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Appointment of the Second State 

Finance Commission 

 
1.1 The appointment of a state 

finance commission is provided for 

under articles 243I and 243Y of the 

Constitution, whereby every five 

years the governor of a state is 

required to constitute such a 

commission. The First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal was 

constituted on 31 March 2001, soon 

after the creation of the new state in 

November 2000. Its 

recommendations were applicable 

from 1-4-2001 to 31-3-2006. The 

present Commission, the Second 

State Finance Commission of 

Uttaranchal, was constituted by the 

Governor on 30
th

 April 2005 under 

the chairmanship of Dr G.C. 

Srivastava, IAS (Retd.) with Dr. B.K. 

Joshi, the former Vice Chancellor of 

Kumaon University as a member and 

Shri L.M.Pant, Additional Secretary 

(Finance) government of Uttaranchal, 

as secretary. Shri Pant was later 

appointed as member-secretary. The 

commission was required to submit 

its report covering a period of five 

years commencing on the 1
st
 April 

2006. 

 

1.2 The term of the Commission 

was initially fixed till 31-12-2005. 

This was subsequently extended 

twice, first till 30-04-2006 and finally 

till 15-06-2006. The relevant 

notifications are placed as annexure 

I-A to I-D. 

Terms of Reference (TOR) 
 

 The Governor vide 

notification No.617/XXVII(1)/2005 

(annexure I-A), mandated the 

Commission to do the following: 

4. The State Finance Commission 

shall review the financial position 

of the Panchayats and the 

Municipalities and make 

recommendations to the Governor 

as to:- 

(a) The Principles, which should 

govern:- 

(i) the distribution between 

State, Gram/Kshetra/Zila 

Panchayats and Urban Local 

Bodies, of the net proceeds 

of taxes, duties, tolls and 

fees leviable by the State 

which may be divided 

amongst them under Part-IX 

and IX-A of the Constitution 

and the allocation between 

Panchayats and the Urban 

Local Bodies at all levels of 

their respective shares of 

such proceeds; 

(ii) the determination of taxes, 

duties, tolls and fees, which 

may be assigned to or 

appropriated by the 

Gram/Kshetra/Zila 

Panchayats or, the Urban  

Local Bodies; 

(iii) the principles which should 

govern the grant-in-aid to the 

Gram/Kshetra/Zila 

Panchayats and Urban Local 

CHAPTER 1 
 

INTRODUCTION 
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Bodies from consolidated 

fund of the State. 

(b) The measures for 

strengthening the financial 

position of Gram/Kshetra/Zila 

Panchayats and Urban Local 

Bodies.   

(c) Any other matter, which the 

Governor may refer to the 

Commission in the interest of 

sound finance of 

Gram/Kshetra/Zila Panchayats 

and Urban Local Bodies; 

5. In making its recommendation, 

the State Finance Commission 

shall have regard, among other 

considerations, to:- 

(1) the revenue resources of the 

State Government and the 

demands thereon, in particular, 

on account of expenditure on 

civil administration, debt 

servicing and other committed 

expenditure or liabilities; 

(2) the liabilities of Panchayats 

and Urban Local Bodies in 

respect of implementation of 

schemes entrusted to them 

under Article 243-G and 243-

W and works entrusted to 

them at appropriate levels; 

(3) the revenue resources of 

Panchayat and Urban Local 

Bodies at all levels based on 

the potential for raising 

resources for the next years 

and targets fixed for additional 

resources mobilization along 

with tax efforts made in this 

direction; 

(4) the matching efforts of the 

Panchayats and Urban Local 

Bodies with the devolution 

amount; 

(5) the scope for improvement in 

fiscal management as well as 

organizational streamlining 

consistent with economy in 

expenditure and efficiency in 

administration; 

(6) the maintenance and upkeep of 

capital assets and maintenance 

expenditure on those plan 

schemes, which are entrusted 

to these bodies and are to be 

completed by 31 March, 2006. 

(7) the commission may make an 

assessment of the debt position 

of the Panchayats and Urban 

Local Bodies at all levels as on 

31 March, 2006 and suggest 

such corrective measures as 

are deemed necessary keeping 

in view the financial 

requirement of the State; 

(8) if the funds available at local 

level do not meet full 

requirement of expenditure on 

Plan side after the new 

arrangement, then the 

Commission will make 

specific recommendation 

regarding the arrangement of 

funds for expenditure on both 

Plan and Non-Plan side and 

(9) the use of information 

technology and right-sizing of 

staff. 

 

Administrative Arrangements 
 

1.3 Although the Chairman and 

the Member of the Commission 

joined on 2-5-2005, it took some time 

for the Commission to become 

operational. It was allotted office 

space in a building being used 

partially by the finance department of 
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the state government. Necessary 

renovation took a few weeks. The 

services of the staff of the finance 

commission directorate in the finance 

department were placed at the 

disposal of the Commission. Since all 

these people had also worked with 

the First Finance Commission of 

Uttaranchal, they were not only 

familiar with the work of the 

Commission, but also served as its 

institutional memory. The only 

disadvantage was that their services 

had to be shared with their parent 

organization. This did not pose much 

of a problem in the initial stages of 

the Commission’s work, but later as 

the momentum of work picked up, 

the demand on the time of the 

personnel also increased and at times 

it became difficult for them to service 

both the organizations 

simultaneously, leading to disrupted 

time-schedules. A list of the persons 

who worked with the Commission is 

given in Annexure I-E. 

 

Major Activities 
 

1.4 The Commission started its 

work by issuing a press note and 

letters (vide annexure I-F) addressed 

to government functionaries, 

academicians and others inviting their 

suggestions and views on the terms of 

reference of the Commission. In 

particular, the Chairman wrote to the 

principal secretaries/secretaries of 

various departments, whose areas of 

responsibility impinge on the 

functioning of the local bodies, 

seeking information and comments 

on certain specific issues. The most 

detailed and useful response was 

received from the finance 

department. Uttaranchal Power 

Corporation Limited and departments 

of panchayati raj and drinking water 

also submitted useful information. 

The secretary of the urban 

development department made a 

detailed presentation before the 

Member of the Commission. 

Annexure I-G lists the officials and 

non-officials from whom response 

was received by the Commission. 

 

1.5 The next important task 

undertaken by the Commission in the 

initial stages was finalization of the 

questionnaires for the panchayat raj 

institutions (PRIs) and urban local 

bodies (ULBs). Separate 

questionnaires were prepared for the 

gram panchayat (GP), kshetra 

panchayat (KP) and zila panchayat 

(ZP), but a common one for all the 

municipal bodies, whether nagar 

nigam (NN), nagar palika parishad 

(NPP) or nagar panchayat (NP). 

These were reproduced/ printed and 

sent to the respective local bodies 

along with instructions on how to fill 

them up. 

 

1.6 In order to explain the scope 

of work, the significance of the 

questionnaires and the approach of 

the Commission and also to 

familiarize itself with the views of 

different stakeholders, the 

Commission organized a series of 

meetings at Dehradun with the 

officials of the panchayati raj and 

urban development departments of 

the government of Uttaranchal, 

district panchayat raj officers and 

elected representatives and chief 
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executives of various ULBs and 

PRIs.  A list of people who attended 

these meetings is given in annexure 

I-H.  

 

1.7 The Commission undertook a 

tour of all the districts of the state 

from 24-10-2005 to 12-01-2006 to 

acquire first hand information about 

the finances of the local bodies and to 

assess their needs. The categories of 

persons, who were invited to the 

hearings of the Commission included 

elected members of PRIs and ULBs, 

government officials dealing with 

these institutions, academicians, 

prominent citizens, and 

representatives of trade and industry   

apart from the district magistrate and 

the chief development officer of the 

district. People were also encouraged 

to send in their suggestions in writing 

to the Commission. The itinerary of 

the district visits and the list of 

persons who attended the meetings 

are given in annexure I-I and I-J 

respectively.  

 

1.8 With a view to benefit from 

the insight of research findings on 

specific issues of concern, five 

studies were commissioned, as 

detailed in annexure I-K. 
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2.1 Articles 243I and 243Y of the 

Constitution of India deal with state 

finance commissions and describe their 

duties. The core function of a state 

finance commission (SFC) relates to the 

sharing of state taxes, duties, tolls and 

fees by the panchayats and 

municipalities and determination of 

assignment and appropriation of 

revenue resources and grants-in-aid to 

them. The SFC is also required to 

review the financial position of the 

panchayats and municipalities and 

recommend measures needed to 

improve their financial position. Our 

approach is guided by the constitutional 

mandate and the terms of reference 

(TOR) contained in the Governor’s 

notification constituting the 

Commission. Being the second in the 

periodic sequence of SFCs of 

Uttaranchal, we had the benefit of the 

views of the First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal (FSFC-U) 

on all the relevant issues. We have also 

considered the views of the state 

government and of the municipalities 

and panchayats, as contained in their 

written and oral submissions, as also of 

non-officials, intellectuals and 

voluntary organisations, who met and 

interacted with the Commission on 

various occasions. 

2.2 As is done by the national 

finance commissions (NFCs), our 

endeavour has been to work out a  

scheme of transfers that could serve the 

twin objectives of equity and efficiency. 

These transfers, in the form of tax 

devolution and grants, aim at 

equalization of services, that is, 

providing all the citizens of the state a 

reasonably comparable level of core 

civic services and at the same time, also 

providing certain built-in incentives for 

efficiency.  This concept of 

“equalization” is expected to promote 

equity as well as efficiency in resource 

use. Under such an approach, the 

transfers are to be determined on a 

normative basis, taking into account the 

differential revenue resource efforts and 

needs of the local bodies. In 

Uttaranchal, looking at the population 

and area of the state, the number of 

local bodies is rather large, comprising 

7335 panchayat raj institutions (PRIs) 

and 63 urban local bodies (ULBs), and 

they differ widely, as detailed in 

annexure II-A, in various respects such 

as area, population, geographical 

conditions (e.g. altitude, density of 

population and distance from rail head) 

and revenue effort. While the first three 

factors, which may be responsible for 

inadequate capacities, need to be taken 

into account in the scheme of 

equalization of services, revenue effort 

will be a relevant consideration while 

designing an incentive scheme for 

efficiency. All these considerations 

have to be kept in mind, while giving 

shape to the scheme of fiscal transfers. 

 

CHAPTER  2 

 
ISSUES AND APPROACH 
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Principal Modes Of Fiscal 

Transfers 

2.3 A suitable scheme of fiscal 

transfers incorporates two principal 

modes, viz. revenue sharing and grants-

in-aid. These two major instruments of 

transfers have certain distinguishing 

features. The devolution through 

revenue sharing has a built-in 

flexibility, as it can increase 

automatically if the revenues are 

buoyant. Conversely, there is a risk, if 

their buoyancy falls short of 

expectations. Grants are assured, as 

these are fixed in nominal terms. It is 

easier to target grants towards area-

specific and purpose-specific items in 

order to achieve a degree of 

equalization effectively. The grants 

could be conditional and  

purpose-specific or non-conditional and 

general purpose A good scheme of 

fiscal transfer must make a judicious 

use of both revenue sharing and grants, 

so as to have the benefit of both. 

Adoption of only grants-in-aid as the 

mode of fiscal transfer by the First State 

Finance Commission of Uttaranchal 

(FSFC-U) resulted in the local bodies 

not getting the benefit of buoyancy in 

the state revenues and at the same time 

suffering on account of inflation. It has 

been noticed (vide table 2.1) that while 

in the first year (2001-02) of its award 

period, the local bodies would have 

received 9.01 per cent of the state's own 

revenues, there has been decline in 

successive years to the extent that in the 

last year (2005-06) of its award period, 

the recommended devolution amounted 

to merely 6.04 per cent of the state's 

own revenues.  

2.4 Within these modes of transfer, a 

scheme of fiscal transfers involves a 

two-dimensional effort: a vertical as 

well as a horizontal dimension. 

Table- 2.1 

FSFC-U's Devolution to Local Bodies (2001-02 to 2005-06) 

     

SI.No. Year State's own 

revenues*             

(Crore Rs.) 

Devolution 

recommended 

by FSFC-U    

(Crore Rs.) 

Recommende

d devolution 

as per centage 

of state's own 

revenues * 

1 2001-02 954.19 85.93 9.01 

2 2002-03 1248.42 85.93 6.88 

3 2003-04 1404.58 107.41 7.37 

4 2004-05 1801.01 107.41 5.96 

5 2005-06 2224.14 134.27 6.04 

     

 

* Excluding interest receipts, profits,dividend, royalties from minerals 

and sale proceeds from forest produce etc. 
Source:- Budget documents and report of FSFC-U 
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Vertical Transfers  

2.5 Vertical transfers, in our 

context, refer to the total transfers from 

the state government to the local 

bodies. The resources are transferred 

from the state government to the local 

bodies through many forms and routes. 

Among these, after the 73
rd

 and 74
th

 

constitutional amendments came into 

force, the statutory transfers consist of 

sharing, assignment and appropriation 

of state taxes, duties, tolls and fees 

along with grants-in-aid as are 

recommended by the state finance 

commission. These are supplemented 

by grants provided by the national 

finance commission (NFC) and the 

Planning Commission (PC) for 

utilization through local bodies. Some 

of these grants may aim at augmenting 

basic civic services, which are required 

to be maintained by local bodies. Any 

devolution by the state finance 

commission to the local bodies for the 

purpose of maintenance or 

augmentation of basic civic services 

must, while working out the devolution 

formula, take into account these 

finance commission and planning 

commission grants. For example, the 

Twelfth Finance Commission (TFC), 

whose recommendations will be under 

implementation during four of the five 

years for which we are making 

recommendations, has provided a grant 

of Rs.196 crore for the local bodies of 

Uttaranchal during its award period 

2005-06 to 2009-10 (or Rs.156.80 

crore for the four years that are 

concurrent with our award period), and 

has directed that, out of the grant 

allocated, while the panchayats should 

give priority to expenditure on 

operation and maintenance of water 

supply and sanitation, the urban local 

bodies should earmark at least 50 per 

cent of the grant for a scheme of solid 

waste management. The TFC has   

recommended additional grants for 

calamity relief and maintenance of 

roads, bridges, and public buildings, a 

part of which might devolve on local 

bodies. Similarly, the Planning 

Commission has made an allocation of 

Rs. 665 crore for plan schemes for 

water supply and sanitation of the state 

during the Tenth Five Year Plan (or Rs. 

166 crore for the year 2006-07 that is 

concurrent with our award period). 

Besides these explicit transfers, there 

are implicit transfers from the state 

government in terms of payment of 

salary etc. to the staff of local bodies in 

certain cases. Given the multiplicity of 

channels of transfers from the state to 

the local bodies, it is important that the 

Commission, in making its 

recommendations, takes into account 

the overall relevant transfers. 

2.6 While deciding about the 

vertical transfers, we have been 

required under the TOR to have regard, 

among other considerations, to the 

revenue resources of the state 

government and the demands thereon, 

in particular, on account of expenditure 

on civil administration, debt servicing 

and other committed expenditure or 

liabilities. Accordingly, the overall size 

of the vertical transfers is required to 

be determined, on the supply side, by 

considering the availability of state 

revenues after accounting for essential 

expenditure requirements.  In our view, 
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this will have to be done by taking a 

realistic, but in some respects, as far as 

possible, a normative view of the 

various components of revenues and 

expenditure.  

2.7 The TOR also requires us to 

take into consideration the revenue 

resources of the local bodies and their 

liabilities. Under the relevant state 

legislations, the local bodies, as 

detailed in annexure II-B, have very 

limited mandatory revenue resources at 

their command, but even these are 

generally not fully exploited, fearing 

adverse public reaction. 

Notwithstanding these ground realities, 

local bodies venturing to augment their 

own revenues should get 

encouragement through a carefully 

designed scheme of transfers. Our 

approach to formulating a view on the 

vertical transfers is to take a holistic 

view of the transfers from different 

channels, explicit as well as implicit, 

and adopt a normative basis for 

assessing the revenues and the 

expenditure requirements of the state as 

well as of the local bodies.  

 

2.8 We have looked at the 

devolution formula adopted by the 

FSFC-U and the schemes of transfers 

under implementation in other states.  

In this regard, the report of the FSFC-U 

was of little help, as it recommended 

devolution in form of grants-in-aid 

only in per capita terms, taking the 

population and remoteness into 

consideration and did not follow the 

constitutional mandate of 

recommending share/ assignment  

/apportionment of state revenues, in 

addition to grants-in-aid, In fact, as 

detailed in annexure II-C, states have 

adopted varied patterns of transfers, 

many of which do not strictly conform 

to the constitutional requirements.  

We feel that, while making 

recommendations regarding devolution 

of funds to the local bodies, we must 

adhere to the constitutional provisions, 

as has been done by successive NFCs 

in respect of transfers from the centre 

to the states. 

 

2.9  Another issue that needs to be 

highlighted in respect of the vertical 

transfers is that the Constitution speaks 

not merely of share in taxes, but of net 

proceeds of taxes, duties, tolls and fees. 

This implies sharing of tax as well as 

some of the non-tax revenues, unlike 

NFC transfers, which are limited to 

share in the net proceeds of central 

taxes. In order to work out the size of 

the shareable pool, different items of 

tax and non-tax revenues of the state 

have to be taken into account. While 

there is no ambiguity about taxes and 

duties, the position regarding the items 

to be included in non-tax revenues is 

not very clear. Non-tax revenues 

include fees for various services 

provided by the state, sale proceeds, 

fines, rents, royalties and other 

unspecified miscellaneous receipts, 

besides interest receipts, dividend and 

profits. Since neither the Constitution 

nor the budget documents define the 

terms “tolls” and “fees” explicitly, we 

have, while deciding about the size of 

the shareable pool, taken into 

consideration the entire non-tax 

revenues excluding sale proceeds, 

royalties, interest receipts, dividend 
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and profits. In respect of tax revenues, 

the share in central taxes has been 

excluded, as the Constitution speaks of 

the net proceeds of state taxes, duties, 

tolls and fees.  

2.10 While talking of the net 

proceeds of state taxes, duties, tolls and 

fees, the Constitution does not specify 

the manner in which the net proceeds 

have to be calculated. Article 279 of 

the Constitution specifically provides, 

in the context of the NFCs, that the 

term “net proceeds” means the 

proceeds reduced by the cost of 

collection, as certified by the 

Comptroller and Auditor–General, 

whose certificate will be treated as 

final. There is no parallel provision in 

respect of SFCs. The Accountant 

General of Uttaranchal confirmed in a 

discussion that his office does not 

make any estimate of the cost of 

collection of various tax and non-tax 

revenues. In this regard, therefore, we 

have to rely on our own judgment. 

2.11  Based on these considerations, 

the main task of the Commission, so 

far as vertical transfers is concerned, is 

to determine the aggregate share, in 

percentage terms, of state revenues that 

should be devolved to the local bodies. 

While this mode of transfer has the 

built-in mechanism of absorbing the 

effect of revenue buoyancy and 

inflation, it lacks a significant attribute 

of a robust scheme of transfer, viz. 

predictability, as the actual amount of 

transfers will be known only when the 

revenues are realized in the relevant 

years. Hence, to give an idea of the 

likely amount of fiscal transfers in the 

form of revenue share, we have, based 

on the revenue forecast for the award 

period, provided an estimate of the 

likely amount which a local body may 

get as its share in the shareable state 

revenues. But this estimate need not be 

relied upon too confidently, as the local 

bodies will certainly have a genuine 

problem if the growth in revenues falls 

short of expectations. We must 

however add that to minimize the 

adverse effects of a likely fall in state 

revenue collection, certain amount of 

caution has been exercised, while 

making projections of the state 

revenues. 

Horizontal Transfers 

2.12 The horizontal aspects of 

transfers relate to their inter se 

distribution, first between the rural and 

urban areas of the state as a whole, and 

then, within the rural areas, between 

the three tiers of panchayat raj 

institutions (PRIs) and within urban 

areas, between different urban local 

bodies (ULBs). Amongst the PRIs, the 

share of each unit of the three tiers has 

to be determined. Looking at the large 

number of such bodies, it has been a 

stupendous task. This has been 

accomplished by laying down definite 

principles, on the basis of which the 

share of each local body, down to the 

gram panchayat in rural areas and 

nagar panchayat in urban areas has 

been determined. 

2.13 It is obvious that if, in per capita 

terms, all the local units in a state were 

similar in fiscal efficiency and cost 

conditions, the equalization criterion 
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would be met by equal per capita 

transfers. Cost disabilities, however, 

arise due to factors that are mainly 

beyond the control of the units, like 

large areas relative to population, 

remoteness and other geographical 

conditions. The differential costs of 

providing services justify departures 

from an equal per capita norm.  

2.14 While deciding about the 

horizontal sharing, two major 

considerations are (a) selecting 

appropriate allocative criteria and their 

related indicators and (b) determining 

their relative weights. Our approach 

has been to keep in mind three sets of 

considerations, viz. needs, cost 

disabilities, and fiscal efficiency. 

Needs refer to the expenditure that is 

required to be made for providing basic 

civic services, which may be deficient 

or absent, but have to be considered as 

of prime importance. Cost disabilities 

refer to the circumstances that lead to 

comparatively higher per capita costs 

for delivering the same level of 

services because of exogenous causes 

that are beyond the control of the local 

body concerned. In this case, as 

indicated in para 2.13 above, factors 

like remoteness, large areas with low 

density of population and other 

geographical conditions may be 

considered important. The differences 

in per capita revenue realization/ 

potential may be relevant, while 

assessing the fiscal efficiency of a unit. 

We have also provided in the allocative 

criteria, explicit incentives relating to 

tax efforts. As has been done by 

successive NFCs, we wanted to 

incorporate the distance factor in the 

criteria selected for horizontal 

distribution. The distance factor 

reflects the difference of the per capita 

income of a unit from the highest per 

capita income amongst all the units. 

But, we had to drop the idea for want 

of disaggregated data in respect of the 

income of various local bodies. Instead, 

we constructed a deprivation index 

taking a cue from the TFC, but 

expanding it further by including some 

more variables. 

Grants-In-Aid 

2.15 Articles 243I(1)(a)(iii) and 243 

Y(1)(a)(iii) of the Constitution require 

the Commission to make 

recommendations as to the principles 

which should govern grants-in-aid to 

the local bodies. Obviously, such 

grants should be given to those local 

bodies, which are in need of assistance. 

Need cannot be taken to mean that any 

shortfall in post-devolution revenues 

relative to expenditure can be met by a 

corresponding increase in grants. Need 

has to be assessed in relation to the 

expenditure required for providing the 

desirable levels of basic civic services. 

In considering the expenditure 

requirements, account will have to be 

taken of particular circumstances that 

may result in higher per capita costs 

within the jurisdiction of a local body. 

 

Incentives 

2.16 The local bodies have to realise 

that if they really wish to be an 

effective third tier of the government, 

they have to reduce their dependence 

on government grants. Only if they 
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have sufficient revenue generation of 

their own, they can hope to undertake 

activities freely as per their perception, 

instead of only performing agency 

functions.  Revenue generation efforts 

of a local body can be facilitated and 

induced to some extent by built-in 

incentives and rewards provided for 

within the schemes of transfer. We 

have endeavored to formulate an 

incentive and reward mechanism in 

two ways. Firstly, an index of tax effort 

has been incorporated in the criteria for 

inter se devolution of state revenues 

and secondly, an incentive fund is 

proposed to be created to give 

additional grant-in-aid to a local body 

that improves its revenues. While the 

first one will reward the local body for 

its past performance, the second one 

will act as an incentive for improving 

performance in the future. 

Assignment And Appropriation of 

Revenue Resources 

2.17 Articles 243I (1)(a)(ii) and 243 

Y(1)(a)(ii) of the Constitution require 

the Commission to make 

recommendations as to the principles 

that should govern the determination of 

the taxes, duties, tolls and fees, which 

may be assigned to, or appropriated by 

the panchayats and the municipalities. 

In order to address this mandate, we 

looked at the state legislations 

governing local bodies, as also the 

practices in other states. In Uttaranchal, 

very little tax domain has been 

provided to local bodies under the 

relevant statutes. Although legislations, 

presently in force in the state, do 

provide that the state government can 

authorise local bodies to levy and 

collect any tax, which the state 

legislature has powers to impose, no 

authorizations have been issued so far. 

If we compare it with the position in 

other states, as detailed in annexure II-

D, there is definitely a case for the 

Uttaranchal government to provide 

some more revenue space to the local 

bodies through assignment and 

appropriation of some of the state 

taxes. The items, which could be 

considered for this purpose, can be 

determined by making an assessment 

of the need of the local bodies, the 

likely yield from these items and the 

capability and inclination of the local 

bodies to levy and collect the dues. 

One could also consider another 

alternative. If an existing item of 

revenue is so much of localised nature 

that it should rightfully belong to a 

local body, the present collecting 

agency could continue to levy and 

collect the revenue, but pass on a part 

or the whole of it to the local body on 

the basis of a pre-determined formula. 

Principles of Assessment  

2.18 The Commission is required to 

make recommendations regarding 

sharing of state revenues and grants for 

a period covering five years from 

2006-07 to 2010-11. This, in turn, 

requires making projections of 

resources and needs for the state and 

for each individual local body. In the 

methodology adopted by the 

Commission, it is the assessment of the 

state finances that indicates the 

availability of funds, and the 

assessment of the finances of the local 
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bodies that provides the claim on those 

funds. Para 4(1) of the TOR makes 

reference to the resources of the state 

and the demands on those resources. 

Particular reference has been made to 

expenditure on civil administration, 

debt servicing and other committed 

expenditure and liabilities. In making 

the assessment of the state resources 

and corresponding needs, we have 

taken into account the forecasts 

submitted to us by the state 

government, as also the norms/ 

guidelines laid down by the Twelfth 

Finance Commission. 

2.19 In the case of local bodies, paras 

4(2) to 4(8) mention the considerations 

that the Commission is required to 

have regard to while making an 

assessment of the resources and needs 

of the local bodies. The revenue 

resources have to be assessed on the 

basis of the potential for raising 

resources and targets fixed for 

additional resource mobilization. The 

needs have to be assessed, taking into 

consideration, the liabilities in respect 

of implementation of transferred 

schemes, expenditure on maintenance 

and up keep of capital assets and 

additional requirements, if any, for 

implementing various plan schemes, 

Our intention was to make the 

assessment of the revenues and needs 

in sufficient detail and with the same 

degree of comprehensiveness as is 

done by the NFCs. This would require 

fixing norms, which should encompass 

both revenues and expenditure. But, we 

were greatly handicapped for want of 

comprehensive and reliable data, which 

were expected from the relevant 

agencies in the elaborately designed 

schedules.  We must, however, 

mention that as a result of constant 

follow-up and repeated meetings held 

by the Commission with local bodies 

and their functionaries at different 

levels, we got the schedules, duly 

filled-in, from all the ULBs ZPs and 

KPs besides 97 per cent of the GPs.  

The only problem was that many of the 

data furnished had to be discarded or 

corrected being apparently inconsistent 

and unreliable.   Consequently, we had 

to make the assessments on, what can 

be termed, a summary basis.  

2.20 The Commission has also been 

asked to make an assessment of the 

debt position of the local bodies and 

suggest corrective measures. Although 

not many local bodies have been 

resorting to taking loans from financial 

institutions, the Commission feels that 

the use of this channel for augmenting 

financial resources should be resorted 

to by local bodies only in exceptional 

cases, where return from investment is 

assured in line with the repayment 

schedule. The state government should 

refrain from standing guarantee for 

loans to be taken by local bodies and 

the financial institutions should assess 

proposals from local bodies for loan 

independently on merit and credit 

worthiness of the borrower. 

Institutional Reforms 

2.21 The Commission had the 

occasion to visit all the districts of the 

state during which we saw the working 

of the local bodies and interacted with 

their representatives. In our perception, 

the emergent picture falls far short of 



 13 

what was envisaged in the 73rd and 

74th amendments, which, we all know, 

were designed to provide an effective 

basis for local self governance in the 

country.  

 

2.22 Paras 5(5) and 5(9) of the TOR 

require the Commission to have 

consideration to efficiency in 

administration, use of information 

technology and right-sizing of the staff 

The Commission has studied the 

administrative set-up concerned with 

local self government at different 

levels, from the grassroots to the apex, 

in various states. With a view to effect  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

institutional reforms in conformity with 

the 73
rd

 and 74
th

 constitutional 

amendments, based on well defined 

statutes and rules, we have tried to cull  

out the best practices in local 

administration, as existing in different 

states in the country. In our view, the 

state of Uttaranchal would do well to 

adopt them, so as to bring about the 

much desired transparency and 

efficiency in the third tier of the 

government. The Commission feels 

that institutional reforms recommended 

by us will bring about the desired 

change in the working of the local 

bodies. 
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CHAPTER 3 
 

STATE FINANCES : ASSESSMENT OF REVENUES AND 

EXPENDITURE 

 
3.1 According to para 5 (1) of the 

TOR, in making our  

recommendations, we are required to 

have regard, among other 

considerations, to the  revenue 

resources of the state government and 

the demands thereon, in particular, on 

account of expenditure on civil 

administration, debt servicing and 

other committed expenditure or 

liabilities. In making the assessment 

of the revenues and expenditure of 

the state, we were helped by the 

forecast submitted by the state 

government. Before presenting the 

assessment of the resources of the 

state government based on the 

information furnished by the finance 

department and reassessment thereof 

by us, we would briefly examine the 

trends in the state‟s finances. 

Trends in State’s Finances 

 

3.2 Uttaranchal being a relatively 

new state, having come into existence 

on 9
th

 November 2000, financial data 

are available for five years from 

2001-02 onwards, including actual 

data for four years from 2001-02 to 

2004-05 and BE and RE for 2005-06. 

Non-availability of data has 

precluded the finance department 

from making any meaningful trend 

analysis. The problem has further 

been compounded by the instability 

and volatility of data. 

Notwithstanding these limitations, we 

have in, this section,  tried to analyze 

the trends in the state‟s finances, with 

a view to providing a background to 

our assessment of state‟s revenues 

and expenditure.  

3.3 Gross domestic product of a 

state (GSDP) is the universally  

accepted indicator of the state‟s 

economic development. Before 

formation of the  state of Uttaranchal, 

the average growth rate of GSDP 

during the period 1994-95 to 1999-

2000 was very low (3.2 percent) and 

unstable. The growth rate improved 

after the formation of the new state, 

as can be seen from table  3.1 During 

the tenth five year plan period, 

Uttaranchal had aimed at a growth 

rate of 6.8 per cent at constant prices, 

but during the first three years of the 

plan, it is estimated to have achieved 

a growth rate of 10.2, 11.70 and 

11.69 per cent respectively as against 

the national growth rate of 4.0, 8.5 

and 6.9 per cent respectively. Still, 

the state is poor and figures amongst 

the last ten states, so far as per capita 

income is concerned. 

3.4 Fiscal indicators, whose trends 

can be seen in table 3.2 belie the 

claim that the economy of the state is 

on the move and that the state will be 

able to achieve the targets set in the 

state‟s Fiscal Reforms and Budget 

Management Act, 2005. Of course, 

revenue deficit, which is to be 
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brought down to nil by 2008-09, has 

come down to 1.80 per cent of GSDP 

in 2005-06 (RE) and is expected to  

go down further to 0.56 per cent (or 

Rs. 144.71 crore) in 2006-07 (BE). 

But fiscal deficit, is a cause of 

concern, as it has been showing 

steady rise from 3.22 per cent of 

GSDP in 2001-02 to 10.45 in 2004-

05 (RE). Even in 2005-06 (BE), it 

shows only a marginal decline to 

10.27 per cent. Understandably, total 

outstanding liabilities have also been 

showing an upward trend from 33.61 

per cent of GSDP in 2001-02 to 48.62 

per cent in 2005-06 (RE). The 

brighter side of the economy is the 

tax-GSDP ratio, which has been 

considerably  high and has all along 

been showing a  rising trend from 

8.02 in 2001-02 to 10.46 in 2005-06 

(RE). But the state is still spending 

around 70 per cent  of its revenues on 

salaries, pension and interest 

payments and is facing serious debt 

problems. On the whole, the state  

will have to reduce its revenue 

expenditure and debt liability 

considerably in the coming years, if it 

wishes to  move on the path of 

economic progress. 

Finance Department’s Forecast 

(2006-11) 
 

3.5 Finance department has 

submitted to us its forecast of the 

state‟s revenues  and expenditure for 

the five year period beginning 2006-

07, which is the period of  the 

Commission‟s award. The 

department has taken 2005-06 as the 

base year for its forecast and has 

generally preferred BE over RE on 

the ground that the RE includes 

supplementary estimates relating 

“mostly to plan expenditure which 

will be ultimately adjusted against 

plan surrenders at the end of the 

year”. In the projections, a growth 

rate of 14 per cent per annum in 

nominal terms and  9 per cent per 

annum in real terms has been 

assumed for GSDP. The optimism 

about the growth rate is based on two 

factors. Firstly, there has been 

considerable new investment in 

industry and hydro-power generation 

in the state during the last few years 

and it is  expected that these will start 

bearing fruits from  2007 onwards.  

Secondly, the assumption is in 

conformity with the past rate of 

growth  of GSDP, which  has been 

fairly robust since 2000-01 after the 

formation of the state. 

Table 3.1 

Growth Rate of GSDP in 

Uttaranchal 

S.No. Year Growth rate of 

GSDP at 

conslant (1993-

94) price  
1 1994-95 8.8 

2 1995-96 -0.2 

3 1996-97 6.4 

4 1997-98 1.8 

5 1998-99 1.7 

6 1999-2000 0.8 

7 2000-01 10.7 

8 2001-02 5.9 

9 2002-03 10.2 

10 2003-04 11.7 

11 2004-05 11.7 

Source: Mid Terms Fiscal Policy, 2006-07 
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Table 3.2 

Trend of Fiscal Indicators for Uttaranchal  

       (Percentage) 

SI.

No. 

Item Year 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-

06 RE 

2006-07   

BE 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 Revenue Deficit/ 

Revenue receipts 

3.65 14.21 21.15 23.26 6.62 2.09 

2 Revenue Deficit/Fiscal 

Deficits 

23.49 51.45 54.11 43.76 17.38 5.49 

3 Salary +Pension 

+Interest/ Revenue 

receipt 

66.07 73.05 69.03 70.40 56.10 50.37 

4 Salary +Pension +Own 

Revenue 

123.70 128.99 118.28 103.44 110.58 97.52 

5 Interest/ Revenue Receipt 18.37 17.18 16.58 19.96 13.93 12.94 

6 Revenue Receipt/GSDP 20.73 21.36 20.73 20.22 27.44 26.94 

7 Own tax revenue/GSDP 8.12 9.25 9.19 9.86 10.46 10.34 

8 Central transfer/GSDP 12.72 12.11 11.54 10.36 16.98 16.60 

9 Revenue 

expenditure/GSDP 

21.49 24.40 25.11 24.92 29.25 27.51 

10 Revenue Deficit/GSDP 0.76 3.04 4.38 4.74 1.82 0.56 

11 Fiscal Deficit/GSDP 3.22 5.90 8.10 10.75 10.45 10.27 

12 Debt/GSDP 33.61 38.27 46.23 49.65 48.62 48.23 

Source: Mid Terms Fiscal Policy, Statement  2006-07 

3.6 The department has stated that 

it has taken into account the targets 

set out in the Uttaranchal Fiscal 

Responsibility and Budget 

Management Act, 2005, which was 

passed on 31-10-2005 in accordance 

with the recommendations of the 

Twelfth Finance Commission. As 

required under this act, the state 

government presented a medium term 

fiscal policy statement along with the 

budget of 2006-07 reaffirming that 

the revenue deficit will be brought 

down to nil by 31
st
 March, 2009 and 

the fiscal deficit will be less than 3 

per cent of the GSDP by this date. It 

has also been stated that the total 

liabilities of the state will not exceed 

25 per cent of the GSDP by the end 

of the ten year period beginning 1
st
 

April, 2005 and ending on 31
st
 

March, 2015. 

3.7 While making revenue 

projections, the department has 

mostly followed the past trends, as 

indicated below in respect of some of 

the major items of state‟s revenues:- 

i. The past growth rate (2001-

06) of 15.23 per cent has been 

assumed for  tax on hotels etc. 



 17 

ii. The past buoyancy (2001-

06) of 1.0045 has been 

assumed for land  revenue. 

iii. The past growth rate 

(2001-05) of 19.66 with 

buoyancy of 1.4 has been 

assumed for stamps and 

registration fee. 

iv. The past average growth 

rate (2001-06) of 11.57 per 

cent has been assumed for 

state excise. 

v. The past CAGR (2001-06) 

of  15.88 per cent has been 

assumed for taxes on sales and 

trade (VAT was introduced in 

the state with effect from 

1.10.2005). 

vi. The past growth rate (2001-

05) of 18 per cent has been 

assumed for taxes on vehicles. 

vii. The past growth rate 

(2001-05) of 14 per cent has 

been assumed for taxes and 

duties on electricity. 

viii. A growth rate of 15.4 per 

cent has been assumed for 

other taxes and duties, viz. 

entertainment tax, betting tax 

and luxury tax. 

ix. The non-tax revenues from 

social services, forestry, 

cooperation and metallurgical 

industry have been projected 

at the past growth rates of 

6.13, 6.56, 14.33 and 5.00 per 

cent respectively. 

x. Interest receipts have shown 

stability only during the last 

two years with a growth rate 

of 11.96 per cent. The same 

has been assumed for the 

forecast period. 

The projection of state‟s revenues on 

the basis of the above assumptions 

has resulted in CAGR of 13.90 per 

cent for tax revenues and 11.64 per 

cent for non tax revenues over the 

base year (2005-06) for the period up 

to 2011. 

 

3.8 While projecting the revenue 

expenditure, finance department has 

made the following assumptions:- 

i. A growth rate of 15 per cent 

has been assumed for pension 

payments. 

ii. In health and education 

sectors as well as in civil 

supplies, a growth rate of 15 

per cent has been assumed for 

2006-07 and 8.5 per cent 

thereafter. 

iii. In most of the other 

sectors, a growth rate of 8.5 

per cent has been assumed. 

iv. The forecast of interest 

payments has been made on 

the basis of the interest burden 

of the existing debt stock as 

well as new debt likely to be 

contracted in future. For fresh 

borrowings, a growth rate of 

10 per cent has been assumed. 

Projections made on the basis of the 

above assumptions have resulted in 

revenue surplus (pre- SFC 
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devolution) for all the years. The 

surplus is  small in 2006-07 (Rs. 

182.42 crore), but subsequently it is 

expected to be slightly over Rs. 340 

crore in each of the three years up to 

2009-10. Since the figures of the 

national finance commission transfers 

are known only up  to 2009-10, the 

quantum of revenue surplus /deficit 

projected for the last year of our 

award i.e. 2010-11 need not be given 

any credence. 

 

3.9  So far as internal debt is 

concerned, finance department has 

assumed a growth rate of 10 per cent 

per annum in market borrowings as 

also for loans from LIC and 

NABARD. Loans for state plan 

schemes and central schemes have 

also been assumed to grow at the rate 

of 10 per cent per annum, so is the 

share of small savings collections. 

The repayment schedule of market 

loans contracted till 2005-06 is stated 

to have been worked out on the basis 

of the maturity structure  and 

repayment schedule of individual 

loans. 

 

3.10 The overall picture of the 

revenues and expenditure of the state 

for the five year period from 2006-07 

to 2010-11, as presented to us by the 

finance department, is reproduced in 

table 3.3 It is noteworthy that in each 

of the years between 2006-07 and 

2009-10, the state is estimated to 

have a revenue surplus (pre-SFC 

devolution) according to the finance 

department‟s forecast. The fiscal 

deficit (pre-SFC devolution) is 

expected to decline from 8.03 per 

cent of  GSDP in 2006-07 to 2.60 per 

cent of GSDP in 2009-10. These 

figures are very much in conformity 

with the recommendations of the 

TFC. The TFC has also 

recommended that the level of 

interest payments relative to revenue 

receipts should fall to about 15 

percent by 2009-10  in the case of the 

states. The projections submitted by 

the finance department show a steady 

increase in this ratio from 13.9 per 

cent in 2005-06 (BE) to 15.6 per cent 

in 2009-10 (vide table 3.4). This 

should be a matter of some concern 

for the state government.  

 

 Commission’s Reassessment of the 

Forecast 

 

3.11 While  scrutinising the 

forecast submitted by the finance 

department, we noticed that its  

approach has been to go primarily by 

the trends of various items of 

revenues and expenditure, without 

taking adequate care of  the 

guidelines given in the state‟s  own 

fiscal responsibility and budget 

management (FRBM) legislation. In 

this context, it is relevant to note that 

the Twelfth Finance Commission  

(TFC) was asked by the President of 

India to suggest a plan by which the 

central and the state governments, 

collectively and severally, may bring 

about a restructuring of the public 

finances restoring budgetary balance, 

achieving macro-economic stability 

and debt reduction also with 

equitable growth. After a detailed 

review and in-depth study of the 

finances of the Union and all the 
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states, TFC laid down certain 

guidelines to be followed by the 

central and state governments in their 

own interest. Here, we are concerned 

only with those guidelines, which 

would help us in working out a 

normative approach for the 

assessment of the revenue resources 

of the state and demands thereon. 

Some of these guidelines, like 

ensuring an annual nominal  growth 

rate of 11 per cent (or real annual 

growth rate  of 7 per cent) during the 

Tenth Five Year Plan period,  

enacting an FRBM legislation, 

targeting for „nil‟ revenue deficit and  

3 per cent fiscal deficit by 2008-09, 

and reduction of total outstanding 

liabilities  to 25 per cent of GSDP by 

2014-15 have already been acted 

upon by the state of Uttaranchal. The 

government of Uttaranchal deserves 

to be complimented for these 

achievements.   

 

3.12 Following are the other 

important guidelines, which if 

followed, would bring about 

economic stability along with 

equitable growth in the state:    

 

i. The state should have a buoyancy 

of at least 1.2 for tax revenues 

during the  period 2005-10. 

ii. The state should try for a 7 per 

cent return on outstanding loans 

and advances and 5 per cent on 

equity, to be achieved in a graded 

manner by the year 2009-10. 

iii. In respect of irrigation projects, 

the state should strive for cost 

recovery rates  of 50 per cent in 

2005-06, 60 per cent in 2006-07, 70 

per cent in 2007-08, 80 per cent in 

2008-09 and 90 per cent in 2009-10 

in relation to the maintenance 

expenditure on utilized potential for 

the major, medium and minor 

irrigation  projects. 

iv. The state should try for a greater 

degree of cost recovery for various 

services and fix targets of 12.5 per 

cent annual rate of growth for 

general services and 25 per cent 

annual growth rate for both social 

and economic services during 2005-10 

v. The growth rate of interest 

payments for Uttaranchal should be 

pegged at 7.5 per cent per annum. 

vi. The level of interest payments 

relative to revenue receipts should 

fall to about 15 per cent by 2009-10. 

vii. The state should follow a 

recruitment and wage policy in a 

manner such that the total salary 

bill relative to revenue expenditure, 

net of interest payments and 

pensions, does not exceed 35 per 

cent. 

 

3.13  We have looked at the 

forecast submitted by the finance 

department for the period 2006-11 in 

light of the above guidelines as well 

as the general and specific fiscal 

management principles laid down in 

the Uttaranchal Fiscal Responsibility 

and Budget Management Act, 2005. 

We have noticed that in respect of 

some of the items of revenues and 

expenditure, the forecast has departed 

widely from the aforesaid guidelines 

and principles without adequate 

justification. We have, accordingly, 

reassessed these items, as detailed 

hereinafter. 
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Table 3.3 

Finance Department's Forecast of State's Revenues and Expenditure  

(2006-11) 

 (crore Rs.) 
Receipts 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Total 

I Revenue Receipts 5014.49 5630.05 6082.77 6581.62 6588.03 29896.96 

A. Tax Revenue 1961.19 2269.87 2628.61 3045.79 3531.20 13436.67 

(i) Hotel Receipts tax 3.34 3.85 4.44 5.12 5.89 22.65 

(ii) Land Revenue 9.76 11.17 12.78 14.63 16.74 65.08 

(iii) Stamps and Registration 

Fee 

225.74 273.96 332.49 403.52 489.73 1725.45 

(iv) State Excise Duty 399.37 445.57 497.11 554.60 618.75 2515.41 

(v) Tax on Sales/Trade etc. 1158.84 1342.90 1556.20 1803.39 2089.83 7951.16 

(vi) Tax on Vehicles 130.18 153.61 181.25 213.87 252.36 931.28 

(vii) Taxes on Goods and 

Passengers 

0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.06 

(viii) Taxes and Duties on 

Electricity 

27.60 31.46 35.87 40.89 46.61 182.42 

(ix) Other Taxes and Duties 6.35 7.33 8.46 9.76 11.26 43.16 

B. Non-tax Revenue 682.43 788.27 830.08 869.60 1035.71 4206.09 

(i) Fiscal Services 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.10 

(ii) Interest Receipts 27.97 31.32 35.06 39.26 43.96 177.57 

(iii) Dividends and Profits 0.32 0.34 0.37 0.41 0.44 1.88 

(iv) General Services 61.66 65.89 77.03 76.25 82.58 363.42 

(v) Social Services 34.40 36.77 39.33 42.07 45.02 197.58 

(vi) Economic Services 558.05 653.91 678.24 711.57 863.66 3465.43 

C.  Non Plan Grants from 

Centre 

28.85 32.89 37.50 42.75 48.73 190.72 

D. Transfer from TFC 2342.02 2539.01 2586.58 2623.48 1972.39 12063.48 

II. Non Plan Revenue 

Expenditure 
4832.07 5284.28 5737.80 6239.41 6845.96 28939.52 

III. Non-Plan Revenue Deficit 

(-)/ Surplus 
182.42 345.76 344.97 342.21 -257.93 957.44 

IV. Non Plan Capital Receipts 2078.91 2370.93 2677.62 3024.55 3280.88 13432.90 

A. Recovery of Loans and 

Advances 

68.86 78.50 139.49 209.01 238.28 734.13 

B. Loans and Borrowings 2010.06 2292.44 2538.14 2815.54 3042.60 12698.77 

V. Non Plan Capital 

Expenditure 
73.94 79.55 84.87 90.30 98.81 427.47 

VI. Repayment of Loans 157.80 248.37 297.14 399.58 521.25 1624.15 

VII. Loans and Advances 10.69 14.96 12.23 13.09 14.04 65.01 

VIII. Capital Surplus 1836.48 2028.06 2283.39 2521.58 2646.77 11316.28 

IX. Total Deficit (-)/ Surplus 2018.90 2373.82 2628.36 2863.79 2388.84 12273.71 
Source: Finance Department, Government of Uttaranchal 

 

 

 

 

 



 21 

Own Tax Revenue: 

 

3.14 The own tax revenues 

projected by the finance department 

for the period 2006-11 show a 

buoyancy of 0.85, which is 

considerably low. TFC had looked 

into the tax potential of all the states 

and had suggested that the achievable 

tax buoyancy for Uttaranchal for  the 

period 2005-10 should be 1.2. We 

have reassessed  the own tax revenue 

projections of the state accordingly, 

as shown in table 3.5.  
Table 3.4 

 

Interest Payments in Relation to 

Revenue Receipts: 2005-06 to 2009-10. 

 

Year Interest 

payment as 

% of 

revenue 

receipts 
2005-06 (RE) 13.9 

2006-07 (forecast) 14.7 

2007-08    ” 14.8 

2008-09    ” 15.3 

2009-10    ” 15.6 

Source: Finance Department, Government of   

             Uttaranchal 

 

This has resulted in an average 

annual growth of 23.5 per cent as 

against a very low figure of 16.3 

projected by the finance department. 

It may be mentioned that the fiscal 

management principles, enshrined in 

the state‟s FRBM act, require the 

government to ensure a reasonable 

degree of stability and predictability 

in the level of tax burden and to 

pursue tax policies  with due regard 

to economic efficiency  and 

compliance cost. It is noticed that, 

without any justification, the finance 

department has projected a lower 

annual growth rate of own taxes for 

2007-08 onwards (slightly over 15 

per cent) when the growth rate for 

2006-07 is shown as 18.31 per cent. 

This can not be justified, especially 

because the state has moved to the 

VAT system in October, 2005 and it 

is likely to result in higher tax 

collection in years to follow. We are 

of the view that the re-assessed tax 

revenues are within the realm of 

achievement and are realistic. 

 

 

Outstanding Loans and Advances: 

 

3.15 The FRBM act of the state 

promises to bring down the total 

liabilities of the state to 25 per cent of 

the GSDP by the  year 2014-15. 

Presently (2005-06), the debt-GSDP 

ratio is close to 50 and  bringing it 

down to 25 per cent would require 

drawing a road map for reduction of 

this ratio at least by 2 to 3 percentage 

points every year. TFC has suggested 

that by the year 2009-10, this ratio 

should be around 30 per cent for the 

states. But the projections submitted 

by the finance department show that 

this ratio would be 42.23 in the year 

2010-11. This is because the state has 

proposed an annual increase of 10 per 

cent in the debt stock, and it intends 

to contract additional loans every 

year. While it is conceded that a 

nascent state can not avoid taking 

loans, it must also be realised that 

loans should be properly utilised in 

creating capital assets, which bring in 

returns. This has also been stated in 
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the FRBM act in very clear terms 

(“ensure that borrowings are used on 

development activities, which are 

evaluated to become self sustained, 

and creation or augmentation of 

capital assets, and are not applied to 

finance current expenditure”). We 

were told that the state is not in a 

position to reduce its indebtedness to 

any significant level in the next five 

years because of high level of small 

savings. It should, however, be 

possible for the state to restrict 

market borrowings to the minimum 

and maintain it at a prudent level (as 

laid down in the FRBM act), so that 

the outstanding liabilities are reduced 

as much as possible in the next five 

years  and the state is able to achieve 

the target set in the FRBM act. 

Accordingly, we have reassessed the 

debt stock position and have 

suggested marginal adjustment in the 

debt figures, which bring down  the 

debt- GSDP ratio to 42.62 in 2009-10 

and to 41.12 in  in 2010-11. We 

realise that these figures are nowhere 

near the target laid down by TFC for 

2009-10 (30.8), but considering the 

ground realities, we feel that this is 

the best that the state can do. We, 

however, do hope that in these five 

years, the state would be able to reach 

a stage of development where its 

dependence on borrowings will be 

considerably reduced and it will be 

able to achieve the target of debt-

GSDP ratio set in the FRBM act of 

the state. The debt stock position, as 

projected by the finance department 

and as reassessed by us are presented 

in table 3.6. 

Interest payment: 

 

3.16 Linked to the debt stock is the 

projection for interest payments. 

Since we have made only marginal  

adjustment in the debt projections, we 

do not contemplate to reassess the 

interest payment projections. The 

projections made by the finance 

department are close to the target of 

15 per cent set by the TFC for the 

level of interest payments to revenue 

receipts to be achieved by 2009-10. 

 

Table 3.5 

Projections of Tax Receipts (2006-11) 

     (Crore Rs.) 

S.No. Year Tax 

Receipts 

projected 

by Finance 

Department 

Growth 

over 

Previous 

year  

(per cent) 

Reassessed 

Receipts 

Growth over 

Previous Year 

(per cent) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 2006-07 1961.19 18 2022.41 22 

2 2007-08 2269.87 16 2467.34 22 

3 2008-09 2628.61 16 3047.17 24 

4 2009-10 3045.79 16 3808.96 25 

5 20010-11 3531.20 16 4761.20 25 
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Table 3.6 

Projections of Debt Stock (2006-11) 

     (Crore Rs.) 

S.No. Year Projected by 

finance 

department 

Debt/GSDP ratio 

(per cent) 

(Projected by 

Finance deptt.) 

Reassessed 

Debt  

Debt/GSDP 

ratio 

(reassessed) 

(per cent) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 2006-07 13320.45 48 13014.10 47 

2 2007-08 15509.84 47 14903.13 46 

3 2008-09 17910.68 46 17308.31 44 

4 2009-10 20502.46 43 20140.51 43 

5 20010-11 23545.06 42 22929.42 41 

Irrigation Projects: 

 

3.17 Maintenance of irrigation 

projects has been a big drain on the 

state exchequer, mainly because the 

recovery from the users has been 

negligible. Receipts of the state for 

irrigation projects have been going 

down over the last five years not only 

as a percentage of the revenue 

expenditure on irrigation, but also in 

absolute terms. While in 2002-03, it 

was 7.58 percent of the  expenditure, 

it came dawn to 3.66 per cent in 

2005-06. In absolute terms, the 

receipts came down from Rs. 10.59 

lakh in 2002-03 to Rs.6.78 lakh in 

2005-06. Even the projections 

submitted by the finance department 

do not show any significant 

improvement. This goes contrary to 

the fiscal management principle (“to 

pursue non-tax revenue policies with 

due regard to cost recovery and 

equity”) laid down in the  FRBM act 

of the state. In fact, TFC had 

suggested that the O&M cost of 

irrigation projects must substantially 

be recovered from the users. It went 

to the extent of suggesting that the 

O&M  cost recovery for irrigation 

projects in 2005-06 should at least be 

50 per cent of the expenditure and it 

should  increase by 10 percentage 

points every year to reach the figure 

of 90 per cent in 2009-10. We feel 

that it is an impossible task for the 

state of Uttaranchal, the recovery 

being less than 4 per cent of the 

revenue expenditure in 2005-06.  

This is a situation that needs 

correction, but the correction has to 

be applied in a realistic manner. We 

are, therefore, of the view that the 

O&M cost recovery should be fixed 

at 10 per cent of expenditure during 

2006-07 and it should go up at the 

rate of at least 2.5 per cent  every 

year, so as to reach the figure of 

around 25 per cent in 2010-11. We 

have reassessed the irrigation receipts 

accordingly without interfering with 

the expenditure figures, as projected 

by the finance department. The 

details are in table 3.7 
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Table 3.7 

Projections of Cost Recovery From Irrigation Projects (2006-11)                             

     (Crore Rs.)  

S.

No 

Year Expenditure Receipts 

Projected by 

Finance 

Department 

Reassessed 

Receipts 

Recovery 

percentage 

projected 

by finance 

department 

Recovery 

Percentage 
(reassessed) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 2006-07 184.66 7.36 18.47 3.98 10.00 
2 2007-08 200.36 7.98 25.05 3.98 12.50 
3 2008-09 217.39 8.66 33.97 3.98 15.63 
4 2009-10 233.71 9.40 45.65 4.02 19.53 
5 2010-11 253.57 10.20 61.91 4.02 24.41 

Cost Recovery for General, Social 

and Economic Services: 

 

3.18 One of the guidelines given by 

the TFC in respect of  cost recovery 

for various services is that the state 

should try for greater degree of cost 

recovery for various services and fix 

targets of 12.5 per cent annual rate of 

growth for  general services and 25 

per cent annual growth rate for both  

social and economic services during 

2005-10. The projections furnished 

by the finance department in respect 

of receipts from these services are no 

where near the norms laid down by 

the TFC. In fact, except in case of 

economic services, the projections do 

not show any improvement in cost 

recovery relative to expenditure. It 

has, therefore, become necessary to 

reassess the cost recoveries with a 

view to making them progressive in 

consonance with the fiscal 

management principle laid down in 

the FRBM act of the state. We have, 

in our reassessment, adopted the 

growth rates prescribed by TFC for 

the three services. Finance 

department‟s projections and the 

reassessed  figures are shown in table 

3.8. 

 

Salary Expenditure: 

 

3.19 The FRBM act of the state 

requires the government to manage 

expenditure consistent with the level 

of revenue generated. It has been 

noticed that around half of the 

revenue expenditure of the state is on 

salary payments. It is necessary to 

reduce this expenditure, so that an 

increased amount is available for 

expenditure on welfare activities. 

TFC has felt that not more than 35 

per cent of the revenue expenditure 

(net of interest payments and 

pensions) should be on salaries. We 

agree with this prescription and have 

accordingly reassessed the salary 

expenditure for the award period. We 

noticed that the salary expenditure 

figure for the base year (2005-06) 

was too high (Rs. 219.085 crore) as 

compared to the previous year i.e. 

2004-05 (Rs. 170.66 core). The figure 

of 2004-05 has been consistent with 
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the figures for earlier years (Rs. 

160.54 for 2003-04 and Rs. 166. 34 

for 2002-03). The inconsistency 

observed in respect of the salary 

expenditure figure of 2005-06 

necessitated rejection of the base year 

figure and we made our reassessment 

without taking this figure into 

account. The details are in table 3.9. 

 
Table 3.8 (a) 

Projections of Cost Recovery From General Services (2006-11) 
      (Crore Rs.) 

S.

No. 

Year Expenditure Receipts 

Projected by 

Finance 

Department 

Receipts 

Reassessed  

Recovery 

Percentage 

Projected 

by finance 

department  

Recovery 

Percentage 

Reassessed 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 2006-07 2332.75 61.66 66.90 2.64 2.87 

2 2007-08 2597.06 65.89 83.79 2.54 3.23 

3 2008-09 2847.43 77.03 103.35 2.71 3.63 

4 2009-10 3144.71 76.25 128.41 2.42 4.08 

5 2010-11 3517.27 82.58 161.58 2.35 4.59 

   Table 3.8 (b)   

Projections of Cost Recovery From Social Services (2006-11) 
      (Crore Rs.) 

S.No. Year Expendit

ure 

Receipts 

Projected by 

Finance 

Department 

Receipts 

Reassessed  

Recovery 

Percentage 

Projected 

by finance 

department  

Recovery 

Percentage 

Reassessed 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 2006-07 2770.20 34.40 44.67 1.24 1.61 

2 2007-08 2998.37 36.77 60.43 1.23 2.02 

3 2008-09 3245.98 39.33 81.78 1.21 2.52 

4 2009-10 3484.79 42.07 109.74 1.21 3.15 

5 2010-11 3771.58 45.02 148.47 1.19 3.84 

Table 3.8 (c) 

Projections of Cost Recovery From Economic Services (2006-11) 

      (Crore Rs.) 

S.No. Year Expendit

ure 

Receipts 

Projected by 

Finance 

Department 

Receipts 

Reassessed  

Recovery 

Percentage 

Projected 

by finance 

department 

Recovery 

Percentage 

Reassessed 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 2006-07 1431.19 558.05 558.05 38.99 38.99 

2 2007-08 1508.79 653.91 735.38 43.34 48.74 

3 2008-09 1552.69 678.24 945.98 43.68 60.92 

4 2009-10 1664.22 711.57 1267.41 42.76 76.16 

5 2010-11 1788.97 863.66 1703.02 48.28 95.20 
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Table 3.9 

Projections of Salary Expenditure (2006-11)  

     (Crore Rs.) 

S.No Year Projections by finance 

department 

Reassessed 

Salary 

Expenditure 

Salary/ (Rev. 

Exp.-Int.Pay.-

Pension) 

(percentage) 

Salary 

Expenditure 

Salary(Rev. Exp.-

Int.Pay.-Pension) 

(percentage) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 2006-07 2316.51 44.87 1799.71 35.00 

2 2007-08 2513.42 45.43 1928.41 35.00 

3 2008-09 2727.06 46.54 2039.75 35.00 

4 2009-10 2958.86 47.19 2180.94 35.00 

5 2010-11 3210.36 47.31 2358.79 35.00 

Reassessment of Overall  Revenue 

and Expenditure: 

 

3.20 Consequent to the 

reassessment  of various items of 

revenues and expenditure, as detailed 

above, we have prepared the 

reassessed revenue and expenditure 

projections of the state for the period 

2006-11. Year wise summary is given 

in table 3.10, which shows the 

position before SFC devolution. The 

table shows that the state will have a 

revenue surplus of Rs. 843.98 crore 

in the year 2006-07, which will 

steadily rise to reach the figure of 

3284.07 crore in 2009-10. We have 

not worked out the  corresponding 

figure for the year 2010-11, as the 

figure for NFC devolution for this 

year cannot be forecast. It may be 

mentioned that our projections show 

CAGR of 20.92 for tax revenue and 

28.07 for non-tax revenue over 2005-

06 for the succeeding five year 

period.  The corresponding figures, as 

per finance department‟s projections, 

are 13.90 and 11.64. We consider 

them to be too low and not in 

conformity with the objectives of the 

Uttaranchal FRBM act, which casts 

the responsibility  on the state 

government to ensure fiscal stability 

and sustainability and to enhance the 

scope for improving social and 

physical infrastructure and human 

development by achieving sufficient 

revenue surplus. The projections 

made by us do indicate that the state 

will have to concentrate more on non-

tax  revenues, which have 

tremendous  scope for realization. 

 

3.21 We have done the 

reassessment exercise with the hope 

that the state government will make 

an all out effort  not only to achieve 

the targets indicated therein but to 

exceed them. We feel that the targets 

laid dawn by us are realistic enough  

and can be achieved easily by 

following the fiscal management 

principles laid down in section 4 of 

the Uttaranchal Fiscal Responsibility 

and Budget Management Act, 2005 
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Mobilizing  Resources through Tax 

and Non-tax Measures 

3.22 The Commission has been 

asked, as per para 5 (5) of the TOR, 

to have, in making its 

recommendation, regard to the scope 

for improvement in fiscal 

management. In order to address this 

term of reference, we commissioned 

a case study of Uttaranchal‟s tax and 

non-tax sources. This part of the 

chapter is based largely on the 

outcome of the aforementioned study, 

which was conducted by the 

Foundation for Public Economics and 

Policy Research. 

 

 

3.23 An analysis of the tax 

structure and that of non-tax 

resources indicate that Uttaranchal, 

has made fairly good effort at 

mobilization of resources. 

Contribution of taxes to total revenue 

of the state has been in excess of 70 

per cent during the past five years. In 

individual years, the share of tax 

revenues in the state's own revenue, 

as culled from the budget documents, 

is shown in table 3.11  

 

3.24 The growth in tax revenues 

has shown a trend rate of around 20 

per cent since 2000-01. State's own 

tax revenues as a percentage of 

GSDP has been consistently close to 

or more than 7 per cent since 2001-02 

(table 3.12) These are very high rates 

indeed - in fact they are among the 

highest in the country. 

 

Table 3.10  

Reassessment of Revenues and Expenditure (2006-11)   

     (Crore Rs.) 

S.No. Items 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2009-11 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 Tax Revenue 2022.41 2467.34 3047.17 3808.96 4761.20 

2 Non-Tax Revenue 697.92 911.28 1166.56 1545.24 2057.48 

3 Non-Plan Central Transfers* 2370.87 2571.90 2624.08 2666.23 NA 

4 Non-Plan Revenue Expenditure 

excluding SFC transfers to 

ULBs 

4065.47 4085.20 4654.59 4953.34 5341.73 

5 Revenue Deficit (-)/surplus (+) 

(Pre-SFC transfer) 

1025.73 1865.33 2183.22 3067.10 NA 

6 Capital Receipts 1746.86 1967.53 2544.66 3041.22 3027.19 

7 Capital expenditure 2444.67 2554.23 3501.04 4827.20 5670.61 

8 Fiscal Deficit (-)/ surplus+ (Pre-

SFC transfer) 

-1374.03 -743.33 -801.95 -934.53 NA 

       

 * Including TFC Grants      
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Table 3.11 

Tax Revenues as Percentage of Own 

Revenues. 
  

Sl.No. Year Tax Revenue / 

Own Revenue 

(percentage) 

1 2001-02   84.66 

2 2002-03   74.22 

3 2003-04   76.82 

4 2004-05   72.51 

5 2005-06 

(R.E.) 

  75.52 

6 2006-07 

(R.E.) 

  72.54 

 

 

3.25 Despite the high levels of tax 

mobilisation already taking place in 

Uttaranchal, there is still considerable 

scope for mobilizing resources 

through taxation by adopting a 

variety of means - imposing new 

taxes, rationalising the structure of 

taxation and strengthening tax 

administration. In doing so, it is 

important to keep in mind that while 

augmenting resources, a balance has 

to be maintained between the current 

revenues, economic growth and 

political economy of the system. 

