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Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION

1.1 1In the year 1981, the International Year of the
Disabled Persons, the National Sample Survey Orga-
nisation (NSSO) conducted, at the request of the
Ministry of Social Welfare, Government of India, a
country-wide sample survey on disabled persons to
fill up certain vital gaps in the information base re-
garding the incidence and prevalence of disability in
our country. In the sixteenth and twentyeighth rounds
of the National Sample Survey (NSS) also, some in-
formation on persons with certain types of physical
handicaps was collected. An outline of the earlier
enquiries conducted in the NSS is given in Appendix 1.
The data collected in the earlier rounds were not com-
prehensive due to the obvious limitation of the survey
approach followed in enumerating the disabled per-
sons who can be identified only through house to
house visit. For reasons of economy, the earlier survey
sought to enumerate them whkile collecting data on
other topics; there was little scope for detailed probing
to ascertain the specific nature of disability. There-
fore, in 1981 it was decided to focus exclusively on a
comprehensive survey on disabled persons. The
enquiry demanded on all-out single-minded effort not
only in deciding the concepts and the definitions for
the survey but also in other operational aspects of the
survey, such as design of the schedule and proper
training of the primary data collectors (who were non-
medical persons) by the appropriate medical experts.
DIFFICULTIES IN GATHERING INFORMATION
1.2 The incidence and prevalence of various types
of disabilities among the Indian population cannot
be easily estimated because of some inherent diffi-
culties involved in collecting the necessary
information. This, of course, does not apply to India
alone. The detection of disability is very difficult if one
wishes to follow a strict definition. Tn this context the
remarks in December 1972 issue of “Rehabilitation
International” are partient.

“The information presently available on the quality
and extent of disability throughout the world is scant,
Statistics on the incidence of specific disability and
their causes are often inaccurate and generally in-
complete. The figures which are available wvary
greatly. . . . Among the variables which create prob-

lems of data interpretation are....definition of
disability and the condition which it includes
12 —59Statistics/83
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(chronic limitation of activity, severe of minimal
impairments, e.g., all visual defects, all anaesthesia in
cases of leprosy, all missing parts of the body includ-
ing digits, limbs), statistics on possible causes of dis-
ability or the actual number of specific disorders. . . .
...  Since disability itself is difficult to define
and the data are collected in the NSS by non-
medical investigators and the respondents are not so
knowledgeable, by and large, it was imperative to
define disability in a very careful and guarded way so
as to minimise the investigator bias and respondent
bias in the data.

SCOPE OF THE SURVEY

1.3 In view of the difficulties involved in adopting
some feasible and practical concept and definition of
disability for the purpose of survey, a Working Group
of Experts from the relevant medical disciplines was
constituted by the Governing Council of the NSSO to
go into the issues involved. The Working Group met
on 11 December 1980 in New Delhi and decided to
delimit the survey coverage to only physical disabili-
ties, namely, (i) visual disability, (ii) communication
disability and, (iii) locomotor disability. Tt was also
decided to collect information on behaviour pattern
and developmental milestones for all children aged
5—14 years, regardless of whether they were
physically disabled, to examine the extent and
prevalence of delayed mental development amongst
the children. Accordingly, four sub-working groups,
were set up to recommend the definitions to be adopted
in the survey and the item coverage for the survey.
On the basis of recommendations of the four sub-
working groups, the draft schedule of enquiry was
prepared. The Working Group in its second meeting,
held on 19 January-1981 in New Delhi finalised the
concepts and definitions to be followed in the survey
the draft schedules of enquiry.

FINALISATION FOR THE FORMAT OF THE
SCHEDULE OF ENQUIRY i

1.4 The schedule of enquiry as approved by the
Working Group in its second meeting and the sample
design of thegenquiry were discussed and approved by
the Governing Council of the NSSO which met on 20
January 1981 in New Delhi* It wag also decided to
conduct the enquiry during July—December 1981
and, before launching the enquiry, to try out the
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schedule in a number of rural and urban areas,
through the senior field stafi of the NSSO. The train-
ing conference for the try-out survey was held on 21
and 22 January 1981 in the National Institute for
Orthopaedically Handicapped, Calcutta. A few eminent
medical experts also participated in the training con-
ference of the field officers for the try-out survey.

1.5 The try-out survey was carried out in February,
1981. On the basis of the experience of the try-out
survey and comments on the format of the schedule
from the senior officers of the Data Processing
Division (DPD), NSSO, the format of the schedule
and the instructions for canvassing the schedule were
revised. The revised schedule of enquiry and the
instructions were discussed in the all-India training
conference attended by the officers of the Field Opera-
tion Division (FOD), NSSO. The Conference was
held in April 1981, The schedule and the instruc-
tions were further revised on the basis of deliberations
during the training conference. The schedule of
enquiry thus finalised was canvassed in the enquiry.

GEOGRAPHICAL COVERAGE

1.6 The survey covered almost the entire area of the
Indian Union. The areas excluded were Ladakh and
Kargil districts of Jammu & Kashmir; rural areas of
Nagaland and a few tehsils in the districts Sarguja and
Bastar of Madhya Pradesh and districts Chandrapur
and Nelghat of Maharashtra; Sikkim and the Union
Territories of Andaman & Nicobar Islands and Lak-
shadweep.

SAMPLE DESIGN

1.7 The sample design was stratified with two stage
sampling in each stratum. The first stage units were
1981 or 1971 census villages in rural areas and urban
blocks in urban areas. The second stage units were
households. In each sampled area-unit, the house-
holds were classified into two sub-strata at the time of
listing of households. The households reporting
to contain at least one member having at least
one of the three types of disabilities, viz., (i)
visual disability. (ii) communication disability and
(iil) locomotod disability, constituted the sub-stratum I.
The remaining households containing members having
none of visual, communication and locomotor dis-
abilities constituted sub-stratum IL. All the house-
holds of the sub-stratum I and a sample of households
from the sub-stratum TI were surveyed for the enquiry.
A note on the sample design and the estimation pro-
cedure is presented in Appendix 2. The survey covered
5409 sample villages and 3652 urban‘blocks.

SCHEDULE OF THE ENQUIRY

1.8 The schedule of ®nquiry had two parts. In
part 1 of the schedule, information on household
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characteristics was collected in the block on house-
hold characteristics (block 5): all usual members of
the sample household were enumerated and the infor-
mation on whether any of them had visual, communi-
cation (for members aged 5 years and more) and
locomotor disability and on other demographic parti-
culars were recorded in the block on  demographic
particulars (block 6); and the particulars of develop-
mental milcstones for all children aged 5—14 years
were entered in the block on developmental milestone
(block 9). The part [I of the schedule was canvas-
sed for all members having at least one of the three
physical disabilities to be covered in the survey. The
information on disability included whether the person
concerned was having the disability from birth, and
for acquired disability, (i) the age at onset, (ii) whe-
ther disabled during the last year, and (iii) the proba-
ble cause of disability, For all disabilities informa-
tion was also recorded on (i) whether any treatment
was taken, (ii) reason for no treatment, (iii) the inter-
val between the onset of disability and the commence-
ment of treatment, (iv) type of aid/appliance acquired,
(v) how the aid/appliance was acquired, and (vi)
reason for not acquiring aid /appliance.

TRAINING OF THE SURVEY PERSONNEL

1.9 The training of the field staff was conducted in
two stages. In the first stage of the training, the offi-
cers of the Field Operation Division (FOD) of the
NSSO were trained during the all-India training con-
ference. The experts from the different National In-
stitutes for disabled persons also participated in the
all-India training confererce. In the second  stage,
the primary field staff was trained by the officers
(who attended the all-India training conference) of
the FOD in the training conference held in 41 regional
offices of the FOD. The medical experts of the State
Governments also participated in the regional con-
ferences and explained the medical terms and the diffe-
rent types of physical disabilities to be covered in
the survey.

1.10 A printed brochure on “Identification Aids for
Disabilities” for identification of different types of
disabilities with photographic illustrations, was distri-
buted to the participants in the all-India training con-
ference. The copies of the same also distributed
among the primary field staff. A useful document
giving an illustrated glossary of the various types of
locomotor disabilities along with the  corresponding
terminologies in Hindi, English and Bengali prepared
by the National Institute for the Orthopaedically Handi-
capped, Calcutta, was circulated in the all-India train-
ing conference and also earlier, in the training con-
ference for the try-out survey which was held in the
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National Institute for Orthopaedically Handicapped.
Another useful document on the identification of the
delayed mental development amongst children prepar-
ed by the Department of Psychiatry, Post Graduate
Institute of Medical Education and Research, Chandi-
garh, was also circulated in the all-India training con-
ference,

FIELD WORK

1.11 During the regional training conferences, ques-
tions were raised on the procedure of camvassing the
schedule. The list of questions along with the clari-
fications given by the Survey Design and Research
Division (SDRD) NSSO, was circulated among the
primary field staff.

At the end of each calender month of the survey
period, the investigators discussed the field difficulties
with the supervisory staff in the sub-regional/regional
offices. The questions raised in the monthly meet-
ing were referred to the SDRD for clarification, if the
same could not be clarified by the superivsory staff.

1.12 A team of officers of the NSSO was consti-
tuted to assess and improve the quality of the field
work. The members of the team (Data Improvement
Team) visited a few sample villages and blocks to
check the data collected and explained the approp-

riate procedures to the field staff wherever they noticed.

some deficiencies. They also appraised the field
staff about various points that emerged during inves-
tigation and endeavoured to improve investigators’
knowledge of the field procedure.

PERIOD OF SURVEY

1.13 The survey was conducted during July—

December 1981. The survey period was divided into
two sub-rounds, each of three months duration. FEach

sub-roun] consisted of two independent sub-samples.

PARTICIPATION OF STATES

1.14 All the States and five Union Territories,
namely, (i) Arunachal Pradesh, (ii) Delhi, (iii)
Goa, Daman & Diu, (iv) Mizoram and (v) Pondi-
cherry participated in the survey. Some States and
Union Territories surveyed samples larger than sam-
ple surveyed by the staff of the FOD, NSSO. The
present report is based on the data collected directly
by the FOD of NSSO, which is called the central
sample of the NSS.

PUBLICITY

1.15 As usual, the publicity material was prepared
by the NSSO for use of the field staff to convey to
the public the purpose and utility of the survey. Co-
operation of the public was also directly solicited
through publicity in the newspapers and broadcasts
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on the nation-wide radio and television networks. In
view of the importance of the problems of the handi-
capped, and the fact that a comprehensive, nation-
wide survey on the handlicapped was being organised
for the first time, a documentary film in all major
languages, was prepared and shown in all cinema
houses all over the country.

TABULATION -OF DATA

L.16 Only a few filled-in schedules from Arunachal
Pradesh were received by 15 April 1982. Therefore,
data collecied in Arunachal Pradesh could not be
tabulated. The number of sample villages/blocks
allotted, number of sample villages/blocks surveyed,
number of sample households surveyed, and number
of persons and number of disabled persons enumera-
ted are shown in Tables 1.1 and 1.2. '

PRESENTATION OF THE FINDINGS
OF THE SURVEY

1.17 The concepts and definitions followed in the
survey are explained in Chapter 2 of the report. The
findings of the survey for the three types of physical
disability, namely, (i) visual disability, (ii) communi-
cation disability and (iii) locomoter disability cover-
ed in the survey are presented in Chapter 3, 4 & 5
respectively.  In Chapter 6 estimated number of phy-
sically disabled persons per 100,000 population by sex
are given for the States and Union Territories. A
summary of main findings of the survey is presented
in Chapter 7. Appendix 1 gives an outline of the
enquiries on disability conducted in the earlier rounds
of the N8S. The sample design of the present survey
is described in Appendix 2. A comparison of sur-
vey results with the census figures is presented in Ap-

pendix 3; and a comparison of NSS estimates and
census counts of blind and dumb persons is presented

in Appendix 4. The tables on the basis of which the
present report has been prepared are presented in
Appendix-5. In the tables giving age specific preva-
lence rates and in the tables giving the distribution of
disabled persons by various characteristics, estimates
for those States for which the sample sizes were small
are not given. However, the alflIidia estimates pre-
sented in these tables are inclusive of all the States and
Union Territories. In Appendix 6, the fascimile of
schedule of enquiring is presented,

1.18 The results given in the present report cover
the aspect of physical disability. Such results by sex
and age and by socio-economic groups will be releas-
ed later on in the NSSO’s quarterly journpal Sarvek-
shana the results on the behavioural pattern and miles
tones of development for children (5-14 years) will
also be brought out separately later on.
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TABLE 1-1 : NUMBER OF SAMPE VILLAGES AND HOUSEHOLDS SURVEYED AND THE NUMBER OF PHYSI-
CALLY DISABLED PERSONS ENUMERATED BY TYPE OF DISABILITY FOR EACH STATE & UNION

TERRITORY
RURAL
number number number  number number of disabled persons enumerated in sample
: of sample of sample of sample of households
state villages  villages  households Fersons - - :
allotted  surveyed surveyed n the visual hearing speech  locomotor physical
household disabi- disabi- isabi- disabi- disabi-
lity lity lity lity lity
' (at least
one)
(1 2) 3 O] &) 6) Q) ®) ) (10)
Andhra Pradesh shag s 444 443 7186 34562 1399 1163 668 1793 4367
Assam Y gl R 196 2383 13314 207 317 204 291 862
Bihar e e g 556 8636 48265 1385 1008 645 2306 4869
Gisiamit o Fios. G Ly s 200 199 2549 14465 418 260 124 698 1359
Haryana . . ; 1 84 82 1367 9091 221 186 88 439 832
Himachal Pradesh . . . 140 138 878 4720 115 145 85 218 464
Jammu & Kashmir . F A 240 205 2547 15736 216 452 403 772 1532
Karnataka ’ . . 3 240 236 3207 18285 580 468 255 802 1799
Kerala . 3 § ¥ : 232 228 3902 22210 340 554 453 1132 2123
Madhya Pradesh : i 468 442 5666 32172 1009 529 287 1393 2850
Maharashtra . 2 - : 392 390 6952 37790 1176 887 366 1699 3687
Manipur . > 7 = 96 94 671 3615 57 89 27 84 221
Meghalaya . ; 8 d 96 50 246 1277 26 23 12 29 82
Nagaland 5 : : ’ no rural sample
Orissa . : - . . 232 197 2505 13253 509 455 192 506 1456
Punjab y : A : 238 227 4575 28449 926 656 294 1674 3242
Rajasthan - : - 2 240 225 3103 18239 585 376 190 885 1827
Tamil Nadu . ’ 3 . 332 332 6997 31979 1077 1344 607 1527 3947
Tripura . : - 5 : 140 47 1048 5693 167 153 80 230 575
Uttar Pradesh . . v s 700 664 9979 55622 2040 1203 744 ' 2406 5724
West Bengal . . ; ; 320 301 5273 29629 673 965 518 1166 2836
Chandigarh . . . - 4 4 96 346 3 13 8 17 35
Dadra & Nagar Haveli ! 24 24 365 1828 40 42 22 50 138
Delhi . i . . 7 8 8 189 1059 25 19 19 43 95
Goa, Daman & Diu 5 12 12 179 905 26 10 11 49 84
Mizoram. . . . . 100 97 1179 6413 83 253 183 17 542
Pondicherry . : 5 3 12 12 180 887 35 43 16 44 126

all-India . ' : 5 5792 5409 B1858 449802 13338 11613 6501 20424 45674
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TABLE 12 : NUMBER OF SAMPLE BLOCKS AND HOUSEHOLDS SURVEYED AND THE NUMBER OF PHYSICALLY
DISABLED PERSONS ENUMERATED BY TYPE OF DISABILITY FOR EACH STATE & UNION

TERRITORY.

URBAN
number number number number number of disabled persons enumerated in sample
of sample of sample of sample  of per- households

state blocks blocks households sons in
allotted surveyed surveyed the sample visual hearing s locomotor physical
households disabi- disabi- disabi- disabi- disabi-
lity  lity lity  lity lity
(at least
one)
—
(&))] @ ()] @ (5) (6) (@) (8) ©) 10)
Andhra Pradesh 276 276 5422 26658 731 716 535 1425 2977
Assam 108 82 1009 5162 84 135 81 123 359
Bihar . 212 211 3197 16811 356 339 255 808 1571
Gujarat . 184 178 2387 13607 230 231 149 672 1139
Haryana Ll 60 59 960 5202 139 130 76 257 542
Himachal Pradesh F y 52 52 723 2975 38 61 36 125 225
Jammu & Kashmir . 120 96 1093 6111 74 88 87 216 397
Karnataka 192 191 2969 16709 376 383 26 948 1494
Kerala . ; 128 128 2322 13131 211 308 348 688 " 1327
Madhya Pradesh 252 249 3225 17723 370 235 167 806 1409
Maharashtra . - i : 448 448 7024 38353 858 668 467 1795 3307
Manipur . g : 2 48 48 412 2176 15 31 24 39 105
Meghalaya : . i Y 48 22 204 1018 13 12 10 30 59
Nagaland ¥ § 5 24 24 274 1043 4 8 3 27 41
Orissa 128 119 2234 10618 314 243 148 429 996
Punjab . 120 110 1982 10956 263 235 145 589 1114
Rajasthan 168 160 2280 13217 310 255 197 708 1300
Tamil Nadu 340 322 6586 31799 797 1161 585 1505 3599
Tripura . = : : % 52 33 624 3255 67 88 81 148 327
Uttar Pradesh . 428 428 5954 32777 793 606 540 1460 3029
West Bengal . 2 " 328 269 3645 18001 416 493 254 698 1625
Chandigarh . s : . 8 5 94 448 4 9 8 31 43
Dadra & Nagar Haveli no wban area
Delhi . 2 . 88 87 1070 5262 66 55 94 211 380
Goa, Daman & Diu . . 12 12 112 612 11 8 13 29 51
Mizoram d 3 : " 32 32 354 1769 14 70 39 53 140
Pondicherry . / k 2 12 11 298 1465 64 78 19 60 196
all-India 3868 3652 56452 296858 6618 6646 4629 13680 27752

NB 1 Due to late receipt of schedules the results of Arunachal Pradesh is not presented.



Chapter 2
DISABILITY

2.1 According to the literature dealing with health,
disability means “any restriction or lack of ability
to perform an activity in the manner or within the
range considered normal for a human being”. It is
characterised by deficiencies of customarily expected
activity performance and behaviour. The disability
may arise as a direct consequence of any loss or
abnormality of psychological, physiological or anatomi-
cal structure or function, or as a response (particularly
psychological) by an individual to a physical and sen-
sory loss or abnormality.

2.2 - For deciding whether a person was disabled
for the purpose of the enquiry, the question of cura-
bility or otherwisc was not considered. The physical
disability to be covered under the enquiry was dist-
inguished fromt morbidity. Morbidity covers cases of
illness or injury of recent origin which have not result-
ed in the loss or ability to see, hear, speak or move.
The cases of morbidity remained outside the purview
of the enquiry,

2.3 Persons born with the disability were considered
to be disabled from birth. Persons not born with the
disability were considered persons who had acquired
disability because of illness or injury, etc.

VISUAL DISABILITY

2.4 By visual disability was meant loss. or lack of
abilities to execute tasks requiring adequate  visual
acuity, In the enquiry, persons having visual disabi-
lity included those who did not have light perception
both eyes taken together and also those who had light
perception but could not cerrectly count fingers of a
hand (with spectacles if he/she uses spectacles) from
a distance of 3 metres or 10 feet in good day light.

COMMUNICATION DISABILITY

2.5 Communication disability referred to the inabi-
lity to hear or to speech defects. The speech defects
included inability to speak or voice defects.

2.6 Hearing is the ability to perceive sound. The
hearing ability is judged by taking into consideration
this ability for the better ear, For the purpose of en-
quiry, the person having one ear with normal hearing
ability and the other with total loss of hearing ability

was treated as having normal hearing ability. Hear-
ing ability was judged without the use of hearing aid.
A personal hearing disability was classified into (i)
cannot hear at all (i.e. not hearing loud sound such
as thunder and understanding only gestures), (ii) pro-
found (i.e., hearing only loud sound such as thun-
der and .understanding only gestures), (iii) severe
(Le., hearing only shouted words or hearing if
the speaker is in front) and (iv) moderate (i.e.,
persons having hearing disability to such an extent
that they usually ask to or like to see the face of the
speaker or feel difficulty in conducting telephonic con-
versation or in hearing whispers),

2.7 If a person cannot speak but can try or cough
then he/she has voice but has no speech. Persons who
d'g not hear at all from birth will not have speech.

Persons having underdeveloped brain or damaged brain
may also not have speech.

2.8 Persons having speech defects, other than those
who cannot speak at all, were classified into (i) speak-
ing unintalligibly, (ii) stammering, (iii) speaking with
abnormal voice and (iv) other speech defects (nasal
voice and articulation defect).

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

2.9 By locomotor disability was meant an indivi-
dual’s inability to execcute “distinctive activities asso-
ciated with moving both himself and objects from
place to place.

2.10 The loss or lack of normal ability of an in-
dividual associated with moving both himself and ob-
jeets from one place to another can occur due fo (i)
paralysis of the limb or body, (ii) deformity of the
limb, (iii) amputation, (iv) dysfunction of joints of
the limb, and (v) deformity in the body other than
that in the limb (e.g., deformity in spine, deformity
i the neck). The hunch-backs and dwarfs were also
included under loco-motor disability for the purpose of
the enquiry.

2.11 All cases of fracture not attended by medical
experts for more than 3 months. and subsequently hav-
ing deformity of the limb or dysfunction of joints,
were treated as cases of locomotor disability. The
cases of fracture under plaster or under other treat-
ment were not treated as cases of locomotor disability.
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2.12 The cases of hunch-back or dwarf, if having
locomotor disability due to paralysis, deformity of
treated as hunch back or dwarf, but as cases of loco-
treated as hunch back or dwart, but as cases of loco-
motor disability due to paralysis/deformity/dysfunc-
tion of joints/amputation,

2.13 Similarly, for persons having the locomotor
disability due to paralysis/deformity of limb/dysfunc-
tion of joints/amputation as well as another locomotor
disability due to deformity in the body other than that
in the limb, the latter (i.e. locomotor disability due to
deformity in the body) was not taken into considera-
tion for the purpose of the survey. In other words,
locomotor disability due to deformity in the body was
taken into consideration only when the person did not
have locomotor disability due to paralysis/deformity
of limby/dysfunction of joints/amputation.

2.14 A person was considered as having multiple
locomotor disabilities if the person had two or more
locomotor disabilities due to paralysis/deformity of
limb amputation/dysfunction of joints. For persons
having lacomotor disabilities of all the four  types,
disability of the first three types were taken into
consideration for the purpose of the survey.

SARVEKSHANA )

2.15 It should be clear from the foregoing discus-
sion of the concepts and operational difinitions that the
survey was aimed at capturing the prevalence and in-
cidence of acute disabilitics in the population. The
NSSO was indeed fortunate in enlisting the active co-
operation of the eminent experts in formulating the
concepts and definitions, in preparing detailed instruc-
tions for the field staff as well as in training the inves-
tigators. It is, however, important to cmphasisé that *
the actual survey was carried out by non-medical in-
vestigators using non-clinical test (whenever feasible)
and the questionnaire method. So Jong as the pheno-
menon under investigation (namely, disabilities which
are acute in nature) is being perceived uniformly, the
sample survey method may be expected to bring out
socially perceived disabilities. It is, however, plausible
to postulate that at least in cases of acute disabilities,
the results of the sample survey method would be
broadly in accord with those which could have emerg-
ed had the clinical test been carried out by medical
experts. The results presented in the subsequent Chap-
ters should be interpreted in the light of this postulate

which is inescapable in the large scale sample survey
method.
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PREVALANCE RATES OF VISUAL DISABILITY
PER 100,000 PERSONS BY AGE - GROUPS - ALL INDIA
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PREVALENCE RATES OF VISUAL DISABILITY
PER 100,000 PERSONS BY AGE - GROUPS - ALL INDIA
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PREVALANCE RATES OF SPEECH DISABILITY
PER 100,000 PERSONS BY AGE-GROUPS - ALL INDIA
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PREVALANCE RATES OF LOCOMOTCR DISABILITY
PER 100,000 PERSONS BY AGE - GROUPS - ALL INDIA
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VISUAL DISABILITY

DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 VISUALLY DISABLED PERSONS-ALL INDIA
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VISUAL DISABILITY

DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 VISUALLY DISABLED PERSONS - ALL INDIA
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HEARING DISABILITY

DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 PERSONS —ALL INDIA

1. BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY

T S
ORI, X n hy
g "Jrﬁ:"')\- EL) 1‘:'3 3
o
L_ 3

PP
3 Ly

46 1o
i iR
3, Iy, -‘1..:-,:(,.)

I S

Lt

3. BY REASON FOR TAKING NO TREATMENT

Urban

Noice induced g
nearing loss - - _ _ E@
Ear discharge - - -
[liness - « w e == -

Medical & Surgical
intervention_ _ _ __ m

OIHers = ==

Surgical R
A3 O Ry

iqtlo uthi{: -

reatment other

than surgical ——- ﬂﬂm
operation

OLHErs =

No trealment cR e
taken _ _ . - .. Eiecy

Place where_
treatment availeble
not kpnown - - _ - _

Treatment i
expensive . _ _ . i

Treatmen! not
deemed to be nece-

ssqry for Economic
Independence - _ _
Treatment not

deemed to be nece-

f l i
Tnacpendence . Ll

Other couses - - -

S, GANGULY

€50, N0.127/5, 6%







29

SPEECH DISABILITY
DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 PERSONS -ALL INDIA
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LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY — PARALYSIS
DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 PERSONS - ALL INDIA

1. BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY
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1, BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY
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DISTRIBUTION OF LOOO PERSONS-ALL INDIA

Cerebral Palsy

Burns & Injury

Medical & Surgical
Intervention

Polio
Leprosy
Stroke

Other Iliness

Other Cause

Surgical Opergtion Only

Physiotherapy/Occupation
Therapy Only

Ald/Appliance Only

5,

ey o 1 ™
M = Fey

[ ===

T ==

B Bl = L

;égl
28

Z

Other Allopathic Treatment &-:&M{

*  Other Types Of Trealmenl

No Treatment

Place Where Trealmenl
Available Nol Known

Trealment Expensive

Treatment Not Deemed To

Be Necessary For Economic

Independence

Treatment Not Deemed To ﬁl

Be Necessary For
Personal Independence

Other Causes

Treatment Taken For
Other Disabilities

il

¥ P SHARMA

C.S0.NO.131

/582




-

| ol 5 o e sl M - e T —

e | CLUMGRORED -YTLESAD AOTOMOY
ot LV =AOSTER O ). D MIOITU AR &) f .

TILODAG ¢ SIS 18 L

‘|" |
fip B =
e P43
T N
-
b -~
e
-
| 1 —
| e o
I
- '
.

| S RS _ LoL; 8 5 LA "-’-'ﬁfl

L
e 104 e e
! -
il 1 . - airm R
K - g
-
L
- .| =y N
i B =
L]
£
- L
v
Ll




BURNS LA L R A R L L L I Y R ]

INJURY OTHER THAN BURNS ..4.e00ure.-.

MEDICAL AND SURGICAL INTERVENTION. .. - OISR SHIEE cxmn sesnsabive

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY-AMPUTATION
DISTRIBUTION OF ,OOO PERSONS-ALL INDIA
BY_CAUSE OF DISABILITY

ir-
d
» l)’ e nln?m{ff}! » I’[
sl IWII"H"H" {
iy N .f” wl{;“’! ’% 'IL ' fi-'i'f il El $m
;6,% % AT

Uy

Y %&y ', "-‘.rz, %,#

i »w *f.-.- "'@ “?.- ! At
i % % % %' f”’fr /
gy, i W

%%«2" ”b""

,‘%
e,
iy, ‘%
-f.r ,a#’ﬂ)
Wy 0

i % .r)-:“' %,?*"f
U U
ww

iy

e
Y
W U,
iy ’!% ()

K "(

\! ’\l

LEPROSY-l"llll.lll.ll.l.‘ll!I'Ill 3 ... .:

OTHER ILLNESS

fevsstsatsvennr s




' .,"Jl"—"'" - a

i. -'l'_-l_—""'" P M === : - l..-'- B B
L &
R e a.wm 4




33

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY — DISFUNCTION OF JOINTS
DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 PERSONS - ALL INDIA

1. BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY
rural e urban

BUrns and (NJUTY seveeas
. B
BOLTD avvsssvainars sianessasiasimns
T —— |
other ILNessS - esserssass m

Olher CAUSES reaensnavavain ‘p:::.

5 &
1 g LT,
14 - ’

]
&

Rural Urban surgical Operation onlys. RSy
P (g : : Physioth /
ek Sefupation. Theropy

Nty

l s’flfi e

L
kah
flaainy

Ald7Appliance only »==-**

ﬁ.] . ﬁ}' physlotherapy /
S ke

“:i"ﬂ [I ( ;."‘. 1 .-o---. sabs
l"t"l'l'l\”l‘l'l»mss!' o omeratopattic ... [

iM

other Types of '
Trealmentsssvsesvassnes m

NO Treatmentsressssses

Place where Treatment
avatlable not KNOWNvsess

Treotment Expensivesss
Treatment not deemed
to be necessary for
Economic independence.
Treatment not deemed

10 be necessary

TP
Other Causes sssssvee gﬁ"%\‘%

Treatment taken for
Other Disabil tirés ......

Do N. BODWAL ; ~.5,0,N0.130/5+83
11—59Statistics/83




dpm

*
.
o -
B | it .
q
Fh)
A e
- " e
e
d ]
v
A"
Y ’
.




Chapter 3

VISUAL DISABILITY

3.0.0 A person was treated to be visually disabled
if_he/she did not have light perception in both eyes
taken together or if he/she had light perception but
could not correctly count fingers of a hand (with
spectacles if he/she used spectacles) from a distance
of 3 metres in good daylight. By and large, the field
staff treated a person having light perception as visually
(disabled if the person claime] to be unable to correctly
count fingers of a hand from a distance of 3 metres in
good daylight. It is possible that the range of vision
of many of those who claimed to be visually disabled
with light perception and could not take medical
treatment, can be improved if treatment is taken in
future.

3.0.1 The estimates of prevalence of visual disabi-
lity (i.e., number of persons having visual disability
per 100,000 population) and the estimates of inci-
dence of visual disability (i.e., number of persons who
became visually disabled during 365 days preceding
the date of survey per 100,000 population) are
presented in sections 3.1 and 3.2 respectively. The
age pattern ol onset of visual disabiiity is examined
i section 3.3. The data on probable cause of visual
disability and those on the type of treatment taken
are presented in sections 3.4 and 3.5 respectively.

3.1 PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY

3.1.1 The estimates of number of visually disabl-
ed persons per 100,000 population for rural and
urban sectors are shown in Table 3.1.1 separately
for males, females and persons, For the country as
a whole, the prevalence rate per 100,000 persons
was estimated at 553 for the rural sector and at 356
for the urban sector. The prevalence rates for males
and females were 444 and 670 respectively, for all-
India rural and 294 and 425 respectively for all-
India urban. The survey reveals a large variation
over the States in prevalence of visual disability among
the population in either sector. ~The highest rate
(769) was estimated in Andhra Pradesh and the
lowest rate (190) was estimated in Assam for the
rural areas. In urban areas the rate was highest in
Tamil Nadu (637) and lowest in Jammu & Kashmir
(141).

12.—59Statistics /83
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3.1.2 The prevalence of visual disability amongst
the rural population was higher than that amongst
the urban population in all the States except Kerala
and Tamil Nadu,

3.1.3 The prevalence of wvisual ddisability amongst
rural females was higher than among rural males n all
States except Assam, Himachal Pradesh, Jammu &
Kashmir. In urban areas of all the States except
Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir, Punjab
and Tamil Nadu, prevalence of visual disability
amongst females was found to be higher than amongst
males.

3.14 The prevalence rates of visual disability with
no light perception by whether having the disability
from birth are shown in Table 3.1.2 for the rural sec-
tor and in Table 3.1,3 for the uiban sector, The
corresponding prevalence rates for visual disability
with light perception are presented in Table 3.1.4
for the rural sector and in Table 3.1.5 for the urban
sector.

VISUAL DISABILITY WITH NO LIGHT
PERCEPTION

3.1.5 For the country as a whale, prevalence rate
per 100,000 persons was estimated at 219 for the
rural sector and at 135 for the urban sector. The
rates for males and females were estimated at 165
and 276 respectively for all-India rural and at 124
and 147 respectively for all-India urban. The pre-
valence of disability amongst rural population was
highest in Orissa (316) and lowest in Kerala and
Assam (70). In the urban areas, the rate was highest
in Tamil Nadu (372) and lowest in Assam, and Delhi
(47). In both rural and urban Sectors, marked varia-
tion across the States is observed in the prevalence of
visual disability with no light perception.

3.1.6 In both rural and urban areas of the country
as a whole, nearly 20 persons per 1(.00,000 persons
were estimated to be visually disabled with no light
perception since birth. The prevalence rates of visual
disability with no light perception since birth amongst
rural population varied among the States and Union
Territories (where 1000 or more sample households
were surveyed) except Mizoram over the range from
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7 te 35. In ali States (where 1000 or more sample
households were surveyed) except Tamil Nadu the
cortesponding prevalence rates for ihe urban popu-
lation lay between 4 and 31; for Tamil Nadu the
rate (104), vas exceptionally high. Tt is possible
that some cases of acquired blindness were reported
as blindness from birth.

3.1.7 In both rural and urban areas of the country
as a whole, nearly 24 males per 100,000 males were
estimated to be visually disabled with no light percep-
tion since birth ; the corresponding estimated for
females was 19 for the rural and 17 for the urban
The Prevalence of visual disability with no light per-
ception since birth amongst rural males appeared to
be  substantially higher than  amongst rural
females in the States of Gujarat, Himachal
Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir and Tamil Nadu.
In “the wrban areas of the States of Andbra
Pradesh, Bihar, Kerala, Maharashtra,
Punjab, Tamil Nadu and West Bengal, the prevalence
of visual disability with no'light perception since birth
amongst males was much higher than amongst females,
while in urban Karnataka, the prevalence of the said
disability amongst females was estimated at a much
higher level than amongst males. The mis-reporting
of age at onset of loss of light perception in early
childhood might have contributed to the sex-differential
in the prevalence of visual disability with no light per-
ception since birth.

VISUAL DISABILITY WITH LIGHT
PERCEPTION

3.1.8  'The prevalence of visual disability with light
perception was estimated at 333 per 100,000 popu-
lation for all India rural and at 220 for all India urban.
The rates for males and females were 278 and 391
respectively for all-India urban. In all the States
(where 1000 or more sample houschokls were survey-
ed) except Assam and Jammu & Kashmir, the rate for
prevalence of disability amongst rural population was
found to lie between 184 and 522. The rate for pre-
valence of disability amongst urban population was
between 120 and 380 in all the States (where 1000 or
more sample households were surveyed) except for
Jammu & Kashmir.

3,1.9 In both rural and urban areas of the different
States except Jammu & Kashmir (for the urban sector)
the prevalence rate of visual disability with
light perception amongst males was found to lie bet-
ween 100 and 435, The corresponding rates for rural

Orissa’
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females in the different States except Jammu & Kashmir
varied between 110 and 615, while those for urban
females in the different States except Jammu & Kashmir
were found to be between 135 and 410 (the sample
size for cases of visual disability with light perception
for urban Jammu & Kashmir was small).

PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

3.1.10 The estimated prevalence rates of visual dis-
ability by sex and age are presented in Table 3.1.6 for
the rural areas and in Table 3.1.7 for the urban areas.
The prevalence rates of visual disability amongst males
at ages below 60 years are found to be higher than
those amongst females of the correspending age group
for both rural and urban areas of the country while
the rate for females aged 60 years and above was
higher than the rate for males aged 60 years and
above for both rural and urban areas of the country.
At the all-India level, prevalence of visual disability
amongst rural population rise steadily with increasing
age. Barring a few States, prevalence of visual dis-
ability amongst rural males and females rises steadily
with increasing age. It is noteworthy that in rural
Kerala, no cases of visual disability amongst male and
female children was reported in the survey.

3.1.11 At the all-India level, prevalence of visual
disability among urban population rises steadily with
increasing age. But no clear age pattern in prevalence
of visual disability amongst urban male and female
population of different States is observed at the State
level. No case of visual disability acongst male child-
ren in the States of Haryana and Punjab and no case
of visual disability amcgst female children in the States
of Haryana, Karnataku, Punjab and Rajasthan was
reported in the survey. Tt may be noted that pre-
valence of visual disability amongst children (age 0-4
years) of urban Kerala came out to be high while no
case of visual disability amongst children of the corres-
ponding age group was reported from rural Kerala.
Tt is possible that some of the disabled children report-
ed to be aged 0-4 years in the survey were older than
4 years, The age specific rates for urban Kerala,
however, came out to be high as compared to the cor-
responding rates for the other States.

3.2 INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY

3.2.1 The incidence rates of visual disability by sex
and type of visual disability (without light perception
and with light perception) are presented in Table 3.2.1
for the rural sector and in Table 3.2.2 for the urban
sector. For the country as a whole, the incidence
rate of visual disability was estimated at 38 per
100,000 population for the rural sector and at 30 for
the urban sector. The rate for rural males was 32
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while that for rural females was about 45 at the all-
India level. The rate for all-India urban was 23 for
males and 38 for females.

322 In the rural areas of the country, the inci-
dence rate was highest in Tamil Nadu (92) and lowest
in Bihar (18). In the urban areas of the country, the
rate was highest in Tamil Nadu (66) and lowest in
West Bengal (11). In rural Andhra Pradesh and rural
Tamil Nadu, the incidence of visual disability amongst
females was estimated at more than 100 per 100,000
population, In rural West Bengal, incidence of visual
disability amongst females was lower than amongst
males and in rural Maharashtra incidence of visual
disability amongst males and females was at the same
level. The incidence of visual  disability amongst
females was higher than amongst males for both rural
and urban sectors of the States except West Bengal
(rural) and Maharashtra.

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

3.2.3 The ncidence rates by sex and age are
presented in Table 3.2.3 at the all-India level
for the rural and urban areas. At the all-
India level, the incidence rate of visual  dis-
ability amongst population of age groups 0-4,
5-14, and 15-39 was estimated at below 10 per
100,000 population for both rural and urban sectors,
The incidence rate of visual disability amongst popu-
Jation aged 40-59 was estimated at nearly 40 for
both rural and urban sectors. The rate for the age-
group ‘60 years & above’ was estimated at 422 for
the rural sector and at 381 for the urban sector. The
incidence of visual disability amongst females aged
‘60 years and above’- was estimated at a slightly
higher level than amongst males in the corresponding
age group. In both rural and urban areas of the
country, the incidence of visual disability among
children aged 0-4 years was higher than among
children aged 5-14 years in case of both males and
females. The incidence rate amongst population
aged 5 & above rises monotonically with increasing
age for both males and females in-the rural and urban
areas of tbe country.

3.3 AGE PATTERN OF ONSET OF VISUAL
DISABILITY

3.3.1 For persons who were disabled from birth,
the question of age at onset of disability does not, of
course, arise. Though the respondent may forget the
exact age at onset of disability they would remember
whether they became disabled in early or late child-
hood or after attaining adulthood. The age pattern
of the onset of disability is examined for age-intervals
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0-4, 5-14, 15-29, 30-44, 45-59, and 60 years
& above of the disabled persons. The age pattern
of the onset of disability may be examined by look-
ing into prevalence of disability by age at onset for
different age cohorts of disabled persons. The same
may also be examined by looking into the age dis-
tribution of onset of disability for disabled persons
ot 60 years and more. The latter approach is adopted
here for studying the age pattern of onset of disability.

3.3.2 Tables 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 give the distribu-
tion of visually disabled persons aged 60 or more
and having no light perception by age at onset of
disability for the rural and urban areas respectively.
For the purpose of the survey, the age at onset of
visual disability was defined as the age when the per-
sons ‘started having difficulty in moving around. At
the all-India level, nearly 60 percent of visually dis-
abled having no light perception reported the onset
of disability at ages 60 years and above. The pro-
portion of cases with the onset of disability at ages
45-59 years was slightly higher than 20 percent
for both rural and urban areas. Nearly 2 to 5 per-
cent of disability cases were reported to have com-
menced at each of age groups 0-4 years, 5-14
years, 15-29 years and 30-44 years. Broadly, the
age patterns of onset of disability for the different
States came out to be similar to that for all-India. No
rural-urban differential in the age pattern of the
onset of disability is revealed by the survey.

3.3.3 The corresponding distribution of the visual-
ly disabled having light perception by age at onset
is presented in Table 3.3.3 for the rural areas and
in Table 3.3.4 for the urban areas. The age paltern
of the onset of visual disability for the visually dis-
abled with light perception was found to be almost
similar to that for the visually disabled having no
light perception. The pattern for the individual States
also is observed to be broadly similar to the all-India
pattern. Further, no rural-urban differential in age
pattern of the onset of disability is observed for the
visually disabled having light perception as in the
case of the visually disabled having no light percep-
tion,

3.4 PROBABLE CAUSE OF DISABILITY

3.4.1 ‘A visually disabled person may be disabled
from birth. The information on the probable cause
of disability was collected in respect of only those
disabled persons who were not born as disabled.

