SPECIAL ARTICLES

- Disparity in Income and Levels of Living
among Teachers in Delhi

5 M Kansal

Quilte often considerable income inequality Is ebserved among persons with the same level of education and
skifl, Such inequality primarily ariginetes duwe to arbitrary factors like job opporfunities and the resources which
vary from person te person. One of the main objectives of this study is to pinpoint the income inegquality due
o these arbitrary foctors among teachers with the same level of education and same years of teaching experienee
in different tvpes of educational institutions in metropofitan Delhi area,

Introduction

THIS sludy is based on the tesults of a
research project undercaken in the Indian
Statistical lostitete, Twelhi Centre. The
objective of the project is 10 siudy the
differences in ingome and level af Living
amoog teacher s employved in df fleremt 1vpos
of educational institutions like government
{inctuding aided) and private {unaided) in-
stiggtions, located o Delhi Merropolitan
area. The present sty is fiest af it type
in this region! as the available studies on
disparity in income of CORSUWMPtion arc
mastly based on highly aperepated data
where different occupations aré clubbed
together and as such canmol e used 1o iden-
tify the income or consumplion inequality
within a particular ocoupdtion or between
Jifferent occupations.

It 15 guile understandable it a person with
vigher academ ic guaiificauoens and skill gets
mgher salary gs eorpared 10 anocher person
with lower level of education. However, quite
aften, consideeable income ingguality is
observed among persons with same jevel of
sducation and skiil. Suck ioeguality primanty

originares due 10 arhitraey lactors like, ob .

opportumitigs and the resouress which vary
from person o persan. Ome of the main ob
Jectives of this sty ts 1 plapoint ine in-
rame incquality fue o Chese arbilrary [@e-
tors among teachers with the samne lovel of
educarion and same years ol reaching ex-
rerience in different types of educational in-
stitutions. T is hoped thar this study would
be guite infermative 10 formuolating a ra-
nional income policy 1o eliminale income in-
equality due to ahove moentzoned arbilirary
faciors

[Fisparity in the level of living of different
familics pursuing same accupation would
atisc not ooly due Lo dispandy in income of
the respondents hut also due o difTerences
in demopraphic characieristics ol the
famifies and the carning capavity of other
[amily memhbers. A funily with morc depend-
cnts. for instance, would have a lower Level
of living than anether with the same income
bur with fewer dependents, Similarly a fani-
Iy with mare earners would have a belier
fevel of fiving than another with same
rmber of dependents but with only one
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earner 1n the Tamily. While analysing the .

survey data for highlighting the disparity in
the lovel of living, all these Tactors have been
taken imio accound,

COVERAGE AlD SAMPLE DESIGN

Uhe data requirgd for the s1udy have been
collected through 3 sample aorey of
teachers crmployed in various cduacational in-
stitations located in the Delhi Meotropohtan
area. The institutions covered in the survey
are [1) Tniversities, {2) Cofleges (aftiliated
to Delhi University), {3 Senior secondary
schools, (4) Sccondary schools and (5} Mid-
dle schools, Due o resoucce constraints the
survey excluded {17 Primary and nurscry
schionls, (2} Technical imstitutions and
{3) Privalely run colleges and coaching
CenITCs.

For the selection of teachers in schools
and colleges a two stage stratified sampling
procedure was adopted. Lo the first stage in-
stidutions were selecicd by simple mndom
sampling withour replacement [(SESWOR),
In the sevond stage four teachers were
selccted by SREWOR from the list of all
reachers in the First stage unit selected in the
samgrle. All schools wore classified into six
wirata, namely, (1} Government {andcd)
serat secondary schoals, (21 Private tunaid-
o) senior secondary schools, (3} Govern-
ment secomndary schools, (4) Private sccon-
dary scheals, (5) Government middie
schools and [§) privaee middle schools. All
colleges were considercd in onc stratum as
they were Ffollowing same rules and regula-
liens stipulated by the UCC, In universitics
the toachers were selected divectly from the
list of all wniversity teachers in various

departments by following SREWOR, Table
{1) gives the number of institutions and the
teachers selected in the sample

Field survey was cartied out during
December 15, 1988 and March 31, 1989, and
a questionnaite was canvasscd containing
detailed questions on income and certain
sclected aspects of level of living. The
reference period was a month {December
F9BE) as well as a vear {calendar year, 1988).

The extept of disparity in salary income
ameong teachers cmploved in different tvpes
of institutions can be seen Ffrom Tabke 2 'The
average annual gross salary income of a
university teacher is more than four times
than the salary of a private {unaided) mid-
dle sehiool teacher. Parl of this disparity can
be considered lemitimate as there is con-
siderable difference inm the academic
qualifications of the teachers in the two in-
stitutions. Mevertheless, it can not be tully
justitied as there is large difference in the
averapge salary income berween a governiment
school eacher and a private school reachet,
althoueh both belong to the same calegory
of schools. In middle schools, for instance,
the average anmnual salary income of a
government school teacher is more than two
and half times higher (Ks 39,510) than the
average salary of a private school teacher
(Rs 15270 1t is hard to believe (see the
salary range) that the highest paid reacher
in privale micddle schools ecarns  Jess
(Rx 25,5000 than the lowest padd teacher
in government schools (Rs 26,200)

The disparity in salary income in scnior
secondary and secondary schools between
govermnent and private schools, although
relatively small as compared to middle

TabilE {: NUMBER OF [RSTITUTIONS AN THE TEAUHERS SELECTED IN THE SAMPLE

Trpe of Insitutions Government and Ajded  Private (L naided) _ Total
Institutions Teachers Institwiions  Teachers  Institutions Teachers
1 Middle schools " 12 4 18 12 4%
2 Secondary schools f 24 4 1a 10 40
3 Sewnior secondary
schools Ia 64 4 16 i #0
4 Coalleges i 40 — — 10 40
5 Liniversities 3 36 — — 3 k..
Total — 156 — 48 — 244

Male: The present study is based on the response of 233 sample teachers as the eollectad data
for 11 respondents were internally ingonsistent and untéliable.
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Taate 2: AvERAGE GROSS EARNINGS FROM TEACHING PROFESSEON

schools, is also quite large and .ca.nnut be

considered as legitimate. bn secondary

Cawegory of Mo of  Gross Sglary Income (Rs Other  Total {iross Earmings :
ey Roopon- o L "{m '51 Annonl T SISES  cchooks, fot instance, the average annual
dents  Month Year Academic salary of a government schaol teacher is
E.nraings about 30 per cent higher (Rs 39,390 than
{Rs) the average salary of a private school teacher
L e & i (4 ) (6) ) (8} (Rs 1_6,93&]}. Disparity is more than 100 per
1 Universities 35 SEI0 65950 432 290 6840 4.29 cent if one compares (sec Ihe salary range)
(1.2-1.8) {18490 the lowesl salary in middle schools of a
2 Colleges a7 4980 58560 ER. 2 ) 1360 B0020 1L.78 government teacher (Rs 31,100) with that of
(3.3-6.7) {35.4-70.B) a private teacher (Rs 14,800). In senior
3 Senior sec schools secondary schools the income disparity bei-
(a) Geviamd aided o4 (2%?—85?2} [2;?1?-;?.4} 147 1360 42100 265 ween a povernment teacher and & private
(b} Privare (unaided} 15 2B70) 33920 2.0 500 34420 217 le?ch_er E:felalivd"idla;d dil‘fcr:m.::-{in their
(2.0-4.6) {20.5-331.9) salaries being aro per cent, However,
4 Secondary schools it is imporiant lo nobe that the average salary
(a) Govtand nided 21 (zjﬂnﬂ {3;;!5;??112) 2.58 3 el IEE el i e e e
{b) Private (unaided) 15 Hlﬁ 16930 176 1390 2RO LE2 dary schools is lower {Es 33 920) than |E_u:
(L6-4.8) (14.B-56.4) average salary of a goverament teacher ip
£ Middle schools : middle schools (Rs 39 510} or in secondary
(&} Goviand aided 32 2331!2::'] mﬂﬂ? 3 2.59 840 450 2.54 schools (Rs 39 390).
(214 ] A :
{b) Private {unaided) 14 1310 152707 100 620  15E90 100 Onc impartant reason for large income