Keeping these aspects in mind, and 

having regard to the scope for 

improvement in fiscal management, 

as stated in para 5 (5) of the TOR, we 

put forth hereinafter our 

recommendations for augmenting 

resources through tax as well as non-

tax measures.   

  

Profession Tax: 

 

3.26 This is an untapped source in 

Uttaranchal. Introduction of this tax 

in the state could be an important 

source for  mobilising additional 

resources for the state.  This tax is 

presently  levied in  Andhra Pradesh, 

Chhattisgarh, Gujarat, Karnataka, 

Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, 

Orissa and West Bengal. It yields 

approximately 4 per cent of the 

state‟s own tax revenue in the state of 

Maharashtra. In fact, it is a very 

buoyant source of revenue and 

Uttaranchal too should seriously 

consider levying it. 

 

 

Table 3.12 

Tax Revenue as per cent of Gross State Domestic Product: 2001-02 to 2006-07 

Yar Tax Revenue  GSDP Tax Revenue as % of 

GSDP 

2001-02 894.70 13181.32 6.79 

2002-03 1019.12 15063.62 6.77 

2003-04 1225.96 17369.67 7.06 

2004-05 1444.36 20205.33 7.15 

2005-06 (RE) 1842.07 23314.52 7.90 

2006-07 (BE) 2071.42 27617.61 7.50 
              Source: Finance Department, Govt. of Uttaranchal "Mid Term Fiscal Policy", 2006 
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3.27 The rate at which profession 

tax is being levied by states ranges 

from Rs. 72 to Rs. 2500 per annum. 

A possible option for adoption by 

Uttaranchal could be to impose the 

tax at a uniform rate of Rs. 500 for 

various professions including salary 

earners. As listed in annexure III-A, 

this tax will be payable by high wage 

earners (Rs. 20,000 or more per 

month) and by those who are engaged 

in notified trade, profession and 

calling. In addition to mobilising 

revenue, adoption of this tax has two 

other advantages.  Firstly, the 

coordination of this tax with VAT 

gives immense benefit in mobilising 

resources. Secondly, many self-

employed persons, and professionals, 

not otherwise covered by the state 

list, can be brought under the state tax 

net.  

 

Environment/ Carbon Tax 

 

3.28 The importance of maintaining 

environmental balance through 

appropriate conservation and 

ameliorative measures in an 

ecologically sensitive state like 

Uttaranchal cannot be over 

emphasised. The process of industrial 

production (which is a technical 

transformation of inputs into output) 

produces both economic goods as 

well as waste-products (residuals). 

While economic goods are used 

carefully, as they have value for the 

producer and consumers, the 

residuals, having no value for 

anyone, are dumped indiscriminately, 

as their scientific management is an 

expensive proposition. Since these 

residuals become a major source of 

pollution, the manufacturer must be 

made to bear the cost of disposal / 

treatment of such pollutants. The 

principle of "polluter must pay" is the 

rationale for the imposition of an 

environment tax. Nineteen industries 

have been identified by the Ministry 

of Environment and Forests as 

polluting industries. In all these 

industries - whether foreign or 

domestic- that fall in the category of 

polluting industries, an environment 

or  carbon tax should be levied if the 

industries do not adhere to the 

minimum ambient standards 

(MINAS) prescribed by the Pollution 

Control Board.   

 

State Excise 

 

3.29 This tax is levied by a  state on 

production and consumption of 

spirituous beverages of which alcohol 

is the most important component. In 

most states, as in Uttaranchal, the 

system of auction or licensing 

operates, and the sale and 

consumption of alcohol is permitted 

within a regulated framework.  In this 

context, it is observed that the present 

base of this tax in Uttaranchal is 

narrow and it yields considerably low 

revenue. This is primarily because the 

auction price of the shops or licenses 

is not related to the sale price of the 

commodity. Such a system is 

primitive and collects tax at the 

smallest base. To rationalise the base 

of this tax and to mobilise resources 

for the state, the base of the tax must  

be changed to make the tax payable 

on the price charged on the last-point 
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of sale. To give effect to this scheme, 

the state excise duty may be levied on 

the maximum retail price (MRP), 

which is linked to the manufacturing 

cost of the product. 

 

3.30 To implement this suggestion, 

Uttaranchal could either enact a 

legislation on the pattern of 

Maharastara to empower itself to levy 

this tax on MRP or bring about the 

following changes in the existing 

Excise Act:-   

i. The government should have 

the power to levy differential 

tax according to the place of 

consumption, strength of 

quality and the manufacturing 

cost of the commodity. 

ii. The manufacturing cost has 

to be determined and declared 

with reference to the principles 

enunciated in the law; and 

iii. The MRP must be printed 

on the bottles sold. 

In addition to having the system of 

taxation based on MRP, it is 

recommended that the rates for 

license fee of major excise licenses 

should be redesigned as given in table 

3.13 

 

Table 3.13 

Recommended Rates for License Fee of Major Excise Licenses

  

S. No Kind of License License Fee (Rs) 

1 Distillery License fee based on license 

distillation capacity 

140000-360000 

2 P.L.L.- [M.F.L. Manufacture] fee based on 

licensed manufacturing capacity 

1300000-2400000 

3 B.R.L.- [Beer Manufacture] fee based on 

licensed manufacturing capacity 

400000-700000 

3(a) B.R.L. Winery 21000 

4 C.L.I.-[Country Liquor manufacture] fee 

based on licensed manufacturing capacity 

1300000-2400000 

5 C.L.II- Country Liquor wholesale 300000 

6 C.L.III- [Country Liquor Retailer sale 

license] fee based on population 

13000-177000 

7 C.L./F.L./TOD-III [Retail sale of C.L. in 

sealed bottles through foreign liquor wine 

shops] fee based on population 

40000-70000 

8 Form-E [sale of mild beer in 

restaurants/club] license fee based on 

population 

4000-150000 

9 F.L.I-I.M.F.L. wholesale trade &Import 

License 

300000 
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Value Added Tax (VAT) 

3.31 Since Uttaranchal has now 

switched over to the VAT system, it 

is recommended that the design of 

Uttaranchal VAT be rationalized, 

keeping in view the broad parameters 

suggested by the Empowered 

Committee. The following 

improvements may be brought about 

to rationalize the system : 

i. It is important to redesign 

the rates for the state VAT. 

Presently, the state has two 

“uniform floor rates”: 4 per 

cent and a standard rate of 

12.5 per cent with a few 

exceptions. With a view to 

rationalizing the structure, the 

nomenclature of “uniform 

floor rates” may be replaced 

by “floor rates”- the rates 

below which the states are not 

allowed to operate, for the 

simple reason that the word 

“uniform” indicates that the 

rates of tax should be the same 

in all the states for a particular 

commodity, implying that the 

states surrender their power to 

raise additional resources 

through VAT in  future.  

ii. Uttaranchal may levy rates 

higher than the “floor rates” 

on a few selected 

commodities, in which there is 

no possibility of diversion of 

trade. This will moblise 

additional resources. 

iii. The list of items falling 

under the rate category of 4 

per cent is too long. The very 

principles of VAT require that 

this list should be as small as 

possible. A scrutiny of the list 

of items taxable at the rate of 4 

per cent suggests that some of 

the items could be placed in 

the general rate category. 

These include hosiery goods, 

umbrella, readymade 

garments, hydrogenated 

vegetable oil (vanaspati ghee), 

edible oils, areca nut powder, 

betel nut, tamarind, tobacco 

etc. In addition, the long list of 

167 industrial inputs and 

packing materials need not be 

put in the rate category of 4 

per cent.. All these items 

should be brought into the  

general rate category, because 

there are no universal inputs in 

the economic system. Input-

output relationship clearly 

reveals that an item that is an 

input for one consumer could 

be the final product for 

another user. Hence, all these 

items may be included in the 

general category and refund or 

set-off can be claimed under 

VAT, whenever the item is 

used as an input.   

iv. The treatment of small 

dealers needs rationalization. 

The existing law provides for 

a  composition scheme for 

small dealers having a 

turnover of Rs. 5 lakh to Rs. 

50 lakh.  These dealers are not 

required to issue an invoice 

showing VAT on it. This is 

not in accordance with the 
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spirit of VAT. The idea of 

„composition‟ is not to take 

these dealers out of VAT. All 

the dealers are supposed to be 

under VAT. Small dealers pay 

a composition tax and 

maintain only skeleton 

accounts. Hence these dealers 

must  issue an invoice, 

showing the amount of tax to 

enable the purchaser to claim 

input credit. This practice will 

help better compliance. 

v. An evaluation of the 

existing organization for VAT 

administration in Uttaranchal 

reveals that it is more suitable 

for administering a first-point 

tax system that was in vogue 

earlier. Since VAT is a 

multipoint sales tax with set-

off  involving a large number 

of dealers, it is recommended 

that the organization may 

undergo reforms to ensure 

efficient administration of 

VAT. The reforms would 

include setting up of a wing of 

auditors, who are specially 

trained to examine the 

accounts of the dealers, 

strengthening of the 

enforcement wing,  and 

provision of adequate client 

services. 

 

Motor Vehicles Tax and Passengers 

& Goods Tax 

 

3.32 A comparative picture of the 

rates of motor vehicles tax and 

passengers and goods tax in different 

states, as given in annexure III-B, 

indicates that reform of these taxes is 

the need of the hour. A comparative 

study of the incidence of tax of 

different vehicles also indicates that 

the tax burden is relatively low in the 

state. It is, therefore, important to 

rationalize the tax in such a way that 

it is comparable to other states and  

the state is able to get requisite 

resources from this tax.  

A review of the administrative 

organization and operations of the 

motor vehicles tax in Uttaranchal 

indicates that the tax procedures need 

to be rationalized on the following 

lines:- 

i. The responsibility of 

registration of new vehicles 

may be given to the dealers 

selling vehicles. 

ii. A ready reckoner for 

determining tax liability 

should be got  printed and 

distributed for the use of 

taxpayers to make the tax 

system transparent. 

iii. The use of intermediaries 

should  be discontinued. 

iv. A single window system 

for providing all services  be 

introduced. 

v. Procedures for national 

permits  be simplified. 
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Table 3.14 

Recovery Rates for Various Services in Uttaranchal 

(2001-02 and 2002-03) 

Sl.no. Particulars Recovery 

Rates 

2001-02 

Recovery Rates 

2002-03 

1 Roads and Bridges 0.03 0.03 

2 Housing 0.41 0.50 

3 Education, Sports, Art and Culture 0.03 0.03 

4 Medical and Public Health 0.03 0.03 

5 Forestry 2.11 2.81 

6 Major and Medium Irrigation 0.10 0.12 

7 Minor Irrigation 0.01 0.01 

8 Industries 3.04 3.36 

    
Source: Unpublished report titled "Mobilizing Tax and Non-Tax Sources: A Case Study of Uttaranchal" 

2006,  Foundation for Public Economics and Policy Research. 

 

Non-Tax Sources 

3.33 Mobilizing resources through 

reforms in non-tax sources serves the 

twin purpose of having a rational non-

tax structure and generating greater 

means to achieve economic growth. It 

is universally accepted that  the cost of 

providing public services should at 

least partially be recovered through 

user charges from the target groups. 

The uncovered cost may be recovered 

in the form of taxes and borrowings 

from the society. The trends in non-tax 

revenues indicate that some efforts 

have already been made by the state to 

increase its share in the state‟s own 

revenues. There has been an increase 

of about 80 per cent in 2002-03 and of 

another 35 per cent in 2003-2004.  

 

 

3.34 Recovery rates for some 

important services in Uttaranchal and 

15 major states are shown in table 

3.13. It shows that the recovery rate in 

Uttaranchal is low in housing, 

irrigation (including major, medium, 

and minor irrigation) industry and 

tourism as compared to the recovery 

rates in 15 major states of the country. 

At the same time, the exercise 

indicates a high recovery rate in 

Uttaranchal in forestry and education. 

In spite of some limitations of the 

data, the exercise does indicate that the 

government must continue its 

programme of phased increase in user 

charges pertaining to power, irrigation, 

higher education, hospital services and 

other selected economic and social 

services.  
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3.35 Table 3.14 which shows 

recovery rate during 2002-03 as 

compared to that of 2001-02,  

indicates that the government efforts 

are in the right direction. But the 

results are still nowhere near the 

targets set out by the TFC which 

expects that in respect of irrigation 

projects, the state should strive for cost 

recovery rates of 50 percent in 2005-

06, 60 per cent in 2006-07, 70 per cent 

in 2007-08,80 per cent in 2008-09 and 

90 per cent in 2009-10 in relation to  

the maintenance expenditure on 

utilized potential for the major, 

medium and minor irrigation project, 

TFC also wants the state to try for a 

greater degree of cost recovery for 

various services and fixed targets of 

12.5 per cent annual rate of growth for 

general services and 25 per cent for 

social and economic services during 

2005-10. 

 

3.36 In view of above, the 

Commission recommends that the 

government must continue its 

programme of phased increase in user 

charges pertaining to power, irrigation, 

higher education, hospital services and 

other selected economic and social 

services. The medium term strategy 

should consist of the following steps:- 

i. Full-cost recovery of inputs 

and services (i.e. 100 per cent 

recovery of the current costs) 

provided to the farmers in 

agriculture (soil testing, etc.), 

horticulture (cost of seeds and 

seedlings supplied), animal-

husbandry (artificial 

insemination, health and 

diagnostic services etc.) and 

sericulture (cost of reared 

worms). 

ii. For higher education, tuition 

fees especially in engineering 

colleges could be increased. 

iii. Charges for medical 

facilities in government 

hospitals could be increased for 

income tax payers. 

iv. In power sector, technical 

losses (18%) and commercial  

losses (17.33%) need to be 

controlled through better 

management.  

v. Since a large percentage of 

sand, bajri and other minor 

minerals  extracted from within 

the state finds way to markets 

outside the state, it is 

recommended that the state 

government may raise the 

royalty rates by at least 15 per 

cent to make export outside the 

state uneconomical. 

Enforcement mechanism will 

also need strengthening. 
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CHAPTER  4 
 

PANCHAYAT FINANCES:  REVIEW AND FORECAST 
 

4.1 Uttaranchal has a three-tier 

panchayat raj structure consisting  of 

gram panchayat (GP) at the lowest 

(village) level, Kshetra Panchayat  

(KP) at the intermediate or 

development block level and zila 

panchayat (ZP) at the district level.  

There are at present 7227 GPs, 95 

KPs and 13 ZPs in  the state (vide 

annexure II-1).  Article 243I(1) of the 

Constitution and para 4 of the TOR 

mandate us to review the financial 

position of the panchayats before we 

make our recommendation.  In this 

chapter, we first provide a broad 

overview of the history and present 

status of panchayat raj institutions 

(PRIs) of the state and then move on 

to a review of their finances. 

 

An Overview 

 
4.2 The PRIs in Uttaranchal 

continue to be governed by the 

relevant Uttar Pradesh legislations 

which have been adopted by the 

government of Uttaranchal.  These 

acts are the Uttar Pradesh Panchayat 

Raj Act, 1947 and Uttar Pradesh Zila 

Panchayat and Kshetra Panchayat 

Act, 1961.  These acts were amended 

in 1994 to conform to the provisions 

of the 73rd constitutional 

amendment.  Uttaranchal is yet to 

pass its own legislation on the 

subject.  A few amendments, rather 

minor in nature, have been made in 

the U.P. acts keeping in mind the 

special circumstances of the state.   

 

 Zila Panchayat 
 

4.3 The zila panchayat of today 

has evolved from the district board 

established by the British in the 

erstwhile United Provinces early in 

the last century.  District boards of 

Nainital, Almora, Pauri and 

Dehradun came into existence 

between 1918 and 1923. Their 

functions included running schools, 

dispensaries, veterinary clinics, and 

cattle pounds, maintenance of rural 

roads, administering rural markets 

and vendors through licensing, fees, 

tolls and fines, organizing fairs, 

festivals etc. and executing leases for 

ferries and shops. They owned 

considerable land and had their own 

staff to discharge their numerous 

functions. They were given powers to 

impose and collect taxes, especially 

circumstances and property (C&P) 

tax and fees, tolls and fines. These 

remain the main sources of the own 

income of a zila panchayat even 

today.  

 

4.4 After independence, the 

district board became a part of the 

new three-tier structure of panchayati 

raj and was renamed as zila parishad 

by the Zila Parishad and Kshetra 

Panchayat Act, 1961. This act was 

amended in 1995 to conform to the 

provisions of the 73
rd

 amendment and 

zila parishad now came to be known 

as zila panchayat.  
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4.5 Over the years, as the 

government expanded its role, many 

functions that in the past had been 

performed by the district board and 

zila parishad were taken over by the 

state government. Zila parishads 

ceased to run schools and 

dispensaries, which were taken over 

by the education and health 

departments of the state government. 

Simultaneously, the financial position 

of the zila parishads also became 

weaker. As a result, the maintenance 

and upkeep of assets like rural roads, 

dak bungalows etc. suffered. On the 

other hand, the expenditure of  zila 

parishads on salaries and allowances 

of their staff went up because the 

state government prescribed salary 

scales and allowances payable to the 

staff at par with the state government 

employees. Thus, the zila parishads 

became a pale shadow of their former 

selves in terms of functions and 

status, and came to be heavily 

dependent on grants from the state 

government. Their problems were 

compounded by the fact that they 

remained superseded for years at a 

stretch and were placed under the 

administrative control of the district 

administration. Thereby, they lost 

whatever little autonomy they might  

have enjoyed in the past.  

 

4.6 The amendment made in 1994 

to the U.P. Zila Parishad and Kshetra 

Panchayat Act, 1961 did not result in 

any material change in the status of 

the zila panchayats, except that they 

now had constitutional protection, 

had to be compulsorily elected every 

five years, could not be superseded 

with impunity as in the past, and were 

assured some minimum financial 

assistance from the revenues of the 

state government on the basis of the 

recommendations of the state finance 

commissions. At the same time, the 

position with regard to their powers 

and functions remained quite vague. 

Although the amended legislation 

specified functions which could be 

transferred  to PRIs, effective steps 

for the transfer of these functions is 

yet to be taken by the state 

government. Neither have they been 

given the necessary funds and 

functionaries to effectively discharge 

these functions. Hence, it would not 

be incorrect to say that their powers 

and functions defined in the act 

remain only on paper.  

4.7 The situation is no different in 

respect of the financial powers of the 

zila panchayats. They have only 

limited powers of levying taxes, tolls 

and fees. These powers have not been 

enhanced since the days of the 

erstwhile district board. The only tax 

leviable by them is the circumstances 

and property (C&P) tax, which is a 

somewhat archaic tax imposed on 

those rural residents who have some 

means. In practice, however, it is 

being levied only on shops, 

restaurants, industries and 

commercial establishments, and is 

subject to a maximum rate of 3 per 

cent and maximum amount of Rs 

15,000.  The definition of 

“circumstances” is quite arbitrary and 

in practice is equated with income.  

Moreover, all the zila panchayats are 

not obliged to levy this tax. Thus, in 

Uttaranchal while the seven zila 

panchayats of Garhwal division are 
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levying the tax, the six zila 

panchayats of Kumaon division are 

not, even though the First State 

Finance Commission (2001–2006) 

had recommended that all zila 

panchayats must do so. While 

reassessing the income of the zila 

panchayats, it had assumed that the 

six zila panchayats of Kumaon will 

“also levy C&P tax at 3%, with a 

norm of Rs 3 per head of rural 

population to be reached in two years 

i.e.33% by 2002-03 and 100% by 

2003-04”. This did not happen. In 

general the collections from the tax 

are rather modest in most of the 

districts, especially the hill districts. 

The only exceptions are Pauri 

Garhwal, Hardwar and Dehradun.  

4.8 In the absence of any other 

tax, the zila panchayats are dependent 

on fees and tolls. Due to the absence 

of any significant economic activity 

in the rural areas of the hill districts, 

the income from fees and tolls is 

quite low in these districts. They do 

not have weekly markets, which are a 

source of income for zila panchayats 

in the plains. The own sources of 

income of zila panchayats, especially 

those located in the hills, which 

account for ten out of the thirteen 

districts, are meagre. This is bound to 

have an adverse impact on their 

functioning as institutions of self-

government, as they are largely 

dependent on grants from the 

government. Many zila panchayats 

find it difficult to pay the salaries, 

pension and gratuity of their 

employees. The First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal had 

imposed a restriction on the payment 

of salary of employees from their 

devolution share, which could only 

be used for development purposes. 

The thinking was that if the 

devolution share is used for paying 

salaries, zila panchayats may not 

make any effort to raise their own 

income, and the entire amount at their 

disposal may be spent in paying 

salaries, leaving precious little for 

development purposes.  The aforesaid 

condition, however, does not seem to 

have worked. 

 

Kshetra Panchayat 

4.9 The kshetra panchayats, which 

are the intermediate level in the three-

tier panchayat structure, seem to be in 

an anomalous situation. Their 

boundaries are co-terminus with 

those of development blocks. They 

were made part of the three-tier 

panchayat structure in 1961, 

following the recommendations of 

the Balwant Rai Committee.  Initially 

known as kshetra samiti, they came 

to be designated as kshetra 

panchayats by the conformity 

legislation of 1995. Although they 

have been in existence for almost 

twenty-five years, there is, as yet, 

little clarity about their role and 

functions within the three-tier 

panchayati raj system. They have 

neither been assigned any 

independent functions nor sources of 

revenue, nor do they have any 

employees, office premises, or money 

for office expenses. They are 

dependent on the development blocks 

for all these facilities. The U.P. Zila 

Panchayat and Kshetra Panchayat 

Act, 1961 assigns them almost the 

same functions as the zila panchayat 
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(and which, incidentally, are also 

very similar to those assigned to the 

gram panchayats by the U.P. 

Panchayat Raj Act, 1947). There is 

no clear demarcation of functions 

between kshetra panchayat and zila 

panchayat on the one hand and 

kshetra panchayat and gram 

panchayat on the other, creating 

unnecessary and avoidable confusion.  

Theoretically, the act gives KPs the 

power to levy water and electricity 

tax. In reality this power is 

meaningless because it is conditional 

on their providing these services, 

which are the exclusive responsibility 

of  centralized state agencies.  The 

kshetra panchayats have been given 

the power to levy the same fees and 

tolls as the zila panchayats. In actual 

practice this implies that once the 

latter collect the fees and tolls, there 

is no scope for the former to impose 

levy on the same establishment. 

Thus, for all practical purposes, the 

kshetra panchayats end up with no 

real source of income. In this way, 

they seem to have become merely an 

extension, and that too a subordinate 

one, of the block machinery. The 

only function they seem to be 

performing is implementation of 

SGRY schemes at the block level for 

which they are given 30 per cent 

share in the funds allocated to the 

district. This, it may be pointed out, is 

merely an agency function.    

 

Gram Panchayat 

4.10 Village level panchayats, as 

formal state-sponsored institutions, 

have been existing in the state in 

some form or the other since 1920. In 

that year, the government enacted the 

United Provinces Village Panchayat 

Act to “assist in the administraton of 

civil and criminal justice in the rural 

areas and also to effect improvement 

in the sanitation and other common 

concerns of the villagers.” The U.P. 

Panchayat Raj Act, 1947, replaced 

the earlier act, as it was felt that 

village panchayats constituted under 

the 1920 act were not representative 

bodies and their scope of work too 

was restricted. The U.P. Panchayat 

Raj Act, 1947 was amended in 1994 

to conform to the provisions of the 

73
rd

 constitutional amendment. The 

new state of Uttaranchal has made 

only minor modifications to the act 

mainly dealing with the size of gram 

panchayats  number of members and 

population size of territorial 

constituencies.  

 

4.11 Despite the fact that village 

panchayats in the state have a long 

history, they continue to be weak 

institutions and lack sufficient power 

and financial resources. As a result, 

they are dependent on the state 

government for both direction and 

finances. As mentioned above, the act 

of 1947 (as amended in 1994) gives 

the gram panchayats almost the same 

functions as are available to the 

kshetra panchayats and zila 

panchayats resulting in duplication 

and avoidable confusion. Moreover, 

till very recently the state government 

had not actually transferred any of 

these functions to the gram 

panchayats. An attempt had been 

made in 1999 by the Uttar Pradesh 

government to transfer some 
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functions like primary education, 

health, minor irrigation etc. and the 

government personnel connected 

with these functions were to be 

placed under the control of the 

panchayats. Although  necessary 

orders had been issued in this regard, 

these were not given effect to in the 

face of stiff opposition from the 

affected personnel. In 2005, the 

Uttaranchal government also decided 

to transfer 14 functions to the 

panchayats. These functions are: 

horticulture and food processing, 

social welfare, agriculture, drinking 

water and sanitation, food and civil 

supplies, medical health and family 

welfare, women and child 

development, minor irrigation, 

primary education, adult and non-

formal education, libraries, cultural 

activities, rural housing, and poverty 

alleviation. Government orders in 

respect of 10 functions have been 

issued. Once again, this remains, as 

yet, only a paper exercise, because it 

has not been accompanied by a 

transfer of necessary funds and 

functionaries.  

 

4.12 The gram panchayats in 

Uttaranchal suffer from the twin 

malady of weak finances and weak 

administrative support. They have 

only limited financial powers, and 

they are not exercising even these. 

Section 37 of the U.P. Panchayat Raj 

Act makes it mandatory for every 

gram panchayat to impose a 

surcharge (ranging from 25 to 50 

paisa in the rupee) on land revenue. 

In actual practice very few gram 

panchayats are collecting this tax. 

The state government has been 

unable to ensure that gram 

panchayats discharge their mandatory 

obligation by collecting the tax. Gram 

panchayats can also levy the 

following taxes and fees: 

i. Tax on cinemas, theatres and 

similar means of entertainment 

that may be visiting the village 

temporarily subject to a 

maximum of Rs 5.00 per day. 

ii. Tax on owners of vehicles, 

other than motorised vehicles, 

located or plied within the area 

of a gram panchayat, payable 

at the rate of Rs 3.00 per 

annum for animals and Rs 

6.00 per annum for vehicles. 

iii. Tax on people who expose 

goods for sale in markets, 

including periodic markets, 

and fairs which are under the 

jurisdiction of the gram 

panchayat. 

iv. Tax on owners of houses 

where cleaning of privies and 

drains is done under the aegis 

of the gram panchayat. 

v. Tax for cleaning and lighting 

of streets. 

vi. Registration fees on animals 

sold in markets owned by, or 

under the control of, the gram 

panchayat. 

vii. Fees for use of slaughter 

houses and staging areas 

(paraos).  

viii.Water charges, provided the 

gram panchayat stores water for 

domestic      water supply. 

ix. Irrigation charges provided the 

gram panchayat has constructed 

or    maintained water 
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storage facility for minor 

irrigation.  

4.13 In actual practice very few 

GPs (mostly those located in the 

plains) have been collecting some of 

these taxes and fees. In fact, during 

our visit to the districts, we found that 

the elected representives of the local 

bodies, whether rural or urban, were 

strongly opposed to any suggestion to 

impose, revise, enhance or rationalise 

any tax or fees. They unequivocally 

said that they were not willing to face 

the wrath of their electorate by 

imposing a financial burden on them. 

Some were willing to pass the buck 

to the state government, who they 

argued, could direct local bodies to 

impose a tax or enhance the rates.  

The fact that this would go against 

the principle of self-government 

seemed to be of no concern to the 

elected representatives.  

   

Revenue Trends 

 
4.14 The revenue receipts of the 

panchayats have been analysed for 

the five year period from 2001-02 to 

2005-06. The analysis has been done 

separately for ZPs, KPs and GPs and 

is based on the figures of actual 

receipts for the period 2001-02 to 

2004-05 and the budget estimates for 

2005-06.  

 

Zila Panchayat 
 

4.15 The main sources of income of 

the ZPs are tax income, non-tax 

income, grants from the national 

finance commission (in the present 

case the Eleventh Finance 

Commission), grants from the state 

and central governments and 

devolution recommended by the state 

finance commission (in the present 

case, the First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal).  The tax 

income comprises only the 

circumstances and property tax, as 

ZPs are not authorized to collect any 

other tax, as per the provisions of the 

UP Kshetra Panchayat and Zila 

Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961.  The 

non-tax revenues include license fees, 

tolls and different types of user 

charges recovered as fees.      

 

4.16 Of the 13 ZPs only 7 ZPs of 

Garhwal division are collecting tax 

revenues while 6 ZPs of Kumaon 

division do not collect any taxes. This 

is because the latter have not imposed 

the circumstances and property 

(C&P) tax, which, as mentioned 

earlier, is the only tax levied by the 

ZPs in Uttaranchal. The reason for 

this is that section 120(2) of the U.P. 

Kshetra Panchayat and Zila 

Panchayat Act, 1961 dealing with 

C&P tax makes it optional for ZPs 

that were not levying it prior to the 

"appointed date". Section 120(2) 

reads as follows:  

“Where a tax on 

Circumstances and Property is 

not in force in a district 

immediately before the 

appointed date, the Zila 

Panchayat of that district may 

impose such a tax in the 

manner hereinafter provided” 

(emphasis added).  

The zila panchayats of Kumaon have 

chosen not to impose the tax. The 

First State Finance Commission of 

Uttaranchal had given a clear 
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recommendation linking the quantum 

of devolution to the zila panchayats 

to the imposition of C&P tax from 

the third year of its award period, i.e 

2003-04. Thirty per cent of the 

devolution to zila panchayats was to 

be held back if they did not raise their 

own resources by taking a number of 

prescribed measures including 

imposition of the C&P tax as per 

norms. Till date none of the zila 

panchayats of Kumaon division have 

acted on this, despite losing 30 per 

cent of their devolution share.  

 

4.17 Table 4.1 gives details of the 

revenues realized by ZPs on account 

of circumstances and property tax. 

Full details regarding different 

sources of income are given in 

annexure IV-A.  It is seen that even 

in the case of ZPs that are collecting 

the tax, the income is rather modest. 

In only three of the seven ZPs that 

have levied the tax (Dehradun, 

Hardwar and Pauri Garhwal), the 

revenue exceeded ten lakh rupees per 

year. In the remaining four ZPs, the 

total revenue realized from the tax 

varied between Rs.1.8 lakh and 7.9 

lakh, with the lowest realization 

being in Rudraprayag, where the 

amount realized ranged between Rs 

1.8 lakh and Rs 4.3 lakh. The highest 

revenue from the tax was realized in 

Pauri Garhwal (Rs 21 lakh to Rs 28 

lakh in various years).  

 

 

 

Table 4.1 

Revenue Realized by Zila Panchayats from C&P Tax (2001-06) 

                                                                                    

(Thousand Rs) 

Zila Panchayat                       Revenue from C&P Tax 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Estimated) 

Almora Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Bageshwar Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Chamoli 410 716 787 722 781 

Champawat Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Dehradun 954 914 1086 1336 1250 

Hardwar 1193 1483 1735 2066 2400 

Nainital Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Pauri Garhwal 2797 2489 2087 2499 2800 

Pithoragarh Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Rudraprayag 181 428 302 259 300 

Tehri Garhwal 523 590 654 794 875 

Udham Singh 

Nagar 

Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

Uttarkashi 305 338 736 446 900 
       Source: SFC questionnaire 
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4.18 The incidence of C&P tax is 

also very low in per capita terms as 

well. The per capita collection of the 

tax between 2001-02 and 2004-05 in 

districts levying the tax is given in 

table 4.2. In almost all the ZPs, the 

incidence of the tax ranged between 

Re 1 and Rs 2 per capita during most 

of the period. The only exception was 

Pauri Garhwal where the incidence of 

C&P tax ranged between Rs 3.4 and 

Rs 4.6 per capita in different years.  

Considerably higher collection 

constantly by Pauri ZP is the result of 

consistently good efforts made by the 

staff there.  There is no reason why 

other ZPs can not do the same and 

increase their tax revenue.       

 

 4.19 The average collection from 

C&P tax for the four years, 2001-02 

to 2004-05, as a percentage of the 

average income from own sources 

(tax plus non-tax) for the same period 

for all the seven ZPs of Garhwal 

comes to only 17.55 per cent.  In only 

three districts, Pauri, Hardwar and 

Dehradun, the collection from C&P 

tax can be termed as respectable. The 

highest collection, both in absolute 

terms and as a percentage of total 

revenue, is in Pauri (see table 4.3). 

Even here, the share of taxes in own 

revenues has declined from a high of 

14.17 per cent in 2001-02 to only 

4.82 per cent in 2004-05. In Hardwar 

and Dehradun, on the other hand, 

there has been a fluctuation from year 

to year in the share of revenue from 

C&P tax as a percentage of total 

revenue – more so in Hardwar than in 

Dehradun. In Dehradun, it declined 

from 6.37 per cent in 2001-02 to 3.26 

per cent in 2003-04 before recovering 

somewhat to 4.65 per cent in 2004-

05. In Hardwar, there was 

considerable variation from year to 

year. After an initial increase from 

4.15 per cent in 2001-02 to 7.14 per 

cent in 2002-03, there was a sharp 

decline to 2.87 % the next year and 

finally rising  to 4.02 per cent in 

2004-05.  In the remaining four ZPs 

of Garhwal division, the share of  

revenue from C&P tax in total 

revenue is very low,  2 per cent or 

less. In fact, in certain years, it was 

less than 1 per cent in Tehri Garhwal 

and Uttarkashi.  

 
 

Table 4.2 

Per Capita C&P Tax Collected by ZPs (2001-6) 

(Rs) 

Zila Panchayat 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 (Estimated) 

Chamoli 1.28 2.24 2.46 2.26 2.44 

Dehradun 1.58 1.52 1.80 2.21 2.07 

Hardwar 1.19 1.48 1.73 2.06 2.40 

Pauri Garhwal 4.61 4.10 3.44 4.12 4.61 

Rudraprayag 0,81 1.90 1.34 1.15 1.34 

Tehri Garhwal 0.96 1.08 1.20 1.46 1.61 

Uttarkashi 1.12 1.24 2.70 1.64 3.31 
       Source: SFC questionnaire 
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Table 4.3 

Income from Own Sources and Devolution from SFC as Per cent of Total Revenue 

of Zila Panchayats: Average of 2001-02 to 2004-05 

 

 Zila Panchayat  Tax 

Revenue 

as % of 

Total 

Rev. 

Non-tax 

Revenue 

as % of 

Total 

Rev. 

Own 

Income 

as % of 

Total 

Rev. 

SFC 

Devoluti

on as % 

of Total 

Rev. 

Almora 0.00 9.27 9.27 13.48 

Bageshwar 0.00 10.86 10.86 11.69 

Chamoli 3.92 25.67 29.59 31.25 

Champawat 0.00 11.58 11.58 10.01 

Dehradun 4.61 14.80 19.41 19.61 

Hardwar 4.55 29.06 33.60 23.92 

Nainital 0.00 9.16 9.16 17.42 

Pauri Garhwal 7.69 11.58 19.34 20.43 

Pithoragarh 0.00 9.92 9.92 15.66 

Rudraprayag 2.66 11.48 14.13 28.64 

Tehri Garhwal 0.99 6.70 7.67 6.69 

Udham Singh Nagar 0.00 15.23 15.23 13.22 

Uttarkashi 1.36 18.24 19.60 13.13 

Source: SFC Questionnaire for ZPs. 

4.20 The contribution of non-tax 

revenues to total revenues shows 

considerable variation from year to 

year in almost all the ZPs and no 

consistent trend is visible. In 

Dehradun, it declined from a high of 

20.83 per cent in 2001-02 to 10.45 

per cent in 2003-04 before recovering 

to 14.43 per cent in 2004-05. Similar 

pattern of an initial decline followed 

by a recovery is to be seen in 

Pithoragarh, Udham Singh Nagar, 

Champawat and Chamoli ZPs. In 

Hardwar, it first rose sharply from 

20.27 per cent in 2001-02 to 48.82 

per cent in 2002-03, before declining 

equally sharply to 17.46 per cent the 

next year and again rising to 29.70 

per cent in 2004-05. A similar pattern 

of increase in the share in one year 

and decline in the next year, followed 

by another cycle of increase and 

decline, though at a much smaller 

scale, is also to be seen in the ZPs of 

Rudraprayag and Tehri Garhwal. In 

Nainital, Uttarkashi, Bageshwar, 

Almora and Pauri ZPs, a steady 

decline is discernible between 2001-

02 and 2004-05.  The revenue 

position of ZPs is summarized in 

annexure IV-B.  

 

4.21 Devolution on account of the 

recommendations of the First State 
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Finance Commission of Uttaranchal 

shows a rather erratic pattern. In 

general, the percentage share of SFC 

devolution in the total revenues of the 

ZPs was fairly high during 2001-02 

and 2002-03, but dropped 

significantly thereafter. One of the 

reasons for the drop may be the 

recommendation of the SFC for 

withholding 30 per cent of the 

amount recommended and releasing 

it only after the ZPs fulfill the norms 

of financial performance and 

democratic good performance. 

 

4.22 This fact can explain 30 

percent of reduction in the SFC 

devolution after the first two years, 

but not rather sharp reduction that we 

notice in almost all ZPs, especially in 

the case of the ZPs of Nainital, Tehri 

Garhwal, Champawat, Bageshwar 

and Almora. Erratic variations from 

year to year may perhaps be due to 

late receipt of the last instalment of 

SFC grant, as a result of which it 

might have been reflected in the 

receipts of the following financial 

year. Be that as it may, poor record 

keeping and reporting on the part of 

the ZPs cannot be ruled out as a 

reason for the unexplained variations 

from year to year in the share of SFC 

devolution.  
 

4.23 Apart from their own sources 

of revenue, grants from the NFC, 

devolution from SFC, and 

discretionary funds from MPs and 

MLAs, ZPs also receive plan grants 

for specific schemes and purpose.  

The most important plan scheme 

executed at panchayat level is SGRY.  

As per the norm approved by the 

central government, 20 per cent of 

the allocation for SGRY in a district 

is earmarked for ZPs;  the KPs 

receive 30 per cent and GPs 50 per 

cent. Table 4.4 gives an idea of the 

flow of plan funds to ZPs during 

2001-02 to 2004-05. The last column 

of the table, which gives the total   

Table 4.4 

Flow of Plan funds to ZPs. 
     (Thousand Rupees) 

Zila Panchayat 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 Total 

Almora 13007 30119 43162 49823 136111 

Bageshwar 13315 15291 17055 20018 65679 

Chamoli 4047 5443 12745 16644 38879 

Champawat 11076 16064 19062 20389 66591 

Dehradun 4400 13282 11600 11414 40696 

Hardwar 8729 1164 19816 15019 44728 

Nainital 13825 15653 23681 96484 149643 

Pauri Garhwal 4330 19249 17452 27337 68368 

Pithoragarh 6788 14485 13779 5933 40985 

Rudraprayag 2226 3803 7070 4584 17683 

Tehri Garhwal 55287 72598 92557 102376 322818 

Udham Singh Nagar 9242 21214 27046 25146 82648 

Uttarkashi 3516 10588 29583 43807 87494 
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for four years, shows considerable 

variation in the amounts received by 

different ZPs.  At the lower end, we 

have Rudraprayag, which received a 

total of Rs. 1.77 crore during four 

years, while Tehri Garhwal at the 

upper end received Rs. 32.28 crore.  

Two other ZPs receiving fairly 

substantial amounts were Nainital 

(Rs.14.96 crore) and Almora (Rs. 

13.61 crore).  The remaining ZPs 

received amounts varying between 

Rs. 3.89 crore and Rs. 6.84 crore.  

 

Kshetra Panchayat 
4.24  Kshetra Panchayats, it may be 

pointed out, do not have any 

independent source of income, nor 

have they been given any share in the 

SFC devolution by the FSFC-U. 

Section 131A of the U.P. Zila 

Panchayat and Kshetra Panchayat 

Act, 1961 authorizes the KPs to 

impose water tax, if it constructs and 

maintains a scheme for the supply of 

water for drinking, irrigation or any 

other purposes and electricity tax, if it 

provides for and maintains street 

lights or lighting at any public place. 

Since the KPs are not performing any 

of these functions, they have not 

imposed these taxes. They are also 

not collecting any fees, licence fees 

or tolls because the act gives identical 

powers of imposing these to the ZPs.  

Once a ZP imposes them, there is no 

scope left for the KP to do likewise. 

Hence the only funds available to the 

KP are what they get from the 

District Rural Development Agency 

(DRDA) for centrally-sponsored 

poverty alleviation programmes, 

especially SGRY (in which they have 

a 30 per cent share) and from the 

MP’s local area development scheme 

(MPLADS) and MLA funds. These 

programmes are executed by the KPs 

as agency functions and not as part of 

their original functions under the act. 

They depend on the administrative 

and technical support of the block 

machinery for the execution of these 

programmes, because they do not 

have any staff of their own. 

 

4.25 The flow of funds to the KPs 

from the above sources is 

considerable. Table 4.5 gives the total 

fund flows to KPs aggregated at the 

district level for the years 2001-02 to 

2004-05.  In all the KPs, the main 

source of fund is receipt from the 

DRDA, specially on account of 

SGRY.  Next in importance is the 

amount received from MLA funds, 

followed by receipts from MPLADS.  

The receipts from MLA funds are 

much larger than those from 

MPLADS in all KPs.  This is so 

because the number of MLAs in the 

state is many times larger than the 

number of MPs representing the state.  

As a result, the money available 

under the MLA funds is much more 

than what is available under 

MPLADS, even though each MP gets 

to spend rupees two crore in his 

constituency as compared to only 

rupees one crore available to each 

MLA.        
  

Gram Panchayat 
4.26 The Commission distributed a 

fairly elaborate questionnaire to 

collect information from the GPs on a 

number of dimensions, covering 

general information and receipt and 

expenditure from various sources for  



 46 

Table 4.4  

 

Funds Flow to Kshetra Panchayats Aggregated at District Level (2001-05) 

(Thousand rupees) 
District From DRDA (inc. SGRY) MLA Fund MPLADS 

 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

Almora 23640.55 40864.19 56331.08 54077.81 10694.79 17365.57 37354.90 27701.25 2320.40 3859.50 2753.50 5690.90 

Bageshwar 1156.30 5346.24 5999.03 7121.62 2003.90 5787.10 8021.00 19153.37 127.91 271.40 625.20 848.26 

Chamoli 18950.98 21034.53 28745.17 28554.60 837.50 6340.40 5675.15 5490.25 989.00 1411.62 1644.63 932.38 

Champawat 7897.87 7406.90 26393.19 11425.36 739.72 3423.61 6489.32 6845.13 1588.16 672.94 2489.23 1130.62 

Dehradun 30809.48 29966.27 106289.8

8 

47281.27 2769.00 5735.25 15185.20 16909.92 466.50 2487.50 5714.50 5897,50 

Hardwar NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

Nainital 26812.23 41160.59 27158.13 34376.31 3111.00 8650.00 10698.55 11856.42 2440.00 3948.50 10585.00 2288.00 

Pauri Garhwal 40193.37 48473.28 58581.54 63470.88 4489.50 13389.00 36437.75 39379.42 3657.50 4137.00 6939.00 5065.00 

Pithoragarh 6690.00 10450.00 7356.90 12246.00 4808.12 7126.66 10632.24 7445.68 2568.80 2207.80 2654.67 1942.02 

Rudraprayag 1906.00 2535.72 2717.31 2973.00 5219.00 6646.40 4923.75 11887.24 2315.00 1752.87 2264.25 2123.99 

Tehri Garhwal 16515.83 21418.52 32361.23 31808.74 4170.67 9622.97 26467.10 27887.57 2135.87 5484.85 6487.60 4835.53 

Udham Singh 

Nagar 

20449.48 33138.63 33788.25 38773.16 3325.55 8218.13 18638.44 25441.19 4785.19 10987.50 2363.48 2810.20 

Uttarkashi 11917.06 23545.38 21543.27 15035.79 1550.84 2898.70 5616.60 7715.20 3586.48 2379.00 4418.89 3411.02 

Source: SFC questionnaire 
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the years 2001-02 to 2004-05. Out of 

7227 GPs in the state, 7023 sent in 

the filled-up questionnaires. 

Response from over 97 per cent was 

indeed remarkable and very 

encouraging. Unfortunately, much of 

the information supplied by the GPs 

was found to be unsatisfactory and 

could not be relied upon. This was 

especially so in regard to the financial 

data, viz. income of GPs from 

different sources and expenditure 

under different heads. The 

Commission has, however, tried to 

overcome this constraint somewhat 

by using some aggregated data for its 

analysis. This part of the analysis is 

being presented here with the caveat 

that there are inherent infirmities in 

the original data, which could not be 

cleaned owing to the large number of 

records involved, short period of time 

given to the Commission to complete 

its task and limited manpower 

available to the Commission. Hence, 

the analysis that follows indicates 

very rough and gross trends.  

 

4.27 The available data (annexure 

IV-C) tend to indicate that the GPs 

are able to raise considerable income 

through tax and non-tax sources. This 

conclusion would be quite at variance 

with the ground reality, and is, in 

fact, an example of the kind of 

unreliable data generated by the 

questionnaire canvassed from the 

GPs. The actual situation is that UP 

Panchayat Raj Act, 1947 gives GPs 

the power to collect only one tax, viz. 

surcharge on land revenue at the rate 

of 25 to 50 paise per rupee of land 

revenue, which is, in fact, a 

mandatory tax. In addition, some GPs 

have also been collecting, through an 

informal (extra legal) arrangement 

some other taxes from individual 

households. These are  variously 

known as panchayat tax, smoke tax 

("dhuan tax"), sanitation tax, water 

tax, guard-duty tax etc. However, not 

all GPs are collecting the additional 

tax on land revenue. Only the GPs 

situated in the plains, viz.  districts of 

Udham Singh Nagar and Hardwar 

and parts of the districts of Dehradun 

and Tehri Garhwal(GPs located in the 

Doon valley), Nainital and Pauri 

Garhwal (GPs located in the bhabar 

area), and Champawat (GPs located 

in the tarai adjoining Udham Singh 

Nagar district) are collecting this tax, 

while none of the GPs in the hill 

districts or the hilly parts of 

Dehradun, Nainital, Pauri Garhwal 

and Champawat districts are 

collecting any tax. One of the main 

reasons for this situation is that in the 

hill districts, the total demand of land 

revenue is rather meagre on account 

of the predominance of marginal 

holdings and the exemption of 

holdings of 3.125 acre or less from 

payment of land revenue (see 

annexure IV-D). Since the so-called 

panchayat tax is being collected on an 

informal basis, and in many cases the 

pradhan deposits it on his own, 

without bothering to ask household 

heads to pay their share, no reliable 

estimate about the total tax collected 

are available. The same situation 

prevails in relation to non-tax 

revenues.   

 

4.28 Some idea of the kind of 

information given by the GPs in 

response to the Commission’s  
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Table 4.6 

Own Revenue Per Capita (Aggregated at District Level) as Reported by GPs  

(2001-05) 
                                 (Rupees) 

 District 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

        Average  

2001-02 to 2004-05 

Almora 4.76 6.22 14.44 39.69 16.28 

Bageshwar 9.46 7.26 9.56 10.63 9.23 

Chamoli 0.20 0.40 0.23 0.23 0.25 

Champawat 5.05 9.31 7.98 8.55 7.72 

Dehradun 4.54 5.22 8.43 12.58 7.69 

Hardwar 2.10 2.27 2.66 3.73 2.69 

Nainital 115.83 122.03 160.69 162.11 140.17 

Pauri Garhwal 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 

Pithoragarh 4.12 2.75 3.31 5.76 3.99 

Rudraprayag 4.84 7.70 7.92 15.93 9.10 

Tehri Garhwal 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.06 

Udham Singh 

Nagar 
5.51 5.34 5.64 6.93 5.86 

Uttarkashi 9.98 8.51 9.67 13.64 10.41 

         Source: SFC questionnaire 

questionnaire can be had from table 

4.6 which gives the per capita income 

of GPs from own sources (tax, fees, 

tolls, licence fees, and interest on 

investments) aggregated at the district 

level during 2001-02 to 2004-05. The 

data show wide variations in the per 

capita receipts among districts. The 

average for the four years  ranges 

from Re. 0.02 in Pauri Garhwal to Rs 

140.17 in Nainital. Within the same 

district there is considerable variation 

in different years in certain cases. For 

instance, the amount ranges between 

Rs 4.76 and Rs 39.69 in Almora, 

between Rs 115.83 and Rs 162.11 in 

Nainital, between Rs 4.84 and Rs 

15.93 in Rudraprayag and between 

Rs 5.05 and Rs 9.56 in Champawat in 

different years, to mention some of 

the more extreme examples. Quite 

clearly such wide fluctuations raise 

serious doubts about the reliability of 

the data. 
 

 

4.29 GPs in the plains are able to 

raise some revenues through weekly 

markets, rent from shops owned by 

them, and fees on non-motorized 

vehicles plying within the GP, but 

those in the hills have no such 

sources available to them. The system 

of weekly markets is not prevalent 

here, nor do the GPs in the hills own 

any shops. There are also no non-

motorized vehicles plying within 

their area. Thus the own income of 

GPs in the hill districts is virtually 

non-existent. They are, therefore, 

heavily dependent on SFC grants or 

plan funds through the DRDA and 

the state government. While SFC 

devolution is an entitlement, plan 

funds are for specific schemes. In 
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case a scheme or project is wholly or 

partly funded by gvernment of India 

or by an external agency or donor, it 

may also carry conditionalities 

imposed by government of India or 

the donor, as the case may be.  Table 

4.7 gives a general idea of the flow of 

funds to GPs for plan schemes. In 

spite of certain obvious problems in 

the data (e.g., the extremely low 

amounts reported by Pauri Garhwal, 

and to some extent Almora and 

Chamoli), it is quite obvious that 

considerable sums of money are 

being handled by the GPs as a result 

of their involvement in the 

implementation of plan schemes. In 

itself this is a positive feature, 

because it gives the elected members 

of the GP confidence to take on 

major responsibilities for the 

development of their village. 

However, it also has a down side, 

because over the years they have got 

so used to being given detailed 

instructions and guidelines on the use 

of funds transferred to them for plan 

schemes, that they fail to appreciate 

the significance of SFC devolution, 

which is their entitlement meant to 

strengthen them as institutions of 

self-governance. They not only view 

all transfers as a grant from the 

government, but have also come to 

depend heavily on this largesse from 

above to the detriment of any attempt 

to raise their own revenues. 

 

4.30 Section 141 of the UP Kshetra 

Panchayat and Zila Panchayat 

Adhiniyam, 1961 mandates ZPs to 

contribute out of its net proceeds of 

the circumstances and property tax, 

such amounts to the funds of the GPs 

as it may determine having regard to 

the requirements of each of such 

gram panchayats.  We have, however, 

been told that no such devolution is 

taking place in the state.  It is not 

surprising knowing that all the ZPs 

themselves are in financial 

difficulties. 

 
Table 4.7 

 

Flow of Funds to GPs for Plan 

Schemes Aggregated at District Level 

(2001-05) 

 
District Amount 

Received for 
Plan Schemes 
(Thousand Rs) 

Almora 30708 

Bageshwar 258539 

Chamoli 34702 

Champawat 151383 

Dehradun 341809 

Hardwar 407061 

Nainital 1328452 

Pauri 1083 

Pithoragarh 220345 

Rudraprayag 332914 

Tehri 419484 

Udham Singh 

Nagar 510332 

Uttarkashi 183647 
                       Source: SFC questionnaire 

 

 

Expenditure Pattern  

Zila Panchayats: 
4.31 The expenditure pattern of ZPs 

reveals that in a majority of cases (9 

out of 13) expenditure on office and 

establishment constituted, on an 

average, over 70 per cent of revenue 

expenditure between  2001-02 to 
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2004-05.  In one case, it was 50 per 

cent while in the remaining three, it 

was between 23 and 31 per cent 

(table 4.8).  In the case of Pauri ZP, 

the figure was 100 per cent. 

 

4.32 After meeting the expenses on 

office and establishment, the balance 

own revenue was spent by the ZPs on 

three items, viz. maintenance of 

assets, roads and bridges.  Only five 

ZPs provided information about the 

expenditure incurred by them on 

repair and maintenance of roads and 

bridges asked for in the 

Commission’s questionnaire.   

Almora incurred the maximum 

expenditure on this item- Rs. 364.5 

lakh in 2003-04 and Rs. 299.2 lakh in 

2004-05.  In the second place, came  

Dehradun with an expenditure of Rs. 

102.5 lakh in 2003-04 and Rs. 107.0 

lakh in 2004-05.  Dehradun  was 

followed by  Tehri Garhwal, which 

spent Rs. 82.9 lakh and Rs. 82.0 lakh 

and  Chamoli, which spent Rs. 35.1 

lakh and Rs. 62.3 lakh respectively in 

the same two years.   Champawat  

provided data for only 2003-04, when 

it incurred an expenditure of Rs. 24.5 

lakh on this account.   

 
Table 4.8 

 

Average Expenditure on Office and Establishment as per cent of Revenue 

Expenditure of ZPs. 

ZP 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 Average 

Almora 91.00 89.06 88.96 65.64 83.67 

Bageshwar 100.00 100.00 93.81 88.43 95.56 

Chamoli 81.06 59.55 66.92 72.85 70.10 

Champawat 33.46 32.30 32.67 23.62 30.51 

Dehradun 98.59 96.80 98.39 97.43 97.80 

Hardwar 85.77 77.50 75.07 76.02 78.59 

Nainital 100.00 100.00 97.38 98.52 98.98 

Pauri 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Pithoragarh 39.20 16.10 22.68 12.79 22.69 

Rudraprayag 25.95 39.62 22.51 28.83 29.23 

Tehri 74.97 72.85 70.32 73.35 72.87 

Udham Singh Nagar 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 

Uttarkashi 93.63 91.56 82.59 84.11 87.97 

Total ZPs 63.72 55.97 53.17 52.05 56.23 

 

Source: SFC questionnaire  



 51 

4.33 Comparison of the revenue 

receipts from own sources (tax and 

non-tax) (vide annexure IV-A) and 

revenue expenditure of the ZPs (vide 

annexure IV-D) shows that only 4 

ZPs (Bageshwar, Nainital, Pauri and 

Uttarkashi) had a revenue surplus in 

2004-05 (the latest year for which 

actual figures are available); all 

others were in deficit on the revenue 

account. The position in earlier years 

have been worse and only Pauri 

maintained a consistent revenue 

surplus position from 2001-02 to 

2004-05, but this ZP also turned in to 

a deficit ZP in 2005-06. 

 

Kshetra Panchayats: 
4.34 As has been mentioned earlier 

in this chapter, kshetra panchayats do 

not have any independent source of 

income nor have they been given any 

share in the SFC devolution by 

FSFC-U.  The KPs perform only 

agency functions by executing 

schemes funded and decided by the 

Planning Commission in respect of 

plan schemes and by the MPs and 

MLAs in respect of the discretionary 

funds passed on by them.      

 

Gram Panchayats: 
4.35  GPs have been receiving 

funds from various sources: share in 

state revenues as per the 

recommendation of the SFC, grant 

recommended by NFC and  plan 

grants. Their own expenses are nil, as 

they do not have any staff of their 

own, the gram panchayat vikas 

adhikari, who serves as the secretary 

of the GP, being an employee of the 

state government. The grants 

received by the GPs are utilized for 

undertaking development works  and 

for building durable assets.  Table 4.9 

gives some idea of the kind of assets 

created by GPs during 2001-05.  
 

Table 4.9 

Permanent Assets Created by GPs in 

the State During 2001-02 to 2004-05 

 

Asset Number 

Panchayat Bhawan 760 

Other Buildings 408 

Public Toilets 118 

Public Handpumps 8876 

Shops 219 

Tubewells 727 
    Source: SFC questionnaire 

 

 

4.36 The grants received by the 

GPs as a result of the 

recommendations of the Eleventh 

finance Commission were used for 

small development works in the GP 

area.  According to the information 

compiled by the Director Panchayats 

of Uttaranchal government, between 

2001-02 and 2003-04 GPs completed 

28,477 different development 

projects. Of these 18,521 (65 per cent 

were for building brick/stone-paved 

streets (Kharanja), 2,858 (10 per cent  

for water supply, 2833 (10 per cent 

for works in primary schools, 1,980 

(7 per cent) for street lights, 1,460 (5 

per cent) for drains, 560 (2 per cent) 

for construction of shops and 261 (1 

per cent) for cremation grounds.  

 

Forecast of Revenues and  

Expenditure 
4.37 The Commission has made a 

forecast of the revenue receipts from 

own sources and revenue expenditure 

of the ZPs for the Commission’s 
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award period (2006-07 to 2010-11).  

The forecast is based on the CAGR 

of revenue receipts from own sources 

and revenue expenditure during 

2001-02 to 2004-05, subject to a 

minimum CAGR of 5 per cent.  The 

result has been summarized in table 

4.10, which shows the actual revenue 

surplus/ deficit for the period 2001-

05, corrected estimates for 2005-06 

and the forecast for 2006-11.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The forecast shows that in the five 

year period of our award, three ZPs 

(Dehradun, Hardwar and Uttarkashi) 

would have a revenue surplus in all 

the years, as against none in the 

previous five year period.  

 

4.38 Since KPs and GPs have 

practically no revenue of their own, 

we have not attempted forecast of 

their revenues and expenditure.     
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 Table 4.10 

                                                Revenue Surplus/Deficit of Zila Panchayats                                    (Thousand Rs.) 

ZP 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 

Actual Actual Actual Actual Corrected Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast 

Almora -1683.02 -1340.95 -4556.29 -2547.67 -1645.11 -1751.38 -1862.18 -1977.31 -2096.50 

Bageshwar -11.90 843.20 548.76 95.10 -243.08 -238.46 -227.25 -207.59 -177.26 

Chamoli -1172.70 -1026.59 -1636.31 -2922.06 -941.05 -1016.09 -1096.31 -1181.96 -1273.25 

Champawat -8632.00 -11335.00 -11569.00 -26738.00 -22128.02 -26469.27 -31591.74 -37632.88 -44754.17 

Dehradun -1477.74 -681.10 -1356.98 -1135.75 -95.62 92.78 312.23 566.59 860.10 

Hardwar 585.00 -11.00 -1706.00 267.00 6776.12 9392.11 12876.07 17495.29 23595.82 

Nainital -2675.00 -800.00 -79.00 16.00 -1849.36 -2605.36 -3584.91 -4846.62 -6463.52 

Pauri 336.72 118.41 100.70 446.94 -625.88 -900.17 -1207.62 -1551.42 -1935.09 

Pithoragarh -3742.00 -8240.00 -23643.00 -23787.00 -28451.92 -38005.46 -50666.19 -67432.92 -89624.09 

Rudra Prayag -2328.00 -9099.00 -5635.00 -9412.00 -15111.58 -17145.80 -19450.10 -22060.01 -25015.72 

Tehri -9094.00 -2949.00 -1715.00 -1244.00 -967.53 -207.77 753.67 1957.69 3452.88 

U.S.Nagar -5325.00 -3626.00 -4903.00 -4406.00 -7202.06 -8306.56 -9576.89 -11037.57 -12716.67 

Uttarkashi -2220.00 -483.00 -667.00 385.00 1493.01 2319.34 3327.37 4550.39 6027.32 

Total ZPs -37439.64 -38630.03 -56817.12 -70982.44 -71247.93 -84874.95 -100962.74 -119940.06 -142308.56 
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5.1 There are three categories of 

urban local bodies (ULBs) in 

Uttaranchal: nagar nigam (NN) or 

municipal corporation, nagar palika 

parishad  (NNP) and nagar panchayat 

(NP). There are at present 63 ULBs 

comprising one NN (at Dehradun) 

and 31 NPPs and NPs each. A full list 

of ULBs is given in annexure II-A. 

Article 243 Y (1) of the Constitution 

and para 4 of the TOR mandates us to 

review the financial position of the 

ULBs before we make our 

recommendation.   

 

An Overview 
 

5.2 The ULBs of Uttaranchal are 

governed by municipal legislations of 

Uttar Pradesh, viz. U.P. Municipal 

Corporation Act, 1959, which is 

applicable to the sole municipal 

corporation of Uttaranchal, viz. 

Dehradun and U.P. Municipalities 

Act, 1916, which is applicable to 

NPPs and NPs.  

5.3 Like the zila panchayats, 

municipal bodies of Uttaranchal also 

have a fairly long history. Some of 

them came into existence as far back 

as the end of the nineteenth century. 

A comparison of the present status of 

ULBs with their status during the 

decades of the 1950s and 1960s 

shows that many important functions 

that the ULBs performed in the past 

have been taken over by the state 

government. In the past, 

municipalities of Uttaranchal were 

running primary schools, 

dispensaries, and veterinary hospitals, 

and were looking after water supply. 

Some of them (e.g. Mussoorie and 

Nainital) were also generating and 

distributing electricity. Primary 

schools were taken over by the Basic 

Shiksha Parishad, water supply by the 

Garhwal and Kumaon Jal Sansthans 

(now the Uttaranchal Jal Sansthan) 

and electricity generation and 

distribution passed into the hands of, 

first the U.P. State Electricity Board 

and now the Uttaranchal Power 

Corporation Limited (UPCL). All 

properties and assets connected with 

these functions were also transferred 

to the department/agency to which 

the function was transferred without 

any compensation whatsoever being 

paid to the ULBs. In the past, 

municipalities also had the power to 

approve building plans as per their 

bye-laws and they ensured that the 

plans were followed in actual 

practice. This power has now passed 

into the hands of the development 

authorities in places where such 

authorities exist, or into the hands of 

the prescribed authorities in the 

remaining places, designated as 

regulated areas. The ULBs have also 

lost some important sources of 

revenue like octroi and toll tax, which 

were abolished by the state 

government, again without 

adequately compensating the 

municipal bodies for the recurring 

loss suffered by them. Development 

charges and fees for approval of 
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building plans are no longer available 

to them as these are now collected 

and kept by the development 

authorities or the prescribed authority 

for the regulated area. The ULBs, 

thus, have suffered a serious loss of 

independence, and their status as self-

governing institutions has been 

eroded. They have been transformed 

into subordinate agencies of the state 

government. The situation today is 

such that they cannot do anything 

much without the permission of the 

state government. They cannot make 

any appointments unless the state 

government has created the post and 

granted permission to fill the post. 

Personnel in supervisory positions 

belong to centralized services, 

appointment to which is made by the 

state government. The state retains 

the power to transfer people 

belonging to the centralized services.  

5.4 The financial condition of 

most of the ULBs (with only a few 

exceptions) is none too strong. Their 

main sources of income are the taxes 

and fees levied by them, grants from 

the national finance commission, 

grants from the state government and 

devolution recommended by the state 

finance commission. As has been 

discussed in chapter 2, NPPs and NPs 

do not have any mandatory power to 

raise revenue unlike a municipal 

corporation, which has the mandatory 

power to levy property tax (including 

general, water, drainage and 

conservancy taxes), animal tax and 

vehicle & boat tax. The discretionary 

powers given to NPPs and NPs 

include power to levy property, trade, 

profession, theatre, vehicle, dog, 

animal, circumstances & property, 

water drainage, scavenging and 

conservancy taxes besides licence 

and user fee. A municipal 

Corporation has the discretion to levy 

betterment, advertisement, 

profession, dog and theatre taxes. The 

other sources of revenue are transfers 

from the central and the state 

governments (through the mechanism 

of finance commission as well as 

otherwise). Some of the ULBs earn 

revenue by exploiting their 

immovable assets through rental 

arrangement or sale.   

5.5 In actual practice, however 

property tax is the single most 

important tax (in many cases the only 

tax) being levied by the 

municipalities and is also their main 

source of own income. As in the case 

of PRIs, the elected bodies show 

extreme reluctance to either impose 

taxes or revise existing rates upwards. 

The other important source of income 

of the municipalities is licence fees. 