3.4.2 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having no light perception is shown in Table 3.4.1
for the rural areas and in Table 3.4.2 for the urban
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areas. Though a separate code for ‘causes of disabi-
lity not known’ was provided, investigators did not
make any entry in the schedule for a large number
of cases where the respondents failed to report the
cause of disability. At the all-India level, the cause
(of visual disability) was not reported for 54 per-
cent of the cases for the rural areas while in the urban
areas it was 47 percent. Out of the cases for which
cause was reported, cataract and corneal opacity
was the main cause of disability in both rural and
urban areas of the country. In most of the States,
cataract and corneal opacity were the primary causes
of the disability while cataract, glaucoma and corneal
opacity were the primary causes of the disability in
a few other States,

3.4.3 The corresponding distribution (per 1000
disabled persons) of visually disabled persons' with
light perception is presented in Table 3.4.3 for the
rural areas and in Table 3.4.4 for the urban areas.
At the all-India level, the cause of disability was not
reported for 64 percent of disabilities in the rural
areas and for 58 percent of disabilities ir the urban
areas. In both rural and urban areas of the country,
the visual disability with no light perception was
mainly attributed to cataract followed by glaucoma,
corneal opacity, injuries and eye haemorrhage. In
both rural and urban areas of all the States. the pri-
mary cause of visual disability with light perception
Wag cataract,

3.5 TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN

3.5.1 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having no light perception by type of treatment taken
is presented in Table 3.5.1 for the rural areas and
in Table 3.5.2 for the urban areas. At the all-India
level, half of disabled persons in the rural areas and
three out of ten disabled persons in the urban areas
reported to have taken no treatment. Nearly
15 percent of disabled persons in the rural areas and
23 percent in the urban areas reported to have under-
gone surgical operation. In the rural areas, the propor-
tion of disabled persons who reported to have under-
gone surgical operations was found to be between 10
percent and 30 percent in the various States except
Gujarat, Haryana and Punjab where more than 30 per-
cent of disabled persons reported to have undergone
surgical operation. In the urban areas of most of the

1 By economic independence was meant that the person could pursue his/her gainful activity,
independence was meant that the persons could take self-care with the disability.
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States nearly 20 to 30 percent of the disabled persons
reported to have undergone surgical operation.

3.5.2 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having light perception by type of treatment taken
is shown in Table 3.5.3 for the rural areas and in
Table 3.5.4 for the urban areas. At the all-India
level, the percentage of disabled persons who took
no lreatment was estimated at 54 for the rural areas
and at 33 for the urban areas. Nearly 17 percent of
the disabled persons in the rural areas and nearly 29
percent ‘of those in the urban areas of the country
reported to have undergone surgical operation. In
urban Haryana and urban Punjab, more than 50 per-
cent of the disabled persons reported to have under-
gone surgical operation, while in the urban areas of
the remaining States, the corresponding percentage of
disabled persons lay between 20 and 40. Tn rural
areas of the different States except Assam, Bihar,
Haryana, Punjab, and Jammu & Kashmir, nearly 10
20 percent of disabled persons underwent surgical
operation. In rural areas of the Punjab and Jammu &
Kashmir nearly 40 percent of disabled persons under-
went surgical operation while in rural Haryana this
proportion was 30 percent and in rural Assam and
rural Bihar the corresponding proportion was below
10 percent.

3.5.3 Table 3.5.5 gives the distribution for 1000
visually disabled persons who took no treatment for
the disability by reason for taking no treatment at the
all-India level. Half of visually disabled persons in
the rural areas reported to have taken no treatment
because either treatment  was expensive  or
they had no knowledge of the place
where treatment would be available. The similar ex-
plannation was given by 56 percent of disabled per-
sons with no light- perception and by 44 percent of
disabled persons with light perception for taking no
treatment for the disability in the urban areas. Four
out of twenty five persons having no light perception
in the rural areas and one out of ten persons having no
light perckption in the urban areas reported to have
taken no treatment because the treatment was deem-
ed not necessary for the economic independence;
while the treatment was deemed not necessary for
their economic independence! by 17 percent of the
disabled pcrsons having light perception in both rural
and urban areas.

with the disability and by personal



Chapter 4

COMMUNICATION DISABILITY

4.0 Communication disability refers to hearing dis-
ability and/or speech defect. Person’s inability to
hear was considered as hearing disability. Persons who
cannot speak and persons having voice defect were
treated "‘as having speech defect. For communication
disability children of (-4 years were excluded from
the purview of the survey as it was felt that the
information on prevalence of communication disabili-
ty amongst children aged 0-4 years would be incom-
plete and unreliable. The estimates of prevalence of
communication disability (number of persons having
communication disability per 100,000 population)
and the estimates of incidence of communication dis-
ability (numiber of persons wlho became disabled for
hearing and/or speech during 365 days preceding
the date of survey per 100,000 population) are pre-
sented in sections 4.1 and 4.2 respectively. The age
pattern of onset of disability is examined in section
4.3. The data on the probable causes of communi-
cation disability and those on the type of treatment
taken are presented in sections 4.4 and 4.5 respec-

tively. :

4.1 PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY

4.1.1 The prevalence rates of hearing disability by
whether having hearing disability from birth for
population aged 5 years and above are presented in
Table 4.1.1 for the rural scctor and in Table 4.1.2
for the urban sector. The prevalence rate amongst
the rural population of the
at nearly 553 per 100,000 population as against 390
for the urban pepulation. The rates for males and
females were 595 and 510 respectively for all-India
rural and the same for males and females were
386 and 395 respectively for all-India urban. The
highest rate for the rural population was reported
from Mizoram (nearly 900) and the same for urban
population from Tamil Nadu (nearly 728). The
lowest rate for the rural population (314) and also
for the urban population (205) was reported from
Madhya Pradesh. The survey shows that there is a
large variation in prevalence of hearing disability
over the States in both rural and urban areas.

countfy was estimated *
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4,1.2 The number of persons disabled from birth
amongst the rural population of the country was esti-
mated at 188 per 100,000 persons as against 108
for the urban population of the country. The pre-
valence rates of hearing disability since birth amongst
the rural population of the States and the Union
Territories (whiere 1000 or more sample households
were surveyed) varied between 87 and 526 while the
same amongst the urban population of the States and
Union Territories (where 1000 or more sample house-
holds were surveyed) varied from 70 to 225. It is,
of course, possible that some cases where the dis-
ability occurred during early childhood were wrongly
reported as cases of disability from birth,

4.1.3  Nearly 187 males per 100,000 males in the
rural areas of the country and nearly 120 males in the
urban areas were reported to have hearing disability
from birth. The prevalence of disability from birth
amongst females was estimated at 146 for the rural
sector and 96 for the urban sector, The rate for the
disability since birth was highest in Mizoram for both
males (536) and females (510) for the rural sector
while the rate was lowest in Gujarat for males (93)
and in Tripura for females (48). For the urban sec-
tor, the highest rate of the disability since birth was
reported in Tamil Nadu for both males (268) and
females (181) while the rate was lowest in Haryana for
males (49) and in Madhya Pradesh for females (56).

4.1.4  The estimated number of persons having speech
disability per 100,000 population aged 5 years and
above by whether having speech disability from birth
are presented in Tables 4.1.3 and 4.1.4 for the rural
and urban areas respectively, Nearly 304 persons per
100,000 rural population of the country and nearly
279 persons per 100,000 urban population were esti-
mated to have speech disability. The highest rate
for the rural population was reported from Mizoram
(640) and the same for the urban population from
Haryana (625). The lowest prevalence rate for the
rural population and the same for the urban popula-
tion was reported from Madhya Pradesh (174 for
rural and 161 for urban). There is marked variation
in prevalence of speech disability areas States for
both rural and urban arcas.
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4.1.5 The number of persons having speech disabi-
lity from birth amongst the rural population of the
country was estimated at nearly 234 per 100,600
population and the same amongst urban population
at 186. Such rates for the rural population for most
of the individual States (where 1000 or more sample
houschold were surveyed) varied between 130 and
435; the corresponding range for the urban population
in different States is seen to be from 100 to 380.

PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

4.1.6 The age-sex decomposition of the prevalence
rates of hearing disability is presented in Tables 4.1.5
and 4.1.6 for the rural and urban areas respectively.
The prevalence rates rise with increasing agp, after
the age group ‘15-39 years’ in both the sectors and
for both males and females. The rates are
very high (over 2,000 per 100,000 population)
for the ‘60 years & above’ group. The rates for
age groups 5-14, 15-39, 40-59 and 60 years & above
came out at 343, 386, 647, 2660 respectively for
rural males and at 285, 250, 579. 2597 respectively
for rural females. The rates for age groups 5-14,
15-39, 40-59 and 60 years and above were estimated
at 266, 216, 386, 2432 respectively for urban males
and at 220, 196, 468 and 2305 respectively for urban
females, The prevalence of hearing disability amongst
rural males and femalés was found to be higher than
amongst urban males and females of the correspond-
ing age group.

4.1.7 Tables 4.1.7 and 4.1.8 gave the prevalence
rates of speech disability by sex and age respectively
for rural and urban sectors of the couniry. The tables
show that the prevalence of speech disability amongst
both males and females of the country in both the
sectors falls steadily over the age groups 5-14 years,
15-39 years and 40-59 years and then rises to some
extent at ages ‘60 years & above’. The prevalence of
speech disability amongst male children (5-14 years)
of both rural and urban sectors was of the same
order of magnitude and the same can be said about
the female children.

4.2 INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY

4.2.1 The incidence rates of hearing disability for
rural and urban sectors are presented in Table 4.2.1.
For the country as a whole, the incidence rate was
estimated at 19 per 100,000 population for the rural
sector and at 15 for the urban sector. The incidence
rates for males and females are same in both rural
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and urban areas of the country. The estimates are
based on very small number of sample cases [vide col.
9 of the table]. The statewise estimates should,
therefore, be used with extreme caution.

422 Table 42.2 gives the incidence rates of
speech disability for rural and wurban sectors. For
the country as a whole, the incidence rate was about
4 or 5 per 100,000 population for both rural and
urban sectors. The incidence rate for males was
about 6 or 7 in both thy sectors while the correspon-
ding rate for females was about 2 or 3. However, all
those rates are based on a very small number of
sample cases of disability which started last year [vide
col. 9 of the table] and one should not read too much
from estimates.

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

4.23 The incidence rates of hearing disability by
sex & age are shown in Table 42.3 for rural and
urban arcas at all-India level. In view of the
small sample sizes, only very broad conclusion can
be drawn from the table. It is however clear that
the incidence rates are strikingly higher for the
age group 60 years and above’ than for other age
groups in both the sectors and for both males and
females,

-

4.2.4 Table 4.2.4 presents the incidence rates of
speech disability by sex and age for rural and wurban
areas at the all-India level. In view of the small
sample size, some very broad conclusion only can be
drawn from the table. The rates for males aged 5-14,
40-59 years and 60 years and above are observed to
be much higher than amongst females,

AGE PAITTERN OF ONSET OF DISABILITY

4.3.1 For persons' who were disabled from birth, the
question of age at onset does not, of course, arise.

" Though the respondent may forget the age at onset of

disability they would remember whether they became
disabled in early or late childhood or after attaining
adulthood. The age pattern of the onset of disability
is examined for age intervals 0-4, 5-14, 15-29, 30-44,
45-59 and 60 years and above of the disabled per-
sons. The age pattern of onset of disability may
be examined by looking into prevalence of dis-
ability by age at onset for different cohorts of disabled
persons. The same may also be examined by looking
into the age distribution of the onset of disability for
disabled persons of 60 years and more. The latter
apptoach is adopted here for studying the age pattern
of onset of disability.
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432 Table 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 give the distribu-
tion of persons aged 60 yecars & above and having
hearing disability by age at onset of tHe disability
respectively for rural and urban sectors. The age
patterns of onset of disability for rural and urban
areas of the country are similar, The age pattern
of the onset of disability is also broadly similar for
the individual States. Nearly 60 percent of the dis-
abilities were reported to have started at 60 years
& above and nearly 25 percent of the disabilities
&
were reported to have started at ages 40-59 years.
he proportion of onset of disability at ages 30-44
years was ostimated at ngarly 8 percent while the
same for each of the age groups 0-4, 5-14 and
15-29 was found to be below 5 percent.

4.3.3 The distribution of persons aged 60 years &
above and having speech disability by age at onset of
the disability is presented in Table 4.3.3 at all-India
level. The survey results revealed similar age patterns
of the onset of disability in both rural and urban
sectors of the country, Nearly 50 percent of the dis-
abilities were reported to have started at ages 60 years
and above and over 20 percent of the disabilities at
age 40-59 years. For the lower age groups, the pro-
portions are about 5 percent or a little higher with the
exception of the urban figure for 15-29 years,

4.4 PROBABLE CAUSE OF DISABILITY

4.4.1 In collecting data on causes of speech disabi-
lity, the probable causes were classified into (i) voice
disorder, (ii) cleft palate, (iii) following illness, (iv)
following injury, (v) medical and surgical interven-
tion, (vi) other causes, and (vii) causes not known.
A person having speech disability due to cleft palate
is born with the disability. Therefore, the information
on the probable cause of speech disability was collect-
ed regardless of whether the disabled person was dis-
abled from birth. As cases of both hearing and speech
disabilities classified as communication disability were
enumerated in the same block of the schedule of in-
vestigation, information on the probable cause of hear-
ing disability was also collected irrespective of
whether the person was disabled from birth. For
cases of hearing disability from birth, the cause of
disability would either be shown as unknown or
would not be recorded in the schedule. The tabu-
lation of information on probable cause of hearing

disability, was, therefore, based on the cases of-

disability commenced after birth.

442 The distribution of persons having hearing
disability by probable cause of the disability is given
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in Table 4.4.1 for the rural areas and in Table 4.4.2
for the urban areas. In both rural and urban areas
of the country, the cause of disability was either not
known or was other than those specified for nearly 50

© percent of the hearing disabilities. Among the specifi-

ed causes of the disability, ear discharge and illness
were reported in the highest proportions of cases in
both rural and urban areas of the country. Against
this, not more than 1 percent of the disabilities were
attributed to German measles in both rural and urban
arcas of the country,

4.4.3 The distribution of persons having speech dis-
ability by the probable cause of the disability is shown
in Table 4.4.3 for the rural areas and in Table 4.4.4
for the urban areas. At the all-India level, the cause
of disability was either not known or other than those
specified for 84 percent of the cases of disability in
the rural areas and for 75 percent of the disabilities
in the urban areas. Illness was reported to be the cause
of speech disability for 11 percent of the disabilities
in the rural areas and for 17 percent of the disabilities
in the urban areas. In both rural and urban areas of
the country, voice disorder was the cause of speech
disability for 3 or 4 percent of the disabilitics. Cleft
palate accounted for 1 or+2 percent of the disabilities
in either sector.

4.5 TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN

4.5.1 The particulars of both hearing and speech
disabilities were recorded in the block on communica-
tion disability of the schedule. For a person having
hearing and/or speech disability and having taken treat-
ment for either disability the particulars of the treat-
ment were entered in the schedule. It should be noted,
however, that for a person having both hearing and
speech disabilities and having taken treatment for both
the disabilities the particulars of treatment for hear-
ing disability only were recorded in the schedule. For
the tabulation of data on treatment, all cases of hear-
ing disability, regardless of whether the hearing disabi-
lity was coupled with speech, disability, were taken into
consideration. While the tabulation of data on treat-
ment for speech disability was based on cases of speech
disability not coupled with hearing disability,

4.5.2  The distributions of 1000 persons having hear-
ing disability in the rural areas by type of treatment
taken are presented in Tables 4.5.1 to 4.5.4 for the
different degrees of hearing disability. The similar dis-
tributions for the urban areas are presented in Tables
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4.5.5 to 4.5.8. The proportions for surgical opera-
tion, allopathic treatment other than surgical opera-
tion, other treatment and no treatment came out at
1 percent, 34 percent, 7 percent and 58 percent res-
pectively irrespective of the degree of hearing disabili-
ties in the rural areas and at 3 percent, 49 percent, 6
percent and 42 percent respectively for all degrees of
hearing disabilities in the urban sector. At all-India
level, nearly 6 out of 10 disabled persons in the rural
areas and nearly 4 out of 10 disabled persons in the
urban areas reported to have taken no treatment.
About 3 out of 10 disabled persons in the rural areas
reported to have taken allopathic treatment. The per-
centage for allopathic treatment falls with degree of
severity while percentage for no treatment rises with
degree of severity, About half of disabled persons
in the urban reported to have taken allopathic treat-
ment. There is no appreciable variation with degice
of severity in percentage of the treatment and percent-
age of reporting allopathic treatment. For the rural
areas of the country, nearly one percent of disabled
persons having different degrees of hearing disability
reported to have undergone surgical operation. For
the urban areas of the country, the proportion of disa-
bled persons who underwent surgical operation was
estimated at 5 percent for persons who cannot hear
at all, at 3 percent for persons having profound degree
of disability and at 2 percent for persons having severe
or moderate degree of disability.

4.5.3 The distribution of 1000 persons having
speech disability only by type of treatment taken is
given in Table 4.5.9 for the rural areas and in Table
4.5.10 for the urban areas. At the country level, near-
ly 65 percent of the disabled persons in the rural arcas
reported to have taken no treatment at all as against

nearly 50 percent of the disabled in the urban sector.-

The percentage of cases reporting allopathic treat-
ment other than surgical operation are 29 for rural
India and 38 for urban India. The corresponding
percentage for surgical operations are 2 for rural sector
and 5 for urban. Tn urban Punjab, nearly 30 percent
of disabled persons reported to have undergone sur-
gical operation. The said estimate appears to be
dubious when compared against the proportion (2-5
percent) of disabled persons who underwent surgical
operation for urban areas of other States, The tabula-
tion of cases of surgical operation by type of speech
disability will reveal the extent reporting error in such
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cases. It is noteworthy that in rural Andhra Pradesh,
rural Haryana, rural Karnataka, and rural West Bengal
no case of surgical operation for speech disability was
reported, while in other States, nearly 1 to 5 percent
of disabled persons of the rural areas reported to have
undergone surgical operation for speech disability,

4.5.4 Table 4.5.11 shows the distribution for 1000
disabled persons who took no treatment by reasons for
taking no treatment separately for hearing and speech
disabilities at the all-India level. The proportion of
disabled persons who reported to have taken no treat-
ment because treatment was expensive came out at 37
percent for the rural sector and at 31 percent for the
urban sector in the case of persons having hearing
disability, while the corresponding proportion in case
of persons having speech disability only was 29 per-
cent for the rural sector and 18 percent for the urban
sector. One out of every ten persons having hearing
disability, who took no treatment in the rural areas,
and one out of every twenty persons having hearing
disability, who took no treatment in the urban areas,
reported to have taken no treatment because they had
no knowledge of the place where treatment would be
available, while for 15 percent of persons having
speech disability in both rural and urban areas did
not take treatment for the said reason. The propor-
tion of disabled persons, who reported to have taken
no treatment bgecause treatment was not deemed to be
necessary for economic independence!, was 18 per-
cent in the case of persons having hearing disability
and also in the case of persons having speech disability
only for the rural areas; while the corresponding pro-
portion for their counterparts in the urban areas was
about 16 percent,

1

4.5.5 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons,
who were advised to use hearing aid but not
acquire the aid by reasons for not acquiring the aid, is
presented at the all-India level in Table 4.5.12. Four-
teen out of twentyfive disabled persons in the rural
areas and thirteen out of twentyfive disabled persons in
the urban areas reported to have not acquired the aid
because this was either expensive or not available, Two
out of twentyfive disabled persons in the rural areas
and one out of ten disabled persons in the urban areas
did not gequire the aid because the use of aid was
not necessary for their economic independence.

! By economic independence was meant that the person could pursue his/her gainful activity, with the disability. By per-
sonal independence was meant that the persons could take self-care with the disability.



Chapter 5

LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

5.0 Persons having loss or lack of normal ability to
execute distinctive activities associated with moving
both oneself ‘and objects from one place to another
were treated as persons having locomotor disability.
Such loss or lack of normal ability can occur due to
(i) paralysis of the limb or body, (ii) deformity of the
limb, (iii) amputation, (iv) dysfunction of joints
and (v) deformity of the body other than that in
the limb. The coverage of the survey, however, was
slightly widened to include cases of physical deformity
such as hunch-back and dwarf that might not lead
to difficulties in moving oneself and objects from one
place to another. The estimates of prevalence of loco-
motor disability (number of persons having locomotor
disability per 100,000 population) and the estimates of
incidence of locomotor disability (number of persons
who became disabled during 365 days preceding the
date of survey, per 100,000 population) are presented
in sections 5.1 and 5.2 respectively. The age pattern
of onset of disability is examined in section 5.3. The
data on probable causes of locomotor disability and
those on the type of treatment taken for locomotor
disability are presented in sections 5.4 and 5.5 res-
pectively.

5.1 PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY

5.1.1 Table 5.1.1 gives the estimates of number of
persons having at least one of the different
types of locomotor disability per 100,000 population
for rural and urban areas. The number of persons
having locomotor disability was estimated at 8.28 per
100,000 persons for the rural areas of the country and
at 679 for the urban areas. The rates for males and
females were obtained at 1047 and 597 respectively
for the rural areas and at 800 and 544 respectively for
the urban areas. In the rural areas of the country, the
highest rate was estimated in the Punjab (nearly 1400)
and the lowest rate in Assam (271). In the urban
areas of the country, the rate was highest in Haryana
(973) and lowest in Assam (296). A large variation
in prevalence of locomotor disability over the States is
observed for both rural and urban areas of the coun-
try.

5.1.2 The prevalence of locomotor disability amon-
gst males was estimated at 1047 per 100,000 persons
for all-India rural as against 800 for all-India urban.
The all-India rate for females was estimated at 597 for
the rural areas as against 544 for the urban areas, The
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prevalence of locomotor disability among males was
found to be much higher than among females in all
the States and Union Territories except Mizoram, for
both rural and urban areas of the country. Marked
inter-state variation in prevalence of locomotor disa-
bility is also observed for both males and females.

5.1,3 Table 5.1.2 presents the prevalence of diffe-
rent type of locomotor disability—paralysis, deformity
of limb, amputation and dysfunction of joints—by sex
for the rural areas. For rural, India as a whole, the pre-
valence rates of paralysis, deformity of limb, amputa-
tion and dysfunction of joints were obtained at 195,
350, 65 and 169 respectively. The corresponding
rates were found to be 246, 444, 100 and 200 for
males and 141, 250, 28 and 137 for females. The
prevalence of paralysis amongst males was estimated
at 135—480 per 100,000 persons and the same
amongst females at 90—240 for all the States except
Assam. The number of persons having deformity of
limb was estimated at 300—820 per 100,000 perSons
for males and at 160—440 100,000 persons for females
for all the States except Assam. The proportion
of persons having dysfunction of joints was estimated
at 100—300 per 100,000 persons for both males and
females for most of the States. In all the States except
Haryana, the proportion of amputees amongst females
was estimated at less than 100 per 100,000 persons,
The proportion of amputees amongst males was found
to be below 100 per 100,000 persons in all the States
except Haryana, Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir and Uttar
Pradesh. Tn Haryana and Punjab, it may be noted,
more ‘than 3 males per 1000 males were reported to
have undergone amputation.

5.1.4 The prevalence rates of locomotor disability
by sex and type of locomotor disability are presented
in Table 5.1.3 for the urban areas. At the all-India
level, prevalence rates of paralysis, deformity of limb,
amputation and dysfunction of joints were estimated
at 183, 276, 53 and 126 respectively. The proportion
of amputees amongst males was the highest in Punjab
and Haryana. In Haryana, nearly 200 females per
100,000 were estimated to have undergone amputation,
while in the other States, the prevalence of amputa-
tion amongst females was appreciable lower, A large
variation in prevalence of paralysis, deformity of limb
43
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and dysfunction of joints among both males and
females over the States is also observed. For the coun-
try as a.whole, the prevalence of the different types of
locomotor disability amongst urban males and females
was slightly lower than amongst their rural counter-
parts and the prevalence rates of the different types of
disability other than amputation for rural and urban
females were estimated at the same level. In most of
the States, prevalence of paralysis, deformity of limb
and dysfunction of joints among urban males was
lower than amongst their rural counterpart, The pre-
valence of paralysis amongst rural females was higher
than among urban females in seven States while the
prevalence of paralysis among arban females was
higher than amongst rural females in the remaining
States. For all the States, prevalence of deformity of
limb and dysfunction of joints amongst rural and urban
females was estimated at the same level,

PREVALENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

5.1.5  The number (per 100,000 persons) of persons
having at least one of the locomotor disabilities by sex
and age is presented in Table 5.1.4 for the rural areas
and in Table 5.1.5 for the urban areas. At the all-
India level, the prevalence of locomotor disability
amongst urban children (aged 0-4 years and 5-14
years) was observed to be higher than amongst rural
children while the prevalence rates for rural adults
aged 15-39 years, 40-59 years and 60 years uand
above were found to be higher than for their urban
counterparts. In both rural and urban areas of the
country, the prevalence of disability amongst children
Wwas reported to be higher for the 5-14 years age group
than for the 0-4 years group. The prevalence of dis-
- ability appears to decline with age after the age group
5-14 years but rises after 15-39 years in both rural and
urban areas.

5.1.6 At all-India level, the prevalence of loco-
motor disability amongst rural males appears to rise
steadily with increasing age. The age pattern of pre-
valence of disability for rural males is observed to be
similar to the all-India age pattern in the States of
Bihar, Himachal Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir, Karna-
taka, Kerala, Maharashtra, Uttar Pradesh and West
Bengal. In the other States, the prevalence of dis-
ability amongst rural males falls after the age group
5-14 and rises progressively after 15-39 years. At
the all-India level, the prevalence of disability amongst
urban males rises between the age groups 0-4  years
and 5-14 years and then declines between age groups
9-14 years and 15-24 years, thereafter it rises steadily
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with increasing age. Similar age pattern amongst
urban males is observed in all the States except
Assam, Kerala and West Bengal. In the urban
sector of Assam, Kerala and West Bengal, prevalence
of disability rises steadily with age,

5.1.7 At the all-India level, the prevalence rate of
disability amongst both rural and urban females in-
creases between 0-4 years and 5-14 years and then
declines to a lower level for the 15-39 years group;
thereafter the rate rises steadily with increasing age,
The age pattern of the prevalence of disability amongst
urban females in the different States is observed to be
broadly similar to the all-India age pattern. The age
pattern for rural females in all the States except Orissa
and Tripura is similar to the all-India age pattern. In
rural Orissa and rural Tripura, the prevalence of dis-
ability among females rises monotonically with in-
creasing age.

2

5.2 INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY g

5.2.1 The incidence rates of locomotor disability
for males, females and persons are presented in
Table 52.1. The incidence rate was estimated at
53 per 100,000 population population for both rural
and urban sectors of the country, For all-India rural,
sectors of the country. For all-India rural the rate
was 64 for males and 42 for females. For all-India
urban, the rate came out at 61 for males and 47 for
females. In therural areas of the country, the
rate was highest in Punjab (129) and lowest in
Kerala (29). In the urban areas of the country the
rate was highest in Orissa (106) and lowest in West
Bengal (26). In all the States except Andhra
Pradesh and Kerala, incidence of locomotor disability
among rural males wag higher than among rural
females. 1In rural Kerala, incidence of locomotor
disability among both males and females was esti-
mated at the same level. The incidence of disability
among urban males was higher than among urban
females in all the States except Rajasthan. Tn urban
Rajasthan, incidence of locomotor disability among

both males and females was estimated at the same
level,

5.22 The incidence rates of paralysis, _defofmity
of limb, amputation and dysfunction of joints of the
limb are presented in Table 5.2.2 at the all-India
level for the rural and urban areas, The rates per
100,000 population for paralysis, deformity of limb,
amputation and dysfunction of joins were estimated
at 17, 13, 4 and 17 respectively for the rura] areas
as against 18, 16, 3 and 15 respectively for the urban
areas, Tn both rural and urban areas, incidence .of
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paralysis and amputation among males was higher
than among females. The incidence of deformity of
limb and dysfunction of joints among males was
higher than among females in the rural areas at the
country level while the incidence of deformity of limb
and dysfunction of joints among both males and
females in the urban areas was estimated at the same
level.

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY BY AGE

5.2.3 The incidence rates of locomotor disability
by sex and age are presented in Table 5.2.3 at the
all-India level. The incidence rates per 100,000 popu-
lation for age groups 0-4, 5-14, 15-39, 40-59 and 60
years & above came out at 97, 26, 19, 58 and 243
respectively for the rural areas as against 131, 22,
15, 61 and 301 respectively for the wurban arecas,
The incidence of disability among the urban children
(aged 0-4 years) was higher than among the rural
children, The incidence of disability among the
urban population aged 5-39 years was lower than
among their rural counterpart, while the rate for the
urban population aged 40 yéars and above was higher
than among their rural counterpart. In both rural
and urban areas of the country, incidence rate for
both males and females progressively declines over
age groups 0-4, 5-14 and 15-39 with increasing age
and then rises betwecn age groups 15-39 and 40-59;
thereafter the rate rises sharply between age groups
40-59 and 60 years & above,

5.3 AGE PATTERN OF ONSET
OF DISABILITY

5.3.1 For persons who were disabled from birth,
the question of age at onset of disability does not,
of course, arise. Though the respondents may forget
the age at onsetwof disability they would remember
whether they became disabled at early or late child-
hood or after attaining adulthood. The pattern of
the onset of disability is examined for age intervals
0-4 years, 5-14 years, 15-29 years, 30-44 years, 45-
59 years and 60 years & above of the disabled per-
sons. The age pattern of the onset of disability may
be examined by looking into the prevsence of
disability by age at onset for different age cohorts of
disabled persons. The same may also be examined
by looking into the age distribution of the onset of
disability for disabled persons aged 60 years & more.
The latter approach is adopted here for studying the
age pattern of the onset of disability,

5.3.2 The distribution of persons of 50 vears and
older and having locomotor disablity due to paralysis
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by age at onset of disability is presented in Table
5.3.1 for the rural areas and in Table 5.3.2 for the
urban areas. The distributions presented in the tables
show that the age pattern of the onset of disability
for the rural and urban areas is similar. Nearly
60 percent of the cases of disability due to paralysis
were reported to have started at ages 60 years and
above and nearly 30 percent of the cases at ages 45-
59 years. The statewise distributions show marked
variation in some respects, but much of it may be due
to inadequate sample sizes.

5.3.3 Tables 5.3.3 and 5.3.4 relating to the rural
and urban areas respectively give the distributions of
disabled persons of 60 years and older and having
locomotor disability due to deformity of limb by age
at onsét of the disability. The proportion reported
to have started at 60 years & above for the rural
areas of the country was much lower (34 percent)
than the corresponding proportion for the urban
areas (47 percent) while the propertion reported to
have started at 45-59 years was between 25 and 30
percent for both rural and urban areas of the country.
The statewise distribution show marked variation in
some respects, but much of it may be due to inadequale
sample sizes.

5.3.4 Table 5.3.5 presents the age pattern of the
onset of disability due to amputation at the all-India
level. The cases of amputation of even one finger or
a portion of a finger not resulting in the difficulty in
moving object from one place to another and the cases
of amputation of a toe not resulting in the difficulty
in moving oneself from one place to another were
treated as cases of locomotor disability in the survey.
The table shows that rural and urban patterns are
somewhat different. The proportions of amputa-
tions at ages below 15, 15-25, 30-44, 45-59 and
60 & above were cstimated. respectively, at nearly
4 percent, 10 percent, 24 percent, 27 percent and
28 percent for the rural areas and at neatly 7 per-
cent, 13 percent, 33 percent, 26 percent and 20 per-
cent for the urban areas.

5.3.,5 The distribution of persons of 60 years and
older and having locomotor disability due to dys-
function of joints by age at onset of disability is
presented in Table 5.3.6 for the rural areas and in
Table 5.3.7 for the urban areas. The distributions
presented in the tables show that the age pattern of
the onset of disability for rural and urban areas of
the country is similar, Nearly 60 percent of the
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cases of disabilities were reported to have commenced
at ages 60 years & above and nearly 27 percent of
the cases were reported to have commenced at ages
45-59 years. The proportions of the cases of dis-
abilities with the onset of disability at ages 0-4,
5-14, 15-29 and 30-44 lay between one percent
and five percent. The statewise distribution shows
marked variation but much of it may be due to inade-
quate sample sizes.

6.4 PROBABLE CAUSE OF DISABILITY

5.4.1 A person having locomotor disability may
be disabled from birth. The information on pro-
bable cause of disability was collected in respect of
disabled persons who were not disabled from birth.

5.4.2 The distribution of 1000 disabled persons
bhaving locomotor disability due io paralysis by
reported cause of paralysis is shown in Table 5.4.1
for the rural arcas and in Table 5.4.2 for the urban
areas. The stroke was reported to be the cause of
paralysis for over 10 percent of disabilities in  both
rural and urban areas of the country. Nearly 15 per-
cent of disabilities in the rural wreas of the country
and nearly 10 percent of disabilities in the urban
areas were attributed to cerebral palsy. At the all-
India level, polio was the cause of paralysis for 28
percent of disabilities amongst the rural population
and for 44 percent of disabilities amongst the urban
population. Nearly 19 percent of the disabilitics in
the rural areas of the country and nearly 16 percent
of the disabilities in the urban areas were attributed
to illness other than polio, stroke and leprosy. The
percentage of other causes came out at 23 for the
rural areas and at 16 for the urban areas. It is note-
worthy that less than 1 percent of disabilities was
attributed to leprosy in either sector at the all-India
level. Actually, only in a few States leprosy was
reported to be the cause of paralysis. To what
extent, this estimate is affected by concealment can-
not be gauged from this survey.

5-4.3 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having locomotor disability due to deformity of limb
by reported cause of disability is presented in Table
5.4.3 for the rural areas and in Table 5.4.4 for the
urban areas. At the country level, polio was the
cause of deformity of limb for nearly 30 percent of
disabilities amongst the rural population and for
nearly 40 percent of the disabilities amongst the
urban population. Nearly 4 percent of the disabi-
lities in the rural and urban areas of the country
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. were attributed to cerebral palsy and stroke. It is,

however, possible that the said cases of disability
were enumerated as cases of paralysis and were again
enumerated as cases of disability due to deformity of
limb ‘because of the abnormal shape of the limbs
About 30 peicent of disabilities in the rural areas
and nearly 25 percent of disabilities in the urban
areas were attributed to causes other than the specified
causes and to illness other than polio and leprosy.
In both rural and urban areas, nearly 25 percent of
disabilities due to deformity of limb was caused by
burns and injury. In all the States, injury and polio
were the primary causes of disability due to deformity
of limb.

5.4.4 Table 5.4.5 presents the distribution for 1000
disabled persons having undergone amputation by
cause of amputation at the all-India level. Nearly
25 percent of the amputations in the rural areas and
nearly 30 percent of the amputations in the urban
arcas were reported (o have been done for burns,
injuries and medical and surgical interventions. The
proportion of amputations due to leprosy was esti-
mated to be 12 percent for the rural areas and 8 per-
cent for the urban areas. About sixty percent of
amputations in both rural and urban areas of the
country, however, were reported to have been done
for other types of illness or other causes.

5.4.5 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having locomotor disability due to dysfunction of
joints by reported causc of disability is given in
Table 5.4.6 for the rural areas and in Table 5.4.7
for the urban areas. ‘Burns and injury’ was the
cause of disability for nearly 42 percent of cases of
disabilities in both rural and urban areas of the coun-
try. Nearly 24 percent of disabilities in the rural
areas and nearly 20 percent of disabilities in the
urban areas were atiributed to illness other than
polio, leprosy and stroke. In both sectors, about
20 percent of disabilities were attributed to causes
other than those specified in the tabie. It is, of
course, possible that the cause of disability might
have beem erroncously ascertained in some cases by
the investigators.

5.5 TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN

5.5.1 In case of locomotor disability, provision
was made for recording particulars of multiple loco-
motor  disabilities. Locomotor disability was classi-
fied into cases of (i) paralysis, (ii) deformity of
limb, (iii) amputation, (iv) dysfunction of joints of
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limb, and (v) others. But  particulars
of treatment were recorded for only one type of
locomotor disability for cases of multiple locomotor
disabilities. In case of multiple locomotor disabilities
two situations are possible regarding the type of
treatment taken. The first situation refers to persons
having multiple locomotor disabilitiess who took
treatment for only one type of disability and the
second situation refers to persons (having multiple
locomotor disabilities) who took treatment for more
than one type of disability. In the second situation
the following procedure was adopted for recording
the particulars of the treatment taken. The parti-
culars of treatment of paralysis were recorded if
paralysis was one of the multiple locomotor disabilities
and treatment was taken for paralysis. The parti-
culars of treatment of deformity of limb were recorded
it (i) deformity of limb was one of the multiple
locomotor disabilities other than paralysis and the
treatment was taken- for the deformity of limb and
(ii) deformity of limb was one of the multiple loco-
motor disabilities including paralysis and the treat-
ment was taken for deformity of limb and also for
other disabilities other than paralysis, In case of
disability due to amputation coupled with that due to
dysfunction of jomts, priority was given to the dis-
ability due to amputation and the particulars of treat-
ment for the disability due to dysfunction of joints, if
taken, were not recorded in the schedule. Another
point that needs to be mentioned in this context is
that the cases of disabilities other than the disability
for which particulars of treatment were entered in the
schedule in the second situation were treated as cases
for which no treatment was taken.

5.5.2 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons
having locomotor disability due to paralysis by type
of treatment taken is presented in Table 5.5.1 for
the rural areas and in Table 5.5.2 for the urban areas.
At the all-India level, the proportion of disabled
persons who took no treatment was estimated at
nearly 23 per cent for the rural sector and at nealry
10 percent for the urban sector. About 55 percent
of the disabled persons in both rural and urban areas
of the country, reported to have taken allopathic
treatment (presumably medicines) represented by
code 8 and nearly 15 percent in both the sectors
reported to have used aid or appliances only (code
3). The proportions reporting other types of treat-
ment are somparatively negligible.

5.5.3 Table 5.5.3 for the rural areas and Table
5.5.4 for the urban areas present the distribution for
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1000 disabled persons having iocomotor disability
due to deformity of limb not coupled with locomotor
disability due to paralysis. The proportion of such
dJisabled persons who took no treatment was estimated
at 37 percent for all-India rural and at 21 percent
for all-India urban, Nearly 40 percent of disabled
persons of the rura] areas of the country and about
50 percent of disabled persons of the urban areas
reported to have taken allopathic treatment (presum-
ably medicines) represented by code 8 in the tables.
The proportion using aids/appliances was estimated
at 8 percent for the rural areas and at 11 percent for
the urban areas. The proportions for other types of
treatment are observed to be small in both the sectors.

5.5.4  Table 5.5.5 for the rural areas and ' Table
5.5.6 for the urban areas give the distribution for 1000
disabled persons having locomotor disability due to
dysfunction of joints only by type of treatment taken.
About 30 per cent of the disabled persons in rural
areas of the country and nearly 15 per cent of the
disabled persons in the urban areas reported to have
taken no treatment at all. The proportion of dis-
abled persons, who took allopathic treatment (pre-
sumably medicines) represénted by code 8 in the
tables, was about 45 percent for both rural and urban
areas of the country. Nearly 3 percent of disabled
person in both rural and urban areas reported to have
taken. physiotherapy or occupation therapy only. The
proportion using aids/appliances came out at 11 per-
cent for the rural areas and at 15 percent for the
urban arecas. The proportions for other types of
treatment are observed to be small in both the sectors.

5.5.5 The distribution for 1000 disabled persons,
who took no treatment by reasons for taking no treat-
ment separately for the difierent types of locomotor
disability, is presentéd in Table 5.5.7 at the all-India
level. Half of the persons, having disability due to
paralysis in the rural areas and three out of every ten
persons having similar disability in the urban areas,
ieported to bave taken no treatment because treatment
was expensive. Treatment could also not be taken
for the said reason by 37 percent of persons having
deformity of limb in the rural areas and 27 percent of
persons having similar disability in the urban areas;
and by 48 percent of persons having disability due to
dysfunction of joints in the rural areas and 37 percent "
of persons having similar disability in the urban areas.
The proportion of disabled persons, who could not
take treatment because they had no knowledge of the
place where treatment would be available, was 8 per-
cent, 12 percent and 6 percent respectively for paraly-
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sis, deformity of the kmb and dysfunction of joints
for the rural sector and 7 percent, 9 percent and 3
percent respectively for paralysis, deformity of the
limb and dysfunction of joints for the urban sector.
The percentage of disabled persons, who did not
take treatment because treatment was not deemed to
be necessary for economic or personal independence!,
came out at 17, 22 and 14 respectively for paralysis,
deformity of the limb and dysfunction of joints of
the limb for the rural sector, and 12, 22 and 24 for
paralysis, deformity of the limb and dysfunction of

joints for the urban sector.

