
95

CEaPSS* vt
fii

y

&
t-r

?*•* i?he cmmMmitm pg&ssm of
wm ?mhmmT &mw

m -m *» m* *+ -** ■*+ ** m> «*» «• -* *> m ■** ** m *m *+ *»<***■&#»+*’***•"*•*'*#
B»-innm &* mm mm * '** ** *»***»«■« **>

In the preceding chapter mi .afsteapt has boon made 

to give a MiS’s ©yo vl«w of the soclo<«®conet3le end 

d®aogc?i^hic cl jarecteri sties of tite zmple of the effluent

houae^X&s under investigation* With tMe chapter xm
©tatwvetkcte the description and discttsis4aa of what

revily constitutes our findings, Tii© focus of attention 
in tills chapter is 'to present $s& laioad spectrum of

emusm^zimt wpmc&tvm, c$uu»cfe*i!i8tlc of -th$M 

affluent group, thus -IM filling s primary abjoativ© of 

our study.

Consumption patterns ate customarily deglefcea in 

terms of nng©l ratios, namely the proportion of total, 

©Mpcnditur* spent an various msmoclifciea and sarvicas. 

the per capita, ■pctesntaf® allocation to different food 

and non-food i&m® alls teveala the relative importance
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of aif£©rsot goods and sorvieos In feh© varite»MoK*cehy 
of the group, feti© revel otic* of <atii«h alac reflects 

ovaetSy to sees© ©sjfcenfe the vain® oferucfcur© of the concerned 
group, l*#» value for health, aeeicl prestige, security, 

ana seif».a«vOloprs®ftt» driest? the dhaptar concerns itself 

uiih the following aspects of eonsnRpfelon t
\

f The epeodlft? pattern of the typical affluent 
lieueeboKU

12 The trend of outlay on 'total food* and 'total nonfood* 
vifeMn tli© seeiplo eft tit set sing effluence,

S2I fSaaogoni^fey of the cofisoeipttoti patfcora ufttMn fefc® 
affluent group.

t ^h© Spending Pattern of the Epical 

Affluent aousafhpld

The averago houedhe&d in fefia ampt® spends «s. 2,305 p*t% 
on aggregate tmsehoid expenditure ( ineluding Insurance ). 

Th.® standard deviation for the entire sweepl© of 185 ■house*

' holds t«s« ft«» t44Q# giving © o®«®fi«isnfe of veti©felon of
accounted for

(V^0 • 0.50* She food Mil C-Z.-3- ^s.749 C o.a* 417.0 h Bofr*food 

»*♦ 1452, te.d. 1037.0), Insutfettee Rs.1930 < s.d. 193.4 )* 

she per capita aggregate expenditure m,® 9s.GQ6*B0
I s*a. Us. 397.90 ) nut Of tih&dh '8s, 1SS.30 < *.«• 77,72 ) 

want f&umrde nuntsing the food t£U* insurance asecunteS 
far Rg, 52,89 C «,a. na.58,07 >* the total oaoendifeuro o«i
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other non-food items bain© the balenc© &s* 368.31. 

C 8,0, Sa. 321,00 K

sfoe paseentaga allocation on nioeellaneous goods 
•sana gcgylcas, that is, ©secluding that ca food, clothing 
egiti. shelter, can be taken as t» index of the levol of living 

the housthoia, *?able col, 5 shows the ?3ngeX ratio©
for food* clothing, boosing and niscalleneoas iterate for 

the current sample of IQS affluent, hoaseholde. w© coy not©

?afcle ?6,1* ?soportioRat* '&jspm^lf3am m Camodifey 
Groups of Middle Clatsa Houaeiholfa fwem 
four Cities m& Affluent Households of 
fiftrofle City

class ^nehoiag _ p^Soias

v-neisgury AlRHS&S-
had

U>

Calcu
tta

<2>
Kanpur

<3)
Madras

(4) •
Baroda

<n>

Food ,44- .42
*

,45 *42 .30
Clothing 9 IS .08 ,13 ,12 •OS
loosing .18 ,22 ,16 .18 .17
Kieoslieneous *22 ,2? .26 . .27 ,48

•*» •» •»* <•**. «*«*«* •«* vm mm m*. «**■

C Source* s Figures in cole, i-t» 4 from * l>ipanhar Cocndoc, 
Comparison of Creamer S^enSiture P&ttoma 

of Indian kiddie Class and f.%s&ing Class Families, * , 
Safikhpe, VdUS7, secies c, pt,2, Ctei* 1975, pp, 81-101.>

that the ratio for cafee<a.l«neEA9 category io ,48, £,e, 48 ft 

of total expenaifcueo is. ®enfc m tt&e category, The table

//
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also .-gives ca-npuratfvo figure© for the cities of Atee&aMd, 
Calcutta, Kanpur end Madras, for socially defined 
middle desa ©staples ( tf&te « collar los&er© with per 

^^fcapita monthly income r<sigi«g from ®s. 10 to Re* ISO ),
' Sine© correepeaacling figures for 'Qatoda City middle el as© 

are not availed© we may use the figures relating to 
Ahagdatoad etc. for a gross comparison, though the said 
cities' all have population of over one mil lion, in 
urbanisation and inducts*allration the city of Beroda is 
quite comparable with them.

&n@®a£ng then that the middle class of Bamfia would 
have an sngol ratio failing within the range .22 to .27 
C or close thereto ) for the e^ondlture on raiscsllaneoiis 
items, the affluent group* s ratio at .48 is strikingly high.

