Rss 100 of 1951,
Therefore, the groups Bs. 1-100, Bs. 100-250, BRs. 250-500 and
Rse 500-1000 of 1951 become comparable to the groups
Rs¢ 1-300, Bs. 300~-750 /Rs. 750 -and above, respectively,: of
1976-77, The reported data of 1976=77 have been adjusted
accordingly,., By this mcthod we lose information for the
highest income group for 1976-T77; but that does not matter
much because we can analyse the changes in the levels of
living of the relatively poor groups (which are the main
target groups of economic planning).



ol

Basing on these adjustiients, we have categorized
all the surveyed familics into four (three in case of
1976=7T7) cconomic groups viz. (i) the lowest income group
corresponding to B 17100 of "1950=51 50" 12200 o "IgHI=2
and Bs, 1=300 of 1G76-T77, (ii) the lower middle income
group corresponding %o Bs. 100-250 of 1951, R, 200-500 of
1971, and Bs, 300-750 of 1976-T7, (iii) the upper middle
income group (or the rzlatively richer group for 1976-77)
corresponding %o B, 250-500 of 1951, R, 500-1000 of 1971
and R, 750 and above of 1976—77, (iv) the highsst income
group corresponding to Rs. 500 and above of 1951, and
RBs. 1000 and above of 1971-72.

On that same basis, the lowest income group,
lower middlec income group, upper middle income group and
the highest income group of 1960-61 correspond to Rs. 1-110,
Bse - 110=275, Bss 275550, Bs, 550 and above, respectiwely,

IIT. Income and cxpenditure in Calcutta city during 1951-1976

The aim of this section is to analyse the changes
in income and consumption cxpenditurc levels and spending
pattern etc, of an average family of Calcutta (Tollygunge
was excluded during 1951-1961 but included thereafter)
during the period 1951=1977;

Let us first sze how avérage income per month
(both on per family and per capita basis) has undergone
changes during the p:riod under study (sece Table 1).

Overall change

The table reveals the fact that, over the entire
period 1951-1977, the average monthly income per femily
has incrcased by 119.64 per cent in uoancy terms,” (Incone
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here includes both carned income and unearncd income e.g,,
ass<et income -like rent, interest and transfer receipts,
etc.). The entire period can be divided into three
gsub—periodsy WiZ,..l951=61., 1961=%_ 1971=49° it 4 observed
- that during the period 1951-61, average family income
decreased by 27.87 per cent in nominal value; perhaps due

to the reason that the increased concentration of the
families in the lower income range during this period. While
the percentage of families belonging to the lowest income
group was 42.34 per cent in 1950-51, it was as high as

68,62 per cent in 1960-61, On the other hand, concentration
in the highest income range was less in 1960-61 than in
1950-51 (4.23 per cent in 1960-61 as against 9.97 per cent
in 1950%51). - Another . partial explanation. for a deelinein
average income during 1960-61 from that of 1950-51 might

be that while the busties wers excluded from the survey
in-1950-51, thasge wers
that average incomc of bustee dwellers is rclatively lower

L40]

included in 1960-61, If we assume

o

compared %o thet of the gen.ral residents, (which is

i

i

gensrally the'cesc, as confirmed by the Family Budget
Report of the B.A.H.S5. for the year 1955-56), this may

explginiiat Lsagt“partly ;” the “decline,

The sub-periods 1961-1971 and 1971-1977 were
‘however marked by improvements in nominal money income by
86.39 per cent and 63,36 per cent, respectively. However,
a conparative analysis of family income does not tell much’
about the changes in living standard; since the size of
families may differ, pcr capita income is a better indicator
in this respect. Table=l depicts the fact that per capita
income increcased by 201.35 per cent (in money terms) over
the entire pi:riod 1851-1977. It can be mentioned that the
rate of increase was wuch highsr in case of per capita
income than in case of family dncome, It is due to the



fact thht average family size was uuch lower in 1976-77
compared to that of 1950-51 (it was 4.73 in 1977 and 6.49
in 1951).7

However, a more important question from the point
of view of planning is whether there has becen any inprovemnent
in the real standard of living during the period under study,
and herec the answer is a depressing one as both family income
and per capita income declined in real terms (i.e., in
terms of 1950-51 prices). Family income, which registered
an increasc of 119.64 per cent in money terms, declined
by 29 per cent in real terms, While per capits income
increased by 201,35 per cent in money terms, it declined by
2,59 per cent in real ‘terms during bthe period 1951-1977.

The rate of price incrzase was covidently much faster than

the rate of increase in money income,

If we concentrate golely on earncd income (ezcluding
income from other sources, ¢.8., transfer paynents etc.)
we find from Table 2 that, during the pesried 195151971,
per capita carned income declincd in resal terms while,
over the entire period viz., 1951-1977, there had been
some improvement in this respect, But we have found that
total per capita income (earned + unearned) recorded a
marginal decline in real'terms over 1971-77. IV in turn
implics that the rate of decline in real unearned income
was imuch greater than the rate of increase in real earncd
income, However, onc point is quite obvious : that total
income as well as earnzd income (on per capita basis)

cgistered a net decline in real terms during the period
EGE=] Gl |

It may, however, be mentioned in this context
that, since bustees were excluded in 1950-51 but included
afterwerds, income figures for 1950—-51 and subsequent
years are not strictly comparable, Inclusion of bustees in
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1950-51 may lead to a lowering of pzr capita income in
1350-51 (because usually relatively poorer people live in
bustees) and in that case change in real standard of living
during 1951-1971 might have been somcwhat different., To
check this, some crude adjustments have been undertaken,
In 1955-56, gencral holdings, busteces and refugee colonies
were surveycd separately, Taking the proportions of total
family members belonging to general holdings, bustees,
refuges colonies as the réspeetive weights, we can combine
the three income categories to arrive at the combined
average per capita incomc. It has been found that the
combined per capita carned income was 11.28 per cent lower
than the per capita c¢arncd income of general holdings in
1955-56, If we assume that the respective weights and

the degree of diffsrence in per capita income were the
same in 1950-51 as in 1955-56, we can recalculate per
cepita earnsd income for 1950-51 by including bustees and
refugee colonics, and thus can make it somewhat comparable
to that of 1971-72. On this basgis per capita earned income
for 1950-51 has been found to be B. 38i68 (in place of