1By economic independence was meant that the person
could pursue his /her gainful activity with the disability. By

personal independence was meant that the persons could take
self-care with the disability.
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5.5.6 Table 5.5.8 presents the distribution for 1000
disabled person who were advised to use aid/appli-
ance but did not acquire aid/appliaace by reason for
not acquiring aid/appliance separately for the
differant types of locomotor disability at the all-India
level. The proportion of disabled persons who did
not acquire the aid/appliance as advised by the medi-
cal experts because the aid/appliance was not avail-
able or was expensive came out at 45 percent, 45
percent, 50 percent and 47 percent respectively for
paralysis, deformity of limb, amputation and dys-
function of joints for the rural sector and at
36 percent, 44 percent, 57 percent and 37 percent
respectively for paralysis, deformity of limb, amputa-
tion and dysfunction of joints for the urban sector,



Chapter 6

'ESTIMATES OF PHYSICALLY

DISABLED PERSONS

6.1 For the purpose of the present survey, a per-
son was treated as physically disabled if the person
had at least one of (i) visual disability, (ii) communi-
cation disability (hearing disability and/or speech
disability), and (iii) locomotor disability. The esti-
mates of prevalence of physical disability (number of
physically disabled persons per 100,000 population)
by sex for rural and urban areas of all the States and
Union Territories are presented in this Chapter.

6.2 The number of physically disabled persons per
100,000 population by sex is shown in Table 6.1. For
the country as a whole, prevalence of physical disabi-
lity was estimated at 18 persons per 1000 for the
rural sector and 14 persons for the urban sector. At
the all-India level, the prevalence of physical dis-
ability amongst males was estimated at 20 for the
rural areas and 15 for the urban areas. The corres-
ponding rates for females were somewhat lower—16
for all-India rural and 13 for all-India urban. As
noted above, the prevalence of physical disability
amongst the rural population came out to be slightly
higher than amongst the urban population.

6.3 In the rural areas of the country, the preva-
lence rate per 1000 population was highest (26) in
Punjab and the lowest (8) in Assam., In the urban
sector the highest rate (21) was estimated in Tamil
Nadu and the lowest rate (8) in Assam. The pre-
valence of physical disability was estimated at the
same level for rural and urban areas in the States of
Assam, Kerala and Tamil Nadu. In the remaining
States the prevalence of physical disability amongst
the rural population was higher than amongst the
urban population.

6.4 In the rural areas of the country, the preva-
lence rate was highest in Punjab for males (30)
and in Andhra Pradesh for females (23). In the
urban areas of the country, the highest rate was esti-
mated in Tamil Nadu for both males and females (23
for males; 19 for females). In both rural and urban
areas of the country, the lowest rate (8 per 1000)
for both males and females was estimated in Assam.
In both rural and urban areas of all the States, pre-
valence of physical disability amongst males was
higher than amongst females.



Chapter 7

SUMMARY ON MAIN FINDINGS

7.1 This Chapter contains the main findings of ti.
survey as summarised at the national level with rural
urban breakup. Of the total all-India population of
roughly 680 millions, the number of physically dis-
abled persons (having at least one type of the disability)
is estimated provisionally to be about 12 million i.e.,
about 1.8 percent of the total population. About 10
percent of these physically disabled persans suffer
from more than one type of physical disabilities, viz.,
(i) visual disability, (ii) hearing disability, (iii) speech
disability, and (iv) locomotor disability, Considering
these disabilities separately, persons having locomotor

disability with or without having one or more of the
other physical disabilities are highest in number and
are estimated at 5.43 million followéd by visual dis-
ability (3.47 million). The persons having hearing
disability comes out at 3.02 million while that for
speech disability, the estimated number is found to be
a little over half as much, with 1.75 million. The
rural-utban breakup ‘of these aggregates classified by
sex as estimated provisionally by applying the all-
India rates thrown up by present survey to the 1981
census population are given in Table 7.1.

TABLE 7+1 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (IN 00) OF DISABLED PERSONS BY TYPE OF DISABILITY IN THE RURAL

AND URBAN AREAS.

Sty rural urban
type of disability
male female persons male female  persons

(n (2) 3) ) (5) (6) )]
physical disability/ 5496 4176 9672 1300 967 2267
visual disability : . A y 4 2 . A 1193 1715 2908 249 317 566

with no light perception . ' . . . 443 706 1149 105 110 215

with light perception : . ; - YTer 1001 1748 144 206 350
hearing disability . ; . : < . 1366 1111 2477 288 254 542
speech disability . s ¥ ” s . ’ 870 496 1366 255 133 388
focomotor disability ‘ - s 2814 1528 4342 679 406 1085

1 at least one of (i) visual disability. (ii) hearing disability, (iii)speech disability and (iv) locomotor disability.

7.2 The estimated number of persons who became
disabled during 365 days preceding the date of survey
as derived by applying the all-India incidence rates

obtained from the present survey to the 1981 census
population are presented below in Table 7.2, for visual,
hearing, speech and locomotor disabilities.

TABLE 72 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (IN 000) OF PERSONS WHO BECAME DISABLED DURING 365 DAYS PRECEDING
THE DATE OF SURVEY BY TYPE OF DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

type of disability rural urban
male female persons male female persons
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) @)
yiGakdpeEy . e o L0 86 115 201 .20 28 48
hearing disability . : : : F -~ 3 46 39 85 10 10 21
speech disability . : . ' s 14 e 18 5 2 7
locomotor disability . 3 172 107 279 52 35 87

(50)
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7.3 In the following paragraphs of this Chapter, the
prevalence rates as well as the incidence rates of dis-
ability, the distribution for 1000 disabled persons
aged 60 years & above by age at onset of disability,
and the distributions for 1000 disabled persons by
probable cause of disability and type of treatment taken
are presented separately for visual, communication
(hearing and/or speech) and locomotor disability.
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VISUAL DISABILITY

7.4 Table 7.3 shows that the prevalence of- visual -
disability among females was higher than among
males and the prevalence of visual disability wtih
light perception was higher than that of visual disabi-
lity with no light perception in both rural and urban
areas.

TABLE 7-3 : PREVALENCE RATES (PER 100,000) DISABILITY BY SEX SEPARATELY FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL
DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

type of rural urban
visual disability
male female persons male female persons
(6} @ @) ) ®) (6 M
with no light perception 165 276 219 124 147 135
with light perception 278 391 & 333 170 276 220
visual disabilityl 4bd 670 553 294 425 356

1, Includes cases for which type of visual disability was not recorded.

7.5 It may be seen from Table 7.4 that the in-
cidence of visual disability with light perception
among females was higher than among males in both
rural and urban areas. The incidence of visual dis-

ability with no light perception among rural females
was higher than among rural males while the inci-
dence among urban females was lower than among
urban males.

TABLE 74 : INCIDENCE RATES (PER 100,000) BY SEX SEPARATELY FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY

IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

type of visual disability

rural urban
male female persons male female persons
1) (0] 3) @ (&) (6) )]
with no light perception R A 8 13 10 § . 6 7
with light perception . . . . . . 24 32 28 &' N 32 23
Visal SN G ST s oA G e 32 45 38 23 38 30

7.6 Table 7.5 shows that the age pattern of onset

of disability is quite similar for the two types of visual
disability. ,

TABLE 7°5 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS AND ABOYE BY AGE AT ONSET OF
DISABILITY SEPARATELY FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN

AREAS.
age at onset rural urban
of disability (years) :
visual disability visual disability
with no light with light with no light withlight
perception perception perception perception
(1) 2) 3) @ (&)
0—4 . 33: 23 29 17
5—14 . 53 29 45 23
15—29 30 11 24 12
30—44 43 14 47 19
45—59 229 214 253 243
60 & above 612 709 602 686
total 1000 1000 1000 1000

14.—59Statistica/83
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7.7 We present below in Table 7.6 distribution of
visually disabled persons by cause of disability. Tt
may be seen from this table that the proportion of
non-reporting of the cause of disability was quite
high, viz., around 50 percent in the case of visual dis-
ability with no light perception against a still higher
figure of around 60 percent in the case of visual dis-

_rural areas as
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the amount of non reporting was higher in the
compared to the same in the urban
areas., FEven for those reporting the cause, cataract
together with corneal opacity were found to be the
most dominant causes for visual disability with no
light perception while cataract alone was returned as
the major cause in the case of disability with 11ght

case,

ability with light perception.

As expected, in either

perception.

TABLE 76 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 VISUALLY DISABLED PERSONS BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY SEPARATELY
FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.
n rural urban
cause of disability visual disability visual disability
with no light with light with no light with light
perception perception perception perception
1 2) (3) 4 (5)
e
cataract 198 243 156 285
glaucoma 78 46 64 59
corneal opacity 152 56 246 40
injuries . 28 21 53 30
eye haemorrhage other than ln]ury 8 4 8 2
myopia Re = 1 — 3
others and not known = 5 it o
not recorded 536 639 473 581
all causes 1000 1000 1000 1000
- .

7.8 Considering the efforts to mitigate the effect
of the visual disability, we find from Table 7.7 that
about half of the visually disabled persons did not take
any treatment in the rural areas while the correspond-
ing proportion was nearly 30 percent in the urban
areas, Cataract being the most common cause for
visual disability with light perception, it was expected
that out of the various remedies reported surgical
operation would be quite common, However, we

find from this table that only 29 percent of such visu-
ally disabled persons have been reported to have under-
gone surgical operation in the urban areas, while the
corresponding percentage in the rural areas was a
meagre 17. In the case of visually disabled with no
light perception, the percentages of cases undergoing
surgical operation were slightly less, viz. 23 percent
in the urban areas and 15 percent in the rural areas.

TABLE 7-7 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 VISUALLY DISABLED PERSONS BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN SEPARATELY
FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

Tural uran
type of treatment visual disability visual disability
with no light with light with no light with light
perception perception perception perception
1 2 (3 4 (5)
glasses only 11 43 8 78
medicine only 271 194 408 254
surgical operation 154 174 225 289
others 70 50 71 54 °
no treatment taken 494 539 288 25
total " 1000 1000 1000 1000

] 7.9 Probing into the reasons for not taking any
treatment, it was found from the survey that adverse
economic condition rather than lack of knowledge

about the facilities for treatment was mainly respon-
sible for not taking any treatment. In fact, in the casc
of disabled with no light perception, the proportion
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of disabled persons grho took no treatment because of percent of the visually disabled persons with light per-

the expensive nature of such treatments worked out ception in the rural areas as well as in the urban areas
at 46 percent in the rural areas while it was surprising- did not take any treatment as they considered it not
ly, still larger, in the urban araes (54 percent). On necessary either for economic independence or for
the other hand, the proportion was very low in respect personal independence.- The corresponding proportion
of the visually disabled who were reported to have in case of persons with no light perception was 25 per-
taken no treatment due to lack of knowledge about cent in the rural areas and 17 percent in the urban

the place where the treatment would be available, for areas.
either type of visual disability. Moreover nearly 30

TABLE 7-8 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS WHO TOOK NO TREATMENT BY REASONS SEPARATELY
FOR EACH TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban
reason for taking visual disability visual disability
no treatment :
with nolight with light with no light with lght
perception perception perception perception
() @ ' ®) o ()
place where treatment available not known . - 49 19 24 23
place of treatment known but treatment expensive . 460 499 537 415
treatment not deemed to be necessary for : X
economic independence g ‘ - s 163 173 106 166
personal independence . ] ; 1 - 82 . 140 63 156
other reasons v ‘ : - . i : 246 169 270 240
all reasons e e T e 1000 1000 1000 1000
COMMUNICATION DISABILITY among females was slightly higher than among males
7.10 It may be seen from Table 7.9 that the pre- in the urban areas. The prevalence of speech dis-
valence of hearing disability among males was higher ability among males was higher than among females
than among females in rural arcas while the same in both rural and urban areas.

TABLE 7-9 : PREVALENCE RATES (PER 1,00,000 AGED 5 YRS. & ABOVE POPULATION) OF COMMUNICATION DI5-
(ABILITY BY SEX AND TYPE OF DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

type of communi- rural urban
cation disability
male female persons male female persons
(1) ) @) ) (&) (6) )]
hearing r 5 ! - % . : s 595 510- 553 386 395 390
speech ; : ; . ; : A 4 379 228 304 342 207 279

7.11 Table 7.10 shows that the incidence rate of ance of incidence of disabilits,' among males over females
hearing disability for males is slightly higher than that 3 h h disabili

for females in the rural areas, while there was no such in respect of the speech disability was, however, observ-
sex differential in the urban areas. The predomin- ed in both rural as well as the urban areas.

TABLE 710 : INCIDENCE RATES (PER 1,00,000 POPULATION AGED 5 YRS, & ABOVE) OF COMMUNICATION
DISABILITY BY SEX AND TYPE OF DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

._type of communi- rural urban
cation disability
male female  persons male female persons
(48] (2) (3 ) () (6 (7)
o 20 18 19 14 15 15
speech 6 2 4 7 3 5
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7.12 The age pattern of the onset of disability namely,
the increasing tendency of acquiring these disabilities
as one progressed with age, was found to be broadly

similar hearing and speech disabifjties, as may be ob-
served from Table 7.11, not only in the rural but also
urban areas.

TABLE 7-11 :DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS AGED 60. YEARS AND ABOVE BY AGE AT ONSET
OF DISABILITY FOR EACH TYPE OF COMMUNICATION DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN

AREAS

age atlonset of rural urban

disabili . %

(years) 5 hearing speech hearing speech
1) 2 (3 (4) )
0.—4 : 3 - { - : : 4 S 8 55 6 12

15—14 25 59 32 73

1529 39 33 45 k8

30—44 T3 48 85 48

45—59 . 262 223 258 229

60 & above 590 475 570 493

not recorded 3 107 4 137

total 1000 1000 1000 1000

TABLE 7:12 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE HAVING HEARING

DISABILITY BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY

IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

dareas

cause of disability
all

causes
german  noise ear following
measles induced discharge -
hearing illness injury  medical others
loss and sur- and not
gical in- known
tervention
(1) (2) @) (C)) &) (6) )] 3 9)
rural - s s X 3 3 6 23 | 174 215 40 14 528 1000
urban 10 30 137 246 55 30 492 © 1000

7.13 Table 7.12 shows that in both rural and urban
areas, for about 50 percent of persons having hearing
disability. The cause of disability was either not known
or was attributed to the category not specified in the
table. Out of those wha reported the cause most of
them attributed the disability to ear discharge and
illness in both rural and,urban areas.

7.14 In the rural areas, for about 84 percent of
persons having speech disability the cause was either
not known or other than those specified in the table,

while the corresponding proportion in the urban areas
was 75 percent.

TABLE 7413 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE HAVING SPEECH

DISABILITY BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY IN THE

RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

cause of disability Al
areas voice cleft following causes
disorder palate
illness injury medical and ' others and
surgical inter~ not known
vention
(1 @ 3) @ (5) (6) )] (8)
rural 31 12 110 8 4 835 1000
urban 38 19 170 18 8 747 1000
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"7.15 Nearly 60 per cent of disabled persons in the the corresponding proportion was 50 per cent in the
rural areas did not take any treatment in case of both -case of speech disability and 42 percent in the case
hearing and speech disabilities. in the urban areas. of hearing disability,

TABLE 714 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVL) BY TYPE

OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR EACH TYPE OF COMMUNICATION DISABILITY IN THE
RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban

type of treatment : —

hearing speech dis- hearin speech dis-

disability ability oqu disability ability only

(1) @ ) ()} o)

surgical operation . . y 1| e 15 28 48
allopathic treatment other than surgma.l operatlon & 337 287 488 384
others . : ! 69 53 65 75
no treatment taken A 3 : . 5 4 583 645 419 493
total ] : : z . s . 1000 1000 1000 1000

7.16 Probing into the reasons for taking no treaf- for the rural scctor and 18 percent for the urban

ment, it is ovserved from Table 7.15 that the propor- sector in the case of persons having speech disability.

tion for taking no treatment because the treatment was The proportion of disabled persons, who reported to

expensive came out at 37 percent for the rural sector have taken no treatment because the treatment was

and 31 percent for the urban sector in the case of not deemed to be necessary for economic or personal

persons having hearing disability as against 29 percent independence was nearly 35 percent in the case of
TABLE 7°15 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE) HAVING COMMUNI-

CATION DISABILITY WHO TOOK NO TREATMENT BY TYPE OF DISABILITY AND
REASON FOR TAKING NO TREATMENT FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban
reason for taking = . -
no treatment hearing speech dis- hearing speech dis-
disability ability only disability ability only
- ) 3 (4) (&)
plsco‘;hem treatment available not known . . 92 160 51 152
treatment expensive g 3 - 366 287 Pen i 180
treatment not deemed Lo be aeocssary for -
economic independence 3 . : . 180 180 152 166
personal independence . 2 i o 177 229 299
others causes X . . : . , - 194 196 _ ' 256 203
total : . . . < . 1000 1000 1000 1000

persons having hearing dJsathty and also in the case areas was 38 percent in the case of persons having
of persons having speech disability only for the rural hearing disability and 47 per cent in the case of per-
arcas; while the corresponding proportion for the urban sons having speech disability only.

TABLE 716 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED. PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE) WITH HEARING

DISABILITY WHO WERE ADVISED HEARING AID BUT NOT ACQUIRED ANY HEARING
AID BY REASONS FOR NOT ACQUIRING THE AID IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

reasons for not acquiring any hearing aid percentage of

persons  with

areas aid not aid too  aid not deemed to be necessary others total  hearing dis-

available  expensive for ability who

¢ ' - were advised

economic personal ’ . aid out of

independence  independence those who

took treatment
(1) 2 (3 @) ) (6) ) (8)
rural ) . 2 15 560 79 143 203 1000 10

urban : . . 13 518 107 126 236 1000 13
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7.17 It may be seen from Table 7.16 that nearly
56 percent of disabled persons in the rural areas and
nearly 52 percent of disabled persons in the urban
areas did not acquire the aid because this was either
expensive or not available. The proportion of dis-
abled who did not acquire the aid because the use
of aid was not necessary for their economic independ-
ence was about 8 percent in the rural areas and 10
percent in the urban areas.
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LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

7.18 Table 7.17 shows that the prevalence of the

" different types of locomotor disability among males

was much higher than among females in the rural as

well as in the urban areas.

TABLE 7.17 : PREVALENCE RATES (PER 100,000) OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY BY SEX
AND TYPE IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

type of locomotor rural urban
disability
male female persons male female persons
¢)) @ €)) @ &) ® )]
paralysis 246 141 195 214 149 183
deformity of limb 444 250 350 325 221 276
amputation 100 28 65 83 20 53
dysfunction of joints 200 137 169 136 & 115 126
at least one type 1047 597 828 800 544 679

1 including hunch-back, dwarf and types other than those shown in the table.

7.19 It may be seen from Table 7.18 that the inci-
dence of disability among rural males was much higher
than among rural females. In the urban areas, the
incidence of disability due to paralysis and that of

amputation among males was higher than among
females while the rates for deformity of limb and dys-
function of joints came out to be sanie for both males
and females.

TABLE 718 ; INCIDENCE RATES (PER 100,000) OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY BY SEX
AND TYPE IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

type of locomotor rural urban .
disability

male female persons  male female persons
m (2) 3 (4) ) 6) (7
paralysis 19 15 17 22 14 18
deformity of limb . 9 13 16 15 16
amputation . 5 5 6 1 4 5 1 3
dysfunction of joints 20 15 17 15 15 15
at least one typel 64 42 53 61 47 54

lincluding types other than those shown in the table

7.20 ‘Table 7.19 shows that the age patterns of
age at onset of paralysis and dysfunction of joints are
broadly similar for both rural and urban areas. The

age patterns of the onset of deformity of limb *and
amputation for the rural and urban population, how-
ever, came out to be dissimilar.
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TABLE 7:19 ;: DISTRIBUTION OF 1006 DISABLED PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS AND ABOVE BY AGE AT ONSET OF
DISABILITY SEPARATELY FOR EACH TYPE OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND

URBAN AREAS.

age (years) Rural urban
3itsgmyﬁ paralysis  deformity amputa-  dysfunction paralysis  deformity amputa- dysfunction
2 of limb tion of joints of limb tion of joints

M @ ® @ ® © ™ ® ®
0—4 ; . . 46 56 T 8 27 72 27 9
5—14 3 4 . 29 93 31 19 20 63 42 17
15—29 3 : s 15 78 95 33 12 48 134 22
30—44 T : 5 49 144 238 53 35 77 332 56
45—59 = : p 279 283 272 268 277 259 260 262
60 & above . ¢ F 571 344 283 612 . 625 474 205 633
not recorded . ' . 11 2 74 7 4 -7 — 1
all ages 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000

7.21 About 55 percent of disabilities due to paraly-
sis in the rural areas and 66 percent of the similar dis-
abilities in the urban areas were attributed to cerebral
palsy, polio and stroke. Injuries, burns and polio
were the primary causes of deformity of limb in both

rural and urban areas while injuries, burns and leprosy__

were the primary causes of amputation in both rural
and urban areas. Slightly higher than 60 percent of

disabilities due to dysfunction of joints were attributed
to injuries, burns and illness other than polio, leprosy
and stroke in both rural and urban areas. It may
also be noted that slightly lower than 30 percent of
cases of disabilities due to paralysis and deformity of
limb in the rural areas and slightly higher than 40 per-
cent of similar disabilities in the urban areas were
attributed to polio,

TABLE 720 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY SEPARATELY FOR FACH TYPE
OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

s rural F urban
cause of disability - 1y
paralysis deformity amputa-  dysfunction  paralysis deformity amputa-  dysfunction
of limb tion of joints of limb tion joints
(n (3 (3) (4) (5) ! (] ) (8) 9

cerebral palsy 152 26 — — 99 32 — -
following injuries and
burns 5 x . 21 267 219 423 20 223 276 416
following medical and
surgical intervention : 5 17 30 20 10 19 24 29
following illness :

polio : ; 277 291 - 80 436 434 — 120

leprosy < : 2 75 124 12 3 32 77 12

stroke . : 3 124 15 — 20 112 12 — 24

others . . 191 159 -298 236 161 130 408 202
other causes . : : 228 150 349 209 159 118 212 187
all causes 1000 1000 1000 '_ 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 P

7.22 The proportions of disabled persons who re-
ported to have taken allopathic treatment (presumably
medicines) were 53 percent, 42 percent and 42 percent
respectively for disabilities due to paralysis, deformity
of limb and dysfunction of joints in the rural areas,
while the corresponding proportions were 58 percent,
49 percent and 47 percent respectively for paralysis,
deformity of limb and dysfunction of joints in the ui-

ban areas. The proportions using aid/appliance were
14 percent, 8 percent and 11 percent respectively for
paralysis, deformity of limb and dysfunction of
joints in the rural areas, as against 17 percent, 13 per-
cent and 15 percent respectively for paralysis, defor-
mity of limb and dysfunction of joints in the urban
areas.
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TABLE 7-21 : DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN SEPARATELY FOR
SELECTED* TYPES OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

rural urban
type of treatment = T
disability due to disability due to
paralysis deformity dysfunc- paralysis deformity  dysfunc-
oflimb tion of of limb tion of
joints ~ Joints
M < @) 3) “@ ®) (6) D

surgical operation only ’ < = 11 26 33 19 4 63
physiotherapy/occupation thcrapy only ; : 29 32 32 45 40 36
aid/appliance only . . ) 139 83 107 168 133 151
surgical operation and ald!apphanoe only . . 1 3 6 7 6 P |
surgical operation and physwtherapy{oecupat:on

therapy 1 4 7 6 8 11
'physmtherapy}oocnpanon therapy and ald,r‘apphanoe 1 2 1 14 5 :
surgical operation, physlothcrapy,-’oocupat:on therapy

and aid /appliance . 1 2 1 7 7 6
other allopathic treatment $ y . ’ ! 530 419 421 584 494 467
others : : . 3 . . - 53 58 78 4 52 84
all types 5 . - . 5 . . 770 629 686 894 786 845
no treatment ‘ 3 ; LN L . 230 37 314 106 214 155
total « ‘ . . > ; : - 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000

* Since amutation always involves surgical intervention only, it was taken out of the scope of this table,

L 3

7.23 The proportions for taking no treatment be- and dysfunction of joints for the urban areas. Slightly

cause the treatment was expensive came out at 49 higher than 10 percent of disabled persons in the rural
percent, 37 percent and 48 percent for paralysis, _de- areas and nearly 10 percent of disabled persons in
formity of limb wand dysfunction of joints for the urban areas reported to have taken no treatment
the rural areas and at 31 percent, 27 percent and 37 because the same was not deemed to be necessary for
percent respectively for paralysis, deformity of limb economic independence.

TABLE 7-22: DISTRTBU"I“ION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS WHO TOOK NO TREATMENT BY REASONS FOR TAK-
ING NO TREATMENT SEPARATELY FOR SELECTED TYPES OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY IN THE

RURAL AND URBAN AREAS
i rural urban
reasons for taking no treatment paralysis  deformity dysfunction paralysis deformity dysfunction
of limb = of joints of of limb  of joints
limb of limb
(1 (&) 3 1G] 5 6) (7
place where treatment available not known . - . 82 119 62 o 4E 87 34
place known but treatment expensive . > . 492 370 475 310 272 374
treatement not deemed to be necessary for:
economic independence ; ; : 132 126 155 79 , 103 119
personal independence ’ ; : . ; 37 97 85 47 112 88
other reasons & A 187 216 149 266 298 259
treatment taken forother lncomotor dlsabﬂlty : 70 2 74 227 128 126
A T TN e S e BT TR 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000

7.24 Table 7.23 shows that slightly higher than was too expensive; while the corresponding propor-
40 percent of disabled persons in the rural areas who tions for paralysis, deformity of limb, amputation and
were advised the use of aid/appliance, but reported dysfunction of joints was 35 percent, 41 percent, 51
to have not acquired the aid/appliance because this percent and 35 percent respectively in the urban areas.
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The proportion, who did not acquire the aid/appliance
because this was not deemed to be necessary for eco-
nomic independence, was nearly 10 percent for three
types of disabilities in the rural areas while the corres-
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ponding proportion was 16 percent, 9 percent and 9
percent respectively for paralysis, deformity of limb
and dysfunction of joints in the urban areas.

TABLE (7-23): DISTRIBUTION OF 1000 DISABLED PERSONS WHO WERE ADVISED BUT NOT ACQUIRED ANY AID/
APPLIANCE BY REASONS FOR NOT ACQUIRING FOR EACH TYPE OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

IN THE RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban
persons for not acquiring paralysis deformity amputa- dysfunc-  paralysis deformity amputa- dysfunc-
aid appliance of limb tion tion of of limb tion tion of
joints joints
(1) . (2 (3 @ % (6) Y] (®) )
aidfappliance not available . : . 12 23 33 20 17 27 56 24
too expensive : 3 : A . 438 429 469 447 346 414 512 346
aid/appliance not deemed to be necessary for:
economic independence . . : 103 81 80 68 155 84 39 93
personal independence . " : 125 136 149 147 159 173 96 193
others . . : 5 . 4 . 322 331 269 318 323 302 297 344
all reasons ; . 5 5 + 1000 1000 1000 . 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Percentage of persons advised aid/ ’
appliance out of those who took
treatment & > : ¢ : 9 7 8 8 9 6 9 6

7.25 From the present enquiry the estimate of all-
India population was less by 7 percent in the rural
sector and by 9 percent in the urban sector as compar-
ed to the 1981 population census. There is, how-
ever, a fairly close agreement between the age distribu-
tion of population obtained from the survey data and
that obtained from 1971 census data for some major
States. A close agreement between estimates of popu-
lation sex ratio. (females per 100 males) obtained
from. the Survey data and that obtained from 1981
census was also observed at the State level (vide
Appendix-3).

7.26 There is wide divergence between the estimates
of disabled persons obtained from the present enquiry
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and the broadly comparable counts available from the
1981 census. The estimated number of visually dis-
abled persons having no light perception per 100,000
population was estimated at 219 for the rural areas of
the country and at 135 for the urban areas as against
the census proportions of 84 and 35 respectively, for
the rural and urban areas. Against the census pro-
portions of 39 dumb persons per 100,000 population
for the rurat areas of the country and 21 dumb persons
for the urban areas, the estimates from the present
enquiry came out at 142 for the rural areas and 102
for the urban areas (vide Appendix-4).



Appendix 1

QUTLINE OF THE SURVEY

ON DISABILITY IN EARLIER ROUNDS OF THE NSS

A.1.1 The first enquiry on disability in the NSS
was conducted in the 16th round (July 1960-August
1961). For the purpose of the enquiry a person
was considered to be disabled if he/she could be cate-
gorised as (i) blind, (ii) deaf, (iii) dumb, (iv) lame,
and (v) crippled. The blind included persons who
could not see for all practical purposes in both eyes.
The deaf included persons who could not hear in both
ears for all practical purposes. The dumb included
persons who could not talk. A person other than a
leper who had deformity in either of the legs was
treated as lame. A person other than a leper who
had deformity in any part of the body excepting legs
and was disable thereby was treated as crippled. A
complete enumeration was done at the village/block
level for listing of disabled persons. The enumeration
of disabled members was alone at the time of listing
of households in the sample villages/blocks.

A.1.2 The second enquiry on disability was conduc-

ted in the 28th round (October 1973—June 1974).
In the enquiry, 14 households on the average were
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surveyed for enumeration of disabled persons. In the
sample households, blind, deaf and dumb members,
members having any speech defect if he/she could
talk, lame members, members with loss of toe, foot,
leg, fingers, arm and hand, members having deformity
in hand and/or leg and members sufferenig irom para-
lysis of any kind were enumerated.

A.13 In the surveys conducted in the earlier
rounds, persons with certain types of physical handi-
caps were enimerated. The data collected were not
as dependable due to the fact that definitions, etc., were
not worked out with involvement of medical experts
as dependable due to the fact that definitions, etc., were
estimates of physical disability can be derived from
the results of the earlier rounds to assess change over
time. Even for disability of blindness and dumbness
no projection can be made.



Appendix 2

NOTE ON SAMPLE DESIGN AND ESTIMATION PRO-

- "CEDURE

A.2.1. GEOGRAPHICAL COVERAGE:

The survey covered almost the entirg arca of the
Indian Union. The areas excluded were Ladakh and
Kargil districts of Jammu & Kashmir; rural arcas of

Nagaland; a few tehsils in districts Surguja and Bastar

of Madhya Pradesh and districts Chandrapur and
Melghat of Maharashtra; Sikkim and the Union Terri-
tories of Andaman & Nicobar Islands and Laksha-
dweep. ;

A.2.2 SAMPLE DESIGN

The sample design was stratified with two stage
sampling in each stratum. The first stage units were
- 1981 or 1971 census villages in rural areas and urban
blocks in urban areas. The second stage unifs were
households.

A.2.3 REGION

Each State/Union Territory was divided into a few
agro-economic regions, numbers of which in a State
or Union Territory varying from one to seven. These
regions were formed by grouping contiguous districts
of similar agricultural profile. In Gujarat, however,
regions were formed by grouping contiguous tehsils
taking into consideration concentration of tribal popu-
Jation and dry areas-of the State. Strata for sampling
were formed within regions.

A.2.4 STRATIFICATION

Each district was treated as a stratum except.in a
few districts of Gujarat. In Gujarat, parts of districts
belonging to different regions were treated ns different
strata. Some districts with very low urban population
were merged with neighbouring districts within the
same region to form urban strata.

A2.5 ALLOCATION

Total sample size in terms of number of sample
units (village/urban blocks to be surveyed) was deter-
mined on the basis of field strength for each State/
Union Territory. The number thus arrived at in a
State /Union Territory was allocated to the different
rural and urban strata in proportion to their 1971 rural
and urban populations respectively with more weight-
age for the urban’sector. e final stratum allocation
was multiple of 4 in general.

A2.6 SAMPLING OF VILLAGES

The 1981 or 1971 census list of villages was used
as the sampling frame. In each stratum the allocated
number of villages was selected with probability pro-
portional to size where size was the number of 1981
census houselisting enumeration blocks (or 1971 cen-
sus population in strata where 1981 census frame was
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not available) with replacement in the form of two
independent sub-samples.

A2.7 SAMPLING OF URBAN BLOCKS

Urban Frame Survey (UFS) blocks of UFS-1977
scheme wherever available and UFS blocks of 1972-77
period for the remaining towns constitute the sampling
frame' for selection of blocks. However, census,
enumeration blocks were used in some towns classi-
fied as towns for the first time during 1981 census.
In each urban stratum sample blocks were selected at
random without replacement in the form of two inde-
pendent sub-samples.

A.2.8 SUB-DIVISION OF SAMPLE VILLAGES
AND BLOCKS

Sample villages and blocks with large population
content were divided into two or more sub-divisions
with nearly equal population content, called hamlet-
groups in case of villages and sub-blocks in case of
blocks. One of the sub-divisions formed in a sample
village/block was selected at random and the survey
was confined to the selected sub-division only.

A.2.9 SAMPLING OF HOUSEHOLDS

In each sampled unit (village/urban block) the
houscholds were classified into two sub-strata, The
houscholds having at least one members having
at least of the physical disabilities, namely (i)
visual disability, (ii) communication disability (for
persons aged 5 years and above), and (iii)
locomotor disability constituted sub-stratum 1 and
residual households constituted  sub-stratum I
This classification of households was done by house
to house enquiry during listing of households. At the
time of detailed investigation all the households of sub-
stratum I and in sub-stratum II, a sample of house-
holds with interval (i) 12 in the rural sector and 14
in the urban sector was selected for survey.

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

A. 2.10. The following notations were used in the
formula for obtaining the estimates.

§ : Subscript for stratum

i : Subscript for sample village/hamlet-group
(rural) or block/subblock (urban)

i + Subscript for sample households
t; : Subscript for sub-stratum 1
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Subscript for sub-stratum 2

Size of a village/block used for selection
Total size used for seleciion

Number of hamlet-groups/sub—blocks

Number of census villages contained in the
surveyed revenue village

Number of sample villages/blocks surveyed

Number of districts/strata in a state/
union territory

Interval used for sampling of households
Number of households sampled
Number of hlouseholds surveyed

Value of a characteristic

Estimate of the total of y

July—October 1983

The estimate for g characteristic y for both rural
and urban sectors at the State/Union territorfz level

was obtained by the formula given below.

Ya B ” L i
n hsit; 2si Gsi j=1

k 'Z, [g' hsit; Dsi Isity ilsit,

i=1

Mg fl_sitg Dsi Isitz Hsitz
+ B e o B 1
i=1 fsits 2zsi Gsi  J=1

Where value of z and C was taken as 1 for urban
sector and value of C was taken 1 if sample census
village was the unit of Survey. The estimate for a
characteristic y for both rural and urban sector at the
all-India level was obtained by summing the estimated

aggregates for all States and Union Territories. -



Appbndix 3

COMPARISON OF SURVEY RESULTS

WITH THE CENSUS FIGURES

Estimates of population based on the household
schedule 26 in the NSS 36th round (July-December
1981) and 1981 census population have been com-
pared in Table A.3.1 and A.3.2 for the rural and
urban sectors respectively. Since the effective reference
date of the 36th round was October 1, census popu-
lation on that day would have been expected to be
about one per cent higher than counted on 1st March,
1981 but NSS estimates are found to-be lower- than
the census figures, The -difference is about 7 and 9
per cent for the rural and urban sectors respectively
at the all India level. The extent of under enumera-
tion appears to be more for females than for males in
the rural sector but the position is reverse in the urban
sector. The differences between NSS estimates and
Census figures were more prominent in Union Terri-
tories and States with inadequate sample size, In
evaluating those differences, one has to take into ac-
count the stratification of households in the sampling
design for the 36th round. An estimation of population
was not an objective of the 36th round. Following a
listing of the households in sample villages and
blocks, all households having at least one disabled
person were grouped into one sub-stratum and each
household from this. sub-stratum was surveyed.
From the other sub-stratum of remaining households
only a small fraction (ranging between one in 12 to
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one in 14) were covered. As the prevalence rate
of disability rises with age, the first stratum 'may re-
sult in over representation of population aged 15
and above. The age distribution of poulation for the
36th round indicates some over representation  of
population aged 15 and over when compared to the
age distribution of population for the 32nd round.
But the difference observed may be attributed partly
to the smaller sample size in the 36th round as com-
pared to that in the 32nd round.

AJ3. Estimated total number of persons by diffe-
rent age groups per 1,000 population as obtained
from data collected through schedule 26 of NSS 36th
round have been presented alongwith the correspon-
ding 1971 census figures in Tables A.3.3 and A.3.4
for the rural and urban sectors respectively for some
major States with a view to assess the reliability of
the NSS estimates. Broad agreement of NSS esti-
mates with the corresponding census figures is appa-
rent from the tables for both rural and urban sec-
tors.

A.3.3 Board agreement between estimates of sex-
ratio (number of females per 1000 males) obtained
from the data collected in the present survey and
1981 census figures is also observed [see cols. (11)
and (12) of Tables A.3.1 and A.3.2].
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TABLE A 3-3: COMPARISON OF NUMBER OF PERSONS. PER 1000 POPULATION BY AGE GROUP AS OBTAINED IN
NSS 36th ROUND WITH 1971 CENSUS FIGURES FOR SOME SELECTED STATES.

RURAL
States agency number of persons per 1000 population by agegroup
i 0—4 5—14 16—39 40—59 60 & above
) (2) (3) (4) (5 (6) (7
1. Andhra Pradesh A . : ; . NSS 141 244 377 171 67
. Census 140 268 358 167 67
2. Assam . ) . ; x : 3 . NSS 148 237 442 139 34
Census 175 301 348 128 48
3. Gujarat . - k - J . . .NSS 140 256 397 R - | 56
Census 150 292 356 147 55
4, Jammu & Kashmir ; % ey . NSS 141 254 383 160 62
- Census 149 283 364 145 ; 59
5. Karnataka : 2 : ” A 7 . NSS 140 254 388 155 63
Census 148 283 352 152 64
6. Kerala S . . % ” 3 . _NSS 106 234 419 164 77
Census 135 272 381 150 62
7. Maharashtra . ; 2 ; 2 : . NSS 135 263 367 165 70
Census 151 281 348 158 62
8. Orissa I O B . 5. 124 268 368 170 70
Census 143 283 353 159 62
9. Punjab ; . y s F . . NSS 133 236 399 149 83
Census 131 288 i 354 147 80
10. Uttar Pradesh : . 3 F : . NSS§ 151 261 347 165 76
Census 148 271 349 162 70
11. West _Benga1 1 A 2 : : : . NSS 137 253 421 142 47
3 Census 160 293 349 142 56
TABLE A 3:4: URBAN
1. Andhra Pradesh . : ’ 5 . NSS ' 133 251 420 149 47
. Census 133 262 409 147 49
2, Assam . s . 3 5 < . NSS 118 252 453 142 a5
Census 124 276 427 132 41
3. Gujarat ; . : i : ! . NSS 123 241 430 153 53
Census 132 270 405 145 40
4. Jammu & Kashmir . . . . . NSsS 17 224 446 158 55
Census 123 293 404 140 40
.Kamataka s 2 = § ] . . NSS 123 238 430 150 59
Census 133 268 408 140 51
6. Kerala F = = 5 3 3 . NSS 109 227 435 157 72
Census 126 255 405 154 60
7. Maharashtra . ’ . - 4 . . NSs 114 232 441 162 51
Census 128 245 433 149 45
IABAOGIR T A 7 ST e g il 123 254 418 154 51
Census 141 258 414 141 46
9. Punjab . ; ; s , : ! . NSS 126 212 445 151 66
Census 125 267 403 147 58
10. Uttar Pradesh . % ~ 3 N . NSS 141 151 404 146 58
Census 137 275 385 149 54
11. West Bengal . : . 5 - : . NSS 115 220 429 183 53

Census 102 253 435 160 50




Appendix 4

COMPARISON OF NSS ESTIMATES AND CENSUS

COUNTS OF BLIND AND DUMB PERSONS

A4.1 Three specified types of physically disabled
persons namely, (i) blind, (ii) dumb and (iii) total-
ly crippled were enumerated during hcuselisting in
1980 for population counts undertaken in 1981 cen-
sus. A totally crippled person was one reporting loss
of both arms or both legs or both arms and legs and
by loss was meant the inability to use and not the phy-
sical absence of limbs. The terms ‘blind’ and ‘dumb’
were not defined by the census authorities. Presumably
persons having no light perception were treated as blind
and persons having no speech, as dumb. It may be
assumed that the census enumerators followed the
usual meaning of the words ‘blind’ and ‘dumb’ for
enumeration of the said two categories of persons.

