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Abstract

Unequal development across different regions duc
to varying socio-cultural, economic and demographic
factors leads to regional disparity. India has faced this
issue since the planning era, and various efforts have .cmna
made to address it through mvonmmm vBm_..E_:w Emn_ _uow__ﬂ_.om.
dentifying underdeveloped areas is crucia o formulating
Mm.oo:w.n strategies. This study cxamines the mnw_&wu»:h
economic development levels across different bloc )
Jashpur district, Chhattisgarh, to understand the causes 0

|
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underdevelopment in certain areas. The data collected from

Engﬂawg&ﬂ_gggg. a=d

o ..éggfmﬁbﬂg%o&ﬂugn
_.n_ﬂ..ﬁq higher levels of devel The stady idestibes
Muw_n_ﬂ. Jashpumnagar and Pathalgacn as underdeveloped
locks, while Kunkuri, Duldula and Pharssbahar have

. relatively higher levels of development.

Key Words: Disparity, Spatial Distribution, Deprivation
Index, Development Index.

Introduction
The study of socio-economic development is most

- important aspect for any developing nation becamse i heips

us to depict the economic growth as well 2s social statues or
progress and its future treads. Socio-cconomic development
is the progressive reinforcement of a socio-economic
organization’s quantitative and qualitative dimension
towards a higher level of cfficiency, well-being, justice and
democracy at all level (NurayTezcan, page-229-22) It is
measured with various indicators, such as level of economuc
growth, level of education, level of health service, degres of
modemization, status of women, level of nutrition, quality
of housing, distribution of goods and services or access to
communication.

Even though India has been a developing country sincs
independence, still has been trying to grown up socio-
economically and becom:ng a fifth largest economy mn the
world. It is worth mentioning that India’s socto-economic
transformation has been significant since 1931, when
national government launched various five-year plan to
fulfill different targets for development Therefore, there
is continues shifting of Indian economy from primary to
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secondary and tertiary sector. Despite the significance of
these changes, India’s economy suffers from large and
continuous inequality, The enormous size of the country,
differential geographical distribution, cultural, ethical and
religious diversity and social backwardness also trigger
regional disparity (Das, 1999). According to NITI Aayog's
SDGs and R.B.I handbook of statistics on Indian economy,
the population living below the national poverty line is
21.92% (2021-2022). Most of the people deprived from
basic amenities in rural and remote areas.

Numerous studies have been conducted by various
individuals and organizations on the differences between
regions at different levels, such as the state, district, and
block, using various methods and indicators. In nearly all
cases, these studies have found that the inequality between
states has grown since India gained independence, regardless
of the measure of inequality used. This disparity has become
even more pronounced since the introduction of economic
reforms. (Shaban, 2006; Bhattacharya & Sakthivel, 2004;
Singh et al., 2003;Rao et al.,1999; Dholakia, 1994). A wide
range of relevant fields of actions, including health and
education, are constitutionally defined as ‘state subjects’, to
be handled by the individual states rather than the central
government (Sen and Dreze, 1998).

At the district level, researchers and planners in other
states have also discovered a gap in development in both
the social and economic sectors (Ahuja andNikam, 2015;
Kumari, 2015; Pradhan and Kumar, 2015;Raman and
Kumari, 2012;Chakrabarty, 2009;Tripathy et al,2011).
Jashpur district, located in the northeastern SE.o: &,. the
state of Chhattisgarh, India. While Chhattisgarh is 4_«._&&
into 18 districts, the discussion in this mE%. is specifically
centered on Jashpur district, which comprises 8 blocks,
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5 towns, and 755 villages. According to the 2011 census,
the district has a predominantly rural population, with
91.08% residing in rural areas, while the urban population
constitutes only 8.92%. The literacy rate in the district is
67.92%, which is significantly lower compared to the overall
literacy rate of the state. It is important to note that despite
these challenges at the district level, there has been limited
research addressing the socio-economic disparitics at nwn
block level. Therefore, this study holds great significance in
informing future policy decisions and promoting sustainable
socio-economic development in Jashpur district.

Study Area

Jashpur District is situated in the central Indian state of
Chhattisgarh and covers an area of 6205 square Kilometers,
which accounts for 4.32 percent of the state’s landmass. It is
surrounded by Balampur district to the north, Gumla district
of Jharkhand to the east, Simdega district of Jharkhand and
Sundergarh district of Odisha to the southeast. Raigarh
district to the southwest, and Surguja district to the west.
The district is divided into two parts - the northern hilly belt
known as the upper ghat covered by a dense forest, and the
southern part known as Nichghat, which is generally flat
with many big mountains. The district has several rivers,
including Ib and its tributaries, Baki and Lava Nadi, Geor,
and Kanhar. Yellow and red soils developed over granitoids
occupy most of the district, while black soils have formed
over the Deccan traps in small patches.