Bs. 43.60) compared to per capita real earned income of

B. 39.15 in 1971-72. Thus, after adjustment, we find a
slight increage in carned income during 1951-1971. Not
only that, the extent of improvement in the real standard
of living (reflected in terms of earned income) during
1951-1977 goes up due to this adjustment. However, this
adjustment can not be madc on total income since, in the
1955=56 report, only earncd incone has been considered.
Thus, our previous conclusion regarding the change in total
income during the period 1951-1977 may not be very exact.
One possible way out may be to concentrate on the period
1961-1977, when bustees were covered from 1960-61§ we

find that both per capita total income and per capita



earned income rogistercd some decline in real terms during
1961~71 but showed signs of improveuscnts during-1971=117 .
Tn other words, we can say that real standard of S LiVing
deteriorated during the period 1661-1971 but scored a
narginal improvement thercafter. One explanatory factor
for such a change may be a change in average family—-size,
Average family size was higher in 1971 comparcd to 1961
(it was 5.29 in 1971 against 4,78 in 1961; which may be
due to the infilux of refugees caused by the Bangladesh
war) and, consccuently, per capita income was lower in
1971 compared to 1961, An opposite trend was visible during
the ' period 1971-1977,

Consumption expenditure

Now, let us sse whether there has been any change
in the lsvel and pattern of consunption gxpenditure (which
is another important indicaztor of standard of living)

during the period under study.

fsble 3 shows that nominal monthly consumption
expenditure per fauily lncrcasca by 84,46 per cent and
nominal per cepita congumption expenditure increased by
15%¢l0 per cent during period 1951—1977.6

However, in real terms the pilcture is discouragings:
family consumption cxpenditure declinsd by 40,37 per cent,
while per capita consumption expenditure declined by

18.18 per cent in real terms during the same period.

If we concentrate upon the period 1961-1977, we
find that both family consumption expenditure and per capita
consunption expcnditure increased in real terms during the
period 1961-1977 though very slightly. One perplexing
feature that rcecuirss clarification is thet while real income
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declined during the period 1961-1971, real consumplbion
expenditure actually increased during the same period, As

- an eXplanation, one may perhaps argue that rcal consumption

expenditure is not only a function of real income but
also of some other factors like age-—-sex composition,
comiunal composition, Spending habits, etc, However, the
chaﬁge in the real consusption expenditure during the

whole period 1961-1977 corroborates the change in real

income during the seame period,

Now, examining more closely the composition of
consunption expenditure, we find thatg the percentage of
food esxpenditure to total consumption expenditure has
increased from 47.74 per cent in 1950-51 to 52.05 per cent
in 1976-77, while the psrcentage of non-food expenditure
to total consumption expenditure has correspondingly declined
from 52,26 per cent to 47.95 per cent, This change in the
consumption pattern is not in line with the historical
eXperience of the developed countries where-econoillc
developnent was associzted with incressed share of non-food
expenditure in TGotal consumption e¢xpenditure and a corres-—
pondingly dececreased share of food expenditure.lo Thas
in fact, indicates a process of underdevelopment in Calcutta

during: the period under consideration.

However, the performance during the subperiod
1971~77 was relatively satisfactory in this regard. During
this period, the share of food expenditure declined from
54,19 pér cent to 52.05 per cent and the share of non-food
expenditure correspondingly increased from 45,81 per cent
in 1971-72 to 47.95 per cent in 1976-77. Further, considering
the entire period, we find that, though the share of food
expenditure in total consuuwption expenditure increased, food
expenditure in real terms rscorded a decline of 34.99 per
cent (Table 4), The rate of deeline in non=food expenditure

(in real terms) was even greater.
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Table 5 shows that while per ecapita consumption
of wheat, potato etc. increased, those of nutritive food
~ dtems like milk, fish, meat, egg, etc. recordied a marked
decline (in physical terms) during the period 1951-71,
indicating a decline in the nutritional cuality of overall
food consumption. While the increase in the consumption of
wheat and potato is a positive feature, this was more than
outweighed by a significant decline in the consumption of
rice and guality foods. In other words, there was a marked
gubstitution of rice by whesgt and of nutritive items by
the less nutritive ones, along with a general deterioration
in the standard of living,

Considering the subperiod 1971-77, we find that
the consumption of rice, wheat and potato increased along
vith that of nutritive items like milk, fish, egg, meat,
etc. (all in physical terms). This is a positive finding
which confirms the healthy change in the standamd of

living.,

One may ask why, despite a decline in the real
income, there has been an increase in the consumption of
relatively expensive nutritive items like milk, fish,
etc., In order to answer .this guestion one might mention
that real income alone can not explain the change in
consumption pattern, Factors like age—sex composition,
spending habit, price of individual item etc, all combine

together along with real income to produce a change &
in real consumption.

As far as non—-food items are concerned, it has
been observed that the share of the miscellaneous groupll
(which is a residual category that includes expenditure
on education, health, entertainment, domestic services
etc.) in the total consumption expenditure declined from
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31.78 per cent in 1951 to 25,64 per cent in 1977, the
shares of clothing, fuel-light recorded some inprovements,
while that of housing registered a marginal decline

(Table 6). This is consistent with our carlier findings.
In a situation of declining living standard, one would
expect relatively more to be spent on necessities like
clothing, fuel etc., while econouising on miscellaneous
itens,

Change according to family income levels

So long our discussion has been carried on in
terns of an average family without taking into account
the effect of income distribution among families at
different income levels. We will now classify the surveyed
families into different income categories and examine the
pattern of change in income and consumption expendituee
for thess categories.