A4.2 Procedures for enumeration of disabled per-
sons suffering from more than one type of physical
disability were different in the census and in the pre-
sent NSS enquiry. In the NSS enquiry, for persons
having more than one type of physical disability all
the physical disabilities were recorded. For example.
if a person had both visual disability and locomotor
disability both of them were recorded. In the census,
on the other hand blind persons having no speech
and/or crippled were enumerated only as blind and
their multiple disabilitics were not taken into consi-
deration. Crippled persons having no speech were
counted as crippled only and their dumbness was not
taken into account. Prima facie, however, the esti-
mate of the number of blind persons from the NSS
enquiry should be comparable with that from the cen-
sus because the enumeration of blind persons in the
census was not affected by the procedure of recording
only one of the multiple disabilities. The count of
dumb persons in the census, however, can be expec-
ted to be lower than in the NSS, but the discrepancy
may not be large because cases of speechlessness
coupled with blindness or speechlessness coupled with
cripplendness shouki be small in number,
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"A4.3 In the NSS enquiry, information on the part

of the body which was amputated was collected.
However, in the case of persons having locomotor
disability due to paralysis the information on the site
of paralysis was not collected. Therefore, the NSS
data do not permit the estimation of the number of
crippled persons as per 1981 census criteria.

A4.4 Table A4.1 presents the number of persons
having no light perception per 100,000 population as
obtained from NSS data against the corresponding
number of blind persons enumerated in the census
separately for the rural and urban areas of the different
States, 1In all the States and Unijon Territories where
1000 and more households were surveyed in the NSS
enquiry for both rural and urban areas, the census
counts of blind persons were lower than the corres-
ponding NSS estimates. However, the census counts
of blind persons were much higher than the NSS esti-
mates of persons having no light perception since
birth for the rural areas of all the States and Union
Territories; and for the urban areas of all the States
except Tamil Nadu. This indicates that cases of ac-
quired blindness were undercounted in the consus.
In urban Tamil Nadu, estimate of persons having
no light perception since birth came out to be much
higher than the census figures. [t is possible that
some cases of acquired visual disability with no light
perception were reported as cases of visual disability
since birth in the NSS enquiry, The table shows some
oddities (e.g., the zero entry for disability since birth
for urban Himachal Pradesh) which can be attributed
small sample sizes. In view of the care with
which the NSS enquiry was conducted (vide Chapters
1 and 2) it may be argued that the census enumeration
missed a large population of persons having acquired
visual disability (with no light perception) caused by
illness or injury, etc,
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TABLE A 4-1: NSS ESTIMATES OF NUMBER OF PERSONS WHO HAVE NO LIGHT PERCEPTION AND CENSUS BSTI-
MATES OF NUMBER OF BLIND PERSONS PER 1,00,000 PERSONS FOR EACIH STATE & UNION TERRI-

TORY OF RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urbzan

State NSS 1981 NSS 1981

censusl census!

from not from total from not from total
birth birth birth birth
(1) (2) (3) 4 (5) (6) M 8 ®

Andhra Pradesh : . - A . 22 218 240 88 9 106 116 30
Bihar . A 1 ‘ . L t 28 22 249 62 18 95 112 24
Gujarat . 4 . : - 4 : 14 91 105 82 4 52 57 40
Haryana | ! X v : ; 15 178 193 66 6 84 91 : 36
Himachal Pradeshs ; ; . : 25 150 175 98 — 14 14 r 32
Jammu & Kashmir . : ; : 31 124 155 73 18 70 88 34
Karnataka ) ) L . 33 163 196 58 12 85 98 27
Kerala . G 2 - 3 / " 7 64 71 33 5 89 95 30
Madhya Pradesh . g i ; 5 31 213 244 119 11 109 119 39
e A PR St 20 210 230 76 1 101 111 28
Manipur4/s | . : . i k Ak | 77 88 51 15 31 46 24
Meghalaya 4/5 - . . ) 5 85 61 146 98 38 71 108 19
Nagalands L . , . . no rural sgmple 10 26 16 14
Orissa . : g g 3 3 : 20 296 316 112 31 220 251 51
Punjab " ) : % : . 15 221 236 635 9 101 111 26
Rajasthan ; ] s 1 | ; 16 289 305 156 14 128 142 60
Tamil Nadu . 2 : ; 3 : 18 121 139 68 104 268 372 45
Tripura5 4 . ! : ; - 30 250 280 77 58 122 180 34
Uttar Pradesh ; ; : ! { 25 279 304 96 9 124 133 34
West Bengal . . : . A : 13 92 105 61 9 57 66 32
Chandigarhé . ; : - - — 52 — —_ = 20
Dadra & Nagar Haveli4 32 128 160 88 no urban grea®
Delhi : s : - : 17 184 201 26 3 43 47 32
Goa, Daman & Diu 4/5 , y ‘ ; 25 120 145 51 - 130 130 26
Mizoram$ T B 2 83 85 86 14 37 51 42
Pondicherry 4/5 — 116 116 98 41 174 215 63
all-India2 i ; . i A { 22 197 219 84 21 114 135 35

! estimated on the basis of figures supplied by R G, and provisional 1981 census population

2 all india excludes the states and unijon territories not shown in the table.

e

NSS frames does not contain any urban area.

4 less than 1000 households surveyed in rural areas in the NSS enquiry.

ta

less than 1000 households surveyed in urban areas in the NSS enquiry.

o less than 100 households surveyed in the NSS enquiry.
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TABLE A 4-2: NSS ESTIMATES OF NUMBER OF PERSONS WHO CANNOT SPEAK AT ALL AND CENSUS ESTI-
MATES OF NUMBER OF DUMB PERSONS PER 1,00,000 PERSONS, FOR EACH STATE & UNION
TERRITORY OF RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban
States NSS 1981 NSS 1981
census! censusl
from not from  total from not from total
} birth birth birth birth
0 @ @ @ ®» - © ™ ®) ©)
Andhra Pradesh . : y ; < 179 26 205 67 105 23 128 25
Bihar . 3 2 . : 5 3 155 17 172 37 104 17 121 15
Gujarat . ] . . ! : 78 13 90 42 62 21 83 25
Haryana . . > . ‘ : 58 46 - 104 29 84 21 105 16
Himachal Pradesh s i i : " 199 25 224 102 65 15 80 38
Jammu & Kashmir - : : ; 226 25 251 92 132 38 190 43
Karnataka . i { s 3 . 162 29 191 57 94 21 115 25
Kerala . » ! : 5 2 : 125 20 145 44 128 25 153 38
Madhya Pradesh . R . . . 101 7 108 31 66 10 76 14
Maharashtra . 86 13 99 38 g 25 90 16
Manipur 4/5 } ; : s s i 21 49 69 64 4 68 33
Meghalaya 4/5 . . - - 391 — 391 70 44 15 59 21
Nagaland 5 g % 3 5 5 no rural sample — =l ol 24
Orissa . . . x : ) - 112 8 120 65 82 9 9] 29
Punjab . : \ : . § ; 57 13 70 27 67 34 101 13
BRI~ A Rl s i ol 74 20 94 39 63 19 82 21
Tamil Nadu R e 123 23 146 68 111 23 134 38
Tripura 3 ; 5 7 ! . . 99 28 127 54 117 15 132 49
Uttar Pradesh h p s ¥ 4 111 10 121 29 74 20 94 14
West Bengal . i i % ? 184 15 199 82 71 17 88 33
Chandigarh 6 : 4 : : ; 57 57 114 28 — 105 105 18
Dadra & Nagar Haveli 4 ; . " 155 29 184 70 no wban aread
Delhi 4 . ¥ oo A ; . 3 80 —_ 80 22 30 4 34 16
Goa, Daman & Diu 4/5 ‘ . ‘ 80 33 113 56 110 69 179 34
Mizoram I . ‘ " : 2 328 12 340 179 162 8 170 81
Pondicherry 45 . . . . . 191 — 191 52 45 % 45 40
all India? " A ! g ; . 126 16 142 48 81 21 102 23

1 estimated on the basis of figures supplied by R. G. and provisional 1981 census population.
2 all India excludes the states and union territories not shown in the table.

3 NSS frame does not contain any urban area.

4 less than 1000 households surveyed in rural areas in the enquiry.

5 less than 1000 households surveyed in urban areas in the NSS enquiry.

6 less than 100 households surveyed in the NSS enquiry.

A4.5 The number of persons who cannot speak at is that NSS estimates of proportion of persons who

all per 100,000 population as estimated from the NSS
data and the corresponding census figures for dumb.
persons are presented in Table A4.2 for the rural and
urban areas. In all the States and Union Territories,
where 1000 and more houscholds were surveyed in
the NSS enquiry for both rural and urban areas, NSS
estimates of number of persons who cannot speak at
all per 100,000 population were much higher than
the corresponding census figures. The important
aspect (as revealed in the table) which is worthnoting

were dumb from birth were much higher than the
census figures.

A4.6 The lower proportion of blind and dumb per-
sons per 100,000 population in the census as compar-
ed to NSS estimates may be attributed to the inade-
quate emphasis on the count of the handi-
capped in the census where primary objective was
houselisting.



Appendix 5

EXPLANATORY NOTES
ON THE TABLES

The estimates on the different aspects of physical
discability which have been highlighted in Chapters 3
to 6 are given in this Appendix.

The NSS estimate of number of persons -suffering
from at least one of the physical disabilities, namely,
visual, communication and locomotor disability pro-
vided in Table 6.1 has been presented in Chapter 6.
Tables on 3, 4, 5 series presented in this Appendix
relate to visual, communication and locomotor dis-
ability respectively. The discussion on these aspects
is restricted to Chapters 3 to 5. In numbering the
tables, a system of multiple coding has been adopt-
ed. The left-hand most digit represents the number
of the Chapter dealing with the particular type of dis-
ability, middle one represents the particular aspect of
the disability and the right-hand most digit of the
serial number of the table refers to the particulars as-
pects of the disability, ¥

For visual disability, the findings of which have
been presented in Chapter 3, Table 3.1.1 to 3.1.7
provide estimates on prevalence rates, Tables 3.2.1
to 3.2.3 on incidence rates, Tables 3.3.1 to 3.3.4, on
the distribution of visually disabled persons of 60
years and above by age at onset of disability, and
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Tables 3.4.1 to 3.4.4 and 3.5.1 to 3.5.4 on the distri-
bution by cause of disability and by type of treatment
taken respectively., Similar system of numbering of
tables has been adopted for the 4 series dealing with
communication disability and for the 5 series relating
to locomotor disability.

It is worth mentioning that the prevalence rate and
the incidence rate of a particular type of disability
have been worked out in the following manmer :

Prevalence rate for a particular type of disability

estimated number for disabled persons
estimated total _populatipn

% 1,00,000

Incidence rate for a particular type of disability
estimated number of persons who became
disabled dﬂrfng Jﬁi‘x’_ vear
estimated total population

*  1,00,000

It may not be out of place to mention here that the
series of tables included in this Appendix on the dis-
trbiution of disabled persons having any one of the
three disabilities by various characteristics provided
estimates for some selected States. However, the
all-India estimates presented in these tables are inclu-
sive of all the States and Union Territories.
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Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of persons having mually disabled by sex for each State and Union territory
of rural and urban areas. A 3 3 ! ! :

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons havmg no light ;i'crcepnon from birth or after
birth for each State & Union territory : rural ; . : ) < 5 <

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons having no llght perception from birth or
after birth for each State & Union-territory : urban A : ! . : . ¥

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons havmg hghz pcrceptmn from birth or after birth
for each State & Union territory : rural : . ¢ :

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons havmg lught pcrcephon from birth or after
birth for each State & Union territory : urban . i :

Esumated number (per 1,00,000) of rnales, females and persons havmg v;sually disabled by age for selected
States : rural . ! i 7 3 : .

Estimated number (per 1 00000) of males, females and persons having wsua]ly disabled by age for selected
States : urban . - . ; 2 : .

Inciderice rate of usual disability by type of visual disability - and sex for cach State and Union
territory : rural i - & ; 3 ; . : . g : . % 7

Incidence rate of visual disability by type of visual disability and sex  for each State and Union
territory : urban . : - 4 Fo Pn . 2 5 - . - !

Incidence rate of visual disability for males, females and persons by age for urban and urban areas. .

Distribution for 1000 persons ages 60 years & above and havmg no llght perception by age at onset of disability
for selected States ; rural . . * :

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above having no light percepllon by age at onset of disability
for selected States : urban s . : A 2 § ; v .

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above and havmg visual disability with llght pe.lceptxou by age
at onset of disability for selected States : rural 2

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above and having visual d:satnhty with hght pm:epnon by
age at onset of disability for selected state : urban . ]

Distribution for 1000 persons having no light perception by cause of disability for selected States : rural

Distribution for 1000 persons having no light perception by cause of disability for selected States: urban

Distribution for 1000 persons hawng viaual dlsabﬂlty with ]lghr. perceptlon by cause of dlsahlhly for selected
States : rural . 2 5 % - ; 3

Distribution of 1000 persons having visual chsahlhly with hshl pcrcepnon by cause of disability for selected
States : urban 3 - g : : S 2 .

Distribution for 1000 persons havmg no hght peroepnon by type of treatment taken for
selected States : rural . - % - - . : :

Distribution for 1000 persons havmg no light perception by type of treatment taken for
selected States : urban . . : k - . . i : : . :

Distribution for 1000 persons havmg wsual dlsabihty with hght peroepuon by 1ype of treatment taken for
selected States : rural -

Distribution for 1000 persons havmg visual d:sabﬂ:ty wuh hght percupnon by type of treatment taken for
selected States : urban

Distribution for 1000 visually disabled persons who look no treatment by type of visual disability and reason
for taking no treatment for rural and urban areas . : . ; ! :

Estimated number (per 10 0,000 aged 5 years & above) of males, females and persons having hearing disability
from birth or after birth for each State & Union territory ; rural . - 4 . . .
71
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Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of males, females and persons havmg hearing disa-
bility form birth or after birth for each State & Union territory : urban : 2

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of males, females and persons havmg specch dusabihty
from birth or after birth for each State & Union territory : rural .

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of males, females and persons havmg spcech dlsabﬂ:ty
from bith or after birth for each State & Union territory: urban ~ :

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of males, females and persons hawm; hea:mg
disability by age for selected States : rural . ; - 3

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of male, females and persons hawng hcanng dlsabﬁlty
by age for selected States : urban 3 . : g X

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above) of ma]m, females and persons havmg speech dlsabﬂrty
by age for selected States : rural :

Estimated number (per 1,00,000 aged 5 years & above} of males, females and persons havmg speech disability
by age for selected States : urban : ‘ g 3 . 3 : :

Incidence rate of hearing disability by sex and sector for each State and Union territory . . : 3
Incidence rate of speech disability by sex and sector for each State and Union territory

Incidence rate of hearing disability by sex and age for rural and urban areas

Incidence rate of speech disability by sex and age for rural and urban areas

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above havmg hearma dlsabxl:ty by age at onsel of disability
for selected States: rural . g . - - ¥ 3

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years and above having hearmg d:sablhty by age at onset of disability
for selected States-: urban . : 4 . s : " ; A

Distribution for 1000 persons a(,cd 60 years & above havmg spcech dlsabtllty by age onset of dlsa.bnhty for
rural and urban areas : g . y . 5 S ~ i

Distribution  for 1000 persons (aged 5 years and above) having hearm.g dlsablllty by cause of dlsablhty for
selected States : rural 2 , 2 : : ) &

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged S,year:, & above) havlng hearing disabi hly by cause of disability for
selected States : urban - o i : : 4k : . ‘ : ‘

Disiribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years and above) having seech d:s&brhty by cause of disability for
selected States : rural < . i v 5 : : ; 2

Distribution for 1000 persons {aged 5 years & above) havmg speech d1sab111ty by cause of dwabll:ly for selected
States : urban . 3 - 3 2

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years and above) who can not hear at all by type of treatment taken
for selected States. : rural . 4 . . ! ! . s

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) ha\rmg profound degme of hearing dlsablhty by type of
treatment taken for selected States : rural ., 3 ’ " 3

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 vears & above) havmg severe degrae of hearing d:sabalny by lype of
treatment taken for selected States : rural . : § x .

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) havmg moderate degrcc of hearmg dlsabainy by type
of treatment taken for selected States : rural 2 ¢ .

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 ycars & above) who can not hear at all by type of treatment taken
for selected Statés : urban : - . : 4 L p . 2 3 s e -

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) havmg profound degree of heanng dlsab:lny by type
of treatment taken for selected States : urban : i :

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) havmg severe degrea of hearmg dtsablhly by type of
treatment taken for selected States : urban . : ;

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) havmg moderate degree of hea.rmg dlsabtlny by type
of treatment taken for selected States : urban : . ; :
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Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 vears & above) kaving speech disability only by type of treatment taken
for selected States : rural : . g 4 ¥ . ; R ] . o .

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) having speech disability only by t\pe of treatment
taken for selected States : urban - 3 % - ; -

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years and above) having commu::icaticn disability who 1ook no treat-
ment by type of disability and reason for taking no treatment ‘for rural and urban areas.

Distribution for 1000 persons (aged 5 years & above) having hearing disability who were advised hearing
aid but not acquired by reason for not acquiring aid for rural and urban areas. - : ; 3

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons having at least one of the locomotor disabilitics
for each State and Union territory of rural and urban areas : : . y >

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, females and persons having locomotor dishiliiy by (ype of lecomotor
disability for selected States : rural

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males, femles and persons having locomotor disabilily by fype of
locomotor disability for selected States : urban 5 : : . . : : : : -

Estimated number (per 1,00 000) of males, females and persons having locomotor dlsabillty by age for selected
States. : rural . 2 . 4 3 . ; : i i - /i 5

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of males females and persons havmg locomotor disability by age for selected
States: urban : A : o : 5 . - 3 : " .

Incidence rate of locomotor disability by sex for each State & Union territory of rural and urban areas..
Incidence rate of locomotor disability by sex and type of locomotor disability for rural and urban areas,
Incidence rate of locomotor disability by sex and age of rural and urban areas, .

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above having locomotor dlsabﬂ:ty due to paralym by age at
onset of disability for selected States. : rural ; i R 2 : :

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above havmg lacomolor dnsabxhty due to paralysis by age at
onset of disability for selected States : urban : ; ; R TR '

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years & above having locomotor disabilibty due to deformity of limb
by age at onset of disability for selected States : rural . x : : : ; : :

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years and above having locomotor d:sabﬂny due to deformuy of limb
by age at onset of disability for selected States : urban . . X 3 y A -

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years and above hawng locomotor d:sablhty due to amputation by ageat
amputation for rural and urban areas . 3 : 3 X

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years and above having locomotor dtsabihty due to (Iysfunctmn of
points by age at onset of disability for selected States : rural ; 3 : X .

Distribution for 1000 persons aged 60 years and above having locomotor dlsabllny due to dysfunction of
joints by age at onset of disability for selected States : urban . : : . % - :

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor dtsab:luy due to paralyms by cause of dlsablhty for selected
States : rural . ; E : . ) 5 y 3 5 2

Distribution for 1000 persons havmg locomotor dxsabllnty due to paralysw by cause of d1sabihty for selected
States : urban . : . . ’ / : d
Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to deformity of limb by cause of *disability
for selected States. : rural . ” ; : - 5 . : 5 ; ; ; s

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to deformity or limb by cause of disability for
selected States : urban i . - . y . - g 3 . . L : :

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to amputation by cause of amputation for
rural & urban areas - : = ; i - . 5 . : g ‘ ;

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to dysfunctlon of joints by cause of disability
for selected States : rural y : - v a : A . :

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to dysfunction of joints by cause of disability
for selected Stagzs : wrban LR = g Sl Tl e iy Wl R R g
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Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to paralysis by type of treatment taken for
selected States : rural . : ‘ ; ; ?

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to paralysis by type of treatment taken for
selected States : urban : ; 7 : ’ : “ : - .

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to deformity of limb (not coupled with disability
due to paralysis) by type of treatment taken for selected States : rural . . " v

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to deformity of limb (not coupled with paralysis
by type of treatment taken for selected States : urban . : : ; ! ; : . .

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to dysfunction of joints only by typeof treat-
ment taken for selected States: rural . - : ; ; 5 ; B r ) / ; .

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability due to dysfunction of Jjoints only by type of
treatment for selected States. : urban . : : - : . 5 : : ; ! ;

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability who took no treatment by type of disability and
reason for taking no treatment for rural and urban areas. - : - ) s : : g i

Distribution for 1000 persons having locomotor disability who are advised aid/appliance but did not acquire
the aid/appliance by type of disability and reasons for not acquiring the aid/appliance for rural and urban

Estimated number (per 1,00,000) of persons having at least one of the physical disabilites by sex for each State
and Union territory for rural and urban areas. : : : S 3 Ty 1 . A !
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TABLE 311 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF PERSONS HAVING VISUALLY DISABLED BY SEX FOR EACH
STATE AND UNION-TERRITORY OF RURAL AND URBAN AREAS,

rural urban
state - :
male female persons male felmale persons

)] ) ) @ &) (6) Q)
Andhra Pradesh 622 920 769 323 534 426
Assam : 194 184 190 158 178 168
Bihar ’ . 359 685 518 247 346 291
Gujarat * A 414 553 481 206 284 244
Haryana 502 561 530 525 417 473
Himachal Pradesh 2 : 447 352 398 539 111 348
Jammu & Kashmir P 270 222 248 174 104 141
Karanataka 445 749 593 218 418 315
Kerala 219 291 255 228 n 303
Madhya Pradesh 348 630 484 203 424 309
Maharashtra 407 654 528 222 406 307
Manipur 1/2 . 5 239 158 203 57 80 68
Meghalya 1/2 251 251 251 205 65 139
Nagaland 2 5 no rural sample 32 42 36
Orissa . . 604 908 758 ‘458 552 501
Punjab F - 662 196 729 386 357 3713
Rajasthan . 478 796 633 257 510 376
Tamilnadu . 469 661 563 650 624 637
Tripura 2 574 597 585 358 436 395
Uttar Pradesh 538 802 664 273 538 . 394
West Bengal . 335 . 397 364 205 235 219
Chandigarh 1/2 - 71 201 143 177 48 111
Dadra & Nagar Haveli 1 341 295 318 no urban area
Dethi 1 : . 4 302 561 419 120 241 173
Goa, Daman & Diul/2 502 400 451 191 242 216
Mizoram 2 240 210 226 31 165 95
Pondicherry 1/2 635 994 814 1377 1142 1259

all India 444 670 553 294 425 356

1 Less than 1000 households surveyed in rural areas

2 Less than 1000 households

17—59Satics /83

surveyed in urban areas
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TABLE 312 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000
CEPTION FROM B

SARVEKSHANA

) OF MALES, FEMALES
IRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STA

July—October 1983

AND PERSONS HAVING NO LIGHT PER-
TE & UNION-TERRITORY,

RURAL
having no light perception
male female persons

State

from not total from not total from not total

birth from birth from birth from

birth birth birth
1) @) (3) “@ (6] (6) (@] (8), (9) (10)

Andhra Pradesh |, 24 163 187 276 296 22 218 240
Assam p - 17 54 7 18 52 70 17 53 70
Bihar 31 129 160 24 315 339 28 221 249
Gujarat 3 % 20 70 90 T 114 121 14 91 105
Haryana 3 : 16 152 168 13 209 222 15 178 193
Himachal Pradesh 36 133 169 14 165 179 . 23 150 175
Jammu & Kashmir . 39 130 169 22 117 139 31 124 155
Karnataka % 38 105 143 28 222 250 33 163 196
Kerala . 8 51 59 7 76 83 7. 64 71
Madhya Pradesh 34 131 165 27 302 329 31 213 244
Maharashtra 16 148 164 23 274 297 20 * 210 230
Manipurl . A 13 93 106 9 58 67 1L 77. 88
Meghalayal 3 86 78 164 83 42 125 85 61 146
Orissa e 18 239 257 21 353 374 20 296 316
Punjab . . 14 190 204 16 254 270 15 221 236
Rajasthan . r 21 166 187 11 418 429 16 289 305
Tamil Nadu 28 99 127 9 144 153 18 121 139
Tripura P . 29 231 260 30 272 302 30 250 280
Uttar Pradesh . 26 205 231 24 359 383 25 279 304
West Bengal . 15 76 91 12 109 121 13 92 105
Chandigarh! . — —_ — — — — - — o
Dadra & Nagar Havelit 16 140 156 49 115 164 32 128 160
Delhit ¥ 30 91 121 - 299 299 17 184 201
Goa, Daman & Diu? — 143 145 51 94 145 25 120 145
Mizoram - X 4 92 96 — 73 73 2 83 85
Pondicherry! . 2 75 75 = 157 157 — 116 116
all-India 24 141 165 19 257 276 22 197 219

1 Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 313 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS HAVING NO LIGHT PER-
CEPTION FROM BIRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRITORY.

URBAN
State having no light perception
male female persons
from not total from  not total from not total
birth from birth  from birth from
birth birth ' birth
1) @ 3 @ () ©) (@) 8) ()] (10)
Andhra Pradesh 3 3 3 12 95 107 7 118 125 9 106 116
Assam 4 J : . 3 46 49 5 39 44 4 43 47
Bihar A ¢ - . 23 69 92 11 126 137 18 95 112
Guarat : : ‘ 3 45 48 5 61 66 4 52 57
Haryana & § : = 12 74 86 — 95 95 6 84 91
Himachal Pradesh! . . . e 16 16 - 10 10 o 14 14
Jammu & Kashmir . . : 23 111 133 13 23 36 18 70 88
Karnataka . 5 : : 7 62 69 17 111 128 12 85 98
Kerala - . 7 d 9 96 106 1 83 84 5 89 95
Madhya Pradesh . . ; 10 76 86 11 144 155 - 11 109 119
Maharashtra . . . . 14 70 83 7 136 144 1 101 11
Manipur! % ¢ - ? 15 7 22 16 57 73 15 31 46
Meghalayal . . . . 60 111 170 13 26 39 38 7 108
Nagaland! ! : . A 16 16 32 — 42 42 10« 26 36
Orissa 5 - < ) | 179 231 ) 268 275 b =220 251
Punjab g . . . 15 119 134 3 82 85 9 101 111
Rajasthan * a i 3 16 ~ 87 103 11 174 186° A T 128 142
Tamil Nadu . - . F 120 313 434 87 221 308 - *104 ¢ 268 372
Tripural : 3 3 5 57 115 172 59 130 189 - * 58° *122 180
Uttar Pradesh : : - 9 92 100 10 161 171 A A - ] 133
‘West Bengal . . . - 13 41 54 5 74 79 9. 57 66
Chandigarh! . . . . - - — — — - . %= -
Delhi M ar ey 6 37 43 — 52 0.+ '3 43 47
Goa, Daman & Diul y . — 191 191 — 62 62 C 130 130
Mizoram! : : - . — B 4 29 73 102 14 37 51
I T ——— - 83 83 81 266 348 . 41 174 215
alldndia e T 24 100 124 17 129 147 21 114 135

1 Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 3 +1+4: ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS HAVING LIGHT PER-
CEPTION FROM BITRH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION-TERRITORY.

RURAL
having light perception
male female son
State s
from not total from not total from not total
birth from birth from from
birth birth birth
(1) 2) 3 4 (5) 6) ) (®) 9 (10)
Andhra Pradesh 21 413 434 13 601 614 17 505 522
Assam 4 118 123 7 104 11 6 112 118
Bihar T 188 195 4 340 344 6 263 269
Gujarat 15 309 324 5 428 433 10 366 376
Haryana 5 329 334 3 332 335 4 330 334
Himachal Pradesh 14 257 271 7 158 165 i0 207 217
Jammu & Kashmir . 2 99 101 3 81 84 2 90 92
Karnataka 18 281 299 13 486 499 15 382 397
Kerala 17 143 160 13 194 207 15 169 184
Madhya Pradesh 1 183 184 8 203 301 4 236 240
Maharashtra . 8 234 242 5 351 356 ¥ 292 299
Manipurt 16 118 134 6 84 90 12 103 115
Meghalaya . ! — 86 86 14 111 125 7 98 105
Orissa : . 12 335 347 13 518 531 13 428 441
Punjab ‘ s 7 450 457 8 518 526 8 482 490
Rajasthan - *. 2 287 289 - 363 363 1 324 325
Tamil Nadu . » 15 327 342 8 500 508 12 414 426
Tripura . i 28 286 314 — 295 295 14 290 304
Uttar Pradesh . " 9 297 306 g 3 415 418 353 359
West Bengal . . 8 236 244 3 273 276 5 254 259
Chandigarh! a 7 7 — 291 291 — 143 143
Dadra & Nagar Havelit — 186 186 — 131 131 — 159 159
Delhit o . . 181 181 — 262 262 — 218 218
Goa, Daman & Diu! — 357 357 —_ 255 255 — 306 £306
Mizoram . . 20 126 146 17 120 137 18 123 141
Pondicherry 1 , i — 560 560 — 837 837 —_ 698 698
all-India 10 268 278 6 385 391 8 325 333

1 Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 3+1 -5 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF MALES FEMALES AND PERSONS HAVING LIGHT PERCEP-
TION FROM BIRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRITORY

URBAN
_ having light perception
state male female persons
from  not total from not total from not total
birth  from birth form birth from
birth birth birth
(n (2) 3) “@ (%) ] (N (8) (©)} (10)
Andhra Pradesh ¥ 5 . 11 204 214 17 392 409 14 296 310
Assam i 3 3 % ; 8 102 110 — 134 134 4 117 121
Bihar : - >, . 10 145 155 Ak 197 202 8 168 176
Gujarat i " : : 10 148 158 3 215 218 T 180 187
Haryana 2 . . ‘ 3 436 439 — 322 322 2 381 383
Himachal Pradesh . 5 . 23 499 523 — 101 101 13 321 334
Jammu .& Kashmir . o . 5 34 39 - 68 68 3 50 53
Karnataka 5 . 4 5 17 141 148 : ) 283 290 7 210 217
Kerala i : - 3 16 106 122 33 260 293, 25 183 208
Madhya Pradesh . - z 11 106 117 2 267 269 = 183 190
Maharashtra . . . . 4 134 138 6 255 261 5 190 195
Manipurt R L o — 35 35 = i R — 2 22
Meghalayal . . . . 24 12 36 — 26 26 12 19 31
Nagaland! | 3 : . — — — - — — — — =
Orissa - . Z : 10 216 227 2 275 277 7 243 250
Punjab e s S L 3 247 250 6 266 22 4 256 261
Rajasthan . . . . 2 152 154 & 324 324 * 233 234
Tamil Nadu . L v ‘ 17 198 215 10 302 312 13 249 263
Tripura 1 3 § . : 6 180 186 11 235 247 9 206 215
Uttar Pradesh . . 4 v 5 167 172 4 361 365 4 256 260
West Bengal . ~ B 2 7 144 151 8 148 156 i 146, 153
Chandigarh 1 . = . 5 L0 177 177 24 24 48 12 98 111
Delhil . . . . 9 68 77 8 169 177 9 112 121
Goa, Daman Diu? . % — — — — 180 180 - 86 86
Mizoram? o . A 4 — 27 T | - 63 63 - 44 44
Pondicherry! . 3 ¥ % — 1294 1294 41 753 794 20 1024 1044
all India : & ; 5 8 162 170 7 268 276 8 212 220

1Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 3 21 : INCIDENCE RATE OF VISUAL DISABILITY BY TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY AND SEX FOR EACH STATE
AND UNION TERRITORY

RURAL

type of disability
male female Person
state

having having  total having  having  total having  having total  number

no light no light no light of sample

light percep- light percep- light  pescep. o

percep- tion percep-  tion percep=  tion

tion tion - tion

()] @ 3) @ ) © Q)] ® o) (10) (11)

Andhra Pradesh y 9 . 46 35 34 82 116 21 64 85 141
Assam . % . —_ —_ —_ - 8 8 — 4 4 4
Bihar 6 8 15 8 13 21 il 11 18 51
Gujarat 2 23 25 6 48 54 4 35 39 33
Haryana 7 28 35 8 15 23 7 22 29 14
Himachal Pradesh . 16 31 47 — — — 8 15 23 8
Jammu & Kashmir . 8 2 10 4 3 7 6 2 8 8
Karnataka . . 7 34 41 13 43 36 10 39 44 44
Kerala ’ 9 11 1 8 9 2 8 10 13
Madhya Pradesh . 7 12 19 17 25 42 12 18 30 70
Maharashtra . . 12 20 32 12 24 36 12 22 34 79
Manipur . . . 32 4 36 — 23 23 17 13 30 6
Nagaland . . no rural sample
Orissa 5 33 38 8 24 32 7 29 36 18
Punjab 9 46 35 21 39 60 15 42 57 73
Rajasthan X g 4 44 48 28 25 53 16 34 50 42
Tamil Nadu 8 68 76 i2 95 107 10 82 92 169
Tripura . . 4 9 13 27 13 40 16 11 27 9
Uttar Pradesh . s 12 13 25 14 22 36 13 17 30 101
West Bengal . . ; $ 18 25 5 12 17 6 15 21 36
Chandigarh = = = = 145 145 — 48 48 1
Dadra and Nagar Haveli 16 == 16 16 16 32 16 8 24 3
o Y RS - 30 30 37 — 37 17 17 34 2
Goa, Daman & Diu — 45 45 — 45 45 — 45 45 2
s | i 6 & u . 3 6 9 1 6 7 3
Pondicherry . : - 149 149 — 125 125 — 137 137 6
all-India : L 8 24 ‘32 13 32 45 10 28 38 936

Incidence rate=1,00,000 x estimated number of persons who became visually disabled duriing last year

estimated total population
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TABLE 322 : INCIDENCE RATE OF VISUAL DISABILITY BY TYPE OF VISUAL i)ISABILI'I'Y AND SEX FOR EACH STATE
AND UNION TERRITORY d

URBAN
e type of disability ~E
male _female persons
state having  having total having having  total having haying  total  number _
7 no light no light no light of ;
light percep- light percep- light percep- sample
percep- tion _percep- tion percep- tion cases
tion tion tion
1) ) 3 4) &) (6) (6] (8) ) (10) (11)
Andhra Pradesh 26 23 49 11 56 66 19 39 58 84
Assam 5 13 18 4 6 10 5 10 15 8
Bihar . 3 3 6 7 26 33 5 13 18 23
Gujarat , 3 19 22 3 10 13 3 14 17 17
Haryana 5 19 24 15 11 26 9 15 24 13
Himachal Pradesh . - — — - 8 8 — 4 4 1
Jammu & Kashmir . 25 — 25 —_ 6 6 13 3 4
Karnataka - 12 12 11 22 ., 33 5 17 22 25
Kerala . y 1 2 Al 8 16 24 5 9 14 13
Madhya Pradesh 8 16 24 ] 34 39 6 25 31 39
Maharashtra 6 17 23 6 25 31 6 21 27 71
Manipur 7 — 7 — e i 4 = 4 1
Meghalaya 60 - 60 — - — 31 — 31 1
Orissa 9 9 18 13 33 46 11 20 31 24
Punjab 10 17 27 5 20 25 7 18 25 21
Rajasthan 7 15 2 2 i 33 4 22 26 2
Tamil Nadu 20 " R 6 72 78 13 53 66 120
Tripura . ’ — — — - 11 11 - 6 6 1
Uttar Pradesh . ; 2 13 15 6 42 48 4 26 30 %9
‘West Bengal . . 3 5 8 4 11 15 3 & 11 18
Chandigarh — - — — 24 24 s 12 12 1
Dl » o . 6 9 = 20 20 2 12 14 6
Goa, Daman & Diu . — — — — — — — — — Ly
Mizoram. . — — — — —_ — — — — ==
Pondicherry 20 61 81 41 101 142 31 81 112 9
all-india . 8 15 23 6 32 38 7 23 30 576

TABLE 3-2-3 : INCIDENCE RATE OF VISUAL DISABILITY FOR MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS BY AGE FOR RURAL
AND URBAN AREAS

rural urban
age-group
(yrs) male female person male female person
1) L )] (3) C)] (5 (6) N
—4 5 + 5 3 ¥ : 6 13 9 5 3 . 4
5—14 3 Aty Rew. 4 1 3 2 3 2
15—39 . i . X 3 4 4 6 2 4
40—359 . . ! 1 - : 32 49 41 31 58 43
60 & above . i . ) . 361 483 422 284 473 381
S A R R 2 45 38 23 38 0

18—59 Statestics/83
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TABLE 3-3:1 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS A GED 60 YEARS & ABOVE AND HAVING NO LIGHT PERCEPTION
'BY AGE AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
age (years) at onset of disability
state
0—4 5—14 15—29 30—4 559 60 & all ages
(1) (2) (3 4 (5) () (W] (8)

Andhra Pradesh F 3 11 11 196 772 1000
Assam 35 148 - 71 266 480 1000
Bihar 60 101 28 41 265 505 1000
Gujarat — 23 16 61 302 598 1000
Haryana . 25 123 265 31 212 344 1000
Karnataka 25 13 ~ 62 175 718 1000
Kerala . 17 48 33 51 144 707 1000
Madhya Pradesh 58 60 24 99 248 511 1000
Mabharashtra 19 37 23 18 228 675 1000
Orissa - : - 11 6 29 34 205 715 1000
Punjab i - 36 ’43 54 55 217 590 1000
Rajasthan 14 39 19 41 238 649 1000
Tamil Nadu 20 33 6 12 . 156 T73 1000
Uttar Pradesh 48 81 36 51 249 535 1000
West Bengal 19 18 6 42 232 683 1000
all-india . 33 53 30 43 229 612 1000
TABLE 3.3.2 : URBAN ;

. (2) (3) ) (5) (6) (@) (8)
Andhra Pradesh. 14 32 24 44 229 657 1000
Bihar . 38 11 43 42 272 594 1000
Gujarat . - 39 = L 58 51 787 1000
Haryana . e s 87 11— —_ 17 291 545 1000
Karnataka 10 12 10 = 228 747 1000
Kerala . . . = 51 26 60 290 573 1000
Madhya Pradesh 33 58 42 n 319 477 1000
Maharashtra 11 32 10 67 221 659 1000
Qrissa 7 = 23 — 392 578 1000
Punjab . . - 5] 87 45 43 305 469 1000
Rajasthan =, 89 55 46 65 160 585 1000
Tamil MNadu . - 8 35 15 32 298 612 1000
Uttar Pradesh . . 42 89 13 52 297 - 507 1000
West Bengal 25 16 24 44 187 704 1000

all-india . 29 45 24 47 253 602 1000
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TABLE 3-3-3 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS & ABOVE AND HAVING VISUAL DISABILITY
WITH LIGHT PERCEPTION BY AGE AT ON SET OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES.

RURAL
»
age (years) at on set of disability
state
0—4 5—14 15—29 30—44 4559 60 & all ages
above

(1) 2 (€)] @ (5) (6) 0] ®
Andhra Pradesh 3 3 5 7 200 782 1000
Bihar 39 73 9 10 2% w 5713 1000
Gujarat 44 40 4 24 187 701 1000
Haryana . 24 5 - 16 235 720 1000
Karnataka — 2 8 7 169 814 1000
Kerala - 6 12 11 35 208 728 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 41 54 14 25 203 663 1000
Maharashtra . . 12 9 _ - 15 206 758 1000
Orissa T, 7 31 18 12 232 700 1000
Punjab . . 5 61 S - 17 20 158 694 1000
Rajasthan LAY, 26 3 22 16 223 710 1000
Tamil Nadu . . 14 12 7 9 184 774 1000
Uttar Pradesh -« . 34 55 16 16 205 674 1000
West Bengal . . 13 10 12 14 271 680 1000
allindia . . . 23 29 11 14 214 709 1000
TABLE 3 34 : URBAN

(1 @ (3 C))] (5) (6) @) (8)
Andhra Pradesh . 5 16 6 14 240 . 1000
Bine 7ok #0I0e 13 9 4 24 387 563 1000
Gujarat . - ‘ 25 37 = —_ 210 728 1000
Haryana . C - 6 — 16 458 520 1000
Karnataka 5 8 10 4 227 746 1000
Kerala ; 8 17 i 31 208 . 736 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 39 48 2" . -3 312 588 1000
Maharashtra 16 22 9 20 208 725 1000
Orissa " 11 1 12 19 318 629 1000
Pupjab . . . 33 48 5 12 190 712 1000
Rajasthan . . 38 25 8 - 254 675 1000
Tamil Nadu . . 2 2 1 17 227 741 1000
Uttar Pradesh . . 17 40 22 14 218 689 1000
West Bengal . . 19 28 34 112 222 585 1000
Al e 17 23 12 19 243 686 1000
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TABLE 3 -4-1 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING NO LIGHT PERCEPTION BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR
SELECTED STATES.