Jashpur town was the capital of Jashpur State, one of
the princely states of the Eastern States Agency during the
British Raj. After independence, Jashpur State merged with
independent India in 1948. The district has a population of
851,669, with a density of 146 persons per square kilometer,
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ranking it 12th in the state. Approximately 91.1 percent
of the population is rural, with the SC and ST populations
comprising 5.73 and 62.28 percent, respectively. The Sex
Ratio of the district is 1005 females, which is higher than the
state’s Sex Ratio of 991. The literacy rates are 67.92 percent
for males and 77.32 percent for females, with a rate of work
participation of 57.22 percent (62.07 percent male and
52.40 percent female), ranking it top in the state. Jashpur is
known for its hottest region in Nichghat during the summer
and the coldest region in Pandrapat. The district’s economy

“ v = i

Figure: 1
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is primarily agriculture-based, with rice wmmam the major
agricultural crop, along with seasonal fruits, ¢nm2.mc_nu.
and other crops. Cultivators make up a large proportion of
the population, with 50.27 percent males and 42.17 percent

females.

Objectives

Since the beginning of the planning era in India,
economists, planners, and politicians have been concerned
with the issue of balanced regional development. In Ow.mn‘
to address the disparitics between different regions, uunm&n
programs need to be developed based on the unique
situations of each area, and policies need to be im Enana.&
accordingly. To do this effectively, it is important to identify
the regions that are experiencing backwardness and lagging
behind others in development. Therefore, the main purpose

of the study is:

l. To evaluate the differences in socio-economic
development among different blocks; and

2. To identify the causes responsible for disparitics in
development in Jashpur districts.

Database and Methodology

The current research focuses on analyzing regional
disparities in social and economic development by utilizing
secondary data obtained primarily from the District
Statistical Handbook, 2011, and District Census Handbook,
2011. The study examines 24 indicators from various
sectors such as education, health, transport, communication,
agriculture, finance, and recreation to evaluate block-
level disparitics in Jashpur district. The study considers
Community Development Blocks (CDBs) as a micro-level
unit of analysis. SPSS version 2] and GIS-ArcMap10.2.1
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were utilized for statistical calculations and cartographic
representation. .m..wo aa.u&. employs three methods to measure
development _disparities, including deprivation index,
verage deprivation index, and composite development
mdex, among the CDBSs of Jashpur district.
Deprivation Index

.H.do .nnumﬁnon index formula calculates the level of
deprivation (T) for the ivariable at the j unit of study using the

munﬁBﬁu and minimum values of the variable. The formula
1S represented as

I'= (Maximum value - X)/(Maximum value - Minimum
value)

where X denotes the original value of the ith variable at
the jth unit of study. The value of the deprivation index (T)
ranges from 0, indicating the absence of deprivation, to 1,
indicating the highest level of deprivation.

Average deprivation Index

Theaverage deprivation index is calculated as the average
of the deprivation indices (T) for all the variables included in
the study. The formula for the average deprivation index is:

Average Deprivation Index=3 1/n
where ¥ I denote the sum of all deprivation indices (1)

for all variables, and n denotes the total number of variables
included in the study.

Development Index
DI=1-(Q1/n)

The Development Index (DI) is a measure of the level of
development in a particular unit of study (j), where a value
of 1 represents an absolute state of development, and any

" Anabzing %E of Socio-economic Development. . .. L)

deviation from that represents the level of developmeat. To

assess the level of development, the study calculated three

types of Development Indices, namely the Average Social

Development Index (ADI), Average Economic Development
Index (ADI), and Composite Development Index (CDI).
These indices were then categorized into three levels of
development, namely high, medium, and low developed
blocks, to provide a comprehensive understanding of the
level of development in each unit of study.