B3»enaitttra em Individual Commodities and Serviceswin.'nmn ■ <i ii-tun u>i min«iinwnM»wtK>mmwMrii)ni»iHii*.imi ■■■BagwiM^rtaweaaMltwawwta^iwiwttMwwtt

h total of fifty-tea© eonaodlties and services was 
v-V included in the guestionneiro-cum-schedule to didt
v? Vv~-

<AAv

-A *■'«3 ^ 1

'■information on household ©^enditurn. For items which are 
stored customarily annually or M-aimually in this region, 
e.g. rice, wheat, the information recorded related to the 

\ annual period, while irtonhhiy consumption was no tod down in 
v\th© ease of other items. In Table (6,2) tho Sngel ratios 
for the commodities and services have hmn given as
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*aW.® *6. 2? Con&mptim Pattern e£ tSm 196 ifeuedhsldB, the 
i$tm& Ranked mm&sMms to tfm tangtfl Ratios 
C tmw capita# p®r ssontb )

Rank CbornoOlty
l?. capita 
per ssentli 
Rap.in Re,

SC s»0» ‘Coefficient 
of Variation,

(l) (2) (3) (4) (5) “(6T“
1# Rent Rf»99*29 16.32 74,78 0.75

1! 2. Insurance 52. a§ 8,70 58*71 1.11
$* Gcsti^eyaoc© 44*46 ' 7*32 53*83 1.71

Hilk 36*4© 6.01 16.05 0*44
§, Clothing 30.41 S.Of 24.50 0,91
6. Bdhod Rees 26*66 4.30 38.65 1.45
7. S«iTV«tBt0 21.20 3.57 26.50 1.22
8. Vegetables 10.91 3.28 14.79 0.74
9, Vacation 10.62 3.07 34.26 1.30

10# Oil 13.25 2*10 6,93 0.52
11. Cntertainriietit 13.04 2* 15 16*99 1,30
12,5 Fruit* 12.00 1.98 11.58 0,98
13.5 Ootsnotie® 12.0$ 1,98 12.53 1.04
14. "ed&cel it. 43 1,89' 11.90 1.04
15* Rlee 11.24 1,83 6*86 0.61
16. sieetrlcity 11*18 1*84 8.45 0,76
1?. Sifta 10*91 1.7S 30.30 2,80
IS. Gh€SO 10.00 1.66 7.29 0.73

1 1 19* Debt* 0.70 1.60 24*74 2,55
20. Sugar 0*41 1.S6 6.72 0.71
21* ^overages 0*26 1,53 9.45 1,02
22. v&wsat 9.1t 1.50 4.58 9,49
23. out 8.4? 1.39 14.66 1.73
24. F««a# gas 7*17 1*17 3.99 0,56
25. $©w«£»eper 6*77 1*11 5,86 0.87
26. Sbot«soar 9*56 0.92 5,97 1.07

Ceontlnuod,..)
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(SattLe 6*2 eotitlttUB6)

Catm'ao&ifcy '
P* capita 
per bonth

i'iSi
% a»fl.

Coefficient 
©£ Varia
tion

i' 2 3 4 5 e"

a?* ftocftefc allowance 5,18 0.85 9.92 1.80
20. Chasifci©* 5.06 0,83 9.37 1.81
23* tfstatcaancft 4.98 0,82 12, 45 2,50
33. 4,72 0*78 2.78 0,59
31* 4,69 0.77 9*132 2.03
33. ^rofoesioaeJ. S*reie®s4*54 0.75 14,81 3.26
33.5 r»res4 4.44 0,75 5.06 1.14
34,5 %gs 4.4$ 0.73 6,66 1.50
35. Butter 4.20 0.69 a, as 1.97
36, Past 4,1$ 0,68 9.06* 2*18
37. Pontage 3,90 0,64 5.48 1.41
38* PlCkles 3,84 0*63 6,14 1*70
aa* ^elepboises 3,79 0.62 12.63 3*33
40, Corporation fax 33C 0*55 11.61 2.98
41. hicoor

«s» 3,12 0.51 13.59 4.35
42,5 Spices 3.03 0,50 4,30 1*41
42*5 Functions 3,03 o.so 4.77 1.37
44. Pi eh 2.94 7.35 2.50
45. s?afcs 2,40 0.35 7.83 3,26
46. PI©©, Food 1.86 0.31 9.57 5*15
47* ©ther «ilk Products 1,81 0.30 4. 36 2*41
48. i-icence Pea 1*78 0.29 3,52 1.98
49. other delicacies 1.75 0,29 4,36 2*70
50. other eoreimmlee 1.36 0,22 1.83 1,35
51. other rente 1*28 0.21 s.oi 6.88

52. hltm&vf 1*07 0,18 2.64 2,47
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percentages end @bym. in descending order to bring out 

dee53.5? the relative importance of feh® oosmodlties In terns 
of allocation, "the eocofspesying Figure on page102 shows 

wan wore vividly how noiw£aod items expropriate a mjor 

share of the available budget. the tkm& numbering 2S,

all have Qngel ratio greater thm 0.01. (vide Table 6.3)

i&Table *6.3* Eng&l Hati© for 18 Major I ten® of Ss$>cnditaro 
for 185 freehold* C per Capita per Month )

t?Ott»Fo©d Sngel Coeffleleftt Food EftCK^a Coefficient
ilstio of Voriation Ratio of Variation

