(b) to (&) Government of Uttar Pradesh has sent a proposal for grant of Re. 7.50 crare for
congtruction of building for the State Information Commission under the proposed Government of
Ihdia scheme for providing agsistance to States for this purpose. The Central Gavernment hag not
taken any decision on the proposal of the State Government. However, no such proposal has been

received from Government of Bibar.
Failurs of Governmsant machinery

12284, SHRIBAJ MOHINDER SINGH MAJITHA:
SHRI BAVI SHANKAR PRASAD:
Will the PRIME MINISTER ke pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Government machinery hes failed to complete the

development projects in the country an time;
(b) if not, the reaction theretao;

(c) whether it is also a fact that now the resporsibility of complsting the developmental

projects in the country is increasing on non-Gaovernmental institutions ; and

(d) if so, the facte thereof and the costs of projects allocated to Government and non-

Government machinery for construction in the year 2009-107

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY):
() and (b) As per 7th Report on Mega Projects (Rs. 1,000 crore and above) of the Ministry of
Statistics and Programme Implementation far December 2009, out of 117 projects, 3 projects are
ahead of schedule, 34 projects are on schedule and 73 projects are delayed. Of the balance, 3
projects do not have fixed dates of commissioning while 4 projects were sanctioned without any

commissioning date but subsequently dates of completion were finalized.

(c)  The Eleverth Five Year Plan ervisaged that 30 per cent of the funds required for
infrastructure development would have to come from the private sector. In the firet two years of the
Eleventh Plan 34.32 per cent and 33.73 per cent respectively was made by private sectar in the

development of infrastructure.

(d) During the year 2009-10, the investment (provisional) in infrastructure projects made by

the public sector was RBs 2,462,263 crore and Rs. 1,372,866 crore by the private sector.
Unequal development in the country

12985, SHRI RAYI SHANKAR PRASAD:
SHRI SHIVANAND TIVYARI:
W the PRIME MINISTER be pleased to state:

TOnginal notice of the guestion was recerved in Hindi.
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(a) whether it iz a fact that many Indian and foreign survey institutions have drawn a
conclugion on the basis of data collected during the year 2004-06 that the whole of the society i

unable to come into the mainstream due to unequal development in the country;
(b) ifso, the factsin this regard; and
(c)  whether Government has decided to contral this unequal development?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY):
(a) to (¢) The Government's assessment of economic develcpment is based on the official data
released by the Central Statistical Organisation (CSO). The level of econamic development as
measured by per capita income varies widely across the States in India. The details of per capita
income State-wise for the period 2004-06 to 2008-09 are given in the Statement (See below). The
Eleventh Five Year Plan (EFYP) takes cognizance of the disparities among States, and regions within

States.

One of the basic objectives of the development planning in India is to reduce economic
inequalities and raize the level of economic development in the country in & balanced manner. With a
view to bring down disparities, the EFYP disaggregates 13 out of 27 monitorable national targets
State-wize. The policy instruments in this regard include plan and non-plan fransfer of resources
from the Centre to States favouring less developed States, establishment of public sector units, tax
incentives for setting up of private industries in the backward regions, etc. A number of programmes
have been initiated to reduce income disparity between States. These include Backward Regiong
Grant Fund (BRGF), Hill Area Development Programme/\Western Ghats Development Programme

and Border Area Development Programme, eto.
Statement

State-wise Per Capita income (8t 1999-2000 Prices )

(In Rupees)
Sl No. State/UT 2004-2005  2005-2006  2006-2007  2007-2008 2008-09
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Andhra Pradesh B963 21728 23898 267195 26983
2 Arunachal Pradesh 12339 18081 20087 20670 MNA
3 Aszsam 13946 14417 15162 16867 16EFT
4 Bihar 6772 o711 8167 8703 585
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1 2 3 4 5] o} 7

5 Jharkhand 12869 12950 4252 15303 16294
o] Goa 45394 62201 8546021 60232 NA
7 Gujarat 23346 26268 28335 31780 NA
8 Haryana 30822 32975 37314 39796 42267
Q@ Himachal Pradesh 26278 27443 28639 30585 NA
0 Jammu & Kashmir 15414 6084 16817 7870 NA
n Karnataka 19840 22322 23593 26418 27385
2 Kerala 25118 27220 30044 32961 NA
13 Madhya Pradesh 12032 28467 12881 13299 NA
4 Chhattisgarh 14070 14694 16660 16740 17684
5 Maharashtra 26603 28683 30982 33302 NA
s} Manipur 14334 14663 14941 168467 Be08
7 Meghalaya 7ESS 18507 19292 20064 NA
18 Mizoram 18204 18615 19220 19750 20483
” Nagaland 187147 18318 NA NA NA
20 Orissa 13329 13967 16628 16149 16945
21 Punjab 27705 28487 30041 31439 33153
22 Rajasthan 14908 15877 7143 18075 ®079
23 Sikkim 12332 20777 22277 23684 26257
24 Tamil Nadu 22975 25558 28320 29445 30682
2% Tripura 12825 21524 22987 NA NA
25 Uttar Pradesh 10421 10768 11334 11939 12481
27 Uttarakhand 19524 20219 21816 23477 2514
28 West Bengal 2367 20212 21783 23229 NA
x® A & N lslands 27267 28637 31009 NA NA
30 Chandigarh 462362 66218 71129 7e674 77801
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31 Delhi 45157 418885 54821 40187 NA
32 Pondicherry 33685 35858 49303 56808 £8786
All-India 19331 20868 22580 24295 25494

Source: Central Statistical Crganisation as on 2¢.01.2010
MN.AL = Not Available
PCl: Per capita Net State Domestic Product (NSDP)

Increass in Gross Domsstic Product

12786, SHRI SHIVANAND TIWARI:
SHRI RAJ MOHINDER SINGH MAJITHA:
Wil the PRIME MINISTER be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that there is an estimate of continuous increase in Gross Domestic

Product in the country during the last few years;

(b) if =0, the average annual growth rate registered in Gross Domestic Product in the

country during nineties and after 2000;
(c)  the estimate of average annual growth rate in every decade upto 2050 in future; and

(d) the value of Gross Domestic Product in the country during 1990-91, 2000-01and 2008-
w7

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY):
(20 to (d) The Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of the economy was on an accelerated growth path
recording an annual growth rate of above 9 per cent congecutively for three years fraom 2005-06 to
2007-08. However, the growth rate decelerated to 6.7 per cent in 2008-09 on account of global
slowdown and low growth rate in the agriculture sector. As per the Advance Estimates of National
Income released by the Central Statistical Organisation (CSO) on 8 Feb, 2010, the growth rate is
estimated to be 7.2% during the year 2009-10. The annual average growth rate of the GDP at factor
cost (at 1999-2000 prices) Ie estimated at 5.7% during the nineties (1990-1991 to 1999-2000).
Thereafter, the average growth rate of GOP accelerated to 7.2%% during the period 2000-2001 to
2008-2009. The estimates for GDP growth rate up to 2050 are not avallable from any official sources.
The value of GOP at factor cost (at 19299-00) prices in the country during 19$0-21, 2000-01 and
2008-07 is estimated to be Rs. 10.83.572 crore, Re. 18,64,300 crore and Rs. 33,392,375 crare

respectively.

TOnginal notice of the guestion was received in Hindi.
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