07-21) {78255

disparity between government and private

Noyte: Figures in bracker give the range (dispersion) of salary income in thousand rupees.

school teachers is the recently revised pay
scales of teachers in government and aided

TaHLE 31 ANNUAL GROSS SALARY [NCOME BY ACADEMIC QUALIFICATIONS AND TEACHING EXPLRIENCE

(Rl pees)
Academic Qualifications Teaching Experience (in Compleic Years)
I-5 . . 11-1% 16 and above Combined
Salary Index Salary [ndex Salary Index Salary Index  Salary I e
(1} 2} (3 (4} (5 (6} i () 9) {10 oy
[ MA/MSc, PhD
(a3} University and colleges D550 — 41910 — GI0B0 A 104440 158 4700 1.45
1) [} {6} (a3 [43)
{b) Government and gided schools — - — — — #4610 100 44610 1.00
i 2 (2}
I MA/ME:, MPhil/BEd
{a) Liniversity and colleges 38410 3,33 47030 2.1% 56000 — 62120 271 57210 3.50
) 16} (7} Ly (24}
() Government and aided schools
{1} Semior secondary 28350 243 34170 1.60 41390 — 47050 1.85 4] i) 255
(3] (1 (&) (26} (47
(2) Secondary - — 33230 1.54 3010 — 44710 1.75 35040 215
iH 3 ) (8]
(3) Middlc 26450 2,32 32210 1.50 36360 — 42480 1.67 R0 238
L ] (3) n {17
{c) Private (unaided) schools
(1) Senior secondary 1334 256 26350 .22 IETID - 4440 1.94 3420 242
t i 2 {2 {6}
(2) Secondary 22400 1.96 27330 1.27 — — 42340 1.70 30100 1.84
2 {4} (2 {8
(3) Middle 11420 100} 21534 1.00 e - 25480 1.00 16320 1.00
4 {2} L1} M
[l BA/BSe, BEd
{a) Government and aided schogls
{1} Senior secondary 26460 1R5 334ED — 36310 138 43700 =2 37870 .66
{1} {6} {2y M {18}
(2) Secondary HO60 28 i — 3O 270 43E%0 = 41B40 294
{n (2) " {12
(3) Middle 320 2.26 313970 - 34440 244 41870 — 40200 .83
in () ) (12} (15)
{b} Private {unaided) schools
(1) Senior secondary 21810 1.67 25400 —_ 24080 1.7 41990 —_ 25} 213
{# 2 (0 T {9
{2} Secondary 28RO 1.53 26400 — 27360 1.94 — — 23310 1.64
(%) [} L) N
(1) Middle 14280 1.0 — — 1400 1.int — — 14220 1.00
{5} (2 (7

Wote: Figures in brackets give the number of weachers in the sample
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schools and colleges and  umiversilies,
whereas, no such revision has been made for

THELE §: AMNUAL AVERAGE GROSS INCOME

private schuot 1eachers. Further, in govern- Catagory of Ma uf_ Satary Income Family Incoe (3) as Per
ment schools and cotleges there are set rules Sespendents R;:'::: (000 Rsy index !.Im} Index P':'f ?;'Im
for payment of dearness allowance, house i {2 (1] (4} &3] 16} (r
rent allowance, cte, which are revised up- S
wards periodically. In the private schools, ot | Mniversily 3 66.0 4.3 105 9 14 621
the other hand, the allowances are subsgtan- 1 ol (38.4-91.2) (58.0-228.8)
= ; ollepe 7 587 i 1135 1.5 517
tiglly lower than those in the government {38 4-T9.8) {30 4-255 5
schools and gquite often teachers are 3 Senlor secondary schoaols
emploved on consolidated salary without {a} Gigve and aided fud 40.7 7 E0.7 11 S04
any allowance, : y {25.71-61.4) (32.2-245.9)
The income dispanity between the eachers (b} Private {unaided) 15 {2“3531593 o 12 ) :?].?3 " 1.2 ny
of different Types ol instlluli::rns remains 4 Secondiry schools it i .
almost same even if one takes into account {a) Govt and aided E3l 04 16 0.6 11 488
their earnings fom other academic activities (3L.1-51.2) {(11.0.207.2)
like tuitions, writing books and articles, (b} Private (unaided}) 15 6.9 1B 674 0.9 2.9
paper setting, etc. [t may be notad at this § Middle schools (i4.8-56.4 (225-137.8)
stage that the earnings from (uitions :_ia not {a) Govt and aided 13 1.5 16 6 0t 0.0 so
seem Lo have been fully captured in the (262477 (26.7-104.7)
survey as mosl of the tcachers were elue- (b} Private (unaided) ] ! 1.0 4.3 1.0 2006
tant o disclose their carnings lrom tuitions. (7.8-15.5) (32.4-135.6)
E'ft.n ANGLE those teachers who re;.:lmt:d Moie: Figures in brackets give range {dispersion) of income
tuilion carnings, manry seem to have disclos- b :
ed only a small part of their tolal earnings TaBLE 6 Famny COMPOSI TION
from tuitions. Mormally it is expected that -
the teachers in private schools would have  Category of o of Average Family  Ma of Fer Cent of
larger seope for tuitions than in the govern- Respondents Respondenis Size Earpel; Per Fami!ie_s with
mend schools, as most of the students Family e Earmr
belonging (o relatively affluent families M e 3 4} (3
study in the privale schools. Students in Rt Male 11 41 LT 19
government schools, on the other hand, Female 2 17 108 R
belong _most!}r 1o middle and Im\rgr mcome Tatal 34 a0 183 29
caregories wlt_h_ hardly any capacity to pay 3 College: Male 16 4.3 |56 5o
for private woitions. Thaos in the absence of Female 1 35 195 14
reliable and cormplete information abhoul car- Toial 17 1K 1.74 10
nings [rom tuitions it may not be possible 3 Senior secondary
to indicaie the eaent af disparity in poal schaal: Male n 4.6 1.70 4%
academic carnings of the teachers between Female 46 4.0} 17 13
different types of cducational imstitulions. Total b 4.1 147 2B
Meveriheless, the above income data does in- 4 Becondary schoob: Male 12 4.3 1.33 75
dicate the differences in the service condi- Female 24 44 n 12
tions of govcrnment and private school : Toal 36 45 152 1
reachers § Middle schools:  Male 18 51 1.56 50
It would, however, be more meaningful wo Femalr Fi.} 46 214 o
oamine the income disparity among fechers o Toual a6 43 191 pi}
in various cducational institutions, when & Combined: "'.""]““ "%2 :'f‘ 151 ﬁ
teachers are classified by the level of educa- ?'F'] ’ é : 21
L ; [EIH1| 233 43 1.94 28
tion and by the length of teaching experi
TABLE 4; AnxoaL Gross S sl LwloME
{Rupees)
Academic Qualifications . T_c.}n:_h_mg.__[_-_xEcyi;_n_cq__i_l_:__(_‘uinplv.*[ed Years
B5 &1 s 16 and above Combined
Salary  Index  Salary fnder Salary  Index Salary  Index  Salary  Index
1 {2 (3} [£1] 5 16) im 1) 19) (1) (i}
I MA/MS:, MPhil/BEd
{a) University and colleges IB40 2.16 A0 1.44 SEO0) 1.4% GRIZ0 1.464 §710 .03
(2} 6 7 5 (24)
{b) Governmens and aidedschopls 27510 1.57 13970 1.33 ITIR0 0.97 45460 L.OB 40260 1.43
[T} (M 112) {39 1T
{) Privae (unaided) schoaols 17160 10 15540 1.0k 3470 1.0 4220 L0 28170 1.0¢
L7 (7} 2 5 21}
Il BA- 8%, HEd
{a) Governmetn and sidedschools 2990 1.54 31550 1.30 Jaall 184 42970 1.02 9790 1.71
t3) ] {3) (28) 43}
b} Private {(unaided) schogls 190400 L.00 257G 1.06 15500 1.00 41094 1.0 23260 1.00
an 3 (4} 3y {23}
Mote: Figures in brackets give the aumber of teachers in the sample,
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ence A large part of income nequality,
shown in Table 2, might be doe to'the dif-
ferences in these two factors, [n fact the
income ineguality due to arbritrary factors
can be identified only if the effect of these
two lactors is eliminated from the total in-
"come inequality. Table 3 presents the average
annual gross salary income of teachers in
-different cateporiés when teachers in various
educational institutions are classified by the
level of education and the langth of teaching
CADErienee.