These are being levied to a varying 

extent by all municipalities. In 

general, the larger municipalities and 

those located in the plains (districts of 

Hardwar and Udham Singh Nagar 

and plain areas of Nainital, Pauri and 

Champawat districts, and in the Doon 

valley) are able to raise more money 

from licence fees as compared to the 

smaller municipalities, especially 

those located in the hills. This is to be 

expected, since the income from 

licence fees is dependent on the level 

of economic and commercial activity 

in the urban centres.         
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Special Features of ULBs 

5.6 Before reviewing the finances 

of the municipal bodies in 

Uttaranchal, it will be worthwhile to 

take a quick look at some special 

features of urban local bodies that 

could have a bearing on their 

financial situation. In this context, 

two features stand out: one is the 

large number of ULBs having small 

population and the second is 

predominance of ULBs with small 

area. Table 5.1 gives the district-wise 

distribution of ULBs in Uttaranchal 

according to population size as per 

the 2001 census. It will be seen that 

three-fourths of the ULBs have a  

population of less than 25,000 and 

over half have less than 10,000 

people. At the other extreme, only 

three ULBs out of 63 in the state - 

Dehradun, Hardwar and Haldwani-

Kathgodam - have a population in 

excess of 1,00,000. Moreover, most 

of the ULBs in the hill districts fall in 

the lowest two population classes - 

less than 10,000 and 10,000 - 25,000. 

The only exceptions are Pithoragarh 

(population 44,964), Nainital 

(population 38,630), Almora 

(population 30,154), and New Tehri 

(population 25,423). On the other 

hand, 5 out of 9 ULBs with 

population in excess of 25,000 and all 

7 with population exceeding 50,000 

are located either in the foothills or in 

the plains of the state.  
 

 

 

Table 5.1  

 

District-wise Distribution of Urban Local Bodies in Uttaranchal According to 

Population: Census 2001 

District Population Group 

 Less than 

10,000 

10,000-

25000 

25,000-

50,000 

50,000-

1,00,000 

1,00,000-

5,00,000 

Total 

Almora 1  1   2 

Bageshwar 1 2    1 

Chamoli 4 1    6 

Champawat 2 1    3 

Dehradun 2 2 1 1 1 6 

Hardwar 1  1 1 1 6 

Nainital 4  2  1 7 

Pauri Garhwal 1 3    4 

Pithoragarh 2  1   3 

Rudraprayag 2     2 

Tehri Garhwal 5  1   6 

Udham Singh Nagar 6 4 2 2  14 

Uttarkashi 2 1    3 

Total  

  % 

33 

(52.38) 

14 (22.22) 9  

(14.29) 

4  

(6.35) 

3  

(4.76) 

63 

(100.00) 

Source: Department of Urban Development, Government of Uttaranchal. 
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5.7 Almost the same situation 

exists in regard to the area of ULBs 

(vide table 5.2). Out of 63 ULBs in 

Uttaranchal, over 57 per cent (36) 

have an area of 5 sq. kms. or less. 

Another 21 per cent (13) have an area 

between 5 and 10 sq. kms., and 16 

per cent (10) between 10 and 20 

sq.kms. Only 6 per cent (4) have an 

area in excess of 20 sq. kms., out of 

which the area of one (Dehradun) 

exceeds 50 sq. kms. The 36 small 

ULBs (less than 5 sq. kms. in area) in 

the state are divided almost equally 

between the hills and the plains. 

Seventeen are situated in the hills and 

19 in the plains. ULBs belonging to 

the next two population size groups - 

5-10 sq. kms. and 10-20 sq. kms. are 

spread out fairly evenly throughout 

the state. No clear distinction 

between the plains and hills is 

discernible here.  

 

 

Table 5.2 

 

District-wise Distribution of Urban Local Bodies in Uttaranchal According to 

Area (2001)  

 

 Area (sq. km.) 

District Less 

than 5 

5-10 10-20 20-50 more 

than 50 

Total 

Almora 1 1    2 

Bageshwar  1    1 

Chamoli 2  3 1  6 

Champawat 2 1    3 

Dehradun 3 1  1 1 6 

Hardwar 4 1 1   6 

Nainital 5  2   7 

Pauri 

Garhwal 

2 2    4 

Pithoragarh 1 1 1   3 

Rudraprayag 2     2 

Tehri 

Garhwal 

1 3 1 1  6 

Udham 

Singh Nagar 

12 1 1   14 

Uttarkashi 1 1 1   3 

Total  

% 

36 

(57.14) 

13 

(20.63) 

10  

(15.87) 

3  

(4.76) 

1  

(1.59) 

63 

(100.00) 
Source: Department of Urban Development, Government of Uttaranchal. 
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Revenue Trends 

5.8 The municipal revenues in the 

state show considerable fluctuations, 

as can be noticed from table 5.3, 

which presents trends in the revenues 

of Dehradun nagar nigam. The most 

noticeable feature is that transfers 

from SFC constitute around 90 per 

cent of the total revenues in 2003-04 

and 2004-05. On an average, 

however, the SFC devolution 

contributes about 60 to 65 per cent of 

the revenue receipts in the NN.  The 

corresponding figure for NPPs is 

almost the same, while in NPs the 

SFC devolution contributes about 35 

to 43 per cent of the revenue receipts. 

Table 5.3: Head-wise Receipts of Dehradun Nagar Nigam 
 

(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06(Est) 
1 Revenue Receipt      

a) Own Tax Revenue       

I) Property Tax  231 247 244 233 400 

II) Advertisement Tax 14 16 18 22 30 

III) Theatre Tax 2 2 2 1 3 

IV) Others 0 0 0 0 6 

 Total (i) to iv) 247 265 264 256 439 

I) Hotel Licence Fees  1 1 0 24 10 

II) Sale of Immoveable 

Property 

184 189 158 17 20 

III) Rent from immovable 

property  

6 11 12 9 8 

IV) Stamp fees 2 1 1 1 2 

V) Interest on investment 12 3 6 6 6 

VII) Fees from Kanji house 0 1 4 0 5 

VIII

) 

Parking (Contracting out) 17 8 10 11 17 

b) Total Non Tax Revenue  254 288 232 137 121 

c) Total Own Revenue (a+b) 501 553 496 393 560 

d) Grants 0 0 0 3 554 

e) Grants from 11th/12th FC 0 36 70 72 50 

f) Devolution from SFC 805 1220 1398 980 1700 

 (c+d+e+f) 1306 1809 1964 1447 2863 

2 Capital Receipts, of which 0 637 13 36 190 

   Loan from state govt. 

revolving fund 

0 477 11 7 175 

   I.D.S.M.T 0 160 1 29 15 

3 Suspense Account 0 0 0 0 0 

4 Other income 231 907 221 155 833 

 Grand Total (1+2+3+4) 1537 3353 2198 1639 3886 
Source: Questionnaire submitted to Second SFC by each Municipal Body. 
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5.9 If we ignore the optimistic 

estimates for the year 2005-06 given 

by each municipal body,  the share of 

income from own sources to total 

receipts has gradually come down at 

each level of ULBs. In absolute 

terms, own revenues of both NPPs 

and NPs (vide tables 5.4 and 5.5) are 

showing a slight upward trend, 

whereas own revenue of Dehradun 

NN has shown a sharp decline from 

Rs. 5.1 crore in 2001-02 to Rs. 3.9 

crore in 2004-05. This is because of 

the poor recovery from non-tax 

revenue sources, particularly due to 

sharp decline in the income from sale 

of immovable property in 2004-05, 

down to Rs. 17 lakh from Rs.158 

lakh in the previous year.  

Surprisingly, the NN has estimated a 

small amount of Rs.20 lakh for the 

year 2005-06. 

 

 

Table 5.4: Head-wise Receipts of All Nagar Palika Parishads 
 

(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Est.) 

1 Revenue Receipt      

a) Own Tax Revenue      

i) Property Tax 418 460 474 539 687 

ii) Advertisement Tax 8 6 8 9 16 

iii) Others 261 273 244 279 810 

 Total (i-iii) 686 739 726 827 1513 

b) Total Non-Tax Revenue  1176 1480 1488 1373 1678 

c) Total Own Revenue 

(a+b) 

1862 2219 2213 2200 3191 

d) Grants 658 916 1160 804 1590 

e) 11th/ 12th FC Grants 4 377 746 752 473 

f) Devolution from SFC 4203 5480 5460 5021 2783 

 (c+d+e+f) 6727 8992 9579 8777 8036 

2 Loans 668 874 845 401 1494 

3 Suspense Account 30 34 22 92 267 

4 Other income 52 73 108 130 416 

 Grand Total (1+2+3+4) 7478 9972 10554 9399 10213 
Source: Same as in Table 5.3. 
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Table 5.5: Head-wise Receipts of All Nagar Panchayats 
 

(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Est.) 

1 Revenue Receipt      

a) Own Tax Revenue      

i) Property Tax 41 50 47 60 82 

ii) Advertisement Tax 0 0 0 0 0 

iii) Others 39 49 74 60 57 

 Total (i-iii) 80 99 121 121 139 

b) Total Non-Tax Revenue  176 130 138 174 207 

c) Total Own Revenue 

a)+b) 

256 230 259 295 345 

d) Grants 139 267 549 231 1124 

e) 11th/ 12th FC Grants 13 68 156 157 223 

f) Devolution from SFC 308 374 531 428 730 

 (c+d+e+f) 717 939 1495 1110 2422 

2 Loans 41 87 112 181 502 

3 Suspense Account 2 0 1 1 21 

4 Other income 3 22 25 34 96 

 Grand Total (1+2+3+4) 763 1047 1632 1326 3042 
Source: Same as in Table 5.3.     

5.10  Average per capita revenue 

from own sources (taxes, tolls, fees, 

licence fees, interest from 

investments, income from property 

etc.) for four years (2001-02 to 2004-

05) exhibits considerable variation. It 

ranges between Rs. 23 to 1004 in 

different ULBs (excluding the three 

non-elected NPs of Badrinath, 

Kedarnath and Gangotri). Twenty 

five ULBs collected less than Rs. 100 

per capita (and of these 10 collected 

less than Rs. 50 per capita), 22 

collected between Rs. 100 and Rs. 

199 per capita, 9 between Rs. 200 

and Rs. 299 per capita, 2 between Rs. 

300 and Rs. 499 per capita, and 1 

each between Rs. 500 and Rs. 999 

per capita and Rs. 1000 or more per  

capita. Details are given in annexure 

V-A.  

5.11 Tables 5.3, 5.4 and 5.5 show 

that, over a period of time, property 

tax, which is known as bhawan kar in 

the state, contributes the highest to 

the own tax revenues of the ULBs. It 

contributes about 90 per cent of the 

own tax revenues and about 40 per 

cent of total own revenues of 

Dehradun nagar nigam, while in all 

nagar palika parishads, the 

corresponding figures hover around 

60 per cent and 25 per cent 

respectively. In nagar panchayats 

also, the tax contributes half of the 

total own tax revenues. This trend is 

similar to other states where octroi is 
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not levied.  The next most significant 

source of tax revenue is 

advertisement tax followed by theatre 

tax.  

5.12 Among non-tax sources, rent, 

tahbazari (surcharge from hawkers 

and markets), and licence fees 

contribute the maximum, particularly 

in NPPs and NPs.  It can be noticed 

that NPPs and NPs depend more on 

non tax revenues, than on tax 

revenues. 

Expenditure Trends 

5.13 Tables 5.6, 5.7 and 5.8 show 

trends in expenditure of NN, NPPs 

and NPs respectively. Total 

expenditure of NN was Rs.14.9 

crore in 2001-02, which rose to 

about Rs.18 crore in the 2003-04 

and came down to Rs.16.1 crore in 

subsequent year.  

Table 5.6: Head-wise Expenditure of Dehradun Nagar Nigam 

(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 (Est.) 
1 Revenue Expenditure      

A Establishment Expenditure      

i) Salary 809 863 952 900 1041 

ii) Pension 66 92 150 95 188 

iii) Office exp 9 8 10 11 18 

iv) Telephone 3 3 4 4 5 

v) Purchase of vehicle 87 97 25 5 172 

vi) Petrol 19 26 31 35 35 

vii) Electricity 2 3 6 3 8 

 Total A 994 1092 1178 1052 1468 

B Maintenance of Assets 0 0 0 0 0 

i) Maintenance of roads 0 0 0 0 0 

ii) Residential building rent to employees 2 6 39 38 140 

 Total B 2 6 39 38 140 

C Social services 0 0 0 0 0 

i) Exp on cleaning materials 22 9 15 11 45 

ii) Public security and facility 75 60 13 6 90 

iii) Public health/Medicine purchase 3 3 5 5 5 

 Total C 100 72 32 22 140 

 Total Revenue Exp (A+B+C) 1097 1169 1250 1112 1748 

2 Capital Expenditure 0 0 0 0 0 

i) Drainage  7 0 82 86 129 

ii) Office Building 0 0 0 0 387 

iii) Road Construction  341 203 377 302 976 

iv) Construction of Drain 0 1 0 0 50 

v) Park Construction 12 1 0 0 50 

 Total 2 359 204 459 388 1591 

3 Suspense Account 0 0 0 0 0 

4 Other Expenditure 33 59 90 116 491 

 Grand Total (1+2+3+4) 1489 1432 1799 1617 3830 

 Source: Same as in Table 5.3    



 62 

 

Sharp increase in “salary” and 

“expenditure on assets” could be the 

reason for the rise in 2003-04. Total 

expenditure of NPPs has also been 

showing steady increase in the later 

years. It has increased from Rs.56.4 

crore in 2001-02 to Rs.78.4 crore in 

2004-05. 

5.14 The total expenditure of nagar 

panchayats has registered a high 

growth of about 40 to 50 per cent 

every year.  The NPPs could support 

the high expenditure due to increase 

in the grants, including Eleventh 

Finance Commission grants in the 

years 2003-04 and 2004-05.  Some 

discrepancy in the data of nagar  

 

panchayat expenditure was noticed. 

This however, does not affect the 

trend. 

5.15 The Commission attempted to 

capture, through its questionnaires, 

the data with respect to core 

municipal services, viz. roads, street 

lighting, drinking water supply, and 

waste management. So far as 

drinking water supply is concerned, 

Jal Sansthan and Jal Nigam, the 

parallel parastatal agencies, are 

responsible for this service. For other 

core services for which municipal 

bodies are responsible, it seems, no 

headwise account of the expenditure 

on these services is maintained by the 

municipalities.  
 

 

 

 

Table 5.7: Head-wise Expenditure of Nagar Palika Parishads  
(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Est.) 
1 Revenue Expenditure      

A Establishment Expenditure      

i) Salary 3743 3701 3812 3876 3365 

ii) Pension 479 354 349 361 416 

iii) Office exp 94 178 578 365 354 

iv) Telephone 14 16 21 25 29 

v) Purchase of vehicle 9 15 28 32 53 

vi) Petrol 60 69 75 91 124 

vii) Purchase of Material/decoration 15 17 33 22 54 

viii) Library 5 5 13 13 23 

ix) Electricity 228 225 233 254 294 

 Total A 4222 4151 4707 4572 4216 

B Maintenance of Assets (Total) 97 107 252 156 433 

C Social services (Total) 1188 1135 2647 2794 5228 

 Total Revenue Exp (A+B+C) 5507 5392 7606 7522 9877 

 Capital Expenditure 130 114 211 317 185 

 Grand Total  5638 5506 7816 7840 10061 

 Source: Same as in Table 5.3      
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Table 5.8: Head-wise Expenditure of Nagar Panchayats 

(Rs in lakh) 

 Item 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Est.) 
1 Revenue Expenditure      

A Establishment Expenditure      

i) Salary 250 314 303 297 334 

ii) Pension 4 4 4 4 14 

iii) Office exp 36 16 31 30 35 

iv) Telephone 2 5 5 6 7 

v) Purchase of vehicle 0 1 1 1 3 

vi) Petrol 2 271 254 336 552 

vii) Purchase of Material/decoration 13 6 5 3 34 

viii) Library 0 1 1 0 1 

ix) Electricity 4 3 2 7 20 

 Total A 312 621 606 685 998 

B Toatl B 164 330 460 467 951 

C Total C 91 149 279 382 398 

 Total Revenue Exp (A+B+C) 566 832 1094 1201 1801 

 Capital Expenditure 156 214 489 521 814 

 Grand Total  722 1045 1583 1722 2615 

 Source: Same as in Table 5.3      

5.16 It is a matter of great concern 

that salary and pensions contribute 

the most to expenditure. In Dehradun 

nagar nigam, salary and pension 

constitute 80 to 85 per cent of total 

revenue expenditure.  NPPs also 

show a similar picture.  Nagar 

panchayats are however, different 

from NN and NPPs in this regard, 

where the share of salary and 

pensions fluctuates between 30 to 40 

per cent.   

5.17 Other establishment costs, i.e., 

office expenses, purchase of vehicles, 

petrol and electricity constitute the 

other major items of expenditure. Per 

capita expenditure on establishment 

and office expenses (vide annexure 

V-B) shows considerable variation in 

different ULBs. The average  

 

expenditure for four years (2001-02 

to 2004-05) in respect of the ULBs 

(excluding the three non-elected NPs 

of Badrinath, Kedarnath and 

Gangotri) ranges between Rs.21.50 

and Rs. 1799. Establishment 

expenses include salary and 

allowances, pension, provident fund, 

gratuity and leave salary of staff. Of 

these, 6 spent less that Rs.100 per 

capita on office and establishment, 19 

spent between Rs. 100 and Rs.199 

per capita, 14 between Rs.200 and 

Rs.299 per capita, 9 between Rs.300 

and Rs. 499 per capita, 8 between Rs. 

500 and Rs. 999 per capita and 4 

spent Rs. 1000 or more per capita. If 

the pattern of establishment 

expenditure of NPPs is compared 

with that of NPs, it is interesting to 

note that electricity expenditure of 
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NPPs is similar to the petrol 

expenditure of NPs. The figure 

hovers around Rs.2.5 crore. While 

NPs spend high amount on petrol, 

they spend very little on electricity.  

It is learnt that the Uttaranchal Power 

Corporation Limited has to realise 

huge arrears from ULBs as electricity 

bills of street lighting. 

 

5.18 Further analysis of the 

expenditure pattern of ULBs shows 

that office and establishment 

expenses account for the bulk of the 

expenditure of ULBs. In the case of 

Dehradun NN, establishment 

expenses accounted for over 90 per 

cent of revenue expenses in each of 

the four years, 2001-02 to 2004-05. 

The average for the four years was 

93.22 per cent. In the case of NPPs 

and NPs, this figure was much lower 

at 69.08 per cent and 60.55 per cent 

respectively (vide table 5.9).  

 

5.19 With such high levels of 

expenditure committed to office and 

establishment, quite obviously not 

much is available for spending on 

core civic services and works. 

According to a study conducted by 

the Indian Institute of Public 

Administration, Dehradun NN spent 

on an average 1.23 per cent of 

revenue expenditure on cleaning 

materials, 3.33 per cent on public 

security and facilities and 0.35 per 

cent on public health and medicines 

during 2001-02 to 2004-05. In the 

case of NPPs, 9.41 per cent of 

revenue expenditure was incurred on 

maintenance of assets and 29.83 per 

cent on services during the same 

period, while the corresponding 

figures for NPs were 31.26 per cent 

on maintenance of assets and 19.83 

per cent on services. 

 

 

Overall Financial Condition of 

ULBs 
 

5.20 It is evident from paras 5.6 

and 5.7 above that there is a 

predominance of small ULBs, both in 

terms of population as well as area, in 

Uttaranchal. This severely hampers 

their capacity to raise revenues. As a 

result, most of the ULBs are not able 

to raise enough revenues of their own 

in the form of taxes or as fees, tolls 

and service charges to meet their 

current liabilities, consisting of 

establishment expenses (salary and 

allowances of employees, pension, 

gratuity and provident fund 

contributions and other dues) and 

routine office expenses. They have 

perforce to rely upon their share of  

Table 5.9 

Average Expenditure on office and establishment as percentage  of 

Revenue Expedniture for ULBs 

  2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 Average 

Nagar Palika Parishads 76.67 76.98 61.89 60.78 69.08 

Nagar Panchayats 55.12 74.64 55.39 57.04 60.55 

Nagar Nigam 90.61 93.41 94.24 94.60 93.22 

Total 77.10 79.32 65.24 64.15 71.45 

Sources: SFC questionnaire  
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devolution from SFC in order to keep 

afloat. Even then, some ULBs are not 

able to meet their full expenditure on 

establishment and office expenses. 

This is clear from table 5.10, which 

lists those ULBs whose office and 

establishment expense exceed their 

revenue including SFC devolution for 

the years 2001-02 to 2004-05.  

 

5.21 The data on income and 

establishment expenditure have been 

analyzed in tables 5.11, which 

categorise all the ULBs into three 

categories: (a) those that are able to 

meet their establishment and office 

expenses from their own sources (tax 

and non-tax) in all the years; (b) 

those that are able to meet their 

establishment and office expenses in 

some years, but not all years; and (c) 

those that are not able to meet their 

establishment and office expenses in 

any year. Establishment expenses 

include salary, allowances and 

retirement benefits (pension payment 

and contribution and provident fund 

payment and contribution) of 

employees. The only nagar nigam in 

the state (Dehradun) was not able to 

meet its committed expenditure on 

establishment and office expenses out 

of its own revenues in any year 

between 2001-02 and 2004-05. None 

of the NPPs too were able to meet 

this expenditure from their own 

sources in any of the years; but 5 

were able to do so in some years. The 

NPs fared somewhat better in this 

respect-2 were able to meet 

establishment and office expenses 

from their own revenue sources in all 

the years and 9 in some years. 

However, the vast majority i.e., the 

sole NN, 26 of the 31 NPPs and 20 of 

the 31 NPs were unable to generate 

enough revenues from their own 

sources to meet their establishment 

and office expenses. This implies that 

these ULBs were dependent on SFC 

devolution to meet even their 

establishment and office expenses.  
Table 5.10 

ULBs Incurring Excessive Office and Establishment Expenditures 
       

SI. No. ULBs 

Office & Establishment Expenditure to Own Revenue+SFC devolution (per 

cent) 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 Average 

1 Dugadda 82.64 480.13 118.29 85.46 191.63 

2 Nainital  138.89 205.33 248.80 147.10 185.03 

3 Haldwani  113.46 124.69 115.15 138.20 122.88 

4 Rudrapur  247.96 173.41 158.73 203.29 195.85 

5 Gadarpur  291.52 355.97 351.93 330.15 332.39 

6 Almora 150.21 141.00 114.66 126.80 133.17 

7 Bageshwar  366.20 337.03 301.69 164.52 292.36 

8 Bheemtal 187.69 89.12 57.33 70.40 101.13 

9 Dwarahat 280.58 62.65 46.27 37.87 106.84 
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Table 5.11 

 

Categorisation of ULBs on the Basis of their Financial Situation (Pre-SFC 

Devolution) (2001-02 to 2004-05). 

 
Category NN No. NPP No NP No Total 

A. Able to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses 

from own 

revenues 

(tax+non-tax) 

in all years. 

- - - - Kaladhungi, Sultanpur   2   2 

B. Able to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses 

from own 

revenues 

(tax+non-tax) 

in only some 

years 

- - Srinagar, Kotdwar, 

Mussoorie, Kichha, 

Hardwar 

  5 Badrinath, Gauchar, 

Nandprayag, 

Kedarnath, Muni Ki 

Reti, Herbertpur, 

Mahuadabra, Didihat, 

Jhabrera. 

  9   14 

C. Not able to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses 

from own 

revenue 

(tax+non-tax) 

in any year. 

Dehradun 1 Uttarkashi,Joshimath, 

Gopeshwar, Pauri, 

Dugadda, Tehri, 

Narendranagar, 

Nainital, Haldwani, 

Ramnagar, Bhowali, 

Kashipur, Rudrapur, 

Gadarpur, Bazpur, 

Jaspur, Sitarganj, 

Khatima, Almora, 

Bageshwar, 

Pithoragarh, Tanakpur, 

Roorkee, Manglaur. 

 

26 

Barkot, Gangotri, 

Karnaprayag, 

Rudraprayag, 

Kirtinagar, Devprayag, 

Chamba, Doiwala, 

Bhimtal, Lalkuan, 

Dineshpur, Kelakhera, 

Shaktigarh, 

Mahuakheraganj, 

Dwarahat, Dharchula, 

Champawat, 

Lohaghat, 

Landhaura,Laksar. 

 

20 

 47 

Source: SFC questionnaire  

This becomes apparent from table 

5.12, which divides the ULBs into the 

same three categories as in the 

previous case, but after including the 

amount of SFC devolution. Now the 

situation changes dramatically - 

Dehradun NN, 21 NPPs and 27 NPs 

were able to meet their establishment 

and office expenses in all years; 4 

NPPs and 3NPs were able to do so in 

some years; but 5 NPPs and 1 NP 

were still not able to do so in any 

year.  

 

5.22 The revenues of ULBs 

comprising mainly property tax have 

been more or less stagnant between 

2001-02 and 2004-05 in all the 

municipalities, The only 

municipalities that have increased 

their tax revenues in a significant way 

during this period are Rudrapur  
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Table 5.12 

 

Categorisation of ULBs on the Basis of their Financial Situation (Post-SFC 

Devolution) (2001-02 to 2004-05) 

 
Category NN No. NPP No. NP No. Total 

A. Able to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses after 

SFC 

devolution in 

all years 

Dehradun     1 Uttarkashi, 

Kotdwar, 

Mussoorie, 

Rishikesh, 

Ramnagar, 

Gopeshwar, Pauri, 

Srinagar, Tehri, 

Bhowali, Kashipur, 

Pithoragarh, 

Kichha, Bazpur, 

Jaspur, Tanakpur, 

Roorkee,Sitarganj, 

Hardwar, 

Manglaur, 

Joshimath. 

    

21 

Gangotri, Badrinath, 

Gauchar, 

Karnaprayag, Barkot, 

Bhimtal, Rudraprayag, 

Kedarnath, Muni ki 

Reti, Lalkuan, 

Dineshpur, Chamba, 

Doiwala, Dharchula, 

Lohaghat, Herbertpur, 

Kaladhungi,Sultanpur, 

Kelakhera, 

Shaktigarh,Didihat, 

Champawat, 

Mahuadabra, 

Mahuakheraganj, 

Jhabrera, Landhaura, 

Laksar. 

    27     49 

B. Able  to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses after 

SFC 

devolution in 

only some 

years 

- - Dugadda, 

Narendranagar, 

Vikasnagar, 

Khatima  

  4  Nandprayag, 

Kirtinagar, Dwarahat 

  3   7 

C. Not able to 

meet 

establishment 

and office 

expenses after 

SFC 

devolution in 

any year. 

- - Nainital, Haldwani, 

Rudrapur, Almora, 

Bageshwar 

  5 Devprayag   1   6 

D. Incomplete 

data 

- - Gadarpur 1 - - 1 

NN- Nagar; NPP- Nagar Palika Parishad; NP- Nagar Panchayat. 

Source: SFC questionnaire 

(by 99 per cent), Rishikesh (by 56 per 

cent), Almora (by 53 per cent) and 

Kotdwar (by 30 per cent). Non-tax 

revenues, on the other hand, have 

shown greater buoyancy in almost all 

the cases. The major exceptions are 

Ramnagar, Kashipur, Gadarpur and 

Khatima among NPPs and Muni Ki 

Reti, Chamba and Dineshpur among 

NPs. The increase in non-tax 

revenues have been most significant 

in the case of Bageshwar (203 per 

cent), Hardwar (154 per cent), Tehri 

(101 per cent), Nainital (66 per cent) 

and Srinagar (55 per cent). In 

Roorkee, there has been wide 
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fluctuations from year to year in the 

yield from non-tax sources. As a 

result, no clear pattern can be 

discerned.  

 

5.23 In the case of NPs, though the 

pattern of non-tax revenues is similar 

to that of NPPs, the quantum of 

revenue collected is much less-in 

general, less than ten lakh rupees per 

year. Combined with low yields from 

tax revenues, the result is that NPs 

are heavily dependent on other 

sources of income, mainly SFC 

devolution, to meet their normal 

expenditure. 

 

2.24 These trends show that ULBs 

are not keen to raise or collect taxes, 

presumably fearing adverse public 

reaction. They are, however, not 

averse to raising non tax revenues.  

 

Property Tax 
 

5.25 The most important source of 

revenue for ULBs is the property tax.  

Annexure V-C shows the share of 

property tax in (a) own revenue (from 

tax and non-tax sources) and (b) total 

revenue of the municipalities. In the 

Dehradun NN, the share of property 

tax in own revenue ranged between 

45 per cent and 49 per cent during 

2001-02 and 2004-05. In the case of 

NPPs and NPs, on the other hand, 

considerable variation is noticeable in 

this respect among different ULBs, 

and in some cases also from year to 

year. Leaving aside some of the more 

extreme cases, we find that, in 

general, the contribution of property 

tax to own revenue is higher among 

NPs as compared to NPPs. It implies 

that non-tax sources of revenue (fees, 

tolls etc.) contribute a much larger 

share of revenue in the latter than in 

the former. This is quite 

understandable given the fact that  

NPPs not only have a larger 

population base than NPs, but they 

also tend to be more commercialised 

and provide a larger market. As a 

result, their capacity to raise revenues 

through both tax and non-tax sources 

is also much higher. Data in annexure 

V-C also lend support to the assertion 

made earlier regarding the 

importance of SFC devolution for the 

finances of the ULBs. The share of 

property tax in total revenues (own 

revenues plus SFC devolution) is 

much lower than its share in own 

revenues.   

5.26 There are basically three 

issues that are of importance in the 

context of property tax in 

Uttaranchal. The first relates to the 

system of calculating the tax liability, 

the second to the rate of the tax, and 

the third to the efficiency of 

collection. In a sense, these are not 

separate issues, but are inter-related. 

Property tax in Uttaranchal is based 

on the annual rental value (ARV) of 

properties, and is fixed as a 

percentage of such value. The method 

of calculating ARV is neither fully 

objective nor transparent and it leaves 

considerable scope for discretion on 

the part of all involved in the process 

-the tax assessors, who do the 

preliminary assessment and the 

taxation committee of the 

municipality that hears appeals from 
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property owners who feel aggrieved 

by the initial assessment. Decisions at 

all the levels tend to be taken 

subjectively and in a rather opaque 

manner. The Commission is strongly 

of the view that the system of 

property tax should be made free of 

any discretion and as objective and 

transparent as possible. The obvious 

solution seems to be adoption of a 

system of self-assessment based on 

the unit area method, as has been 

done in Delhi Municipal Corporation 

and many other cities in the country. 

The evidence from these places is 

that after adopting the new system, 

tax recovery and compliance have 

increased substantially and there are 

fewer complaints from the property 

owners. The Commission has been 

informed that a proposal to introduce 

the self-assessment system for 

property tax was rejected by 

Dehradun NN a few years back. 

There is a clear need to make 

renewed efforts to introduce the self-

assessment system, based on unit area 

method even if it is to be done in a 

phased manner.  

 

5.27 There is also considerable 

variation in the rates of property tax 

prevalent in different municipal 

bodies (table 5.13 and annexure 

V-D).  

Table 5.13 

 

Distribution of ULBs According to Rates of Property Tax 

 
Rate of Property Tax 

(% of ARV) 

No. Remarks 

Nagar Palika Parishads   

Nil 1  

5 10 For self-occupied property in Uttarkashi, Joshimath and 

Gadarpur. 

6 4 For rented property in Uttarkashi, Joshimath and Gadarpur. 

7 3 For commercial property in Joshimath and property in the 

old city in Roorkee 

7.5 2 For self-occupied property in Ramnagar 

8 2 For commercial property in Uttarkashi and Gadarpur 

10 12 For property in civil lines in Roorkee 

12.5 3 For rented property in Ramnagar 

15 1  

Nagar Panchayats   

Nil 2  

3.12 1 For self occupied property in Devprayag 

4-6 1 Lohaghat 

5 16  

5-8 1 Dineshpur 

6.25 1 For rented property in Devprayag 

7 1  

10 5  

Note: Due to multiple rates for different types of property within a ULB the total number exceeds 

the number of ULBs in the State. 

Source: SFC questionnaire 
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Dehradun NN imposes the tax at 12.5 

per cent of ARV. In the NPPs, the 

rate varies between 5 per cent and 15 

per cent with the largest number 

levying the tax at the rate of 10 per 

cent of ARV. In the case of the NPs, 

the rate is much lower - between 3.12 

per cent and 10 per cent with the 

largest number levying the tax at 5 

per cent of ARV.  

 

 5.28 The Commission is of the 

view that until the municipalities of 

Uttaranchal shift to the unit area 

method of property tax collection, the 

minimum rate of property tax should 

be fixed at 12.5 per cent of ARV for 

NPPs and 10 per cent of ARV for 

NPs. Municipalities levying property 

tax at rates lower than these should 

be asked to reach the prescribed level 

within a period of three years i.e. by 

2008-09. Logic demands that ULBs 

that fail to reach this level of taxation 

should be penalised in some way. 

Unfortunately, past experience shows 

that penalties do not always work in 

the manner intended, because ULBs 

manage to get round the penalties. As 

a result, ULBs, that do conform, feel 

let down. Hence, the Commission is 

of the view that it would be better to 

provide an incentive to ULBs that 

conform instead of penalising those 

that do not.  

 

5.29 From table 5.13 it will be seen 

that only 4 Nagar Palika Parishads 

and 5 Nagar Panchayats have so far 

imposed property tax at the rate of 

12.5 per cent and 10 per cent 

respectively. Thus, there is 

considerable scope for increasing 

collection from this source. 

Furthermore, total property tax 

collection in 2004-05 in all ULBs 

amounted to Rs 8.95 crore.  

 

5.30 The above suggested 

minimum rates of property tax (12.5 

per cent for NPPs and 10 per cent for 

NPs) are quite reasonable, especially 

when we keep in mind that the 

Uttaranchal Jal Sansthan uses the 

ARV assessed by the municipalities 

and levies water tax at the rate of 

12.5 per cent in all municipalities. 

Furthermore, the incidence of 

property tax cannot be considered 

high or burdensome in any sense. 

Table 5.14 gives the distribution of 

ULBs according to per capita 

property tax collection in 2004-05. 

Table 5.14 

 

Distribution of ULBs According to Per 

Capita Property Tax Collection:  

2004-05 
Rs. per 

capita 

NN NPPs NPs 

0  1 3 

0.001-9.99  1 3 

10.00-19.99  1 3 

20.00-29.99  7 6 

30.00-39.99  5 6 

40.00-49.99  8 4 

50.00-59.99 1 4 0 

60.00-69.99  0 0 

70.00-79.99  0 2 

80.00-89.99  2 0 

90.00-99.00  0 0 

100.00-

199.00 

 1 1 

200.00- 

above 

 1 0 

Total 1 31 28* 

Note: *Excludes the Nagar Panchayats of 

Badrinath, Kedarnath and Gangotri as they are 

non-elected bodies 

           Source: SFC questionnaire 

 In the vast majority of cases - 27 of 

the 31 NPPs and 25 of the 28 NPs - 
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the incidence of property tax in 2004-

05 was less than Rs 70.00 per capita. 

In only 2 NPPs and 1 NP did it 

exceed Rs 100.00 per capita.  

5.31 Three municipalities, viz. New 

Tehri NPP and Chamba NP in Tehri 

Garhwal district and Shaktigarh NP 

in Udham Singh Nagar district have 

not imposed any property tax. The 

New Tehri NPP claims that old Tehri 

town, now submerged in the lake 

formed by the Tehri dam and 

resettled in New Tehri, was the 

capital of the erstwhile princely state 

of Tehri, and it was exempted from 

levy of property tax by the Maharaja 

of Tehri. The Commission has not 

been presented with any documentary 

evidence on this score. Even if it is 

presumed that such an exemption was 

indeed granted by the erstwhile Tehri 

state, there is, in the view of the 

Commission, no justification for its 

continuation, unless an assurance for 

its continuation in perpetuity was 

given to the residents of Tehri at the 

time of the accession of the state in 

the Indian Union. The U.P. 

Municipalities Act, 1916 too makes 

no reference to any such exemption. 

The Nagar Palika Parishad of New 

Tehri should therefore levy property 

tax like all other municipal bodies. In 

the case of Chamba and Shaktigarh 

NP, no reason is available for non 

imposition of property tax. Both these 

municipalities should not only 

impose property tax, but also reach 

the level of 10 per cent, like other 

NPs by 2008-09. 

 

5.32 A third problem afflicting the 

property tax regime in the state is the 

low efficiency of tax collection. All 

the municipalities in the state put 

together are able to collect not more 

than three-fourths of the property tax 

due to them. In individual 

municipalities in 2004-05, the latest 

year for which somewhat reliable 

data are available, this percentage 

varied between 37 per cent and 95 

per cent in NPPs, and between 22 per 

cent and 104 per cent in NPs for 

which information is available. 

Individual ULB-wise information is 

given in annexure V-D. Table 5.15 

summarizes the position in the 

reporting NPPs and NPs. 
 

Table 5.15 

 

Distribution of ULBs on the Basis of 

Property Tax Collection as a Per cent 

of Current Demand: 2004-05. 

 
Collection as 

% of demand  

Number of 

 NN NPPs NPs 
less than 50  2 3 

50 - 74   7 4 

75 - 89 1 11 3 

90 and over  8 7 

No. of ULBs 

reporting 
1 28 17 

Source: SFC questionnaire 

 

 A majority of the municipalities 

collected less than 90 per cent of the 

property tax due to them during the 

year, and almost 30 per cent collected 

less than 75 per cent. The situation 

with regard to collection of arrears of 

property tax was much worse. For 

instance, while Dehradun NN was 

able to collect 87 per cent of the 

current demand for the year, it could 
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manage to collect only 18 per cent of 

the arrears. As a result, overall 

collection during the year was only 

60 per cent. This, of cause, does not 

take into account the shortcomings in 

the list of properties, which need to 

be assessed for property tax. The 

general impression has been that not 

more than 50 per cent of the 

properties, which should be assessed 

to tax, are in the list of properties 

paying property tax. This 

shortcoming assumes considerable 

significance, as property tax has 

become the major source for 

municipal revenue after abolition of 

octroi. 

 

5.33 At this stage, we would like to 

recommend that modern methods like 

Geographic Information System 

(GIS) should be adopted by the state 

government for mapping of 

properties in large urban areas so that 

the leftover properties may be 

brought on the property register. This 

will help in increasing the coverage 

of property tax and thereby the tax 

revenue of the local bodies.  

 

Accumulation of Arrears  
 

5.34 A serious problem plaguing 

the ULBs in Uttaranchal relates to 

accumulation of considerable arrears 

of unpaid dues. These are of two 

kinds: (i) on account of pay revision 

and periodic increase in dearness 

allowance and retirement dues of 

employees, and (ii) street lighting 

bills. The arrears of pay revision, 

dearness allowance and unpaid 

retirement dues alone amount to  

Rs. 12.24 crore according to the 

Urban Development Department. The 

accumulated arrears of unpaid street 

light bills stand at Rs 31.89 crore 

according to the information supplied 

by the Uttaranchal Power 

Corporation Limited. It needs to be 

pointed out that almost all the ULBs 

are in arrears on these two counts, 

and not just those that are unable to 

meet their establishment and office 

expenses from their total revenues. 

 

5.35 Arrears of pay revision and 

unpaid retirement dues have been 

accumulated by 44 of the 63 ULBs. 

The ULBs point out that revisions in 

pay scales and dearness allowance 

payable to employees are announced 

by the State Government unilaterally 

and the ULBs are expected to meet 

the expenditure from their own 

sources. No grant or assistance of any 

kind is provided by the state 

government to the ULBs for this 

purpose. Since many ULBs are not in 

a position to bear the extra burden of 

expenditure, the result is 

accumulation of unpaid arrears. The 

Commission is convinced that once 

the ULBs start receiving their 

devolution shares on the basis of the 

recommendations, as per the present 

report of the Commission, the ULBs 

will be able to liquidate the 

accumulated arrears on account of 

revision of pay scales and dearness 

allowance and the retirement dues of 

employees and also take care of the 

periodic revision therein, and still 

have sufficient money available for 

their obligatory functions.  

 

5.36 The Commission, however, is 

strongly of the view that, as a matter 
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of general principle, in order to 

protect the self-governing character 

of ULBs, the state government should 

not take a decision on the revision of 

salary and allowances of ULB 

employees on its own. It should 

invariably consult the ULBs. The 

ULBs should also be free to accept or 

modify any revisions suggested by 

the state government, in the light of 

their financial situation.    

 

5.37 In the case of street lighting, 

the ULBs express their inability to 

pay because of their precarious 

financial condition. They also claim 

that since the number of street lights 

keeps increasing every year, their 

payment liability also increases in 

direct proportion. During our visit to 

districts, the ULBs complained that 

consumption charges for street lights  

are levied at commercial rates by the 

UPCL and argued that since street 

lighting is a public good and does not 

contribute to any commercial 

activity, it should be provided at 

concessional rates.  UPCL has 

however clarified that the rates 

prescribed by Uttaranchal Electricity 

Regulatory Commission, are being 

charged. These rates are different 

from commercial rates. 

 

Forecast of Revenues and 

Expenditure 
5.38 The Commission made an 

attempt to forecast the revenues and 

expenditure of the ULBs for the  

 

 

 

 

award period 2006-11 utilising the 

available data. This was done on the 

basis of the compounded annual 

growth rate (CAGR) of revenues and 

expenditure, which was worked out 

separately for each of the ULBs for 

the period 2001-05. In making 

projections, generally the respective 

CAGRs were used, both for revenues 

and expenditure, separately for each 

ULB. Some of the ULBs showed 

negative trend, which appeared to be 

due to incorrect data. In such cases, a 

uniform CAGR of 5 per cent was 

assumed and correction was applied 

to the base year figure. Projections 

were, thereafter, made.  

 

5.39 The forecast shows that almost 

all the ULBs will be in huge revenue 

deficit in all the five years of the 

award period 2006-11. The only 

exceptions are Bageshwar, 

Joshimath, Narendranagar, Tehri and 

Chamba. The reason is not far to 

seek. In their case, the CAGR for 

revenues has been much higher than 

the corresponding figure for 

expenditure. Nevertheless, the 

exercise underscores the point that 

the ULBs will be, by and large, in 

need of considerable SFC transfers 

even to bridge their revenue gaps, 

leaving aside the expenditure 

requirements for core services and 

other welfare activities. The revenue 

gap figures, as per the Commission's 

forecast, are summarised in table 

5.16.  
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  Table 5.16    

PROJECTIONS OF OWN REVENUES AND EXPENDITURE OF ULBS    

(2006-11) 
      

     

Thousand 

Rs. 

ULB Year NN NPP NP Total 

Own Revenue           

  2006-07 57447.14 290893.92 49553.43 397894.49 

  2007-08 60319.50 328240.60 63675.25 452235.34 

  2008-09 63335.47 373788.05 85836.85 522960.37 

  2009-10 66502.25 430141.00 122048.44 618691.68 

  2010-11 69827.36 500895.86 183342.57 754065.79 

Revenue 

Expenditure           

  2006-07 112318.42 1740335.24 252634.02 2105287.68 

  2007-08 112318.42 2040044.92 322193.92 2474557.26 

  2008-09 112318.42 2400181.73 414270.30 2926770.45 

  2009-10 112318.42 2833856.04 536925.51 3483099.97 

  2010-11 112318.42 3357131.00 701320.41 4170769.83 

Revenue Gap           

  2006-07 -54871.28 -1449441.32 -203080.59 -1707393.19 

  2007-08 -51998.92 -1711804.32 -258518.67 -2022321.91 

  2008-09 -48982.95 -2026393.68 -328433.45 -2403810.08 

  2009-10 -45816.18 -2403715.04 -414877.07 -2864408.28 

  2010-11 -42491.06 -2856235.14 -517977.84 -3416704.04 
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6.1 In accordance with articles 243I 

(1)(a)(i) and 243Y(1)(a)(i) of the 

Constitution and para 4(a)(i) of the 

TOR, the Commission is required to 

make recommendation as to the 

distribution between the state on the one 

hand and the panchayats and 

municipalities on the other of the net 

proceeds of the taxes, duties, tolls and 

fees leviable by the state, which may be 

divided between them under parts IX 

and IXA of the Constitution and the 

allocation between the panchayats and 

municipalities at all levels of their 

respective share of such proceeds. 

6.2 The need to transfer funds from 

the state government to the local bodies 

arises from the fact that the revenue 

domain allowed to the local bodies 

under the relevant legislations is very 

limited, not commensurate with the 

services that have to be provided by 

them. The Constitution lists out 

specifically in the seventh schedule, the 

areas, which are available to a state for 

raising revenues, but no such provision 

exists in respect of local bodies, despite 

the fact that constitutional status has 

been granted to them. Instead, articles 

243H and 243X, leave it to the states to 

decide through legislations as to the 

taxes, duties, tolls and fees, which can 

be levied, collected and appropriated by 

the local bodies. Uttaranchal has not 

enacted its own law in this regard, and 

has continued with the relevant 

legislations of Uttar Pradesh. There are 

four relevant legislations, viz, U.P. 

Panchayat Raj Act, 1947(UPPRA), U.P. 

Kshetra Panchayat and Zila Panchayat 

Adhiniyam, 1961(UPKPZPA), U.P. 

Municipalities Act, 1916 (UPMA) and 

U.P. Municipal Corporation Act, 1959 

(UPMCA). The revenue raising powers 

of different categories of local bodies, 

as enumerated in these acts, have been 

summarized in annexure II-B. Some of 

the taxes are mandatory and others 

discretionary. For gram panchayats, 

only one tax (tax on land) is mandatory 

and the remaining eleven taxes and fees 

are discretionary; kshetra panchayats 

are authorized to levy only two taxes 

(water tax and electricity tax), both 

discretionary and conditional on their 

providing the relevant services, besides 

charging user fee for different services 

and fees for any licence, sanction or 

permission which they are entitled or 

required to grant under the act. A zila 

panchyat is authorized to collect only 

one tax (circumstances and property 

tax, mandatory where it was levied 

before 1961 and discretionary in other 

cases), besides user and other fee, as in 

the case of kshetra panchayat. In 

addition, the state government is 

authorized to permit panchayats at all 

the three levels to levy any other tax, 

that the state has the power to impose. 

In case of municipalities, (other than 

municipal corporation) twelve taxes 

have been listed in the act, all of which 

are discretionary and subject to any 

general rules or special orders of the 

state government. In addition, the 

municipalities have the discretion to 

CHAPTER  6 
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levy additional stamp duty and  charge  

user fee and fees for licence, sanction or 

permission which they are entitled to 

grant under the act. The power to raise 

revenues, so far as a municipal 

corporation is concerned, is 

significantly different from the 

municipalities, in as much as levying of 

property tax (including a general tax, 

water tax, drainage tax and conservancy 

tax), vehicles and boats tax and animals 

tax is mandatory. In addition a 

municipal corporation can levy six other 

taxes at its discretion.  

6.3 It would be clear from the above 

that the fiscal domain allowed by the 

state to local bodies is very small, 

especially in respect of tax revenues and 

most of the revenue resources allocated 

to the local bodies (except in case of a 

municipal corporation) are 

discretionary, and not mandatory. It has 

also been noticed that the statutes 

provide for strong state control over any 

effort that may be made by local bodies 

to augment their revenues by increasing 

the rates or by levying additional taxes. 

Some of the statutory provisions, which 

act as a deterrent to any initiative that 

may be taken by the local bodies to 

augment their resources, are given 

below: 

i- An appeal can be preferred to the 

district panchayat raj officer 

(DPRO) against the decision of a 

gram panchayat to levy a tax, 

rate or fee. (s. 37A, UPPRA) 

ii- The state government or in some 

cases, the DPRO can remit the 

whole or part of any tax, rate or 

fee levied by a gram panchayat. 

(s. 37 C, UPPRA) 

iii-    Any remission of a tax, rate or 

fee by the gram panchayat has 

to be approved by the 

DPRO.(s.37C, UPPRA) 

iv-  A proposal to impose a tax  or 

for altering a tax by the zila 

panchayat needs approval of 

the state government.(ss. 128 

and 129, UPKPZPA) A proposal to impose a tax or for altering a tax by the zila panchayat needs approval of the state government.(ss. 128 and 129, UPKPZPA) 

v- No tax can be imposed or 

altered by a zila panchayat or a 

municipal body without 

inviting objections from the 

public. (s.124, UPKPZPA, ss 

131 and 136, UPMA and s. 

200, UPMCA) 

vi- State government can grant 

exemption from payment of a 

tax (s.131, UPKPZPA) 

vii- State government has the 

power to remedy or abolish a 

tax(s.132, UPKPZPA, s. 137, 

UPMA and s. 205, UPMCA) 

viii- All the taxes that a 

municipality can levy are 

subject to general rules or 

special orders of the state 

government. (s.128, UPMA) 

ix-   A proposal to impose or alter a 

tax by a municipal body needs 

the approval of the state 

government or the prescribed 

authority (ss.133 and 136, 

UPMA and  s. 200, UPMCA) 

x-   The state government may 

require a municipal corporation 

to impose a tax (s. 206, 

UPMCA) 

6.4 Strict control of the state 

government and rigorous procedure laid 

down for imposition or alteration of a 

tax together with the fact that even 
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statutory taxation powers of the local 

bodies can in most of the cases be 

exercised by them only if they choose to 

do so, have strengthened the 

understandable and widespread lack of 

enthusiasm amongst the local bodies to 

augment or raise their own revenues. 

Elsewhere, we have suggested 

measures, legislative, administrative 

and others, which would encourage 

local bodies to raise their own revenues. 

But at this point of time, it would be 

necessary to allocate adequate resources 

to the local bodies through fiscal 

transfers so as to make them an 

effective instrument for providing 

efficient civic services to the local 

people in accordance with their needs 

and preferences. Only then, the 

objective of decentralization in 

governance will really be achieved. 

6.5 While working out the share of 

the state revenues that should be 

earmarked for local bodies, two 

provisions in the Constitution need 

some elaboration. Articles 243I(a)(i)  

and 243Y(a)(ii) specifically give the 

right to the local bodies to have a share 

of not only tax revenues i.e. taxes and 

duties, but also of tolls and fees, which 

fall in the category of non-tax revenues. 

As per the finance accounts of the state, 

the main items of non-tax revenues are 

fees, user charges, rents, royalties, sale 

proceeds of forest produce and other 

properties and other miscellaneous (not 

specified) receipts, besides interest 

receipts, dividend and profits. 

6.6  The dictionary meaning of the 

term "fee" is “an amount of money that 

you pay for professional advice or 

services” (source: Oxford Advanced 

Learner's Dictionary). The term has not 

been defined in the Constitution or in 

the budget documents of the state, and it 

has been noticed that many receipts, 

which could be termed as fee, have not 

been specified as such in the finance 

accounts. We have, therefore, decided 

to take fees in the wider sense and 

include in it all types of non-tax 

revenues, except interest receipts, 

dividend, profits, sale proceeds of forest 

produce etc. and royalties from 

minerals, which are shown under 

separate heads in the finance  accounts 

and clearly do not constitute payments 

for services rendered. Accordingly, 

state revenues for the purpose of 

working out the share of local bodies 

will include all tax and non tax revenues 

except interest receipts, dividend, 

profits, sale proceeds of forest produce 

etc. and royalties from minerals.  

6.7 The other issue arising out of 

these articles relates to the term “net 

proceeds”. While in the case of fiscal 

transfers from the centre to the states, 

there is specific and clear-cut 

elaboration of the term “net proceeds” 

in article 279, there is no such provision 

in the context of fiscal transfers from 

the state to the local bodies. The issue is 

further complicated because of the 

inclusion of “fees” and “tolls” in the 

divisible pool of state revenues. The 

Accountant General of the state has 

confirmed that he has not been able to 

quantify the cost of collection for these 

four items (tax, duties, fees and tolls) of 

state revenues. In view of this, while 

deciding about the percentage of state 

revenues that should go to the local 
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bodies, we are left with no option but to 

recommend the share of local bodies in 

the gross revenues from the relevant 

sources, making a rough adjustment in 

the percentage share on account of the 

estimated  cost of collection.  

6.8 The First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal (FSFC-U) 

did not venture to earmark the 

percentage share of state revenues for 

the local bodies. Instead, it 

recommended devolution on per capita 

basis, separately for different categories 

of rural and urban local bodies. The 

total devolution (including grants-in-

aid) recommended by the FSFC-U was 

Rs. 85.93 crore per year. The FSFC-U 

further recommended that the share 

would change in multiples of 25 per 

cent at a time, if the state revenue 

increased or decreased by 25 per cent. 

This change would materialize in the 

year following the change. This 

devolution formula, worked out in 

terms of the percentage of the state 

revenues, as indicated in table 2.1, 

shows that the devolution, which 

amounted to 9.01 per cent of state's 

actual revenues in 2001-02 dwindled 

down 5.96 per cent in the fourth year 

(2004-05) of the award period. This 

devolution formula neither took 

inflation into account nor had any built-

in mechanism for keeping pace with the 

buoyancy of the state revenues. 

Consequently, it has resulted in 

unjustifiably inadequate fiscal transfers 

to local bodies. We, therefore, feel that 

in order to ensure that the local bodies 

are not deprived of the benefit of 

increased state revenues, the fiscal 

devolution must primarily be in the 

form of percentage share of the state 

revenues. The devolution in this from 

has a built-in flexibility, as it will 

increase automatically if the state 

revenues are more buoyant. Of course, 

there is a risk also, if the buoyancy falls 

short of expectation. But, in the existing 

state of the country's economy, the risk 

is virtually non-existent. 

6.9 In order to work out the quantum 

of vertical devolution (from the state 

government to the local bodies), we 

looked at the recommendations made by 

the finance commissions of different 

states. Table 6.1 lists out those states 

where finance commissions have 

recommended devolution in terms of 

the percentage of the state revenues. We 

find that in four states, viz. Karnataka, 

Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat and Haryana, 

the finance commissions have 

recommended sharing of both tax and 

non-tax revenues, but global sharing of 

these revenues has been recommended 

only in case of three of the four states. 

The percentage share varies from 10 

(Gujarat) to 40 (Karnataka) with 

Andhra Pradesh (10.38) aligning itself 

closely with Gujarat. In Haryana, the 

finance commission has recommended 

shares in specific tax and non-tax 

revenues. Out of the remaining states, in 

case of ten states, finance commissions 

have recommended sharing of the net 

proceeds of own tax revenues, the 

percentage varying between 1 (Sikkim) 

to 27 (Goa) with Assam (2), Rajasthan 

(2.25), Kerala (3.5), Madhya Pradesh 

(4) and Punjab (4) being close to the 

lower end and Orissa (10), Uttar 

Pradesh (12.5) and West Bengal (16) at 

the higher end. In Uttaranchal, as  
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Table- 6.1 

States having Devolution as percentage of State Revenues 
S.No. State Basis of devolution 

1 Andhra Pradesh 10.38% of tax and non-tax revenue including 

share of central taxes 

2 Assam 2% of state net tax revenue 

3 Goa 27% of state own tax revenue and share in 

central taxes to PRIs and 9% for 

municipalities 

4 Gujarat 10% of annual revenue of state 

5 Haryana Share in specific tax and non-tax revenue 

6 Karnataka 40% of non-loan gross own receipts of state 

government during 2003-04 to 2007-08 

7 Kerala 3.5% of state own tax revenue 

8 Madhya Pradesh 4% of net divisible pool of own tax revenue 

9 Orissa 10% of the average of state gross own tax 

revenue 

10 Punjab 4% of net receipts of all state taxes 

11 Rajasthan 2.25% of own tax revenue. 

12 Sikkim 1% of all taxes 

13 Uttar Pradesh 12.5% share in divisible pool of all state taxes 

except entertainment tax for ULBs and land 

revenue for PRIs 

14 West Bengal 16% of state tax revenue 

mentioned above, the devolution in the 

first year of the award period came to 

9.1 per cent of the state's own revenues 

(excluding interest receipts, dividend, 

profits, royalties on minerals and sale 

proceeds from forest produce etc.).  

6.10 Considering the fact that the 

local bodies were deprived of their 

legitimate share in the increased 

revenue of the state (as the devolution 

was recommended on per capita basis 

and not as a percentage of the state's 

revenues), we feel that there is enough 

justification for  increasing the 

devolution percentage to at least 10 per 

cent of the state's own revenues (both 

tax and non-tax excluding interest 

receipts, dividend, profits, royalties 

from minerals and sale proceeds from 

forest produce etc.). This will partially 

compensate the local bodies for the 

deprivation they suffered during the 

award period of the First State Finance 

Commission, resulting in a precarious 

financial situation in almost all the local 
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bodies. In fact, without exception, all 

the local bodies complained to us 

against inadequate devolution during 

the period 2001-06, especially 

compared to what has been transferred 

during the earlier period (1996-2001), 

which was covered by the 

recommendation of the first state 

finance commission of Uttar Pradesh, 

devolving 10 per cent (raised by the 

government to 11 per cent) of the net 

tax revenues of the state. 

6.11 It is worth noting that the 

average devolution during the award 

period of the FSFC-U amounted to only 

7.05 per cent of the state's own 

revenues. If a constant percentage of 

even 9.01 would have been maintained 

in all the years, the local bodies would 

have got at least 20 per cent more, 

which would have helped them 

considerably.  Actual devolution was, in 

fact, much less than what was 

recommended by FSFC-U.  On an 

average, the actual devolution amounted 

to only 6.06 per cent of the state’s own 

revenues. 

6.12 Further justification for 

increasing the share of the local bodies 

in the state revenues is derived from the 

fact that the FSFC-U did not allocate 

any share to the kshetra panchayats, all 

of whom have represented to us against 

this discrimination. For reasons given 

elsewhere, we have considered it 

necessary to end this discrimination and 

allocate shares to all the three tiers of 

PRIs, requiring increased vertical 

devolution from the state to the local 

bodies.  

6.13 In view of these considerations, 

we recommend that 10 per cent of 

state's own revenues (both tax and non-

tax excluding interest receipts, 

dividend, profits, royalties from 

minerals and  sale proceeds from forest 

produce etc.) should devolve on the 

local bodies in each of the five years of 

our award period (2006-07 to 2010-11). 

This will be in line with the states like 

Gujarat, Andhra Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh 

and West Bengal.  

Inter Se Devolution For Rural And 

Urban Areas 

6.14 As per 2001 census figures, 

Uttaranchal has a total population of 

84,89,349 with the following break-up:- 

 

        Urban Population 21,79,074 

            of which 

           Local Bodies         18,65,158 

          Census Towns          1,29,844 

          Cantonment boards    1,28,198 

          Industrial Towns     55,874 

     Rural Population        63,10,275 

    Total Population        84,89,349 

6.15 For our purpose, urban areas 

comprise  nagar nigam, nagar palika 

parishad and nagar panchayat areas and 

rural areas include the rural areas, 

mentioned in the census document as 

also census towns and industrial towns, 

which do not form part of any urban 

local body. Cantonment boards have 

been excluded altogether, as the state 

government is not required to devolve 

any funds to them. With these riders, 

the break-up of rural and urban 

population, for our purpose, is as 

follows:- 
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       Urban population     18,65,158 

       Rural population      64,95,993 

       Total         83,61,151 

 

Thus the rural and urban areas have 

77.69 and 22.31 per cent respectively of 

the total population, which is to be 

considered for devolution purposes. 

6.16 The FSFC-U allocated 56.57 per 

cent of the total devolution to the urban 

local bodies (ULBs), although 

population-wise the ULBs would have 

been entitled to only 22.31 percent of 

the total devolution. This appears to be 

a hang over from Uttar Pradesh days, in 

as much as the First State Finance 

Commission of Uttar Pradesh, whose 

recommendations were valid in 

Uttaranchal in the first year of its 

existence (2000-01), had allocated 7 per 

cent of the state's net taxes (i.e. 70 per 

cent of the total devolution) to ULBs 

and only 3 per cent to PRIs (this was 

raised to 4 per cent by the state 

government of Uttar Pradesh). The 

FSFC-U has not given any valid reason 

for its bias towards urban areas. In fact, 

in other states, the SFCs have generally 

recommended division of revenue 

shares on population basis between 

urban and rural local bodies.  By and 

large, it appears to be a fair basis and 

even the Eleventh and Twelfth Finance 

Commissions of the central government 

adopted this criterion for distributing 

local body grants between ULBs and 

PRIs. 

6.17 In Uttaranchal, however, there 

are certain other factors, which also 

need consideration, while deciding this 

issue. It has been represented to the 

Commission by the representatives of 

ULBs that larger amount is required to 

be allocated to ULBs for dealing with 

the pressure on civic services on 

account of large number of floating 

population comprising pilgrims and 

tourists, who frequent the state and stay 

in different urban areas for varying 

period of time. No reliable statistics are 

available of the floating population in 

different areas, but it is a fact that large 

number of people do stay overnight in 

many places, especially on the pilgrim 

routes and the level of civic services 

required to be provided in such areas 

will far exceed the level that would 

have been required, based on the 

permanent population of the area. 

6.18 Another point, that has been 

cited in favour of higher devolution for 

ULBs, is the fact that all the urban areas 

are expanding fast, crossing the existing 

boundaries. People, who reside at the 

fringes of the ULBs, expect services 

from the adjoining municipal body, 

even if they do not formally come 

within its municipal area. The 

Commission, during its visit to the 

districts, observed this phenomenon and 

agrees that it would be neither justified 

nor possible for the ULBs to ignore 

such demands. 

6.19 The third point, that is cited by 

representatives of ULBs in favour of the 

demand for higher devolution vis-a-vis 

rural areas, is that the urban areas need 

better services at a higher scale than 

rural areas. The Commission does not 

accept this ground for higher 

devolution, as equity and fairness 
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demand that any citizen living 

anywhere in the country is entitled to 

have a certain minimum level of 

services and cannot be discriminated 

against on the ground that he lives in a 

rural area. This approach is consistent 

with the policy of the government of 

India to provide urban amenities in rural 

areas (PURA). 

6.20 Another issue in support of 

higher devolution of ULBs relates to 

payment of salaries to the staff. The 

representatives of ULBs contend that 

the entire establishment expenses of 

ULBs are met by the ULBs themselves, 

whereas in the case of PRIs most of the 

staff is paid for by the government 

directly. This is only partially correct, 

as zila panchayats are required to meet 

the establishment expenses themselves 

and government pays for the staff of 

gram panchayats only. The amount 

involved is very little, as the staff of a 

gram panchayat comprises only a 

secretary (village development officer), 

who is shared, on an average, by three 

to four gram panchayats. So far as 

kshetra panchayats are concerned, they 

do not have any staff of their own and 

their work is looked after by block staff 

in addition to their normal 

developmental and other block level 

duties.  

6.21 Two other points, which go 

against the demand of higher devolution 

to ULBs, relate to their areas and 

revenue generation capabilities. Urban 

bodies generally have smaller area and 

higher density of population, as 

compared to rural areas, making it 

easier and comparatively less expensive 

for them to provide services. Rural 

areas, having dispersed and sparse 

population with low density would need 

higher per capita amount for providing 

comparable level of services. So far as 

revenue generation is concerned, ULBs 

have better potential of increasing their 

revenues through property tax, whereas 

PRIs have been allowed a very limited 

tax domain under the relevant statutes. 

A rough estimate has shown (vide table 

6.2) that the average per capita tax 

revenue for ULBs is Rs. 44.03 (taking 

only property tax into account), whereas 

this figure for PRIs is only Rs. 