1 £1. 1 3 4 .. s' 6
sent *163:: 0*75 Mille i60i 0,44
insurance 1.11 Vegetables ,°328 0,74
Conveyance Jl%2 1.71 on *<818 9.52
Clothing *9S01 #,81 Fruits ,498 0.98
School Fee® .433 S.4S F4ee «p|85 0.61
Servants 8*3577 1,22 <2?ae 0.72
Vacation <<357 1,33
.entertain
ment .0215 1,30

Cosmetics .1*04
Medics! ,Pl09 1,04
.eioetricdty *0X34 0.7«
€H£t •a.78 2,80

«m..T«i.«!. .<#■ —t ..<•_ .ae .-*► <«* *4. '«* .*» n«i' «« * e « w .m .w e « ,4». <nfc »ste «** it* M* 4* «N*< .***► «■»
* Items *dth pas* card.to per xaoufch e^ondl fear©,et least

(s.J.Prai® and ^s,i?®ethidcer, tfhe imalyai© of Family budget, 
Cambridge, .1955* p.194, 105 give the proportionate distribution 
of exponditura on various itams in the British inquiries. 
first” tea ranks are held fcy * Clothing, Meat* parent to 
pension foods* utilities, rent, education, broad, mills, doctor, 
dctse&fclc fcolp* It might bo duo to cold e3.lm.tie cooditioos that 
clothing moat dominate here*. I
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In to&e <6, 31 on tlx© previous page Bagel ratios for

eighteen top itcsa hgse been sheas* separately for food m&
sen-food categories. These am items on t$»ieh the par
capita allocation is Re, 10 or wore, w® note that of tlx®

eighteen, twelve belong to the nofvffbod categories and
account for 58*03 %l off aggregate ©spend! turn, The remaining
ois food items acootmfc for only 16.36 -5$#. while together

for
the eighteen commodities account nearly mvmtgiiv© percentA

off the total eraendifcuce of the household* f£® note also that 
spang food items mill:, vegetables, oil and fruits take 

precedence over the staple foods rlea anti wheat, Th© local 
propensity for frying sees© to fe© reflected in th®
©on ©caption off oil, but the outlay on milk, oil and fruits 
may fee taken && m indication of the high level off living 
off the affluent group, Gangali has treated the preferences 

for more ©spanstvs pratein-rich foods as m indicator of 
higher level of living.3

ft scrutiny off the relative measure of dispersion, namely 
the coefffieiaat of variation for the top sixteen item©
( column no, 3,6 off ftafel© 6.3) s^ows that the diversion 
is rolativedy less for food items than for non-food items. 

«ithin food category milk i 0.44 ) has comparatively minimum 

scatter followed fey oil C 0.52 ), sciee ( 0.61 ), ghee <0.72), 

vegetables C 0,74 ) and fruits C 0.98 ), tjftfein the non-food
iwwi—ifiifurfj siiSinwi'*niit«s>*SMMSiss«>e<BiwMMSwnwSWMWieasK»s»*«ert^^ ■imiimn'Miprn« ■; BinaMSi—aw—Smiiihs

%.».<!s»guli, iiavola off living in India < m later-state 
Profile >, ,’”CcHand “& "Co., 19767 ” " '
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cafcogory the coefficient off variation 1© ne&atively low 

for cent < 0*75 ), clothing ( 0*81 ) and electricity l 0.76 5, 

fch® rest shoving decidedly larger scatter. The figures #3ow 

that for baste essentials* food# clothing and Shelter# 

as well a® electricity# the isonmmtlexi e^dnattum of the 

household® aspo ms® closely ixmehed towards the respective 
mean values than for other iteras,

II Saq^onattu*® on ifotai Food $n<3 Total Oon-Food

Tfca ^sliwknmss lav of Sngat states that with increasing 
isoasse the -relative outlay for eufosisfcaoo® ( i«®» food ) 

decreases, according to 'Engel the pmpov&fm of the outgo 
used for food, other things boiag eqtiel# is the heat roesease 
of the materiel standard of living of ® fxjpalation# Dhe 

poorer a fatally the greater must ho the percentage off ineaete 
necessary for the maintenance off physical ^cfesfcencftee f food#

4* * y
Vv'A\V*

A-'

\c
cA^

clothing# shelter > # wherein © greater position would go 

toward® food. In order to verify this law the current staple 

he® been divided on the baste of net disposable income# m€ 
the necessary computations carried cat* Table (6#4> shows 

v1fcb® ffregency off household® falling in the different income 

clssoen and the outlays on food and non-*ffood respectively 
in the different daeaeg. the perearstag® sn«sfe on food
decreases with increasing income being the highest for the 
lowest Income class# namely 37*0 S of the aggregate
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es&enditttr©. Qrapb iio* 6.1 p# 106 clearly portraya tMs

decreasing trend. Tfc© corregKiondlng Eng©i carve for 

nan»£o©<2 stow an Increasing trend*

?aMe *6.42 Total Monthly of r^ousehoWs
on 'Sb©d and Won-tood lfe«s® Oespeetlvaly, 
absolute °«ela©s and as Percentages of 
aggregate Monthly ^jciencUturea In £h© 
different; Incas© Class©®

income
p*c* in 
*000© Ba»

1

So*o£
Hemmm*
bold©

2

.Expenditure in »s.
Total

Percentages of 
.Tbfcal sSssscsas?!* 

Food iScsir-SbodFood Koa-Food
3 '4. 5 6 .7 "

15 — 20 S6 566,71 962*29 1539.10 33.05 62.95
20 — 25 43 624,90 2295*52 1010.42 32.71 67.29
25 - 30 25 712*76 1414,08 2136,84 33* SO 66, SO
30-35 13 743,92 1722.3© 2466*30 30.18 69*82
35-40 13 ■ 737,15 1380*23 2617*38 29*19 7f*81
40-45 12 770*67 2495,92 3256,-50 23.66 76. 34'
45 — 50 $ 1419*09 2932.00 4351*00 33,33 66*62
50 - 00 6 1075*83 2850*83 3926*66 27*39 72*61
mrer 60- 12 1479*17 4145*75 5624,92 26.30 73.70

M* WM- , WM .*■» «t*> «■».. .«* .. <•» **% «■» «*» j«ar no

.<** «Me . <"•* *MH *»• -*» . w*»- A*. .«n. *t*> *** mm.