As anticipated, the disparity in salary in-
come 1 melatively lower (than shown in Table
) if one comparss the average salaries of
teachers in different institutions having

" similar academic qualifications and falling
in the same category of teaching experience.
Still it is observed o be disproportionately
high belween teachers with similar educa-
tional.background bt working in difierent
types of institutions, For instance, a
postgraduate teacher in private middle
schools, on averapge draws about Rs 16,320

.in a year, whereas a povernment senjor
secondary  school teacher, with same
qualifications, gets two and half times higher

TapLe §: MONTHLY TRANSPOKT EXPENDITURE

Caregory of Respondents

Per Capita Family Income (Rs '000)

Up 1o 10} 10-20 20-30  30andabove Combined
{1 (2] {3 {4 . (5} {6)
A University and colleges :
' 1 Na of families -1} b&{50) 25{30) 2o RA) T4
2 Average expenditure :
per Family {Rs) 131 302 447 580 462
2 {a) On own vehicke {Rs) - 122 X 418 290
3} 2aj as per cent of 2 — 40 &l 72 63
B Senior secomdary schools
| No of families 14{ 500 23(3T} 2774) 15{60) THN62)
2 Avemge oxpenditure
per family (Hs) Al EED) 439 608 4
2(a) On own vehicle (Fs) i1 183 45 2 2
3 2a) as per cent of 2 kL 54 56 &t £5
C Secondary and middle schools
| No of families 204107 41{63} 16{56) a0 B2(41)
2 Average expendiiure ;
per family (Hs) 191 154 415 628 343
Xa} On own vehicle (Rs) - la 169 206 2 153
‘3 Ma) as per cent of X & 4E 0 62 45
1} Combined
I Mo of families 36(25) B 59y &8(T2) 490787 233(61)
2 Average expenditure
por family (Rs} 201 340 436 593 400
2{a) On own vehicle (Rs) 40 164 246 402 214
3 Nay as per cenl of 2 0 43 56 & 55

More: Figures in brackets give the percentape s of famibes ow ning vehicles {car/scooter/motoroc]ch,

TABLE 73 DNSTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES AND AvERACFE MONTHIY RENT By TYPE OF ACTOMMODATION AND BY PER CARITA FAMIY [heiOME

Type of Accommodaiion

Lp ta 10 3-20 30 30 and abonve Combined
Mo Monchly Mo Monthiy Mo Moanihly My Monthly Nao Momthly
Rent (Ks) Rent (Rs) Rent {Rs) Rent (Rs) Reot (Rs)
13 {2 (5 (4} {3 {6) ) __i_?]_' e 18) 9 {h0) an
A University and colleges
| Own house 1 SO 7 2140 I 2He 18 240 1] 2520
{50
I Rented housc — T ED 7 560 3 L1 1] i} G
(28}
3 Offiee quarters 1 TS 2 102% 4 10130 5 1120 i6 1080
(21
d Tedal z — i6 2% 29 — 72 .
(1K)
B Segmior sccondary schools
| ©wn howse & o930 16 L&1a 1 2130 9 165 47 1710
{59)
1 Rented howss & 410 7 [0ag k! 1] 4 1144} 25 B&A
; )
3 Owfice quarmces 2 & k| i) 2 1340 1 B0
8]
4 Toral 14 23 - 27 — [5 — 9
{100)
C Secondary and middle schaols
1 Own house kfl 16810 23 2280 ] 17700 2 1401 46 2N}
1.
2 Rented liouse i 480 12 &0 3 T 1 1680 26 EENS
(323
3 OfMice quariers I 480 5 T 3 EEL — — 14 G
(12)
4 Tanal ] 41 - 1t — 5 a2 —
{ Loy
L Combincd
1 Oven house 17 1420 47 2030 16 20200 24 2430 1249 2040
{47} (59 (53] (59 [55)
2 Hemted howse 14 30 26 930 13 K 13 1220 T B0
39 (3] 426) 27 13
3 OMffice quarlers b 540 i #10 14 @30 b 1150 13 LRl
{14] 9 (213 (L4} {14}
d Tital 16 — ED — 5E = dy = 233 —
{100 {HKI} {100 (100 {100}

Nodes Fignres in brackets give the per cons of Tamilies living in different Lypes of houses,
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satary than the private middle school teacher
(Rs 41.640). Disparity becomes still higher
if one compares the salary of a private mid-
dle scheol weacher with the average salary
of a university or college teacher (Rs 57,2100
Disproportionately high disparity is also
observed among trained graduaie ieachers
employed in different institations. In gowern-
ment secondary school, for instange, the
average salary of a graduate teacher is about
R 40,840 which is nearly three timics higher
than the average salary of a private middle
school weacher (Hs 14,2200 -

Wide income dispariry is also observed in
each category of teaching experience, both
among posigraduale teachers as well as
graduare teachers employed in different
institutions. Among teachers with 1 1o 5
vears of teaching experience 10 their credie,
a senior secondary school postgraduate
tcacher, for instance, gers nearly (wo and
half times higher salary {Rs 28,3500 than a
private middie school teacher with similar
qualifications (Rs 11,4203, Simalarly in the
category of 16 or more years ol expericnee,
the difference between the average salary af
a posteraduate government school teacher
and a private middle sehgol teacher is abxow
85 per cent— R s 47,050 in government senior
secondary schools and Rs 25 480w private
middle schools.

The analysis of the calegarywise salary
data in different schools has 1o be done with
care, as in the presem survey the sample size
is too small in many mdividweal categacies
to draw valid conclusions. To overcome 1his
drawhack the sample cachers in differcnt
schopls are pooled together and are classi-
fied as the government school teachers and
the privale school teachers under four dil-
ferent cawegories of teaching experience.
These are prescnied in Table 4.

The income disparily 15 stili gune tigh
among postgraduate and graduate teachers
emipboyed in different institulions. A post-
graduate teacher in a university or college
receives o average nearly double the salary
than a privawe school eacher. 1t varies in
different cxperience calegories between 45
percent in 11 1o 15 years group and 16 pe
cent in 1 to § years of 1eaching expericne
group. Among graduate teachers the income
disparity between government and prisaic
teachers varies from 2 per cent in 16 and
more years of aoperience category (o B4 per
ceng i 11t 15 vears caegory with an overall
disparity of about Tt per cent,

Iv is to be noted from Tables 3 and 4 that
almost in all types of institutions, the
average salary income of posigradueate as
wekl as graduare teachers show s considerable
increase alongwith the inctease in the length
of teaching experience. lnteeestingly, 1he
incpme disparity in government schools ber-
ween postgraduate and graduate teacher is
almost negligible (I per ceot) at all ex-
petience category level and moves within a
partow cange of 1 1w 7 per cent in dilferent
catcgorics of teaching experience. In face in
middle and secondary schools i is obsery-
«d that in some cases a postgraduoale ieacher

2552

gels lowet salary than a pradwate eacher
although both belobg 1o same caterary of
teaching experietice. This apparent discre-
pancy is mainly due 10 the fact thal n
ravetnment middle and secandary schools
a person has 1o be only a4 irained graduate
for appointment as a tcacher and no addi-
ticnal financial benefic is given for the
postgraduate qualilications.

Asmall income dispanty amang govern-
ment school teachers and large disparity

between government .and private schoob
teachers 15 guite understandable as current-
Iy the government school teachers have very
few and overlapning pay scales with atirac-
tive allowanoes. Whereas, in private schools
basic pay and allowances are suhstantially
|eweer than those of the goverament schools
and guiie often teachers are appointed on
consolidated  salaries without any
allowances.