RURAL
o
cause of disability
state =
cataract glaucoma  corneal injuries eye . myopia others not all
opacity haeomr- and recorded causes
rhage not
other known
than
injury

(1) 2 &) ) (3) (©) (N (®) ®) (10)
Andhra Pradesh . . . 157 49 124 32 2 = = 636 1000
Assam : : 3 s 196 157 92 137 = — — 418 1000
Bihar : i . A 321 30 121 12 3 - — 505 1000
Gujarat : : - < 332 23 134 78 . L i 422 1000
Haryana : - - . 111 182 123 15 12 — - 557 1000
Himachal Pradesh. . . 146 145 49 48 - - — 612 1000
Jammu & Kashmir : - 135 52 138 - — — - 675 1000
Riataks = . s .o 104 23 128 52 7 S - 670 1000
Kerala E 4 a 7 257 12 96 48 12 - =, 575 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 5 154 49 197 30 18 — — 552 1000
Maharashtra s . ] 126 44 201 20 6 2 <z 601 1000
Orissa ; . . . 286 9 162 42 — —- — 501 1000
Punjab e I e b 158 324 52 27 23 £ — 416 1000
Rajasthan . . . A 150 117 147 13 _— = o 573 1000
Tamil Nadu . g ? - 145 63 108 41 — — —s 643 1000
Tripura A ’ : A 100 18 150 49 9 st =H 674 1000
Uttar Pradesh - A : 191 133 178 23 9 = - 466 1000
West Bengal . .. . . 298 26 133 32 o s = 511 1000
all-India . ; ; s 198 78 152 28 8 = = 536 1000
TABLE 3+4-2 : URBAN

1) 2 3) @ ) (6) (N (8) ) (10)

Andhra Pradesh . . . 141 3 146 34 = il 645 1000
Bihar ; ; , i 229 72 144 21 26 8 — 500 1000
Gujarat N g et 123 45 131 73 = L = 628 1000
Haryana . : : ; 219 125 214 28 —_ s = 414 1000
Karnataka > R 127 9 173 17 "9 =~ = 565 1000
Kerala ; ; : " 112 98 74 45 34 — = 637 1000
Madhya Pradesh . . . 229 27 203 25 3 2, % 511 1000
Maharashtra e 192 69 157 65 5 i -~ 512 1000
Orissa g S 157 19 285 45 10 — = 484 1000
Punjab by B ar | T¥Y 151 228 123 45 = S — 453 1000
Rajasthan 5 . : 272 91 43 26 = — — 568 1000
Tamil Nadu . i i 2 41 23 498 74 2 S — 362 1000
Uttar Pradesh : ‘ - 232 148 134 29 24 - — 433 1000
West Bengal . 3 ¢ 290 52 202 70 16 — - 370 1000
altidia . . ., . 156 64 246 R = % 4713 1000




July—October 1983 SARVEKSHANA 87

TABLE 3 43 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING VISUAL DISABILITY WITH LIGHT PERCEPTION BY CAUSE
OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL

cause of disability
state
< eye
cataract  glaucoma corneal  injuries  haemor- myopia  others not all
opacity hage and recorded causes
r other not
than known
injury
(63 ' (2) (3) @ () (6) Q) (8) 9 (10)
Andhra Pradesh . : ; 221 35 32 8 3 1 — 700 1000
Assam 2 - ~ : 311 25 107 32 7 6 —_ 512 1000
Bihar ; . - . 350 » 19 40 6 9 1 2 573 1000
Gujarat ] < ] ; 229 39 49 27 3 = - 653 1000
Haryana - s ; . 286 70 23 33 5 — —_ 583 1000
Himachal Pradesh . : 4 234 Y 114 . = 10 - — 617 1000
Jammu & Kashmir ; . 190 104 123 84 — — — 499 1000
Karnataka - : . 126 22 26 33 4 e — 789 1000
Kerala : 4 . 309 9 45 41 9 4 — 583 1000
Madhya Pradesh . A 2 200 20 78 15 5 2 2 678 1000
Maharashtra 2 : . 133 50 87 31 2 3 — 694 1000
Orissa oo AT MR 245 29 35 23 5 E 21 663 1000
Punjab e LT 303 168 45 16 1 — — 467 1000
Rajastan : : - 200 83 55 14 s = 3 645 1000
Tamil Nadu . . : ! 154 36 28 26 1 3 = 752 1000
Tripura = 5 g % 184 - 16 178 97 16 8 = 501 1000
Uttar Pradesh ” N . 305 73 48 16 4 1 — 553 1000
West Bengal ] ‘ . 312 11 37 41 — - — 599 1000
all-India : : ; i 243 46 46 21 4 1 —_ 639 1000
v
TABLE 344 : URBAN
(0 @) (3) G (5) (6) M ®) ©) (10)
Andhra Pradesh . ; : 197 25 40 16 5 4 2 711 1000
Bihar - . v 5 315 29 69 25 — 8 — 554 1000
Gujarat - : s 273 22 39 46 — 4 & 616 1000
Haryana 5 . - 189 116 5 254 1 == L g 436 1000
Karnataka . iy . - . 183 27 25 4 — — — 731 1000
Kerala . i P 7 421 9 19 29 — 6 - 516 1000
Madhya Pradesh . . . 315 27 T 16 4 — — 567 1000
Maharashtra N - / 217 54 73 23 1 7 — 625 1000
Qrissa - S 5 ] 241 65 62 41 18 —_ — 573 1000
Punjab : 3 > . 353 197 28 22 - i = 400 1000
Rajasthan . . . . 249 66 16 = 11 -— —_ 658 1000
Tamil Nadu . - : - 301 58 22 2 s 3 —_ 589 1000
Uttar Pradesh s il . 387 99 35 9 9 =5 - 461 1000
West Bengal . 7 : : 349 61 67 20 55 =4 X 503 1000
all.India /s = : : 285 59 40 30 3 2 — 581 "~ 1000
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TABLE 351 : DISTRIBUTION (PER 1000 PERSONS) HAVING NO LIGHT PERCEPTION BY TYPE OF TREATMENT
TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
type of treatment taken
i glasses medicine surgical others no total
only only operation treatment
taken
(1) ) (3) () ) (6) )
AndhraPradesh . . . . 11 272 91 54 572 1000
Assam RNy paE 57 304 142 123 374 1000
Bihar e oS e, e 10 215 115 14 546 1000
Gujarat 5 . v ; 17 411 324 34 214 1000
Haryana . ‘ . 22 219 340 69 350 1000
Himachal Pradesh ‘ — 240 287 99 374 1000
Jammu & Kashmir . 14 207 210 167 402 1000
Karnataka . ; . 5 267 98 32 598 1000
Kerala x § : 10 486 120 184 200 1000
Madhya Prades 23 231 130 68 548 1000
Maharashtra . . . . 6 331 123 53 487 1000
Orlssa P Py A 15 200 99 68 618 1000
Punjab : ! ; A : 6 204 440 161 189 1000
Rajasthan 9 204 192 6l 534 1000
Tamil Nadu 7 271 139 82 501 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 6 297 173 49 475 1000
West Bengal . g : 14 407 172 71 336 1000
all-India L= tos it =l 11 271 154 70 494 1000
o
TABLE3:5-2 : URBAN
1) 2 3) “ ) (6) (%))

Andhra Pradesh ‘ - i 283 244 60 406 1000
Bihar S i el 34 281 185 43 457 1000
Gujarat ; =% w F : ; 34 336 304 86 240 1000
Haryana 2 - . : : — 211 333 147 309 1000
Karnataka i . 7 262 253 96 382 1000
Kerala 12 539 188 151 110 1000
Madhya Pradesh 16 360 . 249 95 280 1000
Maharashtra 8 364 241 77 310 1000
Orissa 3 540 96 33 328 1000
Punjab 2 324 367 60 247 1000
Rajasthan 15 305 308 52 320 1000
TamilNadu . 2 539 172 33 254 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 3 341 239 109 308 1000
West Bengal 6 407 317 147 123 1000
all-India o AGLe e g 8 408 25 71 288 1000
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TABLE 3 -5 3 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING VISUAL DISABILITY WITH LIGHT PERCEPTION BY TYPE
OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES
RURAL
type of treatment taken ne total
state ——  treatment
glasses medicine surgical others taken
onl y only operation
(1 2) 3) 0] (5) (6} (M

Andhra Pradesh 46 180 143 38 593 1000
Assam 198 314 69 : 75 344 1000
Bihar 60 156 88 . 80 616 1000
Gujarat 40 180 281 30 469 1000
Haryana 61 : 149 302 38 450 1000
Himachal Pradesh . . . . 9 201 243 66 397 1000
Jammu & Kashmir - : s 98 212 392 93 205 1000
Karnataka 64 201 122 44 569 1000
Kerala 70 394 215 75 246 1000
Madhya Pradesh 33 179 146 59 583 1000
Mahagashtra 48 T o17s 204 36 537 . 1000
Orissa . » ~ * 12 173 97 53 665 1000
Punjab 23 202 415 98 262 1000
Rajasthan 17 143 212 39 589 1000
Tamil Nadu 17 240 137 50 556 1000
Tripura 96 378 178 176 172 1000
Uttar Pradesh 32 170 205 40 553 1000
West Bengal 75 286 136 61 442 1000
all-India 43 : 194 174 50 539 1000
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TABLE 354 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING VISUAL DISABILITY WITH LIGHT PERCEPTION BY
TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

URBAN
type of treatment taken no
state treatment total
glasses medicine surgical others taken
only only otheration
m 2 3 O] (5) ©) (@]

Andhra Pradesh . : - . 122 271 180 43 384 ’ 1000
Bihar & & e T e 34 234 134 137 " 461 1000
Guajarat ) ¢ : ; i 112 247 406 34 201 1000
Haryana N . " . . 50 250 570 35 95 1000
Karnataka ; . . : A 86 261 222 43 388 1000
Kerala =k , : : 80 385 339 48 148 1000
Madhya Pradesh . : g : 71 181 233 ; 57 458 1000
Maharastra = . % . 91 221 311 58 319 1000
Orissa - . v v g 61 245 201 66 427 1000
Punjab 4 A . . . 26 183 539 92 160 1000
Rajasthan . g . . . 53 144 335 51 417 1000
Tamil nado ’ g . i . 59 o 2 233 36 405 1000
Uttar Pradesh . . . v e 79 227 332 34 328 1000
West Bengal 3 y . : X 104 419 252 71 154 1000
all India A : s IR p 78 254 289 54 325 1000

TABLE ‘3:5'5 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 HAVING VISUALLY DISABLED PERSONS WHO LOOK NO TREATMENT
BY TYPE OF VISUAL DISABILITY AND REASON FOR TAKING NO TREATMENT FOR RURAL
AND URBAN AREAS '

usual disability

reason for taking no treatment rural urban

with no light with light with no light with light
perception  psrception perception Perception
) (2) (3) (€] (5
place where treatmet available not known ! . . 49 19 2% 23
_treatment expensive k . 2 . . 460 499 537 . 415

treatment not deemed be necessary for :

economic independence . . i d s 163 173 - 106 166
personal independence . : . y . - 82 140 63 156
other causes . 5 ‘ . - : - . . 246 169 270 240

total . > . ’ . . : ¢ . 1000 1000 1000 1000
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TABLE 411 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000 AGED 3 'YE—;\RS & ABOVE) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS
HAVING HEARING DISABILITY FROM BIRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRI-

TORY
' RURAL :
having disability
male R T AT R pe_rsa'ls_- 5 S
state from not from total from not from total from not total
. birth birth birth birth birth from
. birth
(1) 2 3) (4 (%) (6) ™ , () ()] (10)

Andhra Pradesh 208 584 792 188 519 707 197 552 749
Assam 177 214 391 177 196 373 176 205 381
Bihar 242 3 553 181 252 433 213 282 495
Gujarat . 93 237 330 96 251 47 93 245 338
Haryana 117 691 808 70 427 497 95 567 662
Himachal Pradesh 294 457 751 239 242 481 265 347 612
Jammu & Kashmir 350 367 717 293 169 462 324 274 598
Karnataka 322 353 675 190 328 518 257 342 599
Kerala 208 282 490 167 22 489 187 302 489
Madhya Pradesh 121 202 323 74 231 - 305 98 216 314
Maharashtra 137 376 513 89 363 452 114 370 484
Manipur! [ 3 41 368 409 52 191 243 47 286 333
Meghalayél ‘ % 775 238 1013 = 226 226 403 232 635
Orissa i 229 695 924 216 543 759 224 618 842
Punjab R : 95 534 629 79 474 553 87 505 592
Rajasthan 112 402 514 73 419 492 94 411 505
Tamil Nadu 208 637 845 161 651 812 184 645 829
Tripura i 124 349 473 48 655 703 88 496 584
Uttar Pradesh 160 400 560 128 283 411 145 345 490
West Bengal 238 437 675 216 419 635 226 430 656
C:handigarhl 243 186 429 —_ 1262 1262 171 509 680
Dadra & Nagar Havelit 187 261 443 321 361 117 290 407
Delhit . 1 35 426 461 139 366 505 81 399 480
Goa, Daman & Diul 48 201 249 — 199 199 25 199 224
Mizoram 536 386 922 516 353 869 526 370 896
Pondicherry! 143 821 964 87 1546 1633 116 1176 1292
All-India g 187 408 595 146 364 510 168 385 553

1Less than 1000 houscholds surveyed.

19—59Satics /83
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TABLE 412 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00 000, AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) OF MALES., FEMALES AND PERSONS
HAVING HEARING DISABILITY FROM BIRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRI-

TORY.
URBAN
having disability
Il e " female s persons
state from not total from not total from not total
birth from birth from birth from
birth birth birth

(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9) (10)
Andhra Pradesh | 112 341 453 140 427 567 126 384 510
Assam . 2 ! ! 166 220 86 92 222 314 134 220 354
Bihar 2 : ‘ : 149 193 342 101 291 392 128 237 365
Gujarat 85 186 271 73 203 276 79 195 274
Haryana 49 442 491 127 463 - 590 86 452 538
Himachal Pradesh! 60 141 201 79 136 215 68 139 207
Jammu & Kashmir 177 116 293 107 119 226 145 117 262
Karpataka 103 288 391 133 289 422 17 288 405
Kerala 219 239 458 149 219 368 184 229 413
Madhya Pradesh 83 107 190 56 164 220 69 136 205
Maharashtra - 82 192 274 64 211 275 74 201 275
Manipurl 27 94 121 29 228 257 28 159 187
Meghalayal 28 152 180 P 109 109 15 131 146
Nagaland! ; y : . a8 47 85 30 60 20 35 52 87
Orissa 129 258 aR7 94 279 373 113 269 382
Punjab 76 312 388 100 280 380 87 297 384
Rajasthan 89 354 443 62 344 406 76 350 426
Tamil Nadu 268 444 712 181 566 747 225 503 728
Tripural 1_99 260 459 105 326 431 155 292 447
Uttar Pradesh 101 253 354 61 255 316 83 254 337
West Bengal ¢ 75 300 375 78 243 321 77 273 350 °
Chandigarh! 32 412 444 28 255 283 30 329 359
Delhit d 149 66 215 15 152 167 91 104 195
Goa, Daman & Diutl 67 103 170 — 39 39 35 71 106
Mizoram! 146 183 329 312 356 668 227 267 494
Pondicherry! 111 1207 1318 199 1093 1292 156 1151 1307
all-India 120 266 386 96 299 395 108 282 190

1Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 413 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000, AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PRRSONS
HAVING SPEECH DISABILITY FROM BIRTH OR AFTER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRI-

TORY
RURAL
having disability
male femalz persons
state from not total from not total from not total
birth from birth from birth from
birth . birth birth
0 @ ) G ©) G © a0
Andhra Pradesh 408 128 536 282 63 345 347 96 443
Assam . ‘ . ¢ 209 28 237 210 41 251 210 34 244
Bihar 342 65 407 225 32 257 284 50 334
Gujarat ’ 174 46 220 87 30 17 131 38 169-
Haryana . b 219 148 367 130 26 156 178 91 269
Himachal Pradesh 415 78 493 226 51 271 ¢ 315 64 379
Jammu & Kashmir 520 107 627 338 68 406 435, 83 523
Karnataka 307 100 407 205 71 276 257 86 343
Kerala 405 132 537 219 85 304 310 108 418
adh ya Pradesh 178 51 229 98 18 116 139 35 174
Maharashtra - - = 190 62 252 110 28 138 150 S 194
Manipurl i : k 83 97 180 35 43 78 60 71 131
Meghalayat 856 14 870 67 59 126 478 35 513
Orissa 308 61 369 197 39 236 252 51 303
Punjab RIS 237 123 360 126 48 174 183 87 270
Rajasthan 197 185, < 36d 83 49 132 141 109 250
Tamil Nadu 326 136 462 208 74 282 267 105 372
Tripura : 298 123 421 124 84 208 214 105 319
Uttar Pradesh " . s 290 99 389 163 53 216 229 78 307
West Bengal 301 84 385 245 Sk 296 273 68 341
Chandigarh! r 81 239 320 = 435 435 57 298 355
Dadra & Nagar Havelil . 261 37 298 100 20 120 184 29 213
Delhit ; 498 72 570 275 184 459 401 121 522
Goa, Daman, & Diu 103 159 262 113' 122 235 108 141 249
Mizoram! : : 565 79 644 526 110 636 545 95 640
Pondicherry y 723 83 806 320 - 320 526 42 568
all-India : - § 287 92 379 - 180 48 228 234 70 304

1Less than 1000 households surveyed.
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TABLE 4-14 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000, AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS
‘HAVING SPEECH DISABILITY FROM BIRTH OR AFIER BIRTH FOR EACH STATE & UNION

TERRITORY
URBAN
T having disability
male 3 female ' persons
state from not total from not total from not total
birth from birth from birth from
birth birth birth
1) (2) 3) ) () (6) (7) (8) ©® 0
Andhra Pradesh t " : 270 174 444 218 82 300 244 129 373
Assam : s . 195 83 278 110 20 130 157 56 213
Bihar . 3 - : 259 55 314 141 43 184 208 50 258
Gujarat ! " . 120 69 189 86 52 138 103 61 164
Haryana ’ : . . 349 298 647 412 189 601 379 246 625
Himachal Pradesh ’ v 115 7 152 72 22 94 97 30 127
Jammu & Kashmir 2 238 118 356 127 103 230 187 111 298
Karnataka i 18 185 145 330 177 72 249 181 10 291
Kerala G 2 490 152 642 225 78 303 356 us 470
Madhya Pradesh . A p 125 84 209 85 23 108 106 55 161
Maharashtra = . . . 149 88 237 100 55 155 126 73 199
Manipur! < s 168 g 375 45 8 53 108 8 116
Meghalayal . - : L 125 32 157 20 46 66- 75 39 114
Nagaland! . ; z : — 12 12 60 — 60 23 8§ 31
Orissa 5 v ; : 182 37 219 157 51 208 171 43 214
Punjab - . . 195 212 407 105 58 163 152 139 291
Rajasthan ; 2 Iy 217 144 361 130 42 172 176 96 272
Tamil Nadu - . . ; 275 172 447 184 73 257 231 122 353
Tripurat ; : - 327 100 427 167 53 220 251 78 329
Uttar Pradesh : ; 296 152 448 137 76 213 224 118 342
West Benga : 137 52. 196 100 - 36 136 120 48 168
Chandigarh! . . : 412 411 823 57 o 57 224 195 419
Delhi i 263 91 354 254 18 272 259 60 319
Goa, Daman, Diut = - 145 103 248 370 72 442 254 87 341
Mizoram! % ; - 194 68 262 418 44 462 303 56 359
Pondicherry! . . . 246 290 536 179 44 223 212 167 379
all-India Ry 220 122 342 148 59 207 186 93 279

N ess than 1000 households serveyed.
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TABLE 4.2.1 : INCIDENCE RATE OF HEARING DISABILITY BY SEX AND SECTOR FOR EACH STATE AND UNION-

TERRITORY
rural urban
State -
L male female persons number male female pesons number
of sample of sample
cases cases
(1) : (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) ©)
Andhra Pradesh ., : 36 38 37 60 19 42 31 | 41
Assam . ; : 5 8 6 5 4 34 17 » 4
Bihar . J ; - 8 5 ) 14 6 12 9 10
Guuarat 5 2 : 12 18 A 15 11 2 14 8 7
Haryana : : : 33 23 29 10 + 12 8 5
Himachal Pradesh . . 19 13 16 4 — —_ — -
Jammu & Kashmir : 16 7 12 9 - 7 3 1
Karnataka . 3 . 26 11 19 15 7 14 10 12
Kerala . , . . 14 12 13 15 9 6 7 7
Madhya Pradesh | P 6 5 5 10 9 6 7 9
Maharashira : " 14 29 21 34 12 9 11 26
Manipur : - : 1 —_ I~ 1 — — == e
Meghalaya . o . 37 — 19 2 — —_ L= =
Nagaland . ; . no rural sample — .20 8 1
Orissa - S A 40 52 46 18 12 10 11 7
Punsab ., : ; : 37 38 38 40 23 16 20 13
Rajasthan . : 26 12 19 17 8 19 13 11
Sikkim . 2 g . - e — — — — Wi =
Tamul Nadu . g : 78 45 62 94 50 36 43 68
Tripura Ly . ’ 5 26 15 4 — 13 6 1
Uttar Pradesh : i 8 8 8 22 12 5 9 19
West Bengal . - g 11 11 11 16 11 9 10 16
Chandigarh . . - 81 123 94 2 — o == a3
Dadra & Nagar Haveli 19 20 20 2+« nouwrban area
Delhi . ) : . 35 45 39 2he — = it 1.4
Goa, Daman & Diu . 55 - 29 1 —_ e =i P
Mizoram % 1 ) 1 q 4 2 - | 11 8 2
Pondicherry . - 3 15 —_ 8 1 45 45 45 4
all-India . ; ; 20 18 19 411 14 15 15 264
estimated number of persons (aged 5 Yrs & above) who became disabled (for hearing disability)
during last year
Incidence rate = 1,00,000 X

estimated total population (aged 5 yrs. & above) -
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TABLE 4.2.2 : INCIDENCE RATE OF SPEECH DISABLILITY BY SEX AND SECTOR FOR EACH STATE AND UNION-

TERRITORY.
rural urban -
State
male female persons number male female persons number
of sample of sampl'e
- cases cases

M : [63] 6] () &) ©) ) ®) ©)
Andhra Pradesh . . 5 3 4 6 5 11 8 10
Assam . - - = — — = = = = a1 ey
Bihar . & 1 3 2 5 8 — Y 4
Gurarat g : : - 2 1 1 — 5 2 2
Haryana : . : 76 6 44 3 - — < — ko
Himachal Prakesh . . — —_ =% o LY AB) iz AN
Jammu & Kashmir . 5 2 4 3 4 — 2 1
Karnataka . . < 16 - 8 6 18 7 13 14
Kerala . . i 5 2 3 4 11 3 7 6.
Madhya Pradesh . : 2 4 % 4 3 2 5
Maharashtra 9 1 5 9 8 3 6 16
Manipur . ¢ . — 7 3 1 — — = S
Meghalaya . < b — — - 28 — 15 1
Nagaland i o = — 12 — 8 1
Orissa 6 — 3 2 2 6 4 3
Puniab . 5 4 4 5 6 3 4 3
Rasasthan . . . 3 3 3 2 6 — 3 3
Sikkim LS, 5 = = - i~ i =s
Tamil Nadu . 7 2 5 8 11 2 7 13
Tripura ‘ — 10 5 1 7 B 4 |
Uttar Pradesh : . 3 1 2 6 6 pae 3 B
West Bengal . v . 2 3 2 3 4 1 b 3
Arunachal Pradesh = - — — — — e = =i
Chandigarh . - . = = e, — 190 = 00 1
Dadra & Nagar Haveli . _— — — — g e e pu
Delhi . & 2 . — — — - = i > -
Goa, Daman & Diu % =11 — 29 | — s = =
Mizorani 10 Hems 5 1 16 — 8 1
Pondicherry . = e =— — 22 — 11 1
6 2 4 7 7 3 5 9%

all-India
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TABLE 4.2.3 : INCIDENCE RATE OF HEARING DISABILITY BY SEX AND AGE ®OR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS
rural urban
age group g
(vrs.) male female persons male female  persons
(1) @ )] ) ® (6) Q)
5—14 . g . ; . 14 11 12 6 7 7
15—=39 . 7 S 5 3 7 5
40—59 . 16 16 16 16 9 13
60 & above 135 135 135 147 122 134
5 & above 20 18 0 -, 14 15 i5

TABLE 4.2.4 : INCIDENCE RATE OF SPEECH DISABILITY BY SEX AND AGE FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS,

. 3 rural urban
age goup
(yrs.) male female persons male female persons
m @ €] (4) (%) (6 ()
514 . 8 1 5 8 2 5
15=39 . 1 1 1 1
4059 . 6 3 4 12 8 8
60 & above 17 10 13 45 12 28
5 & above 6 2 4 7 3 5

TABLE 433 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS AGRED 60 YBARS AND ABOVE HAVING SPEECH DISABILITY BY AGHE
AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

, age (years) at onset

~
t
oy 0—4 5—14  15—29 0—44  45—59 60 & notrecor- _ all
above ded ages
) ) @) @) (5) ©6) ) ®) ©
St 55 59 33 48 23 475 107 1000
s 12 7 . 48 29° 493 137 1000

20—59Statistics/83

b
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TABLE 4.3.1 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 60 YEARS & ABOVE) HAVING HEARING DISABILITY BY
AGE AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
age (years) at onset :
state -
0—4 5—14 15—29 30—44 45—59 60 & not all
above . recoreded  ages

(8 ' @ ®) ©) ©) (6) () ®) ©
Andhra Pradesh =~ . ; 4 12 57 71 230 626 — 1000
Assam . : . : — 134 31 38 291 506 — 1000
Bihar . . §f - 26 26 47 112 37 463 9 1000
Gujarat ; ) . — 15 12 40 263 661 9 1000
Haryana . " . 19 57 20 212 189 495 8 1000
Jammu & Kashmir y - 33 27 120 353 458 9 1000
Karpataka . ) ! — 13 16 61 195 715 - 1000
Kerala |, ! : < 5 27 16 74 164 706 8 1000
Madhya Pradesh . : 11 40 154 44 269 621 — 1000
Maharashira . A 8 3] 50 83 220 605 3 1000
Orissa . 9 4 19 47 349 572 —_ 1000
Pumjab . = ., & 17 19 62 218 679 — 1000
Rajasthan 9 4 75 85 246 568 13 1000
Tamil Nadu . 6 19 55 63 213 638 6 1008
Uttar Pradesh 9 53 29 T3 288 548 - 1000
West Bengal . - 9 25 67 76 299 524 - 1000
all-India 2 s : 8 25 39 73 ' 262 590 3 1000
TABLE 4.3.2 URBAN
Andhra Pradesh . : - 44 16 56 223 661 — 1000
Assam . : > : — - 28 47 273 : 521 131 1000
Bihar . : g . 29 20 e 225 k1] 383 4 1000
Gujaral Y v : 7 183 24 — 266 520 = 1000
Haryana . . . 11 23 — 139 264 551 12 1000
Karnataka . . - 6 7 29 76 176 701 5 1000
Kerala : 2 5 12 31 32 24 255 646 - 1000
Madhya Pradesh . : — 16 ; 47 179 151 607 — 1000
Meharashtra . 5 — 6 13 103 211 667 — 1000
Orissa . . : . — 14 14 92 349 531 — 1000
Punjab . : ¥ : — 40 23 26 194 717 — 1000
Rajasthan . i . —— 18 143 57 142 640 — 1000
Tamil Nadu . : : 2 24 64 93 303 512 2 1000
Uttar Pradesh . ; 13 31 85 &4 266 536 ; 5 1000
West Bengal . . . 8 21 21 56 - 385 496 13 1000

g dlkndia 6 32 45 85 258 - 570 4 1000
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TABLE 441 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE) HAVING HEARING DISABILITY
BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES
RURAL
cause of disability
= all
state german noise car following others  causes
measles induced discharge and not
*  hearing loss' illness insury medical known
and surgical
intervention
R R E) @) e . W O ), ®) ON
Andhra Pradesh 4 13 131 228 26 4 594 1000
Assam ‘ — 19 157 352 121 6 345 1000
Bihar a 12 57 235 175 24 16 481 1000
Gujarat 13 36 74 249 i 48 523 1000
Haryana 5 14 15 201 100 80 19 571 1000
Himachal Pradedh - 36 150 281 27 13 493 1000
Jammu and Kashmir B 20 126 197 57 9 587 1000
Karnataka 4 19 168 164 77 14 554 1000
Kerala 6 3 79 234 44 20 614 1000
Madhya Pradesh 8 10 142 175 57 24 584 1000
. Maharashtra 1 4 276 198 47 16 458 1000
Orissa — 23 170 270 25 10 502 1000
Punjab 3 15 223 230 37 27 465 1000
Rajasthan 11 21 226 152 24 3 563 1000
Tamil Nadu 7 4 98 258 - 47 10 546 1000
Tripura - = 348 379 65 11 197 1000
Uttar Pradesh 4 38 194 176 36 17 535 1000
West Bengal 3 5 175 279 30 . 11 497 1000
all-India 6 23 174 215 40 14 528 1000
TABLE 4.4-2: URBAN
Andhra Pradesh 7 15 103 242 61 17 555 1000
Assam — 19 61 516 87 17 300 1000
-Bihar - 4 63 180 263 41 13 436 1000
Gujarat 9 32 37 275 66 114 467 1000
Haryana 8 18 209 118 46 28 573 1000
Karnataka i 16 109 165 86 53 571 1000
Kerala 2 17 a8 311 80 45 . 4T 1000
Madhya Pradesh 4 14 149 179 56 15 583 1000
Maharashtra 5 29 179 187 63 47 490 1000
Orissa 4 — 183 315 41 6 451 1000
Punjab 26 28 139 201 42 32 . 853 1000
Rajasthan 8 20 131 154 47 4 636 1000
Tamil Nadu 4 40 100 307 41 28 480 1000
Uttar Pradesh 33 49 175 236 59 23 425 - 1000
West Bengal 7 30 208 299 46 14 396 1000
all-India

10 30 137 246 55 30 492 1000

e —— e e
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TABLE4 43 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) HAVING SPEECH DISABILITY BY
CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL v
; cause of disability
state following
' voice cleft illness injury medical others all
disorder palate and and not
surgical known
intervention
(1) (2) ) (4 (5) (6) (€] (&3]
Andhra Pradesh ; 2 : : 10 11 94 2 9 874 1000
Assam : : ' ) +' G — 7 74 7 - 912 1000
Bihar ? . ] 3 . 67 7 66 6 4 850 1000
Gujarat : . : ; ; 41 30 101 16 805 1000
Jammu & Kashmir y , . 10 7 66 17 - 900 1000
Karnataka : 4 ; . 16 13 135 15 2 819 1000
Kerala ; ! . - - 20 8 119 2 — 851 1000
Madhya Pradesh 2 - - 42 19 134 — 799 1000
Mabharashtra . : g A ; 35 15 121 & 17 2 810 1000
Orissa A ; : 3 2 22 o 81 12 7 ) 878 1000
Punjab : f ’ " L 28 20 249 20 7 676 - 1000
Rajasthan . : . - 24 9 128 E: - 835 1000
Tamil Nadu : ; ; 3 7 15 154 10 3 809 1000
Uttar Pradesh ; <1 Tl . 53 11 105 5 2 824 1000
West Bengal - : i y 21 8 111 11 8 841 1000
all-India ! ; ; ; : 31 12 110 8 4 835 1000
TABLE 444 : URBAN
Andhra Pradesh : , / : 12 43" 166 5 15 759 1000
Bihar . ; . : ; 55 5 57 9 14 860 1000
Gujarat - . . ‘ 7 79 31 206 52 11 62] 1000
Karnataka e . : i ’ 53 12 150 20 10 755 1000 |
Kerala ; g f 3 : 18 12 154 12 ) 799 1000
Madhya Pradesh . . : x 62 29 230 25 9 645 1000
Maharashtra . S . ’ : 27 9 225 29 11 699 1000
Orissa . : y ! - 42 4 152 16 - 786 1000
Punjab . s : . 3 58 p 327 28 1 556 1000
Rajasthan o e SN R 47 i 106 25 10 812 1000
Tamil Nadu v 3 ] ] 10 14 137 13 8 818 1000
Uttar Pradcsh_ . " : ' 91 30 143 13 4 719 1000
West Bengal - ; . : 11 27 183 12 11 756 1000

all-India ’ . ¢ ; " 38 19 170 18 8 747 1000
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TABLE 451 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) WHO CAN NOT HEAR AT ALL BY TYPE
OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
type of treatment taken
state . surgical allopathic others no total
operation  treatment ; treatment
. other than taken
' surgical
; operation

(1) (2) (3) (4 (5) (6)
Andhra Pradesh . . ’ ” ol 2 4 247 25 724 1000
Assam ! s $ . : i . ‘ . 10 96 91 803 1000
Bihar 2 A : : : 2 . 3 b 18 171 85 726 1000
Gujarat . ) ; i : i : - A - e 2 205 521 1000
Haryana ) - 2 % : . 7 - 3 — 642 96 262 1000
Jammu & Kashmir ¢ 3 2 . 5 : - : - ) 405 5 585 1000
Karnataka . : : ’ ] . 3 . ; 30 294 58 617 1000
Kerala i . : i : . : - : 25 478 56 439 1000
Madhya Pradesh . & < : 5 : h ! : 6 190 182 622 1000
Maharashtra i » . A - : : ; . 22 284 130 564 1000
Orissa . % ¢ S ; : - L 52 196 73 679 1000
Punjab ; . . : . : ! : 5 57 666 26 251 1000
Rajasthan ‘ : . ; ; A . : : 15 302 64 619 1000
Tamil Nadu - 7 . . : . 4 : 2 8 251 47 694 1000
Uttar Pradesh . > . 2 . . v . : 16 276 14 694 1000
West Bengal . - : : . - : A - 12 278 68 642 1000
Mizoram ) R R R o . - 16 98 2 864 1000
all-India i, % z : ; - : : . 16 267 77 640 1000
TABLE 4:5:5: URBAN

(1) = 2 &) (4) %) (6)

Andhra Pradesh - : : " A 5 2 ¢ 3 33 445 11 511 1000
Bihar T = . § . . g 5 . 16 333 50 601 1000
Gujarat . ; % ‘ ’ ! - - \ 53 302 235 410 1000
Karnataka . - s . 3 . 3 A - 43 516 44 . 397 1000
Kerala . . 3 " - d ! . ; 3 - K 600 35 360 1000
Madhya Pradesh - - , g " ] » : < _ 244 141 615 1000
Maharashtra . : ; . A : ; : 39 394 124 443 1000
Orissa - : : : 2 x : - . 90 190 42 678 1000
Punjab : - . 4 : : - A g 62 635 3 298 1000
Rajasthan - : ; i : - ‘ - : — 628 20 352 1000
Tamil Nadu g : - , . : 4 : : 86 636 7 271 1000
Uttar Pradesh - . d : : : . - 2 68 435 12 485 1000
West Bengal ; : z : 5 . : . : — 479 150 3in 1000

all-India BRI T SR DR b Lk R 45 484 61 410 1000
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TABLE 4:5-2: DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) HAVING PROFOUND DEGREE OF
HEARING DISABILITY BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
type of treatment taken
slate surgi allopathic others no total
operation  treatment treatment
other than taken
surgical
operation
(1 2) (3) ) (5) (6)
Andhra Pradesh 28 307 14 651 1000
Assam 33 214 178 575 1000
Bihar 10 215 6l 714 1000
Gujarat 29 292 49 630 1000
Haryana 18 276 76 630 1000
Jammu & Kashmir . 12 445 23 520 1000
Karnataka 40 378 — 582 1000
Kerala — 476 111 413 1000
Madhya Pradesh — 105 196 699 1000
Maharashtra 24 287 118 571 1000
Orissa 10 174 107 709 1000
Punjab 12 669 40 279 1000
Rajasthan — 139 35 826 1000
Tamil Nadu 6 320 29 645 1000
Uttar Pradesh 24 430 20 526 1000
West Bengal - 305 128 567 1000
Mizoram — 103 148 749 1000
all-India 16 312 67 605 1000
TABLE 456 : URBAN
0 g ; @) iR ©)
Andhra Pradesh : 8 500 23 469 1000
Bihar — 489 113 398 1000
Gujarat 40 455 135 370 1000
Karnataka A A 95 553 42 310 1000
Kerala = 24 555 47 374 1000
Madhya Pradesh = 249 157 594 1000
Maharashtra 47 523 112 318 1000
Orissa . — 280 115 605 1000
Punjab g . x 53 655 — 292 1000
Rajasthan ¢ —_ 418 39 543 1000
* Tamil Nadu 25 355 42 578 1000
Tripura — 628 - 372 1000
Uttar Pradesh 40 619 26 315 1000
West Bengal =4 596 130 274 1000
all-India 30 478 70 422 1000
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TABLE 4 5-3 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YFARS & ABOVE) HAVING SEVERE DEGREE OF HEAR-
ING DISABILITY BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
p type of treatment taken L) F.
————  no total
state surgical allopathic others treatment
operation  treatment taken
other than
surgical
operation
(1) @) (3) (4 (&) (6)
Andhra Pradesh 6 309 21 664 1000
Assam - 316 172 512 1000
Bihar 10 381 87 522 1000
Gujarat 16 215 174 595 1000
Haryana 19 604 19 358 1000
Jammu & Kashmir . 25 389 12 574 1000
Karnataka 33 333 40 594 1000
Kerala 5 460 129 406 1000
Madhya Pradesh G e 178 174 642 1000
Maharashtra 10 336 85 569 1000
Orissa i - 300 56 644 1000
Punjab 1 19 564 24 393 1000
Rajasthan —- 370 65 565 1000
Tamil Nadu 2 344 65 589 1000
Uttar Pradesh 6 439 17 538 1000
West Bengal . : — 420 117 463 1000
Mizoram : — 288 16 696 1000
all-India 5 7 - 366 70 557 1000
.
TABLE 4-5:7 : URBAN
() (2 (&) (4) (3 (6)
Andhra Pradesh 17 - 431 14 538 1000
Bihar - : - 14 364 109 513 1000
Gujarat v ; 21 489 155 335 1000
Karnataka 21 481 17 481 1000
Kerala X 16 634 83 267 1000
Madhya Pradesh 48 369 220 363 1000
Maharashira 92 405 148 355 1000
Orissa 27 313 161 499 1000
Punjab ‘ 35 695 22 248 1000
~Rajasthan 7 434 e 559 1000
Tamil Nadu 18 465 50 467 1000
Uttar Pradesh ; 7 527 74 392 1000
West Bengal 25 . 538 146 291 1000
all-India . 24 480 78 418 1000

°
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TABLE 454 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGFD 5 YEARS & ABOVE) HAVING MODERATE DEGREE OF
HEARING DISABILITY BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TARKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
g type of treatment taken
. = no tota]
state surgical allopathic others treatment
operation treatment taken
other than
surgical
operation
(1) (2) 3) 4) (5 (6
Andhra Pradesh 6 287 21 686 1000
Assam - 602 24 374 1000
Bihar 10 355 37 598 1000
Gujarat 13 200 260 527 1000
Haryana 6 587 11 396 1000
Jammu & Kashmir - — 369 24 607 1000
Karnataka 4 31 576 15 378 1000
Kerala 26 414 98 462 1000
*Madhya Pradesh 4 216 128 652 1000
Maharashtra 11 321 101 567 1000
Orissa .- 359 156 485 1000
Punjab 3l 629 26 314 1000
Rajasthan 7 262 38 693 1000
Tamil Nadu 10 354 63 573 1000
Uttar Pradesh 2 342 20 636 1000
oy
West Bengal 8 317 143 532 1000
Misotam 33 223 167 577 1000
all-India . . 9 365 62 564 1000
TABLE 458 : URBAN
" @ [6) @ ) (6)
Andhra Pradesh 20 388 30 562 1000
Bihar —_ 379 70 551 1000
Gujarat 42 300 122 536 1000
Karnataka 17 556 10 417 1000
Kerala k| 564 98 307 1000
Madhya Pradesh - 13 331 276 380 1000
Mabharashtra i 40 517 106 337 1000
Ori 3 = 246 282 472 1000
Punjab 49 613 11 327 1000
Rajasthan 20 372 10 598 1000
Tamil Nadu 18 504 17 461 1000
Uttar Pradesh 16 482 3l 471 1000
West Bengal - 613 95 292 1000
all-India 20 503 52 425 1000
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TABLE4 59 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS & ABOVE) HAVING SPEECH DISABILITY ONLY BY
TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
» type of treatment taken no
treatment total
state , surgical allopathic others taken
Operation treatment
other than
surgical
_ operation
(1) - @) (3) (©)] (5) . ®
i3
Andhra Pradesh ; : 4 ’ : r "= 260 20 720 1000
Assam ool . . A : o 117 138 74 1000
Bihar : . : 2 : : 12 284 50 654 1000
Gujarat . . ’ 4 ] : 33 489 63 415 1000
Jammu and Kashmir i ; . A 22 379 — 599 1000
Karnataka - . : - : ! — 5 i 54 574 1000
Kerala A 3 s : ‘ 18 387 124 | 471 1000
Madhya Pradesh . : s : ) 27 180 157 636 - 1000
Maharashtra . i 2 4 s 5 279 109 607 - 1000
Origsa P I g % " . = 42 155 66 737 1000
Punjab : : 38 597 30 335 1000
Rajasthan . ; . . » " 18 221 16 T45 1000 °
Tamil Nadu d - = : ; 47 307 42 604 1000
OftarTadesh . . -0t 0 . L T 1 212 21 756 1000
West Bengal - ’ p : ; : — e i 15 610 1000
a
all-India J : x ; d $ 15 287 ' 53 645 1000
TABLE 4 '510 : URBAN
(€8] (2) ) ) (5). )
Andhra Pradesh . i x : . : 21 347 38 594 1000
Bihar . R A A = 1# 7 373 o9R 512 1000
Gujarat : - - > . 41 568 128 263 1000
Karnataka . . y . s . 43 437 61 459 1000
. Kerala g : z ; ; 26 436 76 462 1000
e T R S e 21 500 249 230 1000
Maharashtra . v ) . . » 46 411 260 283 1000
Orissa 7 b H g it r 33 327 123 517 1000
Punjab . : 3 : . : 291 442 11 256 1000
Rajasthan e o i 29 377 56 538 1000
TamiiNadn v RO E L 36 406 25 533 1000
Uttar Pradesh - ; - ; - " 66 299 15 620 1000
West Bengal . : y L v A 52 535 130 - 283 1000
all-India 48 384 75 493 1000

2121—59Statistics /83
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TABLE4-5-11 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE) HAVING COMMUNICATION
DISABILITY WHO TOOK NO TREATMENT BY TYPE OF DISABILITY AND REASON FOR TAKING
NO TREATMENT FOR RURAL & URBAN AREAS.

rural * urban
reason for taking
no treatment : ~ hearing speech hearing speech
disability disability only  disability disability only
a ) (3) @ (5)
place where treatment available
not known 2 : 5 ; . . . . 92 160 51 152
treatment expensive s : 366 287 312 180
treatment not deemed to be necessary for:
economic independence . : " . " " 180 180 152 166
" personal independence - . . : . - 168 177 - 229 299
other causes . . . . A . 194 196 256 203
total I, S Rl R, MR 1000 1000 1000

TABLE4-5-12: DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS (AGED 5 YEARS AND ABOVE) HAVING HEARING DISABILITY
WHO WERE ADVISED HEARING AID BUT NOT ACQUIRED BY REASON FOR NOT ACQUIRING
AID FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

aid aid not deemed to others total percentage
be necessary for of
sector — persons
not too economic ~ personal advised
available expensive  indepandence independ- aid out of
ence those
- who took
treatment
(§)) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) €)) (8)
rural e | = F 15 560 79 143 203 1000 10
urban o d WPECRTIRITN L8 13 518 107 126 236 1000 13
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TABLE 511 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF MALES, FEMALES AND PERSONS HAVING AT LEASTONE OF
THE LOCOMOTOR DISABILITIES FOR EACH STATE AND UNION TERRITORY OF RURAL AND

URBAN AREAS .
state rural urban

male female ~ persons male female persons
1) (2) 3) (4) (5) (6) @)
Andhra Pradesh 1173 882 1030 957 737 849
Assam 340 189 271 387 188 296
Bihar ; 1204 575 895 831 531 696
Gujarat : 914 614 769 742 541 646
Haryana . 1262 707 1006 1209 724 973
Himachal Pradesh2 1078 555 811 551 580 564
Jammu & Kashmir 1115 691 915 568 392 485
Karnataka . x 990 674 835 781 509 650
Kerala = 1058 697 8§74 1033 654 842
Madhya Pradesh 858 502 686 758 506 637
Maharashtra , 970 574 775 734 522 635
Manipur 407 169 300 207 143 177
Meghalaya 4 440 156 302 366 109 244
Nagaland 2 . no rural sample 196 3 241
Qrissa 917 544 729 722 522 629
Punjab N : 3 1824 921 1392 1044 648 854
Rajasthan % = 1335 696 1023 1020 749 892
Tamil Nadu 5 1070 627 848 % 906 627 769
Tripura 2 4 . ¥ - 919 454 695 731 632 683
Uttar Pradesh : 3 . 1108 503 819 832 532 694
West Bengal . : 822 513 676 539 311 431
Chandigarh4 . . S 556 813 640 1572 573 1058

Dadra & Nagar Havelil 558 230 398 - no urban area

Delhi 1 . F 3 1010 640 844 479 397 443
Goa, Daman, Diu & . 1048 800 923 684 491 591

Mizoram 2 . 566 405 487 322 413 365 -
Pondicherry } 1125 1241 1182 998 674 836
all-India ! 2 1047 597 828 800 544 679

1Less than 1000 households surveyed in the rural sector.