As has been mentioned earlierlz, families can
be classified under four income/expenditure groups, i.e.,
(i) the lovest income/eXpénditure group, (ii) the lower
middle income/expenditure group, (iii) the upper middle
income/experditure group, (iv) the highest income/expenditure
Eroup,

Let us examine how the distribution of families
along different income groups has undergone changes during
the period under study.

Table 7 reveals the fact that the maximum concen—
tration of families was in the lower middle income groups:
in all the years. It is also clear that, over the entire
period 1951-77, while the percentage belonging to the
relatively lower income groups has increased, the
percentage of families belonging to relatively higher income



.
groups has decreased. This again confirms a decline in
the level of living in the city during the period. But
the sub-period 1971-77 indicates just the opposite trend,
which again confirms the earlier finding relating to
this sub-period, that there was an improvement-in the
living standard.

inalysing the changes in the relative economic
positions of different economic groups, it has been found
that per capita income has increased ~ both in nominal
and real terms - for all the groups. (Table 8 (a) and 8 (b),
From Table 8 (a) we find that family income has increased
both in money terms 'and in real terms for the lowest and
lover micdle income groups. But if we merge the two upper
income groups, we find that there has been a decline in
family income in real terms for this merged group over the
period 1951-1977. However, per capita income for that
group has registered an improvement in real terms, it is
because of the fact that family size was higher for that
group in 1951 compared to that of 1977 €¢8.,47 in 1951
a8 ‘agginst .99 in 1977).13 The same story was also true
regarding the period 1961-1977.

Another important point to note is that, during
195177, while per capita real income had increased by
about 14 per cent, for the lowest income group, per capita
real income for the relatively higher income group (the
merged group) had increased by only about 10 per cerit-.l4
This indicates that income distribution become less
skewed during this period. But despite this, the average
real per capita income recorded a marginal decline during
this period (as has been found in the previous section).
This is due to the fact that the nuwber of poor increased
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over the same period (i.e., thus, the weight structure
changed in such g way that, though, inaivicually, all the
groups recorded incresases in reqgi income, the average
income went down in real terms ).

Considering the sub—period 1951—1971, we find
from Table 8 (b) that while the real per capita income for
the lowest and lower middle income sroup decreased, that
for the upper middle and highest income groups increased.l
In other words, relatively poorer families became even poorer
while relatively rich families became richer over twenty
years., The period 1961-1971 to0o depicted the same picture,
The sub=-period 1971-1977 shows just the opposite trend,

While regl €conomic position of the relatively Doorer
families hag undergone some improvements, that of the
relatively richer families showed Signs of a marginal decline
(on family ineome basisg).

1

Now, let us See, how the distribution of consumption
expenditure among different €cononlic groups changed during
the periog 951 =1 g7

Table 9 makes it cleér that rates of increase in
nominal per capita consumption expenditure for the lowest
income group, lower middle income sToup and relatively
higher income group (two Upper income groups being mergeqd
together) were 226,51 per cent, 199.06 per cent ang
177.66 per cent, respectively, during the period 195 =TT o
Both growth ang distribution were healthy., In real terms
however, only the lowest ine ome gTroup experienced some
improvements while the lower middile income group and the
relatively higher income g¥oup recorded some decline,. It
is not very casy to explain why despite a rise in real
Per capita income for these two groups, their real per



capita consumption expenditure declined during the same
period, Factors such as changes in age—sex composition,
taste pattern, race-caste-religious composition etec.

may have some bearing in this context;(ﬁoonomic groupwise
figures on consumption expenditure are not available for
the year 1960-61; so 1961-1971 figurds are missing in

this table).

; If we study the pattern of cha.ge in the compo-—
sition of consunption expenditure among different economic
groups, we find that for all the groups, the share of

food expenditure in total consumption expenditure increased
while the share of non-food expenditure declined during

the period under study (Table 10).

So long we have analysed changes in income and
consumption expenditure over time, Now, let us see how
consumption expenditure varies among different econouic
groups at a particular point of time,

A careful study of the family budget data confirms
Ingel's law of consumption in the context of Calcutta; as
expenditure or income level increases, percentage of
expenditure spent on food decreases; percentage of
expenditure spent on clothing, housing etc, remains more
or less the same at all expenditure levels and that on the
miscellaneous group increases with an increase in the
expenditure level (Table 11)., That this was not a peculiar
feature of a particular time period chosen, but a regular
phenomenon = true for all these years — is seen from
Table 12,

When income or expenditure level increases,
along with a decline in the share of food expenditure,
composition of food expenditure itself changes; with
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increase in income, the proportion of food expenditure on
cereals like rice, wheat, etec, declines or at least
remains the same and that on quality food items like fish,
meat, egg, milk etc, increases, This gualitative change in
consunption is an important aspect of consumer behaviour
which can be confirmed from Table 13. This is again a

consistent phenomenon, true for all the years studied.l6

Ve A profile of some urban centres of West Bengal

This section seeks to present a profile of some
urban centres of West Bengal which have been covered by
family budget surveys and tries to make some comparative
analysis between Calcutta and other centres on the basis
of their income and consumption expenditure patterns,

From Table 14, we can find out the relationship
between per capita income and population size, It has been
found that the correlation coefficients between per capita
income and population size were r = 0,65, r = 0.73 in
1961, 1971 and 1977, respec:*t::i.vely}:-7 They were all
statistically significant at 5 per cent level of significance.
These imply that the relationship between population size
and per capita income is a positive one, i.e., the larger
a town, the larger is the per capita income; perhaps
because of the fact that in a large town, there are
diversified sources of economic activities and the scope
of high income generation is higher compared %o a small
town, Of course, it depends on the very nature of their
econonic activities = income is generally higher in an
industrially developed town compared to an agricultural

town,

From Table 15, we observe that, in 1961, in
terms of per capita monthly income, Calcutta was in the
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first position while Contai held the last position. In
1971, Jalpaiguri headed the list (which occupied the fourth
position in 1961), while Calcutta came to occupy the second
position and Basirhat was in the lowest position. In 1977,
Calcutta recovered her lost status and occupied the first
position while Contai again stood last,