Theee are (wo government school tcachers

TapLE ¢ ANNUAL EXPENDITURE ON EDUCATION

Category of Respondenms

wacr g Fawily tacome (Ko 1000)

Upw i 10-20 20-30  3¥andabove Combined
i ME e s s Tl _ M (4} {5 1a}
A University and colleges
| Me of Fzmilics 2{50) 16454] 26184} 65} T2(TR)
2 Average no of students 1.50 1.94 1.2 1.03 1.33
Y Average expenditure per ;
family {Rs) i HO5G 4168 31617 4315
4 Average expendilure
per siudent {Rs) 1831 ux 12%6 1515 3251
B Secnior secondary s¢hogls
1 ™o of familics ETEL) 2370} TTE 1530 T
2 Average no of students .64 1.3% 1.41 (.47 144
Y Average expendilure per
family (R3] IR 2491 4676 4 3312
4 Average expenditure
per student (Rs) 2 L7e 3322 45460 2295
C Secondary and middle schowels
1 Mo of families 100 41{85} 16481) SL200 B2{H4)
2 Average no of students 235 1.74% 1.50 .60 1.79
¥ Averzge expendifire per
family {Rs) 4iH7 s10 6127 128K 4913
A Average expendiiure
per siudent {R5) 1743 4TS 4218 ARLO 2752
D Combined
| Mo of families {92} BiN32} LLIEN) 49(51) 23R}
2 Average no of students 242 1.70 1,38 0al 1.53
3 Average expenditure per
family (Rsh i63a 4552 4878 I 4154
4 Average eapendilure
per student {Rs} 1302 678 3515 T3 2740

MNore Figures in brackels give the percemlages of families reporting expenditure on education.

Tapike | AnnHuar ExPE

SHITURE ON MEDICAL CARE

Caregory of Respondems

Per Capita Family Income {Rs '000)

Lip 1o 13 1-20 _Z_E'EL!: i[}_and above  Conibined
i _ [#4] (£} (4} (i) 16}
A Hniversity and colleges
I Mo of familigs 55 164d.7) 25(4.1) 29328 T203.9)
2 Average expenditure per
family (Rs) 350 74 1752 K97 175
3 Average expendiluce per
family member (R3) 64 187 4 230 3m
B Senior secondary schools
| Mo of familigs 145 6} 23(4.9¢ L R 193 .0 TiN4.2)
? Average expenditure per
fzmily (Rs) 1542 40 15208 1246 1541
3 Average expendifure per
lamily member (Rs) 275 Rl 67 4] % kL.
€ Secondary and middle schoaols
1 Mo of families HM5.3) 4149 16(3.E} 3O 324.7)
2 Average expendiwure per
family (Rs) 1030 1425 122 584 1218
3 Averape axpandilure per
family member (Rs) 194 m 245 193 259
0 Combined
I Mo of Families 364 5.4) BOd.8) GRS 0 491} 233{4.3)
2 Average cxpenditure per
family [R5} 1% 1310 1631 a7l L34
1 Average sxpenditure per
family memiper (Rs} 0 273 408 k1R L)

Mete, Figures in brackets give the average family size
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in the gample who have achieved PhD
degres, and their salaries are almost same

TasLe i Losd Distance TRaveL (LDT) puRiNG-Last FOUR YEARS

as. those of postgraduate teachers with  -oreeory of Respondents i ?;L";' Fm;gqim;ﬁ”ﬁéu i

similar veaching experience. Fheir averags Up to 10 30 —

saliry (Rs 44,610), however, is ‘observed 1o tn - . £ (4 (53 {6)

be substantially lower (by about 50 per cent) A Uniwersity and colleges

than the sverage salery of an equivalent 1 No of families _ H—} 16(%8) 25(48) 2955 7251}

university or college teacher (Rs 65,760) with 2 fmrmﬂﬁf an

same teaching experience. Such wide dispari- family {Rs) = 7333 14525 g7 10290

ty is mainly due to vast differences between 2{a) Expenditure ;

university/coliege and schools payscales, For reimbursad {per cent) — 4D{E) 1M -} 15(—) 2~}

instance the lowest pay scale ina college or (b} petcentage of families

university is better than the highest pay scale geiting m'mb"'“";ml = BIL) E3{-) 6—) 83

i s B Senior secondary schools

e gposarmanie it schicol. . | Mo of Tamilies 14¢57) 23461) 37(70) 13{53) 52}
In the survey it is also observed that in 2 Average expenditure on

gome cases university and college teachers LIT per reporting

hﬂ[d.illg DII]]I" pﬂswwc dgmm are draw- z{;ﬂ}ﬂél::}'g’dglum 3132 G407 5584 15600 103

ing higher salary than their counterparts _ _ _

with PhD degrees. On¢ important reason for zfﬁm1wzun !“; ﬁrﬂﬂm 2N=) an (L6 25 217

income disparity among teachers appears to Relting reimb ureement 25(-) —(1% 15037} — 82y 133}

be the lack of equal opportunities 10 all o Secondary and middle schools

agpirants after the completion of their L Mo of famities 2455) (37} 16{81} 5(RO) 82(52)

education. Quality of sducation, however, 2 EETW npenr:tlitume on

is an importanl facior Tor variation in job [ per reporting

opportunities. A fresh posigraduate with Hg’%‘:ﬁaum 3022 13380 6052 25375 102234

brilliant academic record might be readily czimburzed {per cent) 2001 49) (8 26} H8)

employed in a college or university, whereas, 2{b) percentage of families

g second-rate postgraduate with average per- getting reimbursement 23 13(33) 3(23) 25309 23(28)

formance might be considered only in some o Combined

schools, that too after completing the I No of families 16{53) a0(48) BR(BS) AN 5T 233(5%)

teacher's training course, Lt would be in- 2 fdrm;;reitep;:::nmam an

teresting and more informative to, somchow, i

.quantify the quality of edecation and then Z[EJHEIIEnéﬁilmm 41 9458 BE3 EXlg2 5

exarnine the income dispanty among teachers Teimbursed {per cent) 27 10¢9) 12(6) S(10) 1%)

by classifying them not only by the level of 2Mb} Pepeentage of farmlies

education and teaching experience but also getting refmbursement 265} 26d26) IN23) 43(25) 34{27)

by some indicators of the quality of cduca-
tien like, divisions or the percentage of
macks, b

The apowe anatysis has been made by
wtilising gross salary income data which

Motes: | In line | tigures in brackets give the percentages .ﬂ[ families reporting LDT expenses,
2 In line 2{a) and 2¢h) figuees in brackels refer to reimbursement through spouses employed,

TaBLE 12: PERCENTAGE oF FamILIES POsSESSING SELECTED DURABLES

Caregotry of Respondenrs

Por Capita Family Income (Rs '000)