1.93(circumstances and property tax 

being the only significant tax being 

collected by PRIs). 
Table 6.2 

Average Collection from Property Text 

(for urban areas) and Circumtances & 

Property Tax (for Rural areas) (Rs.) 
Year Average per 

capita 

collection of 

Property Tax 

from urban 

areas 

wherever 

levied  

Average per 

capita 

collection of 

circumstances 

& Property 

Tax  from 

rural areas 

wherever 

levied 

2001-02 42.22 1.71 

2002-03 42.63 1.87 

2003-04 43.56 1.99 

2004-05 48.55 2.18 

2005-06 44.03 1.93 

 

 

6.22 Considering all the pros and 

cons, we feel that merely population 

criterion may not do justice to ULBs, so 

far as the share in state revenues is 

concerned. At the same time, since most 

of the relevant considerations cannot be 

quantified, it may not be possible to 



 67 

devise an elaborate devolution formula 

for this purpose. The Commission feels 

that the share of ULBs, which comes to 

slightly over 22 per cent on the basis of 

population, needs to be fixed at a higher 

level to take care of the additional 

population (floating and these living on 

the fringes) that practically becomes the 

responsibility of the ULBs. We, 

therefore, recommend that 40 per cent 

of the amount that is to be devolved to 

the local bodies, as share of state's own 

revenue should go to ULBs and the 

remaining 60 per cent to PRIs. 

 

General Principles For Horizontal 

Devolution  

 
6.23 Determination of inter-se share 

of different local bodies is broadly a 

two stage operation. Firstly, district-

wise share of the ULBs and PRIs have 

to be worked out. And then, within the 

district, the share of each ULB and PRI 

has to be determined. This procedure 

has been adopted considering the fact 

that the districts of the state vary widely 

in every respect. For example, 

population-wise, districts vary from 

slightly over 2 lakh (Champawat-

2,24,542) to over 14 lakh (Hardwar-

14,47.187) and area-wise from less than 

2000 sq km (Champawat-1781 sq km) 

to over 8000 sq km (Uttarkashi-8016 sq 

km). Geographical conditions change 

drastically from plains (Hardwar, 

Udham Singh Nagar and Dehradun) to 

hills. We have received numerous 

representations pleading for different 

criteria for devolution to hill districts 

and plains. Accordingly, we have 

decided, as a first step, to determine the 

share of state revenues for each district, 

separately for urban and rural areas.  

For this purpose, we have devised a set 

of devolution criteria, which aim not 

only at correcting the cost disabilities, 

but also fostering fiscal efficiency.  The 

criteria used by us can be grouped under 

(a) factors reflecting needs, such as 

population and deprivation, (b) cost 

disability indicators such as area and 

remoteness and (c) a fiscal efficiency 

indicator such as tax effort. 

 

6.24 Population is the basic indicator 

of the need for public goods and 

services and as a criterion, it ensures 

equal per capita transfers across various 

units. The first SFC of Uttar Pradesh 

had attached a weight of 80 per cent to 

population, but the first SFC of 

Uttaranchal had recommended 

devolution wholly on per capita basis, 

giving weightage to the distance from 

rail head. The NFCs in recent past, have 

attached weights varying between 22.5 

per cent and 25 per cent to population. 

We feel that in the matter of devolution 

to local bodies, a strong case exists for 

fixing the weight for population, some 

where between the two extremes (i.e. by 

the NFCs at the lower end and the SFCs 

at the higher end). Accordingly, we fix 

the weight attached to population at 50 

per cent. 

6.25 While deciding about the grants 

to be given to local bodies, the Twelfth 

Finance Commission had constructed 

an index of deprivation, with a view to 

take into account the intra-state 

disparities in the matter of basic civic 

services. This was done on the basis of 

data relating to certain minimum needs 

of the population. For this purpose, 
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census data relating to drinking water 

and sanitation, the two core services 

performed generally by local bodies 

were used. We also feel that a 

deprivation index need be used for 

correcting differential civic services 

within the jurisdiction of various local 

bodies. In Uttaranchal, the 

responsibility for providing drinking 

water has been centralised at the state 

level with the Jal Nigam and Jal 

Sansthan. Hence, out of the two 

indicators of deprivation adopted by the 

TFC, only one, i.e., sanitation is 

relevant for our purpose. District-wise 

census 2001 data are available, with a 

break-up between rural and urban areas, 

regarding the number of house holds 

having latrines and drainage facilities 

for flow of waste water. For 

determining intra-state disparities, we 

thought it proper to consider certain 

other factors as well, conditioned by the 

availability of reliable data. In 

conformity with this thinking, we have 

taken road density (which shows 

accessibility within an area) as another 

indicator of deprivation. Further, for 

rural areas, the fourth criterion, namely, 

the number of villages electrified, has 

also been added considering the fact 

that street lighting is the responsibility 

of local bodies. This criterion has not 

been incorporated in the deprivation 

index for urban areas, as all the 

municipal areas have already been 

electrified.  Thus, a comprehensive 

deprivation index has been constructed 

by us, covering all the civic services 

that are to be provided by local bodies 

and for which reliable data are 

available. While constructing the 

deprivation index, we have given equal 

weight to each of these parameters. In 

the fiscal devolution formula, the 

deprivation index, thus constructed, has 

been given a weight of 10 per cent. This 

index combined with the criterion of 

population, representing together the 

needs and deprivation of the people, 

will thus have a combined weight of 60 

per cent. 

 

6.26 The use of “area” as a criterion 

for determining the revenue share is 

justified on the ground of the additional 

administrative and other costs that a 

unit with a larger area has to incur in 

order to deliver a comparable standard 

of services to its citizens. It should, 

however, be recognized that the costs of 

providing services may increase with 

the size of a unit, but only at a 

decreasing rate. At the other end, even 

the smaller units may have to incur 

certain minimum costs in establishing a 

framework of the machinery for 

providing services. The Tenth and the 

Eleventh Finance Commissions had 

provided a floor level of 2 per cent and 

a ceiling of 10 per cent in the 

measurement of the area. We have also 

followed the same procedure. The First 

State Finance Commission of U.P. had 

attached a weight of 20 per cent to area. 

It created considerable distortion in the 

hill areas by unduly favouring districts 

having large areas, which remain snow 

bound. Taking this experience into 

account, we have assigned a weight of 

15 per cent to the area criterion.  

6.27 Another cost disability criterion 

used by us is remoteness. A number of 

representations were received by us 

demanding that geographical location, 
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which causes remoteness and 

consequently higher cost of providing 

services must be recognized by the 

Commission. We agree with this 

contention and have accordingly 

constructed an index of remoteness, 

based on certain factors, which bear 

cause and effect relationship with 

geographical location. Remoteness as 

criterion was also recognized by the 

FSFC-U, which adopted distance from 

the rail head as one of the two 

parameters on which the devolution 

formula was based. We feel that 

distance from the rail head does not 

adequately reflect the geographical 

conditions and remoteness of a rural 

area. We have therefore, added four 

other parameters, which are directly the 

effect of the geographical location and 

remoteness of the rural area concerned. 

Three of these criteria relate to the 

number of villages having facilities of 

post offices, public telephones and bus 

stops. The fourth criterion relates to the 

number of villages connected by road. 

All the five criteria have been given 

equal weights to construct a remoteness 

index for rural areas.  

6.28 In respect of urban areas, since 

all the ULBs have road connectivity and  

facilities of post offices, public 

telephones and bus stops, we have 

adopted distance from rail head as the 

sole criterion for determining 

remoteness of the ULBs. We have 

attached a weight of 15 per cent to 

remoteness. This index combined with 

the criterion of area, representing cost 

disability factors, will thus have a 

combined weight of 30 per cent. 

 

6.29 Fiscal efficiency or tax effort has 

been adopted by successive NFCs as an 

important criterion for fixing shares. 

Measurement of tax effort however, is a 

complicated exercise, because tax effort 

should be related to some notion of tax 

potential. Given the data constraints, it 

has not been possible for us to construct 

a comprehensive index for measuring 

tax effort. We have, therefore, taken 

only one item of tax viz. property tax 

for urban areas and circumstances and 

property tax (C&P tax) for rural areas to 

compare the performance of ULBs and 

PRIs within themselves.  For this 

purpose, the average per capita 

collection during the last four years was 

worked out for each ULB and each zila 

panchayat (which is the only PRI, 

authorized to collect C&P tax) and the 

performance of each of them in their 

respective categories was assessed with 

reference to the best performer. We 

have attached a weight of 10 per cent to 

tax effort. 

6.30 Based on the above discussion, 

the criteria and weights assigned for 

inter se determination of the shares of 

the districts (separately for urban and 

rural areas) are, thus, as follows: 

 

      Population     50 per cent 

     Area      15 per cent 

     Deprivation Index   10 per cent 

     Remoteness Index   15 per cent 

     Tax Effort      10 per cent 

  

6.31 After determining the share of 

each district (separately for ULBs and 

PRIs), the share of each ULB in the 

district was worked out on the basis of 

identical criteria with identical weights. 
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6.32 Determining the share of each 

PRI within the district was, however, a 

more complicated exercise. Firstly, the 

share of each of the three tiers has to be 

worked out. Earlier SFCs  (including 

first SFC of Uttar Pradesh) had not 

allocated any share to kshetra 

panchayats (KPs) on the ground that 

they have not been entrusted with any 

responsibilities. All the KPs have 

represented to us against this reasoning 

and have pleaded for assignment of 

duties as well as resources. We are in 

agreement with them and have 

accordingly indicated later in this report 

the nature of responsibilities that should 

be entrusted to them and have also 

allocated a share in state's revenues to 

them. While deciding about the share of 

each tier of panchayats, we have taken 

note of the fact that zila panchayats 

have mostly administrative duties and 

have very little to do in respect of the 

provision of civic services. We have 

also taken note of the fact that, as per 

government of India’s directions, the 

funds allocated to a district for the plan 

scheme of Sampoorna Gramin Rozgar 

Yojana is distributed in the ratio of 

50:30:20 amongst gram panchayats 

(GPs), kshetra panchayats and zila 

panchayats(ZPs). A number of 

representatives of KPs have suggested 

the same ratio in respect of the share of 

state revenues also. We are inclined to 

accept this formula and fix shares of the 

three tiers accordingly. 

 

6.33 The next step in the exercise for 

horizontal devolution is to fix the share 

of each KP and each GP within the 

district. So far as devolution to KPs is 

concerned, we have adopted the criteria 

identical to those adopted for the 

district-wise devolution to rural areas 

with two modifications. Firstly, for 

want of data, deprivation index for this 

purpose comprises only two parameters, 

viz. number of villages electrified and 

road density, both having equal weights. 

Secondly, since KPs do not have any 

tax raising powers under the existing 

legislation (as they do not supply water 

or electricity) no weight is attached to 

tax efforts. Again for the same reason, 

i.e. paucity of data, we have adopted 

only two criteria for determining the 

share of each gram panchayat. These 

criteria are population and area, 

attaching a weight of 80 per cent and 20 

per cent respectively. We have noticed 

that many GPs have very low 

population (as low as 39 in one case). 

Many gram panchayats have 

represented that a floor should be fixed 

in respect of population for the purpose 

of working out the share of each gram 

panchayat, as certain minimum amount 

will have to be spent by a GP on 

provision of services irrespective of its 

population. We see strong grounds for 

acceding to this request and accordingly 

fix 300 as the floor for population figure 

for a gram panchayat. 

 

Recommendations for Horizontal 

Devolution 

6.34 On the basis of the criteria 

discussed above, we have evolved a 

devolution formula that balances equity 

with fiscal efficiency. Equity 

considerations, however, dominate, as 

they should, in any scheme of fiscal 

transfer trying to implement the 

equalization principle. Accordingly, we 
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recommend that the local bodies should 

be given a share, district-wise, as 

specified in table 6.3 in the state's gross 

revenues (tax and non-tax taken 

together excluding interest receipts, 

dividend, profits, royalties from 

minerals and sale proceeds from forests 

etc.) in each of the five financial years 

during the period 2006-07 to 2010-11. 

Shares of individual ULBs and PRIs are 

given in the last column of annexure II-

A.  

Table 6.3 
District wise Inter se Share of Local 

Bodies in State's Gross Revenues* 
   ( per cent) 

SI.No. District Rural  Urban Total 

1 Almora 5.13 0.87 6.00 

2 Bageshwar 1.82 0.31 2.13 

3 Chamoli 4.27 2.35 6.62 

4 Champawat 1.54 0.61 2.15 

5 Dehradun 4.92 12.37 17.29 

6 Hardwar 6.74 4.64 11.39 

7 Nainital 3.41 4.78 8.19 

8 Pauri 12.50 2.22 14.72 

9 Pithoragarh 4.40 1.67 6.07 

10 Rudraprayag 1.89 0.53 2.42 

11 Tehri 5.01 1.74 6.75 

12 Uttarkashi 3.30 6.59 9.89 

13 U.S.Nagar 5.07 1.32 6.39 

14 Total 60.00 40.00 100.00 

     

* Excluding interest receipts, dividend, profits, 

royalties from minerals and sale proceeds from 

forest etc. 

 

6.35 Although the Constitution 

requires us to indicate the shares in the 

net and not gross proceeds of the state's 

taxes, duties, tolls and fees, it has not 

been possible for us to do so for want of 

data relating to the cost of collection. 

We have, however, made a reasonable 

adjustment in the percentage share to 

take care of the cost of collection. 

 

Spending the Revenue Share 

 

6.36 The revenue share devolved to a 

local body becomes a part of its fund 

and the local body is expected to spend 

it judiciously in public interest as per its 

own best judgment. As discussed 

subsequently  in chapter 8, we would 

like a major portion of this grant to be 

spent on provisioning of core civic 

service, viz. sanitation, solid waste 

management, drainage and local roads. 

This will be supplemented by grants 

received through the national finance 

commission and Planning Commission. 

Normally the revenue share thus 

devolved should not be used for 

incurring capital expenditure, which 

should be the charge on plan funds and 

grants received through the national 

finance commission. An exception can 

be made in respect of a drinking water 

supply scheme, if considered absolutely 

unavoidable in public interest.  

 

6.37 We have noticed that the absence 

of administrative support has emerged 

as one of the major weaknesses of the 

gram panchayats in Uttaranchal. As a 

result, they are unable to do many of the 

things expected of them as institutions 

of self-governance at the village level. 

The only administrative support 

available to a gram panchayat is the 

village development officer who also 

functions as the secretary of the gram 

panchayat and is the keeper of all 

official records. As matters stand at 

present, for the 7227 gram panchayats 

in the state there are only 1549 
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secretaries in position. This means that 

on an average a secretry looks after the 

work of 4-5 gram panchayats. During 

our visit to districts, we came to know 

of instances where one secretary was 

looking after as many as 8 or even 10 

gram panchayats. This makes it difficult 

for any gram pradhan to ensure the 

presence of the secretary  when ever 

required.  Moreover, it is very difficult 

to ensure effective administration, 

implementation of schemes and proper 

maintenance of accounts and other 

records in a GP if a full time secretary is 

not posted. Presently inaccessible 

location of and lack of proper transport 

facilities to many GPs prevent the 

secretary even to venture making one or 

two visits in a month to each of the GPs 

under his charge. 

 

6.38 In order to tide over this 

problem, we would recommend that 

gram panchayts, which do not have a 

full-time secretary, should appoint a 

qualified person, preferably from within 

their area, as secretary on payment of 

suitable honorarium. Payment of the 

honorarium can be made by the gram 

panchayat concerned out of the 

devolved funds. A ceiling in respect of 

the honorarium may be fixed by the 

state government to ensure uniformity.   

 

Estimated Transfers  

 

6.39 In Chapter 3, we have made an 

assessment of the state's revenues and 

expenditure requirements for the award 

period 2006-11. As per our assessment 

for the period 2006-10, the state is 

likely to have revenue surplus prior 

SFC-devolution to the extent indicated 

in table 6.4. We have not indicated the 

revenue surplus figure for 2010-11, as 

we can not forecast the quantum of 

national finance commission's transfers 

for 2010-11, which will be done as per 

the recommendations of the Thirteenth 

Finance Commission. The revenue 

surplus during 2010-11, however, is not 

likely to be less than what is assessed 

for 2009-10. 
Table: 6.4 

 

ASSESSED NON-PLAN REVENUE 

SURPLUS (PRE-SFC DEVOLUTION)                             

(2006-10) 
   Crore Rs. 

SI. 

No. Year 

Revenue 

Receipts 

Revenue 

Expenditure 

Reveue 

Surplus 

1 2006-07 5091.20 4065.47 1025.73 

2 2007-08 5950.53 4085.20 1865.33 

3 2008-09 6837.81 4654.59 2183.22 

4 2009-10 8020.44 4953.34 3067.10 

 

 

6.40 We have mentioned earlier in 

this chapter that the divisible pool for 

the purpose of devolution to local 

bodies comprises all the tax and non-tax 

revenues excluding interest receipts, 

dividend, profit, royalties from minerals 

and sale proceeds of forest produce etc. 

According to the assessment of state's 

revenues made by us in chapter 3, the 

size of the divisible pool is likely to be 

as indicated in table 6.5. 

 

6.41 In terms of the recommendation 

made by us earlier in this chapter, the 

share of the local bodies in the state's 

revenues as per the assessment made by 

us is likely to be as indicated in table 

6.6. We must add a note of caution. The 

figures indicated in the table are only  
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Table: 6.5 

Assessed Size of Divisible Pool 
      Crore Rs. 

  

2006-

07 

2007-

08 

2008-

09 

2009-

2010 

2010-

2011 

1. Tax Revenue 2022.41 2467.34 3047.17 3808.96 4761.20 

2. Non-Tax Revenue 697.92 911.28 1166.56 1545.24 2057.48 

  Less           

  

Interest receipts,Dividend and 

Profits 28.29 31.66 35.44 39.66 44.40 

  Royalties from minerals 34.44 36.16 37.97 39.87 41.86 

  

Sale proceeds from forest 

produce etc. 159.59 170.06 181.22 193.11 205.78 

3. Net Non-Tax Revenue 475.60 673.40 911.94 1272.60 1765.44 

4. Total Size of Divisible Pool 

(1+3) 2498.02 3140.74 3959.11 5081.56 6526.64 

 

 

estimates and these may vary depending 

upon the performance of the state in 

respect of collection of revenues vis-a-

vis the assessment made by us. It is 

noticed from tables 6.4 and 6.6 that the  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

revenue surplus of the state in all the 

five years of our award period is 

expected to be much more than what 

will be required to implement our 

recommendations in respect of transfers 

to local bodies. 
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Table 6.6 

Estimated Devolution (District-wise Share in State's Revenues* 

 (2006-11) 

                 

SI.

No

.\. District 

 Estimated Devolution Crore Rs. 

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-01 2010-11 

Rural  Urban Total Rural  Urban Total Rural  Urban Total Rural  Urban Total Rural  Urban Total 

1 Almora 12.81 2.17 14.98 16.11 2.73 18.83 20.30 3.44 23.74 26.06 4.41 30.47 33.47 5.67 39.14 

2 Bageshwar 4.54 0.77 5.31 5.71 0.97 6.67 7.19 1.22 8.41 9.23 1.57 10.80 11.86 2.01 13.87 

3 Chamoli 10.67 5.86 16.53 13.42 7.37 20.79 16.91 9.29 26.20 21.71 11.92 33.63 27.88 15.31 43.20 

4 Champawat 3.86 1.52 5.38 4.85 1.92 6.77 6.12 2.42 8.53 7.85 3.10 10.95 10.08 3.98 14.06 

5 Dehradun 12.28 30.90 43.19 15.45 38.85 54.30 19.47 48.98 68.45 24.99 62.86 87.85 32.10 80.74 

112.8

4 

6 Hardwar 16.85 11.60 28.44 21.18 14.58 35.76 26.70 18.38 45.08 34.27 23.59 57.86 44.02 30.30 74.31 

7 Nainital 8.53 11.94 20.47 10.72 15.01 25.73 13.52 18.92 32.44 17.35 24.28 41.63 22.28 31.19 53.47 

8 Pauri 31.22 5.54 36.76 39.25 6.97 46.22 49.47 8.79 58.26 63.50 11.28 74.78 81.56 14.49 96.04 

9 Pithoragarh 11.00 4.18 15.19 13.83 5.26 19.09 17.44 6.63 24.07 22.38 8.51 30.89 28.75 10.93 39.68 

10 Rudraprayag 4.71 1.32 6.04 5.93 1.66 7.59 7.47 2.10 9.57 9.59 2.69 12.28 12.32 3.46 15.78 

11 Tehri 12.50 4.34 16.85 15.72 5.46 21.18 19.82 6.88 26.70 25.43 8.84 34.27 32.67 11.35 44.02 

12 Uttarkashi 8.24 16.45 24.69 10.36 20.69 31.04 13.05 26.08 39.13 16.76 33.47 50.23 21.52 42.99 64.51 

13 U.S.Nagar 12.67 3.30 15.96 15.93 4.14 20.07 20.08 5.22 25.30 25.77 6.70 32.48 33.10 8.61 41.71 

14 Total 149.88 99.91 249.79 188.44 125.61 314.06 237.55 158.34 395.89 304.89 203.24 508.13 391.60 261.03 652.63 

                 

* Excluding interest receipts, dividend, profits, royalties from minerals and sale proceeds from forest etc.    
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7.1 Articles 243I(1)(a)(ii) and 243 

Y(1)(a) (ii) of the Constitution and para 

4(a)(ii) of the TOR require the 

Commission to make recommendations 

as to the principles, which should 

govern the determination of taxes, 

duties, tolls and fees which may be 

assigned to or appropriated by the 

panchayats and municipalities. Para 4 

(b) of the TOR requires us to 

recommend measures for strengthening 

the financial position of the local 

bodies. 

7.2 As has been mentioned earlier in 

the report, most of the local bodies of 

the state are in a precarious financial 

situation, primarily because of three 

reasons: firstly, the revenue domain 

allowed to them through statutes is very 

small; secondly, although the statutes 

provide that the state government can 

authorize panchayats to impose any tax, 

which the state legislature has the 

power under the Constitution to impose, 

no such authorization has been made so 

far; and thirdly, local bodies have been 

least enthusiastic about raising their 

own revenues for the fear of inviting 

adverse public reaction.  

7.3 We have mentioned in chapter 2 

that our endeavour is to work out a 

scheme of transfers that could serve the 

twin objective of equity and efficiency.  

In this context, the principle of 

equalization means that lack of fiscal 

capacity can be made up through 

devolution, but not the lack of revenue 

effort, because financing of local public 

goods by external sources has 

considerable problems of adverse 

incentives that could lead to increasing 

dependence on transfers from above. 

But, this idea can work only if the local 

bodies are assigned adequate sources of 

revenue by the state. 

7.4 Local self governance has its 

genesis in the principle of 

decentralization in governance, which is 

considered efficiency augmenting, as 

local representatives are presumed to 

better understand the preferences, 

needs, and willingness to finance the 

provision of the related local goods. Our 

approach is,  therefore, to strengthen the 

basic idea of promoting a fiscal domain 

as being the key to effective local self-

governance. This can be done by 

assigning additional revenue sources to 

local bodies and allowing them to 

appropriate the proceeds, It must, 

however, be appreciated that at the 

present stage of availability of 

manpower with local bodies, both 

quality and quantity wise, and the 

prevailing mindset amongst the elected 

representatives of these bodies, it may 

be necessary, for the time being, for the 

state to continue levying and collecting 

revenues from these sources through the 

existing machinery of the state 

government and pass on the net 

proceeds to the local bodies. 

Subsequently, the staff entrusted with 

this job may have to be transferred to 

the local bodies as and when, through 

CHAPTER  7 
 

ASSIGNMENT OF REVENUE RESOURCES 
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persuasion and training, the local bodies 

are made to realise that it would be in 

their best interest to agree to levy, 

collect and appropriate the proceeds 

without the state acting as an 

intermediary. 

7.5 We have looked at the sources of 

revenue presently allocated to local 

bodies, and also at sources, which 

contribute to the own revenues of the 

state government. We have also 

considered representations made by 

various local bodies in the regard. We 

have  taken note of the fact (as revealed 

in the budget documents) that during 

2003-04, the state government 

transferred  an amount of Rs. 19.70 

crore to some of the local bodies (Rs. 

3.77 crore to zila panchayats and Rs. 

15.93 crore to gram panchayats) on its 

own over and above what was 

recommended by the FSFC-U. This 

type of transfer came down to Rs. 5.13 

crore (Rs. 0.35 crore to zila panchayats 

and Rs. 4.78 crore to gram panchayats) 

in 2004-05. This fact alone indicates 

that the state government can afford to 

augment the transfers made through 

revenue sharing. Based on these 

considerations, we have delineated 

certain revenue sources, which can be 

assigned to the local bodies in the 

manner indicated hereunder. 

Additional Stamp Duty 

7.6 As per section 128(1)(xiii-B) of 

the U.P. Municipalities Act, 1916 read 

with section 128 A of this act, and 

section 172(1)(g) of the U.P. Municipal 

Corporation Adhiniyam, 1959 read with 

section 191 of the act, the municipal 

bodies of the state are entitled to get net 

proceeds of the tax imposed by them on 

deeds of transfer of immovable 

property, situated within the limits of 

the municipal body. The tax is in the 

form of additional stamp duty, 

amounting to two per cent of the 

amount or value of the consideration 

with reference to which the normal 

stamp duty is collected under the Indian 

Stamp Act, 1899. All the collections 

resulting from the additional stamp duty 

are paid to the municipal body 

concerned by the state government after 

deduction of incidental expenses.  

7.7 Two issues, related to the 

additional stamp duty, were raised by 

the local bodies during our visits to 

districts. Firstly, some of the urban local 

bodies complained that they were 

unjustifiably getting only a part of the 

collections, the rest going to the 

development authorities. Secondly, all 

the panchayats have demanded that a 

similar provision should be made in 

respect of rural areas and panchayats. 

Both the issues need consideration. We 

find that a provision similar to section 

128 A of the U.P. Municipal Act, 1916 

has been made in the U.P. Urban 

Planning and Development Act, 1973 as 

well as in the U.P. Special Area 

Development  Authorities Act, 1986 

leading to sharing of the additional 

stamp duty between different 

authorities. Since civic services have to 

be provided or maintained ultimately by 

the local bodies, we do not consider it 

fair to reduce the share of ULBs in this 

manner for financing development 

authorities.  We, therefore, recommened 

that ULBs should continue to get the 
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full net proceeds of the additional stamp 

duty and if state government wishes to 

finance development authorities out of 

stamp duty collection, it should do so 

from out of the normal stamp duty that 

it collects on transfer deeds. 

7.8 We also see considerable merit 

in the demand of the rural local bodies 

for a similar provision in respect of 

rural areas. The state government in its 

written submission has stated as 

follows: 

"The revenue from rural areas 

comes mainly from the sale of 

agricultural land. As ZPs are not 

providing any service on 

agricultural land, there is no 

justification for extending 

additional stamp duty to rural 

areas." 

7.9 We do not find this argument 

very convincing, because PRIs have 

similar responsibilities in respect of 

rural areas, as ULBs have in respect of 

urban areas. We are firmly of the view 

that this discrimination between urban 

and rural areas in respect of levying of 

additional stamp duty must go and the 

state government should amend the 

relevant legislation(s) to provide for 

imposition of additional stamp duty in 

rural areas as well. The collection on 

this account should be passed on to the 

gram panchayat concerned. Since the 

collection will not be very substantial, it 

would not be worthwhile to distribute it 

between the three tiers of PRIs. Until 

suitable legislative changes are brought 

about by the state government, we 

recommend that an equal amount from 

the stamp duty collections on account of 

deeds of transfer of immovable property 

situated in rural areas, should be 

transferred to the gram panchayat 

concerned in the same manner as is 

done in the case of additional stamp 

duty collected from urban areas. Taking 

into account that the present rate of 

additional duty is one fifth of the total 

collection of 8 per cent of stamp duty 

and 2 per cent of additional stamp duty, 

we fix the share of PRIs at 15 per cent 

of the stamp duty collections from 

transfer deeds of rural areas. This 

percentage accommodates the likely 

incidental expenses involved in the 

transfer process; hence, no further 

deduction on this account need be made 

from the amount thus calculated. 

7.10 Another related point that was 

raised by some of the urban local bodies 

was about the delay in transfer of the 

additional stamp duty to the 

municipalities. Delay is caused because 

transfer mechanism requires that the 

ULBs send their claim after verification 

from registration office to the Inspector-

General of Stamp and Registration, who 

allocates budget to the local office for 

disbursement to the ULBs. This 

procedure needs to be simplified, so that 

the transfers are made directly without 

ULBs preferring their claim. The state 

government may examine this 

suggestion with a view to cut down 

delays. A procedure can be evolved 

whereby the amount could be 

transferred to the local body at the end 

of every month by the district 

authorities. With computerization of 

registration offices everywhere, it 

should not be difficult to accomplish 

this task. 
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Development Charges 

7.11 Regulation of building 

operations with a view to prevent 

haphazard development of urban and 

rural areas is generally the 

responsibility of the local body 

concerned. But these powers of the 

local bodies have been circumscribed 

by the government by enacting various 

legislations giving birth to the concepts 

of regulated areas, development areas 

and special development areas. Through 

these legislations, the responsibility for 

regulating building and land 

development operations has been 

entrusted to prescribed/development/ 

special development authorities. But, 

the responsibility to make civic services 

available to the newly developed areas 

or newly constructed buildings 

ultimately devolves on the local body 

concerned, which may have to incur 

additional expenditure to bring the 

services to the door steps of the 

potential users. In this context, local 

bodies have represented to the 

Commission that they should get a 

share of the revenue earned by these 

authorities on account of such 

developments. We see considerable 

merit in this demand and recommend 

that 20 per cent of the total amount of 

development charges, betterment levy, 

fee for building permission, etc. 

collected by the prescribed authorities, 

development authorities and special 

development authorities for allowing 

building operations and planned 

development of any area, should be 

passed on to the local body concerned: 

the ULB concerned in case of urban 

areas and the KP concerned in case of 

rural areas. We have recommended this 

transfer to KP, as, elsewhere, we have 

suggested that major development 

works related to provision of civic 

services in rural areas should be 

undertaken by KPs, which have full 

complement of technical and non-

technical staff in the block concerned. 

Pilgrim-cum-Tourist Tax 

7.12 Many of the local bodies have 

brought to the notice of the 

Commission, that they have to cope 

with extra pressure on civic services on 

account of the floating population 

comprising mainly pilgrims and 

tourists, who do not contribute anything 

to the coffers of the local bodies. 

Earlier, local bodies used to have 

considerable income from tolls and 

entry fee, which have now been 

withdrawn by the state government on 

the ground that such levies cause 

harassment to visitors and create traffic 

bottleneck at entry points. The 

Commission feels that pilgrims and 

tourists, who certainly create extra 

pressure on the civic service, must 

contribute towards its maintenance in 

some form or the other, without feeling 

harassed at the entry point. During our 

discussion with local bodies, we 

suggested that a pilgrim-cum-tourist tax 

may be levied by the local bodies on 

tourists/visitors/pilgrims staying in 

hotels, dharmshalas, guest houses, 

ashrams and all types of lodging places 

on per day basis. Most of the local 

bodies are in favour of such a levy, 

provided a procedure is laid down for 

maintenance of records by the lodging 

houses and a collection mechanism is 
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evolved. It was also suggested that the 

rate of the tax should not be too high. 

Having considered all the relevant 

aspects, we recommend that a pilgrim-

cum- tourist tax may be imposed by the 

state government at a flat rate of Rs.10 

per pilgrim/tourist per night to be 

collected by all types of lodging houses 

including hotels, dharmshalas, guest 

houses, ashrams etc., irrespective of the 

fact whether they realise any lodging 

charges or not.  The tax will be 

collected by the ULB concerned in case 

of urban areas and the KP in case of 

rural areas, but for the sake of 

uniformity, relevant guidelines (or 

statutes, if required) will be framed and 

issued by the state government. This tax 

is likely to augment the resources of the 

local bodies considerably. 

Land Revenue 

7.13 Under sections 37(1)(a) and 

37(1)(b), of the UPPRA, it is mandatory 

for the gram panchayats to levy a tax on 

land, not less than 25 paise but not 

exceeding 50 paise in a rupee on the 

amount of land revenue payable or 

deemed to be payable there for. It is 

seen that none of the gram panchayats 

in the state has levied this tax. During 

our meetings with the representatives of 

the gram panchayats, we were told that 

the amount being very meagre, it would 

not be economical for the gram 

panchayats to collect this tax.  

7.14 Land revenue has a long ancestry 

and it remains a universal levy, 

although, of late, states have lost 

interest in it as a source of revenue and 

have either abolished it altogether or 

exempted small holdings from payment 

of land revenue. In Uttaranchal, 

collections from land revenue in the 

past four years have been very erratic, 

as indicated in table 7.1. The fluctuation 

is perhaps because the figures also 

include amounts pertaining to other 

departments, but recovered as arrears of 

land revenue. 

Table 7.1 

Collections From Land Revenue 

 

Year Net Collections 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

 

       RS.    3.27 crore 

      Rs.   2.51 crore 

Rs. 12.63 crore 

Rs.   7.73 crore 

Rs.   8.90 crore 

7.15 Despite fluctuations in the 

revenue collection, a levy at the rate of 

50 per cent of land revenue would have 

brought about considerable revenue to 

the gram panchayats as a whole. But 

considering the fact that gram 

panchayats in the state are not too large, 

even at the rate of 50 per cent of land 

revenue, it would not be economical for 

them to collect the land tax individually. 

 

7.16    Since land is the main resource 

that is available in villages and land 

revenue as a levy has become 

insignificant in terms of yield for the 

state, it would be a good source for 

augmenting the revenues of the gram 

panchayats. Many states, like Punjab, 

Maharastatra, and Tripura share land 

revenue with one or more of the three 

levels of panchayats. This is most 
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usually done not by origin (jurisdiction 

of collection) but by a devolution 

formula, for example, in proportion to 

population. But adoption of such a 

formula reduces the collection incentive 

of the levying authority and robs the 

local body of a stake in improved 

collection. If the land revenue is to be a 

shared as a state level tax, fully or 

partially, it should preferably be done 

by jurisdiction. This will give the local 

body a stake in collections. We, 

therefore, recommend that land 

revenue, although levied and collected 

by the state government, should be fully 

assigned to the gram panchayats on the 

basis of origin. Further, the state 

machinery that collects the land 

revenue, should also collect tax on land 

at the rate of 50 per cent of the land 

revenue on behalf of the gram 

panchayats and pass on this surcharge 

along with the land revenue collections 

to the gram panchayat concerned. The 

state government can retain 3 per cent 

of the total collection as the cost of 

collection.  

Cess On Electricity 

7.17 Uttaranchal Power Corporation 

Limited (UPCL), which is the licensee 

for distribution of electricity in the state, 

has represented to the Commission that 

there is a huge outstanding against the 

local bodies towards electricity charges 

on the street light connections.  The 

verified arrear bills against these 

consumers unpaid as on 31
st
 March, 

2006 was to the tune of Rs.31.89 crore. 

Since UPCL is a company running on 

commercial lines as an independent 

financial entity, it has expressed its 

inability to continue supplying 

electricity without payment, but, at the 

same time, it has also expressed the 

apprehension that disconnection of 

power supply to the street light may 

lead to law and order problems.  The 

local bodies, on the other hand, have 

expressed their  helplessness in making 

payment to UPCL for street lighting on 

account of financial difficulties arising 

at least partly due to inadequate fiscal 

transfers during the award period of  

FSFC-U. They have a grievance against 

the billing of street lighting at 

commercial rates, arguing that street 

lighting should, in fact, be considered as 

a social welfare activity.( In this matter 

UPCL has clarified that, for street 

lighting, separate rates, and not 

commercial rates, are applicable since a 

long time).  The local bodies have also 

represented against some of the other 

norms and procedure followed by 

UPCL in respect of street lighting. They 

feel that the following decisions of 

UPCL specifically act as a deterrent to 

providing adequate street lighting:- 

          (i)UPCL provides street lights at 

its own cost only on those streets on 

which distribution mains already exist.  

The cost involved in extension of street 

light mains (including cost of sub-

stations, if any) in areas where 

distribution mains of UPCL do not 

exist, is required to be paid by the local 

bodies. 

            (ii)Maintenance charges are 

required to be paid by the local bodies, 

but these charges include only labour 

charges for replacement or renewal of 

lamps; all the material has to be 

provided by the local bodies. 
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             (iii)All the poles, distribution 

mains, service lines and other 

equipments installed by UPCL become 

its property notwithstanding the fact 

that their cost, fully or partially, and/or 

maintenance may have been paid by the 

local bodies. 

 7.18 No doubt, street lighting is the 

responsibility of the local bodies, but it 

is also a fact that due to precarious 

financial condition, most of the local 

bodies have not been able to discharge 

this responsibility satisfactorily.  Not 

only that most of them are not in a 

position to pay for the electricity 

charges for the existing street lights, but 

more importantly, they are not able to 

provide street lights to new areas being 

brought under habitation by ever-

increasing population, especially in 

urban areas.  The necessity of providing 

street lights as a social welfare measure, 

particularly in hilly terrain, can not be 

over-emphasized.  At the same time, its 

importance from law and order point of 

view also can not be under- estimated.  

We are of the firm view that finances 

should not come in the way of 

providing this much-needed amenity in 

urban as well as in rural areas. This 

being a social welfare activity, should 

be the responsibility of the entire 

community and not merely of the local 

bodies.  In view of this, we feel that 

even though PRIs have the power under 

the relevant statutes to impose tax for 

lighting of streets, this is an area in 

which state intervention is called for.  

This is further justified on the ground 

that, unlike PRIs, the statutory power to 

impose tax for providing street lights 

has not apparently been given to ULBs.  

The Commission, therefore, recommeds 

that the consumption charges for street 

lights should be recovered in the form 

of a cess to be levied by the state 

government on the energy charges to be 

paid by all the consumers, as everybody 

gets the benefit of street lighting. The 

cess shall be included in the normal 

electricity bill of a consumer and shall 

be collected and retained by UPCL.  

This cess will be utilized by UPCL 

towards meeting the expenses on 

providing and maintaining (including 

supply of material) street lights in rural 

as well as in urban areas.  The cess 

receipts shall also be utilized for 

meeting expenditure towards the 

extension of street lights in new areas, 

as may be recommended by the local 

body concerned.  UPCL shall maintain 

separately the account of the cess 

receipts and the expenditure debited to 

it.  Bills for consumption, maintenance 

and extension of street lights shall be 

sent to the local bodies as usual, but 

these will be adjusted against the cess 

receipts on a continuing basis for all the 

local bodies taken together.  Neither any 

demand shall be raised against any 

individual local body for over-

consumption nor any refund will be 

made to any local body for under-

consumption vis-a-vis the cess receipts 

therefrom.  

7.19 UPCL has furnished to the 

Commission the details of  the charges 

raised against local bodies on account 

of street lighting during the period 

2002-03 to 2005-06 (vide table 7.2).  

These figures show that the average 

consumption charges (including energy 

charges and electricity duty) for street 
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lights during this period came to 1.06 

per cent of the energy charges (i.e. 

consumption charges excluding 

electricity duty) for other consumers (as 

worked out in table 7.3).  These figures 

do not include maintenance charges, 

cost of replacement or renewal material 

and likely expenditure on extension of 

street lights to new areas.  Taking into 

account all these items of expenditure, 

the Commission recommends that a 

 

 

cess amounting to 2 per cent of energy 

charges be levied on all the consumers, 

to be collected and retained by UPCL, 

subject to the conditions mentioned 

above.  It is expected that, over a period 

of time, the cess receipts would be able 

to take care of the outstandings as well.  

If considered necessary, an appropriate 

legislation may be enacted by the 

government to facilitate levying of the 

cess on electricity.  

 

Table 7.2  

Commercial Details of Power Consumption  

        (Rs. lakh) 

Sl.

No. 

Particular

s 

2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

Total Street 

Light 

Total Street 

Light 

Total Street 

Light 

Total Street 

Light 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

1 Energy 

Charges 

62219.65 574.50 69706.47 667.34 69664.47 698.08 80680.69 901.00 

2 Electricity 

Duty 

1573.60 21.59 2048.38 27.47 3757.29 41.76 4059.20 46.49 

3 Late 

Payment 

Surcharge 

7300.89 922.63 12926.73 878.37 11221.57 565.55 8720.84 657.48 

  Total 71094.14 1518.72 84681.58 1573.18 84643.33 1305.39 93460.73 1604.97 

Source: Uttaranchal Power Corporation Ltd.      

 

Table  7.3 

Consumption Charges for Street Lighting 

    (Rs. Lakh) 

Sl.No. Year Consumption 

charges for Street 

Light 

Energy charges 

for other 

Consumers 

Consumption charges of 

Street Light as precentage 

of Energy Charges for 

other Consumers 

1 2002-03 596.09 61645.15 0.97 

2 2003-04 694.81 69039.13 1.01 

3 2004-05 739.84 68966.39 1.07 

4 2005-06 947.49 79779.69 1.19 

  Average 1.06 
Source: Uttaranchal Power Corporation Ltd.   
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CHAPTER 8 
 

GRANTS-IN-AID 

 

8.1 Articles 243I(i)(a)(iii) and 243Y(i) 

(a)(iii) of the Constitution and para 4 (a)(iii) 

of the TOR require the Commission to make 

recommendations as to the principles which 

should govern the grants-in-aid to the local 

bodies from the consolidated fund of the 

state.  The Commission is aware that even 

after the devolution schemes recommended 

by it in chapters 6 and 7 are implemented by 

the state government, certain gaps for 

special needs, not covered by normal 

devolution, may remain. These will have to 

be addressed through special treatment in 

the form of grants-in-aid. Since local bodies 

are given both plan and non-plan grants, our 

recommendations will also cover both the 

categories. 

Plan Grants 

8.2 Grants are given to local bodies in 

the state for implementing two plan 

schemes, viz. Sampoorna Grameen Rozgar 

Yojana (SGRY) and Integrated 

Development of Small and Medium Towns 

(IDSMT). SGRY is implemented through 

panchayats and IDSMT through ULBs and 

development authorities. The 

implementation of SGRY is as per the 

guidelines issued by the central government 

and grants for this purpose are given to zila, 

kshetra and gram panchayats in the ratio of 

20:30:50. We have, from discussion with 

different sections of the people all over the 

state, gathered the impression that the 

utilization of these grants has not been very 

satisfactory in as much as the benefit has not 

gone to the intended target group and works 

have been executed in an unplanned 

manner. One of the main reasons for the 

unsatisfactory utilization of these grants has 

been lack of a coordinated approach. The 

state has not yet constituted district planning 

committees, as envisaged under article 243 

ZD of the Constitution, As a result, 

utilization of these grants does not take 

place on the basis of a consolidated 

development plan of the district. Until the 

local bodies perform the constitutionally 

mandated task of planning for economic 

development and social justice, no useful 

purpose will be served by transferring plan 

grants to them. 

8.3 During the Commission‟s visits to 

the districts, we were told at many places 

that there was no coordination between 

different tiers of PRIs for utilization of 

SGRY funds, often resulting in the same 

work being undertaken by more than one 

panchayat body. In order to avoid 

duplication of works, we recommend that 

GPs should undertake all the works, which 

are for the benefit of the GP area, KPs 

should take up works which would result in 

benefit to more than one GP of the block, 

and similarly ZPs should confine themselves 

to works of inter-block nature. The list of 

beneficiaries should be chosen accordingly. 

We also received complaints that many a 

time works are contracted out, which defeats 

the very objective of poverty alleviation 

programmes and results in siphoning off of 

the funds to unintended quarters. It is 

recommended that the state government  

should monitor these programmes closely, 

both  financially and physically.  The 

monitoring teams should make frequent 

visits to fields. The teams should visit work 

sites, inspect the works and take statements 

of the recorded beneficiaries to ascertain 

proper utilization of funds. This has been 

done very effectively by an NGO in 

Rajasthan and there is no reason why the 

state government cannot do so here.                 
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Deficit  Grants  

8.4 The basic objective of any local body 

should be to provide basic services at a 

certain minimum acceptable level to every 

citizen irrespective of the choice of his 

residential location. As a corollary, the 

objective of any transfer system should be to 

ensure that local bodies are able to perform 

these functions to the satisfaction of the 

citizens. If even these basic services are not 

made available to the citizens, decentralized 

democracy will be meaningless. 

 

8.5 A rational transfer system, while 

working out the financial requirements of a 

local body for providing basic minimum 

services to the citizens, should logically take 

into account the own revenue resources of 

the local body. As pointed out earlier, the 

revenue space allowed to local bodies in the 

state is very small and the revenue collected 

by them is very meagre. We, therefore, feel 

that at this point of time, the transfer system 

should be so designed as to provide local 

bodies with enough funds, through the share 

of revenue resources and grants-in-aid, to 

enable them to make provision of basic 

services at an acceptable level. Revenue 

generated by the local bodies through their 

own sources can be utilized by them to meet 

other expenses and to create assets for 

further revenue generation.  

 

8.6 Traditionally, it has been the 

responsibility of the local bodies to provide 

at least five basic services to the citizens. 

These include provision of drinking water 

supply, sanitation (including solid waste 

management and sewerage), drainage, local 

roads and street lighting. In Uttaranchal, the 

provision of drinking water supply and 

sewerage is the responsibility of Jal Nigam 

and Jal Sansthan and not of local bodies. 

The role of local bodies is confined to those 

water supply schemes, which are transferred 

by the Jal Sansthan to them for 

maintenance. Most of the local bodies are 

reluctant to accept this responsibility, as 

they have neither funds nor trained hands to 

ensure proper maintenance. The task is 

made further difficult in hilly areas, where, 

at times, water has to be brought from long 

distances through various devices. We 

appreciate these problems and recommend 

that drinking water supply and sewerage 

should remain with these centralized state 

bodies. Only in exceptional circumstances, a 

drinking water supply scheme need be 

transferred to a local body; that too, 

provided there are strong reasons to do so 

and the local body is not only willing to 

undertake the responsibility of maintenance, 

but has also the competence to do so.  

Sewerage, in any case should remain with 

these centralized state bodies, as the local 

bodies have yet to acquire technical 

expertise to handle these schemes. In respect 

of street lighting, the role of local bodies is 

confined to making payment of street 

lighting charges as also of expenditure on 

maintenance and expansion, if any, as may 

be billed by Uttaranchal Power Corporation 

Limited (UPCL).  In chapter 7, we have 

recommended that the state government 

should levy a cess on energy charges to 

meet the expenses on street lighting, and 

local bodies should be absolved of the 

responsibility of making these payments.  

  

8.7 In view of the foregoing discussions, 

the only basic services for which local 

bodies need to have enough funds are 

sanitation (including solid waste 

management), drainage and local roads.  

Funds for construction of toilets and local 

roads are made available though various 

plan schemes, supplemented further by 

grants from the national finance 

commission, especially in respect of solid 

waste management and roads.  We are, 

therefore, of the view that local bodies need 

be provided enough funds through us for 
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meeting operation and maintenance (O&M) 

and establishment expenses in respect of 

sanitation, solid waste management and 

local roads. 

  

8.8 Zakaria Committee(1963), which 

was set up by government of India in early 

sixties for suggesting financial norms for 

operation and maintenance (O&M) of 

services, suggested per capita per annum 

expenditure of Rs. 1.10 to Rs. 1.80 for roads 

in different classes of urban areas.  Adjusted 

to 2004-05 prices, these figures would be 

Rs. 25.52 to Rs. 41.76. If we take the mid-

way figure, it comes to Rs. 33.64, which we 

feel should be taken care of by SFC. 

  

8.9 So for as solid waste management is 

concerned, Planning Commission‟s Task 

Force on Housing and Urban Development 

has estimated the minimum expenditure 

required for this purpose to be Rs. 122.50 

per capita. A study of some selected ULBs 

in Uttaranchal has shown (vide table 8.1) 

that the per capita cost incurred by them on 

solid waste management ranges between 

Rs.28.06 (Nainital) and Rs. 185.69 

(Hardwar). Solid waste management in the 

state comprises collection, transportation, 

disposal and treatment of solid waste. 

Looking at the fragile environment of the 

state, it is necessary to adopt scientific 

methods for solid waste management, if 

possible in public-private partnership. Some 

funds have been made available for this 

purpose by the TFC, but we feel that there is 

need of further financial support for this 

activity, The average expenditure incurred 

by ULBs on solid waste management (vide 

table 8.1) is Rs 75.16 per capita per year, 95 

per cent of which is on establishment 

charges and O&M costs.  We are of the 

view that at least this much amount must be 

made available to the local bodies through 

SFC devolution to meet the expenditure on 

solid waste management. 

Table 8.1 

Expenditure Pattern of ULBs on Solid Waste Management  
       

       

      (Rupees) 

Sl.No. ULB Actual Expenditure Average 

Expenditure 

Per 

capita 

cost 
2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 Chamba 259555 247296 430511 312454 47.49 

2 Dehradun 63079260 69001361 65182783 65754468 146.84 

3 Doiwala NA NA 570000 570000 70.83 

4 Haridwar 26488000 33224000 37779000 32497000 185.69 

5 Jhabreda 836500 767000 867000 823500 87.81 

6 Laksar 588000 625000 970000 727667 39.89 

7 Landaura 430985 507339 635230 524518 32.74 

8 Nainital 369648 759130 2116876 1081885 28.06 

9 Ramnagar 701900 7382000 6708000 4930633 106.71 

10 Rudrapur 5011400 9195900 8325100 7510800 84.66 

11 Vikasnagar NA NA 463000 463000 37.08 
  Overall Average-         78.89 
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8.10 Sanitation in the state is primarily 

manpower oriented, needing engagement of 

sufficient number of sweepers. For 

improving the efficiency, there is need to 

mechanise the operations, at least in large 

urban areas. The state government has laid 

down norms for engagement of sweepers, 

but due to financial stringency, the number 

of posts sanctioned, falls much short of the 

normative requirements. Some times daily 

wagers are engaged to meet increased 

requirements during peak season, especially 

at tourist places and on the pilgrim routes. 

We feel that finances should not come in the 

way of keeping cities, towns and villages 

 clean.  We, therefore, recommend that the 

local bodies should be allowed to engage the 

manpower required for scavenging work 

without financial constraints. It would, 

however, be necessary to pull them up if, 

despite this freedom, the local bodies are not 

able to keep their areas clean. The per capita 

annual expenditure on salaries as worked 

out for selected towns (vide table 8.2) 

comes to Rs. 353.75. It is estimated that 

about one-third of this expenditure is on 

sanitation staff. We are of the view that this 

expenditure should be met through the 

devolved funds. 

Table 8.2: Salary Expenditure in ULBs (2003-04) 
   (Thousand Rs.) 

Sl.No. ULB Population Expenditure on 

Salary + Pension  

Per Capita 

Expenditure on 

Salary + Pension  

(Rs) 

1 Bageshwar 7803 3873.99 496.47 

2 Badkot 6095 1109.31 182.00 

3 Bazpur 21792 2378.00 109.12 

4 Bhowali 5512 3697.00 670.72 

5 Chamba 6580 662.22 100.64 

6 Champawat 3959 902.22 227.89 

7 Devprayag 2779 1861.60 669.88 

8 Didihat 4806 300.03 62.43 

9 Dineshpur 8856 1123.36 126.85 

10 Doiwala 8043 944.00 117.37 

11 Gopeshwar 19833 2157.00 108.76 

12 Haridwar 177509 17178.00 96.77 

13 Khatima 14335 6247.03 435.79 

14 Kichha 30503 2265.00 74.25 

15 Kirti Nagar 1040 1698.39 1633.07 

16 Kotdwar 24947 6733.19 269.90 

17 Laksar 18242 481.00 26.37 

18 Mahuwadabra 6103 568.65 93.18 

19 Muni Ke Reti 7880 2105.00 267.13 

20 Nainital 38630 32442.12 839.82 

21 Ramnagar 46205 11826.00 255.95 

22 Rishikesh 66189 15820.00 239.01 

23 Rudraprayag 2250 1531.03 680.46 

24 Rudrapur 88676 106154.00 1197.10 

25 Sitarganj 22027 3633.41 164.95 

26 Tanakpur 15811 6152.00 389.10 

27 Uttarkashi 16218 4097.90 252.68 

  Total- 672623 237941.45 353.75 
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8.11 So far as drainage is concerned, the 

expenditure incurred by selected local 

bodies (vide table 8.3) averages to Rs. 39.55 

per capita. Expenditure to this extent should 

be met through funds devolved on the 

recommendation of the SFC. 

  

8.12 In view of the above, funds 

amounting to at least Rs. 266.27 per capita 

per year, as per break-up given below, 

should be made available to local bodies for 

supplementing their efforts to provide these 

basic services to the citizens of the area:- 

    Maintenance of local roads           Rs.  33.64 

      Solid waste management            Rs.  75.16 

      Sanitation                                   Rs 117.92 

     Drainage                                   Rs.  39.55 

     Total                                 Rs. 266.27 

8.13 A rough estimate of the shareable 

pool of state‟s revenues shows that the share 

of local bodies as per our devolution scheme 

(vide chapter 6) will be on an average 

around Rs. 300 per head in the first year of 

the award period. This is much more than 

what is required for meeting expenditure on 

the basic services of sanitation, solid waste  

management, maintenance of local roads  

 

and drainage. The Commission is, therefore, 

of the view that no deficit grant need be 

given to local bodies, as all of them would 

be in revenue surplus, post-devolution.  

 

Incentive Grant 

 
8.14 While reviewing the panchayat and 

municipal finances, we have observed in 

chapters 4 and 5 that the local bodies in 

Uttaranchal have very limited revenue 

raising powers, but even these are not being 

exploited fully for the fear of incurring the 

wrath of the electorate. This state of affairs 

goes against the precepts of public finance, 

which presumes that the "economic case for 

decentralization of governance is met only 

when public goods with a local spatial reach 

are provided in accordance with local 

preferences, and are financed from within 

the beneficiary space".  It must, however, be 

admitted that, at the present stage of 

development of local self government in the 

state, aid to local bodies by the state and the 

central governments at a significant scale 

can not be dispensed with, but, at the same  

Table 8.3 

Per Capita Cost For Provision of Drainage Network in ULBs 

      

     (Rupees) 

Sl.No. ULB Year Per capita 

cost 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 Chamba 200000 529583 224718 48.40 

2 Dehradun 55006 8225967 8648386 12.60 

3 Doiwala NA NA 252700 31.40 

4 Haridwar 614000 8974000 9539000 36.40 

5 Jhabreda NA NA 906000 96.60 

6 Landaura NA NA 400000 25.00 

7 Ramnagar 890000 560000 1210000 19.20 

8 Rudrapur 3409000 3134000 6397000 46.40 

9 Vikasnagar NA NA 500000 40.00 
  Overall Average-       39.55 
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time, every effort should be made by the 

local bodies to optimize their internal 

revenue mobilization.  This is unavoidable, 

if the ULBs and the PRIs wish to become 

self-governing institutions in the true sense 

of the term.  The First State Finance 

Commission of Uttaranchal (FSFC-U) felt 

that local bodies could be encouraged to 

mobilize their revenue resources through a 

scheme of disincentives.  Accordingly, in its 

devolution formula, the FSFC-U made the 

following recommendations in paras 20.20 

and 21.5 of its report: 

"20.20  The  Commission-----

recommends the devolution of funds to 

the Zila Panchayats as outlined in 

Enclosure 20.2. But rapidly, within two 

years, a responsibility has to be cast on 

the ZPs to substantially raise their own 

resources.  Thus, while recommending 

devolution, the Commission also 

recommends that in a year, initially 70% 

of entitled amount be released to each 

Zila Panchayat; the release of the 

remaining 30% must be linked to the 

financial and democratic good 

performance of each Zila Panchayat to 

be judged, as per the following criteria---

--------." 

 

    "21.5 The Commission while 

reviewing the financial performance of 

the Municipalities in earlier Chapters has 

recorded in very clear and strong terms 

that they were not harnessing to 

acceptable standards their potential to 

raise own resources.  The Commission, 

therefore, recommends that initially in a 

year only 70% of the entitlement should 

be released and the release of remaining 

30% be linked to their financial and 

institutional performance for which the 

Commission recommends the following 

criteria:" 

 

The scheme of disincentives formulated by 

FSFC-U thus comprised withholding 30 per 

cent of the devolution amount and linking 

its release with achievement of certain 

financial and other targets. 

  

8.15 During our interaction with the 

finance department and various local bodies, 

we found that the scheme of disincentives 

formulated by the FSFC-U did not achieve 

its desired results. None of the local bodies 

made any efforts to achieve the targets laid 

down by FSFC-U and as a consequence, did 

not mind losing 30 per cent of their 

devolution share. 

 

8.16 It is undisputed that fiscal 

performance must figure prominently in any 

devolution formula.  Accordingly, as 

indicated in chapter 6, we have used tax 

effort as an important parameter with a 

weight of 10 per cent in our devolution 

formula.  Consequently, a local body 

collecting higher tax per capita (property tax 

in case of municipal bodies and C&P tax in 

case of zila panchayats) got comparatively 

higher share in state revenues. This reward 

mechanism has a limitation. Since the 

devolution formula is based on past 

performance, inclusion of tax effort in it as a 

parameter, would reward the local body for 

its past performance and would not ensure 

satisfactory performance in the future.  We 

have, therefore, devised an incentive 

scheme, which would reward a local body 

for its improved performance in the future.  

Details of the scheme are outlined in 

subsequent paragraphs. 

 

8.17 We have mentioned earlier that the 

revenue domain, made available to the local 

bodies under various statutes, comprises 

primarily circumstances and property tax for 

zila panchayats and property tax for 

municipal bodies.  We have, therefore based 

our incentive scheme on performance in 

respect of only these two sources of 

revenue. 
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8.18 We have seen in chapter 4 that only 7 

of the 13 ZPs of the state levy circumstances 

and property tax and the average annual per 

capita collection is merely Rs. 1.93.  This is 

clearly a very low figure.  The FSFC-U had 

laid down a norm ranging between Rs. 2.37 

to Rs. 4.94 per capita per annum for 

collection of circumstances and property tax 

by different ZPs by the year 2003-04.  

Based on these norms we feel that all the 

ZPs must, in respect of circumstance and 

property tax, strive to achieve the per capita 

figure of at least Rs. 3.00 in each of the five 

years that are to be covered by our award.  

We do not think it to be a difficult task. 

 

8.19 We have analysed various aspects of 

property tax in chapter 5.  We have seen that 

different rates of property tax ranging from 

nil to 15 per cent of the annual rateable 

value exist in different municipal areas, but 

the actual collection per capita hardly has 

any correlation with the rate, except in the 

case of Mussoorie, which has the highest 

rate (15 per cent of annual rateable value) as 

well as the highest per capita annual 

collection (Rs. 310.91).  Similarly, the 

actual collection has nothing much to do 

with the nature of the ULB in as much as 

the largest ULB, viz. Dehradun which is the 

only municipal corporation  of the state has 

low per capita collection (Rs.56.27) as 

compared to some of the NNPs and NPs, 

which are much smaller ULBs.  As has been 

mentioned in chapter 6, the average annual 

per capita collection of property tax has 

been Rs. 44.03.  This is clearly a very low 

figure. The FSFC-U had laid down a norm 

ranging between Rs. 25 and Rs.100 per 

capita per annum for property tax collection 

by different municipal bodies during the 

period 2001-06. Based on these norms and 

our analysis of actual property tax collection 

during the period 2001-04, we feel that all 

the municipal bodies must in respect of 

property tax, strive to achieve at least the 

per capita figure of Rs. 75/- in each of the 

five years that are to be covered by our 

award. We do not think it to be a difficult 

task. 

 

8.20 In order to reward the ZPs and ULBs, 

which achieve the norms laid down in the 

preceding paragraphs, we recommend that 

they should be given an additional grant 

amounting to the actual collection made by 

them.  This grant, which shall be known as 

incentive grant, shall be disbursed to the 

local body within three months of the close 

of the financial year in which the norm is 

achieved. It will be treated as an un-tied 

grant to be spent by the local body for the 

benefit of its people and in public interest in 

a manner to be decided by the local body 

itself.  It is, however, suggested that a ZP 

may consider making some contribution out 

of the incentive grant to the funds of some 

or all the gram panchayats of the district 

depending upon the assistance rendered by 

them in collection of the C&P tax, keeping 

the spirit of section 14 of the UP Kshetra 

Panchayat and Zila Panchayat Adhiniyam, 

1961 in mind. 

 

8.21 In order to facilitate operation of the 

incentive scheme, we recommend creation 

of an “incentive fund” with a core amount 

of Rs. 50 crore, which can be replenished 

through normal budgetary mechanism, as 

and when required.  

 

8.22 It may be added that, on a limited 

scale, incentive schemes have been in 

operation in the states of Tamilnadu, and 

Goa. In Tamilnadu, it is known as the 

"matching grant scheme" under which every 

rupee of house tax collection is matched by 

an equal amount of grant from the state 

government. In fact, the state had originally 

given statutory status to this arrangement.  

But in 2001, the relevant statutory provision 

was deleted and the state government 

introduced a more liberal matching grant 

scheme under which the matching grant for 

house tax collections is offered on a 

graduated scale.  For every rupee of house 
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tax collected by the panchayats, a matching 

grant is provided at the rate of Rs. 3 if the 

collection is 100 per cent, Rs. 2 for 

collection between 99% and 80%, and one 

rupee for collection up to 80%. The major 

weakness of the scheme is that the matching 

grant is related to collections against the 

„demand‟ only.  Consequently, by under-

assessing the taxable properties even if the 

tax rates are kept at their prescribed 

minimum level, significant revenue 

potential available to the panchayats can 

remain untapped. In such cases, the so-

called „demand‟ reflects only the 

„depressed‟ demand, but not the actual 

potential available for local taxation.  It is 

learnt that the scheme is now no longer in 

operation.  

 

8.23 In Goa, village panchayats are 

offered matching grants as incentive by the 

state government on the basis of tax 

collection during the previous financial 

year. Under this scheme, incentive grants 

are given as per the norms indicated in table 

8.4. It is further stipulated that if any village 

panchayat registers a fall in the income 

during the year as compared to the previous 

year's income, the state government reserves 

the right to release the incentive grant to 

such panchayats at 50 per cent of the 

admissible amount. 

  

8.24 On a careful appraisal of the situation 

in the state of Uttaranchal, we have 

recommended a more liberal incentive 

scheme, which, we hope, will induce and 

enable the local bodies to proceed on the 

path of economic empowerment at a faster 

pace. 

 

Grant for Non-Elected Local Bodies  

 
8.25 The three Himalayan shrines of 

Badrinath, Kedarnath and Gangotri attract a 

large number of pilgrims every year.  

Provision of civic services and other 

amenities in these towns is the responsibility 

of the respective nagar panchayat.  These 

nagar panchayats being non-elected bodies, 

are not able to raise any money through 

taxation.  Hence, they are mainly dependent 

on SFC devolution and grants from the state 

government for maintenance of civic 

services. But normal SFC devolution is 

unlikely to do full justice to their needs,  

because the recorded population of these 

places is very small, for the reason that for 

almost six months in a year (from 

November to April), these places are  

 

Table 8.4 

Incentive Grants to Gram Panchayats in Goa 

Annual Income of the gram 

panchayat Incentive Grant  

a) Upto Rs.50,000 200% of the taxes collected subject to a 

minimum of Rs.20,000 

b) Above Rs.50,000 upto  

    Rs.one lakh 

Rs.one lakh and 150% of the additional income 

from taxes above Rs.50,000 

c) More than Rs.one lakh  

    upto Rs.two lakh 

Rs.1.75 lakh and 100% of the additional income 

from taxes above Rs.one lakh. 

d) More than Rs.two lakh 

    upto Rs.5 lakh 

Rs.2.75 lakh and 50% of the additional income 

from taxes above Rs.2 lakh 

e) More than Rs.5 lakh Rs.4.25 lakh only 
Source: Unpublished report tilled "Status of Panchayati Raj and Measures to Improve the System in 

Uttaranchal” 2006, K. Siva Subrahmanyam. 
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deserted and the shrines are closed during 

winters due to heavy snowfall. The pressure 

on civic services is tremendous during the 

summer months, when the shrines remain 

open (May to October), teeming with people 

– both local residents and pilgrims.  As per 

the recommendations of the first SFC of 

Uttaranchal, the share of these nagar 

panchayats in state's revenues was as 

follows:  

Badrinath   Rs 1.89 lakh per year  

Kedarnath  Rs 1.08 lakh per year  

Gangotri    Rs 1.36 lakh per year  

Realizing the inadequacy of the normal 

devolution to these three ULBs, FSFC-U 

gave to each to them additional grants of Rs 

5 lakh per year. Still the three ULBs faced 

problems, as the expenditure had been much 

higher (vide table 8.5). 
 