The sara© brand is clearly discernible when tbo scaple 

i© divided not on fcbe basis of net income lint on the basis 

of aggregate nsontlily s^enditur© of the household© end again 

^hm per capita tigers® ar© ts&en to compensate tar family 
sire* Tables 6*5 and 6.6, pp,l07 f ios „ give the relevant 

figures* Th© percentage spent on food by the households
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M/ TH£ D/Pf£P£NT /A/COMP CLASSES



107

drop© fiw 43.70 i l&wmwt ®sspm€i&Vim class } to 557.93 ( for 

highest eapenOituse class ) frcsn 46.11 to 26*73 in the 

case of par capita fiestas.

Taht© s6*5s f-tean H?^e« altar© of the I’ossseheld®Classified, eeeoeatng to Aggregate Monthly 
Ssocr:dit?ir©# oa Total StooS and 
XtOfDS

E^aMtan ?£*°? ►KT*5'eioss (i» Rs.J L'??fr t! ra
holds food

4%grjm~
gat®

tar©

PGvasmtfsge of Aggcea at© Ui^ygft.
Foe3~°^en^food
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'S’abla &-6,6» 0«r Capita &H$ondituire on’ food and
floB-fobd Items by &s?>endifcti»e 
Claeses | in Kim

S^endituro 
Class C in
Rs.)

Food Tbtgl

Percentage ©£ 
Tbtpl

t •3 3 4 s 6
a

6 SO - 9S0> 133.50 imvm 289.50 46.1.1 53*80
950 ~ 1250 130.69 183*05 313,74 41.66 69.34
i«» - 1550 154,30 254.30 408.60 37.76 62, 24
15S0 - 1850 182*70' 370.40 553.10 33,03 66.97
1859 * 2150 182.20 330,30 571.50 31.38 68,12
2150 - 2450 176.10 412.49 5OS.30 29,02 70.38
2450 - 2750 163.00 503,40 680., 30 26,07 73.03
2750 « 3050 107.60 304,40 782.90 2S, 27 74.73
SOSO - 3350 257.10 396.30 803.40 25.73 74,22
3350 * 3630 200.40 346.40 754,80 27,61 72,30
36 SO « 3350 262.60 699,40 962.00 27,30 72.70
3050 - 4250 213*30 592.09 80S,30 26. Si 73.49
Over 4250 311.00 SS4.90 1166.70 26.73 73,27

xm mm vm -mm xtm mm ■mm mm mm . mm . .** mm
. <*w. *t» mm m m* <w '%

.mm w mm. *&» ..mm ■jugg^s. mm mm mm mm mm

SIX f ©crenel ty of the Cpnaumpfclcsn bottom 

t'HtMn Abo fifflamfc dgpqp

Q-gmdinq Patterns at Biffertot Xticaase levels

ySy*

So f#r the entire discussion has been based on th© 

affluent group as © tsbol© in order to depict €h© eenottspfcion 

pattern of a topical affluent eonimer* $h© owe btm&roa and



109

eighty.Cive household© %MCh pmvided data for this 
betj.oag however to different income levels ranging from 

fir. 13,000 to a®, 20,000 to over ®a. 60,000 per a&mift. St 
ms necessary to verify wbether the consumption patterns 
differed within this group at different Income levels*
S*or tMs purpose the sample was divided into thirteen 

classes on the basis of income end the oonosrsphion 

figures for individual commodities and services have been 

calculated for the sub-camples belonging to these clauses 

»&e«ataly. The data are presented in Tables 6,*? end 

6*0 ( PPm 110** 111 K

In Table? 6*7 the household’s ea&enditiare on food 

itass is presented as percentage of aggregate c^endltiire, 

for the different incorae classes, while fable 6*8 

concerns itself with noiwlba# Items. In fable 6.9 and 6*10 

the cosKiodity- outlays nr® ishorn as pesccntsgea of Total 

rood Rs^cnditmre in th® case of food items and of Total 

BotwSbod Sspeatlitar® for the rest, the income classes 

being the earo& as in Arable* 6.7 and 6.8.

r&nong all food items saillt is seen to be the soot 

irarortent ffeta the point, of view of percentage outlay* for 

all the income da sees, the percentage varying te 8 $' 

for the lowest income dnse to 3.5 ii for the highest* »!!!-: 

is folio v/od by vegetables* -with oil generally taking the
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TaMo «©»?* Mean £&bm3x>16 nwpsnaifcus© on Food Xteaa
for si £f©rar«t Categories of Xnegrsiir as Percentage 
of &ggr®gafco Wontfely s^enfdtsura

CexaBiodity
income Classes in *900© 8gr.