2Less than 1000 households surveyed in the urban sector.
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TABLE 5 21 : INCIDENCE RATE OF LOCOMOTOR DIiSABILITY BY SEX FOR EACH STATE & UNION TERRITORY
OF RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

rural i . urban

state »

male female persons no. of male female persons no. of

sample sample
cases cases

_ @ (2) (3) ) (5 (6) (D (8) (9)
Andhra Pradesh : 81 86 83 148 103 84 94 153
Assam . : ‘ 9 6 7 Y 18 — 10 3
Bihar ; N : 39 33 36 101 45 47 46 . 56
Gujarat : - 54 37 46 42 53 51 52 52
Haryana ; ' . 98 44 73 32 47 44 46 19
Himachal Pradesh . 84 47 65 17 16 42 28 3
Jammu & Kashmir ’ 43 41 ; 42 37 42 30 36 11
Karnataka . 58 - 48 53 54 97 40 69 79
Kerala . - ‘ 29 30 29 7 46 30 38 28
Madhya Pradesh : 57 25 42 80 67 40 54 70
Maharashtra - 66 39 53 122 55 38 47 137
Manipur : . 14 43 27 5 28 - 15 1
Meghalaya ; i 12 -— 6 1 47 13 31 4
Nagaland 4 . : no rural sample - 11 47 25 22
Orissa 4 i 7 42 29 36 27 127 83 106 43
Punjab : ; 5 163 93 129 158 119 46 84 55
Rajasthan ; 145 61 104 68 67 68 67 47
Tamil Nadu . 64 53 59 113 71 52 61 123
Tripura £ ) ’ 38 37 38 13 19 20 19 6
Uttar Pradesh . o F¥ 34 53 171 54 51 53 109
West Bengal - 39 31 35 ; 58 28 24 26 46
Chandigarh N 91 240 140 % 51 — 25 2
Dadra & Nagar Haveli . 31 — 16 2 no urban areas
Delhi : . . 185 74 135 6 19 48 31 15
Goa, Daman & Diu 3 -— 96 48 3 10 62 35 2
Mizoram . 3 17 22 19 6 18 — 9 2
Pondicherry . - 149 - 75 3 62 41 51 5
all-India . . 64 42 53 1317 61 47 54 1075

estimated no. of persons who became disabled during last year for locomotor disability

Incidence rate= 1,00,000 x
estimated total population
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OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

TABLES22: ]
i FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.
rural urban

type of disability B
male female persons male female  person
(€9) @) (€)) @ (5) (6) Q)]
paralysis 19 15 17 22 14 18
deformity of limb 17 9 13 16 15 16
amputation 6 1 -+ . XB, 1 3
20 15 17 15 15 15

dysfunction of joints

“TABLE 5-2-3 : INCIDENCE RATE*

OF LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY BY SEX AND AGE FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

. rural urban
a ars
g O male female persons male female persons
(6)) @ 3) @ ) (6) )]
0—4 125 68 97 150 112 131
514 35 17: 26 28 15 22
15—39 28 10 19 20 10 15
40—59 73 .4l 58 72 48 61
60 & above T 9% 254 243 318 284 301
all ages 64 42 53 61 47 59
presented in th; tables,

#This includes all the states and union territories which are not

24 —59Statistics /83

/
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TABLE 531 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS & ABOVE HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY
DUE TO PARALYSIS BY AGE AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES,

RURAL
age (years) at onset of disability
state 0—4 5—14 15—29 30—44 45—59 . 60 & above not recorded total
(1) (2) (3 ) (&)] (9] ()] (8) ©)
Andhra Pradesh . g 129 24 - — 317 530 — 1000
Bihar : ; : 16 28 21 121 306 508 — 1000
Gujarat . : " v 74 — - 27 329 570 — 1000
Haryana = ’ 234 — —_ 157 297 312 — 1000
Jammu & Kashmir ! — 29 — - 419 552 - 1000
Karnataka - ; 13 50 — 27 347 563 — 1000
Kerala ; . 27 i1 — 20 238 704 - 1000
Madhya Pradesh : 25 28 27 23 257 640 - 1000
Maharashtra 44 42 22 44 235 601 12 1000
Orissa — — — — 96 904 — 1000
Punjab - . . 41 12 — 84 239 450 174 1000
Rajasthan : ; 84 55 40 — 175 626 20 1000
Tamil Nadu . 7 — 82 26 3 196 643 22 1000
Uttar Pradesh " 88 36 32 86 316 425 17 1000
West Bengal : ; — 28 — 28 389 555 — 1000
all-India 7 46 29 15 49 279 571 11 1000
TABLE 5-3 2 : URBAN
Andhra Pradesh . ; 12 35 11 31 332 579 - . 1000
Bihar ‘ : : — 21 32 39 260 640 — 1000
Gujarat a . 140 37 — : 17 297 _ 509 - 1000
Karnataka e 2 20 o - 118 282 558 = 1000
Kerala ” . . — . 19 — 24 202 755 = 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 44 19 — 17 443 477 — 1000
Maharashtra . 18 6 11 50 221 694 o 1000
Orissa i i » — — — - 137 863 — 1000
Punjab ‘ : . - — — 42 269 689 — 1000
Rajasthan . — 28 — — 54 918 — 1000
Tamil Nadu . . 21 19 9 35 255 640 21 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 29 32 45 13 253 614 14 1000
West Bengal " . 16 21 - 42 228 693 — 1000
Delhi -~ . h . 83 - - — 332 585 = 1000

all-India 27 20 12 35 2717 625 4 1000
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TABLE 533 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS & ABOVE HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

DUE TO DEFORMITY OF LIMB BY AGE AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL
age (years) at onset of disability
state J 0—4 5—14 15-29 30—44 45—59 60 & above not recorded total
n 2) 3) @ (5) (6 (N (8) ©
Andhra Pradesh . 34 92 76 165 252 381 = 1000
Bihar e 37 145 33 127 355 o297 6 1000
Gujarat SN - — = 170 220 610 - 1000
Haryana : 3 5 - — 500 — 250 250 - 1000
Jammu & Kashmir ; 10 204 53 231 269 233 . - 1000
Karnataka S0 A 55 166 118 78 401 182 - 1000
Kerala e 103 76 196 100 302 198 - 25 1000
. Madhya Pradesh . 48 117 123 87 282 <343 . — 1000
Maharashtra A - ARSI 7 49 132 364 303 - 1000
Orissa LT L T 128 51 93 81 106 541 — 1000
Punjab Sl A . 68 72 82 114 230 434 o T 000
Rajasthan T 61 124 81 162 e 257 - 1000
Tamil Nadu -« . -« 43 51 51 118 302 422 13 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 57 81 31 251 220 360 - 1000
West Bengal T 56 37 104 L 322 389 . 1000

all-India ; : . 36 93 78 144 283 344 2 1000
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AND ABOVE HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY
F DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES.

URBAN
age (years) at onset of disability
States
04 5—14 15—29 30—44 4559 60 & not total
above recorded

) @ 3) “ (5) (6) m ® 9
Andhra Pradesh 85 67 T 27 = 208 613 - 1000
Bihar <L 63 38 18 423 458 = 1000
Gujarat B 62 48 e 253 637 = 1000
Karnataka 81 94 45 36 309 435 L 1000
Kerala 267 159 174 33 78 289 s 1000
Madhya Pradesh 62 98 — 93 296 40 24 1000
Maharashtra 18 35 34 66 333 480 34 1000
Orissa 49 19 45 19 161 707 — 1000
Punjab 18 76 32 121 122 631 - 1000
R ajasthan 38 105 64 113 172 508 _ 1000
Tamil Nadu 90 72 46 70 234 488 = 1000
Uttar Pradesh 110 34 84 90 350 332 = 1000
West Bengal 71 = 23 283 190 434 s 1000
Delhi - i L. wl 200 800 = 1000
all-India 7 63 48 7 259 474 7 1000

TABLE 5-3-5 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS AGED 60 YEARS AND ABOVE HAVING LOCO MOTOR
DISABILITY DUE TO AMPUTATION BY AGE AT AMPUTATION FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

SEPARATELY

age at amputation

1
i 0—4 5—14 15-29 30—44 4559 60 & not all
above recorded ages
(1 ()] 3) “) (5) (6) @) (8) (9
rural ) 7 31 95 238 272 283 74 1000
urban 27 42 134 332 260 205 — 1000
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E HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY

DUE TO DYSFUNCTION OF JOINTS BY AGE AT ONSET OF DISABILITY FOR A SELECTED STATES
RURAL
age (years)at onset of disability
states il
0—4 5—14 1529 30—44 4559 60 & not all
above recorded ages
(1) (2) 3) ) (5) (6) . D (®) 9)

Andhra Pradesh — 11 19 10 223 737 — 1000
Bihar - 5 24 37 93 341 494 6 1000
Gujarat e 25 75 78 375 447 — 1000
Haryana — — — =+ 330 670 = 1000
Jammu & Kashmir — 80 95 558 267 — 1000
Karnataka . a5 10 44 21 201 702 22 1000
Kerala . 3 3 13 — 40 52 277 618 — 1000
Madhya Prades : . — 88 22 41 380 469 — 1000
Maharashtra ] 16 19 29 104 289 543 — 1000
Orissa - == 16 47 34 273 630 - a 1000
Punjab . . 6 13 65 15 263 578 = 1000
Rajasthan . * . 12 16 12 58 311 573 18 1000
Tamil Nadu 4 5 29 16 31 49 176 691 8 1000
Uttar Pradesh ; . 6 26 37 49 257 619 6 1000
West Bengal . . - 22 - 18 43 201 716 — 1000

all-India 8 19 33 53 268 612 7 1000
TABLE 5§37 : URBAN
Andhta Pradesh . . o 11 7 ~ 276 706 = 1000
Gujarat s e 58 X 72 58 322 490 - 1000
Karnataka . . ¥ 11 44 11 80 151 703 ey 1000
Kerala | ; : — 34 34 22 225 685 L 1000
Madhya Pradesh : — 31 ST 375 186 356 — 1000
Maharashtra . . =1, 20 15 24 113 243 5835 - 1000
Orissa bt e . 66 — 234 234 421 — 45 1000
Punjab . P . — 10 41 57 101 791 . 1000
Rajasthan . g - - 30 — 10 242 718 - 1000
Tamil Nadd . . . -« = 20 9 8 451 512 £ 1000
Uttar Pradesh. g . = o 9 46 35 212 676 14 1000
West Bengal . . 2 50 — 16 16 374 544 = 1000
Delhi : g . — — — 50 299 651 il 1000

all-India . , 9 17 - 22 56 262 633 1 1000
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TABLE 541 :DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO PARALYSIS BY CAUSE
OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES.

RURAL
capse of disability
state
cerebral following follwing illness

palsy other - all
burns  medical and polio cause causes

and surgical inter- leprosy stroke L other

Y injury. vention illness

_'!_ ]

1) 2 3) 4) (5) (6) £ ® &) (10)
Andhra Pradesh . 34 10 — 34 3 515 252 252 1000
Assam 4 — 143 —s 78 70 202 352 155 1000
Bihar . 3 . 199 18 s 166 = 144 114 361 1000
Gujarat . . 67 17 19 326 —_ 129 249 193 1000
Haryana . g 98 11 = 494 7 15 195 _ 180 1000
Himachal Pradesh . 152 e 63 — : - 21 302 399 1000
Jammu & Kashmir = 22 19 14 2 279 — 129 278 259 1000
Karnataka . . 112 1 = 324 e 379 55 129 1000
Kerala . 3 3 173 21 4 285 _ 144 273 100 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 222 13 —_ 229 ' —_— 45 302 189 1000
Maharashtra . . 98 18 T 161 3 352 198 163 1000
Orissa . ? : 88 38 —_ 82 14 12 431 335 1000
Punjab” Wi 52 15 =% 423 3 45 275 187 1000
Rajasthan . F 49 10 - 567 — 16 104 254 1000
Tamil Nadu : 75 9 4 509 — 57 183 163 1000
Tripura - - 59 —_— — 203 - 190 379 169 * 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 302 14 11 273 v 59 121 219 1000
West Bengal | : 117 115 5 130 — 130 322 181 1000
all-India ; f 152 21 5 277 2 124 191 228 1000

TABLE 542 ; URBAN

Andhra Pradesh . 43 10 29 64 - 406 218 230 71000
Bihar . s 5 114 33 9 234 —_ 136 163 311 1000
Gujarat i i 74 19 12 407 3 151 182 152 1000
Haryana . - 59 —_ 11 408 — 52 232 238 1000
Jammu & Kashmir 206 = o 200 — s . 268 289 1000
Karnataka B 115 7 — 501 — 27 29 17 1000
Kerala . ; : 62 78 — 407 = 154 248 51 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 176 16 15 346 15 20 229 183 1000
Maharashtra . ¥ 73 20 5 348 i 204 150 198 1000
Orissa . 5 A 77 64 - 213 — 30 348" 269 1000
Punjab : . 60 8 104 349 — 56 185 238 1000
Rajasthan 3 55 i p— 673 3 28 102 132 1000
Sikkim 5 d — e - = — — S —_ ==
Tamil Nadu i 57 3 4 659 3 SV e ) 115 1000
Uttar Pradesh : 164 16 16 454 = 58 187 105 1000
West Bengal . 5 135 70 16 187 — 80 311 201 1000
Delhi . . " 197 — —_ 833 —_ — 94 156 1000
all-India ; - 99 20 10 436 3 112 161 159 1000
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. DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DEFORMITY OF

TABLE 543
LIMBS BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES.
RURAL
cause of disability
following following illness
state cerebral : other all
palsy * burns medical polio leprosy stroke other cause causes
and and : illness
injury surgical
inter-
vention
4h) (2 (3) @ (3) © )] (8) © (10)

Andhra Pradesh 23 I188 LB 565 92 22 159 143 1000
Assam — 229 22 281 21 — 261 186 1000
Bihar 72 224 21 153 78 10 108 334 1000
Gujarat 24 242 40 290 25 32 210 137 1000
Haryana 33 339 27 382 — 6 114 99 1000
Himachal Pradesh . 86 452 -— 60 - - — 112 - 290 1000
Jammu & Kashmir 7 395 31 198 21 16 114 188 1000
Karnataka 10 337 17 273 82 2 160 92 1000
Kerala . s 4 223 4 - 40 7 124 47 1000
Madhya Pradesh 48 224 29 321 3y = 7 221 119 1000
Maharashtra . 19 238 6 365 126 135 121 9% 1000
Rajasthan 16 486 25 115 9 6 157 186 1000
Tamil Nadu 20 152 15 349 174 23 115 152 1000
Tripura 3 - 262 12 433 — 12 163 118 1000
Uttar Pradesh 25 321 23 225 69 12 135 190 1000
West Bengal . 8 329 15 210 81 g 266 84 1000
all-India 26 267 17 291 75 15 159 150 1000
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TABLE 544 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DEFORMITY OR

LIMBS BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

URBAN
cause of disability
states
following following illness
cerebral other all
palsy burns  medical polio leprosy stroke other cause causes
and and illness
injury surgical
inter-
vention
(1) @ (3) 4 () (6) ) (8) (9 (10)
Andhra Pradesh 19 190 13 560 41 20 85 72 1000
Bihar 37 202 20 284 50 31 111 265 1000
Guiarat . 20 241 9 437 — 35 162 96 1000
Haryana : - 4 449 9 347 4 6 78 103 1000
Jammu & Kashmir 9 184 66 441 25 5 127 143 1000
Karnataka 11 314 15 409 29 6 - 105 1000
Kerala . : 18 201 19 554 15 3 151 39 1000
Madhya Pradesh 27 207 42 501 17 12 110 84 1000
Maharashtra 10 166 10 476 104 20 118 96 1000
Orissa . 18 225 16 327 96 — 145 175 1000
Punjab 20 201 1 577 7 5 138 51 1000
Rajasthan 115 375 34 214 4 11 107 140 1000
Sikkim -— - —_ — — — - — —_
Tamil Nadu 54 ' 149 23 450 34 13 158 119 1000
Uttar Pradesh 53 217 15 429 14 4 117 151 1000
West Bengal ' 34 254 33 264 13 — 216 186 1000
Delhi - 241 - 463 — — 167 129 1000
All-India 32 223 & A 434 32 12 130 118 1000
TABLE 5-4-5: DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO AMPUTATION BY
CAUSE OF AMPUTATION FOR RURAL & URBAN AREAS
cause of amputation
sector =
burns inJury medical and leprosy other other all
other than  surgical illness causes causes
burns interven-
tion
) 2) 3) (C)) &) ©) )] )
rural . 5 . ‘ 33 186 30 124 278 349 1000
urban . . . . . . 36 243 23 77 408 212 1000
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TABLE 546 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTORD ISABI[JTY DUE TO DYSFUNCTION OF

JOI'N‘TS BY CAUSE OF DISABILITY FOR SELECTED STATES

RURAL !
cause of disability
state
following following illness other all
cause causes
burns medical polio leprosy stroke other
and and illness
injury surgical
inter=
® vention
(n @ (3 4 (5) 6) (N (8) 9)
Andhra Pradesh 326 v 3 133 28 20 196 288 1000
Assam . i) 34 74 58 - 161 96 1000
Bihar 365 24 62 17 35 230 267 1000 -
Guyarat 451 — 67 34 56 185 207 1000
Harvana . 351 56 - - — 338 255 1000
Himachal Pradesh . 476 — 40 - — 100 384 1000
Jammu & Kashmir 460 34 70 - 17 248 171 1000
Karnataka 527 17 54 - 42 202 158 1000
Kerala . 454 18 108 - 53 225 142 1000
Madhya Pradesh 374 20 100 - 13 327 166 1000
Maharashtra 419 14 105 7 47 252 156 1000
Orissa . 389 12 50 16 — 328 205 1000
Punjab 444 38 110 - 23 241 144 1000
Rajasthan 506 - 53 7 — 288 146 1000
Tamil Nadu 446 28 68 17 20 211 210 1000
Tripura y 559 = 92 — b 369 —_ 1000
_ Uttar Pradesh 441 32 67 11 6 205 238 1000
West Bengal , 479 28 52 9 — 2718 154 1000
all-India 423 20 80 o 20 236 209 1000
TABLE 547 : URBAN
Andhra Pradesh 260 38 221 26 25 215 215 1000
Bihar 408 17 68 23 28 153 303 1000
Gujaral 505 — 45 - 94 233 123 1000
Haryana 276 69 47 — — 82 526 1000
Jammu & Kashm:r 511 — 244 — — 178 67 1000
Karnataka 409 25 71 . 41 291 163 1000
Kerala . . 405 21 148 — 13 225 188 1000
Madhya Pradesh 462 29 29 3 6 326 165 1000
Maharashtra 419 34 140 ) % 27 216 151 1000
Orissa . 450 o 43 - 30 307 163 1000
Punjab . 474 14 77 36 36 242 121 1000
Rajasthan . 518 62 — - — 203 217 1000
Tamil Nadu . 494 20 107 14 144 179 1000
Uttar Pradesh 474 22 135 14 11 171 173 1000
West Bengal , 380 54 145 — 281 140 1000
Delhi 399 46 222 - - m 136 1000
B.U-i.ndld 416 29 120 12 24 202 187 1000

"3—-—59Staticsf 83
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TABLE 5-5-1 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMQTOR DISABILITY DUE TO PARALYSIS BY
TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN POR SELECTED STATES.

RURAL
type of treatment taken code all no total
- ———— —_—— e - types  treat-
state 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g -<of ment
treat-
ment

(1 2) 3) @ (% (6 M () (6] (10) an a2 (13
Andhre Pradesh 11 a0 84 — — — — 648 65 838 162 1000
Assam . — 34 141 - - - 461 17 203 297 1000
Bihar 7 2 198 — = - 490 34 741 259 1000
Gujarat 18 79 235 o = “ = 530 10 885 115 1000
Haryanza ’ b 17 117 = = = 584 52 778 222 1000
Himachal Pradesh . 61 — 156 = - — - 538 45 800 200 1000
Jammu & Kashmir @ - 195 — 8 - - 613 8 830 170 1000
Karnataka 12 26 100 10 5 5 - 511 114 783 217 1000
Kerala . ; 20 97 90 — - "4 4 407 328 950 50 1000
Madhya Pradesh 17 15 173 2 — 2 — 480 56 745 255 1000
Maharashtra 11 54 L1 — 3 3 — 599 36 794 206 1000
Orissa 11 = 59 — - 522 - 592 408 1000
Punjab . 14 9 103 - 3 - - 742 25 896 104 1000
Rajasthan 5 - 50 - 3 e — 413 56 527 473 1000
Tamil Nadu . 28 66 91 7 T 17 3 509 124 852 148 1000
Tripura - -~ - a8l — — - 630 44 955 45 1000
Uttar Pradesh 2 17 170 - 1 - 548 32 771 229 1000
West Bengel . 19 55 107 — = — 640 29 8350 150 1000
all-India 11 29 139 1 2 2 1 530 55 770 230 1000

treatment codes : Surgical operation only-1, physiotherapy/occupation therapy only-2, aid/appliance only-3, surgical operation
and emidf/appliance-4, surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupation therapy-5, physiotherapy/occupation
therapy and aid/appliance-6, physiotherarpy/occupation therapy and aid/appliance-7 other zllopathic treatment-8,
and other types of treatment-9,
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TABLE 5-5-2 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DRISABILITY DUE TO PARALYSIS BY
TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES.

URBAN
all no
type of traatment code types  treat- total
state - —— ~— of ment
1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 treat-
B ) ment
(1) ' (2) 3) @ () ©) )] (8) 9) (10) an a2 a3

Andhra Pradesh . . 15 27 118 8 — — — 618 35 881 119 1000
Bihar . E - . -— 2 193 — — 2 5 603 23 828 172 1000
Gujarat S : ; 10 56 302 19 6 — — 512 15 920 80 1000
Haryana ; Y 34 36 215 — — 9 11 619 1 925 75 1000
Jammu & Kashmir : - — 397 — — - = 528 - 925 75 1000
Karnataka . ) 1 19 32 155 26 16 26 14 523 108 919 81 1000
Kerala : 5 A 16 55 91 — — 11 - 492 275 940 60 1000
Madhya Pradesh . A 11 26 148 - 12 5 — 596 17 815 185 1000
Maharashtra ; y 11 93 199 3 12 13 - (i 20 892 108 1000
Orissa . . ; ) 29 — 98 - —_ - 22 685 42 876 124 1000
Punjab . g : i 10 84 - —_ e 36 658 50 850 150 1000
Rajasthan . - . . 13 16 97 3 6 14 5 665 52 871 129 1000
Tamil Nadu . { g 14 66 145 10 2 38 18 571 56 920 80 1000
Uttar Pradesh 4 2 8 32 115 4 14 12 6 669 33 893 107 1000
West Bengal . : . 113 78 130 - — 14 2 571 20 928 72 1000
Delhi . . : ! 38 20 384 — - - — 443 38 923 77 1000
all-India : : : 19 45 168 7 6 14 7 584 44 894 106 1000

Treatment codes : surgical operation only-1 ; physiotherapy/occupation therapy only-2, aid/appliance only-3, surgical operation
and aid/appliance-4, surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupation therapy-s, physiotherapy/occupation
therapy and aid/aapliance-6, surgical operation, physiotherapy/occupation therapy and aid/applii nce-7, other
allopathic treatment-8 and other types of treatment-9. {
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TABLE 5.5.3 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DEFORMITY OF
LIMB (NOT COUPLED WITH DISABILITY DUE TO PARALYSIS) BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN

FOR SELECTED STATES.
RURAL
type of treatment taken code all no
state types treat-  fotal
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 of ment
treat-
ment

6)) 2 (3) ()] (5) (6) (7) (8) © (10) (11) (12)  (13)
Andhra Pradesh 25 16 61 2 2 - 3 524 42 675 325 1000
Assam . 15 17 142 — — _ - 320 58 552 448 1000
Bihar 26 7§ 103 — 2 6 — 359 43 546 454 1000
Gujarat 12 101 144 11 12 6 4 347 24 661 339 1000
Haryana : 27 10 139 — - - — 452 84 712 288 1000
Himachal Pradesh . 19 - 48 — - — - 490 20 577 423 1000
Jammu & Kashmir 58 6 123 5 2 — 4 505 26 729 271 ° 1000
Karnataka 34 22 63 11 — - — 388 43 561 439 1000
Kerala . ! - 30 115 85 2 4 6 -— 331 226 799 201 1000
Madhya Pradesh . 33 27 116 2 5 4 — 340 62 589 411 1000
Maharashtra 20 45 74 6 5 1 — 497 33 681 319 1000
Orissa . 26 4 78 — — S — 408 36 552 448 1000
Punjab . 36 40 116 1 2 3 5 575 50 828 172 1000
Rajasthan 27 6 a1 2 3 — — 310 86 465 535 1000
Tamil Nadu . 25 44 7 5 4 3 4 476 76 708 292 1000
Tripura 15 - 151 — —_ - - 545 54 765 235 1000
Uttar Pradesh 28 50 80 3 7 - 3 362 51 584 416 1000
West Bengal . 20 11 72 3 - 480 44 635 365 1000
all-India 26 32 83 3 4 2 hg 419 58 629 371 1000

Treatment codes : Surgical operation only-1,
and aid/appliance-4, surgical : d
therapy and aid/appliance-6, surgical operation,
allopathic treatment-8 and other types of treatment-9

operation and

physiotherapy/occupation therapy only-2, ajd/appliance only-3, surgieai operation
physiotherapy/occupation therapy-5, physiotherapy/occupation
physiotherapy/occupation therapy and aid/appliance-7,

other
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TABLE 5:5+4 DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DEFORMITY OF
LIMB (NOT COUPLED WITH PARALYSIS) BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES.
URBAN
: all no oo f
7 ¥ type of treatment taken code typu treat-  total
state &) ment
1 2 3 4 2 i - 7 8 9 treat- taken
d ment
(1) . @y 3 (4) (5) ©) @) (8) @ a0 (1) (12) '(13)
Andhra Pradesh . 51 22 72 8 8 e 3 3 557 76 800 200 1000
Bihar . d 3 . 29 3 184 7 —_ — T 485 il 746 254 1000
Gujarat : > ‘ 39 134 183 - 15 12 21 328 52 784 216 1000
Haryana . ¥ i 14 4 271 18 — R -+ 393 22 730 270 1000
Jammu & Kashmir ¥ 93 - 179 - — 9 - - 539 6 822 178 1000
Karnataka 46 46 73 8 6 - — 500 - 70 749 251 1000
Kerala . - 29 85 86 6 — 10 12 439 146 813 187 1000
Madhya Pradesh a2 19 141 10 17 10 — 551 . 29 811 189 1000
Maharashtra 41 44 148 2 13 3 13 523 39 826 174 1000
Orissa . ; : 21 12 84 s - - — 485 31 633 367 1000
Punjab ; ! 45 29 67 7 11 - 13 731 22 925 75 1000
Rajasthan § . 36 17 124 14 4 - 5 389 59 648 352 1000
Tamil Nadu . g - 34 40 144 10 7 14 15 469 43 776 224 1000
Uttar Pradesh . 57 33 137 3 9 7 6 483 37 772 228 1000
West Bengal . 40 100 139 2 9 5 2 480 28 805 195 1000
Delhi 53 _— 290 13 - — —_ 434 52 842 158 1000
all-India e M3 41 40 133 6 8 5 T 494 52 786 214 1000

Treatment codes :

surgical operation only-1, physiotherapy/occupation therapy only-2, aid/appliance only-3, surgical operation
and aid/appliance-4, surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupation therapy-5, physiotherapy/occupation
therapy and aid/appliance-6, surgical operation, physiotherapy/occupation therapy and aid/appliacne-7, other
allopathic- treatment-8 and other type of treatment-9.
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TABLE 5-5-5 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DYSFUNCT TON
OF JOINTS ONLY BY TYPE OF TREATMENT TAKEN FOR SELECTED STATES. i

RURAL
all no
type of treatment taken code t treat- total
state - 0 ment v
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ftreat-
ment

1) 2) 3) 4 ) © @ 8) ) (10) (11) (12) (13)
Andhra Pradesh . . 12 33 60 i1 4 2 S 480 49 651 349 1000
Assam . ; . : — 19 205 2 — — — 307 19 577 423 1000
Bihar . : 5 : 17 6 202 - - 6 3 —_ 350 65 649 351 1000
Gujarat s G 3 15 25 319 19 12 — — 288 37 715 285 1000
Haryana : ., ; — 66 183 — - — — 279 53 581 419 1000
Himachal Pradesh . : 20 —_ 124 — - —_ — 473 128 745 255 1000
Jammu & Kashmir . 15 — 136 — - 13 - 513 22 699 301 1000
Karpataka . : A 49 12 56 - - 11 — 3 366 172 669 331 1000
Kerala . - . ; 43 81 117 — 9 — - 488 198 936 64 1000
Madhya Pradesh . A 40 14 127 — 3 —_ - 373 58 615 385 1000
Maharashtra 5 : 44 49 88 15 11 . — 471 47 725 275 1000
Orissa ; . ‘ 35 - 108 — 7 — — 420 51 621 379 1000
Punjab . S - 26 55 111 2 9 2 3 489 138 835 165 1000
Rajasthan . A A 28 3 64 - - — — — 313 127 535 465 1000
Tamil Nadu . 7 i 34 44 73 — 10 — 5 461 103 730 270 1000
Tripura : . 5 41 — 78 -— — — — 744 35 898 102 1000
Uttar Pradesh 5 . 54 53 99 14 10 — 2 409 50 691 309 1000
‘West Bengal . i 3 18 29 80 6 - — — 538 4 KR . 277 1000
all-India . : . 33 32 107 6 7 1 1 421 78 686 34 1000

treatment codes : surgical operation only-1, physiotherapy/oocupation therapy only-2, aid/appliance only-3, surgical ope.raﬁon and
aid/appliance-4, surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupation therapy-5, physiotherapy/occupation therapy
and aid/appliance-6, surgical operation physiotherapy/occupation therapy and aid/appliance-7, other allopathic

freatment-8 and other types of treatment=9,
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TABLE 556 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY DUE TO DYSFUNCTION
' OF JOINTS ONLY BY TYPE OF TREATMENT FOR SELECTED STATES.

URBAN _ ¥
all no T
type of treatment code types treat-
state of ment total
1 2 A 5 6 9 8 9 treat-
g ment

(6)) (2) _(3) (4 (5) (6) )] (8) ) (10) a1y a2 @3
Andhra Pradesh . ., 36 11 93 5 8 s — 562 107 822 178 1000
;- S SO P 32 17 172 15 19 3= — 445 164 864 136 1000
Guwarat yeaiy 59 69 270 & o 14 39 298 70 819 181 1000
Haryana PR e == 113 55 =t = — 279 111 953 47 1000
Jammu & Kashmir : 87 — —- 115 — —_ —- 644 -— 846 154 1000
Karnataka . . . 66 155" » 40 6 10 15 8 546 39 795 205 1000
Kepdls. |/~ W01 | 68 92 68 29 4 4 4 525 99 893 107 1000
Madhya Pradesh . . 41 14 189 5 16 - = 448 68 781 219 1000
Maharashtra ) 92 73 181 38 26 4 13 389 51 867 133 1000
(5750 i b 50 14 268 =, = 1 e 422 66 820 180 1000
T PR £, ) 52 43 125 — = 6 8 544 142 920 80 1000
Rajasthan . . . 60 9 160 13 2 - 9 401 41 715 285 1000
Tamil Nadu . e s 44 24 118 50 14 9 3 463 124 849 151 1000
Uttar Pradesh Ryal 75 42 155 21 3 10 6 496 49 857 143 1000
West Bengal . AT 60 923 166 8 i 16 e 458 86 887 113 1000
e ke W v 45 — 386 E: 23 = 23 363 22 862 138 1000
aldindie. o o f o T a8 - ot 11 6 6 467 84 845 155 1000

v

treatment code : surgical operation only-1, physiotherapy/occupation therapy only-2, aid/appliance only-3, surgical operation and
aid/appliance-4, surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupation therapy-5, physiotherapy/occupation therapy

and aid/appliance-6, surgical operation, physiotherapy/occupation therapy and aid/appliance-7, other allopathic
treatment-8 and other types of treatment-9,
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TABLE 5-5-7 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY WHO TOOK NO TREAT-
MENT BY TYPE OF DISABILITY AND REASON FOR TAKING NO TREATMENT FOR RURAL

AND URBAN AREAS.

rural urban
reason for taking no treatment paralysis deformity  dysfunction  paralysis  deformity dysfunction
of limbs of joints of limbs  of joints
(1) S )] (3) ) ) 6) )
place where treatment available not known 82 119 62 71 87 34
treatment expensive 492 370 475 310 272 374
treatment not deemed to be necessary for x
economic independence 132 126 155 79 103 119
personal independence ) 97 85 47 112 88
other causes 187 216 149 266 298 259
trcatmem taken tor nther du;abﬂmea 10 72 74 227 128 126
total . 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000

TABLE 5:5-8 : DISTRIBUTION FOR 1000 PERSONS HAVING LOCOMOTOR DISABILITY WHO WERE ADVISED AID/
APPLIANCE BUT DID NOT ACQUIRE THE AID/APPLIANCE BY TYPE OF DISABILITY AND REASON
FOR NOT ACQUIRING THE AID/APPLIANCE FOR RURAL AND URBAN AREAS.

.l

rural urban
reason for not acquiring paralysis deformity amputa-  dysfunc- paralysis  defor- ampu- dysfun-
of tion tion of mity of  tation ction of
limbs joints limb joints
) @ @ @ &) ©) )] ®) ©)
aid/appliance :
not available 12 23 33 20 17 27 56 2
too expensive . : 438 429 469 447 346 414 512 346
aidfappliance not deemed 10 be nccessary for
economic independence . : 2 103 81 80 68 155 84 39 93
* personal iudependence 125 136 149 147 159 173 96 193
others N 322 331 269 318 323 302 297 344
Lo Fal | saia 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 « 1000 1000
Percentage of persons advised aid/appliance )
out of those who took treatment . . 9 7 8 8 9 6 9 6
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TABLE 61 : ESTIMATED NUMBER (PER 1,00,000) OF PERSONS HAVING AT LEAST ONE OF THE PHYSICAL DIS-
ABILITIES* BY SEX FOR EACH STATE AND UNION-TERRITORY OF RURAL AND URBAN AREAS,

state e a
male female persons male female persons
) (2) (3) “) () © )]

Andhra Pradesh 2563 2284 2426 1813 1737 1776
Assam o g ; 916 725 829 962 - 628 809
Bihar SR . : 2124 1611 1872 1429 1206 1329
Gujar'ét ' : ; 1606 1400 1507 1219 1001 1115
Haryana . : 2257 1542 1928 2574 1874 2233
- Himachal Pradesh 1/2 2111 1267 1680 1262 835 1071
Jammu & Kashmir . ; 2126 1357 1764 1090 756 934
Karnataka ; . 2007 1871 -1896 1400 1251 1329
Kerala S : 1882 1422 1647 1884 1419 1650
Madhya Pradesh . - 1496 1284 1393 1131 1081 1107
Maharashtra . y 1818 1502 1663 1235 1110 1177
Manipur 1/2. : 859 532 712 484 476 480
Meghalaya 1/2 : : ; 1559 672 1128 753 323 550
Nlagaland 2 e S : : Not Surveyed 311 453 367
Orissa (o BT , 2287 - 2040 2162 1546 1377 1467
Punjab AT i : 2 3040 2069 2576 1934 1316 1638
Rejasthlf oo o0 @l = . 2285 1806 2051 1713 1540 1632
Tamil Nadu SAARE 1 . 2312 1930 2120 2306 1904 2108
THBORNY * o e e F 2076 * 1703 1896 1619 1454 1540
Uttar Pradesh - y 2204 1574 1903 1603 1331 1478
West Bengal e . 1798 1424 1621 1110 803 965
Chandigarh 1/2 . . ; ; 1021 2164 1115 2079 956 1501

Dadra & Nagar Haveli 1 . . 1349 804 1084 not surveyed
Delhi 1 ) o T s L 2082 1652 1889 986 923 958
Goa, Daman & Diu 1/2 . B~ T N 1633 1665 1549 1134 932 1038
Mizotam2 .. « 5 . Ll B A 1657 1409 1535 6611 1195 917
Pondicherry 12 . . 2896 3734 3314 3678 2771 3225
all-India . : - = : : 2045 1632 1844 & 1532 1297 ' 1420

.

| Less than 1000 households surveyed in the rural sector.

2 Less than 1000 households surveyed in the urban sector.

*Physical disability covers (i) visual, (i) hearing and/or speech and (jii) locomotor disability.