Beside individual ranks, changes in the ranks over
time are also important. Table 14 makes it clear that for
most of the centres (excepting a few), the income gap
between Calcutta and other urban centres narrowed during
the period 1961-1971, On the one hand, there was a general
deterioration in the real standard of living in Calcutta
City and on the other hand, econowic activities and
infrastructural facilities were diffused to smaller urban
centres (at least to some extent) through state intervention,
Consecuently the income differential between Calcutta and
other urban centres tended to narrow,.

In 1977, however, again, there was a divergence.
The income differential between Calcutta and most of the
other urban centres widened again, How Calcutta's incomne
managed to grow at a faster rate during 1971-1977 — a period
of stagnation -is a mystry.As an explanation it way perhaps
be argucd that Calcutta is not basically an industrial
town; so industrial stagnation did not affect Calcutta
as much as it did other industrial towns like Howrah or
Serampore, Thus, while Serampore that registered an income
growth of 141.02 per cent during 1961-71, recorded only a
21.75 per cent growth during 1971-77; Calcutta city, which
recorded a growth rate of 68.38 per cent in 1961-T1,
registered 82.76 per cent growth during 1971-77 (see Table 15).
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During 1960-61, a distinct trend was vigible in the
close neighbourhood of Calcutta, i.e., the farther a town
was from Calcutta, the lower was its per capita income,

This can be confirmed from Table 16 where we have considered
only seven urban centres belonging to Calcutta Metropolitan
Districts that have been covered by family budget surveys.
This table shows that, generally speaking, the greater the
distance from Calcutta, the lower was the per capita income
in 1961; Chinsurah being a district headquarter and an
adninistrative town with an independent economic base, was
the only exception., The correlation co—efficient (r) between
per capita income and distance from Calculta has been found
to be equal to = 0.77 in 1961 and the negative relationship
has been proved to be statistically significant at 5 per
cent level of significance. However, for 1971, the correlation
coefficient, though still negative, has been found to be
low, at -0.34, and statistically insignificant. This, din
turn implies that the observed tendency in 1961 was not
distinctly visible in 1971; per capita income was relatively
higher in a town distant from Calcutta (e.g.,, Naihati).

This divergence from the pattern observed earlier can again
be explained by the fact that income differences be tween
Calcutta and other urban centres narrowed during 1961-1971.
Though this exercise is very resirictive in nature, since
only seven centres have been studied, it indicates an

important deviation.

In 1977, this deviation got strengthened; 'r!
was found to be -0.05 and statistically insignificant.
All these imply that distance is no longer a constraining
factor for high income generation because transport

g A e
acilities have improved 1'(’ QGS—_
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In respect of per capita consumption expenditure,
while Calcutta held the first position in 1961, it came to
occupy the fourth position in 1971, In 1977 again, Calcutta
headed the list (Table 17).

Table 17 also makes it clear that, excepting for
a few cases, the differences in ber capita consumption
expenditure between Calcutta and most of the other urban
centres narrowed during 1961-19713 ,% But during the next
- Sub-period, 19 s agaln, we find a diverging tendency,
thus, the changes in income and expenditure moved in the
samne direction,

VI. Summery and conclusion

Our examination of family budget data for Calcutta
shows that, though monthly 1ncome and consumption expenditure
of an average fawily (as well as an average person) of
Calcutta registered some progress in money terms, these
actually declined in real terms during the period 1951-1977.
The sub-period 1951-1971 was marked by a deterioration in
the real standard of living, while the next sub-period
1971=1977 was marked by a marginal lnprovement, both family
income and per capita income slightly increased in real
terms during this period. One surprising feature is that
though family income in real terms increased, family
consumption expenditure (in real terns) declined during
the same period, perhaps due to a change in family
composition, spending habit etec. Per capita real consumption
expenditure, however, recorded some marginal progress,
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We noted, since bustees were excluded from the
survey of 1950-51 but included afterwards, conclusions
relating to the period 1951-1G77 are to be studied with
caution. In +this respect, comparative analysis of the years
1960-61 and 1976-77 may reflect better picture, It has been
observed that per capita real income declined during the
period 1961~1971 but incresased during the next sub—period
1971=1977; the net result is that it increased over the
entire period 1961-1977. Per capita real consumption
expenditure too recorded progress over the whole period
1961-1977. But, as stated before the rate of progress was
far below the national average, and was almost imperceptibas,

It may not be out of place to mention in this
context how average family size has undergone changes during
the period 1991=1977, indicating = progegssof nucleation,
Average family size declined from 6.49 in i950-51, to. L ilS
in 1960-61, 5,29 in 1971-72 and 4,73 in 1976-77. Increase in
the average family size during 1971-72 may perhaps be explained
(2% least partly) by the influx of  refugee from Hast
Pakistan due to Bangladesh war.

Not only real income and real consumption expenditure
declined over. the period 1951-1977, the number of poor families
increased too, I+ has been found thet while the concentration
of families in +the relatively lower income range has increased,
that in the relatively higher income range has decreased
during the period LGBt o

All these have their bearings on the pattern of
consumption expenditure., Changes in the composition of
consumption expenditure were not at sll in thiee with what
one would expect in a pr.gressive economy = the share of
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food expenditure in total consumption expenditure increased
and that of non-food expenditure decreased during the period
195119775

Classifying the families into different income
categories, it has been found that the average income of all
the groups increased over the entire period 1951-1977 in
real terms (remarkably enough, income of pooref families
increased at a much higher rate compared to that of richer
families)., It may sound surprising that though individual
groups have shown signs of progress (in terms of real income),
the combined average income has shown = a decline during
the same period, Changes in the weight-structure may be held
responsible for this apperently paradoxical result. However,
the increase was almost insignificant,

If we subdivide the entire period 1951-1977 into
two sub-periods; we find that in 1951-1971, the poor have
become even poorer and the richer have become even richer
(in real terms), But, during 1971-77 the poor fared better

compared to rich.