...... ....... ..TW*

, ,. .. Over15-20 20-25 25-30 39M& 3^-40 40-45,45*80 50-60 60
i 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 0 10

mik 8.05 6.88 6,16 5,27 3*93 7,82 3,72 3*37

Vegeta&Lee 3.S4 3.28 3.39 3.98 3,12 5.43 2,08 3.00

eu 2* 9S 1.99 2,43 1.96 1.94 1.58 2,64 1.S8 1.91

sites' 2.52 2.86 2.33 1,72 1,88 1.27 1*34 1.93 0.90

30 1*96 1*39 1* 21 1*10 1*06 1,27 0.80 1,75

sugar 2.32 2.01 1.83 1*52 1,33 1,00 ' 1.45 9,85 1,16 ’

2.20 1.02 1.62 1,92 2*02 1.14 0*92 1*46 0.9S

^averages 2.10 1,62 1*66 1*31 1.32 1*46 2.72 9,83 1.02

Fruits 2.09 1*62 $,26 1,48 1.91 1*76 2.19 2.33 2*93

i>al • 1.23 0*99 0*91 0,08 0*76 0.61 0*54 0*47 0.33

Gating out 1.15 1.54 2. 54 1*01 1,15 1.17 1*51 1,59 1*85

ii©et 0.89 0,95 0.50 1*23 0.17 0,07 9,49 0.15

Dread 0*8§ 0.96 0.82 0.83 0,47 9.42 1,04 0,65 0.49

S'jsn 0.79 0,65 0.50 0*63 0.53 0,86 0.54 0.76 0.SS
®gg© 0.64 0,76 1.09 1.04 0.42 9.98 9.33 0.72 0,08

Pfdklas 0*50 0*72 0. S3
0.37 0.85' 0*19 0. 44 0*29 0.07

Gutter 0.52 0.59 0*36 1.71 1,17 9,28 0.71 9*39 0.40

Spices 0. 45 0# 49 0,42 0.35 0.35 0*30 0,52 1„£S 0.42

ftdtk 0.30 0.44 0,64 0,37 ■ @.18 0*26 0,20 1.47 0.02

other cereals 0.27 0.31 0*18 0.23 0.21 0,04 0.22 0,15 0.24

Liquor 0.24 0,21 0.20 0.16 0,28: 0.77 9,47 2.21 1.11

other mmPm&MStB 0.21 0.30 8,17 0*42 0*08 0.12 0.15 0, 34 9.73

Other Salle®- o.ii 0.10 0.42 0.33 0*15 0,03 0*09 i1.84 0,58

cie©

proc.Food 0.18 0*14 0,21 0*07 1.49 0,07 0, 26 9.32 0.68

Total 36.25 32.70 33,57 33,10 c» 5 q v>

03.35 33,38 27.33 26.39

*I3m8i && -tmr ,«:. <«* t***.

IWH»W*«v Hti
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"'qMo tS.Ss teonthly OxocfKlitaEc on Ifon-i’ocfi 2tm& for Bt£?®zmt 
Oafcegosiea of tnaxrn mm Pemmt&ge of aggregate 
Hontblf t'’sp&iMtxim i f3ouoGfeel.fi 5

CamioiUty
Income Classes "in *090 ®«* over

6015-20 20-23 2S—30 30*35 35-40 40-45 4S-59 50-60
1 3 3 4 5 6 7 . S 9 , 10

Bmt 13,90 14. S3 13*50 22,49 17.72 20,55 20.94 16,13 14.08
insurance 6,00 8.86 9*71 9,2$ 12,60 13.47 4.80 8,86 4, @4
Conveyance 4,99 6.45 8*65 8.3S 7,01 6.35 0.76 10,75
Globing 6*02 6,91 5,23 $.48 3.9S 4.82 3.75 4.77 3*70
School Foes 4.15 5,41 4*23 4,40 3,11 3.4$ 2.40 1,07 5,90
Vacation' 2.2-3 3.09 3*2$ 2*40 3*20 2.97 1.4$ 3.71 2.45
Qt£t& 2,30 0.88 2,84 0* SB 0.80 0.06 0*57 1,40 ’$.26
QometlGB 2*33 2*07 a. SI 1.72 1*68 1.7$ 2*82 1-19 1*13
.Osfefcs 2*63 1,41 2*12 3*35 2*36 0.00 0.14 1.06 0.52
Slocfcricity 1*67 1,72 2*09 2*05 2,08 2*22 2.14 1,63 1.60
i'ofiicel 2,03 2,73 1,98 1*53 1*74 0,88 0,99 1.49 1*23
Snfce*±aln®«*t 2,4? 2.49 1*63 1.61 1.70 2,87 1,86 1*02 1*63
newspaper 1.14 1.14 2*61 0*91 1.15 1.27 0*88 0*73 0.67
©ae* Fuel 1.64 1,47 1*29 1*20 0.79 0,95 0.S4 0.53 0.69
sesaeetins 2*49 3.06 2,25 1.95 3.62 3,25 4*96 7.11 7.70
tfocSc. allow. 0.92 0.97 2.07 1.40 0.41 1*51 1.88 0,59 0,82
footwear 1.07 0,96 0,85 0,83 ft.SSS 0,84 *.53 0-6S 0,02
KpjLntmmc® 0,60 0.61 0*79 0*00 1,13- 0*44 0,00 2*14 1*48
PO8&0Q© 0,76 0.52 0,87 0,0$ 0*44 0*59 0.99 0*41 0.65
Functions 0*50 0.42 0*53 0*29 0.52 8,49 1*19 0.53 0,47
Chart tied 0.91 0,8? 0,49 1*32 0.42 1,58 2.30 1.02 0,60
Telephones 0,11 0. 30 0,44 0*94 @.10 0.03 1*39 1.S7 2.11
Licence Foes 0.22 0*29 0.42 0.17 0.15 0,33 0.08 0,6$ 0.30
£!ots 0.31 0*1.4 0,36 0.03 0,19 0.77 0.38 0,55 0.01
LibruiY 0.24 0*12 0*38 0*25 0.11 0.21 0,01 9.06 0*03
Go*p. Tax 0*44 0*25 0.35 2.12 0,57 0.94 0,68 0.65 0,96
Ps&f. satttl. 0.32 0,80 0*25 0.04 1*40 0,31 1.98 0.31 2,93
other Sente 9*34 9*01 0.00 0*00 0.00 0,00 0,00 1.70 *0,44