24—59 Static/83
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APPENDIX—6

T . 9 §EYGOVERNMENT OF INDIA . #a ufa
CENTRAL* Ty % & : ORIG .
—_—— e sfeed adaw 76T NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY ORGANISATION —flrt~
T garofas aaa : qarf—frET 1981/SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY : JULY—DECEMBER 1981 faeasfa
STATE DUPLICATE
T /AT &7 0.0 : of@d #1 FHSCHEDULE 0.0. : List of Houscholds 3ear X
RURAL/URBAN* = TH'IR?'SD(TH ROUND

(1) sfreet wrwj@s # G@AT*
identification of sample village/block®
1. | #7 €& | 12, | 7T A A
serial number town class
2. | U@ 13, | anérdes whrd/de geTifHea/EE -
statef’region ward/Inv. unit /block charge‘{g:clefblock
3. | ®\¢ 14. | W9 dEErE
stratum frame code
4, | so-sfeam 15. | &%
sub-sample hamlet _
FI-3 16, | wafaa o www A afafga s aTHT AT S8

(i) no. of census villages contained in

5. | sub-round 4
surveyed revenue village

: sferadt g jEve dea afiefire ST T A afafgd oo aral S gen
6. | sample village/ (i) no. of revenue villages contained in
block no. sample census villages.
7. | am/@vE T 17. | @@wm s SEe
village/block size approximate present population
8. | T 18. | www T & wAg/avEE A d@A
‘ state : no. of h.g./sub-blocks formed
9. | forr 19. | sfeearn @¥aw (F) & fag wror
district . reason for substitution code (a)
10. | e 20. | wmagw d¥Faiw (7) & oo Frow
tehsil reason for casualty code (a)
b 11. | T[T
i villa'g;e{town
(2) @dva w1d a1 fasojparticulars of field work
g FATH EIAT HHIEH EEiCED
item investigator Assistant superintendent superintendent
- ’ & FTaTAT
Qe et
field table |
supervision scrutiny
a ' @ ® @ )
1. #w/name i
2. fafa (7i/date () of
(i) e frdreor/survey/inspection X
(i) srfeejreceipt - ‘ )
(iii) weryserutiny \ x i
(iv) sfafafisornduplication - z >
(v) stydespatch !
3. der afafe sgfealges 1 gen e 1 X X X
number of additional sc‘nedulefsheets attached _
4. gEarysignature 1 ’

g7 1%mﬁm@_ CODE LIST FOR BLOCK I

W 1999 20 : SfaramEREdEn & w (a) items 19 and 20 : reason for substitution/casualty :

sifersjwr EE AgAEHE afeda T@ 1 - sample village/block not traceable/identifiable 1
e g ‘ : ; 2 not accessible 2
qAGW ST AL . 3 survey notallowed . .. .+ . . 3
o FTO (FeE 7Y) 9 other reasons (specify) . 9

kSt @y A g 9% e )
*delete whichever is inapplicable.
(133)
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o = . G e 4 " o

3.1 |31 GugiET-avEl # g
list of hamlet—gt&ups{sub—b]ocks

' ' |
= T & A | - &wls_m I T A | s4- | &%7 | W BT &7 A |arrr- ger
o | o | W | "o | "ear | wEE | wo | ‘!T'EIT qHg
w | @ ;| & o | #
gfaa| g&ar | gfqore) der gftera| wHear
) name of hamlet p.c. | hg ) name of hamlet pe. | hy. sl | name of hamlet p.c. h.g.
no. popln | no. no. I , popln| no. no. | popln | no.
) @) ® | @ | @ O | @ m @ @ | @
]
| e
t ( i : ; Sy
1
: .

r |I | ‘ | |' \ ‘ ]] ||

3.2 @Y GNEST-EE F ST F7 @iEa
Sketch map of hamlet-group/sub-block formation




135 40 0.0-98 3

_ Sch. 0 -0 page 3
4.1 EE 6HuTT e g Y
summary of information from block 6
ararfas @ @At U arEre 6 \
G FA q& sfeardl & dear
1. 9F-FIT | Total number of households by social ‘ : number of households
sub-stratum | W group code S L .- &
': F [HTUA gferafor | Cwdfem | gfmmfm | wadEw
1 2 3 4 b inter- | | :
| total val(l) sampled surveyed ‘ -substituted casualty
RIS I (P = e 3 s I o TS e
P i rarey OO @] &y © (D e i, UL (10) \ (i
1 3 | | | |
i U A S FEM Pt e
- |
2 | ‘ |
- | e | | |
Total ‘ . |
| o =fr} #r g9 @en | 3. wrdifew w0 ¥ fapein safeat @ N 1o s
(Fre8 5) Fr dea (FTEH 7—10) X
total number of persons 3. total number of physically total
. (eol. 5) 1 disabled persons (cols. 7—I10)
42;1mm%¢fﬁmsﬂfﬁnﬁrﬁmﬁiﬁqmm%amnﬁm .
particulats of spzcialised institutions exclusively for disabled persons. :
| ' = o ! g
o | demwam | wfew | & gha W wh - frmd 365 fet & Yo dar e syfel g
qEAT name of the | foewt wwats (&) | natu e of service rendered number of persons serviced during last 365 days
sl. institution | type of owner- |
% | shipcode® | i dfate (1) | smvde (g | A avehe | g st
! description : code (c) H‘G’F‘ﬁ Eil &Y 'al') non- ~ (=) i
‘ residential residential information
(as inmates) ‘ code(d)
0) N @ ®) © o ®

l.
|

| i
2. afe wamr w7 ¥ fawerin safeal & fan fafrse gear sfead majave & 7@ &, 4 d@ fazan ger & gd (fenfe #)

distance in km. from nearest specialised institution exclusively for disabled persons if there is no such institution in
sample w!la‘gf,fblock

gz 4,2 & (g dEare g CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 42
(@) e (3) : wanfieT %1 frew (b) column (3) : typeofmershlp
ki e 5 public sector . : . . . 0
S - i * ! proprietory 1
Sl : ? ] . i ; partnership . . > : " ; 2
ﬁaﬂ' i 5 : : ; 1 % private limited 3 3 ) ” ; 3
e e i public limited 4
afiafr ’ - : : S co-operative society 5
HFEI ré afufrd * ﬂfﬂfm qsﬁ - G_m F :lstutut(on registemd under publ:c tru.st or socnety :
gﬁfa W;( ) 2 ; unregistered msututu)n 3 = . i 4
Jead . - . others (specify) . . ’ . . 9
(1) #1em (5) ﬁﬁiw"ﬁﬁﬁ" () column (5) : nature ofservlcerendered
e s e . ! vocational training 1
ffr @ wTC Y Faaeria *mﬁrm ﬁwm specialised school (non-vocanonal) for any pa.rtl-
(Wmhﬂ"ﬁ*) . : 2 cular disability s s 2
qu"!ﬁ*’ : 3 production centre . : 3
AT ﬁfﬂ[il&lll qg—a o 4 vocational tra;mng-cum-producuon ccntre 4,
Tl fafwer . ' 5 medical treatment , : 5
W.i!s‘i[(%:?ﬁ?; : ¥ . . ‘; fond and sheltar o2 sl b o+ v 4 o 6
i B : s . others (specify) : ol - ‘ . 9
(%) mm(s):w LEnich (d) column (8) : information code :
wrew (6) uF (7) F . . information in cols. (6) & (7) collected who]!y
wIed g QU st ¥ 2 i 1 from records Sl cAuh o 1
yifer ®©7 & sfwaal & . 5 g 2 partly fromrecords . . . . . 2
afedel & 78 = 3 not from records . : -
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5.1. ¥=EA9% F amiﬁre( remarks by investigator

5.2 gdaer sfasd 4i) %7 segfaw  remarks by supervisory
officer(s) (

list of households and records of selection

6. aferdl &t gt T4 waw & afwem ¥ geEw § fraoor

’ |
g | wFw | g afcare & wfear &1 r| afe- ‘ - ‘ g¥arw () gy ardifes s - SfE
gem | wem | € ger am | wfw | w7 ¥ fapein afwmi | AT | ef@den
| HATFTT 1 >3 g sarprilmg iamplg ”
qWAT | o, of physically disabled ﬁ,r::ber ng“ms&f
‘ () persons by code (f) S
line house | house name of head house- social || W T bk
number | number | hold of household | hold group | . . sub-stratum | sub-stratum
serial size code R - W
number | | [ (e ‘ . ‘ total
| | | N (met) | 1 2l v 2
) @ (3) @ %) (©) M @ ©® ) ap 12 @3 a4
gHrw & fafy wtgenwefr anifz
date of listing : Mohalla/street etc, :
o o | ’ e
J‘ 2 o
|
| . ;
| { ';
i | |
| | g
| | l | | |- =
@1g 6 ¥ Py ddais g CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6 TN
(%) = (6) : armifas ot (e) column (6) : social group
. stheduled tribe 1
ﬂﬁﬁ'ﬂi i ; scheduled caste . 2
Ta-ATE A 3 neo-buddhist 3
arg 4 others 4
(¥) &9 (7)-—(9) (f) columns (7)—9)
afte fagas | : : . . 1 visual o gt Tl - 1
am;, wfE fawas ( s——adfa st gwd Fe) 2 communication (aged 5 years and above) 2
wfer frems . : - - 3 locomotor . 3
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890 0, % §
Sch. 0-0-Page 5
6. wPETd @ @t quT 99w & afwaw F ewen 7 fawo
list of households and records and seleqtion
o -
af | wE afer qfcare & wfear &1 aw ['rrfuTPm’mmfaras #aarw () gro widfon sferasi= sifaas
geqr | €T 0 aFIT | A & % fagwrin safeml i w9 qer |TfErT d=r
i Harw Hwar sarp;iling iampl; .
q . of physi i seria ouse
o (‘) “,‘,’e,go,‘:s {?cz]cl,ﬂ:l a%bled number nuElbero
1 house | house ho social T &R |- Te-ET
number | number | hold A OF 1A OE imostse boid eow | 1| 2| 3 (g | Substratum | sub-stratum
' nﬁsgi?elr sizo e 1 total {
(© | | (net) | 1 i 2 |12
6] (€] (€)) @ ) (6) an ® O (109 an a2 a3 a4
g @ fafa Arge T anfr
date of listing : Mohalla/street etc. :
| | |
ave 6% fay &%aiw gl CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6
(8) www (6) :mArfos ai, (€) column (6) : social group :
NP _ : A ’ scheduled tribe 1
aepfaa wfa | : . g g scheduled caste 2
Ta-ag ‘ y : : - 3 neo-buddhist . 3
e _ 4 others 4
(%) =W (71)=—(9) : () columns (1)—(9) :
gftz fraas . : : ! 1 visual e & 1
ar wie fawaw (5 “ﬂ“ 3 Sud ) 2 communication (aged 5 years and above) 2
nfy faaasw ’ . 4 3 Jocomotor 3
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6. Tl &1 g a9 999 F afqaw & avaw A

list of households and records of selection

7 ' wE | afeEre ! qfearz & wfear &1 am gfva- mwrfwil d¥ats (9) groy wdifer | whrwdr | iz
dear | e 3 ks @ | wUE fraemr st | oww den ’ T g
A ATFIT | aFdiw | deqr sampling |  sample
qE (%) no. of physically disabled serial household
_ bersons by code (f) number number
line house | house- = | e IT-FT
number | number | hold name of head of household house- | social o [ FT | sub-stratum | sub-stratum
serial ] hold | group 1 2 3 wel
number RSee ‘ code | | total | 1 [ e ot A | 2
us | | R ISR R I B I s
(0)) @ @ ) (5) O] M @ © @ a) a2 a3 a9
Ao gy fafr wgeAn e arfe

date of listing :

Mobhalla/street etc.

|
| =

|
]

Riea T
|
|

—_—

|

—_—
———

| ‘
{

e
;
8

—
—
——

| |

|
e |
|

| |
| |

|
|
|

oz 6% fwe d@ms qf

(%) @ (6) :armfys o
EEGEE I CE s
aqgfas wfa
Ta-a1g
C

(5) & (7)—-(9):

gfte fawaw . ; : ¥
T, wiF famas (5 affa o 3e% o)
_fa faaas

(=

LS I -

CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6

(e) column (6): social group :
scheduled tribe L
scheduled caste -
neo-buddhist : g e

others

(f) columns (7)—(9)
visual : i - . :
communication (aged 5 years and above)

locomotor

E - 7S T S T

—
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6. aterdl #r @l qar 9@ F wfesw F ey W fawor

List of households and records of selection

;

| | |
: l i i .
gfEg | AW afen T i afear & afaar a1 99 1f7- H'ITITFSFF q¥atE (F) g mIriew .' (i |afE
gear | A = ! aifes |' w1 § fager | ogE  ThE e
| AT Fl‘Fh‘(S‘ afeal & e | sampling, | sample
& } | no. of physically disabled | serial household
I? ] persons by code (f) _ number number
line house | house- / | social | ‘ | ‘\‘F TH-FIT TLEAT
number | number | hold name of head of household house-{ group L= 2 3 j(==) | substratum | sub-stra-
serial | hold code ‘ J total . tum
ey ! R AL l@ey [T 2] & T 2
1) @) 3 4 (5) (6) n ® O (100 an (12 (13 (14
g & fafr Hrgee et afs
date of listing: Mohalla/street etc.:
R ey _ T | | e e « LRy
| ;
. l | I !__‘__
[ | | ‘ | ‘
| ' l 1 : | kot
| | | R [
| | | , | | i o o
| ' ! | | ’
A = C RS M "
e e s |
| | | | ek Sl FRRY T I
| | } | | 1 i
| | .
| | .
‘ | i . | i 1
| | |- I B ‘ ‘
| | han b e | ‘
- ‘ | |‘_“——'
, o |
| | | : =
| | A o
| . f
} dea b | ! | | |
' | i S e
| ' i .
‘ I | | ‘ | | ; |
| . | | s [ | |
'_ | | B KRS - ‘
] 1 1 |_
‘ | \ | | | | | I
avwe 6% fAu H¥ats el CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6
(%) easw (6) arafas =9 (e) column (6) : social group :
e A i scheduled tribe 1
s i@ 2 scheduled caste’ ; 2
9-d1g 3 neo-buddhist 3
e - 4 ethers 4
(w) wwem(7)—(9)" (f) Columns (7)—(9):
zfee fowas . | visual 1
a% wiwa feeas (5 @dfx Bﬂ‘( g am} 2 communication (aged 5 years and above) 2
afer famas 3 losomotor 3
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6. afaief 7 g A =w & wlamw & e § faaw
1ist of households and records of selection

gfFw | wara | AT afmr @ wfaa @
qeqr | HEAT ]
| %H |
Heqr |7
line house _ | house- I names of head of household
number | number | hold
serial
i £ n_urr_:_bgr . 5 AL
(1) (2) {3 (4)

a2 5| fafg
date of listing:

| [
arfe- lfhiﬂf:r-l:, g¥aty (7)) 317 TOfE | sr’r"a’:n_h qfrET
| wfew | ad 43 w7 faFem | wW AR Fanr
| TR TR cafet 5t aan sampling | sample
| no. of physically disabled | pum S
I parsons by code (f) i numbst | pumber
! = i T | ST | gt
house- | social | 1 2 = S gy £ | Sub-
hold group | ¢ ‘ (TE)|  stratum stratum
size. | code total ‘ -
ey VL el erl 2 ) 3 12l
(5) © (7 9) a3y e

| gfaswe

(8)

(1o (11 (12

draer/adr mlfa
mohalla/street etc, :

"oy ¢ o fow gaam g9

(=) savs (6) : =mrfam &

F g saafa
wagfes mft
CER et

&+

s (7)—(9)

Zitz faurs
a7s wfsd fagas (
afy fawgs

5 FEIT AT IHA FIT)

LR -

-~

CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6

(e) column (6) : Social group :
scheduled tribe
scheduled caste
neo-buddhist
others

() columns (7)—(9)
visual > : .
communication (aged 5 years and above)
locomotor

S PR 5 T




*&wArT CENTRAL WA ¥ GOVERNMENT OF INDIA it wfa®
e g 7ERO T NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY ORGANISATION ORIGINAL
FRIAGF woer - SEr—00 =T 1951 e e
TSTIA/STATE SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEYS : JULY—DECEMBER 1981
M, ST » DUPLICATE
A9 26 : frwair sfFat 51 9959/SCHEDULE 26 :  SURVEY OF DISABLED PERSONS
arrl:g® 1™ 6 O/ 11/PART-I: BLOCK 1to6 &9to 1l :
ibiGaee] weraai 41
RURAL/URBAN THIRTY-SIXth ROUND
(1) sfiel ofeT %1 qg=r identification of sample houschold
H |
1. | %% "errfserial no. 9. U [state |
(R | ™|
2. m.ﬁa;statc-regioﬁ | | 10 T/ district
3. | wEestratum I 11 TR ftehsil
4. | I9-sfas| sub-sarqpie : {12, TTH[AT &1 A19)village/town by et St
5. m.;ﬁ-qsub-round ll 13. ML F4[town class
6. | wfirast grjave deayjsample village/block no| 14, [ ATE |37 E - - WUE [T HISH-T 98] ward/Inv. !
: l | unitblock/charge/circle-block
7. | 99-wax) ub-stratum || b, 15, I| ﬁw (%) [hamlet(s) !
8. | siferasr afea® §#=41 [sample household no. | 16. ‘ HHA F&T/house no. :
|« 17. | ofET % Afear w @)
‘ name of head of household
(2) ®a #r4 %1 fea2 /particulars of field work
| = AT | : g
Ttem investigator HEIE o T | e
i asstt. supdts. supdt.
| @ gdaE FraieT Hedray
‘ field tables
supervision scrutiny
(1) K = (2) (3) (4) 1 ()
- o o i
1. | #rwmame |
| e T
2. | fafg(ar) date(s) of: . |
(i) waeor/fadremfadiar
survey/inspection/scrutiny ‘ o [ e
(i) sfe.receipt ! W,
p— = A L e e B rl. j " II -
(iii) faferfamor/duplication 4 { % I i
(iv) smojdespatch . X |
=y |- T |
I X
3, | dew sfafeR oo Tawl B wEar ] ¥
no. of addl. schedules/sheets attached | i_ s b
1 L P L PR —_— i |
e | |
4. I m/ssgnature | | |
| . e F
) o (7% F s “I;processinz particulars (to befilled in at Data Processing Centre)
' : TEAIAT
aEm # | mEw | osEtw | ;
> # &a}aﬁ mf . signature of
uz date of date of no, o o fo To & 4
ftem “allotment | completion | cards I UD.I:. A *l 8o q}'} gqs"
b 3 g Wi s
() 3 £ ) O ) S, S O SN . O R £
1. | ®4r|T Sw1</quality scrutiny I [osh,
| |
2. | qfgm (%) srEeat-ij(a) phase-1 ) Bt ooy S A
punching = ; ¥ I
(@) sFEa1-1i (b) phase-II ‘ [ 2 \
3. st (%) @Eear-ili(a) phase-Iil | | |
verification | ‘
i | (@) srrear-iij(b) phase-1!

¥y @ A ARt -y ’d.elete whichever is inapplicable.
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(4.1) 3w # asaf@jremarks by investigator
- :

"

(4.2) wish sferarfal ) feorofy remarks by supervisory officers

(4.3) =% F AT ¥ fF37Mparticulars about informant

|
L. | 9% & dMmame of informant

|
2. | qaF w1 qf@ar & arg wEed (8530 | informant’s relation to head (code)

3. | T=F T @NF (§591% ) jnature of informant (code)

-

4. | #EAW (FFFF ) survey (code)

5. | WAGE %1 F1W07 (TFAF ) [reason for casualty (code)

Ttem 3 : (pature of informant) :
wE-5 1 (HFAAT FT FI0)

AW others 9

S g T e e AN
qre 4.3 F AT @FFF g
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 43

- -
wz-2: (qaF a1 Afem 1 @wg waw) H3-4 @ (Haem) :
Item 2 : (Informant's relation to head) : ltemd : (survey) :
afz@re w1 #wfEarhead of houschold g i3 we qfeErT @df@d/original household surveyed
qfTT &1 @1 #=Fjother member .ot' household 2 et afeare w3 jsubstitute household SEveyed
q%-3 . (qIF W @) ' AFIAT (FF 7E 74189 ) Jeasualty (nothing surveyed)

TE9F {[Informant is : . Item 5 : (reason for casualty) :

gt a4 TH4 Fjco-operative and capable 1 A U [Informant busy

WEARN. T S co-operative but not capabfé . 2 W3] F 9T F aTET £imembers away from home
2% busy 3 T=F FTRATI Informant non-cooperative

AfT=% reluctant 4 a1 FT (fafasz &% )other reasons (specify)
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(8) afenz® # Frerey o7 household characteriatics s L -
P | qrfzarfs A1F17household size 2. | wedl %1 &I number of members |
P SRR o Tze
2. | qfz=(T &1 g9 (FF77F) household religion N L3 jmales e
- (code) " fr= i) 1241 | 0--4 7904 years .
8., | SINECWS (NI sodiak v (oole) | 122 | 5-—143%5— 14 years |.
s | mfrfop sgEREm (FEEi) TN e L e el anGRe A LN B
| household industry occupation (code) 12-3 15— 193915—19 years
LLraeady . - 1 - e | ..———-—-—I_—"_‘_
5. arfrafor T @ (AFarT) I e . i
housebold employment status (code) e e S o i il o S ] RSSO0
= 6.-_ PO — (m;“_ - 125 |30—a9 aﬁ;so_-as years VEY I,
?lg:-iehom s e 1246 40— 49 T 40— 49 years I.
AR (T 1o = o e — P T D e ] S, pe T R .__; —
- __1‘__ = wfaEd qﬁr__t :I'Ii‘md owned ) L 9N | 50==59 3&;50——-59 years |
e J T e AT, S T TR T LT T el Lt
8. 3 e v )itype of housing (code) ot 128 60 AT TAT THA Ffa7F(60 years and more |
9, |_m"tmw S (&F70% ) type of latrine (code) | e females |—'——"
i TgfT F1 W=ET g ar o .
9.1 afx “v%ﬁaﬂ“ gl ar ug s 0— 4 T8/0—4 years
if flush system of latrine in item 9, no. T e L T e
| oF such latrines s | 1210 | 5--14 F/5—14 years |
— — _— 1211 15-—19 a8(15— 19 years !
0. | fafaez faga afeavafaat &1 aror e e R
: | possession of specified fixed assets 1212 ]I 20—29 T%/20—29 years I
101 | amwer (gi-—1, TE-—2) bicycles (ves—1,n0—2) :W' 3039 T4/30—39 years |
10 -2—”___@!3?5 (g1—=1, A8i~=2)scooter (yes—1,n0—2) T12-14 | 40—49 /4049 yoars '
i IT— ——vrr;ﬁ';; ¥ fawein safiaai 1 dear I | 1215 i 50-—59 T450—59 years ;
. no. of physically disabled persons i - : St JRY S b e
A AR I M Y T 12-16 ‘ 6074 T gaw Afuw/60 yearsandmore
i e =g 5% fau S g
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 5
e 2 - (vfarT w u) we 5 (g e ) w2 8 (W) [Item 8 : (contd.)
Ttem 2 : (household religion): Item 5 : (households employment status)
” #1-frrfiajself-employed | y @H[others 2"
ferg/hinduism e orgdt oA FHATjsalaried fwage/ 2 G AT
geare) islam 2 phid l:mpl.oyns 3 semi-pucca structure:
st il sffag wagdy s At/ 3 =1e/ 9% T [chawl/bustee 3
I casual wage labour g qq;r;r]l Independe nt house 4
e 4 T-ATAHTE FTATT non-gainful activity 4
quq:mkhlsm Fothers 5 #d/others 5
S v 5 !
Srjainism we 7. (efass ufr g ) uAE; HTEHI pucea structure :
!'f’é';b“ddh"sm_ 6 Item 7 : (le:nddow'nedm hectare) o el S84 6
qr‘{!ﬂ‘,lzoroa.s!risnism J‘lmi_fjﬂzgan Y ‘12 single room tenament
apyjudaism §  0.50—0.99 3 TEflat 7
g ;00“; g 4 #d "aA| Independent house 8
00—3 ¢ 5
gy jothers B i ¢ Fothers 9
wa 3 (e ) dtem 3 : (socialgrour) 1 g¢ st afuw Ao
10-00 & above AR LR el e
" mtﬁ”scheduledtribe 1 Item 9 .(typec: atrine)
b e " O8: (mm) FTETEE A&l [no latrine 1
o rﬁ”ﬁﬂhﬁ duled caste 7 Ttem 8 : (type of housing): T b rvice >
w4 #<H77 kutchha structure ﬁ.ﬁa; 3 .
. ;neo-buddhisi: o ; . 29i/septic tank 3
: J"-M‘"h““’ [bustee 0 e 92/ flush systen 4
geajothers 4w dimdiindependent hut 1 & Jothers




(8) w=eqi & sreviferse forare

demographic particulars of members as on

wain o | S e | |t | | g (g, o) | w fon | afemew | wrates
‘ a. (Te9-1, | ( frwen [ TTE- ‘__ : _fhcthe‘r haw.p_g (yes-1, no-2) : w{g:' ;a;;q ( ;igg)-f:-r fersertara
HEyg | wE-2) T HE- | Fiw . “wf : 7
| | far) | i_m )\ e ‘ e mﬁf‘r e ?‘" (3‘; | fom Fow | o g aﬁﬁz
. I i (stn) gadl | geen | fw --a‘wsréo) | FESR| g | (AFAE)
| ' ‘mem fag-  |fEeeiTET T 5 %’“" (s
sl. [name | re- | sex age | AT quF & w]ie_t-};z !
. 3 | : er 7 . di
no. la;:on Ema.lc ‘ (last | marital usual ‘ visual | (5 a9 7 | | parents it }'es 1_211 o?g;ff;.
sead | b birth- | giapys | activity| dje. o ot | loco- | atleast | of the col. (12) Stosi
¥ > . [48Y) | (code) "| status | apilit ) motor | one of disabled | type of dio
| male-2) | (e6de) y i : o blood | dis
| | (code) commu- | dis- the dis- | momper ‘ aod ability
. | nication | ability | abilities | hayjng | relation- (ods)
' “dis- givenin | common ship s
[ ' ability cols. ‘ ancestors | (code)
. | (5 years (®)—(10) | (yes—1,
| | | ; &above) i RO‘—'—Q)
) 1@ |6 (4) | @ (6) r (7 (8) 9 (10) (11 (12) (13'). (14)
| : [ I Gt 5
SRR CEEY IEN (PR IRy BT P T T Y R G | AT Y i o
N T S e R ; iy N T iy -
bty === ) Y e Lo
o
T N o D 2 PO 5 et o B ST v e
| l
@ & fau aFarE g
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 6
wrg-6: (Faifes feafa) wra 7 (s TR 7 () 7 T Ty
col. 6 (marital status) : col. 7 (contd.): col. 7 (contd.) : other blood relation
Y 7 frarfem 1 . A _
neve??narried : afafoe wogdr srea afas 3 99IF 8 - 14 ¢ (i R
Sy : casual wage labour too old #r fz )
currently married i - - I 9 1
A T AGT AL TG T @ : col. 14 : (degree of .
S F- & 2 : e A physical
Frofene (a=82)9a9e7 5 # oive v o ot s 4 o Other disability): =
widowed/divorced/separated i
: - ; E('i i = TR 13 2 (TR 1 7€)
T 7 (\THTE FIAET T 1d not work but seeking = . g
col. 7: (usual activity status): and/or available for work Wﬁ AT e & fe Wﬂﬁfﬂrﬂrm:{rm%mq
¥ : T99 TR TEA 2 1 FLEHAE | 2
mifenfer sem i wama At e e # v g 5 col 13: (type of blood ;;‘;g”g“"“;;? with.only aid/
. loyed includi ! attended educationalinstitu- f!fég:l;grl};hggt:heris first cou e e
self employed including em- tion ; . - A AT T .
ployed as helper in household - sin of member’s father i s (e amd
mdus[m: : b Eﬁ?‘lm-gﬂ"fﬁﬁﬁ gl 6 S ¥ faar & Fmgl s : 3
frrafire aameidr sog it g attended domestic duties Wq:l’ HTﬂT;ﬁW ;;gﬁggﬁ;ﬁ:fgnhoula:d;
P 3 & & I 2
regular salaried/wage emplo- fe Ay 7~ member’s mother is member's
| yee 100 young mother’s sister’s daughter
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(9) s-14 adffx qewi & famrmeny guf & fag qar wmEgc T faEon
particulars of devalopmental milestone and behaviour of children Aged 5-14 years

1 T (6) ¥ #F9 (1) F HFMT FH G serial number agin col. (1) of block (6) |

2 o sex |
3 #IY, age v ' |
4 w1 FAr frar ® oF §9ia & (gf-—1, T—2) whether parents have common ancestor (yos—1, no—2)

5 afz war fGar % oR g QA § I g a7 €T (HEaiE) '
if parents have common ancestor, type of blood rzlationship (code) ‘

|

6.1 | aar fredt wg@ & %l weff gU, (711, 7§-2)  whether ever enrolled in any school (yes-1, no-2)

6.2 | W AT 6,1 ® GFA-2 &1 A1 GG T g9 F; oFTov (@A) )
if code-2 against item 6 -1, reason for non-enrolment (code) | | ‘

6.3 | afx w2 6.1 % qAE-181 A 7MW WAL WA R (21, TH-2)
if code-1 against item 6. 1, whether currently enrolled (yes—1,n0—2)

6.4 | afz % 6.1 ¥ g¥are-1 g A1 T ¥ AT a6 99 ® g8 W@ (-1, - 2) mew W e dr W0 g 0=
' (Drag q & aafy ¥ fd amifea a=9787)
if code-1againstitem 6 -1, whether doing well/done wellat school (yes-1, no-2) 3
not known does not arise (for children enrolled for less than 2 years) 4

6.5 | % wE@eAyIEA WA F ¥ FI Fgaem § “wead: 9 @ (-1, 78 2)
whether generally very slow in development when compared to his/her brothers/sisters others of his/her
age (yes—1, no—2)

l6.6 | aur afrr faaal e & wforrd @t & (-1, 78-2) |
whether having difficulty inlearning daily routine (yes—1, no—2) . |

6.7 | =y aymrfrw e § gud & P & (aF—, wé--2) >
whether differs from others in social adaptation (yes—1, no—2)

7.1 | wafs fagi &1 @327 particulars of milestone :
wg #reeq faar when started :
Faz g3 (H¥Fai%) turningside (code)

7.2 | @4 (@¥aiw) sitting (code)

7.3 | ==ar (AFEiE) walking (code)

7.4 | avar (q¥aiF) talking (code)

8.0 | way frwir & (gf— 1, FE--2) whether having epilepsy (yes—1, no—2) k |

9.1 | wmriifcs faseimar &1 97 (FFa &7 S4307) type of specific physical disability (to be copicd from) !
gfer gadt (@ow-7.1 F97 4.10 #) visual(item 4 -10 of block 7 1)

9.2 | % wi¥d @F=FET communications:

(%) =aw (@ve 7.2 % 7% 4.12 ¥) (a) hearing(item4 ‘12, block 72) | '

(@) @ (@@ 7.2 % 7€ 4.18 ¥) (b) speech (item 4-18, block 7-2) . |

9.3 | wfy fagos (@98 7.3 F H8 4. 11 #) locomotor (ltem 4 -11, block 7 :3)

BT W cIp oA eS e I8 TR LT

T o ¥ fag wdwis g
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 9

wg 6.2 (WAl EAFTHTTT) Item 62 (reason for non-enrolment) | T T#F #TT other blood relation

oy § e g ST A . Uleg 7.1 % 7.4 (wafa fagi a1 i)
schoolingfacilities not available in the neighbourhood Item 7. | to7-4 (particulars of milestone):
el gMr #EAT enrolment expensive % 3 o v ok &5, v Y

wrar faar w1 fmere & sifwsfa wdiparents notinterested ineducation 3 | connot turn side/sit/walk/talk

grfraifes afas FEsa § AW §9 F FTOT 4

| IrEa BT started :

for participation in h.h. economic activity . e .
6 WO HOAE FEAT | G9 O3 T51) 2 AW qF T 3 O G F ey

oy At w1 & for other economic reasons

s 2
. 2k e g z = ’ turning side before 6 months/sitting before 1 vear walk-
TR FFI i ;E o WF}[ bgt;ya:?lz’t[ttendmg ReBies chores i ing before 2 years/talking before 3 years,
frgerar & #T9r  for disability I
&7 FT4 other reason 9 3[1“{2'&[. a1 stasted: <
#e-5 ¢ (T AFERE A7 TET) Item 5 : (type of blood relationship): & #TE%‘T‘FI'I_E[ A AR | T G G577 LAY G =7
waer A wrar o & faAr &7 e w4 A g 1 | 3 T A 3
amber’s mother is first cousin of member’s father turning siflr; after 6 months/sitting after 1 year/walking after 2
waer € WA 6T & frv € agw 87 @erd ) g | Years/talking after 3 years.
\ member's mother is member’s father’s sister’s daughter T @I cannot recall
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(10) afeart & ggmm faaon

identification particulars and summary information of household

TAT AT GHA

] | | :

W Heay (waE-1,

1. ‘ i qrzZ-1 ) . | fagam =xfm & e
~ | scrial number (item 1, black 1) number of disabled persons:
5 == S [T ]
% | T'T':“W i m;t')" : 16. | FATEarg 7 afgw (@oT 7.0, \F 4. 10, AdAE-2)
| Sateregioniden 2, block 1) = <4 having no light perception (code-2 of item 410
‘—"—3 —— —_— block 7 1) oy |
‘ stum@emdbok ) 000 _‘ 17. | G & @09 S (@ 7.1,9 4011, 65
4 | ST-mfrd (wz-4, @E-1) qi% 3l 4) e S
| sub-samyle (item 4, block 1) havinglight perception with/without spectacles
= il ‘ £ (code 3&4 of item 4 11, block 7 1)
5. | 99-3NT (9=-5, @ve-1) |
| sub-round (item 5, block 1) | ! A
— —_— | 18, | =aw fawamar afzg (@92 7.2, wE-4, 11 &7 FHATE-
¢ | Sfqae gmjEve e (93-6, @v2-1) [y
sample village/block no. (item 6, block 1) | with heariog disability (code-1 of item 4 -11, block 7 -2)
A qq.m-('qg.;r' grE-1) e Sl e o 19. | a® fAFeman afgw (@7 7,2, W7 4. 17 FTEFAF-1) |
sub-stratum (item 7, block 1) with speech disability (code-1 ofitem 4.17, bl, 7.2)
8. | frdt afenT e (WE-s, @ve-1) | 20, | wed efem (wvs 7.3).
sample houschold no. (item 8, block 1) with paralysis (block 7-3)
9. | arfeifor wrETT (We-1, @vE-5) | | 21. | fawfa afen (= 7-3)
| household size(item 1, block 5) _ with deformity (block 7 -3) |
saafrt 1) wea T | 22. | sveBwn afem (d@ve 7.3) . !
no. of persons: with amputation (block 7 '3)
10, | gftr geaedt faaatam (a0 5, @vz-6) | 5 : ¥ oy
visually disabled (col. 8, block 6) | 23. | gfopar afgg (@oz 7.3) |
, A = with dysfunction (blogk 7 -3) |
11. | == offm avandt faFeimar (Fa-9 avs-6) 1—— : —— —i
| with communicationsdisability (col. 9,bl. 6) 24 | g wfy famas fEswar afga (@ 7.3) .
— o with other locomotor disability (block 73) |
12, | wf weedy fasammEr (FF9-10, @vE-6) ot g = ; =7
| with locomotor disability (col. 10,bl. 6) arifes &7 § FW_ sfrai #7 g
. Y | number of physically disabled persons : ~ |
| wréfes fwaimE @ T E A 0w (e |28 | arqwrs miwenT G (Fee 8, 7 8, 0, GHATE 1-3) ‘
5947 11, T -4) | with gainful activity (codes 1— 3, item 8 -0, bl. 8)
with atleast one of the physicaldisabilities | Rt 3
(cols. 5 & 11, bl. 6) 26. | T @IS @ E A ITAEE g (F0F -8, HE-8, AHATE-4)
. = secking and/or available for work (code 4, item 8§ -0,
13. | ¥ (0—1477) ' bl 8) |
children (0— 14 years) | : i
|| a7 | urfer = & frwein awei A wen (514 3d), '
14, | =786 (15 a9 FaT IHE FX) . | aléwrsra:wﬁf{aus~s,wa1n,9,1n,5r1n.s%mwr|
adult (15 years and above) | . a¥aiF-1 % wfafear) .
= no. of physically disabled children (5— 14 years) |
15. | ®H | current enrolled (all code-1 eniries against 4
total " | item 102, 10-5 & 108, block 8) '
[11] =v= (7. 1)-.('?.3) T (¢) A afcrforg faeermmarst & fEwr qem @3 (9) # ofwine a=91 6 den
particulars of disability enumerated in blocks (7 :1)-(7 -3) & (8) and number of children enumerated in block (9)
@z (6) ¥ eaww (1) ¥ ATOC AIEAT F) KA AEAT
we ‘ serial number of member as in col. (1), block (6) | YE® TR
item e e T o ml e ot ¥ Total
| 1 -2 4 | e 4 8 9 | 10 :
—_— - - —_I‘_ | | e e e e | - —
= e (2 | Gy | (@) | ()] (8) | (9 | (2) (8) Lt et) | (12)
1. | @we-(7.1)/block(7-}) | ! i | —
—4 155 <8 MSSICCR | PRESRE S B TETY! SRR SERONE S \
2. | @ve-(7.2)block (7-2) - . | . | ‘
| : e e e __!_.__ N -
3. @ue- (7. 3)(block (7 :3) | | ‘ ' ‘ | i
4 | @ve-(8)block (8) ‘ S | ‘ ‘ i —
5. | @vE-(9)/block (9) | | | I | | | T
6. | A amtotal | : I ‘ | | . | 3 =
s ! | . SRR P S eme]
7. | UEWE AMET F gEmaT ‘
signature of Assistant Superintendent |




mQENTRAL* #TEE FTYGOVERNMENT OF INDIA we 9fdORIGINAL
T STATE ety afae s aaauw s fiefta 2T DUPLICATE
NATIONAI: SAMPLE SURVEY ORGANISATION
auraTaT T : AT 1981
SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY : JULY-DECEMBER 1981
gt 26 fagat sl w1 adeor-—am-ll: (a5 0, 7 341 8)
Schedule 26 : Survey of Disabled Persons—Part 1T (Block 1, 7 & 8)

FrR AT : weliFAr &%
RURAL/URBAN* .4 THIRTY SIXTH ROUND

e v [1]_!?51:!? qfeaTT F1 Y@ar/identification of sample houschold Mgk
% FH " seridl no. Y 5. 39-31% sub-round i

= < : {
2. TF0-8d state-region 6. | ufiad qrETE G0 sample village/block no- |
7 AL stratum 7. g9-¥% sub-stratum ‘
4. Fo-fEs sub-sample 8 sferast afeare g@1 sample household no- | Taas

[7.1] faseim w2 &ﬁ'_gfq_!ﬁ'ﬁ‘ fﬂ‘a_ﬁﬂ'T’I'HT F1 fa3  particulars of visual disability of the disabled member. R
1. | @vs-6 & T (1) & AT FM FE serial no. as in col. (1) of ‘block (6) [ 3 )
z o sex £ - { §. 0
3. #1q age

4,00 gf= wadr Prawrm (afs a@vs (6) ¥ e (8) & d%qi6-12]
visual disability [if GUM gol. (8) of block (6) ]
4. 10| #r sEr w1 A & (g1, TE-2) whether having light perception (yea-1, no-2)
4.11_}qurrmehaqqﬁif qeft widl ¥ fed & As@Aww F AT A TN G
Fr g & gafat 78 fra awa (3% w3, Far Taw TmE-4)

having light perception but with both eyes open cannot count fingers at a distance of 3
metres or ten feet in good day light (with spectacles-3, without spectacles-4).

4. 12| FT HTETLOE : .gaa:aﬁmﬂﬂm% (gf-1,7ét -2) whether normally us_iugspectacles(yas-l_,ng.z_)

4. 13, Fm s ¥ & glez ey faaeia & (-1, 7E-2 ) whether having visual disability from birth(yes-1, no-2.)

4.14) afg 7% 4.13 F wm AFAE-2 & @ w7 ¥ (91 H) Fw7 w5 ¥ wfd 2
if code-2 against item 4 +13 since when (years) having difficulty in moving around.

115 T AT A9 % rgw gfe gadr fasamar g€ (31, 48-2)
1 whether visually disabled during last year (yes-1, no-2)

4. 16 gfiz gadr fageioa 1 G9=T FH, S WA (FFAiF)
_probable cause of visual disability as known : (cods) .