Engel's law of consdmption has been found to hold
good in Calcutta, At a point of time, as expenditure or income
level increases, the percentage of expenditure spent on food
decreases; the percentage of expenditure spent on clothing,
housing, etc, remains more or less the same while that on
the miscellaneous group (which includes education,
entertainment, etc.) increases. Not only that, as income or
expenditure level increases, along with a decline in the
share of food expenditure, the composition of food expenditure
itself changes; the proportion of food expenditure on
cereals like rice, wheat etd. declines or at least remains
the same and that on quality food items like fish, meat,

egg,_etc. increasesg,
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The last section of this paper has presented
profiles of some urban centres of West Bengal. It has been

found that the relationship between population size and per

capita income of a town is consistently a positive one, i.e,,
the 1arger a town, the larger is the per capita income,

Calculation of correlation coefficient between the
distance of a town (from Calcutta) and per capita income has
revealed that the relationship was a significantly negative
one during 1961, In the subsecuent years, though the
relationship was still negative, it lost statistical signifi-
cance. All these in turn iaply that, due to some improvement
in transport and infrastructural facilities, it has been
possible to generate relatively higher income even in a town
located at some distance from Calcutta, e.g., Naihati.

This study has brought it out very clearly that
the relative position (in respect of income and consumption
expenditure) of an average person of Calcutta vis—a-vis some
other urban centres of West Bengal deteriorated during
1961-1971 but improved somewhat during the period 1971-1977.
In other words, most of the other urban centres grew at a
relatively higher rate compared to Calcutta during 1961 =19%1,
but Calcutta grew at a relatively higher rate compared
to other centres during the next period. One may ask how
Calcutta managed to grow at a higher rate (than that of
the previous period) in a period of industrial stagnation,
dte. 19T1-107%: ‘A5 an answer, it may perhaps be said that
industrial stagnation did not affect Calcutta (which is
not an industrial town) in the same manner as it
affected towns like Howrah, Serampore, etc., (which are
basically industrial in nature).
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To say somewhat differently, one may thus conclude
that therélqu a decline in inequality in the distribution
of income and eipenditure between Csfgutta and some other
urban centres of West Bengal, in relative terms, during
1961-1971 (though there was still a substantial level
of absolute inequality in the distribution of income and
expenditure). During the period 1971-1977, however, there
was a reversal of this trend,
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See B.M. lMahajan, Congumer Behaviour in India, An
beconometric Study (New Delhi, 1980), pp. 150-151,

See James . F, Engel, lavid T. Kallet, Roger D. Blackwell,
Consumer Beheviour, (New York 1973), p. 9.

See B,M, Mahajan, (1980), Op. cit., p. 5.

However, in 1950-51, servants, paying guests, tutors,
etc, were also included in the definition of
' oyl

In 1950-51,. *incoms’ ineluded: the proéeeds from sale of
‘assets, loans taken and other money receipts,
These have been excluded So as to make the
definition of income of 1950-51 comparable to
those of 1971-72 and 1976-77.

See Family Budget Survery Reports, 1950-51 and 1960=61
(BoAE.S., Government of West Bengal).

See Family Budget Survey Reports = 1950-51. 1976—77
(B.A.E.S., Governuent of West Bengal).

In 1950-51, 'Consumption expenditure' included purchase
of assets, insurance, provident fund etc. These

have been excluded to make the definition of
'consumption expenditure'! identical in 950=51 .
1971~72 and 1976-77.

See Family Budget Survey .Reports. 1950-51 and TOT6=77;

In the 1950-51 report, however, the share of food

expenditure to total expenditure is given; the
share of féod expenditure to total consumption
expendiiture has been calculated by us.

In the United States of Americs, there had been a twelve—
fold increase in national income and expenditure
between 1869 and 1928, but national expenditure on
food rose only nine-fold, The percentage of
expenditure on food declined from 35 per cent to
28 per cent of the total expenditure. During the
same period, in Sweden, national income increamed
by five-fold but the national expenditure on food
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rose by only four—fold znd the percentage of food
_expenditure declined to a little over 29 per cent,
Colin Clark and other well-known authorities have
stated that the index of economic developmnent and
a rising standard of living in a country is the
decline in expenditure on agricultural and primary
goods and a rise in the expenditure on tertiary
goods. (See H, Bhattacharyya, An_Introduction to
Loonomicg (Calcutta, 1977, PR: 28354 .

1l. One point must be mentioned in this context that the
coverage of 'miscellaneous' group was not the same
in the two periods, While in 1950-51, this group
covered expenses such as purchase of assets, loans
repaid, loans advanced, insurance, provident fund
etc,, in 1971-T72 and 1976-77, these expenses were
not included in the miscellaneous group. However,
Some adjustments have been done in this paper so
as to make the coverage of the miscellaneous group
more or less identical i.e, expenditure on purchase
of assets etc. have been excluded to darive
miscellaneous expenditure for the year 1950-51,

1l2. See section IT of ' the paper:

13. The figures have been calculated on the basis of data
suppliecd by the Family Budget Survey Reports
1920=51, 1976-=77 (B.A.E.S., Government of West
Bengal.