Total 63.7$ 67*30 63.50 67*03 71*01 76*65 66,62 72,61 73,70
«c» «►. ♦»' <*» ««*>.**.,*» «K u» «* M «- »». <Mlr .<■*»* .«*- Mr *•* am .•** *■* «M Hi*. *«Jr MK <*■*. —•» .*•* rt» iw M
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?ablo s6:*93 l&n&dy limcnditate cm food ttms for ?>lffoment 
Categories of moots® as Percentage of ^ls@l 
3ag>an3&tusK? on ??oo‘3 ( Per t&usc»hal<3 )

NTfeSMOfr

Ccras»&ity Incomes Classes In *000! Rs*_ . Over
15-20 29-25 25—30 39-35 33-445 40-45 45-80 50-55 SO

i 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 9 10

bilk 2i.?l 21.05 20.45 20.43 19.04 16,61 23.82 13.57 14.73
^ogotafidLe® 9.66 18.04 12,09 10.95 10.90 13,19 16,28 7.59 11.74

mi 7,76 6,07 7,26 6.48 6.89 6. 56 7,92 5.65 7.26
^UfCS?© 6.79 6.91 6.97 5,69 6.71 3,37 4.02 7.05 3.76
$fe®©fe 6.42 6.00 4* 16 4# 92 3.91 4.49 3,82 2*91 6.64
Sttgo* 6*25 8,15 8.45 8.04 5.20 4,32 4,34 3.11 4,41
Gfce® 5,93 6.07 4*83 6.02 7.16 4.05 2.76 S. 34 3.74
8ov©ra<|oa 5.68 4,90 4,96 4.34 4,69 6*13 8.15 3.02 3.09
fruito 3.63 4,94 6.75 4,09 6.78 7.45 6,57 9,02 11.14
Sail 3*32 3,03 2,70 2,71 2.6S 2.S8 1*62 1,72 1.24
Sating oat 3.12 4.71 4,60 3,34 4,07 4.92 4,51 5,84 7,04
.a©nfe 2*41 2,96 1.76 4,00 0,59 4,42 2.61 1.80 0.S6
Bread 2.24 2.92 2.44 2*74 1.68 1*76 3*10 2,35 1,86
ban 2,14 1.99 1,50 2.17 1*90 3*62- 1*82 2,79 3.08'
Sffljs 1*71 2.32 3*24 3,43 1# 49 4, IS 0.99 2.63 0.34
Pickles 1.84 2.21 1.59 1,2.2 3.01 1.09 1*31 I# 05 3.71
9sitt«r 1.56 1.90 2.56 5.66 4.14 1.27 2,11 1.41 1.51
iiplcoa 1.41 1.50 1.26 1.19 1.2S 1*23 1*56 5.30 1*08
fiel* 1.21 1.35 1.90 1,88 0.63 1.19 0.59 5,36 0,09
other Ocraais 0*81 0,96 0.53 0.77 0.75 0.52 5.78 0.S6 0.93
feiqactr 0.74 0,63 0.61 0,51 ■0.73 3,24 8.06 4.23
other Kills 
Products 9.6$ 0.99 0,51 1,40 0.23 5.81 0.45 1.24 2.7®
other Bailee- A RO «**» °*58 0,30 1*26 0.78 0.04 0*18 0.00 1.98 2.20
PxoeeeaeA 0.52 0,42 0,62 0.24 ' 4,07 0.14 0.78 1,16 2*59
food
fflr1 iTt.|- -||**»,, ||[,V*|| hY*%, iiijn"?liiili^Tin-iiL^n- Irfi rrfnVT^tnT-ii”^- [“‘tiii^\'Ttf^t~-''ngrwrr«n?li
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fable * 6.10s Mean Monthly Ba^anditasas on f?en»Foo<5 Items for 
Different Categories of facsss© as ^erossitage of 
'fetal Heated tore e® KorwSboi (par J^busehoia?

Tn.....T’n~

15* 20
2

20*25
3

asTlT bmoWgo

4 5 .. 6;.. ' 7 . . 8 9 10

•Seat 22.21 21,59 20.30 32.20 24,65 26.91 31*43 22.22 19.00
Clothing 0*56 , 0*79 7.86 4,99 5,93 6.32 5.64 6.57 S.02
2fisurar.ee 9, S3 13.17 14.62 13,22 17,51 17,65 7*20 12,21 5*48
Conveyance 7.02 9*59 10.00 S,3S 11*69 9*19 9,53 13,45 14.59
$dtool Fees 6.30 8.04 6.36 6*30 4.32 7*12 3.60 2,58 8,01
Oebte 4*17 2.09 3*19 4.80 3.56 0*00 0, 21 0,00 0.70
Servants 3.96 4.55 1.89 2*79 5.04 4*26 7.45 9,79 10,45
Sbteita&Dnent 3.02 3.70 2*45 2*30 2.36 3*75 2.79 1.40 .2,23
Cosmetics 0*70 3.08 3,78 3.47 2# 34 2.26 4. 24 1.64 1,54
Gifts o.ss 1.32 4,27 9,76 1.11 0.0® n*m 1,92 7.14
Voeatloft 3.54, 4,59 4,86 3*57 4.45 3.89 2.18 5.12 3.33
KoOtaal 3*30 4.09 2*98 2,26 2.42 1*16 !« 48 2* OS 1*67