Table 8.5 

Expenditure Incurred by Non-Elected Local 

Bodies (2001-02 to 2004-05) (Lakh Rs) 

Year Badrinath 

NP 

Kedarnath 

NP 

Gangotri 

NP 
2001-02 8.54 9.74 4.58 
2002-03 12.92 5.62 1.83 
2003-04 20.68 8.10 5.86 
2004-05 20.90 13.61 5.66 
Av. P.a. 15.76 9.26 4.48 
Sources: SFC Questionnaires. 

 

8.26 In view of their non-elected nature 

and low recorded population as per census 

data, we have decided to treat these three 

nagar panchayats as special cases and 

exclude them from the normal devolution 

scheme.  Instead, based on their expenditure 

requirement, we recommend the following 

grants-in-aid to them:  

   Badrinath     Rs. 25 lakh per year 

        Kedarnath    Rs. 15 lakh per year  

        Gangotri      Rs. 10 lakh per year 

   

Establishment Grant 

8.27 During Commission‟s visit to 

districts, we received oral and written 

representations from various quarters for 

grant of honoraria and allowances to the 

elected functionaries of the panchayats so as 

to facilitate their functioning and improve 

their participation rate in various meetings. 

We were surprised to learn that when they 

came to attend the Commission‟s meeting, 

they had to do so at their own expense. 

Some of the participants traveled a long 

distance to attend the Commission‟s 

meeting and we strongly felt that they 

should be entitled to claim at least the 

reimbursement of their actual expenses. But 

there has been no such practice, we were 

told. 

8.28  In this context, our attention was 

drawn to section 12-AA of the U.P. 

Panchayat Raj Act, 1947, which lays down 

that the pradhan and up-pradhan of a gram 

panchayat “shall” receive such allowances 

and honoraria “as may be prescribed”. 

Parallel provisions exist in section 264-A of 

the U.P. Kshetra  Panchayat and Zila 

Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961 in respect of 

the adyaksha, upadhyaksha and other 

members of a zila panchayat and the 

pramukh, up-pramukh and other members 

of a kshetra panchayat. Since the word used  

in these provisions is “shall”, the intention 

of the law makers has been to make 

payment of honoraria and / or allowances to 

elected functionaries of panchayats 

practically mandatory, but rules have to be 

framed for this purpose. We are told that no 

rules have been framed by the state 

government in this regard so far. 

8.29  We are convinced that the demand of 

the elected representatives of the panchayats 

for implementation of these statutory 

provisions is absolutely justified. We are 

informed that many states do have similar 

provisions and have implemented them. We, 

therefore, recommend that the state of 

Uttaranchal must, without any loss of time, 

frame rules to provide for honoraria and 

allowances to the elected functionaries of 
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the panchayats in terms of the statutory 

provisions  cited above. In this context, we 

would like to make a mention of the fact 

that the state government has accorded the 

status of a minister of state to the adhyaksha 

of a zila panchayat, as a result of which he is 

entitled to honorarium and allowances as 

per the conferred status. This has been done 

without framing the necessary rules and is to 

the exclusion of others. We, invoking the 

principles of equity and fairplay, 

recommend that honoraria  may be given to 

other entitled elected functionaries of the 

panchayats also, as per the norms indicated 

below:- 

Upadhyaksha of a zila panchayat  Rs.750 /- p.m. 

Pramukh of a kshetra panchayat  Rs.750/-  p.m. 

Up pramukh of a kshetra panchayat  Rs.500/-  p.m. 

Pradhan of a gram panchayat  Rs.500/-  p.m. 

Up pradhan of a gram panchayat Rs.250/-  p.m. 

 

8.30  We have not recommended 

honorarium to members other than the 

upadhyaksha, pramukh, up pramukh, 

pradhan and up pradhan, as they are not 

entitled to honoraria under the afore-

mentioned statutory provisions. They are, 

however, entitled to get allowances “as may 

be prescribed”. We, therefore, recommend 

that whenever an elected functionary 

(including the one who has been 

recommended honorarium, as above) is 

asked to attend any meeting other than the 

regular panchayat meetings, he will be 

entitled to a meeting fee of Rs. 200/- and 

also reimbursement of actual travelling 

expenses, as per the TA rules applicable to 

class I officers of the state government. The 

payment of the meeting fee as well as of the 

travelling expenses will be the responsibility 

of the organisation /department calling the 

meeting and the payment will be made to 

the participant immediately after the 

meeting. These payments will not be a drain 

on the funds of the panchayats. 

8.31  In order to facilitate payment of 

honoraria to the elected functionaries, 

without putting financial burden on the 

panchayats, we recommend an additional 

grant-in-aid to be called “establishment 

grant” for each PRI at the  scale laid down 

below:- 

Zila panchayat   Rs. 9000   per ZP p.a. 

Kshetra panchayats   Rs.15000   per KP p.a. 

Gram panchayat   Rs.  9000   per GP p.a. 

   

8.32  The total annual requirement of 

funds for this purpose will be Rs. 1.10 crore, 

which will be passed on to the panchayats as 

“establishment grant” in accordance with 

the norms indicated above. We further 

recommend that these norms may be 

incorporated in the statutory rules, as and 

when these are framed by the state 

government.  

 

Special Purpose Grants 

 
Almora Zila Panchayat: 

 

8.33 In Almora, the zila panchayat office 

was destroyed in a fire on 7
th

 February, 

2006. It has to be re-built now.  The zila 

panchayat has approached us for funds to 

enable it to reconstruct the office.  The ZP 

has submitted an estimate of Rs. 85.58 lakh 

for the work. The Commission recognizes 

the necessity for reconstruction of the ZP 

office building and recommends a grant-in-

aid of Rs. 75 lakh to the Almora ZP for this 

purpose. 

 

Pauri Zila Panchayat 

 

8.34 The Pauri ZP has submitted a 

proposal for constructing an annexe to the 

ZP building, as the existing building, 

constructed in 1905, falls short of the space 

requirement of the ZP. The ZP proposes to 

construct a spacious meeting hall (as the 

present meeting hall is much too small, 

given the existing strength of the ZP) and 
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some office accommodation on an adjacent 

plot of land belonging to the ZP. An 

estimate of Rs.50.05 lakh has been prepared 

for the new building, which will have a few 

shops on the ground floor.  The cost of the 

ground floor is estimated at Rs. 10.68 lakh. 

Since the shops will be a source of income 

to the ZP, their construction can be financed 

through loan from banks and other financial 

institutions. Hence, a grant of Rs. 30 lakh is 

recommended for Pauri ZP for this purpose. 

 

Uttarkashi Nagar Palika Parishad and 

Bhatwari Kshetra Panchayat: 

 

8.35 Uttarkashi is a district headquarter 

town with a fast growing population. It is 

situated on the banks of the Bhagirathi river. 

The nagar palika parishad of Uttaranchal 

has a population of 16218 according to the 

2001 census. The jurisdiction of the NPP is 

confined only to the right bank of the river. 

A large population lives across the river in 

four gram panchayats, which, for all 

practical purposes, form part of the 

Uttarkashi town. Varunavrat hill, that 

overlooks Uttarkashi town, had, in 2004, a 

major landslide which buried many 

buildings in the NPP area under its debris. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This natural calamity forced many people to 

shift across the river in the four GPs, which 

fall within the jurisdiction of Bhatwari KP. 

These gram panchayats across the river are 

in no position to provide civic services to 

the large population that has moved there. 

We visited the area and found the state of 

sanitation to be very poor and most of the 

waste generated there, including non bio-

degradable plastic and polythene, finds its 

way into the Bhagirathi river. The riverside 

presents a very ugly sight indeed. There is 

an urgent need to clean up the river and 

arrange for proper disposal of solid waste 

generated in Uttarkashi town and the gram 

panchayats across the river. The 

Commission, therefore, recommends a grant 

of Rs. 50 lakh jointly to the Uttarkashi NPP 

and Bhatwari KP for cleaning the Bhagirathi 

river, beautifying its banks and arranging for 

proper management of solid waste.  The 

allocation will be placed at the disposal of 

the collector of Uttarkashi, who should 

spend this money after preparing a proper 

plan in consultation with Uttarkashi  NPP 

and the gram panchayats of Tiloth, 

Joshiyara, Lidari and Kansain of Bhatwari 

KP.         
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CHAPTER  9 
 

STRENGTHENING THE LOCAL BODIES  

 
9.1 Articles 243(I)(b) and 243Y(b) 

of the Constitution and para 4(b) of 

the TOR mandate us to make 

recommendation as to the measures 

needed to improve the financial 

position of the local bodies. In 

addition, para 5(5) and 5(a) of the 

TOR require us to have, while 

making our recommendation, regard 

to (i) the scope for improvement in 

fiscal management as well as 

organizational streamlining consistent 

with economy in expenditure and 

efficiency in administration and (ii) 

the use of information  technology 

and right sizing of staff.  

Accordingly, this chapter seeks to 

make suggestions for the 

strengthening of local bodies in the 

light of the spirit and intent of the 

mandate given to us.  

 

Enacting A New Legislation  
 

9.2 We have presented an 

overview of the present status of PRIs 

and ULBs earlier in chapters 4 and 5. 

These overviews have clearly 

underlined the need to strengthen 

local bodies structurally and 

financially so that they can emerge 

truly as institutions of self-

governance. Structurally, the 

problems facing local bodies seem to 

have their root in the legislations 

governing them. In the considered 

opinion of the Commission, 

Uttaranchal should frame its own acts 

for the PRIs and ULBs. There should 

be one act for PRIs and another for 

ULBs in place of the existing two of 

each. 

  

9.3 The act for PRIs should 

clearly demarcate the functions of the 

three tiers of panchayats so that each 

tier has its unique set of functions and 

there is no overlapping of functions. 

The functions of each level of 

panchayat should be based on clarity 

about its role and place in the three-

tier structure. For instance, the role of 

gram panchayats should be seen first 

and foremost as civic bodies at the 

village level. Villages, along with 

towns and cities, are places where 

people live. The same cannot be said 

about blocks and districts. As 

residents of villages, people have a 

right to certain essential civic 

services like sanitation and solid 

waste management, drainage, 

maintenance of paths, lanes and roads 

inside the village and street lighting. 

These, therefore, should be the 

obligatory and priority functions for 

gram panchayats. We have not 

included water supply for reasons 

indicated in chapter 8. Other 

functions should only be of a 

discretionary nature to be taken up if 

the gram panchayats are adjudged to 

have the capability to handle them 

and if adequate funds and 
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functionaries are placed at their 

disposal.   

 

9.4 Kshetra panchayats and zila 

panchayats, being spread over a large 

rural area, cannot obviously function 

as civic bodies. Their focus should 

therefore be on area development 

activities. Kshetra panchayats should 

have responsibility for activities/ 

works that serve more than one gram 

panchayat as also schemes which are 

of such magnitude as to be beyond 

the competence of a GP.  Zila 

panchayats should be given the 

responsibility for activities and works 

that have a district-wide scale and 

focus.  

 

9.5 In this context we would like 

to refer to the institution of “van 

panchayat” or forest panchayats, 

which have been set up under the 

Uttaranchal Panchayati Forest Rules, 

2001 framed under section 76 of the 

Indian Forest Act, 1927. These are 

elected bodies independent of GPs 

and have the mandate to look after 

panchayati forests. Van panchayat is 

an important institution of natural 

resource management and 

biodiversity conservation at the local 

level and is of crucial importance for 

the social economy of the mountain 

areas on account of the heavy 

dependence of agriculture, animal 

husbandry, household fuel needs and 

water regime on the forests. The 

eleventh schedule of the Constitution, 

however, contains “social forestry 

and farm forestry " as entry number 6 

and “minor forest produce" as entry 

number 7. In consonance with these 

provisions, it would be desirable that 

van panchayat is placed under the 

overall guidance and supervision of 

the corresponding gram panchayat. If 

the area of the van panchayat is 

covered by more than one gram 

panchayat, the van panchayat may be 

reconstituted so as to facilitate 

association of one van panchayat 

with one GP. It must be made clear 

that we are not recommending 

abolition of the existing institution of 

van panchayat. We are suggesting 

that it may be made to function as de 

facto forest committee of the gram 

panchayat with the pradhan as the 

patron. The ward member/members 

from the village to which the van 

panchayat relates may be made ex 

officio members. The van panchayat 

may submit an annual report of its 

activities to the gram panchayat and 

the gram sabha. Such an arrangement 

would be in consonance with the 

spirit of the 73
rd

 constitutional 

amendment. We recommend that 

suitable amendments may be carried 

out in the Uttaranchal Panchayati 

Forest Rules, 2001 to facilitate 

implementation of what we have 

stated above.  

 

9.6 One of the distinguishing 

features of the Gujarat model of 

panchayati raj relates to 

subordination of lower level 

panchayats.  The Gujarat Panchayats 

Act, 1993 provides that, subject to the 

control of the state government and 

the competent authority, (a) village 
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panchayat shall be subordinate to the 

taluka panchayat and the district 

panchayat; and (b) a taluka panchayat 

shall be subordinate to the district 

panchayat.  This arrangement helps in 

establishing organizational and 

administrative linkages amongst the 

three levels of panchayats. In the 

context of prospective devolution of 

additional functions, powers, funds 

and staff to the three levels of 

panchayats, this type of arrangement 

becomes a necessity.  It is 

recommended that a provision similar 

to that in Gujarat should be 

incorporated in the new panchayat raj 

legislation that will be framed  for 

Uttaranchal, so as to establish the 

missing administrative, 

organizational and financial linkages 

amongst the three levels of 

panchayats.        

 

District Planning Committee 

 

9.7 The local bodies are at a 

disadvantage in regard to access to 

plan funds from the state sector. This 

is because they are not associated 

with the planning process in a 

meaningful manner. It is, in fact, the 

state planning board, which decides 

about the schemes to be included in 

the district plan and the allocation of 

funds for the same. In the absence of 

any input from  the local bodies (rural 

or urban), the district plans are 

merely a compilation of departmental 

schemes. The reason for this situation 

is the failure of the state government 

to constitute district planning 

committees envisaged by article 

243ZD of the Constitution, which 

provides that at least four-fifths of the 

members of the committee should be 

from among elected members of the 

district panchayat and municipalities 

of the district. The U.P. 

Municipalities Act, 1916 (as 

amended in 1994 to conform to the 

provisions of the 74
th

 amendment) 

and the conformity legislation that 

was passed in the wake of the 73
rd

 

and 74
th

  amendments ( Uttar Pradesh 

District Planning Committee Act, 

1999) also provide for the 

constitution of such a district 

planning committee, but for some 

reasons, best known to the 

government, these committees have 

not been created in Uttaranchal.  

Preparation of the draft development 

plan of the district is the 

responsibility of the district planning 

committee under the Constitution, but  

in Uttaranchal it is done by a 

planning-cum-implementation 

committee, which has neither a 

constitutional nor a statutory status. 

This committee, understandably, fails 

to take an integrated view of the 

district from a developmental 

perspective. The Commission is of 

the view that this lapse should be 

rectified and district planning 

committees as per the provisions of 

article 243 ZD of the Constitution 

should be constituted at the earliest.  

This committee can assist the local 

bodies in discharging their 

constitutionally mandated 

responsibility of preparing plans for 

economic development and social 

justice.  This committee can also 
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deliberate on micro- planning issues 

and decide about the works to be 

undertaken by individual PRIs and 

ULBs out of plan funds as well the 

funds devolved through the 

mechanism of the national and state 

finance commissions. This will 

prevent wasteful expenditure and 

duplication of works and would 

ensure proper utilization of funds.  

 

Reorganisation  of Gram 

Panchayats 
 

9.8 For the  small state of 

Uttaranchal with 65 lakh rural 

population, accounting for around 76 

per cent of the total population of the 

state, constitution of as many as 7227 

gram panchayats seems to be on the 

high side, even after taking into 

account the topographical and 

cultural specificities of the state.  As 

per Uttar Paradesh Panchayat Raj Act 

1947, as amended by the Uttaranchal 

Tristariya Panchayati Raj 

Amendment Act, 2002, the minimum 

and maximum population for a gram 

panchayat has been fixed at 300 and 

1000 respectively for hill areas. The 

corresponding figures for the plains 

are 1000 and 5000.  These norms can 

be relaxed in “specific and 

unavoidable circumstances.”  It has 

also been laid down that a revenue 

village or a  hamlet shall not be 

divided for inclusion  in a gram 

panchayat area.  We have been 

informed that the state government 

has relaxed these criteria in many 

cases and has constituted 912 gram 

panchayats having population of 300 

or less, the smallest being with a 

population of merely 39.  

 

9.9 It may be seen from table 9.1 

that in terms of population, there are  

significant differences between the 

gram panchayats. Gram panchayats

Table 9.1 

Population-wise Distribution of Gram Panchayats 

 

  
No.  

District  Number of Gram Panchayats in different Population range 

1-

100 

101-

200 

201-

300 

301-

400 

401-

500 

501-

1000 

1001-

2000 

2001-

3000 

3001-

5000 

over  

5000 

Total  

1 Almora 5 40 147 247 234 396 51 02 - - 1122 

2 Bageshwar 1 03 33 68 69 148 35 02 04 - 363 

3 Chamoli 3 16 80 118 101 199 34 01 - - 552 

4 Champawat - 01 16 84 57 107 16 01 - 01 283 

6 Dehradun - - 03 58 40 125 88 29 14 13 370 

6 Hardwar - - - - - - 139 90 57 16 302 

7 Nainital  1 09 30 76 58 155 108 11 01 01 450 

8 Pauri 1 11 179 303 256 372 33 08 01 01 1165 

9 Pithoragarh 1 11 30 155 149 250 40 04 03 01 644 

10 Rudraprayag - 01 03 60 64 158 31 01 - - 318 

11 Tehri - 10 97 249 187 345 38 01 - 01 928 

12 Udham 

Singh Nagar 

- - 01 - - 03 190 77 26 06 303 

13 Uttarkashi - 07 72 98 90 136 22 01 01 - 427 

 Total 12 109 691 1516 1305 2394 825 228 107 40 7227 



 98  

having very little population are not 

economically, administratively or 

financially viable units of local 

government at the village level.  

Multiplication of gram panchayats 

may assure political aspirants of 

village–level  seats of power and 

social status, but that makes the tasks 

of equipping each gram panchayat 

with minimum „core‟ staff, enlarging 

the revenue base of these panchayats, 

economizing the administrative costs 

in dealing with large number of units, 

and provision of secretarial and 

technical support, extremely difficult. 

We are, therefore, of the view that 

scattered and isolated gram 

panchayats with very small 

population are required to be merged 

with the contiguous gram panchayat, 

so that every gram panchayat has a 

population of above 300 containing 

effectively a minimum voter 

population of 200.  Incidentally, this 

is the floor that we have fixed (vide 

chapter 6) in respect of population for 

the  purpose  of  working out the 

share of each gram panchayat in the 

state‟s revenue. 

 

9.10 With a view to ensure that the 

inhabitants of all the revenue villages 

falling within the jurisdiction of a GP 

have the sense of participation in the 

deliberations of the GP, the gram 

sabha should  be convened by 

rotation in each revenue village.  

Such a practice is in vogue in Kerala, 

West Bengal and Orissa and has 

helped in improving attendance in 

gram sabha meetings. 
 

 

Auditing of Accounts 

 

9.11 Article 243J of the 

Constitution states that the state 

legislature may, by law, make 

provisions with respect to the 

maintenance of accounts by the local 

bodies and the auditing of accounts. 

Section 40 of the UP Panchayat Raj 

Act 1947 provides that the accounts 

of every gram panchayat shall be 

audited every year in such manner 

and on payment of such fees as may 

be prescribed.  In Uttaranchal, 

panchayat accounts are audited by the 

Director of Local Fund Audit, who is 

a part of the state department of 

finance.  The government has 

prescribed audit fee for auditing the 

accounts of the panchayats at 

different levels.  In respect of gram 

panchayat accounts, the audit fee is 

Rs. 300 per working day of audit for 

an audit year, subject to a maximum 

of Rs. 1000 per audit year.  In regard 

to the audit of accounts of the kshetra 

panchayat, the audit fee is Rs. 350 

per working day of audit, subject to a 

maximum of Rs. 10,000 per audit 

year.  For the audit of zila panchayat 

accounts, the prescribed audit fee is 

Rs. 320 per working day of audit, 

subject to a maximum of Rs. 50,000/- 

per audit year. It is learnt that the 

panchayats are not enthusiastic in 

getting their accounts audited on the 

ground that they cannot meet the cost 

of audit.  The accounts of the zila 

panchayat and kshetra panchayat 

have not been audited, allegedly for 

want of adequate audit staff, for the 

last several years, resulting in heavy 
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arrears of audit.  Whatever auditing is 

done, its is confined only to gram 

panchayat accounts.  But audit of 

several gram panchayat accounts are 

also in heavy arrears.  During 2004-

05, the statutory auditor could 

complete his audit in respect of only 

4572 gram panchayats.  It is learnt 

that as many as 18,423 yearly 

auditing of accounts is yet to be 

completed.  But the dire need of 

auditing can be judged from the fact 

that the limited number of audit 

reports that were perused by us 

brought out several instances of 

embezzlement and irregularities in 

expenditure.  
 

 

9.12 In a number of states in the 

country, audit of panchayat accounts 

is considered to be the responsibility 

of the state government, and no audit 

fee is charged from the panchayats.  

This is understandable as the auditors 

are regular government servants and 

their salaries are a normal charge on 

the state exchequer. Moreover, it may 

be remembered that panchayats in 

almost all states heavily depend on 

state-aid in the form of revenue 

sharing, revenue-assignment and 

grants-in-aid. In the larger interest of 

ensuring proper use of these „fiscal 

transfers‟ the state government 

should assume the responsibility of 

the examination of the manner in 

which funds transferred from its 

coffers are utilized by the recipient 

units.  The lack of appropriate and 

effective financial control 

mechanisms over a large quantum of 

revenue transfers from the state 

government to its subordinate units of 

local governance will certainly breed 

irresponsibility  amongst the local 

bodies. 

 

 

9.15 In the light of the above 

observations, it is recommended that 

the state government should amend 

the rules / instructions to ensure that 

no audit fee is charged for auditing of 

the accounts of the local bodies.  

Further, the staff strength of the 

state‟s internal audit office should be 

sufficiently increased in such a way 

that accounts of all the tiers of the 

local bodies are audited every year.                         

 

 

Information Technology 
 

9.16 As per para 5(9) of the TOR, 

the Commission, in making its 

recommendation, is required to have 

regard to the use of information 

technology (IT). This has rightly been 

included in the TOR because 

information management is an 

important element of modern 

democratic administration. It involves 

the creation of an efficient and 

transparent system of collection, 

storage and retrieval of information 

that not only provides information on 

demand to those who ask for it, but 

also makes it freely available in the 

public domain. The availability and 

use of computers and the spread of 

the internet has simplified this task in 

a big way. In what follows, an 

attempt has been made to review the 

progress of computerization in urban 
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and rural local bodies in Uttaranchal 

and identify what more needs to be 

done, so that the local bodies in the 

state may reap full benefits of 

computerization and information 

technology.    

 

 

9.17 As far as urban local bodies in 

Uttaranchal are concerned, there has 

been commendable progress in 

providing necessary hardware. The 

municipalities have all been provided 

computers in adequate numbers. The 

problem lies in their utilization. Since 

most of the staff has not been trained 

in their use, the computers available 

with the municipalities are not being 

adequately utilised. It is however, 

heartening to note that presidents and 

executive officers of NPPs have 

become familiar with computers and 

many of them have started 

communicating by e-mail. Another 

reason for less than optimal use of 

computers by the municipalities is 

non-availability of necessary 

software. Customized software is 

needed for managing financial 

information and for taxation 

purposes, especially property tax. The 

forms prescribed for financial 

reporting are fairly long and complex 

and could be simplified by 

conversion into digitized format. Use 

of computerized information system 

will also make it unnecessary to 

manually fill numerous reporting 

formats required by various 

supervisory agencies.  

 

9.18 The progress of 

computerization in panchayats is 

much slower. Nevertheless, it is 

impressive, given the magnitude of 

the task and the difficulties of access 

and communication in mountainous 

terrain. Computers have been placed 

at the kshetra panchayat (block) 

level; days are allocated on which a 

GP secretary can come and feed-in 

the reports in the prescribed format. 

All the zila panchayats have 

computers. Like the municipalities, 

their problem too is lack of adequate 

number of trained staff and 

availability of software.  

 

9.19 It is clear from the above that 

at present the use of information 

technology in the ULBs and PRIs in 

Uttaranchal is limited to 

computerization of some basic 

information and records and 

submission of periodic returns to the 

supervisory authorities in the form of 

computer print-outs. The use of IT 

for  streamlining the working of local 

bodies, increasing efficiency and 

productivity of staff and initiating a 

virtual revolution in their functioning 

through an entirely new culture of 

working has yet to make a mark in 

the state. A beginning in this regard 

could be made by studying the 

recommendations of the "seventh 

round table" of the ministers-in-

charge of panchayati raj held in 2004. 

The "round table" advocated the 

introduction of "enterprise resource 

planning" (ERP) in the system, 

details of which are given in 

annexure IX-A. We recommend that 

the state of Uttaranchal may consider 

adopting the concept of ERP, which 

is basically a management 
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information system that integrates all 

the facets of an organization. The 

ERP can be initiated in a phased 

manner in the state, starting with the 

ULBs, and within ULBs from 

Dehradun nagar nigam and few 

selected NPPs. Based on the 

experience gained, it may be 

extended to other ULBs and to ZPs. 

Thereafter KPs and GPs could be 

taken up.  

 

9.20 The local bodies of the state 

can also learn from the experience of 

those  states where computerization 

and e-governance have been 

introduced at a significant level. The 

concept of "e-gram" of Gujarat and 

"e-panchayat" of Chattisgarh 

envisages computerization of village-

level information and records and 

making it available on-line. We 

recommend that the possibility of 

replicating this concept in 

Uttaranchal may be explored. 

  

Administrative Reforms  

9.21 Paras 5(5) and 5(9) of the 

TOR require the Commission to 

have, in making its recommendation, 

regard to organizational streamlining, 

efficiency in administration and right-

sizing of staff. With a view to address 

these issues  the Commission asked 

the Indian Institute of Public 

Administration (IIPA) to conduct a 

study on the administrative structure 

of the local bodies. The study arrived 

at the finding that the present 

administrative capabilities of the 

local bodies are "pathetic with 

unacceptably large number of posts 

lying vacant and the prevalence of ad 

hocism in the staffing pattern". This 

finding is based on the analysis of the 

prevailing situation, as elaborated 

hereinunder. 

 

Gram Panchayats: 

 
9.22 The administrative structure of 

the gram panchayats does not 

measure up to even the most 

fundamental requirements of 

administration. The secretary of the 

gram panchayat has two critical roles: 

(a) he provides the administrative 

support to the panchayat and (b) acts 

as the key element for governmental 

supervision and control.  It is to be 

expected that each gram panchayat 

should have a secretary accountable 

to one panchayat and to one 

supervisory authority. The ground 

reality in Uttaranchal is 

unfortunately, very different.  It is 

common to find, especially in the 

hilly areas, a number of gram 

panchayats being served by one 

secretary, implying that the 

panchayats have effectively no 

control over this key administrative 

functionary.  Further, whereas the 

supervisory authority for the gram 

panchayats is the district panchayati 

raj officer (DPRO), the panchayat 

secretaries are drawn from different 

departments.  In the state, there are 

1549 secretaries for 7227 gram 

panchayats. Of these secretaries, only 

545 are under the DPRO, 819 are 

gram vikas adhikaris reporting to the 

district development officer and the 

rest are tube-well operators/ basic 
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health workers or others who are 

under the control of other authorities. 

 

Kshetra Panchayats: 

 9.23 The kshetra panchayats 

completely lack an independent 

executive apparatus.  They do not 

have any employee of their own and 

are expected to work with the help of 

the block development office. 

Zila Panchayats:  

9.24 The ZPs have their own staff 

unlike the kshetra and gram 

panchayats. The data, based on the 

questionnaires canvassed by the 

Commission, show that the total 

number of sanctioned posts for all the 

ZPs in the state (except Pauri, whose 

data were not available) was only 566 

in 2004-05.  Against this, the actual 

number of employees working was 

421 for the twelve ZPs. Of the 421 

employees, 124 are class IV and 275 

are class III employees and only 22 

(out of a sanctioned strength of 42) 

are either class I or II.  If the category 

of class IV is left out, the distribution 

of employees according to different 

services shows that 126 are from 

administrative services, 18 from 

accounts services, 67 from revenue 

services, 60 from engineering 

services, 3 from medical services and 

23 from miscellaneous services.  This 

illustrates the point that not only is 

the staffing pattern inadequate for 

developmental activities, but the 

distribution of the staff is lopsided 

with a very heavy load of 

administrative and non-

developmental staff. 

 

Urban Local Bodies : 

 
9.26 The administrative aspects of 

the municipalities are looked after by 

officers of the „centralized services‟ 

and the subordinate staff hired by the 

municipality. The centralized services 

include the following categories: 

executive officers, office 

superintendents, tax and revenue 

officers, accountants, sanitary 

superintendents, officers related to 

inspection of food and cleanliness, 

and clerks. Although these positions 

are essential for the functioning of the 

municipalities, a large number of 

posts have remained vacant for a long 

time. In fact, as many as 222 of the 

282 sanctioned post have been lying 

vacant for a large number of years.  

Even the key post of executive officer 

is reportedly vacant in two nagar 

palika parishads and six nagar 

panchayats.  An equally disturbing 

point is the near absence of qualified 

accountants in most of the 

municipalities. In the result, we find 

that the municipalities have an 

elected body with little capability of 

administration and an administration 

with very little capability, primarily 

due to inadequate staff. 

 

9.25 But this inadequacy of staff is 

not reflected in the total number of 

employees with the municipalities. 

The data received through the 

questionnaires canvassed by the 

Commission show that the number of 

working employees in the 48 
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municipalities (for which data were 

available) was 4131, a little higher 

than the number of sanctioned posts. 

The average number of employees 

per 1000 urban population was four, 

i.e. one employee for every 250 

population.  However, this average 

hides a lot of inter-municipality 

variation. The number of municipal 

employees per thousand population 

varies from one to thirty- five 

(Gangotri). The staffing pattern is 

also imbalanced with class IV 

employees accounting for over 70 per 

cent of the total number of municipal 

employees as revealed from a random 

sampling of ten municipalities. The 

same sample also shows that nearly 

half of the staff comprises personnel 

from the „revenue services‟ and from 

the category of ‟peons‟. In contrast, 

out of the total of 271 employees, 

only 24 are categorized as „medical 

services‟ and 36 as belonging to 

„water & mechanical engineering 

services‟.   

  

9.27 It is seen that not only is the 

staffing inadequate, but is also 

lopsided and inadequately trained.  A 

common problem in all the 

municipalities today is the utilization 

of the large number of employees, 

earlier engaged in the collection of 

octroi, but now rendered „surplus‟ 

due to the abolition of octroi.  The 

abolition has also impacted 

substantially on the revenues of the 

municipalities.  Meaningful 

redeployment of surplus staff requires 

adequate training, which is almost 

non-existent for the non-centralized 

staff. The service conditions, which 

are an important element of morale 

and motivation, are poor with poor 

promotional prospects. 

 

Recommendations: 

 
9.28 We have considered the 

findings of the study and based 

thereon, we make the following 

recommendations:  

(i)  As mentioned earlier in chapter 

6, each gram panchayat should 

have a full-time secretary, who 

can be appointed by the gram 

panchayat from within the GP 

area, if a qualified candidate is 

available. He may be engaged 

on honorarium basis  for which 

the state government may fix a 

ceiling. The secretary of the GP 

from whichever department he 

may be, should be directly under 

the control of the pradhan of the 

GP and through him under the 

DPRO and not under the head of 

his parent department. This is 

necessary to ensure good 

governance at the village level. 

(ii) In case of kshetra panchayats, the 

link between the elected 

representatives and 

administration need to be forged 

in such a way that the two are 

able to operate as a team. This 

will enable the KP to utilise the 

expertise and manpower 

available in the block for 

executing various schemes and 

works. 

(iii) The local bodies should be given 

the authority to abolish vacant 

posts which are no longer 
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needed and in their place create 

posts of equivalent rank in areas 

of activities, which need 

additional staff support. 

(iv)  Other vacant posts should be 

filled up immediately and ad 

hocism in the matter of 

appointments should be done 

away with. 

(v)  There should be a training 

programme for the officials as 

well as the elected 

representatives of the local 

bodies, both PRIs and ULBs. 

The training for elected 

representatives should be at two 

stages-first, immediately after 

they get elected and thereafter a 

refresher course after they 

complete one year of their term. 

The training material should 

contain relevant rules and 

regulations in simple language, 

so that they get familiar with 

administrative and financial 

procedure. But more 

importantly, the training should 

be so designed as to apprise 

them not only of their rights and 

powers but also of their 

responsibilities as the 

functionaries of the third tier of 

government. They should be 

made to realise that their 

objective should not merely be 

to get elected or to retain their 

seat by adopting "vote catching" 

devices, but to prove their worth 

as a constructive and positive 

thinking visionary of the area. 

They should be advised to rise 

above petty interests and keep 

the welfare of the public at large 

in mind, while performing their 

functions as the representative 

of the people.   

(vi) As regards devolution of 

functions, cost and benefit 

considerations need to be kept in 

mind.  If the same or similar 

functions are devolved to 

different tiers of elected bodies, 

there would be considerable 

overlapping and conflict.  As far 

as the PRIs are concerned, the 

GP is best suited for providing 

local services and 

implementation of smaller 

developmental works.  The KP, 

with the resources of the block 

office, can implement larger 

projects, especially those which 

involve several GPs. Solid waste 

management projects will 

necessarily cover the area of 

more than one GP and should, 

therefore, be executed by KPs 

with the help of the block staff. 

They should also have a 

planning role, particularly with 

respect to ensuring equitable 

regional development. The ZP is 

best suited as a planning and 

monitoring agency.  But for this, 

it requires a different staffing 

pattern, which should be on par 

with other government servants. 

The municipal bodies need to 

provide basic services, plan for 

urban development and address 

the issue of urban poverty. All 

these require more manpower, 

which can be obtained by filling 

up posts and utilizing the 

services of elected 

representatives to broaden 
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citizens‟ involvement through 

formation of groups or 

otherwise.  

(vii) Although the structure of 

panchayat raj in Uttaranchal is 

not hierarchical, there is a need 

for supervision of panchayats by 

those immediately above them.  

This is important from the point 

of view of ensuring that the 

panchayats adhere to quality, 

cost parameters and norms,  

while executing various works.  

Thus, kshetra  panchayats 

should supervise the works 

undertaken by gram panchayats  

and the zila panchayats should 

supervise the works undertaken 

by kshetra panchayats.  

Incidentally, earlier in this 

chapter, we have recommended 

that a hierarchical structure in 

the panchayat raj system will be 

better suited to the state and the 

new legislation, that is to be 

framed by the state in due 

course, should take care of that. 

Meanwhile, suitable 

administrative arrangements 

may be put in place to bring in 

the concept of hierarchy in the 

system.  

 

viii. Since the responsibility for  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

proper functioning of an SFC is  

that of the finance department of 

the state, it would be useful if 

senior functionaries of the 

department are made aware of 

the importance of SFC and are 

educated  about various steps 

that the state government should 

take to make SFCs an effective 

instrument of democratic 

decentralization.  At the same 

time, officers who are connected 

with SFCs, would also need to  

be given lessons about the 

manner in which the SFCs 

should be functioning, so that 

they may render appropriate 

advice to the SFC, as and when 

constituted.  Further, since the 

department looking after PRIs  

and ULBs have also to play a 

crucial role in this process, 

senior functionaries of these 

departments at the state level as 

well as in the field offices need 

intensive training to ensure that 

proper records are maintained 

by local bodies to enable them 

to feed SFC with requisite data 

needed for designing a proper 

formula for devolution to the 

third tier of the government. 
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CHAPTER 10 
 

IDENTIFYING ISSUES FOR THE 

THIRTEENTH FINANCE COMMISSION 
 

10.1 Article 280 (2) of the 

Constitution, which lays down the 

duties of the national finance 

commission,  specifically mentions, 

amongst other things, that "it shall be 

the duty of the Commission to make 

recommendations", as to "the 

measures needed to augment the 

consolidated fund of a state to 

supplement the resources" of the 

panchayats and the municipalities in 

the state".  Accordingly, the terms of 

reference of the Eleventh as well as 

the Twelfth Finance Commission 

incorporated this provision of the 

Constitution. While addressing this 

term of reference, the Twelfth 

Finance Commission recommended 

that "in future, the SFCs must clearly 

identify the issues which require 

action on the part of the central 

government to augment the 

consolidated fund of the state and list 

them out in a separate chapter for the 

consideration of the central finance 

commission".  The present chapter is 

being  included in our report in 

deference to the recommendation 

made by TFC.  

Tax, Duties, Tolls and Fees 

10.2 We have mentioned earlier in 

chapter 2 that articles 243I(1)(a)(i) 

and 243Y(1)(a)(ii) specifically give 

the right to the local bodies to  have a 

share of not only tax  revenues i.e. 

taxes and duties, but also of tolls and 

fees, which fall in the category of 

non-tax revenues. As per the finance  

accounts of the state, the main items 

of non-tax revenues are fees, user 

charges, rents, royalties, sale 

proceeds of forest  produce and other 

properties and other miscellaneous 

(not specified) receipts, besides 

interest receipts, dividend and profits. 

10.3 The dictionary meaning of the 

term fee is "an amount of money that 

you pay for professional advice of 

services" (source: Oxford Advanced 

Learner's Dictionary). The term has 

not been defined in the Constitution  

or in the budget documents of the 

state, and it has been noticed that 

many  receipts, which could be 

termed as fee, have not been 

specified as such in the finance 

accounts. We, therefore, decided to 

take fees in the wider sense  and 

included in it all types of non-tax 

revenues, except interest receipts, 

dividend, profits, sale proceeds of 

forest produce etc and royalties from 

minerals, which are shown under 

separate heads in the finance account 

and clearly do not constitute 

payments for services rendered. 

Accordingly, state revenues for the 

purpose of working out the share of 

local bodies have been taken to 

include all tax and non tax revenues 

except interest receipts, dividend, 

profits, sale proceeds of forest 

produce etc. and royalties from 

minerals.    
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10.4 In order  to remove the 

ambiguity arising in this regard, it is 

suggested that the Thirteenth Finance 

Commission  may consider this issue 

and recommend to the Comptroller & 

Auditor General to issue directions 

for proper classification of tax and 

non-tax receipts in the budget 

documents and finance accounts, 

keeping the requirements of the 

articles 243I and 243Y in mind.  

Net Proceeds 

10.5 Article 243I and 243Y of the 

Constitution speak not merely of 

share in taxes, but of net proceeds of 

taxes, duties, tolls and fees. While 

talking of the net proceeds of state 

taxes, duties, tolls and fees, the 

Constitution does not specify the 

manner in which the net proceeds  

have to be calculated. Article 279 of 

the Constitution specifically provides, 

in the context of  NFCs, that the term 

"net proceeds" means the proceeds 

reduced by the cost of  collection, as 

certified by the Comptroller and 

Auditor-General, whose  certificate 

will be treated as final. There is no 

parallel provision in respect of SFCs. 

The Accountant  General of 

Uttaranchal confirmed in a discussion 

that his office does not make  any 

estimate of the cost of collection of 

various tax and on-tax revenues. 

10.6 We would like the Thirteenth 

Finance Commission to look into this 

matter and either advise the central 

government to make an appropriate 

amendment in the Constitution to 

incorporate a parallel  provision like 

article 279 in the context of state 

finance commissions or until that is 

done request the Comptroller  & 

Auditor General to issue instructions 

to all the accountants general to 

maintain records in such a way  as to 

facilitate  calculation of the cost of 

collection in respect of state taxes, 

duties, tolls and fees and issue of 

certificates therefor. 

A National Forum of SFCs   

10.7 Most of the states have 

constituted two state finance 

commissions so far and some of them 

have also constituted the third one. 

However, experiences in most of the 

states and also findings of different 

studies and  reports, including that of 

Twelfth Finance Commission, find 

serious gaps in the functioning of 

SFCs across almost all states of India. 

Participatory Research in Asia  and 

Rajiv Gandhi Institute of 

Contemporary Studies jointly 

organized a national  seminar in New 

Delhi on 2
nd

 December 2005 to 

discuss the present status of state 

finance commissions (SFCs) and 

initiatives required to strengthen 

them. It felt that there was an urgent 

need to revisit  all aspects of 

functioning  of SFCs, but lack of a 

national forum to discuss these issues 

in greater depth was a constraint. 

Most SFCs have been working in 

isolation  without support of any such 

forum, which can work as a 

coordinating body and repository of 

knowledge. Under these 

circumstances, an  independent 

national agency  could be set up to 

facilitate  data, learning and support 

exchanges among different SFCs. We 

endorse this recommendation, which, 
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in our view, should also be accepted 

by government of India. We seek the 

support of the Thirteenth Finance 

Commission for getting this 

recommendation implemented.  The 

afore-mentioned national agency 

should most appropriately be located 

in the ministry of finance of 

government of India.  

Audit 

10.8 The Eleventh Finance 

Commission had set apart Rs. 200 

crore for creation of data base 

relating to the finances of local 

bodies and Rs. 9861 crore per annum 

for maintenance of   accounts of 

village and intermediate level  

panchayats. It was recommended that 

a database on the finances of the 

panchayats and municipalities should  

be developed at the district, state and 

central government levels and  be 

made easily accessible  by 

computerizing it and linking it 

through V-SAT. The authority 

prescribed for conducting the audit of 

accounts of the local bodies was to be 

made responsible for this task  and 

the data were to be collected and 

compiled in standard  formats, 

prescribed by the C&AG. This would 

have facilitated comparison of the 

performance and the stage of 

development of local bodies among 

the states. 

10.9 We understand, not much of 

progress has been made in 

implementing these  initiatives and 

we found it difficult to get the data 

required by us on a certified basis. 

We are of the view that only a strong 

audit system can bring about 

improvement in the situation. We 

have mentioned  in chapter 9 about 

the weak local audit  organization of 

the state.  We have been told that  

audit of local bodies is done regularly 

by the CAG in respect of utilisation  

of plan funds. It will inculcate fiscal 

discipline amongst the local bodies if 

the auditing by the CAG is extended 

to cover other  funds as well. 

Proformas in which accounts have to 

be maintained  by the local bodies 

have already been prescribed by the 

CAG and auditing of their accounts 

by the CAG will not put much of 

extra burden on the CAG, but the 

benefit  accruing therefrom in  terms 

of proper utilisation of public money  

will far outweigh  the costs. We 

would  request the Thirteenth Finance 

Commission  to  examine this 

suggestion and make suitable 

recommendations.  

Supplementing the Resources of 

the Local Bodies 

10.10 While making its 

recommendation, the Twelfth 

Finance Commission made the 

following observations regarding the 

procedure to be adopted by state 

finance commissions:- 

"It is desirable that the 

SFCs follow the  procedure 

adopted by the central  finance 

commission for transfer of 

resources from the centre to 

the states in respect of 

resource transfers from state 

governments to local bodies. 

The SFC reports should 

contain an estimation and 

analysis of the finances of the 
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state  government as well as 

the local bodies  at the pre and 

post transfer stages along with 

a quantification of the 

revenues that could be 

generated additionally by the 

local bodies by adopting the 

measures recommended 

therein. The  gaps that may 

still remain would then 

constitute the basis for the 

measures to be recommended 

by the central finance 

commission. 

While estimating the 

resources of the local bodies, 

the SFCs should follow a 

normative approach in the 

assessment of revenues and 

expenditure  rather than make 

forecasts based on historical 

trends."  

10.11 While preparing our report, we 

have tried to follow the procedure 

recommended by TFC  in the best 

possible manner and  have  provided, 

as per our estimation, enough funds 

to the local bodies to enable them to 

look after their core functions. But, 

we will not be surprised if due to data 

deficiencies some gaps may still 

remain. Such gaps, if existing, would 

have been  discovered by the time the 

Thirteenth Finance Commission is set 

up, as by then  our recommendations  

would have been in operation for  

 

 

 

more than a year.  We would expect 

the Thirteenth Finance Commission 

to  look  into the implementation of 

our recommendations by the state 

government and the results achieved 

by the local bodies with a view to 

assess if there was any shortage of 

funds,  which was hampering the 

functioning of  the local bodies so far 

as  core services  are concerned.  

These shortages may be  made up by 

the Thirteenth Finance Commission  

at least for the last year of our award 

i.e.  for 2010-11, which  will be the 

first year of the award period of the 

Thirteenth Finance Commission. 

Devolution in subsequent years may 

also take those gaps into account. 

10.12 Further, we have not taken 

capital works requirements of the 

local bodies into account, while 

recommending  devolution of funds 

to local bodies. We have left it to the 

Planning Commission  and the 

national finance commission to 

provide for capital works to be 

undertaken by the local bodies, even 

in respect of core and basic services. 

We hope that the Thirteenth Finance 

Commission would assess the 

requirement of funds for capital 

works to be undertaken by local 

bodies and would provide grants to 

the state accordingly, in terms of the 

constitutional mandate of the NFC to 

supplement the resources of the local 

bodies.   
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CHAPTER 11 

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
 

Contracting of Loans by Local 

Bodies  
 

1. The state government should 

refrain from standing guarantee for 

loans to be taken by local bodies 

and the financial institutions should 

assess proposals from local bodies 

for loan independently on merit and 

credit worthiness of the borrower.  

          (Para 2.20) 

 

 

State Finances 
 

2.  The own tax revenues of the 

state should have annual growth 

rate of 23.5 per cent.                      

          (Para 3.14) 

 

3. The state should restrict 

market borrowings to the minimum 

and maintain it at a prudent level, so 

that the outstanding liabilities are 

reduced as much as possible and the 

state is able to achieve the target set 

in the FRBM act.            (Para 3.15)  

 

4. In the case of irrigation 

projects, O&M cost recovery should 

be fixed at 10 per cent of the 

expenditure during 2006-07 and it 

should go up at the rate of at least 

2.5 per cent every year, so as to 

reach the figure of around 25 per 

cent in 2010-11.             (Para 3. 17) 

 

5. Cost recovery targets for 

various services should be as 

suggested by the TFC, viz. 12.5 per 

cent annual rate of growth for 

general services and 25 per cent 

annual growth rate for both social 

and economic services.   (Para 3.18) 

6. Not more than 35 per cent of 

the revenue expenditure (net of 

interest payments and pensions) 

should be on salaries as 

recommended by the TFC.  

          (Para 3.19) 

 

 

Mobilizing State's Resources 

through Tax and Non-tax 

Measures 
 

7. The state should seriously 

consider levying profession tax as it 

is a very buoyant source of revenue. 

A possible option for adoption by 

Uttaranchal could be to impose the 

tax at a uniform rate of Rs.500 for 

various professions including salary 

earners.                 (Paras 3.26, 3.27) 

 

8. The state should consider 

levying an environment or carbon 

tax on  the 19 industries identified 

by the Ministry of Environment and 

Forests as polluting industries, if 

they do not adhere to the minimum 

ambient standards (MINAS) 

prescribed by the Pollution Control 

Board.                             (Para 3.28) 

 

9. The state excise duty on 

spirits and alcohol should be levied 

on the maximum retail price 

(MRP), which is linked to the 

manufacturing cost of the product; 
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the rates of licence fees of major 

products should be redesigned.              

                             (Paras 3.29, 3.30) 

10. The design of VAT be 

rationalised and the rate may be 

increased for some commodities, in 

which there is no possibility of 

diversion of trade. Some of the 

items having VAT rate of 4 per cent 

may be moved to the general 

category.                

                              (Para 3.31)   

 

11. The motor vehicles tax and 

passengers and goods tax should be 

rationalized in such a way that it is 

comparable to other states and the 

state is able to get requisite 

resources from this tax. The tax 

procedures also need to be 

rationalized.                    (Para 3.32) 

12. The state government must 

continue its programme of phased 

increase in user charges pertaining 

to power, irrigation, higher 

education, hospital services and 

other selected economic and social 

services. The medium term strategy 

should consist of the following 

steps: 

i. Full-cost recovery of inputs and 

services provided to the farmers in 

agriculture, horticulture, animal-

husbandry and sericulture;  

ii. Increase in tuition fees for higher 

education, especially in 

engineering colleges; 

iii. Increase in charges for medical 

facilities in government hospitals 

for income tax payers; 

iv. Control of technical losses (18%) 

and commercial  losses (17.33%) 

in power sector through better 

management; 

v. Increase in royalty rates of sand, 

bajri and other minor minerals 

extracted within the state by at 

least 15 per cent to discourage 

export outside the state. 

                             (Para 3.26) 

 

Property Tax 

 
13. The system of property tax 

should be made free of any 

discretion and as objective and 

transparent as possible by adopting 

the system of self-assessment based 

on the unit area method, as has been 

done in Delhi Municipal 

Corporation and many other cities 

in the country.                (Para 5.26) 

 

14. The minimum rate of 

property tax should be fixed at 12.5 

per cent of ARV for NPPs and 10 

per cent of ARV for NPs. 

Municipalities levying property tax 

at rates lower than these should be 

asked to reach the prescribed level 

within a period of three years i.e. by 

2008-09.                         (Para 5.28) 

 

15. The New Tehri NPP and 

Chamba and Shaktigarh NPs, 

should not only impose property 

tax, but also reach the level of 10 

per cent, like other NPs by 2008-09. 

          (Para 5.31) 

 

16. Modern methods like 

Geographic Information System 

(GIS) should be adopted by the 

state government for mapping of 

properties in large urban areas so 

that the leftover properties may be 

brought on the property register.  

          (Para 5.33) 
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Salary of Municipal Employees 
 

17. The state government should 

not take a decision on the revision 

of salary and allowances of ULB 

employees on its own. It should 

invariably consult the ULBs. The 

ULBs should also be free to accept 

or modify any revisions suggested 

by the state government, in the light 

of their financial situation.  

                                        (Para 5.36) 

 

18. Ten per cent of state's own 

revenues (both tax and non-tax 

excluding interest receipts, 

dividend, profits, royalties from 

minerals and sale proceeds from 

forest produce etc.) should devolve 

on the local bodies in each of the 

five years of our award period 

(2006-07 to 2010-11).     (Para 6.13) 

 

19. Share of individual ULBs 

and PRIs should be as indicated in 

annexure II-A.                (Para 6.34) 

 

20. A major portion of the SFC 

devolution to local bodies should be 

spent on provisioning of core civic 

services, viz. sanitation, solid waste 

management, drainage and local 

roads.                              (Para 6.36) 

 

21. GPs, which do not have a 

full-time secretary, should appoint a 

qualified person, preferably from 

within their area, as secretary on 

payment of suitable honorarium for 

which a ceiling can be fixed by the 

state government.           (Para 6.38) 

 

 

 

 

 

Assignment of Revenue 

Resources  
 

22. ULBs should get full net 

proceeds of the additional stamp 

duty. If the state government wishes 

to give a share to the development 

authorities, it may be done out of 

the normal stamp duty collected by 

the state government.       (Para 7.7) 

 

23. State government should 

amend the relevant legislation(s) to 

provide for imposition of additional 

stamp duty in rural areas as well 

and the collection on this account 

be passed on to the GP concerned. 

Until then, the PRIs be given 15 per 

cent of the stamp duty collections 

from transfer deeds of rural areas.                

                      (Para 7.9) 

 

24. Additional stamp duty 

should be transferred to the local 

bodies directly by the district 

authorities at the end of every 

month without the local bodies 

preferring claims thereof.            

          (Para 7.10) 

 

25. 20 per cent of the total 

amount of development charges, 

betterment levy, fee for building 

permission, etc. collected by the 

prescribed/development/special 

development authorities be passed 

on to the local body concerned.  

          (Para 7.11) 

 

26. A pilgrim-cum-tourist tax be 

imposed by the state government at 

a flat rate of Rs.10 per 

pilgrim/tourist per night on all types 

of lodging houses including hotels, 
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dharmshalas, guest houses, ashrams 

etc (even if no lodging charges are 

payable) to be collected by the 

ULB/KP concerned.       (Para 7.12) 

 

27. Land revenue to be fully 

assigned to the gram panchayats on 

the basis of origin, and the state 

machinery to also collect tax on 

land at the rate of 50 per cent of the 

land revenue on behalf of the GPs. 

                              (Para 7.16) 

28. Consumption charges for 

street lights to be recovered in the 

form of a cess at the rate of 2 per 

cent levied by the state government 

on the energy charges payable by 

all consumers, to be collected and 

retained by UPCL.  

                   (Paras 7.18, 7.19) 

 

Plan Grants 

29. GPs should undertake all 

works which are for the benefit of 

the GP area, KPs should take up 

works which would result in benefit 

to more than one GP of the block, 

and similarly ZPs should confine 

themselves to works of inter-block 

nature. The state government should 

monitor these programmes closely, 

both financially and physically by 

sending monitoring teams to the 

field.                                 (Para 8.3) 

 

Deficit Grants 

30. Local bodies should be 

allowed to engage the manpower 

required for scavenging work 

without financial constraints. They 

should be pulled up if, despite this 

freedom, they are not able to keep 

their areas clean.             (Para 8.10) 

31. No deficit grant need be given 

to local bodies, as all of them are 

expected to be in revenue surplus, 

post- devolution.             (Para 8.13) 

 

Incentive Grant 

32. All ZPs to achieve 

realization of at least Rs. 3.00 per 

capita in each of the five years  

(2006-11) through circumstances 

and property tax.             (Para 8.18)  

33. All the municipal bodies to 

achieve realization of at least Rs. 

75.00 per capita in each of the five 

years (2006-11) through property 

tax.                                  (Para 8.19) 

 

34. ZPs and ULBs, which 

achieve the norms laid down in the 

preceding recommendations, should 

be given an additional grant as 

incentive grant amounting to the 

actual collection made by them. 

This grant should be disbursed 

within three months of the close of 

the financial year in which the norm 

is achieved.                     (Para 8.20) 

 

35. Zila Panchayats may 

consider making some contribution 

out of the incentive grant to the 

funds of some or all the GPs of the 

district depending upon the 

assistance rendered by them in 

collection of the C&P tax.                          

          (Para 8.20) 
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36. The state government should 

set up an “incentive fund” with a 

core amount of Rs. 50 crore, to be 

replenished through normal 

budgetary mechanism, as and when 

required.                          (Para 8.21) 

 

Grant-in-aid to Non-elected 

ULBs 

37. The three non-elected ULBs 

in the state to be given the 

following grants-in-aid in lieu of 

normal devolution: 

    Badrinath     Rs. 25 lakh p.a 

    Kedarnath    Rs. 15 lakh p.a  

    Gangotri      Rs. 10 lakh  p.a 

           (Para 8.26) 

38. State of Uttaranchal must 

frame rules to provide for honoraria 

and allowances to the elected 

functionaries of the panchayats in 

terms of the existing statutory 

provisions. Since the adhyaksha of 

a zila panchayat, having been 

accorded the status of a minister of 

state by the state government, is 

entitled to honorarium and 

allowances as per the conferred 

status without framing of the 

necessary rules, honoraria may be 

given to other entitled elected 

functionaries of the panchayats also, 

as per the norms indicated below: 

Upadhyaksha of a ZP     Rs.750 /- p.m. 

Pramukh of a KP            Rs.750/-  p.m. 

Up pramukh of a KP      Rs.500/-  p.m. 

Pradhan of a GP             Rs.500/-  p.m. 

Up pradhan of a GP        Rs.250/-  p.m. 

          (Para 8.29) 

39. Whenever an elected 

functionary (including the one who 

has been recommended honorarium, 

as above) is asked to attend any 

meeting other than the regular 

panchayat meetings, he will be 

entitled to a meeting fee of Rs. 

200/- and also reimbursement of 

actual travelling expenses, as per 

the TA rules applicable to class I 

officers of the state government. 

The payment of the meeting fee as 

well as of the travelling expenses 

will be the responsibility of the 

organisation /department calling the 

meeting and the payment will be 

made to the participant immediately 

after the meeting.           (Para 8.30) 

40. To facilitate payment of 

honoraria to the elected 

functionaries, without putting 

financial burden on the panchayats, 

an additional grant-in-aid to be 

called “establishment grant” be 

given to each PRI at the following 

scale:  

Each ZP   Rs. 9000 p.a 

Each KP  Rs. 15000 p.a 

Each GP  Rs. 9000 p.a 

           (Para 8.31) 

 

Special Purpose 

41. Special purpose grants are 

recommend for the following local 

bodies:- 

 
Almora ZP : Rs.75 lakh for reconstruction 

of office building  destroyed 

in a fire. 

Pauri ZP : Rs.30 lakh for construction 

an annexe to the ZP 

building. 

Uttarkashi NPP and Bhatwari KP : Rs 50 

lakh for development of 

Bhagirathi river front. 
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Strengthening the Local Bodies 
 

 

42. Uttaranchal should frame its 

own acts for the PRIs and ULBs, 

with one act for PRIs and another 

for ULBs.                         (Para 9.2) 

 

43. The act for PRIs should 

clearly demarcate the functions of 

the three tiers of Panchayats so that 

each tier has its unique set of 

functions and there is no 

overlapping.                      (Para 9.3) 

 

44. Van panchayat be placed 

under overall guidance and 

supervision of corresponding gram 

panchayat, and suitable 

amendments be made in 

Uttaranchal Panchayati Forest Rules 

2001 to facilitate this.      (Para 9.5) 

 

45. District planning committees 

as per the provisions of article 

243ZD of the Constitution should 

be constituted at the earliest.  

                                         (Para 9.7) 

 

 

Reorganisation of Gram 

Panchayats 
 

46. Scattered and isolated GPs 

with very small population be 

merged with contiguous GP(s) so 

that every GP has a population in 

excess of 300 and a voter 

population of at least 200.                            

                                          (Para 9.9) 

 

47. Gram Sabha should be 

convened by rotation in each 

revenue village within a GP.  

(Para 9.10) 

48. No audit fee be charged from 

local bodies for audit of their 

accounts. Staff strength of state's 

internal audit office be sufficiently 

increased to ensure audit of 

accounts of all local bodies every 

year.           (Para 9.15) 

 

Information Technology 

49. ERP be introduced in a 

phased manner starting with a few 

large ULBs and gradually extended 

to other ULBs and later to PRIs.     

         (Para 9.19) 

50. Possibility of introducing the 

concept of "e-gram" of Gujarat and  

"e-panchayat" of Chhattisgarh in 

Uttaranchal be explored (Para 9.20) 

 

 

Administrative Reforms 
 

51. Each GP should have a full-

time secretary, who may be 

appointed by the GP on payment of 

an honorarium. He should be under 

the control of the Pradhan and GP 

and through him under the DPRO.                     

                              (Para 9.28) 

 

52. In KPs, link between elected 

representatives and administration 

be forged so that they function as a 

team.                               (Para 9.28) 

  

53. Local bodies be given the 

authority to abolish vacant posts no 

longer needed and in their place 

create equivalent rank posts in areas 

needing additional staff.  

                                       (Para 9.28) 
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54. Other vacant posts be filled 

immediately and ad hocism to done 

away with.                       (Para 9.28) 

 

55. Two stage training 

programme be organized for elected 

representatives of all local bodies-

one immediately after they are 

elected and the other after 

completion of one year in office.  

                    (Para 9.28) 

 

56. In devolving functions, over- 

lapping be avoided and suitability 

of various local bodies to carry out 

the responsibility be kept in mind.    

                              (Para 9.28) 

 

57. There should be a 

hierarchical system in the 

panchayati raj. KPs should 

supervise works undertaken by GPs 

and ZPs should supervise works 

undertaken by KPs.         (Para 9.28) 

 

58. Training programmes should 

be organized for officials connected 

in any manner with the functioning 

of the state finance commissions. 

          (Para 9.28) 

 

Issues for the Thirteenth 

Finance Commission 

59. The Thirteenth Finance 

Commission may recommend to the 

Comptroller & Auditor General to 

issue directions for proper 

classification of tax and non-tax 

receipts in the budget documents 

and finance accounts, keeping the 

requirements of the articles 243I 

and 243Y in mind.  

                                        (Para 10.4) 

60. The Thirteenth Finance 

Commission may either advise the 

central government to make an 

appropriate amendment in the 

Constitution to incorporate a 

parallel  provision like article 279 in 

the context of state finance 

commissions or until that is done 

request the Comptroller  & Auditor 

General to issue instructions to all 

the accountants general to maintain 

records in such a way  as to 

facilitate  calculation of the cost of 

collection in respect of state taxes, 

duties, tolls and fees and issue of 

certificates therefor.                                                   

                             (Para 10.6) 

61. An independent national 

agency could be set up to facilitate  

data, learning and support 

exchanges among different SFCs. 

The Thirteenth Finance 

Commission may support this 

recommendation.  

(Para 10.7) 

 

62. Audit of local bodies is done 

regularly by the CAG in respect of 

utilisation of plan funds. It will 

inculcate fiscal discipline amongst 

the local bodies if the auditing by 

the CAG is extended to cover other 

funds as well. The Thirteenth 

Finance Commission may examine 

this suggestion and make suitable 

recommendations.  

(Para 10.9) 

 

63. The Thirteenth Finance 

Commission may look  into the 

implementation of our 

recommendations by the state 

government and the results 

achieved by the local bodies with a 



 117 

view to assess if there was any 

shortage of funds, which was 

hampering the functioning of  the 

local bodies so far as  core services  

are concerned.  These shortages 

may be made up by the Thirteenth 

Finance Commission at least for the 

last year of our award i.e.  for 2010-

11, which  will be the first year of 

the award period of the Thirteenth 

Finance Commission. Devolution in  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

subsequent years may also take 

those gaps into account. 

(Para 10.11) 

64. The Thirteenth Finance 

Commission may assess the 

requirement of funds for capital 

works to be undertaken by local 

bodies and provide grants through 

the state accordingly.   

(Para 10.12) 

 

Dr. G.C.Srivastava 

Chairman  

 

Dehradun         Dr. B.K.Joshi 

6-6-2006               Member  
                                   L.M.Pant 

                            Member Secretary  

 

 

I am happy to record my deep appreciation for the unstinted support 

and unflinching cooperation, I got from my colleagues, Dr. B.K. Joshi, 

Member and Shri L.M. Pant, Member Secretary in discharging the onerous 

responsibility cast on us. Accomplishing the task has been the result of our 

joint effort to which Dr. Joshi and Shri Pant made invaluable contribution 

through their hard work and in-depth studies.  Dr. Joshi brought with him an 

immense wealth of knowledge, which enriched the Commission. Shri Pant, 

with his long administrative experience, provided a very useful and effective 

linkage with the state government, ensuring smooth functioning of the 

Commission and regular flow of information for its use.  

 

Dehradun 

6th June, 2006       Dr. G.C. Srivastava 

 

 

















Annexure I-G 

(para 1.4) 

 

Officials and Non-officials from whom response was received 

 

Officials 

 

1- Shri Indu Kumar Pande,  Principal Secretary, Finance Department 

2- Smt. Vibha Puri Das, Principal Secretary,  Department of Rural Development 

3- Shri B.P. Pande, Secretary,  Department of Drinking Water 

4- Shri P.K. Mohanti, Secretary,  Department of Panchyati Raj 

5- Shri D.K. Kotiya, Secretary, Department of Information 

6- Shri Sohan Lal, Additional Secretary, Labour & Employment 

7- Shri L. Fanai, Additional Secretary, Planning 

8- Shri S.P.S. Raghav, Chairman & Managing Director, Uttaranchal Power Corporation Ltd. 