14. One point should be mentioned in this context that real
incomes of different groups have been derived by
deflating respective money incomnes by the general
consumer price index number (with 1950 = 100).
Instead if we deflate money incomes of different
groups by corresponding consumer price index
numbers then the magnitude of difference will be




somewhat different because normally consuner
price index number is relatively higher for a

low income group than for a high income group,
€.8., in 1971-72, consumer price index number

was 188.4 for the group Rs. 0~100 (with 1960=100),
while it was only 176.5 for the group Rs, 350-700
(vide, Statistical Abstract, 1975, B.A.E.S.,
Government of Vest Bengal).

15 DlVldlng family income by family size, per capita incomne
has been derived, Family size, partlcq;arly for
the higher income group was higher in 1950-51"
compared to that of 1971-72, perhaps because of
the fact, that the definition of 'family size'
included servants, tutors etc., in LIH0=51 buit
not in 1971-72 and higher income groups can

afford to maintzin servants, etc., Consecuently,
ber capite income for the highest income group
wag lower in 1950-51, Hence, the rate of increase
; in real per capita income for that group might have

been somewhat lower (than observed) during the
peried 1951-1971, if the defimition of 'Family
size!' was the same in both the years,

16, See Family Budget Survev Reports, 1950-51 and LO71=72
(B.A.E,S., Govt, of Wes% Bengal) .

17. It has been assumed that population growth follows

compound growth rate. On the basis of this
assumption, using 1971 and 1981 Censuc figures,
population for the year 1977 has been egtimated,
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Nominal and real income per month in Calcutta

during 1951-1977

o

Monthly average incone

Year Monthly average income

per family (Rs.) per person (Bs.)

Nominal Real Nominal Real

(at 1950-51 (at 1950-51
prices) prices)
1950751 327 +85 327.85 H08 D2 5052
1971=72 440,80 220,05 B5e D5 41,60
197677 720,09 232,78 Q52 eal 49.21
source Governuent of West Bengal, Bureau of Applied
Economics and Statistics (B.A.E.S.), Family Budget
Survey Reportpyt 1950r 51, " 196061 " 192, 197677 .
TABLE - 2
Nominal and real carned income per person in
Calcutta during 1951-1977

Year Average per capita earned income per month (Rs)

Nominal Real (at 1950-51 prices)
1956=51 43,60 43,60
1960-61 45,66 41.40
1991 =72 18.42 39.10
1 g e 143,23 46 .30
Source : Government of West Bengal, (B.A.E.S.),

Family Budget Survey Reports.,

R e R s )
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Nominal and real consumption expenditure per months in
Calcutta during 1951-1977

Year Average consuaption Average per capita
expenditure per month nonthly consumption
per family (Bs.): expenditure (Bs.)
Nomingl Real Nominal Real
(at 1950-51 . (ebiicHe50
prices) prices)
1950-51 * - 317.44 317.44 48,91 48.91
1960-61 189.42 177 R 39,55 35.40
liog =12 417,54 208.44 1E:99 39.40
G611 585.54 189.29 125009 40,02

Source : Government of
Familv Budget

West Bengal, (B.A.E.S.),
Survey Reports.

TABLE — 4

Food and non—-food expenditure per fanily (in Bs.)
in Calcutta during 1951-1977

Year Food expenditure lion=food expenditure
Nominal Heal Nominal Real
(bl 9n@Eh & e (at 1950=51
prices) prices
1950-51 151.54 15Ty 167.68 167.68
1971-72 226,26 (2585 191.28 95.49
ie6 =77 304 .77 98.52 280.77 90.76

Source : Based on Government of West Bengal, (BiREaSe),

Family Bucdgzet Survey Reporis 1950-51, 1971-72,

1976=77.
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TABLE = 5
Per capita annual consumption of selected food itens
(in quantity) in Calcutta during 1951~1977

Pood itenms Units H95@=501 ¥1971-72 1976-77
Rice Kg. 88.16 62.50 64.73
Wheat and wheat

products Kg. 52493 58.59 66 11
Other cereals Kg. 1,86 0.39 0.48
Pulses - Kz " Sl Al 9.42 9.+35
Butter-ghee Kg. 2.09 @51 0433
Potato kg, 20;22' 29.41 3L.T6
Milk - ol “on . Fesalles 27,91 36457
iish Kg. 9.88 8.97 10.24
Meat Kg. Fe21 1,82 1487
Eggs No. L5 10.69 14.88

Source : Government of West Bengal, (B.A.E.S.),

Family Budgét Survev Reports 195052}

197172, 1976-77.
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TABLE — 6
Percdntage shares of different non—food items in total
monthly family consumption expenditure in Calcutta city
'\ during 1951-1977

b L 1950-51 1971-72  1976~T77
Clothing : 6425 6432 Tl
Housing ¢ 9,79 8.48 8.86
Migcellaneous T8 25,91 25.64

Sourbe : Government of West Bengal, (B.A.E.S.),

Family Budeget Survey Reports 1950_51; 1971=72,

TABLE - 7
Percentage distribubtion of families by different income
groups in Calcutta durirg the period 1951-1977

Income groups : 1g50=51 1969=61] 19TLE=T72 1976=77
Lowest income group

(L16) 15,54 37.48 25,18 24.10
Lower middle income

group (LMIG) ‘ Bl o 10 S e (2 47,39 40.32
Upper middle income .’ y

group (UMIG) 26,69 14,66 20.77 | 3555
Highest income group j' s
(HIG) 22.07 10.14 6.66 :

Note : See Text Tor The definition of inoome SToups.,

Source : Based on Hamily Budge®t Survey Reports = 1950-51,
1960=618 187 1=T72:5 1976=TT, (B.,AE.9., Govh. of
West Béngal). '
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TABLE - 8(a)

Average per family monthly income of different economic groups in Calcutta
during 1G51-1977

Rupees
Wwoboawo meo;mw 1960-61 Hmﬂlew 197 6=T7
groups Nominagl Real Nominal Real Nominelt Real? - Nonminal::Real
LIG 67.92 67.92 83 .67 75286 el 55400 67.42 264,28 85.44
LMIG 160.23 1%0.03 176.09 1548058 528585 64,16 498,70 1th.21
UMIG 298.21 298.21° 559,12 2oBLHa 0122  1590.05
HIG 809.44 809.44 855.59 T75.69 1588427 i88.81
UMIG and HIG
nerged 529,61 529.61 542.94 402u0Y HgRAL66 - e 50 1279.81 4134

T - o e A e B 5 P 8 7 i e . B T, S o b R

Note : Real income at 1950-51 prices
_Bugdget Survey Beports, 1950-51, 1960-62, 1971-72,
1976-77, (B.A.E.S., Govt of West Bengal).