Gas m& 2.60 2.18 1.94 1.S8 1.10 1,25 0.81 0.74 0.93
Glacfcrlcity 2.65 2.55 3.12 2*04 2*89 2.92 3.22 2.24 2.17
newspaper 1.01 1.69 2.42 1.30 1.59 1,66 1.33 1.01 0.91 ,
Footgear 1.71 1.42 1.28 1.22 1,76 1*11 2.30 0,80 1.12
^oeiket billow* • 1.46 1,44 1.61 2,01 0.S7 1,9® 2.82 0.82 1,12
Charity 1*45 1,30 0.74 1.09 0*61 2*08 3.45 1* 40 0.92
ooaf&ga 1.21 0,77 1.01 0.95 0*62 0.77 0,88 0.06 0, 88
Piaintanaaee 1.08 0.91 1.19 1*14 1.62 0,57 0.00 2.95 2,01
Functions 0.80 0,63 ' 0*89 0.30 0.75 0,65 1,79 0.73 0,64
Goxp. fax 0.71 0.37 0,53 1.60 0.61 1.23 1*02 0.91 1*31
Other Rents #.54 0,00 0.00 0,00 0,80 0,00 0,00 2.34 0*60
osof*Services 0.51 0.89 0.38 1*21 1.95 0.41 2,97 1.11 3.97
Pets 0.49 0*21 0*57 0.04 0.26 1.01 0,58 0.76 uii
library 0.30 0.18 0*53 0,21 0,19 0,28 0| 01 0,09 0.04
Menace Fees 0.3S .0.43 0*64 0,24 0*20 8*44 0.13 0.90 0,28

0.18 0.45 0*66 1,34 0.25 1.09 2.08 2,10 2.06
«» m e w M * mu. .«• ..«* WM MM «* ^ *M *» •» «*,«>> «D» a* *tm. ,*ft» .a* «•*., m». 0* mr M «r «» JM». «*r «Bf
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third position. ^fcezo'ia a. decreasing trend for all It® 9 

In the peseantaQ* outlay «lt& increasing income level.

Another notable features is the fact that the pmvsmt^gm 

values are very low for neat of the food etfjrodifcies. At 

tbs IS-20300 income level for instance, only nine camjao81tJ.es 

t milk, vegetable®, oil, rJ.ce, sugar, ghe®, bcnteragas mil 

fruits > com^snd over t U outlay, tbs remaining stxfceen fall, 

he&otr two percent.

Arsong aon»£oo<3 category C vide 'Table 6,8 > the aasiiam 

allocation is seen to go touredS sent in all income classes, 

This "has bests the finding In respect of other socle! 

classes too, £ vide Table tk>« 6*1, p» 97 K The downward.*-, 

trend In percentage outlay which was notieasS in the ease 

of food items is eonspstgasus by its absence in the ease of 

rent and other non-food items,

The ptminm,b -positions taken by milk in the food list 

and by rent among, noo-food items can b© s®m in Tables 6,0 

and 6,10 respectively* nearly twsntytvn percent of the 

total outlay on food Mil is takes* up by ©xpmditur© <m 

milk £ for the lowest Income class ) * Similarly ttmttftm 

percent of total outley oh non-food goes towards1 rent for 

the lowest iacm© el as®,

The figures of the ebejv© itumticnaet tables relate to 

households as unit rn3 thus serve to give an idea of the
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e^jsnditnre incurred by or av©re*f© hcuesliQld afc various 

4 ineaste levels on different goods and services. tQxtle these 

figures thus represent the fi&ssieial resource allocation 

of household they esffisfc b© utilised for deriving motmsic 
relation ship© as the lAse of £h® household has not hesa 

taken into account. &<p^rfeh®iei5© they glv® a broad picture 

of the nature of the ending pattern of an average 

affluent household.

The Hierarchy of Preferences
<iifjin iiiwnwriuMwiiur»    QuiWmutfcinti.innniirinim mmsur

la the above sifleusnien reference has been made to the 
of

isjfaorfcanee rent and milk a© item© of household etoonditaisa*
A

T&i&e 6*il shows to© top oigbtoan comaoditie© reniked in a 

stellar manner in toms of relative importance, for each 

of the, kMaetecfi income classes# C These eighteen items are 

ftose wMeh attracted Rs. lO & overper capita n*ro» on the 

averse for entire )«' t?ke loxieat Incan© class,

IS-20000 P-s. p*a. has baon token as base and the ooreiedifclosi 

have been funked i to 18 for t24s class in the order of 

preference. ffh® preference ranking for'a wuaodity of 

cmzm varies with the Income dess ascent for -rent: which 
dominates- in all classes* <2&uM there be any association 

between, income and the hierarchy of preference dtoun ? In
mftrc.order to answer this question the income daeoes •;' token 

together into too groups, the low income greup C ^s,35000 p,a.
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(y\

s6. Us She dghfceso item® Gm-emmA t-soafc ivj the Households, 
tinder tbs 'gi££eraat lucerne Gseupa t ftanfcod eocotA- 
isg to Pmomto!Q& of Sspsn&Ltuxo I