Result and Discussion

To account for the multidimensional nature of
development and the various ways in which it can impact
society, a total of 24 indicators were utilized. The first 11
of these indicators were specifically focused on measuring
disparities in social development related to education
and health The most prevalent methods of evaluating
economic progress are typically based on measurements of
the per capita availability of gross product and its rate of
growth(Gatade and Gharge 2Q11). Due to the absence of
an adequate national accounting systzm, relying solely on
monetary value as a measure of economic development can
be inadequate in providing a comprehensive understanding
of a specific micro-region.To provide a more detailed
understanding of a micro-region, the current study has
utilized 13 different indicators related to agriculture, rural
infrastructure, household amenities, and other factors. Table
1 displays the specifics of these indicators. including their
average level and the highest and lowest obsen ations found
within the district.The maximum deviations were found in
case of Percentage of villages electnfied tototal villagss 6.9% 3
Percentage of villages having pucca road o total villages
(X,), Percentage of rural habitation under safe drinking




Table 1 Description of Indicators of Social and Economic Development

e v

Group Symbol | Description Mesn |Maximum | Minimum | S.D.
SOCIAL X, | Number of primary school per 10,000 population 24 27.9 184 3.05 1
X, | Number of middle school per 10,000 population 8.1 10.5 5.6 1.74 A
X Number of secondary school per 10,000 population | 2.6 3.9 1.7 0.30
X, Number of senior secondary school per 10,000 1.5 25 0.7 0.66
population
)& Number of degree colleges per 10,000 population 0.1 04 0.0 0.13
X, Percentage of female literacy 25.5 27.9 214 258
X, Number of pnimary health centres per 10,000 04 0.6 0.1 0.15
population -
X Number of primary health sub centres per 10,000 32 36 27 028
population '\.:..f‘
X Number of maternity and child welfare centres per 0.6 2.0 0.0 0.77 z i
10,000 population =
X, | Number of hospitals per 10,000 population 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.15 -3
L
X,, | Number of doctors per 10,000 population 14 3.1 03 0.82 3
&
T SERESET
ECO- X, Percentage of villages electrified to total villages 84.6 98.4 33.% 15.13 %’
NOMIC ™% ™ | percentage of household used for cooking inside |  98.2 98.9 96.6 ers | N
house U?I
X, | Pescentage of households having internet facilities | 0.2 03 0.1 0.08 ES
with computer
X Percentage of houscholds having latrine within 11.1 213 49 6.08
premises X
X, | Perceatage of rural habitation under safe drinking water | 67.7 80.7 545 w4 | T
- Pereentage of houschold waste water outlet connect 6.J 10.2 33 248 ?‘,
to drainage _R__ _
| Number of PDS shops per 10,000 population 59 6.7 49 0.69 ;
X, | Percentage of worker Lo total population 518 674 515 436 g
X, Number of post office per 10,000 population 1.1 22 0.0 0395 &
o
X, Number of commercial banks per 10,000 population | 0.2 04 0.0 0.17 2
X, Nuimber of agricultural cradit society per 10,000 0.1 04 0.0 0.14 16:
population g
X, Number of public reading room per 10,000 population 50 6.8 25 130 =
X,, ‘r'cucmuge of villages having pucca road to total 544 76.6 327 14,50
villages

Source: Computed by Author
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water (X,), Percentage of households having latrine within
premises (X)), vn_.nna»mo of worker to total population
(X,), Number of primary school per 10,000 population (X)),
Percentage of female literacy (X,), Percentage of =o=ma_55
waste water outlet connect to drainage (X,,)respectively.

Disparities in Social Deprivation

Social factors such as education and health are crucial to
the development of any region. Table 2 show the disparities
in social development using the Social Deprivation Index
(SDPI) to measure relative levels of deprivation. The SDPI
ranges from 0 to 1, with 0 indicating the least deprivation
and 1 indicating the highest deprivation. Pathalgaonis the
most deprived block in terms of social indicators, with the
lowest numbers of primary schools, secondary schools,
and primary health sub centers per 10,000 people, and the
lowest overall facilities for education among all the blocks.
Conversely, the least deprived blocks are Jashpur, with the
highest number of primary and senior secondaryschools
per 10,000 people and female literacy. the lowest female
literacy rates and numbers of middle schools and maternity
and child health care per 10000 population found in Bagicha
Block. The primary health centers in Kunkuri block exhibit
the highest level of deprivation compared to other health-
related indicators. Conversely, Kunkuri block has the lowest
level of deprivation in terms of the number of hospitals
available. On the other hand, Kansabel, Jashpur, Manora,
and Duldula districts have the lowest number of hospitals
among all the districts. In terms of the number of doctors,
Pharsabahar block is the least deprived, whereas Manora

block experiences the highest level of deprivation.