Source : Bascd on E




TABLE - 8(b)

Average per capita monthly incoume (Rs,) of different econonic groups in
Calcutta during 1951-1977

Economnic 1950-51 1960-61 1971~72 1976=77
groups Nominal Real Nominal Real Nominal Real Nominal Real
e 2582 . 28uB6 S wroneRBRTE. yeiTuBl iy 858 - B2:59 - 26,70
EMIG. 30.76 30.76  35.80 BT blsh ' 3963110009 P 35.5¢
UMIG - 41.88 -41.88 53,60 - 48.58  108.55 54,19

HIG 80.22 80.22 20 98.57 BOL.58 5 422740 > 7106 .05

h dﬁH@,mb@ :
HIG werged  62.56° 62 56 73.04 B2 HlB6L59 68.49 215,67 69.07

oo

s i A o 4 . P e 1 B A T WP S b iR ——————

Note : Real income at 1950-51 prices, .

Source .: Based on Family Budget Survev Reports - 1850-51,,1960-61, 1971-72, 1976-77
it (BoA.E.S., -Government of fmmw,memmHv. , : |
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Note : Real figures at 1950-51 prices

TABIE -~ 9

><mHmMm per capita consunption expenditure (Rs.) per month for differsnt
economic groups in Calcutte during 1951-1977

Etbnomdc 1950-51 1971~72 1976~77
group Nominal Real Noninal Real Nominal Real
LIG _ 25551 255! 51.79 2SI SIS R TS A 24.81
LMIG G el 31,91 60.52 30«28 . 195,45 30«85
HIG 75.28 15.28 12, 56 85.54

UMIG and: ¢ |

BTG mergedon*59.50 - 59.50 AT T2 ok 58 T > 165,21 53.41

o a s i . s SRR S RS S SRS

L] Ry Sy 2 -

Source : Based on wmﬁHPH!MbmmmﬁemCﬁﬁma;ﬁmboham.1 195075y 197d5T2g 19765=77
Aw.b.m.m.. Govt, of West Bengal).
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Perdentage share of food and non-food expenditure in total

consumption‘expendituﬁé for different income groups .in.:

Calcutta City during 1951-1977

Tncoue Food expenditure Non—food expenditure
groups 1950-51 1976~77 L mnle O EEb 1s 1976-77
116 61.04 62155 58.96 57,42
LMIG _ 56,46 SIS 45354 42.82
UMIG. and 45,00 46.39 55500 5346

. HRG merged ki

‘Source : Based on Famjily Budgedt Survey Reports -

1950-51, 1976~77 (B.A.E.S., Govt,of West Bengal),

TABLE - 11
Percentage of consumption ekpenditure on different items of
éonsumption by various income or expenditure groups in
Calcutta during 1976=77

Groups of items - -Honthly“egpsndituve: 1auslds (&)
- 1-200  200-500 500-1000 10002&Bove

1(a) Food, drinks,

refreshments 65515 6155 53.64 43,74
1(b) Pan, tobacco,

: intoxicants 2158 Gyr 2912 2582
2(a) Clothing 5ot 6.59 Tae 736
2(b) Footwear, bedding,

etc, 128 2.0 2.2 2.09
5 Fuel-light 8.80 Tag T 6.06 b2
4(2) Housing Ta2e 7+25 8.56 10.28
4(b) Household appliances 0,22 0.42 0.43 0.62
5 Miscellaneous 9.03 11,97 18,66 2157

Source : Government of West Bengal, B.A.E.S., family Budget
Survey Reports, 1976-77.
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TABIBE, = 12
Percentage of expenditure on different groups of items by
different expenditure groups-in Calcutta during 1971-72

. Groups of items Monthly expenditure groups (Rs.)
Upto 200 200-500 500-1000 1000-above

1(a) Foods, drinks , bt - :
. refreshments ‘ bb.64 " 59T 924TH | 43548

1(b) Pan, tobacco and 5

i EEoxicants 5506 2.69 2.33 de 15

2(a) Clothing 5:42 6.41 040" 5658

2(?) Footwear, bedding 515 197 2540 o g6 *

3. Fuel-light B, 06248 5%59 4,91 599
| 4(a) Housing‘ 8.82 | B.05. - 8.97 8.39 J
.4(b) Household appliances 0.28  0.46 0.68 = WosEq

5 Miscellaneous R L) 15.12. 21.56i 2030408

“Source : Government of West Bengal, B.A.E.S.;

~ Pamily Budged Survey Reports, 1971-72.

:
|
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TABLE - 13

Percentage distribution of expenditure on different items
of food by different expenditure groups in Calcutta during

1976-1977
Items of food a5 - Monthly expenditure groups (Rs.)

© 1=200  200-500 500-1000 1000-above
Rice | gidn ol 5 o MlIBULE 5 13,65
Wheat | foidgiss - dpje1  daJg o lgiae
Other cereals - g 0.74 QL1 0.07 Qe bl
Mung ' Talibs o il b0 Ledkne 0.85
Masur 1.60 1.48 14is 1.09
Other pulses AT 1,12 0.8%. Bl
Milk sEd SR Y e
Butter=ghee ; Qe2d 034 120 2+39
Hish 9 6 10456 . . 7.07 0 ipdeet Wiy
Meat : 1 GaT 1 55 2.60 3.30
Bgas | [ F Ygtec 0.63 0.98 2.25
Source : Government of West Bengal, B.A,E.S.,

Pamily Budget Survey Reports, 1976-77.