 

Non-officials: 

 

1- Shri Krishna Nand Maithani, Chairman NPP, Srinagar. 

2- Shri Rawa Asfak Ally, Chairman Zila Pradhan Sangathan 

3- Shri Buwan Lal Sah, Member State Planning Commission  

4- Shri Jagveer Rawat, Chairman Zila Pradhan Sagathan, Uttarkashi 

5- Ms. Asharfi Bhandari, Pramukh, KP, Dunda, Uttarakashi 

6- Ms. Rampyari Rawat, Member, ZP, Uttarakashi 

7- Shri Mohan Lal Arya, Pradhan, Nagchhala, Uttarkashi 

8- Shri D.N. Ghildyal, Prabhary Officer, NP Gangotri Uttarkashi 

9- Shri Dwarika Prasad Bhatt, Pardhan, Baurani, Tehri Garhwal  

10- Shri Shersingh Rawat, Member, ZP, Tehri Garhwal 

11- Shri Ramesh Prasad Raturi, Pradhan, Visatali 

12- Ms. Vijaya Laxmi Thalwal, Pramukh Pratapnagar, Tehri Garhwal 

13- Shri Virendra Singh Kandari, Pramukh, Narendra Nagar, Tehri Garhwal 

14- Shri Ramdas, Member, ZP, Tehri Garhwal 

15- Shri Dhan Singh Negi, Member, ZP, Tehri Garhwal 

16- Shri Mangal Singh Rawat, Pradhan Agar, Tehri  Garhwal 

17- Shri Vijay Gunsola, Member, ZP, Tehri Garhwal 

18- Shri Dinesh Dhanai, Chairman, NP Tehri Garhwal 

19- Shri R.C. Dangwal, Reader, UGC, HNB Garhwal University, Srinagar 

20- Ms. Madhu Bist, Chairperson, NP, Pauri 

21- Shri Yashpal Benam, Chairman, NPP, Pauri 

22- Shri J.L.Kotiyal, E.O. NPP,Kotdwar, Pauri 

23- Shri Rajendra Prasad Joshi, Pradhan, Gojmer, Pauri 

24- Shri Satendra Singh Rawat, Member NPP, Pauri 

25- Ms, Uma Juyal, Chairman, NPP, Pauri 

26- Shri Krishna Nand Maithani, Chairman, NPP, Srinagar 

27- Shri Shailarani Rawat, Chairperson, ZP, Rudraprayag. 

28- Shri Mahavir Singh Negi, Pramukh, Jakholi, Rudraprayag 

29- Ms. Mamata Nautiyal, Pramukh, KP, Ukhimath, Rudraprayag 

30- Shri Srinanda Jamloki, Pradhan, Rudraprayag 

31- Ms. Deepa Arya, Chairperson, ZP, Bageshwar 

32- Shri T.S. Rawat, Member, KP, Jakhani, Bageshwar  



33- Shri Nandan Singh Takola, Chairman, NPP, Chamoli 

34- Dr. N.S. Bist, Chairman, Dr. Narayan Sansthan, Netaji Subhash Nagar, Chamoli. 

35- Shri D.P. Purohit, Advocate, Gopeshwar 

36- Shri Sushil Rawat, Pramukh, Tharali, Chamoli. 

37- Shri Thakur Singh Rana, Pramukh, KP, Joshimath 

38- Shri Shivraj Singh Rawat, Reporter, Chamoli 

39-  Shri Vinod Pande, Member, NPP, Pithoragarh  

40- Shri Khajan Singh, Member, KP, Kanalichhina, Pithoragarh 

41- Shri Jagat Singh Khati, Chairman, NPP, Pithoragarh 

42- Shri Robinson B Singh, Varisth Upadhyaksh, NPP, Pithoragarh 

43- Shri Neeraj Joshi, EO, NPP, Pithoragarh 

44- Shri Lalit Mohan Pandey, Chairman ZP, Champawat 

45- Shri Prakash Chandra Joshi, NPP, Almora 

46- Shri Mohan Singh Mahra, Chairman, ZP, Almora 

47- Smt. Nameda Tiwari, Pradhan Jakh Tiwari. Almora 

48- Shri Kunwar Singh Negi, Chairman, ZP Nainital 

49- Smt. Sarita Arya, Chairperson,NPP, Nainital 

50- Smt. Geeta Bist, Pramukh, KP, Bhimtal, Nainital 

51- Ms. Urmila Chaudhari, Chairperson, NPP, Ramnagar, Nainital 

52- Smt. Manju Rana, Member, ZP, Udham Singh Nagar 

53- Shri Anil Chauhan, Chairman, Pradhan Sangathan, Udham Singh Nagar 

54- Shri Chet Ram Rana, Member, ZP, Udham Singh Nagar 

55- Shri Bhajan Singh Rana, Member, ZP, Udham Singh Nagar 

56- Ms. Chitra Bist, Kanisth Pramukh, Rudrapur, Udham Singh Nagar 

57- Shri Prit Kumar, Pradhan, Girdhar Nagar, Udham Singh Nagar 

58- Shri Ramesh Chandra Pant, EO, Udham Singh Nagar 

59- Ms. Sushila Gangwar, Chairperson, ZP, Udham Singh Nagar 

60- Ms. Reena Agrawal, Chairperson, NPP, Vikas Nagar 

61- Shri Manmohan Singh Mall, Chairman NPP, Mussoorie  

62- Shri Subrato Biswas, Director, Urban Development, Dehradun  

63- Shri Pravesh Narayan Uniyal, Pramukh KP, Raipur 

64- Ms. Madhu Thakur, Kanisth Pramukh, Vikas Nagar 

65- Shri Anand Singh Rana, Chairman Karamchari Sangathan, Uttaranchal 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Annexure I-K 

(para 1.8) 

 

Studies Commissioned 

 

S.N. Topic  Researchers    

1- Municipal Finance in Uttaranchal :   Indian Institute of Public 

Administration, New Delhi  

2- Status of Panchayati Raj and 

Measures to Improve the System in 

Uttaranchal. 

Shri K. Siva Subrahmanyam, 

Hyaderabad  

3- Mobilizing Tax and Non- Tax 

sources: A case study of Uttaranchal  

Foundation for Public Economics and 

Policy Research, New Delhi  

4- Cost and Provision of Basic 

Services in Uttaranchal   

Infrastructure Professional Enterprise 

(P) Ltd. New Delhi. 

5- Administrative Structure of Rural 

and Urban Local Bodies in 

Uttaranchal   

Indian Institute of Public 

Administration, New Delhi. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Annexure I-I 

(para 1.7) 

 

Itinerary of Districts Visits 

 

S. N. Name of the District Date 

From To 

1- Uttarkashi 24-10-2005 26-10-2005 

2- Tehri Garhwal 27-10-2005 28-10-2005 

3- Chamoli 7-11-2005 8-11-2005 

4- Pauri Garhwal 9-11-2005 11-11-2005 

5- Rudrapryag 20-11-2005 21-11-2005 

6- Bageshwar 22-11-2005 23-11-2005 

7- Pithoragarh 24-11-2005 25-11-2005 

8- Chippewa 25-11-2005 25-11-2005 

9- Almora 26-11-2005 27-11-2005 

10- Nainital 27-11-2005 28-11-2005 

11- Udham Singh Nagar 29-11-2005 30-11-2005 

12- Dehradun 23-12-2005 24-12-2005 

13- Hardwar 12-01-2006 12-01-2006 
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Annexure I-H 
(para 1.6) 

 
GENERAL MEETINGS HELD AT DEHRADUN 

 

 

1- Meeting  regarding 

Questionnaires 

                         Date: 21-7-2005 
 

Participants:  

Government of Uttaranchal: 

 

1-Shri Subrata Biswas, Additional 

Secretary, Urban Development  

2- Shri M.C. Upreti  Additional 

Secretary, Panchayati Raj  

3- Shri L Fanai Additional 

Secretary,Planning 

4- Shri R.B. Dinkar, Assistant Director,  

Panchayat  

Panchayats: 

5- Shri Jeet Singh, Member,Kot KP 

6- Shri R.S. Rawat, Pradhan, Nankot 

GP, Pauri 

7-Shri Keshav Singh, Pradhan, Uniyani  

GP, Pauri     

8-Shri Vijaya Singh, Member, Kot KP 

9-Shri Shivadatta  

 

2- Meeting with District Panchayat 

Raj Officers (DPROs)  

                                  Date 20-8-2005 
Participants: 

1- Shri M.C.Upreti, Additional  

Secretary Panchayati Raj 

2- Shri R.B. Dinkar, Assistant Director,  

Panchayat 

 3- Shri S.S. Rana, DPRO, Pithoragarh 

4- Shri Vidya Singh ADPRO, Dehradun  

5- Shri A.K. Saxena, DPRO,  

Champawat 

6- Shri Surya Nath Singh, DPRO,  

Chamoli 

7- Shri Satendra Bahuguna, DPRO.  

Hardwar 

8- Shri Mangal Mohan, DPRO, Nainital 

9- Shri Shasti Ram Arya, DPRO,  

Bageshwar 

10- Shri D.B. Dewarani, DPRO, Tehri 

11- Shri B.S. Panwar, DPRO, Udham  

Singh Nagar 

12- Shri M.Z. Khan, DPRO,  

Rudraprayag 

13- Shri M.M.Khan, DPRO, Pauri 

14- Shri Umashanker Singh, DPRO, 

 Uttarkashi 

15- Shri Harish Arya, DPRO. Almora. 

 3- Meeting with Nagar Palika  

Parishads (NPPs)  

                            Date 15-9-2005 
Participants:  
1- Shri R.B. Dube, EO, NPP Uttarkashi 

2- Shri Harshwardhan Misra, EO, NPP  

Hardwar 

3- Shri Satpal Brahmchary, Chairman,  

NPP, Hardwar 

4- Shri Suresh Chandra Gupta,  

Accountant NPP, Hardwar 

5- Shri J.L Kotyal, EO, NP, Kotdwar 

6- Shri S.P. Uniyal, EO, NPP Pauri 

7- Shri Dinesh Dhyani, Chairman, NPP,  

Tehri 

8- Shri J.K.S. Khatri, EO,NPP, Tehri 

9- Shri Subhash Gupta, EO, NPP,  

Mussoorie 

10-Ms. Sudha Gupta, Chairperson,NPP,  

Uttarkashi 
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11- Shri P.S. Rawat, EO, NPP,  

Rishikesh 

12- Shri Deep Sharma, Chairman, NPP,  

Rishikesh 

13- Shri Jayapal Benam, Chairman,  

NPP, Pauri 

14- Shri Vimal Negi, Chairman, NPP,  

Narendra Nagar 

15- Shri R.P. Semwal, EO, NPP,  

Srinagar 

16- Shri K.C. Maithani, Chairman,  

NPP, Srinagar 

17- Shri B.R. Uniyal, EO, NPP  

Narendra Nagar 

18- Ms. Reena Agrawal, Chairperson,  

NPP, Vikasnagar 

19- Shri B.L.Arya, EO, NPP,  

Vikasnagar 

20- Shri Bishnu Awasthi, EO, NPP  

Roorkee 

21- Shri Dinesh Kaushik,Chairman,  

NPP, Roorkee 

22- Shri Rampal Singh, EO, NPP,  

Manglaur 

23- Shri Omprakash Pundir, Accountant  

NPP, Hardwar 

24- Shri D.C. Arya, Chairman, NPP,  

Bhawali 

25- Shri D.N. Bhatt, Upadhyaksh, NPP,  

Nainital 

26- Shri K.N.Painuly, EO, NPP, 

Naini

tal 

27- Shri S.C. Chaudhari, Accountant ,  

NPP, Nainital 

28- Shri Chandra Shekhar Tiwari, EO,  

NPP, Bhawali 

29- Shri Eliyash Ahamad, EO, NPP,  

Rudrapur 

30- Shri N.L. Sharma, Accountant,  

NPP, Rudrapur 

31- Shri Jagdish Chandra, EO, NPP,  

Ramnagar 

32- Ms. Urmila Chaudhary,  

Chairperson, NPP, Ramnagar 

33- Shri Chandra Shekhar Fulera,  

Accountant, NPP, Ramnagar 

34- Shri Ramesh Lal, Chairman, NPP,  

Bageshwar 

35- Shri Vijay Joshi, Chairman, NPP,  

Almora 

36- Shri K.N. Joshi, EO, NP, Khatima 

37- Shri M.S Liwan, JE, NP, Sitarganj 

38- Shri Alam Das, EO, NPP, Kichha 

39- Shri Narendra Kumar, EO, NPP,  

Kichha  

40- Ms. Babali Rani, Chairperson,  

NPP, Tanakpur 

41- Shri I.D. Kotiya, EO, NPP,  

Tanakpur 

42- Shri Mohamad Umar, Chairman,  

NPP Jaspur 

43- Shri Mahesh Chandra Sharma,  

Clerk NPP Kichha 

44- Shri H.S. Baganwal, Chairman,  

NPP, Haldwani 

45- Shri O.P. Singh, EO, NPP,  

Haldwani 

 
4-Meeting with Nagar Panchayats  

(NPs) 

                                Date 16-9-2005 
Participants: 

1- Shri Lalit Nainwal, Chairman, NP,  

Karnaprayag  

2- Ms. Manorama Bhatt, Chairperson,  

NP, Kirtinagar 

3- Shri Narendra Singh Rana, EO, NP,  

Nandaprayag 

4- Shri R.S. Negi,EO, NP, Kirtinagar 

5- Shri B.P. Bhatt, Tax & Revenue  

Inspector NP, Badrinath 

6- Shri S.G. Joshi, EO, NP, Laksar 

7- Shri Rajendra Pal, Accountant, NP,  

Landaura 
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8- Shri A.N. Khati, Accountant, NP,  

Laksar 

9- Shri D.S. Chauhan, EO. NP,  

Herbertpur 

10- Shri Ram Gopal, EO. NP, Jhabrera 

11- Shri B.D. Bagshan,  EO, NP,  

Gangotri 

12- Shri Mahendra Rawat, Chairman,  

NP, Doiwala 

13- Shri J.P. Arya, EO, NP, Doiwala 

14- Shri Manoj Dwivedi, Chairman, NP  

Muni ki Reti 

15- Shri D.B. Bhatt, EO, NP Muni ki  

Reti 

16- Shri R.S. Bist, Clerk, NP Doiwala 

17- Ms. Jashoda Rana, Chairperson,  

NP, Barkote 

18- Shri B.S. Panwar, Chairman,  

Chamba 

19- Shri S.D. Bhatt, EO, NP, Chamba 

20- Ms. Shiva Devi, Chairperson, NP,  

Gauchar 

21- Shri P.S. Foniya, EO, NP, Gauchar 

22- Shri Munna Lal Maurya,Chairman,  

NP, Sultanpur 

23- Shri R.C. Pant, EO, NP, Shaktigarh 

24- Shri O.P. Agrawal, EO, NP,  

Mahuakheraganj 

25- Shri Anannd Prakash, Chairman,  

NP, Mahuakheraganj 

26- Ms. Shahjahan Khatun,  

Chairperson, NP, Mahuadabra 

27- Shri J.S. Rathi, EO, NP,  

Mahuadabra 

28- Shri Ombir Singh, Clerk, NP,  

Kelakhera 

29-Ms Daywanti Chairperson, NP,  

Didihat 

30- Ms. Rajoo Nabiyal, EO, NP,  

Lalkuan 

31- Shri Urba Datta, Accountant, NP,  

Lalkuan 

32- Shri Pawan Chauhan, Chairman,  

NP, Lalkuan 

33- Shri A.K. Varma, EO, NP, Didihat 

34- Shri Mithan Lal, EO, NP,  

Dharchula 

35- Ms. Chitra Thapa, Chairperson, NP,  

Bheemtal 

36- Shri Haricharan Singh, Accountant,  

NP, Dineshpur 

37- Shri Niranjan Mandal, Chairman,  

NP, Dineshpur 

38- Shri Faim Khan, EO, NP,  

Kaladhungi 

39- Shri Deepchandra Sati, Chairman,  

NP, Kaladhungi 

40- Shri Hamid Ali Chairman, NP,  

Kelakhera 

 
5-Meeting with  Panchayat  

Officials  

                                  Date 20-9-2005 
Participants:                                                                  

1- Shri Vipin Kumar, Dy.  

Commissioner, Panchayats 

2- Shri Ramiram Arya, SDO, Bhimtal 

3- Shri B.S. Negi, DPRO, Dehradun 

4- Shri Tameshwar Parsad, Panchayati  

Raj Directorate 

5- Shri M.M. Khan, DPRO, Pauri 

6-Shri M.Z.Khan, DPRO, Rudraprayag 

7- Shri B.S. Panwar, DPRO, Udham  

Singh Nagar 

8- Shri D.P. Devarani, DPRO, Tehri 

 
6-Meeting with Zila Panchayats  

(ZPs) 

                                 Date 4-10-2005 
Participants:                                                                  
1- Shri Shobhan Singh Panwar,E.O.,  

Zila Panchayat, Tehri 

2- Shri Puran Singh Paniyar,  

AMA,Pauri 

3- Shri Shoorvir Singh Matura,AMA,  
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Hardwar 

4- Shri Sarfaraj Ahamad, AMA, Almora 

5- Shri R.K.N. Tripathi, AMA,  

Bageshwer 

6- Shri Shrikrishana Joshi, AMA,  

Champawat 

7- Shri Sohan Gairola, Engineer, Zila  

Panchayat, Dehradun 

8- Shri S.S.Bist, AMA, Srinagar 

9- Ms. Sarojani Kaintura, Chairperson,  

Zila Panchayat, Pauri 

10- Shri Nathi Lal Shah, Chairman,   

Zila Panchayat, Uttarkashi 

11- Shri Chaman Singh, Chairman, Zila  

Panchayat, Dehradun 

12- Ms.Shaila Rani Rawat, Chairperson,  

Zila Panchayat, Rudrapryag 

13- Shri K.S. Negi, Chairman, Zila  

Panchayat, Nainital  

14- Shri R.S. Bhandari, Chairman, Zila  

Panchayat, Chamoli 

15- Shri B.S. Negi, AMA, Uttarkashi 

16- Shri D.L. Koshwal, BDO, Khirsu 

17- Shri P.S. Bist, BDO, Kot 

 

7-Meeting with Kshetra 

Panchayats (KPs)   

                               Date 14-10-2005 
Participants:                                                                 

1- Shri Nawal Kishor, Pramukh, Kot, 

Pauri 

2- Shri R.S. Rawat, Pramukh, 

Dwarikhal, Pauri 

3- Shri J.S. Bist, Pramukh, Kaljikhal, 

Pauri 

4- Shri S.S. Rawat, Pramukh, Pabo 

5- Shri Samar Singh Rawat, 

Pramukh,Karnaprayag 

6- Ms. Dhaneshwari Negi, BDO, 

Jakholi, Rudraprayag 

7-Ms. Sundri Devi, BDO, Ghat, 

Chamoli 

8- Shri B.S. Rawat, Pramukh, Salt, 

Almora 

9- Shri C.P. Pundhir, Pramukh,  

Sahaspur 

10- Ms. Usha Devi, Pramukh, Lohaghat 

11- Shri Anand Arya, Pramukh, Udham 

Singh Nagar 

12- Shri Pravesh Uniyal, Pramukh, 

Raipur, Dehradun 

13- Shir Bhim Singh Rana, Pramukh, 

Sitarganj 

14- Shri Jagveer Singh Bhandari, 

Pramukh, Naugaon, Uttarkashi 

15- Shri J.S. Bist, Pramukh, Thauldhar, 

Tehri 

16- Shri Shivaraj Singh Rawat, 

Pramukh, Ramnagar 

17- Dr. M.S. Negi, Pramukh, Jakholi, 

Rudrapryag 

18- Shri Vinod Chandra, Pramukh, 

Agastmuni 

19- Shri R.S. Rana, BDO, Agastmuni 

20- Shri P.K. Triwedi, BDO, Ukhimath 

21- Shri R.S. Pantar, BDO, Kaljikhal 

22- Shri D.D. Nadhwan, BDO, 

Naugaon, Uttarkashi 

23- Shri J.S. Chauhan, BDO, 

Dwarikhal, Pauri 

24- Shri B.S. Bhandari, BDO, Pauri 

25- Shri Pramod Singh Bist, BDO, Kot 

26- Shri P.S. Dangwal, BDO, Thalisain 

27-MS. Madhu Bist, Pramukh, 

Nainidanda 

28- Shri R.S. Bist, Pramukh, 

Bhanseychhana, Almora 

29- Ms. Renu Bist, Pramukh, 

Yamkeswar, Pauri 

30- Shri Sampt Rawat, Pramukh, Khirsu 

31- Shri D.L. Koshwal, BDO, Khirsu 

32- Shri S.S. Rawat, Pramukh, Mori 

33- Shri Pyrelal Himani, Pramukh, 

Purola  

34- Shri Mehar Chandra, BDO, Purola 
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35- Shri Hemant Sethi, BDO, 

Nainidanda 

36- Shri D.D. Uniyal , BDO, 

Yamkeswar 

37- Shri C.L.Rathi, BDO, Pabo 

38-Shri Darasan Lal, BDO, Jaharikhal 

39- Shri Bhagawati Rikhari, Pramukh, 

Bhikyasan 

40- Shri J.L. Varma, BDO, Dwarahat 

41- Shri M.S. Bora,  BDO, Bhikyasain 

42- Shri Virendra Singh Kandari, 

Pramukh, Narendranagar 

43- Shri Ramesh Ram Arya, BDO, 

Bhansiyachhana 

44- Shri Joga Ram Arya, Pramukh, 

Bhansiyachhana 

45- Shri N.S Sangela, Pramukh, KP, 

Chaukhutia  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

46- Shri Mohan Chandra Joshi, BDO, 

Almora 

47- Shri Lakshaman Singh, Member,  

Chaukhutia 

48- Shri Nazir Ali, EO, NPP, Bazpur 

49- Shri V.K. Kirat, EO, NPP, 

Hamirpur 

50- Shri Ileas Ahmad, EO,NPP, 

Rudrapur 

51- Shri Neboo Lal, Accountant, NPP, 

Roorkee 

52- Shri A.B. Saxena, Accountant, 

NPP, Bazpur 
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Annexure I-J 

(para 1.7) 

 

PARTICIPANTS IN THE MEETINGS WITH THE COMMISSION 

DURING VISIT TO DISTRICTS 

 

 

                    Dated 24 &25-10-2005 
1- Uttarkashi 

1- Shri T.R.Bhatt, DM, 

2- Shri D.S. Ghildial, SDM, Bhatwari/ 

Secretary, NP, Gangotri 

3- Ms. Sudha Gupta, Chairperson, 

NPP, Uttarkshi. 

4- Shri R.B. Dube, EO, NPP, 

Uttarkashi    

5- Shri Pratap Singh, Vice Chairman, 

NPP, Uttarkshi 

6- Shri Ramesh Semwal, Councilor, 

NPP, Uttarkashi 

7- Shri Phool Singh Rawat,Councilor, 

NPP, Uttarkshi 

8- Ms. Usha Chauhan, Councilor, NPP  

9- Shri Mahavir Chauhan, Councilor, 

NPP 

10- Ms. Meena Ragar, Councilor, NPP 

11- Ms. Kamala Devi, Councilor, NPP 

12- Shri B.S. Chauhan, Councilor, NPP 

13- Shri Nitin Upadhayay, District 

Information Officer 

14- Shri B. Das, EO, NP, Gangotri 

15- Shri N.L. Koli, EO, NP, Barkot 

16- Ms. Jashoda Rana, Chairperson, 

Barkot 

17- Shri S.S. Butola, Projec Director, 

DRDA 

18- Shri Vinod Giri Goswami, Dy. 

Collector 

19- Shri Banshidhar Tiwari, Dy. 

Collector 

20- Shri V.K.Mittal, District 

Development Officer 

21- Shri B.S. Negi, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

22- Dr. R.S. Yadav, Sr. Lecturer, Govt. 

College 

23- Dr. Harshwati Bist, Reader, 

Economics, PG. College  

24-Dr. Nagendra Jaguri, Advocate, 

President, Dirstrict Congress  

Committee 

25- Shri D.C. Ramola, Chairman, 

Environment and Socil Development 

26- Ms. Prabhawati Gaur, General 

Secretary,State Congress Committee   

27- Shri B.S.Rawat, Clerk, ZP 

28- Shri Natthi Lal Shah, Chairman, ZP 

29- Shri K.S. Negi,Vice Chairman, ZP 

30- Shri S.S. Rana, Pramukh, KP, Mori 

31- Shri Govind Ram Nautiyal, 

Member, ZP 

32- Ms. Rampyari Rawat, Member, ZP 

33- Shri G.S.Rana, Pradhan, Bigari 

34- Ms. Shanta Devi, Pradhan, Himrola 

35- Ms. Vijaya Laximi Nautiyal, 

Member, ZP 

36- Shri M.L.Arya, Pradhan, Nagthala 

37- Shri, Jittu, Pradhan, Jabol 

38-Shri M.R. Joshi, Pradhan, Gewla  

39-Ms. Suman Kutiyal, BDO, 

Chiniyalisaor 

40- Shri C.B. Singh, BDO, Mori 

41- Shri Mehar Chandra, BDO, Purola 

42- Shri V.P. Bhatt, Pradhan, Ladari 
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43- Shri S.N. Semwal, ADO(P), 

Bhatvari 

44- Shri P.S. Rawat, ADO(P), 

Nawaghat 

45- Shri C.S. Rawat, ADO(P), Purola 

46- Shri Bhagwati Prasad Dabaral, 

BDO, Dunda 

47- Shri Dinesh Nautiyal, Member, KP, 

Dunda. 

48- Ms. Rajni Kotwal, Pramukh, KP, 

Chiniyalisaur. 

49- Ms. Asarafi Bhandari, Pramukh, 

KP, Dunda. 

50- Shri Suresh Chauhan, Pramukh, KP, 

Bhatvari. 

51- Shri P.L. Himani, Pramukh, KP, 

Purola. 

52- Shri P.S. Rawat,  Sr.Up Pramukh, 

Purola. 

53- Shri Roje Giri, Member,KP, Natwal 

54- Shri B.S. Panwar, Member, KP, 

Bhatwari 

55- Shri Jagveer Rawat, President Gram  

Pradhan Sangthan 

56- Shri Jay Raj Thakur, Pradhan, GP, 

Chiniyalisaur 

57- Shri Jamuna Prasad Bhatt, Pradhan, 

Dunda 

58- Shri Chatar Singh, Pradhan, Purola 

59- Shri J.V. Bhandari, Pramukh, 

Naugaon 

60- Shri Shobhan Lal Kumhar, Pradhan, 

GP, Varsali 

61- Shri V.P. Panyuli  

62- Shri J.S.Rawat 

63- Shri B.S. Rawat, Clerk, ZP 

64- Shri D.S. Nautiyal, Accountant, 

DPRO Office 

67- Ms.Jamuna Devi , Clerk, DPRO 

Office 

  
2- Tehri       Dated 27 & 28-10-2005 

1- Shri M.G. Goswami, JE, DRDA 

2- Shri K.S. Payal, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat  

3- Shri D.P. Devrani, DPRO 

4- Shri Roshan Lal, Project Director 

5- Shri N.P.S Chauhan, District 

Development Officer 

6- Shri Dinesh Dhani, Chairman,  NPP, 

New Tehri. 

7- Shri Manoj Dwivedi, Chairman, NP, 

Muni ki reti 

8- Ms. Manoram Bhatt, Chairperson 

NP, Kirtinagar 

9- Ms. Vimala Negi, Chairperson, NP, 

Narendranagar 

10- Ms. Santoshi Devi Agrawal, 

Chairperson, NP, Devapryag 

11- Shri Balvir Panwar, Chairman, 

Chamba 

12- Shri D.P. Bhatt, EO, NP, Muni ki 

Reti 

13- Shri T.R. Uniyal, EO, NP, 

Narendranagar 

14- Shri Rai Singh Negi, EO, NP, 

Kirtinagar 

15- Shri L.D. Bhatt, EO, NP, Chamba 

16- Shri Badri Prasad, EO, NP, 

Devaprayag 

17- Dr. V.K.Gupta, Lecturer, 

Commerce, PG College 

18- Shri M.S Negi, Lecturer, Political 

Science, PG College  

19- Dr. Niranjan Sharma, Political 

Science, PG College 

20- Dr.Subodh Kumar, Lecturer, 

Commerce, SRT Badshahitol 

21- Dr.M.M.S. Negi, HOD, Political 

Science HNB University, Srinagar 

22- Dr. B.K.Agrawal, HOD, Economic, 

HNB University, Srinagar 

23- Dr. P.K. Singh, HOD, Social 

Science, Govt. PG College 

24- Shri Pratap Shikhar, Uttarakhand 

Jan Jagriti Sansthan, Khari 
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25- Shri Arayan Ranjan, Uttarakhand 

Jan Jagriti Sansthan, Khari 

26- Shri Jot Singh Bist, Pramukh, 

Thauladhar 

27- Shri Dhani Lal Shah, Pramukh, 

Bhilangana 

28- Ms. Vijaya Laximi Thalwal, 

Pramukh, Pratapnagar 

29- Shri V.S. Mivar, Pramukh, 

Kirtinagar 

30- Shri Virendra Singh Kandari, 

Pramukh, Narendranagar 

31- Shri Manal Singh Rawat, Pradhan, 

Agar 

32- Shri D.P. Bhatt, Pradhan, Khet 

33- Shri B.S. Bist, Pradhan, Nibalgawa  

34- Shri Ramesh Prasad Raturi, 

Pradhan, Visatali 

35- Shri Ramdas, Member, ZP  

36- Shri Dhan Singh Negi, Member, ZP 

37- Shri Sher Singh Rawat, Member, 

ZP 

38- Shri Vijay Gunsola, Member, ZP 

39- Shri K.S Payal, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

40- Shri N.P.S. Chauhan, Chief 

Development Officer 

41- Shri E.S. Kandpal, Accountant, ZP 

42- Shri Manoj Kumar Srivastava, 

District Information Officer  

43- Ms. Anita Kandiyal, Pramukh, 

Jakhnidhar 

44- Ms. Sushila Chauhan, Pramukh, 

Chamba 

45- Shri Bhim Raj Bahuguna, Member, 

ZP 

47- Shri Murari Lal Khandwal, 

Member, ZP 

48- Shri Rajendra Prasad Joshi, 

Pradhan, Gojmer 

49- Shri R.S. Negi, Pradhan, Maletha 

50-Shri G.S. Aswal, Pradhan, Kepars 

51- Shri Devi Singh Panwar, Member, 

ZP 

52- Shri J.S. Panwar, Member, ZP 

53- Shri Sabbal Singh, Pradhan, Palethi  

54- Ms. Laxim Saklani, Member, ZP 

55- Shri Sabala Singh Rana, Member, 

ZP 

56- Shri Damal Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Piyalogi 

57- Shri J.S. Rawat, DFO, Ranichauri 

59- Shri S.P. Lal, District, Economis 

and Statistic officer 

60- Shri M.K. Mittal, AE, RES 

61- Shri Ganesh Lal, BDO, Chamba 

62- Shri Surendra Nautiyal, BDO, 

Pratapnager 

63- Shri B.S. Negi, BDO, Bhilangna 

64-  Shri M.P. Sakalani, BDO, 

Jakhnidhar 

65- Shri V.S. Dobhal, BDO, Devprayag 

66- Shri K.S. Chauhan, ABDO, 

Thauldhar 

67- Shri B.Das, ABDO, Kirtinagar 

68- Ms. Savitri Rawat, BDO, 

Narendranagar 

69- Shri B.L. Rangila, ABDO, Jaunpur 

70- Shri Rakesh Uniyal, AE Jal 

Sansthan  

72- Dr. H.C.Purohit, CMO 

73-Shri S.P. Singh Chauhan, District 

Development Officer 

 
3- Chamoli         Dated 7 & 8-11-2005 

1- Shri Shailesh Bagoli, Chief 

Development Officer 

2- Shri S.N. Singh, DPRO 

3- Shri S.P.Bhatt, EO, NPP, Chamoli 

4-Shri R.S. Bist, Project Economist Zila 

Gram Vikas Abhikaran 

5- Shri R.S. Panwar, EO, NPP, 

Joshimath 

6- Shri P.S. Foniya, EO, NP, Gauchar 
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7- Shri M.S. Rana, District 

Development Officer 

8- Shri A.P. Bhatt, Chairman, NPP, 

Chamoli 

9- Shri Bhagavati Prashad Bhatt, 

Chairman, Vyapar Mandal 

10- Shri  V.S. Rawat, Chairman, Bar 

Association 

11- Shri D.P. Purohit, Advocate 

12- Shri Subhash Chandra, SFO, 

Kedarnath 

13- Shri Kuldeep Singh Panwar, 

Forester, Gauchar 

14- Shri NS. Rawat, EO, NP, Badrinath 

15- Shri N.S Bist, HOD, Economics, 

PG, College 

16- Ms. Shiv Devi, Chairperson, NP, 

Gauchar 

17- Shri Lalit Nainwal, Chariman, NP, 

Karanprayag  

18- Shri V.P. Thapaliyal, EO, NP, 

Karanprayag  

19- Shri V.S. Negi, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

20-Ms. Pitambari Bist, Pramukh, 

Karanprayag 

21- Shri Thakur Singh Rana, Pramukh, 

Joshimath 

22- Shri Sushil Rawat, Pramukh, 

Tharali 

23- Shri S.P. Rawat, Up-Paramukh, 

Tharali 

24- Shri Bhagat Singh Bist, Member, 

ZP 

25- Ms. Nandi Rana, Pradhan, Kulsari 

26- Ms. Kanti Devi, Kanisth Pramukh, 

Joshimath. 

27-Ms. Ganga Devi, Kanisth Pramukh, 

Ghat. 

28- Ms. Sundari Devi, Pramukh, Ghat. 

29- Shri Sudarshan Singh Kathait, 

Member, ZP 

30- Shri D.S, Farswan, ADO(P), Ghat 

31- Shri Pritam Singh Rawat, 

Councilor, NP 

32- Shri Rajendra Prasad Raturi, 

Pradhan, Kumgunj 

33- Shri Amar Singh Bist, Jesth 

Pramukh, Ghat 

34- Shri Mohan Chandra Anchal, BDO, 

Ghat 

35- Ms. Ganeshi Devi, Member, ZP 

36- Ms, Vishweshari Devi, Uppramukh, 

Joshimath 

37- Shri Prem Singh Barnwal, AE, Jal 

Sansthan, Gopeshwar 

38- Shri Jas Ram, Member, ZP 

39-Ms. Gita Bist, Member, ZP 

40- Ms. Sunita Bist, Member, ZP 

41- Shri D.S.Negi, Up Pramukh, 

Karanprayag 

42- Shri P.C. Arya, ADO, Gairsen 

43-Shri Ram Lal Kakator, BDO, 

Chamoli 

44- Shri R.S.Pundhir, BDO, 

Karanpryag 

45- Shri B.C. Pant, BDO, Joshimath 

46- Shri G.S. Parihar, BDO, Tharali 

47- Shri O.P. Shukla, BDO, Pokhari 

48- Shri P.S. Rawat, BDO, Dewal 

49- Shri Subhash Chandra, DFO, 

Kedarnath 

50- Shri M.S. Rana, ZP 

53- Shri S.S. Chauhan, Project Director, 

DRDA 

54- Shri Rajendra Maithani, Chairman  

55- Shri Dalvir Singh Danu, Pradhan, 

Dewal 

56- Shri Govind Singh Bist, Pradhan  

57- Ms. Nanda Devi, Pramukh, Deval 

58- Ms, Sunita Devi, Member, ZP 

59- Ms. Chandrakala  Sati, Member, ZP 

60- Shri Surendra Singh Bist, Jaisth 

Pramukh, Dewal 

61- Shri S.S Bist, Up Paramukh, Dewal 

62- Shri P.S. Farswan, Pradhan, Dasholi 
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63- Shri E.D. Sapra, AE, PWD, 

Chamoli 

64- Shri Harish Bhandari, Pradhan, 

Goriyal 

65- Shri M.P. Nainwal, Member, ZP 

66- Shri K.S. Rawat, Pradhan, Kimoli 

67- Ms, Rajeshwari Negi, Member, KP, 

Karnpryag 

68- Shri SP. Mittal, AE, PWD 

69- Shri B.S. Negi JE, PWD, Karnpryag 

70- Shri Sidhulal Tamta, KP, Maleti 

71- Ms, Mina Rawat, Pramukh, Maleti 

72- Shri Awatar Singh Surswan, 

Member, Chamoli 

73- Shri Jangi Lal, Pradhan, Zilasu 

 

4- Pauri           Date 9, 10&11-11-2005 

1- Shri R.C. Dangwal, Commerce 

Department HNB University,  Srinagar 

2- Shri N.. Sharma,   Commerce 

Department, HNB University, Srinagar 

3- Shri M.M. Semwal, Political Science 

HNV University, Srinagar 

4- Shri Atul Saklani, History 

Department HNB University, Srinagar 

5- Prof S.P. Kala, History Department, 

HNB University, Srinagar 

6- Shri S.D. Chamola, Hariyana 

Agriculture University Hisar  

7- Prof K.S. Joshi HOD, Economics 

HNB University, Srinagar 

8- Prof C.S. Sood, Political Science, 

HNB University, Srinagar  

9- Shri P.S. Rana, Economics Deptt. 

HNB University, Srinagar 

10- Prof R.N.Rautela, Political Science, 

HNB University, Srinagar 

11- Shri Vikram Singh Rawat, 

Sabhasad 

12- Shri Indra Singh Rana, Sabhasad, 

Dugadda 

13- Shri Kamal Singh Rawat, Sabhasad 

14- Ms. Bhumar Rawat, Councilor, 

NPP, Pauri 

15- Shri Dharamvir Singh Rawat, 

Councilor, NPP, Pauri 

16- Ms. Kusum Shah, Upadhayaksh, 

NPP, Pauri 

17- Shri S.P.Dobhal, EO, NPP, Pauri  

18- Shri R.P. Semwal, EO, NPP, 

Shrinagar 

19- Shri P.K. Kotiyal, JE, NPP 

20- Shri MM Khan, DPRO 

21- Shri J.L.Kotiyal, EO, Kotdwar 

22- Shri Balam Singh Panwar, Clerk, 

NPP, Kotdwar 

23- Shri Harish Lal Varma, EO, NPP, 

Dugadda 

24- Ms. Usha Juyal, Chairperson, NPP, 

Dugadda 

25- Shri Rampal Benam, Chairman, 

NPP 

26- Shri N.S. Negi, Chief Development 

Officer 

27- Shri Sanjay Baloni, Member, ZP 

28- Shri Mukul Chaudhari, District 

Programme Officer 

29- Shri Arshad Husain, JE, RES 

30- Shri Darshan Lal Chitrang, SSP 

31- Shri H.S. Sant, BDO, Ekeshwar 

32- Shri R.C. Panwar, BDO, Pauri 

33- Dr. Narendra Kumar, District 

Horticulture Officer 

34- Shri Ashok Kumar Samona, SDO, 

Pauri 

35- Shri Nawnit Pandey, JE, PWD 

36- Shri Narendra Singh, AE, PWD 

37- Shri N.S. Bist, ADIOS 

38- Dr. A.R. Hatwal, Dy. CMO 

39- Shri, Rajpal Singh Sajwan, Social 

worker 

40- Shri B.S. Chauhan, ADO(P), 

Yamkeshwar 

41- Shri Suresh Giri, BDO, Dugadda 
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42- Shri Jagmohan Singh Chauhan, 

BDO, Dwarikhal 

43- Shri Chandan Lal Rahi, BDO, Pabo 

44- Shri K.S. Rana, BDO, Rikhnikhal 

45- Shri Gopi Chandra, AE, Drinking 

Water Department 

46- Shri Saty Parakash Jabali, 

Information Department  

47- Shri R.G. Singh, JE, Drinking 

Water Department 

48- Shri Ravindra Kumar, Jal Nigam  

49- Shri Atul Kumar Agrawal, EO, 

Shrinagar 

50- Shri Hemant Rahi, BDO, Shrinagar 

51- Shri Prem Singh Dangwal, BDO, 

Thalisain. 

52- Shri Puran Singh Padiyar, AMA, 

Zila Panchayat 

53- Ms. Sarojani Kantura, Chairperson, 

ZP 

54- Shri Rajendra Parasad Tamta, 

Upadhyaksh, ZP 

55- Shri D.C.S. Rawat, Member, KP, 

Kaljikhal 

56- Shri Neeraj Chaudhari, Pradhan, 

Naugaon 

57- Shri J.S. Negi, Pradhan, Asgarh 

58- Shri Ravi Vijarniya, District 

Information Officer 

59- Shri Rajendra Singh, KP, Jaharikhal 

60- Shri Kalyan Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Sainar 

61- Shri Lawat Singh Bhandari, 

Member, ZP 

62- Shri Alok Rawat, Member, ZP 

63- Shri Sowat Singh Rawat, Pradhan, 

Pabo. 

64- Ms.Jyoti Devi, Pramukh, Pauri 

65- Shri Ramesh Singh Rawat, Pradhan, 

Ufalda 

66- Shri M.S. Rawat, Member, ZP 

67- Ms. Santabi Devi, Pradhan, Kalori 

68- Shri Mohan Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Vithiyani 

69- Ms. Tanuja Negi, Pradhan, Umroli 

70- Shri M.S.Sant, BDO, Ekeshwar 

71- Shri Prem Singh Rawat, Pradhan, 

Gwar 

72- Shri Hayat Singh Chhikwar, 

Pradhan, Ganganali 

73- Shri Vinod Panwar, Pradhan, Budes 

74- Shri Dhirendra Bist, Pradhan, 

Makulori 

75- Shri Syam Charan, Pradhan, 

Rangawa 

76- Shri Bharat Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Thalisain 

77- Shri Umar Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Kainur 

78- Shri Deepak Chandra, Pardhan, 

Hagali 

79- Shri M.S. Negi, Pradhan, Dewarani 

80- Shri Nagendra Datt, Pradhan, 

Madoli 

81- Shri Balam Singh, Pradhan, 

Rikharikhal 

82- Shri Madan Singh, Pradhan, 

Rikhwali 

83- Shri Sunil Pokhariyal, Pradhan, 

Barath 

84- Shri Pusakar Joshi, Member, ZP 

85- Shri Shiva Datt Dobariyal, Pradhan, 

Bada 

86- Shri Vijay Singh, Pradhan, 

Kundikot 

87- Shri R.S. Rawat, Pramukh, 

Dwarikhal 

88- Shri Manoj Rawat, Member, 

Dwarikhal 

89- Shri M.S.Rawat, Member, KP, 

Nainidanda 

90- Shri Sunil Singh, Pradhan, Jogari 

91- Shri Kishor Lal, Pradhan, Chorgarh 

92- Shri Kishan Singh, Pradhan, 

Loothiya 
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93- Shri Chandra Ballabh Sundriyal, 

Member, KP, Dugari 

94- Shri R.S. Rawat, Member, Chorgarh 

95- Ms. Dhaneshwari Devi, Pradhan, 

Dharigawa 

96- Ms. Kiran Devi, Member, KP, 

Sigori 

97- Ms. Rajeshwari Bist, Member, KP, 

Midargawa 

98- Ms. Usha Thapaliyal, Member, KP, 

Simtol 

90- Ms. Madhu Bist, Pramukh, 

Nainidanda 

100- Shri Nawal Kishor, Pramukh, Kot 

101-Shri Jagadish Singh Bist, Pramukh, 

Kaljikhal 

102- Dr. Megoren Dhyani, Adviser 

Harbal Plant, Pauri 

103- Shri Sampat Rawat, Pramukh, 

Khirsu 

104- Shri Virendra Topwal, Member, 

ZP 

105- Ms. Kabotari Devi, Pradhan, 

Yamketu 

 
5-Rudrapryag      Date: 21-11-2005 

1- Shri U.D. Chaube, DM 

2- Shri T.S.Martoliya, SDM 

3- Shri Brij Mohan, SDM 

4- Shri Lalit Mohan, Dy. Collector 

5- Shri Sanjay Kumar, Dy. Collector 

6- Shri D.S. Pundhir, District 

Information Officer 

7- Shri Jagmohan Singh, Zila Samaj 

Kalyan Adhikari 

8- Dr. J.B. Tiwari 

9- Shri R.L. Rana, ADO(P), Agastmuni 

10-  Shri P.K.Trivedi, BDO, Ukhimath 

11- Ms. Dhaneshwari Negi, BDO, 

Jakholi 

12- Shri D.D. Dalakoti, AE, Irrigation 

13- Shri M.J. Khan, DPRO 

14- Shri Abdul Azeej, JE, Jal Sansthan 

15- Shri B.S Rawat, ADO (P), 

Agustmuni 

16- Shri Bhagat Singh Rawat, ADO (P), 

Ukhimath 

17- Shri U.S. Rana, ADO (P), Jakholi 

18- Shri R.R.Gupta, AE, Jal Nigam  

19- Shri A.L. Arya, SSP 

20- Ms. Kiran Hatwal, Govt. Inter 

College 

21- Shri D.R. Joshi, Project Director, 

DRDA  

22- Shri Bachan Singh Rawat, District 

Agriculture Adviser  

23- Shri K.P.Dhaudhiyal, Lecturer 

Govt. Inter College 

24- Shri Kailash Khandri, Mas 

Camunication   

25- Ms. Sushila Bist, Member, ZP 

26- Shri Shridhar Purohit, gentral 

Secretary, UKD 

27- Ms. Rookana Bharti, Govt.Girls 

Inter College 

28- Ms. Beena Bist, Pradhan, Nakot 

29- Shri Devendra Singh Jhikwan, 

Chaiman, NP 

30- Ms. Anandi Devali, Upadhyaksh, 

NP 

31- Shri B.P.Kaparwan, EO, NP 

32- Shri Vijay Sati, Sabhasad, NP 

33- Shri Surendra Bhandari, Sabhasad, 

NP 

34- Shri M.P. Gaur, EO, NP, Kedarnath 

35- Ms. Sushila Devi, Member, NP 

36- Shri R.P.Arya, Chief Development 

Officer 

37- Ms. Kamla Devi Jagwan, Sabhasad, 

NP 

38- Ms. Mamata Nautiyal, Pramukh, 

Ukhimath 

39- Shri Kunwar Lal Arya, Pradhan, 

Nakot 

40- Shri Balvir Singh Kandari, Pradhan, 

Kalsi 
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41- Shri Mahavir Singh, Pradhan, 

Purola 

42- Shri O.P.Bahuguna, Pradhan, 

Kandali 

43- Shri Devchandra Shah, Member, 

KP, Jakholi 

44- Shri Sharad Mahagwar, Member, 

KP, Jakholi 

45- Shri Madan Mohan Semwal, 

Member, Ukhimath 

46- Shri Gabar Singh Rawat, Member, 

Ukhimath 

47- Ms.Urmila Patwal, Member, ZP 

48- Ms. Shanti Bhatt, Member, ZP 

49- Ms. Kalawati Bist, Pradhan, Vasoo 

50- Ms. Anusuya Pastwal, Pradhan, 

Dugara 

51- Ms. Manjoo Negi, Member, ZP 

52- Ms. Ganga Devi Arya, Member, ZP 

53- Shri Shri Nanda Jamoli, Pradhan, 

Ravi Gram 

54- Shri B.S. Butola, Member, ZP 

55- Ms. Shaila Rani Rawat, 

Chairparson, ZP 

 
6- Bageshwar   

                       Dated:  22 & 23-11-2005 

1- Shri G.S. Joshi, DM 

2- Shri K.S. Nayanwal, SP  

3- Shri G.C. Gunat, SDM 

4- Shri Umed Singh, Member, ZP 

5- Ku Naduli Koranga, Member, ZP 

6- Ms. Yashoda Devi, Member, ZP 

7- Shri Ratan Singh, Member, ZP 

8- Shri Shiva Nath Goshwami, Member, 

KP 

9- Shri Mohan Ram Jaihari, Member, 

KP 

10- Shri Surendra Singh Bist, Member, 

KP 

11- Shri Ram Singh Dafoti, Member, 

KP 

12- Shri Surendra Singh Bist, Member, 

KP 

13- Shri Madan Singh Bist, Member, 

KP 

14- Shri Balwant Singh Rawat, 

Member, KP 

15- Shri Bharat Singh Bist, Member, 

KP, Pinglo 

16- Shri B.S.Rawat, Member, KP, 

Amakholi  

17- Shri T.S. Rawat, Member, KP, 

Jakhani  

18- Shri Chandra Singh Kapkoti, 

Member KP, Kapkot 

19- Ms. Prabha Arya, Member, KP, 

Silli 

20- Ms. Mamta Joshi, Member, KP, 

Chhatiya 

21- Shri Mangal Ram, Member, KP, 

Nankyali  

22- Shri Jagdish Chandra Tewari, 

Pradhan, Nayal 

23- Shri Shankar Ram Arya, Member, 

KP, Garur 

24- Ms. Anandi Devi, Member, KP, 

Arso 

25- Ms. Gopuli Devi, Pradhan, Simsyari 

26- Ms. Tulsi Kangali, Pradhan, 

Faltaniya 

27- Shri Satish Nath, Member, KP, 

Mandak 

28- Shri Mathura Prasad, Member,KP, 

Anarsa 

29- Shri Indra Singh, Member, KP, 

Haoila 

30- Shri Chandra Shekhar Joshi, 

Pradhan, Matena 

31- Shri Rajenra Prasad, Pradhan, 

Paldibagar 

32- Shri Anand Singh Parihar, Pradhan, 

Jakh 

33- Ms.Deepa Arya, Chairperson, ZP 
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34- Shri Naveen Chandra Tamta, 

Pramukh 

35- Shri Deepak Pathak, Pramukh, 

Garur 

36- Shri S.R. Arya, DPRO 

37- Shri Ramesh Lal, Chairman, NPP 

38- Shri Ran Jeet Singh Bora, 

Upadhyaksh,  20 Sutri Karykram  

39- Shri Chandan Ram Das, Chairman, 

NPP 

40- Shri Amit Prasad, Economics & 

Statictics officer   

41- Shri Bahadur Ram Arya, ADO (P), 

Bageshwar 

42- Shri K.R. Chaturvedi, ADO (P) 

43- Shri Tika Ram, Member, ZP 

44- Shri Kalyan Ram, Member, ZP 

45- Shri R.K.N. Tripathi, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

46- Shri K.C. Pandey, District 

Information Officer 

47- Shri Divan Singh Taragi, EO, NPP 

48- Shri Jagat Ram, AE, Irrigation 

49- Shri V.N. Tiwari, EE, PWD 

50- Shri A.K. Upadhaya, DFO 

51- Shri S.K. Pant, Associate 

Planner,Town Plannig Departmant 

52- Dr. Seema Chaudhary, Lecturer Pol. 

Sc. Govt. College 

53- Shri Krishan Kumar, Lecturer 

Commerce, PG. College  

54- Dr. D.C.Pant, Reader Economics 

Department Govt. PG. College 

55- Shri Ashok Joshi, SDM, Kapkot 

56- Shri B.D. Arya, ADO(P) 

57- BDO, Bageshwar 

58- Shri M.C. Joshi, Food Inspector 

59- Shri Jayavir Singh, EE, Jal Santhan   

60- Shri R.C Arya, EE, Jal Nigam 

61- Shri S.C Yadva, JE, NPP 

62- Shri V.S. Rawat, T.I. NPP 

63- Shri Laxman Singh Mehara, 

Pradhan Are 

64- Shri Prem Bist, Pradhan, 

Kathayatavar 

65- Shri Harchan Ram Das, Pradhan, 

Papya 

66- Shri Govind Giri, Pradhan 

67- Shri Devi Datt Pathak, Pradhan, 

Thathala Nakar 

68- Shri Madholom, Pradhan, Trejyula 

69- Shri Umesh Chandra, Pradhan, 

Panira 

70- Shri Gopal Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Garkhet 

71- Shri Daryan Ram, Pradhan, 

Mandalkhera 

72- Shri Girish Joshi, Pradhan, Sirauli 

73- Shri Nandan Singh Kanwal, 

Pradhan, Buhudhuna 

74- Shri Her Govind Joshi, Pradhan, 

Gajaly 

75- Shri Kishan Singh Kathawat, 

Pradhan, Ghogar 

76- Shri Vipin Chandra Pathak, 

Pradhan, Faltania 

77- Shri Prakash Singh Nagarkoti, 

Social Workar, Gairar 

78- Shri Chandan Singh Barokea, 

Pradhan, Daronai 

79- Shri Harendra Singh Pradhan, 

Bhatandia 

80- Shri Dhan Singh Dhapola, Pradhan, 

Balana 

81- Shri Dyal Chand Kandpal, Pradhan, 

Khawdoly 

82- Shri Kundan Singh Eathani, 

Pradhan, Bijorichhal 

83- Shri K.C. Pathak, Pradhan, Pant 

Kwyrali 

84- Shri Bhupendra Singh, Pradhan, 

Bilainasera 

85- ShriHarish Ram, Pradhan, 

Pandrahpali 
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7- Pithoragarh                                                                    

Dated:  22 & 23-11-2005 

1- Shri Amit, Singh Negi DM 

2- Shri Ashok Kumar Varma, EO, NP, 

Didihat 

3- Ms.Jivanti Joshi, EO, NP, Dharchula 

4- Shri Neeraj Joshi, EO, NPP, 

Pithoragarh 

5- Shri M.C.Pant, AMA, Zila Pachayat 

6- Shri M.C.Pandey, EE, ICD 

7- Shri V.D. Joshi, ZP 

8- Shri V.P. Khulbe Economics & 

Statistics officer 

9- Shri R.D. Paliwal, SDM 

10- Shri J.K. Tiwari, Project Director, 

DRDA 

11- Shri G. Rai 

12- Shri Bhupendra Singh Jena, DFO 

13- Shri S.J. Singh, SE, PWD 

14- Shri D.N. Gupta, AE, Drinking 

Water 

15- Shri Yogendra Singh, JE, Drinking 

Water 

16- Shri J.P. Rawat, EE, Drinking 

Water, Gangolihat 

17- Shri Shobha Ram, EE, Drinking 

Water, Didihat 

18- Shri S.K. Srivastava, EE, Jal 

Sansthan  

19- Shri S.C. Gupta, SE, Jal Nigam  

20- Shri M.S.Hyanki, EE, PWD. 

Kapkot 

21- Shri L.S. Paliwal, BDO, Dharchula 

22- Shri K.C. Joshi, BDO, Kanalichhina 

23- Shri S.M. Bist, BDO, Pithoragarh 

24- Shri M.C. Sharma, BDO, 

Gangolihat 

25- Shri C.C. Joshi, ADO (P), Munakot 

26- Shri P.S. Kanyal, ADO (P), Berinag 

27- Shri G.B. Joshi, ADO (P), Didihat 

28- Shri D.N. Kandpal, BDO, Berinag 

29- Shri O.P. Singh, AE, PWD 

30- Shri Jagat Singh Khati, Chairman, 

NPP 

31- Shri Dampati, NP, Didihat 

32- Sheri Robinson B. Singh, Member, 

NPP 

33- Shri Ganesh Saun, Member, NPP 

34- Ms. Lila Devi, Member, NPP 

35- Ms. Janki Mahar, NP, Devidhura 

36- Shri Salim Khan, Member, NPP 

37- Shri Vinod Pande, Member, NPP 

38- Shri Kedar Singh Lunathy, 

Member, NPP 

39- Shri Jagadish Thakur, Himalayan 

Gram Vikas Samit, Gangolihat 

40- Ms. Malti Devi, Member, NPP 

41- Shri Narayan Ram Arya,Vidhayak, 

Gangolihat 

42- Shri Rajendra Singh Bora, 

Chairman, Gangolihat 

43-  Shri Narayan Singh Bist, Chairman 

,Zila Congress, Committee 

44- Shri DaniRam Nimwa, Principal, 

PG. College  

45- Shri Manoj Ojha, Pratinidhi, Sansad 

Rajya Sabha 

46- Shri Dan Singh Bist, Chairman, 

Pithora Sanskrantik Samajik Samiti 

47- Shri Maukh Mahar, Chairman, ZP 

48- Prof L.L. Varma, Lecturer, Political 

Science  

49- Shri Dinesh Pant, Himalayan 

Research Centre 

50- Shri Rajendra Singh Bist, 

Himalayan Vikas Samiti 

 51- Shri Kundan Singh Tolia, 

Pramukh, Munsiyari 

52- Shri K.S. Brijshal, Member, ZP 

53- Shri Tilak Joshi, Member, ZP 

54- Shri B.D. Joshi, Pramukh, 

Dharchula 

55- Shri Bhagwat Singh Rautela, 

Member, Didihat NP 

56- Ms. Maya  Mehta, Member, ZP, 
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57- Shri Basant Singh, Member, 

Munakot KP 

58- Shri S.R.Arya, Up-Pramukh, 

Didihat 

59- Shri Anand Pant, Pradhan, Garur 

60- Shri Kishan Lal Shah, Pradhan, 

Shahgarau 

61- Shri H.S. Brijpal, Kanisth Pramukh, 

Dharchula 

62- Shri Rajendra Singh Deupa, 

Pradhan, Bhatsuri 

64- Shri Mahendra Singh Dhami, 

Pradhan, Shaily 

65- Shri Ghanshyam Pant, Pradhan, 

Baluakot 

66-Shri Jima Singh Bhandari, Pradhan, 

Jaguraly 

67- Shri Divan Singh Pokhriyal, 

Pramukh, Kanalichhina 

68- Shri Ramesh Chandra Pande, 

Pradhan, Guraulikanali 

69- Shri Girish Pant, Pradhan, Baligawa 

70- Shri Kaman Singh Pokhariyal, 

Uppramukh, Kanalichhina 

71- Shri Bhawan Singh Dhami, 

Pradhan, Sahayabarni 

72- Shri Shankar Singh Bora, BDC 

Member, Balatadi 

73- Shri Manoj Patni, Pradhan, 

Chhedarvin 

74- Shri P.C. Patni, Steno, Chief 

Development Officer 

 
8- Champawat       Date 25-11-2005 

1- Shri Dayal Singh Nath, DM 

2- Shri G.C. Joshi, EE, Drinking 

Water 

3- Shri S.K. Pant, AE, Nirman Shakha 

Drinking Water 

4- Shri J.C.Joshi, Chief Development 

Officer 

5- Shri H.G. Bhatt, Project Director, 

DRDA 

6- Shri N.S. Dangi, SDM, Lohaghat 

7- Shri V.R. Arya, GM, DIC  

8- Shri Krishna Joshi, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

9- Shri Kuldeep Uparety, Accountant, 

ZP 

10- Shri J.D.Updhyaya, District 

Tourism Officer 

11- Shri Jeeva Nand Arya, BDO, 

Lohaghat 

12- Shri A.N. Goswami, Assistant  

Economics &  Statistics Officer 

13- Shri A.S. Gunjyal, BDO, 

Champawat  

14- Shri Divan Ram Arya, BDO, 

Barkot 

15- Shri L.D. Pant, District Information 

Officer 

16- Shri K.S.Kafaliyal, Economics &  

Statistics Officer 

17- Shri D.S.Kutiyal, AE, Irrigation  

18- Shri V.K. Misra, EE, Jal Sansthan  

19- Shri P.S. Garbyal, AE, PWD 

20- Shri Jagdish Prasad Arya, Forest 

Departmant 

21- Shri P.C. Harbola, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

22- Dr. Usha Pant, Swami 

Vidyamandir 

23- Dr. C.S. Joshi, PG College 

Lohaghat 

24- Shri L.M. Pande, Chairman, ZP 

25- Ms. Shanti, Member, ZP 

26- Ms. Suman Mahara, NP, Lohaghat 

27- Shri Ganesh Rai, Member, NP, 

Lohaghat 

28- Shri Bahadur Fartyal, Pramukh, 

Champawat  

29- Shri Vinod Singh Chaudhary, 

Pradhan, Dugarasethi 

30- Shri Deva Singh Mahar, Pradhan, 

Kathnoly 
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31- Shri Narendra Singh Bohra, 

Member, KP 

32- Shri Ramesh Chandra Punetha, 

Pradhan, Punethi 

33- Shri Mohan Singh Bohra, BDC 

Chaikani  

34- Shri Chandra Sekhar Tamta, 

Pradhan, Bajarikot 

35- Shri Bhagirath Bhatt, Member, ZP 

36- Shri Hayat Singh Mahar, Advocate   

37- Shri Ashok Singh Chaudhary, 

Chairman, Bhesaj Sangh 

38- Shri P.R. Lohiya, BDO, Pati 

39-  Shri Madan Mahar, Member, NP 

40-  Shri Deepak Singh Taragi, 

Member, NP 

 
9-Almora               Date 26-11-2005 

1- Shri Rajeev Chandra, DM  

2- Shri Deepak Jyoti Ghildiyal, SP 

3- Shri Sarfraj Ahmad, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

4- Shri A.K. Tripathi, DFO 

5- Shri S.K.Patnayak, Forest 

Department 

6- Shri Rakesh Purohit, EE, PWD 

7- Shri Ashok Kumar Chopra, AE, 

PWD 

8- Shri Dayanand, JE, PWD 

9- Shri B.K. Keswan, EE, RES 

10- Shri  A.S Ansari, EE, Jal Sansthan  

11- Shri M.S. Rawat, Assistant District 

Nirwachan Officer 

12- Shri C.S. Bist, ADEO 

13- Shri E.Ahmad, Accountant, NPP 

14- Shri Sachin Kumar, SE, Drinking 

Water 

15- Ms. Naumi Rawat, District 

Probation Officer 

16- Dr. M Chand, Pradhan 

17- Shri P.S. Brijwal, ICDS 

18- Dr. Abha Bhatt, Tourism 

Department  

19- Shri C.P. Bhatt, Assistant Manager, 

DIC 

20- Shri G.C. Pande, AE, Drinking 

Water 

21- Shri C.S. Jain, JE, DrinkingWater 

22- Shri D.C. Pande, EE, Jal Nigam 

23- Shri B.D. Joshi, EO, NP, Dwarahat 

24- Shri Harish Arya, ZP 

25- Shri Deepak Joshi, DIO 

26- Shri Damodar Pant, DSO 

27- Shri T.S. Brijwal, Project Director, 

DRDA 

28- Shri Y.K. Makany, P.E, DRDA 

29- Shri Sundar Lal, Economics & 

Statistics Officer 

30- Shri A.K. Mishra, SDO, Hydel 

31- Shri Harish Pal Singh, AE, RES 

32- Shri R.M.Sundaram, Chief 

Development Officer 

33- Shri Shyam Lal, President District 

Vyapar Mandal 

34- Dr. Shamsher Singh Bist, 

Chairman, Uttarakhand Lokvahinee 

35- Shri Prakash Chandra Joshi, 

Chairman, NPP 

36- Shri Rajendra Narakoti, Chairman, 

Zila Congress Committee 

40- Dr. Jagat Singh Bist, Lecturar, 

Hindi, KVV  

41- Shri Manoj Tiwari, Member, 

Pradesh Congress Committee 

42- Dr. Ela Shah, HOD, Economics, 

KVV  

43- Ms. Kanchan Sahoo, Chairman, NP 

44- Shri Vijay Joshi, Chairman, NPP 

45- Shri P.D. Pande, Member, KP 

46- Shri Jaman Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Selakot 

47- Shri P.S. Rawat, Member, ZP 

48-  Shri K.S. Bist, Member, ZP 

49- Ms. Mohini Kanwal, Member, ZP 

50- Shri Chandan Singh Sanol, 

Pramukh, Chaukhutiya 
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51- Shri Jeevan Singh Tolia, Pradhan, 

Vijepur 

52- Shri Soban Ram, BDC, Vijepur 

53- Shri Joga Ram Arya, Pramukh, 

Bhainsiyachhana 

54- Shri Karan Mahara, Pramukh, 

Tarikhet 

55- Shri Ganga Pancholi, Pramukh, 

Sialde 

56- Ms. Bhagwati Rikhari, Pramukh, 

Bhikiyasain 

57- Ms. Maya Bhakuni, Pradhan, 

Chanuda Bunga 

58- Ms. Narmada Tiwari, Pradhan, 

Jakhtewari 

59- Shri Madan Ram Kohli, Pradhan, 

Nirokot 

60- Shri Devgiri Goswami, Pradhan, 

Bhikiyasain 

61- Shri Prakash Singh, Pradhan, 

Dhamoly 

62- Shri Madho Singh Fartyal, 

Pradhan, Tarswan 

63- Shri Govind Singh Rawat, 

Pradhan, Chamyari 

64- Shri Umrawa Singh, Pradhan, 

Sialde 

65- Shri Nargiry, Pradhan, Chaukhutia 

66- Shri Mohan Singh, Pradhan, Ella 

67- Shri S.S. Rawat, Pradhan, 

Kharkaya 

68- Shri Harish Singh, Pradhan 

Upeyala, Lamgara 

69- Shri Chandra Prakash Joshi, 

Pradhan, Khedi 

70- Shri Mahipal Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Bhatena 

71- Shri Karam Singh Mehra, Pradhan, 

Gadholy 

72- Shri Prakash Chandra Pathak, 

Pradhan, Kheti 

73- Shri Ramesh Singh Bhakuni, 

Member, KP, Dikan 

74- Ms. Vimla, Barakoti, Upadhyaksh, 

ZP 

75- Shri Mohan Singh Mahara, 

Chairman, ZP 

 

10- Nainital                                              

Date 27 & 28 -11-2005 

1- Dr Rakesh Kumar, DM 

2- Shri Umesh Chandra Joshi, DFO  

3- Shri R.P. Singh, Assistant DPRO 

4- Shri P.C. Tiwari, District 

Development Officer 

5- Shri J.C. Bhatt, Project Director, 

DRDA 

6- Shri R.P. Joshi, Economices & 

Statistics officer 

7- Ms. Raju Nabiyal, EO, NP, 

Lalkuwan 

8- Shri Naresh Kumar, BDO, Haldwani 

9- Dr. Nirmala Joshi, BDO, Ramnagar 

10- Shri Mohan Chandra Pande, BDO, 

Okhalkanda 

11- Shri K.N. Joshi, EE, Drinking 

Water 

12- Ms, Mridula Singh, EE, Jal Nigam 

13- Shri S.S. Bist, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

14- Shri Sanjai Kumar, Tax Inspector, 

NPP, Haldwani 

15- Shri Rajdev Singh, NP, Haldwani 

16- Shri Faim Kham, EO, NP, Bhimtal 

17- Shri Devendra Joshi, EO, NPP. 