1t Upio b 1020 2030 0andabwe  Combined
appear to be better placed for depicting ser- a 5 75 0 ) 6
vice conditions than the net salary income S e
after deductibvn of income tax. Fimsily the tax A University and colleges )
paid by a teacher was based not only on the 1_{ 'E";J‘{;!l_rn'f"- ig ii ;i ii 33
sala,-}.-linmmc !:ut also Dn_uthe:r income Iilk.q 3 VCRAVCE i I'_i 5 = =
rental income, invTstment income, eic, which & Twdein ane 50 2 a0 a6 g
have nathing 1o do with the service condi- 5 Telephone 2 n 7% 51 5B
tions, Secondly, the tax paid varied from per- fi Car i e 44 65 47
son to person (although in the same'salary 7 Scoowersmotorcycle — 5Q 55 4 47
category) depending on the extent a person P ?L‘C“:;:L:f“_}“'}ﬂ”!‘ sehools , i i i %
has taken advantage of Lax saving sch-f:n}r:s 3 B TV ar SE 45 # i
which in turn depended not only on his in- 1 VORACP b 13 24 a7 33
come but also on the income af other fami- 4 Two-in-one a1 T3 &7 N7 53
Iy members. ln the survey we came across gglep]mne T %i .Ii.;. 'iljl ;Igg
many cases where a teacher paid nearly 25 ar e
per ient of his imcome as tax, whereas, E"“"“d“"f “'m’“ﬁgﬁl hood 50 48 4 45 k1]
: . T Bec ] -hom
another teacher {with same salary) did not G o ™ i i i i
pEy Ary LaX. PRWTY f3 53 kS 80 56
. 1 VORAVCP 155 15 19 0 12
FaMILY INCOME 4 Two-in-one 0 59 &9 8z 52
§ Telephang 15 29 ; 4 106 i3
The disparity in the family ificome is strik- é Car — 12 al 40 15
ingly lower as compared to disparity in 7 Scanler/motarcycle 5 5l 56 60 41
salary income of teachers employed in dif- £ f"g}mﬂ':d_w s i 5 <5 i
ferent « types Iul’ educat_ional ilnshtuti_m_is 3 RW TV 73 54 15 £ o
{Table 51 While the maximum difference in 1 VORVOP i 15 4 1 1
the averaze family income of teachers is only 4 Two-in-one 22 52 T4 HE &1
70 per cemt herween governonent middle school § Telephone n 28 56 57 ijr:.
ki ] — 12 24 55
teachers, it is found to be more than 300 per & Car
cent in the salary income of private middle 7 Svooter/matarcyele n 0 3 4 4B
swchool teachers and university teachers, Novte: All Tigures are (o percentages.
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Primary reason bor such a low dispanity
in family ioome in contrast o & very high
disparity in salary income among teachers
can be caplained by the fact that io this pro-
frssion a fairly large number of females are
emploved who invamably have two (and
sometimes mord than two) earners in the
family. This is particularly true for the
private school teachers where the respon-
dent's salary income constitute less than
) per cent of the wtal family income and
which is as low as about 20 per cent in the
case of private middle school teachers, This
happens because most of the private :chools
(especially middle schools} normally pay
much lower salaries as compared o their
governmenl Counlerparts and many well-
cducated females, belonging to relatively
well-off families, join such schools (o sup-
plement their family income.

It isx of interest to aote that Lthe average
family size of the male respondent’s farmilies
is relatively higher than that of female
respondents in all categorics of sducational
institutions (Tablz €). While, at the all in-
stitutions level, the average family size of
famale respondents {4.1) is about [1 per cent
lower than the Mamily size ol male respon-
dents {4.6), the difference berween lamily
size of lemale and male respendents varigd
between & per cent in secondary schools (4.4
and 4.8} and 19 per cent in colleges {31.5 and
4.3}, Another interesting feature to be noted
i5 the fact that the family size is inversely
related 1o 1the educational level of the institu-
tion. I other words, higher the educational
Iewel of the institution, lower is the average
family size of the respondent’s familics,
baoth, for male as well 25 fernale respondents.
For instance, Lhe average family size of the
male eespondents in the universities s only
4.2 us compared o 4.6 in senior secondary
schools, 4.8 in secondary schools and 5.1 In
middle schools.

As expectes the average number of camers
in the female respondent’s familics is found
to be considerably higher than the numbear
of earners 10 the families of male respon-
dents, in all categories of institutions, Al the
all institutions level, the female respondents
are reporied to have 2.1 carners per family
(varying between 1,95 in colleges and 2.23
in secondary schools) whercas the male
respondents have only abowr 1.6 earners per
family (with a low figure of 1.33 earners in
s.e-::andar:.;schnu]s and a high of 1.70 earners
in the universities). Above findings get cor-
roboated from the petcentage figures of
families having only ane earner, which are
.considerably higher for male respondents as
compared to female respondents, For instance
for maile respondents the single eamer
Tamilies accounted for about half of the total
famities, whereas for female respondents
anly about 11 per cent of total families are
reported 10 have only one sarner.

Ln view of the relatively lower family size
arwd higher number of aarnars per family, the
female respondent’s families, in general, are
expecied to enjoy better level of living a.
compared 1o the families of male respondents.

2554

LEYEL OF LIVING

A5 mentioned carlicr the fevel of living is
primarily dependent on the total family in-
come and the size of the family. Thus the
pet capita family income, obtained by divi-
ding the total family income by the family
size, would be mors appropriate to analyse
different aspects af level of living. In the
present analysis families have been classified
intar four broad groups of annual per capita
family income o study differences in various
aspects of level and sivle of living under
three broad categories of educational
nstitutions.”

Accommodation: Table 7 gives the distri-
bution of the sam ple familics by the type of
accommodation and by per capita family in-
come for the three calcgories of educationai
institations, Al all institvtions level, about
535 per cent of families live in own houses,
31 per cent in rented houses and only 14 per
cent of the families live in the accornmoda-
tion provided by the employer. The percen-
tage of families living in rented hooses shors
declining rend along with the increase in the
rer capita family income, which is 3% per

cent in the lowest income class fup lo
Rs 10,000), 32 per cent in next higher class
(10 to 20,0000, 26 per cent in the third higher
class (20 10 30,000} and 27 per cent in the
highest ¢lass (10,000 and above). Declining
trend in percertages of families living in
rented houscs alongwith the increaze in per
capila family income can be szen almost in
all the three categories of insttutions.
Among the families living in offtce quarters
(houses provided by employer} it may be
noted that wniversity and college respon-
dents are the major bencficiaries who ac.
count for about 50 per cent of total office
guarters. While 22 per cant of university and
college Tamilies live in office quarters, in
schools (all combined) only abowt 10 per
cent of families have access (o0 accommoda-
tion provided by the emplover. One impor-
wnt reason for this low figure of office
juarters among school teachers is the fact
that none of the private {unaided) schools
provide accommoxdation o (heir teachers,

Table 7 also gives the average monthly rnt
per family for different types of accom-
modation, These, however, are pot com-

TapLE 13; PossEssioNs oF SELECTED CLOTHING [TEMS

Category of Respondents

__ Per Capita Family Income [Rs "000}

Up tw 10 10-20 20-30  3Dandabove Combined
1) 2} {3 (5] 15 Lt
A University and colleges
I Mo of suits per adult
male 23 22 £ 2.9 18
2 Mo of shawls per adult
female 4.7 1k 5.1 6.0 51
3 No of sartes per adult
female 10,1 2.4 149 248 18,7
3 (a) For families with
[emale earner _— 10,3 17.2 254 19.4
3 (b} For families withour
fermale carner 100 8.0 10,7 122 16,5
B Senior secondary schools
I Mo of suits per adult
male 1.4 21 i8 3.5 2.5
2 No of shawls per aduli
female 1.6 34 50 7.7 42
} No of saress per adult
female 4.0 98 15,8 18.2 13.8
3 {a) For families with
lemale eamer 30 1.1 16.9 282 15.7
3 {b) For lamilics wiLthout
lemale earner 4.7 B.2 15.0 — &5
C Secondary wnd middle schools
I Mo of sujts-per adull
male 1.8 2.7 3.5 50 25
2 Mo of shawls per adull
female 1.9 ER| 53 6.0 1.3
3 No of sarees per adult
female 4.7 9.1 1.2 29 0.0
3 (a) For familiss with
female earner 6.4 a5 19.3 249 12.1
3 {b} For families without
female earner 43 11 50 — 5.0
D Combined
1 Mo of swits per adult
m 1.7 N | i1 31 28
2 Mo of shawls per adult
female 1.5 13 51 85 4.1
A No of sarces per adult
female 47 2.3 16.5 155 1.2
1 () For families with
female earner 44 93 17.5 6.0 15.4
3 (b) For familiss without
fernale sarner 4 7.8 108 7.0 7.2
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parable across different types of accom-
.modation as the basis of rent computation
under cach category is different. In case of
rented houses, for instance, it is the rent ac-
tually paid which would vary depending on
the period of occupation even for the same
size of accommodation, whereas for own
house the monthly rent i5 the impubed figum
based on the curtent markel rental value of
the house On the other hand, for houses
previded by the employer, the monthly rent
15 estimated by adding the licence fee paid
and the house rent allowance (entitled but
oot received). In all the three types of ac-
commodation, the average monthly renl
generafly shows an increasing trend along
with (he increase in per capita family
income,