Index of per capita income,

Bengal during 1

and population size of sou
961, 1971 and 1977

TABILE

Urban centres Index of per capite income  with Population size (unit s 100 000)

Calcutta's incone as base

1961 1971 1977 1961 1971 1977
(1) (2) (5) (4) (5) (6) E70))
Calcutta, So0.0  loo.0g 10600 29.27 31,48 5251
Coochbehar &1.0% 66,00 57.79 0.42 0.54 0.59
Jalpaiguri 75.92 106.22 -+ 69.94 0.49 0,55 0.59
Dar jeeling 88.64 80.85 1190 0.41 0.43 Gl
Balurghat 55..08 84,81 59,17 @2 0.67 0.88
Znglish Bazal Bemagn o omzgpz el HE0WAT 0.46 0.61 GaTl
Contai 46,07 59.40 46,95 @, 22 OL2] G2
Kheragpur 68.95 66,19 5% 17 0.62 1.61 1.54
Midnapore 60,70 68,96 ke A0 0.60 0. T2 0.80
Bankura 55.49 81,82 55 .69 0.63 0.79 0,88
purulia 57,87 64.47 48,94 0.48 0.58 0.67
Ranigunj ST, 50 70.49 69.75 0.30 0.40 0.45
Suri 51.93 T Sl B2 0.30 0.36
Burdwan 58.72 68,34 57..27 1.08 1,43 1,57

e urban centres of West
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TABIE - 14 (Contd.)

(1) (2) 2 2) e ) (5) (6) (7)
Berhaupore : 51 .53 68,31 62.87 0.62 055 0.84
Krishnagar 63,05 62.8759% 349,59 0.70 0.86 0.93
Naihati . 572 78.27 62.70 0.58 0.82 1.00
Chinsurah 69.56 99.40 76.64 0.83 1.05 1.17
Barrackpore 58,94 67.90 61.02 0.64 0.97 LSO
Basirhat | 49.52 54,48 47,62 0.54 0.64 0.74
Asensol TO W Ssey e e 8T 53 68.24 1.03 1.56 172
o Howrah B 81.85 91.03 62,68 Sl LG 108 T2
o Serampore | 62,20 89.09 59.35 0.92 1562 116
Budge Budge 5486 14328, 70 54,69 0.40 0.51 060

———— e e e R

Source : Based on (i) w@p@k.gﬂﬁmﬁﬁﬂ.%@ s 1961=71, 1976 (B,A,E.5., Govt,
of West Bengal) :
(ii) Census of Indig, 19631, 1971, 1981,
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TABLE
Average per capita monthly income in different urban centrec
during 1961-1977

il

of West bengal

Average monthly per capita Rovaen kg o
income (Rs,) ; , 5
1961 1971 1977 1961 1971 1977
(1) L L e e (). S0y 1 15). g Jalol (g
Calcutta 29LAT o v w8530 152,24 i o i
Beoelibeliar, - S 50 00 a5 A0 87.98 141 20 14
Jalpaiguri e DBirs LA38 048 106.47 4 i 4
Dar jeeling 43,85 S 515) 108.85 2 9 3
Balurghat 26426 T70.65 90.08 20 1t 13
English Bazer 27.56 6125 55 70 BRubGetEs 17 12 11
Contai . 2pL 7 49.48 LT 24 23 24 2.
'Kharagpur 34,11 55 .14 80435 8. 19 20N~ R
Midnzpore BOROS, e n o £2.39 ) 5 1
Bankura 27345 68,16 84.79 16 8 17 ‘
Purulia PEEE (5} 58 70 74 .50 15 21 a2k
Ranigun B2l 582 106519 5 14 5
Suri 25.69 59.62 87.55 i 13 15
Burdwan 29.05 56.93 87.19 14 16 16
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TABIE - 15 (Contd,) SCTETDS
. . _ e
(1) _ ) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Berhampors 25.48 56.90 95.72 22 17 q
Krishnagar . 58009 5212 75.50 9 & -2
Neihati o ol 65.20 95.45 19 10 8
Chinsurah SEs AL 82.80 116,68 7 % 2
Barrackpore 4200 16 56,56 92,90 g 18 10
Basirhat 24,50 45.38 72.49 23 . 24 o
Asangod i 5lgsn 12475 19589 o = | =6 6 6
Howrah 140,49 75,83 95.41 3 4 9
e Serampore . : w.o._.qw el U2 e T N o 5 12
B Budge Budge .0 61,83 82,34 ¥8 11 19

- b v A g e < 2 s — e

Source :; Based on Family Budget Survey %@bbimm.lgHmmHu HmﬂH“ 1977 Aw.b.m.m.w

e T - B e R, B ~ =

Governnent of West Bengal) ;
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I TINRHER = 16
Towns accor&lng to TO@d alstance fror Calcutta and
monthlv per CBPlba 1nceme

onthly per capita incoue (Es.)

Urban centres Road

distance

from

Calecutiia

Gl ) 1961 1971 1977
Calcutta 0 4G 47 83.30 15224
Howrah e 0 40,49 - 75.83 95,41
Serampore 20 LT 421 90435
Barrackpore 24 29.16 56856 92.90
Budge Budge 34 2] St 61.83 82.34
Chinsurah .. 43 34.41 82.80 116.68
Naihati = 46 200 65,20 95.45

Sources : (i) Census of India 1971, District Census Hand-
. books_for Os Lcuw
24=Pargenas,
(11) Governuent of West Bengel, B.A.E.S.,
Faaily Budget Survey. Reports
1961, 1971, 1977.