18- Shri Jagadish Chandra, EO, NPP, 

Ramnagar 

19- Shri Chandra Shekhar Fulera, 

Accountant, NPP Ramnagar 

20- Shri H.K. Pandey, EE, Jal Sansthan 

21- Shri K.C. Pande,AE, Jal Sansthan, 

Haldwani 

22- Shri Dinesh Chandra, EE, PWD, 

Ramnagar 

23- Shri D.C. Pande, EE, Irrigation 

24- Shri D.M Yadav, SDM 
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25- Ms.Nidhi Mani Tripathi, Chief 

Development Officer 

26- Shri A.S. Rawat, KU 

27- Shri M.L. Pant, KU 

28- Dr. G.C. Pande, Economics Deptt. 

KU 

29- Dr. N.S. Bist, Commerce Deptt. KU 

30- Shri Kuldeep, Chirag 

31- Ms. Nirmala Bora, DSB, Campus, 

KV 

32- Ms. Sarita Arya, Chairperson, NPP 

33- Shri Ganga Prasad Shah 

34- Shri Mahendra Singh Bist, Member, 

NPP 

35- Shri S.S. Pandey, Deptt. of 

Sociology, KV 

36- Shri D.S. Kaila, Deptt. of Poltical 

Science, KV 

37- Dr. R.S. Jalal, Deptt of Economics, 

KV 

38- Shri Rajiv Shah, Accountant, ATI 

39- Shri D.S. Dhapal, Project Director, 

ATI 

40- Shri D.S. Garbiyal, Addl. Director, 

ATI 

41- Shri R. Sharam, Director, ATI, & 

Mandalayukt 

42- Ms. Kamarjahan, Member, NP 

43- Ms. Rajni Bala, Member, NP, 

Bhawali 

44- Ms. Rama Joshi, Member, Bhawali 

45- Shri Hemant Singh Bagarwal, 

Chairman, NPP, Haldwani 

46- Shri Deep Chandra Sati, Chairman, 

NP, Kaladhungee 

47- Shri Dyal Chandra Arya, Chairman, 

NPP, Bhawali 

48- Shri Bhuwan Singh Adhikari, 

Member, NPP, Bhawali 

49- Shri Pawan Chauhan, Chairman, 

Lalkuwan 

50- Ms. Sarita Arya, Chairparson, NPP 

51- Ms. Gajala Khan, Member, NPP 

52- Ms. Gita Parihar, Member, NPP 

53- Shri Mukesh Joshi, Member, NPP 

54- Shri Devendra Joshi, NPP 

55- Shri Mahesh Gururani, NPP 

56- Ms. Chitra Thapa, Chairparson, NP, 

Bhimtal 

57- Ms. Urmila Chaudhary, 

Chairparson, NPP, Ramnagar 

58- Shri Jagadish Chandra, EE, RES, 

Ramnagar 

59- Ms. Devki Arora, Member, NPP 

60- Shri Atik Ahamad Saifi, Member, 

NPP 

61- Shri Nasimudeen Ansari, Member, 

NPP, Ramnagar 

62- Ms. Bandana, Member, NPP, 

Ramnagar 

63- Shri Dan Singh Jeena, Pradhan, 

Chopara 

64- Shri Mahendra Singh Negi, Kanisth 

Pramukh, Bhimtal 

65- Ms. Geeta Bist, Pramukh KP, 

Bhimtal 

66- Shri Shivaraj Singh Rawat, 

Pramukh, Ramnagar 

67- Shri Trilok Negi, Pramukh, KP 

68- Shri Hem Chandra Pant, Jaisth 

Peamukh, Betalghat 

69- Ms. Usha Kanaujia, Member, KP, 

Sirory 

70-Ms. Krishna Lakhera, Member, KP, 

Ramnagar 

71- Ms. Pushpa Bora, Pradhan, 

Okhalkanda 

72-Shri S.S.Nautiyal, Pramukh, 

Okhalkanda 

73- Shri Roshan Singh Lamgariya, 

Pradhan ,Sooni 

74- Ms. Champa Arya, Pramukh, 

Ramgarh 

75- Shri Divan Ram, Pradhan, 

Chhatawana 
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76- Shri Madan Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Hawari 

77- Shri, Govinda Singh Negi, Pradhan, 

Mallisinoli 

78- Shri Bahadur Ram Arya, Pradhan, 

Sarnahari 

79- Shri Bhawan Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Chorbuti 

80- Shri Kishan Singh Bist, Pradhan, 

Bautdura 

81- Shri Govind Ram Arya, Pradhan, 

Guniyagawa 

82- Shri Naveen Chandra, Pradhan, 

Dhudhusinari 

83- Shri P.C. Gorkha, Member, ZP 

   
11- Udham Singh Nagar                            

Date 29 & 30-11-2005 

1- Shri G.K. Dwivedi, DM  

2- Ms. Meera Suyal, Principal, Govt. 

PG College 

3- Dr. M.P. Singh, Director A&M 

GBPAU, Pantnagar 

4- Dr. C.S. Rautela, Reader, Economics, 

Govt. PG College 

5- Dr. R.S. Baluni, Lect. Pol.Sc. Govt. 

PG College 

6- Dr. M.C. Pande, Lect. Commerce, 

Govt. PG College     

7- Shri S.D. Ruwali, Addl. Information 

Officer 

8- Shri U.K. Joshi, GM, DIC 

9- Shri K.S. Rawat, Meeting Assistant 

10- Shri B.C. Lohani, LBC, DM Office 

11- Shri Dileep Kumar, EO, 

NP,Gadarpur 

12- Shri Shri Krishna  Pandey, 

Comptroller 

13- Shri C.S. Napalchyal, Chief 

Development Officer 

14- Shri Niranjan Mandan, Chairman, 

NP, Dineshpur 

15- Shri K.R. Tamta, EO, NP, 

Dineshpur 

16- Shri Swami Nand Joshi, EO, NPP, 

Khatima 

17- Shri O.P. Agrawal, EO, NP, 

Mahuakheraganj 

18- Shri Alam Das, EO, NP Kichha 

19- Shri R.C. Pant, EO, Sitarganj 

20- Ms. Sarita Rana, EO, Kelakhera 

21- Shri Mohamad Kamil, Clerk, NP, 

Kelakhera 

22- Shri Sanjeev Mehrotra, EO, NPP, 

Jaspur 

23- Shri Jaivir Singh Rathi, EO, NPP, 

Mahuadabra 

24- Shri Vinod Bhure, Vice Chairman, 

NPP, Gadarpur 

25- Ms. Upma Shukla, District Social 

Welfare Officer 

26- Shri Brij Raj Singh, ADO 

(Horticulture) 

27- Shri Uma Nand Prakash, BDO, 

Khatima 

28- Shri R.C. Tiwari, BDO, Rudrapur 

29- Shri R.C. Joshi, EE, Irrigation, 

Rudrapur 

30- Shri Subhash Chandra Gupta, ETC, 

Rudrapur 

31- Shri Shankar Datt Khali, District 

Information Officer 

32- Shri D.N. Dwivedi, DO, PRD 

33- Shri Ram Naresh Singh, Head Clerk 

NPP, Sitarganj 

34- Shri Ramesh Chandra Pant, EO, 

NP, Shaktigarh 

35- Ms. Sarita Rana, EO, NP, 

Kelakhera 

36- Shri A.S. Mehta, JE, DRDA 

37- Shri Bharat Lal Shah, AE, Minor 

Irrigation 

38- Shri Rajendra Tiwari, Assistant 

Economices & Statistics officer 
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39- Shri Pradeep Kumar Bansal, Project 

Director, DRDA 

40- Shri K.B.Gupta, EE, Jal Sansthan, 

Khatima 

41- Shri B.K.Sethi, EE, Jal Sansthan, 

Rudrapur 

42- Shri H.C. Pant, ZP 

43- Shri B.D. Pande, EO, ZP 

44- Shri Dharmendra Prakash, Asstt. 

Director, SIRD, Rudrapur 

45- Shri D.K. Yadav, EE, PWD, 

Rudrapur 

46- Shri Najar Ali, EO, NPP, Bazpur 

47- Shri A.B. Saxena, Accountant, 

NPP, Bazpur 

48- Shri J.S. Rathi, EO, NP, 

Mahuadabra 

49- Shri B.K.Bist, EO, NPP, Kashipur 

50- Shri Alam Das, EO, NPP, Kichha 

51- Shri Sheri Ram, Accountant, NPP, 

Kichha 

52- Shri Satish Kumar, EE, Drinking 

Water 

53- Shri Babu Lal Sharma, Chief 

Veterinary Officer  

54- Shri Dinesh Chandra Joshi, District 

Information Officer 

55- Shri D.C. Singh, EE, Irrigation, 

Rudrapur 

56- Shri R.N. Singh, Distt. Programme 

Officer 

57- Shri Mohan Prasad, Assistant 

Director, Agriculture 

58- Shri Harbans Singh, SE, Jalkal  

59- Shri Ilyas Ahmad, EO, NPP, 

Rudrapur 

60- Shri C.S. Napalchyal, Distt. 

Information Officer 

61- Shri Dileep Kumar, EO Rudrapur 

 
12- Dehradun                                                                           

Date 23 &24-12-2005 

1- Shri P.K. Goyal, AE, Jal Nigam 

2- Shri Suresh Chandra Sharma, EE, 

Irrigation 

3- Shri B.S. Manral, ADM 

4- Shri H.S. Rawat, Economics & 

Statistics Officer 

5- Shri R.K. Misra, BDO 

6- Shri H.B.Thapliyal, PD, DRDA 

7- Shri B.S. Negi, DPRO 

8- Shri Shiva Kumar, Clerk NN 

9- Shri Anil Negi, EO, NPP Vikas 

Nagar 

10- Shri D.K. Singh Chief Agriculture 

Officer 

11- Shri K.S. Sharma, BDO, Kalsi 

12- Shri Ram Pal Singh, ADO(P) Kalsi 

13- Dr. R.C. Nainwal, CMO 

14- Shri Pawan Thapa, Clerk, NN  

15- Shri P.S. Rawat, EO, Rishikesh 

16- Shri A.A. Khan, Accountant, NN 

17- Shri Rajan Varma, Information 

Department 

18- Shri Girdhar Gopal, Accountant, 

NPP Musoorie 

19- Shri Chandra Mohan Barthwal, 

AMA, Zila Panchayat 

20- Shri T.P. Arya, EO, NP, Doiwala 

21- Shri D.S. Chauhan, EO, NP, 

Herbertpur 

22- Shri N.S.Rana, District Information 

officer 

23- Shri Ram Bahadur, 

24- Shri H.S. Khatri, PRD 

25- Shri D.K.Singh, EE, Jal Sansthan 

26- Ms. Neha Kapur, 68/1 Shivlok 

Colony  

27- Ms. Rekha Pundhir, 68/1 Shivlok 

Colony  

28- Shri Vivekanand Khanduri, Vice 

Chairman, Commercial Tax Advisory 

Committee, Uttaranchal 

29- Shri Anil Goyal, Indian Indusrtries 

Association Uttaranchal 
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30- Shri Pankaj Gupta, President Indian 

Industries Association  

31- Shri Rajiv Agrawal, Vice President 

Indian Industries Association 

32- Dr. V.B. Chaurasia, Department of 

Economics, DAV College 

33- Dr. Rakesh Varma, Reader, 

Commerce, DAV College  

34- Dr. D.N.Bhattacharya, HOD, DAV 

College 

35- Shri Deena Sharma, HOD, DAV 

College 

36- Dr.J.P Srivastava, HOD, Economics 

DBS College 

37- Shri Rajesh Dhyani, 144 Lunia 

Mohalla  

38- Shri N.K. Gairola, HARC,744 Indra 

Nagar Colony  

39- Shri Ashraf Ali, Pradhan Bhauwala 

40- Shri K.V.S. Rawat,Arczdia Grant 

41- Shri Jagdish Prasad Nainwal, 

Pradhan, Karwari 

42- Ms. Urmila Nautiyal, Pradhan, 

Pratit Nagar 

43- Shri Prawesh Ram Uniyal, Pradhan, 

Nawada 

44- Ms. Madhu Thakur, Kanisth 

Pramukh, Vikasnagar 

45- Ms Asha Jugran, Pradhan, 

Dakpathar 

46- Ms Meena Paswan, Pradhan, 

Harrawala 

47- Shri Shrikant Joshi, Pradhan, 

Sundarwala 

48- Shri Chandra Datt Dimri, Pradhan, 

Kharora 

49- Shri Surendra Singh, Pradhan, 

Kathona 

50- Ms. Reena Chauhan, Pradhan, 

Echhala. 

51- Shri B.P Ghildiyal, DIO, Dehradun. 

52- Shri Bhagat Singh Rathor, Pradhan 

Central hopetown  

53- Shri Furkan Ansari, Pradhan 

Rakpur Grant. 

54- Shri Megh Singh, Pradhan, 

Kandoly. 

55- Shri Vijaya Ramola, Pradhan 

Bhagwanpur. 

56- Ms. Godawari Thapli, Member ZP 

57- Ms Sandhya Thapa, Pradhan 

Joharhi. 

58- Shri Ajeet Singh Rauthan, Member, 

ZP 

59- Shri Iswar Chand Pal, Upadhyaksh, 

ZP 

60- Shri Chaman Singh, Chairman, ZP 

61- Shri CMS Bist, CDO, Deharadun. 

62- Shri Madan Singh Kundra, ADM, 

Dehradun. 

63- Shri Bahadur Singh, Pradhan, 

Dobhri. 

64- Shri Mausam Singh, Pradhan 

Dhakrani. 

65- Shri Dhiraj Juyal, Pradhan 

Bharuwala. 

66- Shri Balvir Singh, Pradhan Kobra. 

67- Shri Ranvir Singh, Pradhan Virnar. 

 
13-Hardwar                Date 12-1-2006 

1- Shri R.K. Sudhanshu, DM 

2- Shri Dileep Singh Arya, Project 

Director, DRDA 

3- Shri S.P. Subuddhi, DFO 

4- Shri S.S, Prasad, Disrtrict 

Development Officer 

5- Shri K.P. Upreti EE, PWD 

6- Shri T.S. Martoliya, EE, Nalkup 

Dipartment 

7- Shri Subodh Kumar, EE, Jal 

Sansthan  

8- Shri Harshwardhan Misra, EO,NPP 

9- Shri Suresh Chandra Gupta, 

Accountant, NPP 

10- Ms. Shaloo Govil, Economic & 

Statistics Officer 
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11- Shri Sadhu Ram Maurya, ADO, 

Luksar 

12- Shri Sadhu Singh Chauhan, ADO 

(P), Roorkee 

13- Shri Ghansyam Sharma, ADO (P), 

Bhagwanpur 

14- Shri Rajesh Sharma, Bahadarabad 

15- Shri Rakesh Nayal, SE, Irrigation 

16- Dr. N.S. Garg, Reader, Economics, 

MSJN, College 

17- Shri S.M.Ansari, AMA, Zila 

Panchayat 

18- Shri Satendra Bahuguna, DPRO 

19- Dr. Yama Khokher, OC 

Agriculture, Dhanauti 

20- Dr. S.D. Mahapatra, Scientist, KVK 

21- Shri Vivod Prasad Raturi, ADM  

22- Shri P.S. Negi, District Information 

Officer 

23- Shri Shahid Ali, Clerk, NPP, 

Manglour 

24- Shri Rajesh Puri, NP 

25- Shri Jai Pal Singh, BDO, 

Bahadrabad 

26- Shri Yash Pal Singh, ADO, Narsan 

27-  Shri Satpal Brahmachari,Chairman, 

NPP  

28- Shri Dinesh Kaushik, Chairman, 

NP, Roorkee 

29- Shri O.P. Maurya, Clerk HEL 

Ranipur 

30- Shri A.N. Khati, Clerk, NP, Luksar 

31- Shri M. Gulshanwar, NP, Luksar 

32- Shri Ramesh Chandra Sharma, 

Accountant, NPP, Roorkee 

33- Shri Masood Ali, NPP, Roorkee 

34- Shri Dinesh Chandra Pant, EO ,NP, 

Landoura 

35- Shri Rajendra Pal, Accountant, NP, 

Landoura 

36- Shri Vishnu Awasthi, EO, NPP, 

Roorkee 

37- Shri Harswardhan Misra, EO,NPP  

38- Shri Suresh Chandra Gupta, 

Accountant, NPP 

39- Shri M.L. Shah, EO, NPP Manglour 

40- Ms. Ramesh, Chairperson,  ZP  

41- Ms. Shakuntala Chauhan, Pramukh, 

Bahadarabad 

43- Ms. Anita, Narsan 

44- Shri Ashok Kumar, Up-Pramukh, 

Bahadarabad 

45- Shri Shakil Ahmad, Member, ZP 

46- Shri Rajendra Singh, Chauhan,  

Pradhan, Aslampur 

47- Shri Ved Pal Saini, Pradhan, 

Kotamuradnagar 

48- Shri Rajesh Sharma, ADO (P), 

Bahadarabad 

49- Shri Ghanshyam Dev, ADO(P), 

Bhagwanpur 

50- Shri Sudhir ADO(P), Roorkee 

51- Ms. Zubeda Bano, Pradhan, 

Sultanpur 

52- Shri Ashu Ram, ADO, Luksar 

53- Shri Yashpal Singh, ADO (P), 

Luksar 

54- Ms. Ugani, Pradhan, Nasirpur 

55- Shri Mustafa, Pradhan, Mustafabad 

56- Shri Shahid Hasan, Pradhan, 

Rahmatpur 

57- Shri Mohamad lmran, Pradhan, 

Sirchandi 

58- Shri Rava Afak Ali, Pradhan 

Sangathan  

 





S.No. Zila Panchayat Population Area

Tax Effort 

(per capita 

C&P Tax) 

Height 

above 

MSL 

(Meter)

Population 

Density Per 

Sq. Km.

Distance 

from Rail 

head

Share 

from 

Divisible 

Pool (%)

1 Almora 576062 3656 Nil 1700 157.57 90 1.026

2 Bageshwar 241659 1621 Nil 960 149.08 184 0.363

3 Chamoli 319656 7448 1.88 1200.00 42.92 213 0.854

4 Champawat 198943 1710 Nil 1645.00 116.34 75 0.309

5 Dehradun 653439 2940 1.62 450.00 222.26 0 0.984

6 Hardwar 1068154 2295 1.46 300.00 465.43 0 1.349

7 Nainital 493859 3384 Nil 1938.00 145.94 36 0.683

8 Pauri Garhwal 616236 5162 3.99 1650.00 119.38 106 2.499

9 Pithoragarh 406195 7143 Nil 1650.00 56.87 154 0.881

10 RudraPrayag 224707 2425 1.12 750.00 92.66 139 0.377

11 Tehri Garhwal 556345 3735 1.02 1550.00 148.95 75 1.001

13 Uttarkashi 272095 7999 1.59 1158.00 34.02 151 0.659

13 Udham Singh Nagar 868643 3296 Nil 209.00 263.54 5 1.014

Annexure II-A 

Zila Panchayat

(para 2.2)



Almora Bhainsiyachhana 26410 126.20 209.27 1890 127 0.062

Bhikiyasain 37893 218.60 173.34 850 95 0.092

Chakhutiya 49020 192.10 255.18 NA 128 0.109

Dauladevi 62842 324.40 193.72 6050 136 0.225

Dwarahat 61556 207.40 296.80 1250 127 0.135

Hawalbagh 67258 201.00 334.62 1250 107 0.125

Lamgara 47347 214.20 221.04 1850 105 0.150

Salt 61540 302.00 203.77 1680 57 0.193

Syalde 49262 241.40 204.07 1050 107 0.154

Takula 45325 150.10 301.97 1640 127 0.083

Tarikhet 69092 243.00 284.33 1600 70 0.210

Bageshwar Bageshwar 99063 222.00 446.23 900 160 0.228

Garur 63266 141.70 446.48 1150 157 0.107

Kapkot 77018 593.50 129.77 1100 187 0.211

Chamoli Dasholi 36826 795.00 46.32 975 204 0.130

Dewal 23110 511.00 45.23 1218 195 0.102

Gairsain 58964 407.00 144.87 1660 175 0.201

Ghaat 33576 283.00 118.64 4360 211 0.094

Joshimath 24869 3635.00 6.84 NA 252 0.281

Karnprayag 41529 288.00 144.20 775 170 0.172

Narayan Bagar 31131 274.00 113.62 1000 198 0.095

Pokhari 35417 498.30 71.08 1450 194 0.115

Tharali 33848 272.00 124.44 5000 207 0.092

Champawat Barakot 24523 181.00 135.49 NA 100 0.058

Champawat 78845 471.00 167.40 1650 75 0.231

Lohaghat 40755 216.00 188.68 1645 86 0.074

Pati 46359 244.00 190.00 1750 117 0.100

Dehradun Chakrata 59466 144.30 412.10 2367 92 0.189

Doiwala 151236 175.50 861.74 484.4 0 0.253

Kalsi 55127 131.70 418.58 554 51 0.194

Raipur 88628 287.90 307.84 1080 4 0.260

Sahaspur 120048 354.50 338.64 800 26 0.323

Vikasnagar 124246 224.30 553.93 NA 42 0.257

Hardwar Bahadarabad 242559 452.30 536.28 NA 8 0.711

Bhagwanpur 179740 318.70 563.98 NA 10 0.375

Khanpur 41446 129.90 319.06 NA 14 0.115

Laksar 138136 281.50 490.71 NA 0 0.227

Narsan 173905 254.30 683.86 NA 8 0.319

Roorkee 214299 219.30 977.20 NA 0 0.276

Nainital Betalghat 40007 143.00 279.77 1200 48 0.113

Bhemtal 48501 94.00 515.97 NA 20 0.090

Dhari 26213 104.00 252.05 NA 41 0.056

Haldwani 111780 153.00 730.59 432 0 0.283

Kotabagh 40551 133.00 304.89 NA 36 0.091

Okhalkanda 43218 167.00 258.79 1500 67 0.148

Ramgarh 37012 142.00 260.65 1500 0 0.099

Ramnagar 70841 144.00 491.95 750 54 0.144

Area

Population 

Density (per 

sq. Km)

Height above  

MSL (meter)

Distance 

from Rail 

head

Share 

from 

Divisible 

Pool (%)

Annexure II-A (Continued)

Kshetra Panchayat

Name of  

District Name of Block Population 
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Area

Population 

Density (per 

sq. Km)

Height above  

MSL (meter)

Distance 

from Rail 

head

Share 

from 

Divisible 

Pool (%)

Name of  

District Name of Block Population 

Pauri Bironkhal 49306 244.00 202.07 1700 102 0.281

Dugadda 80593 451.00 178.70 550 15 0.555

Dwarikhal 44094 672.00 65.62 1500 39 0.340

Ekeshwar 34083 170.00 200.49 1550 80 0.170

Kaljikhaal 35584 235.00 151.42 NA 87 0.218

Khirsu 20583 258.00 79.78 1700 112 0.116

Kot 28757 183.00 157.14 1200 122 0.159

Lansdowne 33195 293.00 113.29 1600 34 0.221

Nainidanda 37918 270.00 140.44 NA 75 0.278

Pabo 37764 436.00 86.61 1000 108 0.226

Pauri 31356 146.00 214.77 1700 106 0.140

Pokhara 26758 138.00 193.90 1500 101 0.113

Rikhinikhal 33937 330.00 102.84 1440 89 0.208

Thalisain 50885 652.00 78.04 1775 147 0.380

Yamkeshwar 40566 644.00 62.99 NA 63 0.344

Pithoragarh Berinag 50413 200.00 252.07 1760 190 0.178

Dharchula 51026 2964.00 17.22 2700 244 0.258

Didihat 35632 209.00 170.49 1755 205 0.072

Gangolihat 70364 314.00 224.09 1800 180 0.214

Kanalichhinaa 45162 352.00 128.30 2005 178 0.100

Munakot 46030 198.00 232.47 1645 162 0.106

Munsiyari 46546 2623.00 17.75 2350 277 0.293

Pithoragarh 57216 169.00 338.56 1512 150 0.101

Rudraprayag Agustmuni 100065 664.50 150.59 775 155 0.281

Jakholi 59897 149.80 399.85 1600 172 0.139

Ukhimath 38646 1026.00 37.67 1350 185 0.146

Tehri Bhilangana 107118 1250.00 85.69 900 140 0.479

Chamba 55447 446.00 124.32 NA 61 0.129

Devprayag 52729 420.00 125.55 1500 72 0.155

Jakhnidhar 50108 240.00 208.78 790 107 0.102

Jaunpur 63802 485.00 131.55 1200 68 0.210

Kirtinagar 44880 179.00 250.73 570 102 0.096

Narendranagar 61156 245.00 249.62 NA 16 0.115

Pratapnagar 57627 231.00 249.47 NA 141 0.112

Thauldhar 51386 210.00 244.70 870 109 0.103

U.S. Nagar Bazpur 102143 286.00 357.14 253 0 0.161

Gadarpur 104201 233.00 447.21 NA 11 0.133

Jaspur 98279 232.00 423.62 350 11 0.151

Kashipur 86831 185.00 469.36 350 0 0.115

Khatima 161291 347.00 464.82 209 0 0.391

Rudrapur 109730 307.00 357.43 500 2 0.160

Sitarganj 146584 325.00 451.03 NA 29 0.411

Uttarkashi Bhatwari 51995 249.00 208.82 1250 181 0.185

Chinyalisaur 43962 133.00 330.54 1000 116 0.111

Dunda 55848 127.00 439.75 NA 133 0.129

Mori 33374 88.83 375.71 4500 170 0.152

Naugaon 57685 421.00 137.02 NA 116 0.349

Purola 27187 56.00 485.48 1530 135 0.063

C:\Blockwise data.xlsnode-2



District- Almora

Block- Syalde

Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
sssdQyxSj 620 589.00 1.05 0.0000238

tS[kky 688 254.56 2.70 0.0000213

mizkMh 585 365.44 1.60 0.0000200

Xokychuk 479 452.45 1.06 0.0000137

?kfu;kyiYyk 376 259.81 1.45 0.0000112

dQyVkuk 524 484.03 1.08 0.0000200

fVVjh 647 360.43 1.80 0.0000216

equkuh 511 314.51 1.62 0.0000174

pUFkj[kkMh 716 265.48 2.70 0.0000222

xksyuk 702 354.12 1.98 0.0000230

Mwxjh 537 225.44 2.38 0.0000170

cckMh fdpkj 389 142.93 2.72 0.0000097

e0 eVsyk 210 96.72 2.17 0.0000091

dudksV 334 74.86 4.46 0.0000088

QfM;k 395 108.05 3.66 0.0000093

,sjkMh jtokj 380 229.48 1.66 0.0000108

rksycq/kkuh 473 415.23 1.14 0.0000132

ihiy[kky 322 120.20 2.68 0.0000094

tliqqj 965 201.57 4.79 0.0000279

<hdk 186 116.96 1.59 0.0000094

dSgMxkWo 835 495.67 1.68 0.0000283

cYejk 396 161.48 2.45 0.0000099

frfeyh 805 270.40 2.98 0.0000246

iSBkuk 819 365.18 2.24 0.0000262

mn;iqwj 846 205.87 4.11 0.0000248

rYykHkkqMk 404 89.44 4.52 0.0000090

rkek<kSu 840 206.40 4.07 0.0000247

ZzXokyh 388 193.22 2.01 0.0000104

[kVyxkWo 511 553.71 0.92 0.0000205

lVsM 278 187.77 1.48 0.0000103

rykbZ 240 161.62 1.48 0.0000099

ijFkksyk 462 230.98 2.00 0.0000108

eagX;kjh 291 208.26 1.40 0.0000105

jksVkikuh 277 173.33 1.60 0.0000101

dy>hiktks'kh 344 305.14 1.13 0.0000118

ppjksVh 729 477.55 1.53 0.0000253

vQks 294 241.30 1.22 0.0000110

dY;k.kiqj 608 379.56 1.60 0.0000208

xqeVh 500 193.01 2.59 0.0000104

iRFkj[kksyk 357 182.12 1.96 0.0000102

Gram Panchayat
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Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Hkjlksyh 1133 184.14 6.15 0.0000321

dksVL;kgh 538 161.48 3.33 0.0000162

lns 395 126.33 3.13 0.0000095

cluyxWkWo 441 102.39 4.31 0.0000092

ccfy;k 740 376.78 1.96 0.0000243

vks[kY;ksa 538 272.36 1.98 0.0000176

ykyuxjh 668 292.60 2.28 0.0000213

ikyiwj 310 112.10 2.77 0.0000093

pSddSykuh 158 89.03 1.77 0.0000090

pE;kMh 509 177.26 2.87 0.0000156

?kq?kwrh 670 167.95 3.99 0.0000197

lqjeksyh 532 28.61 18.59 0.0000143

iVyxkWo 415 283.72 1.46 0.0000115

dQyxkWo 677 455.76 1.49 0.0000236

cqj"kikuh 623 398.51 1.56 0.0000215

lsjk 408 218.94 1.86 0.0000107

[kMdwHkufj;k 346 239.66 1.44 0.0000110

eax:[kky 657 344.81 1.91 0.0000217

ljkbZ[ksr 977 524.91 1.86 0.0000324

eB[kkuh 1198 407.53 2.94 0.0000367

flexkWo 393 277.62 1.42 0.0000114

pDdjxkWo 968 639.83 1.51 0.0000336

xqnys[k 337 227.84 1.48 0.0000108

clbZ 772 503.86 1.53 0.0000267

bdjkSyk 1169 652.40 1.79 0.0000391

eleksyh 613 381.63 1.61 0.0000210

/ku;ky 315 134.77 2.34 0.0000096

puksyh 294 157.53 1.87 0.0000099

twwfu;k 180 185.44 0.97 0.0000103

fpUrksyh 993 309.56 3.21 0.0000300

cajxy 762 375.74 2.03 0.0000248

dqekys'oj 689 329.43 2.09 0.0000223

lquksyh 365 265.88 1.37 0.0000113

dfy;kfyxq.k 482 331.49 1.45 0.0000121

Hksyhikj 327 223.02 1.47 0.0000107

xkssxU;kyoklhe 299 154.45 1.94 0.0000099

deku 351 135.36 2.59 0.0000096

:Mksyh 675 247.28 2.73 0.0000209

dqfl;kpkSu 553 220.16 2.51 0.0000173

dy>hik jtokj 366 158.84 2.30 0.0000099

uSy 1044 386.48 2.70 0.0000323

e0 egjkSyh 551 219.75 2.51 0.0000173

r0 egjkSyh 326 188.18 1.73 0.0000103

dukjhFkkSM 285 168.36 1.69 0.0000100

foljk[ksr 239 170.38 1.40 0.0000101



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
fppkSu 326 101.38 3.22 0.0000092

ukSxkao 286 117.36 2.44 0.0000094

nq/kksMh foj[kky 526 276.01 1.91 0.0000173

xML;kjh 364 172.00 2.12 0.0000101

,sjkMhfc"V 657 283.69 2.32 0.0000209

eYykHkkdqMk 1004 54.49 18.43 0.0000270

tuj[kkMh 475 171.59 2.77 0.0000101

District Almora

Block Takula

cNqjkMh 615 96.32 6.38 0.0000108

QY;kVh pkSMk 517 374.75 1.38 0.0000137

cSxfu;k 374 100.29 3.73 0.0000061

<qeMxkao 387 183.53 2.11 0.0000074

ekyk 691 154.60 4.47 0.0000128

HkSlMxkao 418 199.11 2.10 0.0000077

jL;kjkxkao 262 57.47 4.56 0.0000054

cukSMk 428 80.53 5.31 0.0000058

lrjklhvjfM;k 555 343.59 1.62 0.0000138

vkxjjkSydqMh 338 229.87 1.47 0.0000082

fMxjk 599 110.89 5.40 0.0000108

jSr 388 87.82 4.42 0.0000059

ukdksV 370 108.40 3.41 0.0000062

cwaxk 535 71.23 7.51 0.0000092

]'kSy 510 44.52 11.46 0.0000084

rhrkdksV 201 38.04 5.28 0.0000051

xq:Mk 865 160.67 5.38 0.0000155

[khjkdksV 875 152.18 5.75 0.0000156

MkSuh 456 130.31 3.50 0.0000066

dksVyh 829 82.96 9.99 0.0000138

HksaVk 537 69.59 7.72 0.0000092

iPphlh 1147 166.04 6.91 0.0000199

jkSY;k.kkxwB 203 48.56 4.18 0.0000053

NkuhYos'kky 1669 152.17 10.97 0.0000275

/kkSyMk 315 19.83 15.89 0.0000048

thro 355 49.77 7.13 0.0000053

xksyus 267 51.83 5.15 0.0000053

tSpksyh 629 84.18 7.47 0.0000108

y[kukMh 874 256.99 3.40 0.0000172

v/kqfj;k 320 75.28 4.25 0.0000057

iY;wMk 948 22.76 41.65 0.0000146

tky?kkSykM 594 216.92 2.74 0.0000124

ckeuhxkM 294 96.73 3.04 0.0000060

iMksfy;k 673 163.50 4.12 0.0000127

vtqZujkB 649 65.50 9.91 0.0000108

e>sMkekQh 245 105.44 2.32 0.0000062



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Vkuk ltksyh 608 158.65 3.83 0.0000117

Hkaojh 330 55.85 5.91 0.0000054

ddjkM 468 101.99 4.59 0.0000061

lqukMh 713 97.54 7.31 0.0000123

eYyk[kksyh 603 114.13 5.28 0.0000109

HkkukjkB 284 105.63 2.69 0.0000062

vksfy;kxkao 51 97.13 0.53 0.0000061

lksudksVqyh 369 131.52 2.81 0.0000066

fle[kksyk 431 41.28 10.44 0.0000052

ctsy 611 242.82 2.52 0.0000130

ik;k 346 98.63 3.51 0.0000061

fujbZ 402 63.77 6.30 0.0000055

lwikdksBV 369 171.60 2.15 0.0000072

mrjksMk /kqMnkSMk 754 212.87 3.54 0.0000147

yn;wMk 723 155.80 4.64 0.0000133

eosekQh 396 90.65 4.37 0.0000060

ekykSt 387 136.38 2.84 0.0000067

c;kyk[kkylk 951 148.94 6.39 0.0000167

DoSjkyh 249 77.30 3.22 0.0000057

jesykMqxjh 200 65.16 3.07 0.0000055

cMxkao 284 57.06 4.98 0.0000054

[kkMhlqukj 420 74.87 5.61 0.0000057

cys 1001 182.52 5.48 0.0000179

puksyh 381 108.46 3.51 0.0000062

ukSdkuk 240 46.54 5.16 0.0000052

MksfV;ky xkao 953 51.58 18.48 0.0000151

lquksyh 1375 203.56 6.75 0.0000239

f>>kM 342 199.11 1.72 0.0000077

xaxykdksVwyh 455 154.19 2.95 0.0000070

fdjMk 314 106.85 2.94 0.0000062

iks[kjh 310 72.85 4.26 0.0000057

v>kSMk 526 177.97 2.96 0.0000107

Hkdquk 1144 145.25 7.88 0.0000195

HksVqyh 688 195.07 3.53 0.0000134

dksV;wMk 600 216.92 2.77 0.0000125

[kMkm 126 104.01 1.21 0.0000062

tk[klkSMk 508 125.86 4.04 0.0000096

ikfV;k 651 284.50 2.29 0.0000143

HkVxkao 166 97.53 1.70 0.0000061

HkSlksMh 382 124.65 3.06 0.0000065

pqjkMh 112 30.76 3.64 0.0000050

clkSyh 322 25.50 12.63 0.0000049

gMkSyh 531 124.65 4.26 0.0000100

chuk 535 56.26 9.51 0.0000089

ve[kksyh 305 54.33 5.61 0.0000054



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
>kMdksV 244 30.35 8.04 0.0000050

bZlyuk 277 62.73 4.42 0.0000055

yksguk 316 48.93 6.46 0.0000053

dk.Ms 837 84.18 9.94 0.0000139

ukbZ<kSy 619 34.63 17.87 0.0000098

Fkkiyk 570 205.09 2.78 0.0000118

iusjxkao 291 82.96 3.51 0.0000058

District Almora

Block Dhauladevi

uSyiM 654 187.07 3.50 0.0000218

peqok[kkylk 577 238.00 2.42 0.0000200

iixkM 318 404.17 0.79 0.0000134

eUrksykxwaB 382 777.78 0.49 0.0000175

QybZ tkxs'oj 576 472.69 1.22 0.0000225

Hkxjrksyk 358 320.02 1.12 0.0000125

dqatkxwB 383 243.44 1.57 0.0000117

dksVyhxwaB 617 202.76 3.04 0.0000208

dkuk 595 401.67 1.48 0.0000223

v.Mksyh 485 568.20 0.85 0.0000152

eVdU;k 712 365.05 1.95 0.0000255

xSjkM eYyk 686 383.66 1.79 0.0000249

xSjkM rYyk 414 331.27 1.25 0.0000126

dkQyh 930 265.89 3.50 0.0000310

xq:Mkckat 1066 605.52 1.76 0.0000388

pYFkh 547 116.40 4.70 0.0000178

ekMe 530 219.01 2.42 0.0000184

nsoryhxwaB 305 394.00 0.77 0.0000133

[kksyk 1223 295.44 4.14 0.0000402

DoSjkyh 694 243.11 2.85 0.0000236

cjrksyh 688 329.42 2.09 0.0000244

chuk 597 218.14 2.74 0.0000204

ckuBkSd 411 157.02 2.62 0.0000108

efuvkxj 880 214.82 4.10 0.0000289

fxjpksyk 629 333.48 1.89 0.0000226

lsyk 255 110.89 2.30 0.0000103

pkeh 1214 592.54 2.05 0.0000431

ukdksV 651 222.58 2.92 0.0000221

vMpkyh 493 441.13 1.12 0.0000138

ceuLoky 481 1044.53 0.46 0.0000204

rkyjHkSuk 345 136.23 2.53 0.0000105

lsykdksV 506 371.92 1.36 0.0000193

dksy 436 246.61 1.77 0.0000117

/kliM 289 246.76 1.17 0.0000117

ukSxkao 643 2070.75 0.31 0.0000418

egjkxkao 396 36.02 10.99 0.0000095



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
cylwuk 369 174.30 2.12 0.0000110

uk;y 288 133.55 2.16 0.0000105

eykMh 598 248.89 2.40 0.0000208

c/kk.k 541 332.66 1.63 0.0000199

ukSjk 549 358.55 1.53 0.0000205

didksV 1132 416.86 2.72 0.0000387

xkSyhegj 721 220.16 3.27 0.0000242

tk[kfrokMh 240 200.33 1.20 0.0000112

nqukM 755 786.96 0.96 0.0000313

nksMeiyksyh 625 339.90 1.84 0.0000226

YosVkynQksMk 432 374.85 1.15 0.0000131

fpy 784 875.60 0.90 0.0000332

rMdksV 467 281.67 1.66 0.0000121

flaf/k;keYyk 433 395.39 1.10 0.0000133

ikyh 1071 363.42 2.95 0.0000363

xq.kkfnR; 319 195.08 1.64 0.0000112

pxsBh 619 312.44 1.98 0.0000221

dlsMeU;k 736 310.81 2.37 0.0000256

Mqxjk 1757 7080.63 0.25 0.0001297

Hkuksyh 1182 467.02 2.53 0.0000408

ikyMhxwaB 593 244.03 2.43 0.0000206

ftxksyhrksyh 463 260.22 1.78 0.0000119

QfYV;k 493 176.85 2.79 0.0000110

pkSuMqxjh 623 451.95 1.38 0.0000237

esYVktksy 338 322.14 1.05 0.0000126

n'kkSykcfM;kj 1253 483.62 2.59 0.0000431

lSyh 650 252.20 2.58 0.0000224

iiksyh 558 178.47 3.13 0.0000188

ckyh[ksr 313 242.02 1.29 0.0000117

perskyk 1019 542.71 1.88 0.0000367

uk;y/kwjk 433 471.07 0.92 0.0000142

wekuw 675 389.09 1.73 0.0000246

vuksyh 599 206.81 2.90 0.0000203

HkSlkMh 773 363.01 2.13 0.0000273

HksVkcMksyh 319 211.74 1.51 0.0000114

fcjdksyk 364 213.28 1.71 0.0000114

csyd 1163 540.98 2.15 0.0000410

nkSyhxkM 694 284.85 2.44 0.0000241

xkSyh 1206 171.99 7.01 0.0000383

Mlhyh 596 342.37 1.74 0.0000217

nU;k 688 209.63 3.28 0.0000231

QY;kV 674 309.60 2.18 0.0000237

pkSlkyk 889 295.02 3.01 0.0000301

iks[kjh 553 254.69 2.17 0.0000195

Fkyh 401 290.62 1.38 0.0000122



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
clk.k 529 345.07 1.53 0.0000197

/kkj 289 331.13 0.87 0.0000126

dkHkMh 774 517.71 1.50 0.0000290

fljkSyk 642 249.83 2.57 0.0000221

esyxkao 633 226.63 2.79 0.0000216

xYyh 557 313.83 1.77 0.0000202

fn;kj[kksyh 624 258.18 2.42 0.0000217

jkSy 498 299.88 1.66 0.0000123

vkjklyiM 1201 509.22 2.36 0.0000418

e;ksyh 376 227.84 1.65 0.0000115

[ksrh 589 173.68 3.39 0.0000197

eykM 357 337.76 1.06 0.0000127

pkSMk 347 144.88 2.40 0.0000106

dykSVk 574 264.10 2.17 0.0000202

[kkSMh 579 288.83 2.00 0.0000206

uSuksyh 452 245.17 1.84 0.0000117

dqeM 597 328.62 1.82 0.0000216

/kwjk 532 308.35 1.73 0.0000194

dkSyk 232 61.67 3.76 0.0000097

dfN;kSyk 645 303.43 2.13 0.0000228

lSyh 418 252.20 1.66 0.0000118

ctsyk 353 311.16 1.13 0.0000124

District Almora

Block Bhasiachanna

gjMk 383 58.28 6.57 0.0000067

U;kSyh 732 244.66 2.99 0.0000176

lYykHkkVdksV 497 844.50 0.59 0.0000167

dqatfdekSyk 445 38.11 11.68 0.0000064

ukyh rYyh 399 90.65 4.40 0.0000071

ukyh eYyh 552 133.36 4.14 0.0000126

n'kkSa 590 75.30 7.84 0.0000126

HksVkcfM;k 501 164.31 3.05 0.0000120

MkykdksV 438 134.31 3.26 0.0000076

iH;ka 435 101.40 4.29 0.0000072

ukSxkao 1282 314.82 4.07 0.0000293

isV'kky 772 235.59 3.28 0.0000183

fyaxq.krk 994 224.03 4.44 0.0000225

uS.kh 425 114.53 3.71 0.0000074

HkSfl;kNkuk 980 142.29 6.89 0.0000212

Mqaxjys[k 416 109.27 3.81 0.0000073

iwukdksV 561 197.09 2.85 0.0000136

?kqU;ksyh 114 67.99 1.68 0.0000068

Nkuh 353 180.77 1.95 0.0000082

ceufrykMh 263 74.87 3.51 0.0000069

dqeksyh 729 235.11 3.10 0.0000174
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
lhy 524 70.01 7.48 0.0000112

[kklfrykMh 519 95.75 5.42 0.0000115

vybZ 585 199.45 2.93 0.0000141

lqibZ 1096 256.08 4.28 0.0000249

fle[kY;k 250 72.85 3.43 0.0000069

ik.Msrksyh 507 55.44 9.15 0.0000107

dqatjrkSMk 249 176.87 1.41 0.0000082

dqatcjxy 186 25.90 7.18 0.0000063

nsoMk 538 285.95 1.88 0.0000143

fFkdyuk 644 240.49 2.68 0.0000158

/kkSyusyh 444 307.32 1.44 0.0000098

ckSMk 433 273.46 1.58 0.0000094

f=uSyh 463 351.75 1.32 0.0000104

lY;wMh 382 154.63 2.47 0.0000079

dykSu 526 50.18 10.48 0.0000110

ftaxy 297 66.80 4.45 0.0000068

iY;wa 593 248.08 2.39 0.0000149

Mqxjh 757 334.30 2.26 0.0000192

lYyk 840 197.49 4.25 0.0000191

gVkSyk 669 239.55 2.79 0.0000163

fn;kjh 844 537.63 1.57 0.0000235

dkapqyk 622 310.33 2.00 0.0000162

[kkdjhxwaB 546 299.88 1.82 0.0000146

ccqfj;kuk;y 365 330.72 1.10 0.0000101

puksyh 335 137.60 2.43 0.0000077

tksX;wMk 274 115.34 2.38 0.0000074

fnxksyh 409 137.57 2.97 0.0000077

cwaxk 652 324.57 2.01 0.0000170

District Almora

Block Hawalbagh

csg 418 191.92 2.18 0.0000069

esgyk 158 70.76 2.23 0.0000055

dlwu 394 153.67 2.56 0.0000064

oYlk 187 74.88 2.50 0.0000055

Fkifu;k 507 186.77 2.71 0.0000101

oM;wMk 538 104.51 5.15 0.0000096

L;wujkdksV 353 307.46 1.15 0.0000082

ldfu;kdksV 406 132.82 3.06 0.0000062

iks[kjh 419 101.85 4.11 0.0000059

uSuksyh 409 177.92 2.30 0.0000067

eSxMh 263 146.45 1.80 0.0000064

T;wyk 344 50.27 6.84 0.0000053

XokykdksV 514 321.85 1.60 0.0000117

frykSjh 226 62.23 3.63 0.0000054

ldkj 317 141.70 2.24 0.0000063
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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Mkaxh[kksyk 472 291.56 1.62 0.0000080

ctxy 207 83.92 2.47 0.0000056

iBwjk 391 134.36 2.91 0.0000062

vksMyk 314 91.77 3.42 0.0000057

xYyh cL;wjk 691 239.92 2.88 0.0000135

j.kf[kyk 498 117.84 4.23 0.0000060

flykuh 291 86.56 3.36 0.0000057

jeMk 271 178.47 1.52 0.0000067

pkSuk 912 336.44 2.71 0.0000181

L;wjk 147 126.68 1.16 0.0000061

uS.kh 320 196.22 1.63 0.0000069

dukycwaxk 820 164.50 4.98 0.0000147

mldksuk 231 37.97 6.08 0.0000051

ukdksV 222 230.07 0.96 0.0000073

nkfMe[kksyk 384 164.27 2.34 0.0000066

cMlheh 271 82.68 3.28 0.0000056

Hkujxkao 261 64.07 4.07 0.0000054

HkkVu;kyT;wyk 694 336.06 2.07 0.0000147

clxkao 318 72.70 4.37 0.0000055

clj 493 204.99 2.40 0.0000070

dqpjpkSu 456 191.69 2.38 0.0000069

lYykjkSrsyk 505 200.33 2.52 0.0000102

eVsykv?kkj 474 116.47 4.07 0.0000060

iRFkjdksV 269 169.00 1.59 0.0000066

L;wuk 444 237.54 1.87 0.0000074

caxlj 302 124.49 2.43 0.0000061

[kkSMh 474 187.64 2.53 0.0000068

[kkbZdV~Vk 247 38.04 6.49 0.0000051

>fl;kVkuk 646 172.96 3.73 0.0000121

nsoyh 700 198.30 3.53 0.0000132

eVsyk 1031 165.25 6.24 0.0000180

lSukj 369 159.65 2.31 0.0000065

cMlheh 792 146.52 5.41 0.0000140

<Vokyxkao 341 134.59 2.53 0.0000062

fl)iqj 483 503.07 0.96 0.0000105

pkSlyh 526 297.39 1.77 0.0000116

T;wMdQwu 513 252.57 2.03 0.0000109

Mky 477 441.93 1.08 0.0000098

jkSu 513 174.35 2.94 0.0000100

fcekSyk 534 223.23 2.39 0.0000109

/kkjh 664 242.44 2.74 0.0000131

T;kSyh 624 249.25 2.50 0.0000126

pka.k 442 319.34 1.38 0.0000084

[kwaV 608 331.89 1.83 0.0000133

/kkelk 1280 329.78 3.88 0.0000238
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dusyh 445 117.18 3.80 0.0000060

HkqY;wMk 354 79.17 4.47 0.0000056

fprbZ 346 41.35 8.37 0.0000052

fljkM 370 237.07 1.56 0.0000074

VkfVd 237 163.50 1.45 0.0000066

Qylhek 767 177.80 4.31 0.0000140

QMdk 283 86.26 3.28 0.0000057

rykMckMh 273 30.78 8.87 0.0000050

ik.Ms[kksyk 521 86.12 6.05 0.0000091

xjxwaB 1072 88.38 12.13 0.0000177

lSdqMk 247 42.21 5.85 0.0000052

pEik 489 311.19 1.57 0.0000083

dVkjey 610 375.12 1.63 0.0000138

dqT;kMh 469 134.71 3.48 0.0000062

<Syh 303 183.43 1.65 0.0000068

nsoyh[kku 427 218.54 1.95 0.0000072

dQydksV 227 74.07 3.06 0.0000055

ukSyk 601 137.88 4.36 0.0000110

d;kyk 306 739.46 0.41 0.0000132

x<okyh 434 154.25 2.81 0.0000065

xqjuk 659 202.42 3.26 0.0000126

DoSjkyk 357 138.41 2.58 0.0000063

fpukSuk 655 190.65 3.44 0.0000124

fj[ks 301 66.49 4.53 0.0000054

I.kdksV 324 56.96 5.69 0.0000053

dsLrk 339 117.36 2.89 0.0000060

eukm 466 205.99 2.26 0.0000070

dksVyh 360 221.75 1.62 0.0000072

egrxkao 746 136.20 5.48 0.0000132

ik[kqjk 671 277.37 2.42 0.0000137

dqVxksyh 232 197.90 1.17 0.0000070

mfM;kjh 316 95.16 3.32 0.0000058

Nkuk 240 56.30 4.26 0.0000053

?kqjlkSa 328 94.72 3.46 0.0000058

kSy 1054 57.30 18.39 0.0000171

eSpkSM 213 143.67 1.48 0.0000063

x/kksyh 574 138.17 4.15 0.0000105

eVhuk 873 375.86 2.32 0.0000179

cYVk 892 137.21 6.50 0.0000155

fprbZiar 383 116.83 3.28 0.0000060

fiBkSuh 258 154.21 1.67 0.0000065

fcjkSMk 406 144.02 2.82 0.0000063

L;kyh 714 139.39 5.12 0.0000127

ljdkj dh vkyh 1169 10.57 110.60 0.0000184

jSykikyh 725 192.22 3.77 0.0000135
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c[k 1833 76.41 23.99 0.0000295

ljlksa 1687 124.36 13.57 0.0000278

ykV 446 216.44 2.06 0.0000072

nqxky[kksyk 1395 23.43 59.54 0.0000220

jSykdksV 735 121.07 6.07 0.0000129

[kR;kMh 4139 360.08 11.49 0.0000687

rykM 582 86.42 6.73 0.0000101

lSat 263 138.27 1.90 0.0000063

jSaxy 309 247.02 1.25 0.0000075

Mksck 482 302.42 1.59 0.0000082

cMxyjkSrsyk 284 227.64 1.25 0.0000073

cMxyHkV~V 370 348.16 1.06 0.0000087

eky 1929 218.66 8.82 0.0000326

gokyckx 595 192.22 3.10 0.0000115

?kusyh 618 165.16 3.74 0.0000115

T;ksyh 173 73.66 2.35 0.0000055

fiY[kk 786 240.10 3.27 0.0000150

ekV 920 225.96 4.07 0.0000170

fcUrksyk 320 213.76 1.50 0.0000071

District Almora

Block Lamgara

nkS ?kksfM;k 120 71.27 1.68 0.0000088

Mkej 495 335.98 1.47 0.0000125

cksjkxkao 362 320.94 1.13 0.0000123

Mksy 2135 840.16 2.54 0.0000674

L;wukuh 268 148.52 1.80 0.0000099

cpdk.Ms 289 115.74 2.50 0.0000094

fujbZ 226 93.89 2.41 0.0000091

rMSuh 316 70.65 4.47 0.0000088

[kkadj 950 282.38 3.36 0.0000287

[ksnkZ 456 128.29 3.55 0.0000096

vufj;kdksV 625 177.65 3.52 0.0000188

<kSjk 894 437.48 2.04 0.0000294

eYyh pkSuyh 638 282.28 2.26 0.0000206

mT;kSyk 550 188.58 2.92 0.0000170

fly[kksMk 426 441.61 0.96 0.0000140

dksfdykxkao 191 188.19 1.01 0.0000105

fljlkSMk 311 196.18 1.59 0.0000106

rqysMh 391 270.47 1.45 0.0000116

uS.kh 248 269.92 0.92 0.0000116

u;klaxzksyh 768 271.96 2.82 0.0000238

lqukMh 770 134.36 5.73 0.0000220

eYyk fcukSyk 422 100.77 4.19 0.0000092

dqat 403 110.48 3.65 0.0000094

dkykMqxjk 202 112.96 1.79 0.0000094
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dqVkSyh 594 136.79 4.34 0.0000174

clxkao 270 144.00 1.88 0.0000098

Yokyh 258 109.27 2.36 0.0000094

vkjk[ksr 281 118.45 2.37 0.0000095

rYyk fcukSyk 236 131.93 1.79 0.0000097

lkaxMlkgw 992 437.85 2.27 0.0000320

?;wyhjkSrsyk 424 153.35 2.76 0.0000100

?;wyh/kkSuh 310 106.43 2.91 0.0000093

dujk 650 561.32 1.16 0.0000248

?kwjklaxzksyh 840 531.35 1.58 0.0000293

yedksV 512 222.18 2.30 0.0000165

j.kkÅ 440 228.66 1.92 0.0000110

Nkuk[kjdksVk 830 265.89 3.12 0.0000254

Hkkaxknsoyh 1257 300.28 4.19 0.0000370

ukVkMksy 1503 221.77 6.78 0.0000423

eksjiV~;wMh 273 124.24 2.20 0.0000096

esjxkao 583 130.60 4.46 0.0000170

xqBksyh 279 140.43 1.99 0.0000098

mU;wMk 591 308.38 1.92 0.0000197

fo'kksndksV 335 229.29 1.46 0.0000110

MkSBk 202 106.03 1.91 0.0000093

HkkVdksV 182 87.01 2.09 0.0000090

xkSuk 512 360.58 1.42 0.0000184

rksyh 839 454.07 1.85 0.0000282

firuk 384 182.92 2.10 0.0000104

QVDokyMqaxjk 457 274.39 1.67 0.0000117

fejkSyh 250 198.71 1.26 0.0000106

pqiMk 200 76.49 2.61 0.0000089

cq/kk.k 154 99.15 1.55 0.0000092

fVdj 478 188.99 2.53 0.0000105

BkaV 714 284.01 2.51 0.0000226

dYVkuh 416 397.82 1.05 0.0000134

vkuqyh 604 284.05 2.13 0.0000197

cfy;k 172 110.42 1.56 0.0000094

cSukfu;k 285 187.33 1.52 0.0000104

cfM;kjjSr 390 110.89 3.52 0.0000094

QwVk 264 215.00 1.23 0.0000108

R;wujk 313 131.52 2.38 0.0000097

dwjh 536 340.36 1.57 0.0000187

>kyMqxjk 650 217.23 2.99 0.0000200

ctsBh 729 191.42 3.81 0.0000217

tks'kh/kwjk 302 71.15 4.24 0.0000088

HkV[kksyk 265 59.59 4.45 0.0000087

cM;wMk 483 87.82 5.50 0.0000091

BkukeBs.kk 327 242.42 1.35 0.0000112
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cyek 403 188.18 2.14 0.0000105