H
J

Table 2: Social Deprivation in Jashpur District in 2911
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Disparities in Economic Deprivation

.ﬁ.a cconomy of Jashpur district heavily relies on
agriculture, and the lack of proper infrastructure has hindered
the development of the industrial sector. The majority of
the workforce in the district is comprised of cultivators
and .nm.u.._nc_yﬂn_ laborers. The study assesses economic
deprivation among the different blocks of the district using
the Economic Deprivation Index and Deprivation Index for
cach indicator. The results show that Jashpur is the most
cconomically deprived blocks, while Kunkuri, Duldula,
Phasabahar and Pathalgaonare the least deprived blocks.
The study shows that there are significant disparities within
the most underprivileged area. Specifically, Jashpurnagar
exhibits the lowest proportion of workers in relation to
the overall population, the smallest percentage of rural
habitations with access to safe drinking water, and the lowest
percentage of electrified villages and households utilizing
cooking facilities indoors. The primary contributing factor
to these deficiencies is the lack of economic development,
which is predominantly concentrated in the Jashpumnagar
Municipality rather than in rural areas.On the other hand,
Pathalgaon and Kunkuri have the highest percentages
for these indicators. Furthermore, the study shows that
the percentage of houscholds with internet facilities and
computers is lowest in Bagicha, Jashpur, Manora, Kunkuri,
and Duldula, whereas Kansabel has the highest percentage
for these indicators.

0.54
0.53
0.80
0.66
0.44
0.42
047
0.46

1.00

X12 | X13 | EDP1

0.68 | 0.37 | 0.36 | 0.44

1.00 | 0.00

1.00 | 0.00 | 0.69

1.00 | 0.63
1.00 | 0.22 | 0.59

1.00
1.00

1.00 | 0.79 [0.07| 1.00{0.16|0.65| 0.00 | 0.06
0.34 | 0.00 | 1.00 | 0.51 |0.76{0.41{0.34]0.51| 0.29 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.48 | 0.78

010052050/ 0.76 |0.26{0.75]|0.56|0.78 | 0.13 | 0.06 | 0.77 0.46 | 0.46

X9 | X10 | X11

X7 | X8

0.17/1.00/0.84| 0.89 | 0.85 | 0.40

Table 3
Fconomic Deprivation in Jashpur District in 2011

X5 | X6
1.00 | 0.80 |0.79{0.83 |0.85[0.36| 0.08
220 | 0.43 | 0.00 | 0.00 {0.21[{0.00]|0.82|0.66| 1.00 | 0.65 0.65 | 0.19 | 0.09

1.00 |0.88]|0.49{0.00{0.00| 0.93

1.00 | 0.97 {1.00]/0.90|0.05[1.00| 0.80

1.00

X3 | X4

1.00

0.53 | 0.09
0.09 | 0.09

X2

003|0.13/0.50] 0.16 {0.00

X1
0.39 | 0.09
1.00

JASHPURNAGAR

MANORA

PHARSABAHAR
(TAPKARA)

CD Block Name
BAGICHA
KANSABEL
KUNKURI
DULDULA
PATHALGAON
Source: Computed by Autliors
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Disparity in overall Development

. The primary aim of planned economic development
is to enhance the quality of life and well-being of people
by improving various socio-economic factors. Since the
development of a region depends on multiple criteria, the
researchers have used a Composite Development Index
(CDI) to evaluate overall development disparity. The CDI
helps to classify the blocks into three levels of development,
which are presented in Table 4 and Figure 2.

High Level of Development

Kunkuri, Duldula and Pharsabahar belong to this
category with CDI value of 0.56, 0.55 and 0.51 respectively.
These blocks have been provided with various amenities,
such as a significant number of schools, post offices, access
to drinking water, clectricity, high population density, a good
road network, and healthcare facilities.Kunkuri is 2™ most
developed block in the district in terms social development
(0.56) after Jashpumagar (0.58) and economic development
(0.56). Duldula ranks 1* in terms of economic development
(0.58) and social development is also high (0.51).

The development of Kunkuri and Duldula block in
Jashpur district can be attributed to various factors, including
the relatively high levels of female literacy and graduate
students, as well as the availability of quality health facilities,
and a relatively high number of cooperative banks and post
offices. These factors have contributed to the overall sociv-
economic development of these blocks and have helped to
improve the standard of living for the people living in this
area. The presence of educated women in the region has not
only led to an increase in literacy rates but also naﬁoéo._.&
them to participate in the ~conomic activities of the region,

resulting in a more inclusive and sustainable development.
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Additionally, the availability of quality health facilitics
has helped to improve the overall health of the population,
leading to a more productive and healthier workforce. The
presence of cooperative banks and post offices has facilitated
access to financial services for the local population, thus
enabling them to undertake various economic activities and
improve their standard of living.