Transport; Table 8 gives the monthly
average expenditure per family on transport
for three differe ol catepories ol respandents.
In all categocies of respondents it shows an
increasing (rendd @longwith the ingrease in the
per capila family income, with substantial
increase of more than 130 per cont from lowest
income group to highest income group. For
all institutions, the awverage monihly
transport expenditure in highest incomes
group increased nearly three-Tolds (Rs 593}
as compared to the cxpenditure in fowest in-
come group [Ks 200) with an overall average
figure of Bs 40H), The average monthly trans-
port expenditure of families belonging to
wniversity and college teachers &5 about
35 per cent higher (Rs 4632) as compared 1o
thar of middle and sccondary school teacher’s

familics (Rs 343). lable 8 also gives the
perceniage of Familics owning scooter/maotor.
oyele or car, which is highest in university
and college reachers {74 per cent), second
highest in semior secondary school reachers
(62 per cont) and lowest in middle and secon-
dary school teachers (41 per cent) with an
overall figure of &1 per cent for all families
in the sample. Percentages of families own-
ing vehicles shows an increasing trend as the
per capita family ineame increases, in almwost
all categories o f respondents. At all instinn-
tions level 3t increased from 25 per cent in
the lowest tRcome group {up 1o Ks 10,000)
to 78 per cent in the highest income group
(s 30,000 and above). Same is the case with
the capenditure on own vehicles (exprassed
as per cent of total transport expenditure)
which increased from 20 per cent in the
lowesl income group (o 6% per cont im the
highcst income group. [+ may be noted that
the share of expenditure on public transport
is about 32 per cent for the highest income
group families with an overall fgure of
45 per cent for all families in the sample

Educarion: Table » gives the average an-
nual expenditure incurred on the education
of the family members for the three cate-
gocies of respondents, classified under four
groups of per capila family incorme. 1t also
gives the average number of students per
family in cach category/income group, which
shows a declining trend as the per capita in-
come of the family increases. Ad the all in-
stitutions level the average number of
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"TARLE 14: EXPENDITURE ON CEREMONIES [DURING LasT Frve YeARS)

Calegogy of Respondénts

Per Capita Family Income (Rs Q0D

Up to 10 1020 2030 Mandabore Combined
) (k) i3 2] 5 {6}
A University and colicges
1 Mo of familiea“:Il 2( 100y 16{) 25(68) 2948 1258}
21 Average nditure per
family {R?fe 250 7738 1 3050+ BO0O 7LD
of which
i {2} Expenditure on 2
Eiguriaa (per centd 667 £3.4 73.5 6.1 759
2 iture on
. ﬁlm centh 313 15.5 25.1 1z 133
B Scnior secondary schools
1 Wo of familics 1436} 23061} XTnT) 15071} THED)
2 Average expenditure per
family (Rs) 1260 B50% 19270 40400 16958
of which
2 {a} Expcn:llturc on
marriages (per cent) 6.7 913 832 97.5 910
1 (b} Expenditure on
birthdays (per cent) 4.2 1.8 161 5 B.5
{7 Secondary and middle schoods
I Mo of families 2063} 4176} 16(62} Sl 82(72)
2 A [ iture per P
mw:?ﬁksfmm 5 9310 22102 £312 105460 20084
of which
2 (a) Expendilure on .
marriages {per cent) ol 9.2 05 946 851
2 (b) Expenditure on
binthdays {per cent) 4213 60 8.5 4 1.2
D Combined
1 Me of familiss 36{55) BO(65} GE[E65) ANGI1} e[ 2]]
2 Awverage expenditure per = :
faraily {stFm 6287 15321 13938 27853 161560
of which
2 (a) Expenditure on
marriages (per cEnL &0.6 vi9 75.2 o7 658
2 (b) Expendirure on
mnhdaysl‘_pcroen‘t} |/s T4 138 50 124

“Note: 1"Jj,l.IrE5 in rackers give the pementagcq nf fs::mlu:s TEporting :xmnd]ture 00 Ceremohies.
TamE 15 Anpual E)\.PEND!:H'R[ OM SELBECTED N{]h Foon ITess (RUPEES PER Fn.mur].

Calegory of Hespondents

" Per Capita Family Income (R 00}

Up to 10 10-20 20-30  30and shove Cﬁmhlnud
(k) ) (2} () {4} (5} {5}
A University and colicges
1 Mo of familics 2 I 26 29 72
2 Mewspapers and maga#nes GRNIGDY  ETR{I00)  HIDS(I00Y  IAXX10E)  1120{00
3 Rooks S050) B3 2IWED) 466065 2B3(51)
4 An abjects =} 331) 252448) 43059 25R(4T)
5 C__‘Jnl:l'l:l.il. theatre, cte 400(50) 250(75) HE R 441(55) 362(58)
6 Games L0 50y & {dd) 1380300 141¢34) 134{39)
7 Photography -(=) 125(%0) 35E(6B) 411466} JI6{EL)
B Senior secondary sehoods
1 Mo of famities ' 14 n 27 15 TG
2 Mewspapers and megazines EURTLAN AMKOL}  TI4I00) TAT{9Y LAl ]
3 Books : I7(29% Hd26) 41} 132(d7) BH(25)
4 Art chjects 1529 B2(30) G5 26) 4324 135300
5 Cinemia, theatre, otc 5T 16T(26) . YT244) B33 178439}
6 Ciarmes 51363 5213y AT {13} H625).
T Phutography Bliga4) H02i4E) 26T 267600 204459}
C Secondary and middle schools
1 Mo of families - 20 4] 16 5 32
2 Newspapers and magazines SHKL0DY  A9A(100) H24{34)  E6N10D0) B&5(99)
3 Pooks 84{a5y HAT) 9H62) 259040 1044 50)
4 Ant objects LR H] A4 1) 9TEE) 1300440 E3{41)
3 Cinema, theatre, efe 252060) 1T4(51) 328(56) 4)B(60) 2375%)
6 (3ames 13450) 145(39) 184{62} 12002) 143(a5)
7 Photography 122(70 18850} 190075} 3524800 18355
D Combined
1 Ho of Tamilies 34 S0 &8 49 133
2 Mewspapers ad magazines 543(97) TO9{9E) RTE(OD) [0d0q08) B02(98)
3 Books 64{39) £4(39) LI{3S05  33R(37)  15246)
4 Arl objects 45(2K) $3L38) Ld2{df) 35451 155{3%)
% Cinema, thcalrc. ore HO{5E) K48 | 224500 412{49) 256451)
& Games 100444} 0S{37)  L444)  L31{28)  123(35)
T Photography 10064} 180054)  268{6%)  I&L[6S} 236D}

Nare: Figures in brackels give the percentages of families reporting expenditare on specifisd tems.
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~udents per family shows a drastic decline
(rom 2.4 in the lowest income group o 0.8
in the highest income group with an overall
average figure of 1.5 students per family Tor
all families in the sample. Average educa-
tional expenditure per student is about
Rs 2,740 per year which varied berween
Bs 1,500 in the lowest incame group and
K3 3,770 in the highest income category.
Almost in all categories of institutions the
average expenditure per student shows an in-
creasing trend alongwith the increase in per
capita [amily income Although at the com.
bined level the educational expenditure per
student of university and college respon-
dent's families is higher than that of schoo.
respondent's families, in higher incom:.
groups it s considerably higher for lanter
than the Farmer Table % also gives the
percentage of families reporting educational
expenditurs which shows a declining trend
alongwith the increase in the family income
almost in all categories of respondents. A
declining trend in family size alongwith the
increase in family income (shown in Table
L), perhaps is responsible for the increase
in the percentages of familics with no educa-

TasLE 1: CONSUMPTION OF SELECTED FooD ITEMS

tional expenditure

Medical Care: Table 1D gives the annual
mxpenditure on medical cane as reponted by
the families under different categories of
respondents and per capila family income
groups. It is observed that there is a low of
varigtion among different types of educa-
tional institutions in providing free or aub-
zsidised medical facilities to their employees.
For instance, no medical facility is provid-
ed in private (unaided) schools whereas in
some government schoals {unsler central
government} and universitics free medical
care is provided through central government
health schemes (OGHS). In some other
government schools (under Delhi admini-
stration} g fixed amount of Rz 15 per month
is paid as medical allowan¢e Thus the
families covered under OGHS are in no posi-
tion to assess the actual cost of the medical
facilities which they have availed through the
CGHS and invariably have recordsd very
small medical expenditure actually incurred
in addition to CGHS

Since there is a sharp decline in the fami-
Iy size from lowest to highest income in all
categories of respondents (from 5.4 to 1]

at all institutions level), it would be more
appropriate to examine the medical expen-
diture per family member rhier than for the
whole family. At the all institulions level, it
shows an increasing trend in the first thees
income groups but substantially declined in
the highest incomes group. 1t is to be noted
that the per capita medical expenditure of
senior secondary schoal teacher's families is
considerably higher in ail ingome groups as
compared to the cormesponding expenditurs
of university and college wcacher's families.
This, primarily, s¢ems to be due to the in-
herent disparity in the medical facilities pro-
vided by the smployer, among the two types
of educational institutions.