Cotaraodity

T
XttGCSKB in *000® Ra,

IS-20 2P-2S 25-30 
3 4

30-35 ,$SU40 40-45 4&»50 SO-60 Over 60
?<4* 5 10

Ho&fc i l 1 t i 1 t i l
13itk 2 3 3 3 4 'e a €> 7
Slothing 3 5 S 6 9 5 7 5 8
inamssce 4 a 2 a 2 2 6 3 6
Conv©s?an«© 5 4 4 - 4 3 3 3 3 2
School, S’®®© 6 6 6 s 0 4 11 12 4
V«getohl«a 1? 7 7 B 0 8 4 10 0
on 0 15 11 11 13 1$ 20 10 24
Rid® 10 12 12 14.0 15 IS. 5 23 21 25
servants 11 0 25 It 6 7 S 4 3
StotettsifKBSnt 12 11 20 17 27 20 27 25,5 17
CoesefcieB 14 13 20 14.5 18 ir 8 24 22
OtCts 16 20 9 40 30 40 33 21 3
Vocation 17 a 0 0 7 0 20.5 7 12
Medical 21 10 2® 19 26 as 27 10 20
Faralta 20 10.5 13 30 14 22 13 a 10*5
otmty '22 17 15 10 11 21 14: 14 IS
cities 10 18. S 18 12 13 21 20 20 26

•tt* mm. m* **- . *** •»<» **►• <*» w* *» ,«■»... *«• ■J** ■:«k <•** M*

....**..:** «* .«.

and below 1 m3 the Mgti group { ever Raw 3S000 P*a# 1 and the

y

v^y^ \
i.tk*

,0y 'ranking® of each oxmo&itj were averaged for the fee** gxo^ss.

'"V ’ 
-k("4-1

C. & <

SjsoamaruDmun* c rasfic correlation test wa® to the two

seta of rankings tlws obtained in order to find out if tbora we© 

yi-ans* significant di£fc«?nc© between tbs two Incan® groups in th©



ranks tides’ assign to the top eriaaeditics. the test aotttai.lv 

i$mm whether there is ejood agreement between tbe two 
saB3dUkga» a Mg!* €x>rrolatlC5» coefffficlent indicating very 
good agraanont and low coefficient poor agreement, the test 

can fcfcerefora e©rv® ©a overall measure off the hcftoganeity 
off the sample tilth regard to the consumption pattern, 'Site 
calculated s-vAlue amo $*?3, Whidh is much higher than the 
critical value off 0.515 at 0,01 levst for If degrees off 
freedom. Ste have therefore to conclude that them is broad 

agreement in the «hbb$le with respect to the Allocation on 

important food and flon»£oed items even though income varies 
considerably from low to high level. Ifc appears that the 

affluent group has similar profferoneaa as far as rots© 

important cwstwwSitioa and servfeas are ecnceroed, fn order 

to determine finer difference #a© t© ineosne effect other 
> statistics! tests ere required like the twtasfe and F»tests.

Defer© proceeding to the neats chapter ws may briefly 

summsEiaQ the findings* dt aeussoA in thie chapter, ?h© salient 

features which characterise tk© eonfxrnption pattern off the 

affluent group are *

it) th0 average household in the group spends Be, 2385 
out off $tstch S*s, 940/-) goo© towards the food hill,
<4a* 1452 tofm»S© the non-food Mil m& Be, 13 3 towards 
insurance, ^fc® mean per capita monthly aaponditate 
is R9.606.50, feed accounting for Ds.105.30, non-food 
&©, 368.3i. end Xnroronc® as. 52. op.
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She percentage allocation towards fcte© n& &c®Xlmmun 
category* &n Indicator of affluence# Is a® high as 
48 % for this group* out of the total list of fifty two 
consfeclltles and services, eightocn items appropriate 
oc&rlf 70 1* of the total outlay, farsong these eighteen 
items# tMSLVQ peHoug to the non-food category# the 
remaining to food, ‘Sfe© masEtem alXoeafeien is to rent 
( 16* 32fs J followed by iocutonee ( 0.76 & J conveyance 
(7,32 r»'« )# ana clothing < S*Qt ss I# the other non-*food 
items attracting less than 9 allocation, flesong food 
itsns milk fences the first place C 6*01 'S I# followed , 
by vegetable ( 3,28 % I. oil* fruits* tic© anti ghee 
though high ©» the list# account for loss ttem 3 ~ 
outlet each,

Hi} total, outlay on Foot! and Hoe-Focd ceepee&vSly - are-
found to follow 'thgelfs low of consumption# the foastar 

\ showing m deereesing trend with increasing Income sad 
»1 the latter vice-verse.

<£111
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At*
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She subdivision of the sample into tEffarout classes 
according to income did net stow my statistically 
significant difference isi the hierarchy of preferences 
among the goods end services. Sent, and milk occupied 
high ranks in all the Income classes* ^paaBBatuSsemn's 
rank correlation tost shmaal high corsolafcion in th© 
ranking of the onaoditles by households belonging to 
th© different income levels. "SMs dho^f. that in 
reject of l&sK&tchy of preferences the affluent 
grtstfei fepfl* ' a bsmogenaoue groivs.
t& the noKfc chapter wo devote ourselves to a diseuoeion

of our anedysis of the effect of social# ©ocropational and

regional factors on omsrsption of goods and eorvieeis by this

affluent group.