Block Pharsabahar where economic development is
high(0.51) social development is moderate (0.50) health
facilities and basic amenities get high.The Block of
Pharsabahar, situated in the district of Jashpur, Chhattisgarh,
has shown significant progress in terms of economic
development with an index of 0.51. In addition, the block
has also made considerable strides in social development
with a score of 0.50, indicating that the overall quality of life
in the area has improved. The health facilities in Pharsabahar
have played a crucial role in this development, providing
accessible and affordable medical care to the community.
Moreover, the availability of basic amenities such as water,
electricity, and sanitation has also contributed significantly
to the development of the block. The authorities have
implemented policies to ensure that the community has
access to these essential amenities, which has enhanced
the living standards of the local population. Overall, the
concerted efforts of the government, community, and other
stakeholders have led to the impressive socio-economic
development of Pharsabahar.



Levels of Social, Economic and Overall Development, Jashpur

Table 4

CD Block N )
ame SpI Level of So- | EDI Levelof |CDI |, . .1ofOver- Rauk within
cial Develop- Economic all Develop- the District
ment Development ment
BAGICHA 0.35 Moderate 0.46 Moderate 0.40 Low 6
KANSABEL 0.39 Moderate 0.47 Moderate 0.43| Moderate 4
JASHPURNAGAR | 0.58 High 0.20 Low 0.39 Low 7
MANORA 0.52 High 0.34 Moderate 0.43 Moderate 5
KUNKURI 0.56 High 0.56 High 0.56 High 1
DULDULA 0.51 High 0.58 High 0.55 High 2
PHARSABAHAR 0.50 Moderate 0.53 High 0.51 3
High
(TAPKARA)
PATHALGAON 0.18 Low 0.54 High 036 Low 8
Source: Computed by Authors
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Municipality, as well as its thriving houschold industry and
higher total working population. The block also benefits from
a higher number of ration shops and improving school and
health facilities. Agricultural productivity has also played
a role in the development of the block. In Kansabel block,
household amenities are good, and female literacy rates are
high compared to other blocks in the district. These factors
have contributed to the moderate level of development in the
block. Overall, while there are still disparities in development
among the blocks of Jashpur district, there are examples of
progress and success that can be studied and used to inform
targeted policies aimed at promoting balanced regional
development and improving the socio-economic conditions
of the area.

Low Level of Development

Lowest level of development reported from Bagicha
(0.40), Jashpurnagar (0.39), Pathalgaon (0.36).The blocks
are classified as low in terms of development based on rank
scores calculated using various indicators. This classification
is primarily due to factors such as inadequate healthcare
facilities, insufficient educational infrastructure, a limited
number of banks and co-operative societies, and low literacy
rates. Several key factors contribute to the relatively lower
development in these blocks, including their location in a
frontier zone that shares a state boundary with Jharkhand,
a Jow level of urbanization, an underdeveloped agriculture-
based society, and a significant rural-to-urban migration.
Additionally, these blocks have a higher proportion of
scheduled tribe and minority populations, which further
exacerbates the challenges. Consequently, low agricultural
uctivity and social backwardness also contribute to the
ed economic development in these areas. Efforts should

pro d
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be directed towards addressing these underlying factors to
improve the overall socio-economic development of the
blocks and uplift the living conditions of the communities
residing in them.

Conclusion
Disparities in socio-cconomic development in Jashpur,
which have predominantly tribal populations. While some
blocks in these regions have seen high levels of development,
others continue to lag behind. The study highlights the need
for targeted policies to address these disparities and improve
the overall socio-cconomic development of the regions.
Improving the living standards of tribal communities requires
comprehensive planning and implementation of programs
that focus on providing basic amenities such as healthcare,
education, and infrastructure, as well as enhancing economic
opportunities. The ultimate goal is to ensure that tribal
people have equal opportunities for social and economic
advancement, which will improve their quality of lifeIn
order to achieve inclusive development and truly improve
human development outcomes, it is essential for national
and state policies to prioritize resources aimed at addressing
the existing disparities. Without targeted efforts to bndge
these gaps, the goal of achieving higher level outcomes for
all would be unattainable.For this achievement, planners
have to give much importance upon decentralized planning
process based upon intensive study of micro level region in
assessing the gap between planning and implementation and
promote balanced regional development (Ray and Rahaman,
2017).
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