Holiday Tours: Table i1 gives une expen-
diture on hioliday tours/long distance travel
fLOTY and the details of reimburscment duwring
the last four years (1985-19588). Like medical
care, there is a lot of variation among dif-
ferent 1ype of ediscational institutions in pro-
viding reimbursernent Ffacilities to ther
employees. While a large nymber of univer-
sity and college teachers have rporied eim-
bursement of travel expendifure under leave

Category of Respondents

Per Capitz Family lngome {Rs Thoutand)
bIrE:

“Upto 10 1T i and Ahove Combined”
1 12} E} 151 (6}
A Unpiversity and colleges
I \fegm:lan families (per cent} 50 M 24 k| ] 3z
2 Monthly consumption reporting family
[EA] I.'vfilk: mﬂ:‘gc nupn?l;er ?}?Tdays HH 100N 30 1603 IO kICRTLO A0 LD
Avepage expendiiure (R5) 50 370 78 o7 343
{b) Meat: Average number of days —-) .50 6.4(36) .41y 1040
Average expenditure (R} — ek 169 158 176
{ct Egg: Average pumber of days 0K S0} 22 (6% 12264 21152} 20 WE
Average expenditure (Rs) 4] E3 5 53 ¥
{dy Fish; Awerage number of days =) 2.5(25) B.(3E) 4. T{31) £.0{20)
Average cxpenditure (Rs) B 3l 118 [.1] 96
B Senior secondaty schools
I Vegctarian familiea {per cemt} 5 5t kX 30 42
3 Maopthly consurnprion per repoting family
{a) M};]k: Average nuﬁbﬂr:é days IH 100 304 1003) 00, 10N} JONI00) Ty
Average expenditorg (Rs) ] 20 165 163 33k
by Meat: Average number of days 1.2443) 4.1430) .4y 6,4053) LRCEER
Average expenditure (Rs) B2 1349 124 148 113
{c) Egg: Awerage number of days 120029 19.2{48) 20.3(61) 244080} 2130 56)
Average expenditure (Rs) 51 o) T3 o4 i
{d} Fish: Awverage number of days 24114) 31310 43426} 780445 SINEY)
Average expenditure (Rsy i ] 0 L]
C Sacondary and middle schools
1 Vegeiacian familigs (per cemt) G 15 a4 ik — 1B
? Monthly consomption per reporting family
[ah Milk: Am':gc number E::' dufs ELLE ] 30 I J0{100 0 1) 300500
Average expendinure (Ksl 316 334 369 200 349
b}y Meat: Average number of days 4.2(25) AL} 4203 & B 3.5(38)
Average expenditure (Ks) 38 65 1if i 93
() Egg: Awverage number of days 4. 5055) B.6156) LT 4[58 29.({100) 13.8061)
Average expenditure (Rs) 2 EE] 56 123 52
{d} Fish: Awerage number 0f davs 25010 A2 1.R{28) & 040 44021
Average expenditure (Bs) 115 ] 43 160 BO
D Combined :
| Wegelarian families (per cent) 2 44 4 a2 bl 17
2 Monthly consumprion per, reporiing famity
{a) Milk: Avcr:;e number of davs {10 IOy AN10M 301000 NI
Average expenditure {Rs) 137 34 m B 14 343
(b} Mear: Average number of days 150 4,t{d2) &.T(3 T 7.2049) 55040
Average expendltuee (Rs) 1045 I 137 164 128
ic) Ege:  Awtrage number of days- 6. 5(500 14.5056) JERC{YS] 24 5065} 18.5¢59)
Average expenditure (Rs) 55 3 53 33 )
{d) Fish: Awerage number of days 220 41410} 5.8(200 6.2{35%) §.2(2d)
Average expenditure {Rs) 75 58 99 a1 B2

MWote: Figires in bracksts give the perceniages of families reporting sapenditure on different fous! iems.
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travel concession (LTC), few school teachers.

have availed the reimbursement benefits.
Porcentages af families reporting expen-
diture on LDT marginally vary {between
51 per cent and 62 per cent) among different
types of institutions, however the percen-
tages of Families getting teimbursernent
widely vary between 78 per cent in univer-
sity and collepes and 10 per cent in senior
secondary schools, In money terms, 21 per
cent of total LOT expenditure is reimburs-
ed by the institurion for universiry and col-

lege teachers’ Families whereas for senior

secondary school teachers only 2 per cent
of total LDT expenditure (s reimbursed and
for secondary and middle school teachers
abowt 7 per cent 15 reimbursed. This large
difference in reimbursement belween univer-
sity {and colleges) and school teachers can
partly be explained by the fact that a laree
number of school teachers get the IOT reim-
bursement from their spouse’s employer. In
semior secondury school, for instance, 33 per
oot of Tamalies claimed reimbursement
theoupgh their spouse's emplover which in
meney terms 15 aboul 17 per cent af their
toal LDT expendilure
There does oot seem W be any definne
trend in the LDT expenditure either with the
family income or with the institution. For
instance the average expenditure on LDT per
reporting family are almost same for the
families of university and college teachers
and secondary and middle school teachers,

Durables: Table 12 gives the percentage of
the families possessing selected durables,
Families of university and college teachers
do show higher figures for costly durables
{like colour TV, YUR, Car and Telephone)
as compared to school teacher. However,
comparing by the same family income
groups the differences get substantially
reduced between the institutions. There (s a
positive high correlation between the percen-
tage of familics possessing costly durables
“and the per capita family income, One ex-
ception is the possession of black and white
TV which shows negative correlation with
family income and 15 in the ight diceetion

as with the increase in income it is likely o

b replaced with the colour TV,
Clothing: Table 13 gives the average
aumber of selected clothing items per adule
male {suits) and fcmale (costly sarees and
shawls). 1n all categories of institutions they
show increasing trend alongwith increase in
family income, At all income group level the
familics of university and college teachers
do powsess higher number of clothing items
than the familics of school 1cachers; how-
ever, in the same income group the differen-
ces largely disappear. In fact, inm many cascs
(Es 30,000 and above, for instance) the
families of school teachers have reported
higher number of the clothing items than the
university and college teachers, Table 13 also
gives the avcrage number of costly sarees
(Fs 2000 and abowel per adult female,

TapLC 17: MosTiry EXFENDITURE U% DOMESTIC SERvANTS

Category of Respondenis

Per Capita Family Income (Rs "000)

Un o 1} L0- 200 -3¢ 30andabove Combined
i (2} (3} (4} A8
A University and colleges
1 Mo of families 2L5HH 16{75} 25192} 20483} T8
2 Averape expenditure per
family {Rs) 125 9] 14£ 204 154
3 Average monthly wages
(o) whole Lime (Rs) 250 1% 242 471 313
(b} Fart rime (Rs per
hour & day} — 54 55 55 55
B Senior secondary schools
1 Mo of tamilies 14014} 23{4E) 17T | S(Rdy TH(EH)
2 Awverage expenditure per
family (Rs) n 52 116 225 o5
3 Average monthly wages
{a} whole time {Rs) — 150 283 nz 253
(b1 Pael time (Rs per
hour a day) 53 44 48 a8 55
C Secondary and middle schools
1 Mo of families NH25) 41161) 16494} SO0 B2(61}
2 Average expenditure per
family (Rs) i T 149 1M 43
1 Average monthly wages
{a) whole 1ime {Rs) — 225 250 — 230
{b) Fanl time (Hs per
hour a day) £l 2 53 59 54
Ir Combined
1 Mo of families 36 22) BEe0) GB(ETY 40(Bd) IHIET)
2 Average cxpendilure per
family (Rs) 26 4 129 6 112
3 Average monthly wages
{a} wheole time {Rs) 250 184 255 J08 283
{8 Part time (Rs per
hour a day) 52 52 52 0l 55

Notess | Figures in brackets are the percenitages of families reporting expenditure on domestic

Serva s

2 Whaolenme servants are mostly provided food and shelier.
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separately, for families with female Earncr
and without female earner. Almast in all
cases the number of saregs per female s
much higher tor the families with female
earner than for the families without femals
earnet.