“i 17l afz WE 4. 16 ®Eww gEAH -1, § A1 A A Ay & I (@)
if code-1 against item 4 -16 type of eye disease as known : (code)

4.18 e #1 93 FFAl & (7i-1, Fi-2) whether can read Brailly alphabets (yes-1, n02)
5. 10 T TS FAT (@1, T8-2) whether treatment taken (yes-1, no-2.)

s 11] afz wE 5.10 F TUR GHAE-2F A TOA T FAG FF (F7F) =l
if code-2 agalnst item 5 -10 reason for no treatment (code) ‘

12 afxE 5 10 % AN GG & 01 G 9 RO # o €@ AR g 7 A v (i ) | | |
if code-1 against item 5 10 how soon treatmen t commenced after having difficulty in
‘moving around (months)

5. 13 e wET 1 g FEmAn (HEEiE) typeoftreat_mamtaken(eode)
mvy7. 1 & fwg @¥wis g9 CODE LIST FORBL. 71

we 4.16 @ gfe FTdr famwimEr w1 oHTor qE 5, 11 TAN A FET T FICT:

item :;1 -16” : cause of visual disability. ; item 5 -11 : reason for no treatment :

e Arard eye disease - 37T ; . -

gt € qIA AAA [ FA% G F sore eyes during first month bl LU T ITTE Y

of life ) 4 2 place where treatment available not knwon 1

wiEl &1 gud-1 WA & ATE  sore eyes-afier 1 month 3 | e

639 a1 AT ¥ TEN FEGE FEd B A Y 4 ey wemy g

severe diarrhoea before the age of six years + place of treatment known but treatment expansive 2

=% small pox 5 fm & s gant B draers 78 G

s injury 6 treatment not deemed to be necessary for :

ggmEedl old age q aifas TEEAT economic independence 3

&1 others 9 s fFTa eaFEdl personal independ

item 4-17 : type of eye discase 9

ey fag cataract 1 WX 5.13: 89T w1 A9

Fi@r Wi gla coma 2 item 5_\-.3 : type of treatment :

e g corneal opacity 3 FAa TAF glasses only 1

e T e i i B o :

TG A ¥ eye haemorrhage (inner -eye Al T : i

@frs wier & &9 high power of glasses ~ 6 5 " * opsreIn 3
+ s ar@ #t FrArd Other eye discases 9wy % others 9

#aw g not known e~ i

26—59 Statics/83 A 147
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(7.2) fawein axer &t avg wha gt fageimar & fraor (5 a0 7 ga afaw)
particulars of communication disability of the disabled member aged 5 years & above.

(6) ¥ =W (1)

serial no. as in col. (1) of block (6).

F SATETL HH AT

avy
fer
sex
aq
age

ar wiw duet frwwbnar :[afz @ (6) & www (9) ¥ dEwiw-1 8]
communication disability : [if code-1 in col. (9) of block (6) ]

arg wfd awaedt fasetmar &1 fagor:

description of communication disability.

qav fAFATTT hearing  disability :

a1 g0 qegedt frasmrar & (g-1, "4@i-2)
whether having hearing disability ( yes-1, no-2)

=3 frwarar & #ife (g3ars) =i

degree of hearing disability (code)

¥ O9H & A et fawerner & (201, 98-2)
whether having hearing disability from birth (yes-1, no-2)

afz Wz 4‘13%m¥f%ﬂfﬁ-2ammwﬁfmm@%nm (=at #)
if code-2 against item 4 13, age (years) at onset of hearing disability

4,17

o AY & A A fawaiar srow gf (21, 98-2) | —
whether hearing disability commenced during last years( yes-1, no-2.) .

AV e (e STEN A AT G ST (Hiain) e T [

probable cause of hearing disability as known (code)

ate fawshmr speech disability
¥ aw; fasanmar (g1, T8-2)
whether having speech disability (yes-1, no-2)

i A - s

4.1

4.19|

4.201

1% e w1 S (dE)
type of speech disability (code)

T W ¥ A% vt @ (g1, T@2) ’ — =]

whether having speech disability from birth (yes-1, no-2.)

qf‘zrra4.19%%ém-zéa’fﬂﬁmm;?amaﬁﬁmz(zﬂﬁ) ) —

if code-2 against item 4,19 age (years) at onset of speech disability

T T A %ﬂva;mﬁmmgé(gf-l,aa-z) 3 e

whether speech disability commenced during last years( yes-1, no-2)

4.22L

ar, fasefrar &1 d9eT FrOor (dFaiF) —ty

probable cause of speech disability (code)

1 A% fagarrn st & @9 & wa wafag § (a1, T@-2) — | —

is the speech disability associated with any paralysis of limbs (yes-1, n0-2).

T g FeAEr (g1, TE-2) T —

whether treatment taken (yes-1, no-2) =

aft 7R 5.10 & G HIAT 2 & A T T FAN T AW (FhaAw) abie |

if code-2, against item 5 -10 reason for no treatment (code)

fg T 5.10 & @A dHatw-12 if code-1 against item 510 ]

b maw faweim & faq e s (g9 -1, @ Ae)
type of communication disability for which treatment taken (hearing-1, speech-2)

fg ST F1 TOT FLEAAT (HRarn) —_—e

type of treatment taken (code)

T wiEm faswirar

interval (years) between onset of communication disability and commencement of treatment,

€ &7 ¥ qf qun g g€ wwnd F 89 o owewww (@tq) 0 | | | —

5.16

mma?}mwm(ﬁm) ST T e

type of aid/appliance acquired (code)

aTET (U S S A (d i) et

how aid/appliance acquired (code)

5.17

8.18

afe 7% 5.15 % 9AE FdAH-2 § A [@SFTE [T T F7 FT FTO0 (#darT) A

if code-2 against item 515 reason for not acquired aid/appliance (code)

Suwe A wrad #t fafer & o i grar (ai-1, w@-2) o

any facility for servicing heangg aid available Qres-l. no-2).
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wwe 7. 2% g st gat
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 7 2

Az 4.12 (#aw fasereran & #ife) -
Ttem 4 12 (degree of hearing disability) :
faege g7 7 @ can not hear at all
H'F;{Uf profound
WU FHT severe
wegw moderate

W 4. 16 (A fawwim &1 Fror)
Item 4 -16 (cause of hearing disability ):
T QET T german measles/rubella
Wix ¥ gew maw Fwynoise induced hearing loss
!1517'1' @gr ear discharge
oo following : : drgrdy illness
sz injury

dfewer jmew frar @1 geand medical/surgical intervention 3

ml;others
@ra #gr not known

wT 4,18 (% fae=imar &1 7€7)
item 4 -18 (type of speech disability ):

#1e 78 gwa can not speak

Froft srevemmr speaks unintelligibly

gwerar stammers

sraTrT st & @ver § speaks with abnormal voice
F1f v AT any other speech defects

we 4.22 (am faswirar &1 F) ¢
item 4 ‘22 (cause of speech disability ):

it faere voice disorder

ar, T2 cleft palate

greor following : dmrdy illness

sz injury

#feramer fFar a7 ged medical/surgical interve
a7y others

st @i not known

wa 5. 11 (fafmar @ 5@
item 5 .11 : (reason f-

formr T ox fafeer =
place where treatme~

mq‘s’fnotkl‘
§T g T

fafir
T

© © m NN W o

RE 5.13: (fafrar w1 w7)

item 5:13 : (type of treatment) :
we T seaedy so<er surgical operation
garifas fafsen allopathic treatment

g (fafase 5%)
others (specify)

AT 5.15 (STO7 STHAFTHT FONET)  :
item 5-15 : (type of aid/appliance acquired) :

grerg o ¢ aid/appliance
g 7 not advised

qorwe fean W awe, g g e
advised but not acquired

ArE[EIRr g fwar wm
aid/appliance acquired

=0 wgrae hearing aid
g quenmlpe.late

greiee 7% fraaw & fau wEEw o
aid for controlling stammering

Ffaw sz qea artificial larnyx

#1§ o wew (fafee &%)
any other aid (specify)

AT 5.16 (®TEASTFRT
item 516 : (how aid”

&z by Purch>
AR ST
qLEHTT

.
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(7.3) faswtn azer & wfafawss Geramar o
particulars of locomotor disability of the disabled member

% g5 (6) & wTeq (1) & aEIT FH T serial number as in col. (1) of block (6) | |‘— ‘
2, famr sex _ ‘ s Pl - E
3. i age 3 L T %l ‘__

nfe freme famainae [afz @ (6) & & (10) # daaie1 @]
‘| locomotor disability : [if code-1 in col. (10) of block (6)]
4. 00| whafawas fAssnmar § fagwow description of locomotor disability

4,11 wfafamwmE ﬁﬂ?ﬁnﬁﬁ a1 wEw (¥t type of locomotor disability (code)
4,12 57 577 X Fﬁ'm & (gi-1, wgi-2) whether h;mng disability from birth (yes-1, n0-2)

4.13 afz wz 4,12 ¥ @H GAAE-2 ¥ A1 frEEAT ¥ SO 9%, =g (76l #)
|f code-2 against item 4 12, age (years) at onset of disability

4,14 F 77 q0 F Sem fageivar wod gl (gf-l, Ter-2)
whether disability commenr:ed during last year (yes-1, no-2)

4.5 FageriuaT @ ST G WSy AT (vraraﬁ)pmbable cause of disability as known (code)
7 16

‘afs wE 4,15 F WA gFA 6 § ATAITY T SET (WFarw)
if code-6 against items 4 -15 type of Hllness (code) -

4.17 afx Wz 4.15 % @99 SFAF 2 4.7 & HEAT T T
if code2 or T against item 4 15, place where occurred (code)

afewE 4. 11 % nme w¥Ar 3tahmmﬂmm
if code-3 against item 4 11, site of amputation :
4.18 sqi‘r W7 &ai (Waiw) upper limb : right (code)

419 : e {H%‘WJ left (code)

4,200 ﬁﬁm BT & ({r&*aﬁ:) lower limb : nght (code)

4,21 ‘a'mr (&) left (code)

g 7-3 % [NQ @ddiw gt o
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 73

w2 411 : (vl Favas fEeioan &1 7%9) T 4.17 (92arige) :
itme 411 : (type of locomotor d|sab1hty) Item 4 -17 (place of occurrence) :
AT - paralysis 1 Ffr derers agricultural operation :
- Fr ;ﬂ- fasfa deformity of hmb 2 g mines
& ewEs amputation P Fraarr factory A
B & SIS gl dysfunction of Jomts of limb 4 71 F1d Ty other work site
e (fafzee 7%) other (specify) : 9 qfigge transport
wT 4.15: (FrFeivar &1 Hror) \ % home ,
item 4 -15 : (cause of disability) a7 others
watfeaava qamee cerebral palsy 1 WT 4.18°9 4,19 (VI T WT : I BT :
* F 2 . . i i . H
g;i(:rwi:ga?Tbums : ia;“:;ﬁ -Iﬁl:g::. 4-19 (site of amputation : upper limb) :
o illness 6 s wist
m%aﬁlﬁﬁﬁrﬁmﬁz - ¢ g@:ﬂ'elbow'
injury other than burns s
B 8 Far shoulder
medical/surgical intervention WT4.20F 4.21 (siws@aw ar e ¢ et BIT)
geg others R 9 item 4-20 & 421 (site of amputation : lower limb)
s Cope oF o il
230 (DB 0L LIBES), & Zgar ankle
qreray Polio 1 > Tz knee
#1g leprosy 2 fersr hip z
Frerme stroke 3
dfimity arthritis 4
gan geHwATd wn cardio-respiratory disease 5
aeg others 9

W S oen B W B e

B e

E=N
s

e W b e
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[7.3] fawain s o afq fws fawd o faen  (sw:) @ particulars of locomotors disability of the disabled member—(con.d)

1. | @ (6) ¥ wew (1) ¥ owETC W A serial number as in col. (1) of block (6)

4. 31| wfy fawas feswimar &1 9€9 (§%A0) type of locomotor disability (code)

4. 32| #n frwwiran s & & (gt-1, 7@-2) whether having disability from birth (yes-1, no-2)

4,33 afz W% 4,32 ¥ wwer SRaw-2 § o faawnrn @9 % @ T wg (79 §)
if code-2, against item 4 -32, age (years) at onset of disability

4. 34| F1 g @ oA & A arow gf (g1, T@-2)
~ whether disability commenced during last year (yes-1, no-2)

4,36 af% WE 4,35 F GHEA Thar-6 §
if cqde-6 against item 4 -35, type of illness (code)

4. 35| srer faswman &1 9w _(iﬁj‘ﬂ"ﬁ) probable cause of disability as known (code)

qt dr &1 wew (GwAiE)

4,37 afz 92 4,35 FEEE Hha-2 A1 7 & dF "EAr &1 W (6Haiw)
if code 2 or 7 against item 4 -35, place where occurred (code

4,38 af ¥ 4.31 ¥ qHE Ghan-3
if code-3 against item 4 -31 : site of amputation

4 38l I BT @AT (@%FF) upper limb : right (code)

& & drewEd &1 e

4. 39| @i (&&wiF) left (code)

+_ a0 foren @rC awt (@%aTE) lower limb : right (code)

4.41 ﬂ {H%W) left (code)

4 51| i frqeres faweirar &1 S€T (S%ATF) type of locomotor disability (code)

e
th
3

a1 fastar o & 8, (&f-1, FE-2) whether having disability from birth (yes-1, no-2)

4 53 Afz A% 4,52 F wW WhAIT-2 & A1 fAwEiT g9 & @y 9T e (aul §)
if code-2 against item 4.52, age (years) at onset of disability b

4. 54 F1 fawamran @ A4 F A arew gf (-1, w-2)
whether disability commenced during last year (yes-1, no-2)

|
|

4. 55 @EEd fAFarT &1 @A G (§%67%) probable cause of disability as known (code)

4. 56 df A% 4. 55 & wWE AAH-6 & i
if code-6 against item 4 55 type of illness (code)

a1 drard w1 e (Hai)

e

afs 7% 4.55 T o9 AFAE 2 A0 7 & O W ¥ @AW (dEiw)
if code-2 or 7 against item 4 55 place where occurred (code)

4.58

afe w7 4. 51 AWM T HAMG 3 § O A6 F1 74 : if code-3 against item 4 +51 site of a i
LB 3 7 ! utation
¢ @17 gt (d%ai%) upperlimb : right (code) =

4. 59 @i (sFarw) left (code)

frmrerr @12 &TaT %A lower limb : right (code)

—
=

4,60 T ; &t
4. 61| avai (@%aiw) left (code) i l___
@ 7.3 % fe #iwis g/CODE LIST FOR BLOCKS 73 ! -
7T 4,31 @41 4,51 (Af ﬁquﬁfamme‘m_m): W2 4.35 q4r 4.55 (FA) 7% 4,37 @4 4.57 (ST W @) :
items 431 & 451 (type of locomotor disability) : . items 4 -35 & 455 (contd.) items 4 37 & 4 .57 (place of occurrence) :
3 . il F=197 agricultural operation 1
p“;‘:l'ysis , | Afena/uen frarar g & mines e 2
s 4 faEa  medical/surgical intervention Gl factory 3
deformity of limb M Wl 907 %74 ¥ other works site 4
P others 9t transport’ 5
g 3 "L home - 6
aj-:nputatmu. 2 4.36 941 4,56 (ih‘rﬂ FTHET) =y (ﬁﬁ'ﬁa ﬁ)f athaets (apocifi) 9
s ¥ ST W ghwa items 4 -36 and 456 (type of illness) : W% 4.38 TAT 4.39, 4.58 TAT 4. 59
dysfunction of joints of limb 4 (sfroiar 7 #°7) ;ST BT items 4 38
s (fafaee 1) gfeat &4 39{I 4658 & 4+59) (site amputation)
others (specify) 9 pesa l:fpllp:ﬁr ﬁI:ge: 1
1% '
Wz 4,35 @91 4,55 (Prerimar 1 wp0): Teprody FATE wrist 2
items 4 35 & 4 55 (cause of disability ): e Ferl elbow 3
STHfe e stroke #4T shoulder 4
cerebral palsy 1 7 S . :Tﬂ;;,;")’f"“‘ 4.3}(@ 4. 61 (3FTeEET
w1 following arthritis items:l‘lo 4,41 460 &4:61 Gite of
. s amputation) : lower Um
o b.“““ * | e gvmmw o =T toe i
#iaT<t illness 6 cardio-respiratory disease Z&@T ankle 2
S @ ewET 9 i =T knee 3
injury other than burns 7 others f@@ hip 4
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[7.3] Feamin azen sy afy fowas fwama st Aao-— (=)

particulars of locomotor disability of the disabled member— (contd.)

1. | @% (6) & wvw (1) & eware =9 e
.| serial number of member as in col. (1) of block (6)

5.10 ¥ &1 FeAET (&-1, TE-2)
whether treatment taken (yes-1, no-2)

§.11) aft 72 5,10 & wWa §¥A-2 § & T A FAW FFW@ (GFAF)
if code-2 against item 5 -10 reason for no treatment (code)

5.12) 3 W 5.10 & wW@ ddate-1 8 @Y
if code-1 against item-5 ‘10

fas afe fawrs frawimn & AT oo FETET SEET SR

code for type of locomotor disability for which treatment taken

5.13) FIT@ETT T g T ET (Faiw)
_type of treatment taken (code)

5.14| wf fawm faweira g9 7 Tva q® w7 & #wer avqqw (st #)

interval (years) betwaen onset of locomotor disability and commencement of treatment

5. 15| NI WA [STHCT FT T (HEaiF)
type of aid/appliance acquired (code)

5. 16| AETITEOT 7w fen (i)
how aid/appliance scquired (code)

5.17) #fz 57 5.15 & www d¥aAiw-2 § A WEWEITHT NG T FA I FW (dars)

if code-2 against item 5 +15, reason for not acquiring aid/appliancé (code)

@t 7-3 & fau d¥ats gut
CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 7-3

W 5.11 (¥ 7 FEF T FT) ; WY 5.15 (N0 HYHAITRCNE WY :
ftem 511 : (reason for no medical treatment) " item 5 15 (type of aid/appliance acquired ) :
TS IR AT ek iibab
place where treatment available : ikl a‘f p:;m :
. qUWA TE 4T
”tiikl g ; not advised
not Kxnown
T AT G A A& Far
T & Tegader 2 advised but not acquired
known but expensive | vt foea -
TS FLATA AEAEE A GHAT R acquired :
treatment not deemed to be necessary for : afegd arefr a5t
s wgaar 3 wheel chair
R Ffaw s
economic quapeudenoe ificial limb
srfire wdaar 4 Fardt
personal independence : crutch
g (fafae %) 9 quEsl qar o
others (specify) splint and others
AT 5.16 (WET/ITF0T FX g fiey )
AT 5.13 (FAF T A F1 W7 _ item 516 (how aid/appliance acquired ):
item 5 -13 (type of treatmen ftaken) : g gra
Faa wew 1 by purchase
. ¢ HETaar ¥ : T
surgical operation only assistance from : government
%rﬁrl Wi ﬁfsmfat.rrawﬁm fafiear 2 TTEET ST \
physiotherapy/occupational therapy only philantropic organisation '
B HVE /IR 3 g wmEt & (fafae 53)
aid/appliance only any other sources (specify)
oo fRar quT A ST 4 AT 5. 17 (WEH/ITHH G T FTA FT A7)
surgical operation and aid/appliance item 5 17 (reason for not acquiring aid/appliance) :
‘wen P i wifes fafcy saraafer fafrear 5 S/ T
surgical operation and physiotherapy/occupational therapy md{app;:%pce -
, Il
s/ SuEer qur Aifas fafee/amaafes fafrer 6 not available
aid/appliance and physiotherapy/occupational therapy oo
weq fFaT, e g v Fafeew /smamrfrs fafrenm 7 100 expensive
surgical operation, aid/appliance and physiotherapy/occupa- BT ITHN WY e wreor & airarenss i} ervner amay ¢
tional therapy aid/appliance not deemed to be necessary for :
R anfas eavaar
allx it t[lnﬁ‘ ‘m“' o 8 economic independence
e g iR weT
a7 (fafaez #%) 9 personal independence

others (specify) a7 (ffasz %) others'(specify)
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[8] witfer &1 & fawarin safem & foenr @ wwem & frao
particulars of education and activity of physically disabled person

1. | e (6) & www (1) & agare FAHEAT
serial number as in col. (1) of block (6)
ferr ] |

SeX .

a1

-

age

garfes feafa
marital status
Fn wrifon &7 ¥ fageiT @eer Fuw ¥ g 9 7
whether parants of the physically disabled member have common ancestors

e TR FT TET
type of blood relationship

ararfer feaimar # ife
degree of physical disability

FATAT L T IAH —
| usualactivity status code
3.1 | gEm @ (3 SE)*
industry code (3 digit)
srgarT @AArE (3 swm)* - &2 !
occu pation code (3 digit) _ - i
1.0 | faeqr g (W) :
education standard (code) y

21| e g wanfon sramfan areEAw Q0 fea (301, 9@i-2)

whether any formal yocational course completed (yes-1, no-2)
9.2 u&gﬁﬁﬂ.m(m)* _
if complated, course (code)

3 | afe ot for, g Ay e (A A7) : Al
if completed, duration (months) of course

1.4 |y s fer & € fagor s #ET @ g (71, w@é-2) Sy IO
whasthar any skillin trade/craft acquired/acquiring (yes-1, no-2)
1.5 | form samargfaes ¥ frgorar s o AR @ €, IWE dRarn — | |—
code of trade/eraft in which skill acquired/acquiring
5-14 @ity qrdtfos wv ¥ frwatd & fag - S T M| e
for physically disabled aged 5-14 years :

01| wav wedr v g * wdt go? (gi-1, w@-2) (A AIAE-2 A dd w2 10,7 0 90
~ whetherever enrolled in ordinary school (yes-1, no-2) (if code-2, skip toitem 10 -7)

0.2 afs w10, 1§ SEE-1 @ w0 ol andr g (a1, T&-2) —

if code-1 against item 10 -1, whether continuing (yes-1, no-2)

o 3l afk w7 10.2 % wR qEAE-2 § @ W fEAtEr & SO @7 ¥ o ow (510, w@2) =S e
if code-2 against item 10 2, whether discontinued due to onset of disability (yes-1, no-2)

0.4 afxwa 10.3 ¥ ow@ Ghaiw- 1§ @ @ fwatd & G dem § o et go (g, he2)
if code-1 agairstitem 103 whether ever enrolled in an institution for disabled yes«1, no-2

oe ¥ fg damte gut
' CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 8

9.0 (ﬁrmm) T #T g9 T
fem 90 (educational standard) : graduate & above in
LRCIES 1 | #fE
literate agriculture
neT o Srafew & A9 2 | sfmifee o
terate but below primary foociuy & tecahnﬁiol foigy
e 3| safe
:gl;l')' / 2 medicine
aiddle Brﬂt feramr :
meafas 5 | other subjects
econdary

ate feorforat & emare 9X & /description may be given as footnotes.
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[8] wriifes &7 & fawemr safaa & foer adr FaEn o7 (qa——F9:

aarticulars of education and act mty of Dhys ically disabled person—contd.

10.4 a?[é]_%m (1) & ¥ 3€7 A F9 qen
serial number of member as in col. (1) of block [6]

10.5 afz w2 10, 4%ma%arﬂzgaﬁwﬁmnﬁ%ﬁtﬂmmﬁwqg(a-l 7gi-2)
if code-1 dga.l::ls( item 10 -4, whether continuing in an institution for disabled (yes-l no-2)

10.6| gfr wx 104%Waa%m-°§a‘rwﬁmﬁ€lﬁa?m(mﬁ)

if code-2 againstitem 10 -4 reason for non-enrolment (code)

10.7) afkwE 10,1 ¥ FFais-2 & A ;0 w9 favem ¥ el qeam ¥ ol gq(ai_»l'a-@z)
if code-2 agamst item 10 ‘1 whether ever enrolled in an institution for disabled (yes 1, no-2)

10. 8| afz wz 10.7 ¥ FHATE-1 &1, &7 Fur aEwrA: Wt & (g1, T@-2)
if code-1 against item 10 -7 whether currently enrolled (yes-1, no-2)

10.9) afy wg 10, 7% qFAT-2 & & AwWiFeA A G W wror (ghain)
if code-2 againstitem 107 reason for non-enrolment {code)

15.59 Fuir wrafe =1 § faeami & fao

for physically disabled aged (15-59 years)

11| g fagaimar @R gyfamaiasi & &9 ¥ 79 R fA ¥ T F 365 Fodl F At W sy
qrat Twg FaET ®7 F feifaa (v fafi e @) fafe & faae (g, wde)

whether gainfully employed (more or less regularly) spending either major or minor
time during 365 days prior to on set of disability/at least one of the disabilities (yes-1, no-2

11.2) afg 7% 11.1 F woe @aie-1 § O w0 GEwmmm F o I @ owra g e (s
if code-1 against item 11 -1, whether disability caused loss or change of job (code)

12. 1| myéifes faperimar @7 TeT (9% A wrwn) e waed (42 (6) F e (8) #
type of physical disability (to be copied fromf) visual [col. (8) of block (6)]

12.2| are-whm fraas (g9 (6) & @ (9) ]

communication [col. (9) of bloclﬂG)]

12. 5| wfy o [€2 (6) & www (10) &]
locomotor [col. (10) of block (6)] .

g 8% fag d¥aiw g

CODE LIST FOR BLOCK 8
wz 10.67 To.9 (AT AHEA F1 F7IW) e F g8 ere
jtems 10 -6 & 10 -9 (reason for non-enrolment) busy in attending domestic chores
HT FTEOT
= ; other reasons
frreivl & aeam ¥ faum & w9 & 1

institution for disabled not known

wdf g A 2 w% 1.2 (doEme &

enrolment expensive [T

item 11 -2 (loss/change of job)

At foar @y fae § sifassr a8t

: : i Aty dar
parents not interested in education 3 i ofjot_:,-’werk
qifenfor @ias FEEET ¥ WOT 67 & #rr Awdywe 7 afads
for participation in h.h. economic activity 4 change of job/work

AT m § afadT ad
ger afas FTO0 & 5 o chisngs of joblwork
for other economic reasons
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1. Houschold consumer expenditure, NSS 38th
Round
(January-December 1983)

2. Employment and unemployment, NSS 38th
Round
(January-December 1983)

3. Enumeration part of survey on population,
births and deaths in ‘Sample Registration
Scheme’ sample

4. Coilection of rural retail prices

1. Consumer Expenditure, NSS 32nd  round

(July 1977-June 1978)

2. Survey on non-directory and own—account
manufacturing enterprises (detailed tables),
NSS 33rd 1ound (July 1978-June 1979)

3. Survey on non-directory and own—account
enterprises in non-agricultural enterprises
other than manufacture, NSS 34th round
(July 1979-June 1980)

SURVEY IN PROGRESS

Sample size (Central sample)
rural : 8598 sample villages
urban : 4572 sample blocks

—do—

Sample size (only in Central sample)
rural : 192 sample villages
urban ; 96 sample blocks
Sample size (Central sample) : 419

TABULATION IN PROGRESS

State and all India estimates .

State and all India estimates

State-and all India estimates
(i) mechanised and non-mechanised transport

(ii) trade, hotel and restaurant

(iii) services

(195—156)
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famair safeaat ® aFero
gaet U frae
wedty sfasst aaero
36T AT

(sren€ 1981°® famwaT 1981)

WA qT&E
AT HaTem, qifeawr fawm
ety sfaaw @Fww @wea

(157-158)
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famerin sufaq

af 1981 ¥ st fawar afeet &1 gwaddedia ad g, @wm weamor warad & fadw g ot sfwed
gaey @ew ¥ fawamw wfwdl F fAg oF  Aweardy wfawe gFwwr oswifwe fRar, foeewr s3w qw W
faganmar #Y weATet gav safwEl ¥ gmfgd  gEAT A F B gROEl Ft Q0 0 E | qEhw F F9
freaat qx @ Swar # gw@ ST W@ g

fpdy =ufrr #t fawartr T s afy 99 feafafes & & 1€ oF 81 (1) 3@ gy i,
(2) grafes gt fagaimar, (3) F@9-f6wr avaeel o #v  fawewar (TeTET, oW &1 ZgTE, ST
wr, SIS A gferar, gaema qar s anfa) dw § ardfes ' & fawein saffdl # dear ST oF 50T
g wr@ Frwr v A FW gHeAE FT AR fAASE FAw: 9.7 d4T 2.3 9T

arirfer &7 & fagarn geEet anfa g afs 1000 F S @www 18 oY | gvf ga § gEA &
@7 2z = 9ft 1000 F B 20 ot qar wed & § wfv 1000 F NS 15 4 | wfgerei F fw 7y w|
Jqq §o F N——16 (Fror) qar 13 (W) |

et @ § @Ay S gx (26) gog F gar s@w F (8) W ¥ ww qvf wf v\ qpfor Ha #
gg ¥ I aT (21) afgaare § qar @7 & &9 (8) FWH H 4% | ¥@W, ¥ qAv afqerg F A™AOT q4v
wEdl Sdl W F8r ST TATIETAT| ATy qsAy § g seeer § wrafes  fGEweiwar @t osnfa gl SaEer
# ewifeq #Y gaAr § wfas o4v) @f owt F AT aEi gar wEd dai ¥ ge & drw wrdfe faw-
wiraT #Y i wfgarel & @ saw enfig & afas o)

ﬁﬁwmﬁﬁwﬁmnﬁ&ﬂwﬁwmﬁﬁﬁwﬁrfﬁsﬁ:—— L

(sfaama =afE)
grHYoT . ! ; 553 553 304 828
LIER] : A : 356 390 279 679
TEAT L :  UE AT & AT FA TAGEAT HI 4fawnmﬁ%ﬁrqawmﬁm’ta&mﬂwvﬁﬁmm
gu A+ fegwg § -—
ardor ¢ A ; 38 19 4 e
g : : A 30 15 5 54

fafipear . arftor St & 2@T geaedt fawetr safRal & @waw 50 Sfawe qur mEd &4f # 30 wfawmw ¥
ak # qar wer g fF s wg fafear adf $UEE | gAY et fasaivar F fao qegew wiws
FAA: 60 TAT 40 T\ yHYT Gai H odwq grgedr fawam aafraal &1 oqwaw 65 wfvwm qar
mRA Al § 50 Sfaoa 7 fafear 78 #0089t | Fer-fe gy o # fraiar & fafas s @
fifes gt Swwenr & @9 99 afaal & ghowe SR e @ s g9 sae 20
(TeATITE) & AFT AwAT 40 (0 AT IPWA) ¥ £ ) NGA HAl FTEHT qwwL 10 (EATHTET)
& 20 (s &7 Qo) £

1981 SAIOHT, AnOr 52 FLE 30 AM@, WEU A 15 FUT 90 ATE@—

T & SfAad F7 AT

T - 5792 gfETz : 81,858
: 3868 g : 56,452
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fg-160 GEEL

gfez aram fawetman

SATTHAT AT F G AN H 35 @ gfer qwand frweir st w1 oo s @ e
o wfl faegwr t@ A @wd oA @ 13 A v At | vl oF wed G6t F oagwar @ &% wAw
WM 219 HIX 135 (f7 ar@ amandy) o 752 A Y 4w A9 A awwT 20 bR W &Y forarinn
T\ g0 3B @ a9 A i A awwar ff w0 A6 & 333 08 wed § o220 dv) A ge &
¥ welw G9 § 8 fE @ ¥ @ fawa )

AT S W, e AW ¥ gfe wemft fawaimr (769) # gvww @ wwgw @ wafeoeww  #
(190) frwraw &< t gaam & 1 W Aq H, AfAeaTE ¥ wwaw (637) UF SR ww & fremew (141)
AT TEGT A Wl f& A g F O ogviir &4t & @aifer sswax o o vl &% ¥ amwew wREE
99 # e AR afrearg @0 gTa F W ¥ 9

W & A g dddy fawar safrat # den sfy ave safe—

0—4 5——14 15——39 40—59 60 7 Y srfar sl
I 39 66 117 _ 585 5863 553
LiER 25 87 117 365 4156 356

T A ;e W & foy gfee weefy fawatmar @ W @ ol & & 38 wf omw et
T TR HA H 30 AT1 0-4, 5-14UF 15-39 F wg GG F fAC A8 107 FW A | 40-59 F
a9 F fAw 2% 40 F 919 9 v 60 T9 wuy wfew omg ¥ =wfeal & fau ax T o3 wew ¥ faw
A A A——422 (Arf) 0F 381 (WELY) |

AT 2 60 T ST IAN Afw A F fawair F w0 g @ 60, gk safwd @ geen
& TN 4559 FN A F A 20 qfoww qav frerae oy wEt § oA 2.5 sl safid e
F fere g9 A g & w1 M AR o, fafew oot § oqmr o arr wRew awer 3w & wRemT &
ATET AT IHA qAT ATAT OF wEL e g a@r 4T

fametimar &1 rew (saF g o sewwe fomatr 7@ € 0 amRo SE § 54 Sfrw wme aur
weldt @at # 47 whrw Awel & foosfe faftaar @ P woamor gl a@ fervmn ) we wer
THHr gEAT & W Ay "gf a7 aEr & difar fag @qr geemw et & oqer sor 40 @ad
gaRT FY fAwiar & art ¥ At & o 64 gftwm AvE qar wed A9t ¥ w58 shwe ww
B g A & 9 Wi ) e & qer sror & sed o d |

fafiear : sfew areftn @ @ dudew fevaitar & foe freai afed @ s st R
et s #1 fafrem 7 & @ 4 54 (amior) a 33 (wedr ) o, @ww 17 shew mE & qar 29
afqoe wedt & wen fufeen & | =afal & gua & 0% gfamn ok 9w & wed @6 § 50 Shewa
afes  fagetn aafl & aer fafrer @cang, swfy @v wodl & wed S § qerew sfwedr 20 s 40
T A A aefte SR F o §, dome o weg @ e § w40 wfiew feam sfe wer fafear
q qF 4 wafe ghamn § g0 sfiww G0 s afewtw o § 10 § 20 wfww fawai afea @
wea Fafear a9 &1 g faeft | oew 7 foge & ag 10 wfgwe & s o)

a0 WiFw gF aron grawen faweriman

FTHAT ¢ 4 AT FH B Y AG AAH] W AAOAGE ©F A qAey  fawermar & ddfay ade
& afefae 7@ farmn & #ife sTi d6fan qoem an ot freaed 7t & ot ot &1 s 30 wTe sl
T A AR F AR w20 wrg afeAt ¥ oo ¥ aR F oquw & £ At ¥ 553 (wfr e
aaffedi & &) @@t Afmdl § ¥ 168 o7 ¥ & agt 4 wafF wedr Sat § Y dew 390 ¥ ¥ 108
ﬂimhéﬁﬁmmwmﬁmmwﬁaﬁﬁﬁw304&%234&?%@%%%
fagart oafdad %7 s 279 & & 186 At | weAl ¥ wfvar aww A anior SwEerr ¥ ag wfEEl v ax
Taw afas § (i 842 =affr) @ar afieere A wed e § agy wfRdl #r o gaw afyw 4t
(728) wex waw &t qefior SEEAT (314) WC wEd SAEEAT (205) W X AR T 4T §EEw ¥ @
For € avEl & arir o wed I Ga ¥ osmw wfi ¥ @afae faaaimer 8 samewar # aga fawar g



a'%'a‘vr fgo-161
N q RTEAIR & ATl # (523) o gfamm & wEd Aer # (625) Amit  daHy et Y
T qay AfyT g 19 NI F TRr aFad w9 @ (TE & 174 o wEgd # 161) )
qoTEr ¥

!

(sfer @ =afi)
THYoT ol Yo - mEd
I 5—14 12 7 5 5
(a%) 15—309 5 5 1 1
40—59 16 13 4 I*hg
60 AT 3TY srferw 135 134 13 28

faffear © oeq 3w § FwAw 60 Wiawa =fem wEl § w40 i aaffm wgd & Ao whe
faramar  fowre € ol & fafmear = o<1 @ & 1 9o & & wwww 30 wihww ok wedr | e
¥ o 50 Sfaee fameir saf Gedet fafrer &€ @ €

Fgw anit gaer faweimn & gafas afe aefor 9 ¥ 65 witww ok wed @&t & 50 wfoww
§ fogin frelt gwre N fafeer aff s € 1 anfir && & @@ 30 SR wRQ &el § 43 wiiww
sfal ¥ oead fafeer s@rdd

afg gox fawair aafd @Y den S sEv wfa g arrufr gaeft  fagarmar & fau adar
A fafper Foamg § ——

w7 wiE 7ofY

it faeger afq aeediT T ©T & HTHEAT

TEN G FHT
qrefror 360 ‘395 443 436 355
LiERA 590 578 582 575 507

AN EH F 7T : 60 I AT wluF Wy A1F gE | fafea bl oAty & ggaw fGEwimEr @
WG HTAT AT § i

AR EN & awg oy
r A ll
0—4 5——14 15=—~29  30-——44 45-—59 60%T I=faw oY
; L
srfas
aTeror 8 25 39 73 262 590 3 1000

?IE'& 6 32 45 85 258 570 4 1000

AN fRYA qrer o v faweriman

STIRAT : UF GHIC A ATAT ST THX FY ARy geaedr faweorar & ffew srfemt # geam w54
am g | fafaw s at afs @6 fawetr ok fafas sl @t ofy o aafedl @ = fefafen

{—

TETHT AT T SFT-RETTT SAT-H SISl & Zfespar
AT 195 350 65 169
gl 183 276 53 126




a9 ey

fgo-162
b o (7uf #)
0——4 5——14 15--39 40-—59 80 AT ¥y
- sau Afaw
aqTHYT 435 676 641 1110 2617 828
= 540 718 482 730 2246 679

GO F AT Fel F gEAY X Ay whiew afwfiw g€ £ (1400) saEfe wEw § wwwEw (271)
ghamm & wed daf & ag @¢ wan afaw (973) dt &Ik anfor &« # @aw F (296) | Fw F qwAor
T wgd ST Fat & ot wedl ¥ anewar #Y o ¥ agy afaw aww 2
[EEEILCIE £ pe _

TS qFd F FO q1€ e, 60 af A g st wwh wfaw s WW § w60
sfqud aF #1C 45 & 59 aF Y oy AT F AT K wwww 30 wfrwa aw ad A ¥

T KT 2RI : JTAT &eAl § AT 34 whywd qur W Sd ¥ 47 gfqwd @pn F 6o aw
ar I afed A H e gt § wafE e ot wEdy fel H 45-—50 AF N A H arew g ard W
25 § 30 wfqwa &1

FTST F oama At #§ 12 wfewe A wgd Sa § 8 wfmma &)

fafear : fageimar & sae & sEr——far afwai & fafeer o€ & s dem (9fr 1000
faseir =afRr)

TETITT M A 2gT-AgrTe =S
ooy e Yoy RERY Yoy .
F"770 894 629 786 686 845

HI-HT: 15, 15-=29, 30~—44, 45-—50, WX 60 T4T Iq & AfUH AT ATl ¥ T4 A7 ATAT F7 I,
FAE: 4, 10, 24, 27, 28 (UMHT) ST 7, 13, 33, 26 AT 20 W1 %

fomerime & &Teor ;@ 10 Sfwe & wfes WAl & g w1 O STATE AqmE@TAATE | qretr ey &
15 sfqas wma @ wgd § 10 sfvww awa afesrg gwmem F o @ &1 DS Foavowr s &
SET-HgIe o7 ST § St Anfr st & 30 wfhww e wedl § 40 gfvww qwd | s & Sq-grw & 25 wh-
T AHAT  HT FTC AT AR AE a7 § | FAT qeqi H S owar qar Gifant et &1 s s
@& | FT-HT F oA 25 ¥ 30 ufqww aF F A o@w, A qww gar fafeear o) weafrar & s
g &1 g% AT F FO0 @ arw fawerin wgd oFf anfior A dat ¥ qemE & wrew fawair gy e
55 sfama =afril  gro Geiifuw fafeer &% @ gean faclt qar Faw 15 sfawa s & Felt sre o
FEAGT AT ITECT FAW W AW E | ST F Zgww ¥ faw aviw &6 & wwww 40 wfww qur wgd
fal § s 50 gfawd faweri safedi & Gevdfyw fafeear o ) ot & oo 8 wfoe qur weRy W
13 wfowm & agraT[susr sAm fFa | ot A gfermar & free go s 45 wfoe afet ¥ oedfes
faffen ot @ar w10 & 15 wfoww ¥ ggwEm@IfSTET wAw fRC | FEer @ sfroa fwa e §
wifas fafwcar woaar saarfes Ffwan :

famarimar & garEt da. ;. T G g6t o 7y e & gwelt §491 Y 2 9y 9 aErr 53
oY | Jrfr el § oo & (120) SvEQW qAr A9 H (29) frewww ax v wwd da H, sher F (106)

goqaq awul afiem & § (26) freew g 4 2
foarimeT & wart &= #v @ (wfa @ =) ——
qed éiwﬁa?rigwa drAT et Ay gfewaar
AT ’ 17 13 4 T A
el 18 16 3 15

MGIPF —59 Statistics/83—1000—]2-8-83