Ceremonial Expenditure: Table 14 gives
expenditure on ceremonies during last Nive
years (1984-1989), In this rogion mast af the
ceretnonial expenditure is either on the mar-
riage or the hirthday, Expendirure on all
other ceterfonies is negligible as il accounted

.for less than one_per cent of total ceremaonial

expenditure. Marriage accounted for a
substantial part of the expenditure tofal
ceremnotial varying between 76 per gent
among the familes of university and college
teachers and 91 per cemt anmong senior secon-
dary school eeachers. There does not seem
i be a defmite telation betwsen the
ceremonial expendituce and the family in-
come, as it 15 mainly governed by the social
customs and (he necessities of the family.

Selected Mon-Faod ltems: Table 15 gives
the annuval expenditure on the selecred non-
food items relating to entertainment, hob.
bics and general reading. Expenditure on
newspapers and magannes s eporeed by
almost all families. Next highest expenditore
is on photography with cinema, eic, being
in the third place. For all the items, there is
an increasing trend alongwith the increase
in the family income Also among umiversi-
ty and college teachers the averags sxpen-
diture per family is higher tham the cor-
responding cxpenditure amang the school
teachers almost for all items.

Selected Food Items: Table L6 gives the
average monthly expenditure on  four
selected food iems. It also gives some idea
ghout the prevailing food habits and the fre-
quency of consumption of different ilems
during 2 month. Abaue 37 per cent of total
families have reported to be completely
vegetarian which varied between 32 per cent
in university and college reachers and 42 per
ool in semiar secondary school teachers,
Although the food habits of the families
normally are very much influenced by the
family background and 1he prevailing social
customs, still they also seerm 1o Be influenc-
ed by the economic conditions of the fami-
ly. For instance, there is an inverse relation-
ship between the percontage of vegetarian
families amd the per capita family income
in different categories af nxeitaons.

Milk is one item which is consumed daily
by all families and do not seem o depencd
o Lhe family income. The consumption of
mear and Msh {costly food itcms) scom to
be influenced by the family income, however
there is no clear-cut partern as many families
with lower income have reported higher ex-
penditure than the high income group
farmilies.

Domestic Servants: Table 17 gives the
average monthly expenditure on domestic
servants alongwith the average monthly
wages for a full-time servant and for a part-
time servant (on hourly basis), Expenditurc
an domestic servant is very much related to
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wie famly income. In the lowest income
group, for instance, only 22 per cent af the
farnilies reported expenditure on domesiic
servants with an avcrage expendituce per
family of aboui Rs 26, whereas in the highest
income group the corresponding figures arg
E4 per cent and Rs 216 respectively, Average
monthly wages of a pari-lime servant [work-
ing one hour a day), remarkably works out
toy aroviind Bs 55 almiost in all income groups,
However, the wages of a full-time servant do
show some dependence on the family income.

The above analysis shows that the dispani-
ty in towal Family income 15 much smalker
than the disparity in the salary income Since
the level of Living is primanly depandent on
the total family income, the disparity in the
level of living is also muech lower as com-
pared to the disparity in che salary income,
Detatled analysis ol consumption expen-
diture on some selected items by family in-
COIME catcgorics Sugeests thal for most of
the consumer items (especially the costly
ones) there 15 a fairly strong relationship
between their conzumption and the per
capita family income There are, however,
some items like, ceremonial expenditure
which arc governed more by 1he social
customs rather than by the family income.
Also it appears that after a certain level of
family income the expenditure on commaon
food items like, milk do nat get atfected by
the family income.

Noles

[The research progect has been undertaken as
a plan project at the Delhi Centre of lnstitute.
L k Jain, K L Sehgal and 5 13 Verma were the
members af the project (zam a0 the 1ime of for-
mutation of the project and during the intial
phases of planning and designing of the surven
The ficld work was done by Aloke Bhainagar,
Veena Kagdiyal, Som Dubt Mehta, N S Rawat,
¥ Shashi Kurmar and Manmohan. Scrutiny and
processing of data was compleed by Aloke
Bhatnagar angd Veena Kagdiyal. 5 D Yerma was
also associated with the imitial stages of field
work and the scrutiny of the collected daa, The
avthor acknowledges his gralitude @ all of
them. Thanks are also due 10 Mehar Lzl and
Surendra Prasad JTakhmala for typing the pra-
ject repord. |

1 A similar project was underiaken in the
Indian Swavistical lostitae, Calcutia by
M Chanopadhyay, Bodun BMukherjee and
Ashak Rudra, which aimed zt analysing the
inter and intra-oecupationat differences in in-
come and standard of liviag i Cakouora
Municipal {arporatwon. 1 covered etipluyess
in banks, life insurance corporation, conicat
govenment, West Bengal siate povernment,
organmised private sector and unorganised
privale sector. Some of the resuls are alyeady
published in Ecomomic and Poditical Week-
Iy April 22, lune B0 and July 22,

2 For cxamining differences in various aspects
of level of living the university and cotlege
respondents have heen clubbed 1ogether as
both have almost similar  educational
backfround. With similar reasoning he
secpndary and middle school respandents
have also been combined.

2558

THE RURAL INDIAN SCENE

Administrative Reforms / P.R.Dubhashi
Apartheid : A Crirne Apgainst Huomanity |
Brojendra Nath Bancrjce

Birth of Non Congressism : Oppesition Politics ,
1947 - 1975 / Madhu Limayc

A Constitutional History of India 1600 - 1935 /
Anhur B Keith

Challenge to India's Unity : Assam Students’
Agitation and Government [ D.P. Kumar
Congress Party and Socizl Change / N.L..Madan
Dr. Ambedkar and Dalit Future / V. R.Krishna Iyer
The Gorbachev Factor in World Affairs : An
Indian Interpretation / Bhabani Sen Gupta
Human Rights and Inhuman Wrongs [
Y.R.Krishna Iyer

Indiam in World Affairs/ P.G.Salvi

India’s Foreign Policy on Diplomatic Recognition
of States and Governments / Manjul Rani Tripathi

Indian Federalism and Autonomy / S.Chandrasekhar

Indo-Nepa! Relations in Linkage Perspective |
S K Chaturveds

Issues Before the Nation /! H.R Khuanna

Law and the Urban Poor in India / V.R Krishna [yer
Mahatma Gandhi and Jawaharlal Nehru :
A Historic Partnership 1916 - 1948

in Three ¥olumes / Madhu Limaye

Rs.125
Rs.125
Rs.295
Rs.100
Rs5.240
Rs.225
Ks.120

Rs5.295

Rs.13)
Rs.110

Rs.170
Es. 110

Rs.130
Rs.114
Rs. 95

Vol Rs.150

Vol.TI Rs.395
Vol IIT R5.320

The Marxian Theory of the Siate /
Sherman HLM.Chang
Our Courts on Trial / V.R. Krishna Iyer

Peace , Friendship and Co-operation /

Brojendea Nuth Bancrjes

Party Politics in India : The Develuopment

of a Multi-Patry System / Myron Weiner
Security in a Changing World / K. Subrahmanyam
South Asian Perspective ; Seven Nations in
Conflict and Co-operation / Bhabani Sen Gupta
United Nations and Nuclear Proliferations /
T.T.Poulose

Rs. 42

Rs. 75

5125

Rs, 84
Rs. 100

Rs.160

Rs.125




	2547.jpg
	2548.jpg
	2549.jpg
	2551.jpg
	2552.jpg
	2553.jpg
	2554.jpg
	2555.jpg
	2556.jpg
	2557.jpg
	2558.jpg