<Syh 755 240.38 3.14 0.0000230

ckjkdksV 850 241.61 3.52 0.0000255

iqHkkÅ 530 146.97 3.61 0.0000159

lSuksyh 561 191.42 2.93 0.0000173

pkSdquk 598 282.88 2.11 0.0000195

FkkeFkksyh 471 107.27 4.39 0.0000093

dqekYlksa 235 64.58 3.64 0.0000087

yksguk 254 122.62 2.07 0.0000095

lwjh 479 300.02 1.60 0.0000120

dk.Ms 538 273.58 1.97 0.0000179

lqj[kky 450 228.25 1.97 0.0000110

lqjpkSMk 450 172.08 2.62 0.0000102

fpjfrufeuk 202 204.14 0.99 0.0000107

rYyk HkV;wMk 506 218.14 2.32 0.0000162

mfM;kjh 410 145.29 2.82 0.0000099

lsYVkpkiM 534 214.09 2.49 0.0000169

nkfMeh 747 613.12 1.22 0.0000280

x.kkÅ 410 143.64 2.85 0.0000098

pkSew 811 418.46 1.94 0.0000270

Qylhek 323 119.79 2.70 0.0000095

fleYVh 197 168.35 1.17 0.0000102

lR;ksa 610 362.01 1.69 0.0000210

iyuk 617 174.83 3.53 0.0000185

jr[kku 420 489.07 0.86 0.0000147

HkSlksMk 442 269.11 1.64 0.0000116

Hkkcw 232 57.47 4.04 0.0000086

flyiM 321 126.67 2.53 0.0000096

District Almora

Block Dwarahaat

e0 fcBkSyh 629 250.70 2.51 0.0000139

xuksyh 518 140.60 3.68 0.0000108

HkVdksV 271 231.11 1.17 0.0000078

ckou 135 116.32 1.16 0.0000066

dk.Ms 452 414.00 1.09 0.0000096

iSBkuh 460 306.05 1.50 0.0000085

uS.kh&1 201 279.00 0.72 0.0000083

r0 fcBkSyh 191 215.77 0.89 0.0000076

bZMk 2042 841.00 2.43 0.0000455

dquL;kjh 449 185.25 2.42 0.0000073

pehuh 294 190.30 1.54 0.0000074

frikSyk 424 215.35 1.97 0.0000076

[kyuk 325 190.50 1.71 0.0000074

tehuhokj 306 1556.08 0.20 0.0000213

tehuhikj 189 373.43 0.51 0.0000092
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fleykxkao 418 203.75 2.05 0.0000075

cs<qyh 444 107.93 4.11 0.0000065

a/kjexkao 728 68.15 10.68 0.0000139

NRrxqYyk 588 309.61 1.90 0.0000138

clsjk 557 396.60 1.40 0.0000141

xqiVyh 110 43.38 2.54 0.0000059

eYyh fejbZ 1682 915.00 1.84 0.0000397

vlxksyh 1180 566.01 2.08 0.0000271

eYyh fdjksyh 561 331.70 1.69 0.0000135

dqekYV 754 220.25 3.42 0.0000159

/kU;kjh 221 196.63 1.12 0.0000074

dwuk 182 92.66 1.96 0.0000064

fiuksyh 127 44.06 2.88 0.0000059

cMsr 331 190.15 1.74 0.0000074

eVsyk&2 543 175.05 3.10 0.0000116

HksaV 491 197.91 2.48 0.0000074

,sjkMh 406 165.92 2.45 0.0000071

eusyk 485 185.50 2.61 0.0000073

clqyhlsjk 994 203.57 4.88 0.0000200

P;kyh 626 156.21 4.01 0.0000129

Nkuk 342 176.04 1.94 0.0000072

iusjxkao 588 50.58 11.63 0.0000111

Hk.Mjxkao 716 238.77 3.00 0.0000154

ldquh 393 129.10 3.04 0.0000067

esYVk 236 36.83 6.41 0.0000058

eq>ksyh 1106 426.96 2.59 0.0000243

dqylhch 579 248.90 2.33 0.0000130

fHkMkjdksV 463 130.31 3.55 0.0000067

eY;kyxkao 447 177.66 2.52 0.0000072

dqaokyh 685 180.50 3.80 0.0000142

uSMh&2 350 218.89 1.60 0.0000077

,suk 775 263.66 2.94 0.0000167

/ku[kksyh 280 78.51 3.57 0.0000062

nSuk 191 89.84 2.13 0.0000063

ikxlk 738 115.34 6.40 0.0000145

egrxkao 563 168.76 3.34 0.0000119

lqrjxkao 558 114.27 4.88 0.0000112

dquF;kjh 240 151.20 1.59 0.0000070

nMekj 578 195.25 2.96 0.0000124

jr[kky 612 684.00 0.89 0.0000180

uk;y&1 403 320.04 1.26 0.0000087

ikjdksV 550 108.69 5.06 0.0000110

uk;y&2 451 200.73 2.25 0.0000075

fcUrk 664 284.75 2.33 0.0000149

vfYe;kaxkoa 538 381.05 1.41 0.0000136



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
HkrkSjk 844 244.00 3.46 0.0000177

vksMpkSufy;k 414 91.20 4.54 0.0000064

dkek 574 119.39 4.81 0.0000116

ukSykdksV 753 124.65 6.04 0.0000149

ckMh 95 4.86 19.55 0.0000055

tk[k 381 103.20 3.69 0.0000065

cSukyh 535 198.30 2.70 0.0000117

jokMh 909 144.48 6.29 0.0000179

MksVyxkao 866 282.88 3.06 0.0000185

 bZMklsjk 488 312.02 1.56 0.0000086

jkoylsjk 447 92.68 4.82 0.0000064

mjksyh 619 275.60 2.25 0.0000140

MhMk 785 220.50 3.56 0.0000164

fleksyh 609 175.35 3.47 0.0000128

HkSalksyh 617 189.85 3.25 0.0000131

fnxksrh 487 172.80 2.82 0.0000072

fj;wuh eYyh 210 280.80 0.75 0.0000083

etsBh 108 125.95 0.86 0.0000067

fj;wyh rYyh 2689 272.75 9.86 0.0000514

uSuh&3 604 245.35 2.46 0.0000134

Mmxfy;k 1054 225.90 4.67 0.0000213

lsyh lquksyh 256 180.60 1.42 0.0000073

eklj 290 192.25 1.51 0.0000074

NCchlk 416 220.00 1.89 0.0000077

dQMk 445 255.60 1.74 0.0000080

lrh ukSxkao 907 225.05 4.03 0.0000187

/kkSykMxwaB 317 152.50 2.08 0.0000070

eVsyk 349 141.80 2.46 0.0000069

nq/kksyh 508 152.00 3.34 0.0000107

lqjuk 679 331.10 2.05 0.0000156

VksMjk 467 316.05 1.48 0.0000086

ccqj[kksyk 799 260.85 3.06 0.0000171

nyeksVh 223 189.25 1.18 0.0000073

fot;iqj 922 417.15 2.21 0.0000209

nSjh 443 115.00 3.85 0.0000066

?k?kykSMh 488 51.04 9.56 0.0000059

dkSyk 577 272.25 2.12 0.0000132

uVVkxqYyh 552 397.51 1.39 0.0000140

ceuiqjh 306 85.00 3.60 0.0000063

Hkqefd;k 284 85.00 3.34 0.0000063

xokM 569 319.00 1.78 0.0000135

tkeM 728 155.26 4.69 0.0000147

dksfVyk 419 292.00 1.43 0.0000084

QY}kMh 416 277.69 1.50 0.0000083

c;syk 389 327.80 1.19 0.0000088



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
oyuk 229 292.97 0.78 0.0000084

rYyh fejbZ 961 240.05 4.00 0.0000198

j.kk 489 245.08 2.00 0.0000079

cuksyh 162 167.00 0.97 0.0000071

dqbXZ 474 205.10 2.31 0.0000075

Nrs.kk 501 118.05 4.24 0.0000103

rYyh dgkyh 252 69.80 3.61 0.0000061

lyuk 1214 380.00 3.19 0.0000258

cwaxk 361 44.00 8.20 0.0000059

?ku[kyxkao 313 60.71 5.16 0.0000060

District Almora

Block Salt

dqUghy L;kS=h 278 138.52 2.01 0.0000097

Mqxjk 501 386.40 1.30 0.0000182

xg.kfreys 291 177.38 1.64 0.0000102

uSyokyikyh 803 310.18 2.59 0.0000253

duxMh 313 111.98 2.80 0.0000094

e.kqyh 310 230.80 1.34 0.0000109

pkSuk 361 159.82 2.26 0.0000100

loksyhjkSrsyk 259 131.18 1.97 0.0000097

Mxwyk 257 302.08 0.85 0.0000118

M<fj;k 370 213.80 1.73 0.0000107

pedukM<jh 703 208.20 3.38 0.0000214

[kqekM 730 272.10 2.68 0.0000229

VqdukSyh 441 197.08 2.24 0.0000105

L;kghyS.k 307 221.10 1.39 0.0000108

tkyh[kku 713 208.00 3.43 0.0000216

dksVkpkeh 315 167.30 1.88 0.0000101

lk:M 94 91.50 1.03 0.0000091

tefj;k 373 397.28 0.94 0.0000130

HkkSuMkaMk 804 310.76 2.59 0.0000253

eaxjkS 409 200.64 2.04 0.0000105

>Mxkao 504 246.00 2.05 0.0000165

ukxrys 354 245.37 1.44 0.0000111

cwMkdskV 552 213.43 2.59 0.0000174

Mwaxjk&2 278 246.00 1.13 0.0000111

dwih 181 114.14 1.59 0.0000094

usoyxkao.2 422 426.34 0.99 0.0000134

gjMkrfM;ky 402 92.36 4.35 0.0000092

gjMkekSys[kh 562 196.96 2.85 0.0000175

yqgsMk 414 183.10 2.26 0.0000103

rksY;ks 469 241.66 1.94 0.0000111

dksVkpkeh 315 167.30 1.88 0.0000101

ihukdksV 585 179.96 3.25 0.0000179

ckSMrYyk 482 256.00 1.88 0.0000112



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ckSMeYyk 512 250.00 2.05 0.0000168

rMe 1248 659.24 1.89 0.0000416

cMsr 214 78.32 2.73 0.0000090

vtksyhrYyh 478 211.49 2.26 0.0000107

vtksyheYyh 392 179.56 2.18 0.0000103

vNjkSu 791 182.93 4.32 0.0000234

HkdjkdksV 405 329.99 1.23 0.0000122

usoyxkao&1 359 171.82 2.09 0.0000102

eS.kkdksV 544 175.56 3.10 0.0000167

cjgfy;k 474 121.56 3.90 0.0000095

dVfj;k 473 252.99 1.87 0.0000112

Hkokyh 191 91.84 2.08 0.0000092

H;kMh 856 368.78 2.32 0.0000275

eoyxkao 382 387.70 0.99 0.0000129

jxMxkM 192 101.46 1.89 0.0000093

fjokyhiYyh 357 217.86 1.64 0.0000108

j.kFkey 617 412.11 1.50 0.0000217

tliwjdksV 232 76.20 3.04 0.0000090

tliqjrYyk 249 198.34 1.26 0.0000105

equMk 248 218.58 1.13 0.0000108

eUgSr 239 292.06 0.82 0.0000117

pkWp 319 207.20 1.54 0.0000106

uSd.kk 708 326.72 2.17 0.0000230

ikfV;kpkSjk 311 223.22 1.39 0.0000108

dkyhxkao 154 183.30 0.84 0.0000103

[kVyxkao 385 130.46 2.95 0.0000096

elf.k;kckat 284 314.90 0.90 0.0000120

fojyxkao 485 205.55 2.36 0.0000106

f>ekj 582 380.16 1.53 0.0000203

HkhrkdksV 523 282.86 1.85 0.0000175

xqykj 592 254.52 2.33 0.0000190

vkalwrys 300 268.51 1.12 0.0000114

xMdksV rYyk 338 137.32 2.46 0.0000097

xMdksV eYyk 509 350.58 1.45 0.0000180

>hik 446 204.24 2.18 0.0000106

iSfl;k 379 148.16 2.56 0.0000099

ihiuk 397 121.64 3.26 0.0000095

nkMeh 181 139.04 1.30 0.0000098

dkyhxkM 428 249.76 1.71 0.0000112

dQYVk 588 303.80 1.94 0.0000195

xksfB;k 297 168.00 1.77 0.0000101

MHkjk 504 109.05 4.62 0.0000148

lS.kekuqj 1033 132.70 7.78 0.0000292

nU;wMk 456 92.57 4.93 0.0000092

mtjkM 577 101.05 5.71 0.0000166



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
dusMk 354 158.29 2.24 0.0000100

nqxksayh 340 53.20 6.39 0.0000087

efygkjh 345 172.10 2.00 0.0000102

uku.kdksVk 289 117.20 2.47 0.0000095

buyks 631 210.06 3.00 0.0000195

?kka?kyh 235 212.02 1.11 0.0000107

fcuksyh 599 112.08 5.34 0.0000174

j.kdwuk 527 177.12 2.98 0.0000163

FkyekM 245 241.00 1.02 0.0000110

nsok;y 519 592.00 0.88 0.0000213

iks[kjheYyh 472 540.15 0.87 0.0000149

iks[kjhrYyh 425 423.65 1.00 0.0000134

unksyh 444 356.20 1.25 0.0000125

FkkyrjkM 973 736.25 1.32 0.0000353

FkykrfM;ky 362 621.90 0.58 0.0000159

djxsr 623 335.00 1.86 0.0000208

eSBk.kh 443 515.00 0.86 0.0000145

?kpdksV 594 367.00 1.62 0.0000205

fjDoklh 363 539.00 0.67 0.0000148

dkus[kyikVh 843 854.30 0.99 0.0000333

M;kSuk 658 679.25 0.97 0.0000261

cqaxh/kkj 208 163.98 1.27 0.0000101

lhekfj"Vuk 737 406.74 1.81 0.0000248

[kkY;ksa 222 190.48 1.17 0.0000104

cjfdUMk 381 216.52 1.76 0.0000107

csljcxM 360 158.53 2.27 0.0000100

M<ksyh 429 134.21 3.20 0.0000097

iwukdksV 716 91.46 7.83 0.0000202

ldu.kk 679 307.17 2.21 0.0000220

HkSl[ksr 347 337.43 1.03 0.0000123

dq.kh/kkj 944 368.63 2.56 0.0000298

clsMh 537 416.17 1.29 0.0000196

eqlksyh 346 362.20 0.96 0.0000126

r;k 471 155.09 3.04 0.0000100

<qxkeksgku 274 28.17 9.73 0.0000083

[kVksyh 256 60.48 4.23 0.0000088

cudksVk 378 39.56 9.56 0.0000085

Mwxjh 448 65.33 6.86 0.0000088

lksa[krh 355 70.40 5.04 0.0000089

cekSMk 338 56.38 6.00 0.0000087

rjkMh 358 28.03 12.77 0.0000083

eNksM 406 62.21 6.53 0.0000088

ceuxkao 297 122.72 2.42 0.0000095

MkWx 487 191.92 2.54 0.0000104

ftgkM 374 15.75 23.75 0.0000082



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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#NAME? 161 39.42 4.08 0.0000085

pjhD;kjh 736 84.19 8.74 0.0000207

dksVyh eYyh 497 121.22 4.10 0.0000095

dksVyh rYyh 414 111.44 3.72 0.0000094

[kkY;ksD;kjh 840 101.33 8.29 0.0000236

iuqok|ks[ku 1167 119.48 9.77 0.0000326

uxpwyk 550 146.46 3.76 0.0000165

MHkjklkSjky 984 243.45 4.04 0.0000293

tk[k 1334 32.21 41.42 0.0000359

District Almora

Block Bhikiyasen

[kjd 156 123.00 1.27 0.0000074

ukSckMk 554 190.21 2.91 0.0000132

fujdksV 264 155.00 1.70 0.0000078

/kesMk 393 172.00 2.28 0.0000079

lwjs 304 175.24 1.73 0.0000080

:ikukSyh 161 42.90 3.75 0.0000065

Hk.Vh 347 65.56 5.29 0.0000068

ukxktqZu 238 133.55 1.78 0.0000075

eklkS 277 184.55 1.50 0.0000081

rdqYVh 633 197.91 3.20 0.0000149

cw<yh 468 137.60 3.40 0.0000076

pkSjk 352 101.99 3.45 0.0000072

pkSfu;k 113 29.95 3.77 0.0000064

Mgy 381 172.80 2.20 0.0000079

r0 e;ksyh 228 82.56 2.76 0.0000069

HkklhdQykuh 409 219.75 1.86 0.0000085

Mxj[kksyk 285 165.93 1.72 0.0000079

iVkl 114 91.46 1.25 0.0000070

lu.kS 439 199.11 2.20 0.0000082

f'kyax 234 132.34 1.77 0.0000075

iM;wyk 221 59.10 3.74 0.0000067

?kq?kqrh 239 116.15 2.06 0.0000073

tkyyh 557 247.23 2.25 0.0000139

xaxksMk 498 310.41 1.60 0.0000095

lkSyh 110 88.33 1.25 0.0000070

uks?kfj;k 348 105.95 3.28 0.0000072

fjxfM;k 348 147.41 2.36 0.0000077

fuxjkyh 314 368.70 0.85 0.0000101

yksdksV 360 40.87 8.81 0.0000065

lw.kh 348 101.98 3.41 0.0000072

iUrxkao 437 160.67 2.72 0.0000078

fluksMk 534 83.88 6.37 0.0000117

?kkjM 347 103.20 3.36 0.0000072

gjukSyh 427 136.39 3.13 0.0000075



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
fljeksyh 482 184.13 2.62 0.0000081

ikyhFkkSyh 421 273.64 1.54 0.0000091

cxMokj 358 139.66 2.56 0.0000076

eksgujh 489 250.51 1.95 0.0000088

gmyh 411 168.76 2.44 0.0000079

xSj 559 157.43 3.55 0.0000130

HkkSuyh 210 72.47 2.90 0.0000068

dksV 358 170.38 2.10 0.0000079

Mqeuk 253 37.24 6.79 0.0000064

nuikS 977 136.39 7.16 0.0000212

/kukSyh 210 56.66 3.71 0.0000067

uSd.kk 260 266.69 0.97 0.0000090

ikyh 371 188.18 1.97 0.0000081

fj[kkMh 229 130.31 1.76 0.0000075

fj[kkM 510 194.26 2.63 0.0000124

dksfV;kx 307 200.32 1.53 0.0000083

/kkSuk 248 118.46 2.09 0.0000073

[kuksfy;k 245 232.70 1.05 0.0000086

flaxksyh 190 89.03 2.13 0.0000070

veksyh 344 189.79 1.81 0.0000081

nkSyk 302 134.93 2.24 0.0000075

uSy 249 172.62 1.44 0.0000079

cktu 485 282.44 1.72 0.0000092

>MdksV 160 190.21 0.84 0.0000081

[kq:Mh 119 60.30 1.97 0.0000067

eVsyk 161 117.77 1.37 0.0000073

eqfu;kpkSjk 387 208.84 1.85 0.0000083

pkSMk 296 159.86 1.85 0.0000078

ceupkSuk 447 278.79 1.60 0.0000091

ukSxkao 306 478.67 0.64 0.0000113

ckSyh 536 245.25 2.19 0.0000135

m.kqyh 352 132.48 2.66 0.0000075

<qaxk 127 76.10 1.67 0.0000069

fFkjksyh 825 462.96 1.78 0.0000217

egjVkuk 238 163.90 1.45 0.0000078

teksyh 557 165.93 3.36 0.0000130

ukSyk 735 458.93 1.60 0.0000199

nyeksMh 142 65.16 2.18 0.0000068

tSuy 334 114.93 2.91 0.0000073

b.Mk 370 295.02 1.25 0.0000093

egjuSy 203 212.07 0.96 0.0000084

cklksV 682 174.82 3.90 0.0000157

buksyh 544 164.20 3.31 0.0000128

lkSjs 616 229.86 2.68 0.0000149

JhdksV 385 149.94 2.57 0.0000077
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Divisible Pool 
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pquyh 400 191.43 2.09 0.0000082

Fkkiyk 328 288.16 1.14 0.0000092

ihiyxkao 388 204.79 1.89 0.0000083

mxfy;ka 326 116.96 2.79 0.0000073

lhe 534 412.30 1.30 0.0000153

fcukSyh 538 163.49 3.29 0.0000126

cE;ksyh 177 127.10 1.39 0.0000074

Mmqyh 352 166.33 2.12 0.0000079

cwaxkukSjM 253 111.63 2.27 0.0000073

xqtjx<h 443 145.62 3.04 0.0000076

Qylksa 237 97.13 2.44 0.0000071

ckMhdksV 455 296.65 1.53 0.0000093

[kqjsMh 321 181.71 1.77 0.0000080

tSBk 263 150.55 1.75 0.0000077

lS.klsjk 613 9.31 65.84 0.0000124

fHkfD;klS.k 1974 133.55 14.78 0.0000412

dejkM 270 227.04 1.19 0.0000085

[kM[ksr 274 118.97 2.30 0.0000074

flukj 297 105.22 2.82 0.0000072

District Almora

Block Tarikhet

lkSyk&2 655 283.00 2.31 0.0000229

fcYys[k 679 459.00 1.48 0.0000270

f'kyxh 534 187.00 2.86 0.0000178

pkSuk 455 69.02 6.59 0.0000093

lwjh 660 112.00 5.89 0.0000196

fley/kkj 370 221.00 1.67 0.0000123

bZMk 460 176.00 2.61 0.0000114

dkyuw 546 112.92 4.84 0.0000166

lkS[kksyk 351 54.59 6.43 0.0000090

frfeyk 473 92.74 5.10 0.0000097

etxkao 473 148.00 3.20 0.0000109

eYykMkej 434 55.97 7.75 0.0000090

Mhxk 326 153.58 2.12 0.0000110

lkSuh 680 74.68 9.11 0.0000194

ihiyh 347 188.00 1.85 0.0000117

ltxksMh 661 209.00 3.16 0.0000216

[kX;kj 652 284.00 2.30 0.0000228

edMks 541 96.66 5.60 0.0000162

ekSuk 870 121.39 7.17 0.0000253

cxwuk 454 229.18 1.98 0.0000125

eqlksyh 294 578.00 0.51 0.0000194

,sjksyh 1031 134.59 7.66 0.0000298

cyuk 735 324.08 2.27 0.0000258

iardksVyh 476 197.32 2.41 0.0000118
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Divisible Pool 
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dkjpwyh 578 235.92 2.45 0.0000199

jrxy 292 112.75 2.59 0.0000101

>yksMh 1219 334.00 3.65 0.0000388

c/kk.k 3366 187.52 17.95 0.0000923

[kfu;k 1407 85.00 16.55 0.0000387

,sjksM 818 354.92 2.30 0.0000286

eYkfo'ok 961 121.90 7.88 0.0000277

eksoMh 763 89.61 8.51 0.0000219

[kqMksyh 443 73.56 6.02 0.0000094

,sjkMh 322 42.56 7.57 0.0000087

xqML;kjh 723 36.00 20.08 0.0000197

[kku 235 48.00 4.90 0.0000089

turk 449 67.00 6.70 0.0000092

ukSxkao&1 413 76.00 5.43 0.0000094

ithuk 290 146.00 1.99 0.0000108

gjksyhxuksyh 293 78.62 3.73 0.0000095

csMxkao 229 79.00 2.90 0.0000095

mijkMh 757 229.00 3.31 0.0000245

nw.kh 360 89.46 4.02 0.0000097

QY}kMh 587 400.02 1.47 0.0000234

tSuksyh 839 110.00 7.63 0.0000243

tksX;kMh 440 77.00 5.71 0.0000094

rjLokM 355 114.00 3.11 0.0000102

fiy[kksyh 1038 99.00 10.48 0.0000293

gjMS 671 92.00 7.29 0.0000195

vfYe;kdk.Ms 716 168.00 4.26 0.0000222

peksyh 284 87.00 3.26 0.0000096

ikyhunqyh 742 45.05 16.47 0.0000204

pyfl;kiMksyh 309 86.16 3.59 0.0000096

rMhT;wyh 497 169.30 2.94 0.0000113

[kM[ksr 187 101.08 1.85 0.0000099

vE;kMh 502 164.04 3.06 0.0000165

xaxksMk 703 193.18 3.64 0.0000224

iiuSdksBkj 836 212.94 3.93 0.0000263

Å.kh 427 209.00 2.04 0.0000121

dihuk 935 116.00 8.06 0.0000269

iks[kjh 367 428.00 0.86 0.0000164

cksgjkxkao 483 89.00 5.43 0.0000097

MksjHk 225 84.00 2.68 0.0000096

ceL;wa 473 234.00 2.02 0.0000126

eyksuk 515 112.00 4.60 0.0000158

cthuk 415 171.00 2.43 0.0000113

[;w'kkydksV 850 593.00 1.43 0.0000342

fgMke 403 58.60 6.88 0.0000091

fclkydksV 565 165.00 3.42 0.0000182
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c;sMh 265 327.00 0.81 0.0000144

pkiM 826 190.00 4.35 0.0000255

rkSMk 1168 58.09 20.11 0.0000319

eVsyk 753 364.00 2.07 0.0000271

eqlksyh 758 578.00 1.31 0.0000315

e.MydksV 484 172.00 2.81 0.0000113

ljuk 747 238.96 3.13 0.0000244

ik.MsadksVk 620 272.00 2.28 0.0000218

cXokyhjkSrsyk 369 51.76 7.13 0.0000089

Mksck 404 99.48 4.06 0.0000099

gMksyh 223 122.00 1.83 0.0000103

dMkdksV 626 359.00 1.74 0.0000236

iLrksMkokj 497 141.56 3.51 0.0000107

lkSyk&1 384 195.00 1.97 0.0000118

vLokydksV;wMk 253 71.00 3.56 0.0000093

T;wMk 365 235.00 1.55 0.0000126

lxusVh 369 187.47 1.97 0.0000116

xqVksyh 419 252.04 1.66 0.0000129

peMksyhcxksVh 227 120.00 1.89 0.0000103

lqfu;kdksV 308 152.00 2.03 0.0000109

ik[kqMk 375 47.16 7.95 0.0000088

f'kokyh 312 77.13 4.05 0.0000094

nsgksyh 591 47.61 12.41 0.0000165

xkMh 346 100.06 3.46 0.0000099

eVhyk 1182 176.00 6.72 0.0000346

ljksyh 520 76.00 6.84 0.0000152

VkukiU;kyh 343 137.00 2.50 0.0000106

frikSyk 390 406.00 0.96 0.0000160

VwukdksV 351 135.00 2.60 0.0000106

HkMxkao 483 180.00 2.68 0.0000115

f?ka?kkjh 364 46.00 7.91 0.0000088

ukS?kj 385 122.00 3.16 0.0000103

xSjM 379 115.00 3.30 0.0000102

FkdqykMh 343 136.00 2.52 0.0000106

fleksyh 681 270.00 2.52 0.0000233

eaxpksMk 892 328.00 2.72 0.0000300

nqxksMk 852 334.66 2.55 0.0000291

pkSdquh 743 229.98 3.23 0.0000241

fo"VdksVqyh 384 159.80 2.40 0.0000111

ikiMk 493 230.00 2.14 0.0000125

lykSuh 382 70.35 5.43 0.0000093

tky 275 191.34 1.44 0.0000117

lSujh 412 159.00 2.59 0.0000111

nqHk.kk 673 65.68 10.25 0.0000190

uSVh 263 75.00 3.51 0.0000094
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ukSxkao 512 261.00 1.96 0.0000187

ukSok 408 121.00 3.37 0.0000103

cSuk&1 454 63.87 7.11 0.0000092

VkukjSyh 588 124.00 4.74 0.0000180

esgy[k.M 298 86.21 3.46 0.0000096

caxksMk 268 92.36 2.90 0.0000097

eVsykefugkj 394 84.00 4.69 0.0000096

eukjh 404 92.00 4.39 0.0000097

L;warYyk 432 94.00 4.60 0.0000098

xqeVk 527 158.00 3.34 0.0000170

yNhuk 499 149.00 3.35 0.0000109

cSuk&2 169 160.00 1.06 0.0000111

District Almora

Block Chakhutiya

VVyxkao 750 255.00 2.94 0.0000158

rYyk rktiqj 361 299.00 1.21 0.0000081

lqux<h 486 72.00 6.75 0.0000061

eYykrktiqj 283 70.00 4.04 0.0000060

ihiy/kkj 471 119.00 3.96 0.0000065

HkukSfV;k 665 128.00 5.20 0.0000131

fley[ksr 1032 328.00 3.15 0.0000215

[ktqjkuh 571 325.00 1.76 0.0000132

fNrkM 773 218.00 3.55 0.0000159

iqfu;kcxM 117 62.00 1.89 0.0000060

pqysjklhe 508 174.00 2.92 0.0000107

[kkMk 1289 399.00 3.23 0.0000268

jkeiqj 746 246.00 3.03 0.0000157

tef.k;k 1124 84.00 13.38 0.0000210

xukbZ 1170 423.00 2.77 0.0000249

QqybZ 796 80.00 9.95 0.0000151

fnxksr 789 520.00 1.52 0.0000188

/kq/kfy;kfc"V 572 54.00 10.59 0.0000108

DoSjkyh 622 437.00 1.42 0.0000151

?kqa/kfy;kegj 762 738.00 1.03 0.0000203

eMdwck[ky 412 287.00 1.44 0.0000080

ukxkM 640 185.00 3.46 0.0000132

[kMdr;k 508 376.00 1.35 0.0000125

gkV>yk 1314 927.00 1.42 0.0000319

vkxjeujky 291 67.00 4.34 0.0000060

mMyh [kku 478 398.00 1.20 0.0000089

/kqa/kfy;kegj 459 295.00 1.56 0.0000080

[kR;kMh 449 486.00 0.92 0.0000097

ckbZlvks[kyk 493 328.00 1.50 0.0000083

xtkj 435 337.00 1.29 0.0000084

cxMh 440 300.00 1.47 0.0000081



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ck[kyh 545 466.00 1.17 0.0000140

fljksyh 607 441.00 1.38 0.0000149

HkVdksV 720 640.00 1.13 0.0000187

U;ksuh 284 201.00 1.41 0.0000072

ukSxkao csfM;k 529 500.00 1.06 0.0000140

<uk.k 273 290.00 0.94 0.0000080

VsMkxkao 537 267.00 2.01 0.0000121

veL;kjh 345 244.00 1.41 0.0000076

iSyh 665 422.00 1.58 0.0000157

dksV;wMk rky 917 828.00 1.11 0.0000239

clj[ksr 780 642.00 1.21 0.0000198

jhBkpkSjk 297 295.00 1.01 0.0000080

pkanh[ksr 957 532.00 1.80 0.0000220

<kSu 771 429.00 1.80 0.0000177

vlsVh 355 249.00 1.43 0.0000076

cjyxkao 383 366.00 1.05 0.0000087

eklh 1665 226.00 7.37 0.0000321

ukSxkao  169 111.00 1.52 0.0000064

dujS 473 234.00 2.02 0.0000075

dcMksyh 275 140.00 1.96 0.0000067

lhek 401 233.00 1.72 0.0000075

eksg.kk 179 92.00 1.95 0.0000062

xksxrk 174 254.00 0.69 0.0000077

Fkkiyk 261 294.00 0.89 0.0000080

mpkokgu 299 194.00 1.54 0.0000071

pkSuk 528 194.00 2.72 0.0000113

dukS.kh 662 201.00 3.29 0.0000137

tSBk 282 150.00 1.88 0.0000067

QfMdk 387 32.00 12.09 0.0000057

MkWx 278 97.00 2.87 0.0000063

Nkuh 180 116.00 1.55 0.0000064

cksgjkxkao 377 192.00 1.96 0.0000071

lqjuk js[kkMh 310 277.00 1.12 0.0000079

xksiky xkao 119 154.00 0.77 0.0000068

dksV;wMk eklh 492 122.00 4.03 0.0000065

vkfnxzkedukSf.k;k 522 266.00 1.96 0.0000118

cXokyh[ksr 120 113.00 1.06 0.0000064

vkfnxzkeQqyksfj;k 189 36.00 5.25 0.0000057

tkyk 257 222.00 1.16 0.0000074

HksYVxkao 713 135.00 5.28 0.0000141

fpukSyh 443 146.00 3.03 0.0000067

Hkxksrh 412 269.00 1.53 0.0000078

iVyxkao 341 83.00 4.11 0.0000062

[kuqyh 397 172.00 2.31 0.0000069

fVEVk 427 178.00 2.40 0.0000070



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
dcMksyk 184 178.00 1.03 0.0000070

lhjk 285 178.00 1.60 0.0000070

ykywjh 157 138.00 1.14 0.0000066

>qMaxk 381 162.00 2.35 0.0000069

ddM[ksr 261 189.00 1.38 0.0000071

duksyhrYyh 203 140.00 1.45 0.0000067

tsBqok 455 210.00 2.17 0.0000073

fprSyh 269 44.00 6.11 0.0000058

esgypkSjk 556 112.00 4.96 0.0000110

ceuxkao 313 238.00 1.32 0.0000075

ukSxkaov[ksfM;k 805 253.00 3.18 0.0000168

Nkuk 187 59.00 3.17 0.0000059

clHkhMk 438 120.00 3.65 0.0000065

Xokyh 513 217.00 2.36 0.0000112

cSjrh 973 376.00 2.59 0.0000209

iku 776 237.00 3.27 0.0000161

nUrksyk 195 100.00 1.95 0.0000063

egrxkao 320 80.00 4.00 0.0000061

xML;kjh 507 378.00 1.34 0.0000125

xSjkM 316 118.00 2.68 0.0000065

myS.kh 743 245.00 3.03 0.0000156

lksuxkao 750 232.00 3.23 0.0000156

District Bageshwar

Block- Kapkot

ipkj 522 93.28 5.60 0.0000124

gksjkyh 361 131.48 2.75 0.0000077

fdMbZ 680 206.20 3.30 0.0000168

nkjflag 241 75.18 3.21 0.0000073

egksyh 389 125.86 3.09 0.0000076

tyekuh 504 185.80 2.71 0.0000126

iBD;wMk 391 174.50 2.24 0.0000080

ldU;wMk 241 71.97 3.35 0.0000073

e>sMk 394 119.75 3.29 0.0000076

cSdksMhxkao 971 437.49 2.22 0.0000249

fn;kyhdqjkSyh 582 174.24 3.34 0.0000143

lqjdkyhxkao 887 191.86 4.62 0.0000213

oM;wMk 442 168.60 2.62 0.0000079

jhekDohVh 431 80.52 5.35 0.0000073

iiksyh 594 263.00 2.26 0.0000152

mfM;kj 550 149.00 3.69 0.0000134

tkjrh 935 418.14 2.24 0.0000239

iksB.kfoukMh 620 156.70 3.96 0.0000151

flexMh 794 104.35 7.61 0.0000186

ckLrh 575 126.30 4.55 0.0000138

luxkM 446 51.20 8.71 0.0000071



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
eg:Mh 965 174.30 5.54 0.0000230

pkSukSyk 595 75.50 7.88 0.0000140

tk[kuh 683 160.29 4.26 0.0000165

etxkao 311 131.66 2.36 0.0000077

lsjh 403 402.00 1.00 0.0000095

HkUrksyk 291 107.94 2.70 0.0000075

>kdjk 408 142.20 2.87 0.0000077

ekt[ksr 506 323.30 1.57 0.0000136

pqpsj 418 355.62 1.18 0.0000092

ykFkh 687 479.87 1.43 0.0000188

Hkukj 1775 1434.56 1.24 0.0000498

lq[kpkSukdukSyh 459 546.20 0.84 0.0000105

fdlfeyk 791 456.78 1.73 0.0000210

ukerhpsVkcxM 849 1263.68 0.67 0.0000277

]'kkek 1030 830.92 1.24 0.0000289

cMhiU;kyh 693 627.42 1.10 0.0000199

jekMh 518 969.34 0.53 0.0000182

lhjh 350 746.30 0.47 0.0000118

ukSdksMh 1030 1516.06 0.68 0.0000335

cMsr 1542 1168.16 1.32 0.0000427

yhrh 1778 2084.31 0.85 0.0000542

eY[kMqxpkZ 595 368.23 1.62 0.0000159

jkfrjdsVh 751 1204.93 0.62 0.0000251

xksfxuk 1151 2005.07 0.57 0.0000395

nqye 580 739.79 0.78 0.0000181

lafyx 421 903.29 0.47 0.0000129

lqex< 913 1176.60 0.78 0.0000286

xklh 755 911.79 0.83 0.0000232

pkSMk 671 769.74 0.87 0.0000204

[kkrh 307 524.09 0.59 0.0000103

lqfMx 530 123.43 4.29 0.0000128

dkQyhdesMk 931 795.73 1.17 0.0000264

c?kj 1673 1255.20 1.33 0.0000463

dehZ 2223 2025.90 1.10 0.0000639

nksckM 629 549.40 1.14 0.0000179

<ksDVhxkao 286 641.66 0.45 0.0000111

cfn;kdksV 962 809.33 1.19 0.0000272

dqokjh 272 727.90 0.37 0.0000117

fdyikjk 447 1561.13 0.29 0.0000173

cksjkpd>kjdksV 293 758.22 0.39 0.0000119

rh[k 519 714.23 0.73 0.0000165

lksjkx 812 8080.38 0.10 0.0000729

ckNe 1018 763.55 1.33 0.0000281

>ksiMk 290 447.11 0.65 0.0000098

[kdZdkukrksyh 761 370.13 2.06 0.0000197



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
xqysj 488 281.50 1.73 0.0000087

eYykns'k 618 518.62 1.19 0.0000175

pkjhcxM 632 479.51 1.32 0.0000175

celsjk 881 159.75 5.52 0.0000210

,sBk.k 1122 236.58 4.74 0.0000269

rksyh 982 1128.82 0.87 0.0000298

QjlkyhoYyh 818 177.41 4.61 0.0000197

QjlkyhiYyh 932 402.40 2.32 0.0000238

iksfFkx 2015 1261.31 1.60 0.0000540

Hk.Mkjhxkao 594 278.38 2.13 0.0000153

vlks 748 234.77 3.19 0.0000185

xMsjk 1088 606.98 1.79 0.0000287

xqyeijxM 436 416.00 1.05 0.0000096

xksyuk 555 284.11 1.95 0.0000145

ujxMk 536 336.00 1.60 0.0000144

ikdM 586 250.65 2.34 0.0000149

cldquk 287 215.15 1.33 0.0000082

csMke>sMk 953 384.11 2.48 0.0000241

Hk;w 882 332.81 2.65 0.0000222

jSFky 458 150.55 3.04 0.0000078

didksV 1956 423.35 4.62 0.0000470

xSukM 450 432.56 1.04 0.0000097

iqMdquh 953 293.26 3.25 0.0000235

yhyh 890 536.27 1.66 0.0000237

xSj[ksr 843 352.12 2.39 0.0000214

mrjkSMk 403 152.12 2.65 0.0000078

glhZyk 735 269.52 2.73 0.0000184

pydkuk 668 243.36 2.74 0.0000167

ppbZ 1222 246.57 4.96 0.0000293

lqeVhcS'kkuh 1167 578.44 2.02 0.0000303

txFkkuk 704 444.70 1.58 0.0000189

ukudU;kyhdkV 1280 328.42 3.90 0.0000311

rjlkyifr;klkj 494 499.77 0.99 0.0000101

[ky>quh 212 442.71 0.48 0.0000098

gjdksV 295 274.82 1.07 0.0000086

lqih 1405 952.89 1.47 0.0000382

fj[kkMh 602 579.12 1.04 0.0000175

fefdyk[kyiV~Vk 593 378.62 1.57 0.0000160

ykgqj 645 637.03 1.01 0.0000189

>wuh 468 553.61 0.85 0.0000105

District Bageshwar

Block- Garur

x<lsj 753 65.13 11.56 0.0000116

Hkdqu[kksyk 1098 68.67 15.99 0.0000165

uks?kj 619 32.55 19.02 0.0000092



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ekYns 505 82.30 6.14 0.0000084

v.kk 887 220.08 4.03 0.0000158

nqfnyk 551 118.13 4.66 0.0000096

ftu[kksyk 438 75.35 5.81 0.0000054

eVsuk 813 80.11 10.15 0.0000126

flYyh 868 48.37 17.95 0.0000129

veksyh 484 89.64 5.40 0.0000056

dksVqyh 144 29.65 4.86 0.0000047

duL;kjh 988 308.02 3.21 0.0000186

c.M 530 70.02 7.57 0.0000085

QY;kVh 271 125.05 2.17 0.0000061

<ksyxkao 522 149.74 3.49 0.0000096

xSjys[k 594 213.69 2.78 0.0000116

fle[ksr 742 293.41 2.53 0.0000149

fiXyks 1266 266.31 4.75 0.0000219

ijs.kk 401 136.76 2.93 0.0000063

xybZ 526 149.74 3.51 0.0000097

ijdksVh 562 157.62 3.57 0.0000103

euk[ksr 676 236.58 2.86 0.0000131

Oghydqyoku 546 207.77 2.63 0.0000109

fljdksV 1176 200.17 5.88 0.0000196

eSX.khLVsV 1366 293.78 4.65 0.0000237

fHkydksV 552 75.16 7.34 0.0000089

cwxk 387 84.88 4.56 0.0000055

I;k 666 126.88 5.25 0.0000113

dqykm 1141 242.57 4.70 0.0000197

veL;kjh 410 60.50 6.78 0.0000051

gjhuxjh 349 63.66 5.48 0.0000052

NfV;k 629 176.45 3.56 0.0000115

L;kyhLVsV 340 59.50 5.71 0.0000051

XokMits.kk 980 171.19 5.72 0.0000164

eobZ 341 37.23 9.16 0.0000048

tSlj 641 85.21 7.52 0.0000103

fj;quhy[kekj 461 121.75 3.79 0.0000061

x<[ksr 561 103.40 5.43 0.0000095

v;kjrksyh 787 83.73 9.40 0.0000123

ly[kU;kjh 347 146.07 2.38 0.0000065

frylkjh 517 162.85 3.17 0.0000098

uSdkuk[kqefV;k 781 183.63 4.25 0.0000138

tk[k 478 182.08 2.63 0.0000070

Nkuhlsjk 338 136.93 2.47 0.0000063

eSykMqxjh 692 135.19 5.12 0.0000118

FkuMxksyh 555 150.31 3.69 0.0000101

rSyhgkV 402 92.57 4.34 0.0000056

puksyh 342 90.98 3.76 0.0000056



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ukSxkao 729 129.64 5.62 0.0000122

mM[kqyh 533 64.50 8.26 0.0000085

cT;wyk 1290 193.81 6.66 0.0000211

ujXokMh 307 177.87 1.73 0.0000070

vkxje.krksyh 382 110.90 3.44 0.0000059

xuhxkao 631 172.83 3.65 0.0000115

flexMh 442 43.21 10.23 0.0000049

lqjkx 307 107.53 2.86 0.0000059

t[ksMk 703 107.53 6.54 0.0000115

n'kkZuh 852 130.04 6.55 0.0000140

ik;s 589 46.82 12.58 0.0000090

dksVrqykMh 1134 179.99 6.30 0.0000187

|ksukbZ 786 189.87 4.14 0.0000140

dqQy<waxk 649 102.34 6.34 0.0000107

f?kjrksyh 412 95.94 4.29 0.0000057

j.kdq.kh 611 193.81 3.15 0.0000116

fttksyh 208 55.20 3.77 0.0000051

HkrfM;k 1040 214.65 4.85 0.0000179

ipuk 820 82.46 9.94 0.0000128

Fkkdyk 540 285.98 1.89 0.0000120

iks[kjh 463 48.05 9.63 0.0000050

ukS?kjLVsV 859 325.25 2.64 0.0000171

dVkjey 556 239.92 2.32 0.0000115

HkkukifM;kj 493 220.31 2.24 0.0000076

ikVyh 448 115.37 3.88 0.0000060

eFkqjks 342 123.37 2.77 0.0000061

dkslkuh 2635 430.59 6.12 0.0000436

MqeyksV 267 192.90 1.38 0.0000072

ykSckt 1445 299.22 4.83 0.0000249

dksykx 342 79.74 4.29 0.0000054

QqyokjhxwB 650 53.48 12.15 0.0000099

pjlksa 876 78.03 11.23 0.0000135

iwohZ v;kjrksyh 505 201.90 2.50 0.0000102

dksbw 486 63.33 7.67 0.0000052

eU;wMk 1825 176.75 10.33 0.0000283

iqjMk 904 187.54 4.82 0.0000156

?ksVh 666 135.64 4.91 0.0000114

HksVkdqVksfy;k 269 72.88 3.69 0.0000053

dT;wyh 275 47.05 5.84 0.0000049

fcu[kksyh 346 66.29 5.22 0.0000052

jkSY;k.kk 441 45.00 9.80 0.0000049

|Suk 479 335.13 1.43 0.0000094

y[kuh 1297 296.29 4.38 0.0000228

T;kS.kk LVsV 539 186.27 2.89 0.0000104

yksgkxMh 292 60.00 4.87 0.0000051



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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NR;k.kh 301 94.70 3.18 0.0000057

etdksV 1336 264.84 5.04 0.0000228

yepwyk 657 115.62 5.68 0.0000110

FkkiyctokM 284 121.18 2.34 0.0000061

District Bageshwar

Block- Bageshwar

Hk.Mkjhxkao 519 8.02 64.71 0.0000103

ujxksyh 630 7.09 88.86 0.0000124

rqljsMk 442 5.37 82.31 0.0000060

diwjh 478 4.98 95.98 0.0000060

nsorksyh 346 6.69 51.72 0.0000060

Vdukj 536 7.03 76.24 0.0000106

eylwuk 721 5.48 131.57 0.0000142

jkorlsjk 535 10.06 53.18 0.0000107

cuSxkao 519 4.52 114.82 0.0000102

iSBk.k 343 9.46 36.26 0.0000061

HksVk 373 6.97 53.52 0.0000060

/kkjh&2 604 13.59 44.44 0.0000121

nsoyfoNjky 412 5.62 73.31 0.0000060

Hknzdkyh 409 70.02 5.84 0.0000077

csMkryMk 524 18.52 28.29 0.0000107

fj[kkMh 540 16.68 32.37 0.0000109

/kiksyklssjk 422 22.07 19.12 0.0000064

lkuhmfM;kj 447 19.03 23.49 0.0000063

fledquk 1472 15.32 96.08 0.0000290

iks[kjh 374 10.85 34.47 0.0000061

dqpkSyh 399 12.12 32.92 0.0000062

eaUrksyh 350 18.93 18.49 0.0000063

flerksyh 300 21.25 14.12 0.0000064

uk;y 417 32.38 12.88 0.0000067

L;kyMksok 429 40.00 10.73 0.0000069

<waxk 682 32.16 21.21 0.0000141

efV;ksyh 522 82.12 6.36 0.0000123

dqykjxpkSMk 445 60.00 7.42 0.0000074

fdeksyh 325 48.12 6.75 0.0000071

xqjuk 488 62.02 7.87 0.0000075

rkNuh 320 85.02 3.76 0.0000081

fleyxkao 359 55.80 6.43 0.0000073

jreksyh 362 63.02 5.74 0.0000075

rjeksyh 419 55.80 7.51 0.0000073

vlks 1676 72.02 23.27 0.0000345

ikuk 720 68.02 10.59 0.0000158

cksgyk 1031 112.02 9.20 0.0000230

ckSMh 823 108.00 7.62 0.0000189

js[kksyh 601 118.00 5.09 0.0000148



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
csnhcxM 1053 102.00 10.32 0.0000232

djklekQh 410 148.00 2.77 0.0000097

ek.kfnxksyh 736 6.02 122.26 0.0000145

kh'k[kkuh 521 102.00 5.11 0.0000128

ixuk 668 400.00 1.67 0.0000235

lkr 460 162.00 2.84 0.0000101

xwukdksV 399 103.00 3.87 0.0000085

Mksok 896 113.00 7.93 0.0000204

/kkjh&1 353 118.00 2.99 0.0000089

pkeh 756 108.00 7.00 0.0000175

gMckM 564 114.00 4.95 0.0000140

iqjdksV 269 110.00 2.45 0.0000087

HkrkSMk 321 146.00 2.20 0.0000097

iiks 517 178.00 2.90 0.0000147

fcykMh 414 138.00 3.00 0.0000095

Fkkyk 263 14.00 18.79 0.0000062

[kUrksyh 510 514.00 0.99 0.0000235

/kiksyh 298 12.12 24.59 0.0000062

ckW>f>jksVh 310 14.27 21.72 0.0000062

dqusMk 655 17.52 37.39 0.0000132

othuk 507 21.13 23.99 0.0000104

dk.MsdU;ky 799 22.18 36.02 0.0000161

uk/kjekftyk 765 26.12 29.29 0.0000156

llksyk 352 22.16 15.88 0.0000064

iaxpkSMk 951 26.68 35.64 0.0000192

iyhcX;kyh 350 20.13 17.39 0.0000064

ukjk;.kxwaB 313 21.22 14.75 0.0000064

HknkSjk 367 23.29 15.76 0.0000064

dk.Ms 271 20.12 13.47 0.0000064

fljkSyh 452 39.32 11.50 0.0000069

esgujcwaxk 682 38.42 17.75 0.0000143

eqlkSyh 1048 48.20 21.74 0.0000217

ekYrk 453 26.12 17.34 0.0000065

rqusMk 384 40.12 9.57 0.0000069

Nkrh 335 38.16 8.78 0.0000068

tsBkbZ 939 68.20 13.77 0.0000201

dHkMk 656 119.00 5.51 0.0000159

?kVxkM 549 82.00 6.70 0.0000128

[kksylhj 786 118.00 6.66 0.0000184

vks[kyhfljksn 854 132.00 6.47 0.0000201

Hkksyukuk?kj 269 120.00 2.24 0.0000090

tkBk 633 135.00 4.69 0.0000159

iklnso 799 120.00 6.66 0.0000187

djklhcwaxk 999 162.00 6.17 0.0000237

eVsyk 706 115.00 6.14 0.0000168



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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NkSuk 1052 135.00 7.79 0.0000240

djkykikyMh 307 148.00 2.07 0.0000097

tukSVhikyMh 890 150.00 5.93 0.0000213

f>jkSyh 354 82.00 4.32 0.0000080

ikyMhcxM 161 87.00 1.85 0.0000081

vkxj 413 90.00 4.59 0.0000082

pkSxkoNhuk 1303 98.00 13.30 0.0000279

dQkSyh 807 122.00 6.61 0.0000189

foykSuk 2048 178.00 11.51 0.0000445

ykso 529 182.00 2.91 0.0000151

uk;yekQh 447 121.00 3.69 0.0000090

Hkukjrksyh 335 126.00 2.66 0.0000092

mMsj[kkuh 326 85.00 3.84 0.0000081

HkV[kksyk 910 130.00 7.00 0.0000211

foulj 483 111.00 4.35 0.0000088

[kk[kj 1067 161.00 6.63 0.0000250

fleL;kjh 509 156.00 3.26 0.0000140

,sjkMh 108 26.00 4.15 0.0000065

cejkMh 696 168.00 4.14 0.0000180

FkdykM 508 310.00 1.64 0.0000180

Qvxyh 587 122.00 4.81 0.0000146

ex:igjh 665 98.00 6.79 0.0000155

fotksjh>ky 858 153.00 5.61 0.0000207

lsYVk 483 121.00 3.99 0.0000090

mMyxkao 580 110.00 5.27 0.0000142

[kcMksyh 508 108.00 4.70 0.0000127

vks[kylks 654 132.00 4.95 0.0000162

cgqyh 586 180.00 3.26 0.0000161

uSy 362 116.00 3.12 0.0000089

ysVh 441 119.00 3.71 0.0000090

DoSjkyh 480 136.00 3.53 0.0000094

L;wuh 327 132.00 2.48 0.0000093

verkSMk 405 156.00 2.60 0.0000099

veljdksV 766 163.00 4.70 0.0000192

tkSydk.Ms 633 102.00 6.21 0.0000150

|kx.k 618 162.00 3.81 0.0000163

[kksyh 776 156.00 4.97 0.0000192

eft;k[ksr 1973 182.00 10.84 0.0000432

fouokyfrokjh 820 192.00 4.27 0.0000210

dBk;rckMk 3001 192.00 15.63 0.0000634

vkjs 656 188.00 3.49 0.0000177

iUnzgikyh 714 178.00 4.01 0.0000186

vulkS 1169 182.00 6.42 0.0000275

e.Mylsjk 3455 398.00 8.68 0.0000777

xksfxukikuh 559 148.00 3.78 0.0000148



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
eudksV 619 192.00 3.22 0.0000171

iUrDoSjkyh 328 162.00 2.02 0.0000101

QYVfu;ka 691 212.00 3.26 0.0000190

cqM?kquk 613 212.00 2.89 0.0000175

uk?kjlkgw 425 112.00 3.79 0.0000088

xSjkM 413 126.00 3.28 0.0000092

oyuk 284 136.00 2.09 0.0000094

nsoypkSjk 534 118.00 4.53 0.0000135

f?kjkSyh 629 162.00 3.88 0.0000165

HkkVuhdksV 461 153.00 3.01 0.0000099

[kqYnkSMh 414 172.00 2.41 0.0000104

rqisM 355 182.00 1.95 0.0000106

fpMx 402 173.00 2.32 0.0000104

xktyh 348 193.00 1.80 0.0000109

d:yh 421 173.00 2.43 0.0000104

HkS:pkScV~Vk 690 123.00 5.61 0.0000167

[kqukSyh 802 168.00 4.77 0.0000200

XokMfHkydksV 335 162.00 2.07 0.0000101

Mqxjh 374 120.00 3.12 0.0000090

pkSjk 1140 183.00 6.23 0.0000270

>MdksV 1236 210.00 5.89 0.0000296

[kksfy;kxkao 470 148.00 3.18 0.0000097

<IVh 967 182.00 5.31 0.0000236

cklrksyh 420 187.00 2.25 0.0000108

iMkbZ 348 126.00 2.76 0.0000092

iyk;u 557 189.00 2.95 0.0000158

lqfUny 307 162.00 1.90 0.0000101

ukSxkao 399 136.00 2.93 0.0000094

tquk;y 519 142.00 3.65 0.0000138

emmfM;kj 749 169.00 4.43 0.0000190

xMsjk 578 183.00 3.16 0.0000161

District Chamoli

Block Karn prayag

mRrjks 530 59.09 8.97 0.0000199

meV~Vk 289 141.24 2.05 0.0000137

mejkdksV cSMk.kw 385 159.86 2.41 0.0000141

,s.M 368 169.85 2.17 0.0000144

,sjokMh 575 494.14 1.16 0.0000314

d.Mkjk 680 136.79 4.97 0.0000269

dk.Mk eS[kqjk 810 369.45 2.19 0.0000368

du[kqy rYyk 648 242.01 2.68 0.0000282

du[kqy eYyk 330 85.80 3.85 0.0000125

duksV 549 258.60 2.12 0.0000251

desM+k 484 212.87 2.27 0.0000153

dY;kMh 412 136.04 3.03 0.0000136



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
d.Mkjk 484 129.09 3.75 0.0000134

dkys'oj 513 183.33 2.80 0.0000221

fdeksyh 717 169.17 4.24 0.0000290

dqusFk 428 191.89 2.23 0.0000149

ukSlkjh ¼cjeksyh½ 241 142.45 1.69 0.0000137

dksVh 688 414.23 1.66 0.0000335

dksYlksa 298 165.52 1.80 0.0000143

dksyk Mqaxzh 276 146.08 1.89 0.0000138

[kMxksyh 461 99.56 4.63 0.0000128

[kR;kM+h 455 136.38 3.34 0.0000136

[kjlbZ 508 113.32 4.48 0.0000204

xuksyh 690 307.80 2.24 0.0000312

xcuh 249 32.33 7.70 0.0000113

xSFkh 482 142.56 3.38 0.0000138

?krwMk 275 78.51 3.50 0.0000123

?kf.M;ky 531 162.28 3.27 0.0000223

pekyh 238 190.21 1.25 0.0000148

peksyk 319 240.40 1.33 0.0000160

pwyk 325 88.63 3.67 0.0000125

pwykdksV 413 217.12 1.90 0.0000154

pkSdh 515 167.56 3.07 0.0000219

pkS.Myh 442 164.72 2.68 0.0000143

Nrksyh 425 74.40 5.71 0.0000122

tk[k 947 432.72 2.19 0.0000430

t;d.Mh ¼c.klksyh½ 295 220.15 1.34 0.0000155

tL;kjk 534 125.86 4.24 0.0000216

f>jdksVh 374 102.39 3.65 0.0000128

<eMek 875 213.05 4.11 0.0000355

fMej 1135 548.98 2.07 0.0000522

Mwxjh tliqj 565 163.09 3.46 0.0000235

rsQuk 537 79.32 6.77 0.0000206

rksi 621 183.73 3.38 0.0000259

/kubZ rksyh 549 122.63 4.48 0.0000220

Fkkiyh 439 233.91 1.88 0.0000158

fFkjikd 512 128.29 3.99 0.0000209

nqXYokyh 252 91.06 2.77 0.0000126

nqok 732 43.51 16.82 0.0000267

nsoy 458 135.86 3.37 0.0000136

/kkjdksV 547 154.11 3.55 0.0000227

fn;kjdksV 641 76.04 8.43 0.0000242

ukdksV 373 221.56 1.68 0.0000155

uS.kh 351 156.22 2.25 0.0000141

ukSVh 735 199.50 3.68 0.0000303

iqfM;k.kh 589 168.76 3.49 0.0000245

cxksyh 625 124.63 5.01 0.0000247



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
c.xkao 541 147.33 3.67 0.0000223

cjrksyh 360 182.53 1.97 0.0000147

clDokyh 469 276.81 1.69 0.0000168

ckarksyh 347 61.99 5.60 0.0000119

ckSyk 292 112.85 2.59 0.0000131

cSuksyh 814 214.09 3.80 0.0000334

c.klksyh 348 137.59 2.53 0.0000136

HkVksyh 266 164.31 1.62 0.0000142

Hkxjksyh 454 128.70 3.53 0.0000134

eT;kMh 993 224.57 4.42 0.0000399

HkVksyh 441 97.53 4.52 0.0000127

efV;ky 263 205.03 1.28 0.0000152

jrwMk 494 253.34 1.95 0.0000163

yaxklw 462 106.84 4.32 0.0000129

LoZdk 192 182.94 1.05 0.0000147

lfY;k.kk eYyk 151 118.58 1.27 0.0000132

flnksyh 284 36.02 7.88 0.0000113

flUnzok.kh 250 127.48 1.96 0.0000134

fljt 709 146.10 4.85 0.0000282

flayxh 581 131.13 4.43 0.0000233

lhjh 300 94.70 3.17 0.0000127

lq[krksyh 611 258.61 2.36 0.0000273

lq.kbZ 187 57.47 3.25 0.0000118

lqukd 620 317.52 1.95 0.0000289

lqukyh 780 203.97 3.82 0.0000320

lse 581 211.25 2.75 0.0000252

lsjkxkM 364 553.31 0.66 0.0000231

lsuw 395 107.65 3.67 0.0000130

lksuyk 527 179.20 2.94 0.0000225

District Chamoli

Block Joshimath

mxZe 1488 227.99 6.53 0.0001390

dykxksV 363 413.18 0.88 0.0000292

dSyk'kiqj 289 7557.12 0.04 0.0000523

fdek.kh 384 504.60 0.76 0.0000295

djNh ¼jsxMh½ 557 908.98 0.61 0.0000547

djNksa 391 376.15 1.04 0.0000291

dks"kk 194 2062.55 0.09 0.0000345

¼[khjksa½ ykecxM+ 1047 12669.64 0.08 0.0001383

x.kkbZ 662 902.36 0.73 0.0000644

xe'kkyh 147 1169.74 0.13 0.0000317

xqykcdksVh 348 367.95 0.95 0.0000291

pkbZ 527 509.15 1.04 0.0000506

t[kksyk 526 1094.64 0.48 0.0000524

tsye 413 15695.13 0.03 0.0000787



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Vax.kheYyh 325 374.34 0.87 0.0000291

Vax.khrYyh 251 429.40 0.58 0.0000293

Mwed 284 569.35 0.50 0.0000297

<kd 680 890.61 0.76 0.0000661

riksou 794 574.56 1.38 0.0000756

rksyek 306 890.96 0.34 0.0000308

FksSax 687 947.59 0.72 0.0000669

}hxriks.k 271 591.12 0.46 0.0000298

nzks.kkfxjh 180 29112.19 0.01 0.0001221

uhfr 98 40933.95 0.00 0.0001604

ixuks 431 415.65 1.04 0.0000292

ik[kh 1016 1024.91 0.99 0.0000977

ik.Mwds'oj 1334 526.10 2.54 0.0001256

iSuh 425 676.13 0.63 0.0000301

iks[kuh 413 873.21 0.47 0.0000307

Qjfd;k 274 2216.55 0.12 0.0000350

ckEik 74 1353.29 0.05 0.0000323

cMxkao 975 932.71 1.05 0.0000936

HkdhZ 463 761.79 0.61 0.0000303

Hkykxkao 368 528.18 0.70 0.0000296

HkX;wy 387 5381.74 0.07 0.0000453

H;wMkj 338 208.60 1.62 0.0000285

esjx 420 490.36 0.86 0.0000295

eykjh 434 25779.50 0.02 0.0001113

ek.kk 594 424.92 1.40 0.0000566

eksYVk 390 950.99 0.41 0.0000310

fjxah 278 2266.53 0.12 0.0000352

jS.kh 549 2853.57 0.19 0.0000602

yaxlh 362 363.99 0.99 0.0000291

ykrk 342 2380.95 0.14 0.0000356

Y;kjhFkS.kk 340 550.03 0.62 0.0000297

lywMMwxzk 1824 1134.14 1.61 0.0001731

lqHkkbZ 526 765.05 0.69 0.0000513

lsayx 545 779.03 0.70 0.0000532

gsayx 582 300.32 1.94 0.0000550

District Chamoli

Block Dasholi

bSjk.kh 576 219.35 2.63 0.0000213

dBwM 559 218.13 2.56 0.0000207

datkseSdksV 1049 270.15 3.88 0.0000362

dksatiksFkuh 752 658.45 1.14 0.0000351

[kYYkk 310 139.22 2.23 0.0000116

[kSkuqjh 1183 177.66 6.66 0.0000383

XokM+ 658 50.28 13.09 0.0000203

xMksjk 741 54.19 13.67 0.0000229



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
xkM+h 432 221.78 1.95 0.0000132

xksfye 371 138.81 2.67 0.0000116

xkS.kk 870 335.86 2.59 0.0000322

?kqMlky 573 192.63 2.97 0.0000206

pkrkSyh fd:yh 535 80.54 6.64 0.0000173

fNudk 1153 167.07 6.90 0.0000372

tSlky 190 73.25 2.59 0.0000103

Baxlk 372 147.71 2.52 0.0000117

Vss<k[kulky 317 105.22 3.01 0.0000109

Mwxzha 312 222.99 1.40 0.0000132

fnxksyh 441 218.75 2.02 0.0000131

nqehZ 527 156.62 3.36 0.0000186

nsoj [kMksjk 1358 822.76 1.65 0.0000561

nsoj 611 208.40 2.93 0.0000221

nsoj/kkj 829 313.24 2.65 0.0000305

nksxM+hdk.MbZ 530 205.59 2.58 0.0000196

/kkjdksV 373 139.22 2.68 0.0000116

futeqyk 433 83.77 5.17 0.0000105

uSy 701 390.44 1.80 0.0000283

ukSj[k ikiydksVh 1430 156.23 9.15 0.0000451

iysBh 1038 290.99 3.57 0.0000363

ik.kk 428 353.81 1.21 0.0000158

fiyaxa 787 125.86 6.25 0.0000256

iqjlkMh 293 164.70 1.78 0.0000121

ck<qyk 693 222.99 3.11 0.0000248

c.k}kjk 472 208.42 2.26 0.0000129

cfe;kyk 281 139.22 2.02 0.0000116

cNsj 1062 496.16 2.14 0.0000410

cse: 826 534.96 1.54 0.0000348

cSjkxuk 517 195.06 2.65 0.0000190

ckSayk 492 195.97 2.51 0.0000127

HkrX;kyk 360 257.44 1.40 0.0000139

e.My 434 123.84 3.50 0.0000113

etksBh 616 170.79 3.61 0.0000215

eklksa 609 150.15 4.06 0.0000209

eSBk.kk 891 313.64 2.84 0.0000324

jkaxrksyh 719 228.06 3.15 0.0000256

jksik 1010 372.73 2.71 0.0000370

jksik ¼lseMqxzk½ 580 105.69 5.49 0.0000191

jksyhXokM 416 76.49 5.44 0.0000103

Yoka 462 73.61 6.28 0.0000103

yklh 852 222.20 3.83 0.0000294

lykjrkSyh 519 306.97 1.69 0.0000213

ljrksyh 521 97.13 5.36 0.0000172

fljksyh 607 531.86 1.14 0.0000283



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
lSdksV 748 141.97 5.27 0.0000248

lSath 927 215.88 4.29 0.0000315

lksuyk 788 163.90 4.81 0.0000264

L;qaM 303 300.69 1.01 0.0000147

gkV 339 204.37 1.66 0.0000128

District Chamoli

Block Ghaat

mLrksyh 1123 320.93 3.50 0.0000314

duksy 1219 359.38 3.39 0.0000342

dk.MkbZ 1238 174.01 7.11 0.0000318

dqetqax 833 278.73 2.99 0.0000239

dqjM+xwaB 621 30.35 20.46 0.0000151

[kquk.kk 695 83.77 8.30 0.0000177

x.Mklw 618 127.08 4.86 0.0000165

xqykMh 456 176.45 2.58 0.0000098

?kwuh 1291 357.76 3.61 0.0000359

pjcax 464 390.94 1.19 0.0000130

pkdk 403 123.84 3.25 0.0000090

tk[k.kh 754 690.42 1.09 0.0000283

vkyktks[kuk 476 295.16 1.61 0.0000116

/kekZdq.Mh 704 310.41 2.27 0.0000213

ukjaxh 354 105.63 3.35 0.0000087

ukxcxM+ ¼Qj[ksr½ 673 99.15 6.79 0.0000174

uS.khpksiM+k dksV 305 649.31 0.47 0.0000170

ixuk 1257 159.05 7.90 0.0000321

iMsjxkWo 529 420.49 1.26 0.0000189

isjh 981 438.29 2.24 0.0000298

Qkyh 990 165.93 5.97 0.0000259

cukykukSuk 431 95.19 4.53 0.0000085

ckatcxM+ 804 302.82 2.66 0.0000236

fctkj 335 133.53 2.51 0.0000091

cwjk 939 475.12 1.98 0.0000294

cSjksa 456 36.85 12.37 0.0000076

HksVh 1387 237.11 5.85 0.0000363

Hksj.kh 423 193.69 2.18 0.0000100

eVbZ 1618 424.53 3.81 0.0000446

eFkdksV 649 205.18 3.16 0.0000184

ek.k[kh 337 65.97 5.11 0.0000081

eks[k rYyk 860 380.00 2.26 0.0000261

eks[k eYyk 612 213.08 2.87 0.0000177

jke.kh 971 495.35 1.96 0.0000304

jktcxVh 320 246.46 1.30 0.0000108

yka[kh 1451 528.54 2.75 0.0000423

yqxrjk 897 327.40 2.74 0.0000261

Yok.kh 765 317.28 2.41 0.0000229
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oknqd 540 550.41 0.98 0.0000211

ld.M 474 304.34 1.56 0.0000117

ljik.kh 502 147.72 3.40 0.0000141

lqax 279 165.52 1.69 0.0000096

lqrksy 521 415.22 1.25 0.0000186

lsek 470 193.45 2.43 0.0000100

lSarh 460 123.84 3.71 0.0000090

L;kjh caxkyh 1101 34.62 31.80 0.0000265

District Chamoli

Block Pokhari

vkyh 624 152.57 4.09 0.0000204

mRrjksaa 729 192.64 3.78 0.0000242

,sjkl 318 129.50 2.46 0.0000111

dqtklw 530 196.20 2.70 0.0000188

fdeksBk 353 96.08 3.67 0.0000103

dk.MkbZ 424 221.70 1.91 0.0000132

dk.MkbZ 262 221.70 1.18 0.0000132

dk.MkbZ [kksyk 316 106.43 2.97 0.0000106

dylhj 605 129.91 4.66 0.0000194

djNwuk 530 116.96 4.53 0.0000171

DohaBh 764 282.18 2.71 0.0000272

[kky 414 143.15 2.89 0.0000114

[kyctssBk 303 41.48 7.30 0.0000091

[kUuh 480 114.53 4.19 0.0000107

xkasnhfxZokyk 544 177.66 3.06 0.0000188

xqfu;kyk 503 119.39 4.21 0.0000164

xqMe 517 208.83 2.48 0.0000188

fxjlh 471 177.55 2.65 0.0000122

pkS.Mh 312 40.47 7.71 0.0000091

tkSjklh 588 89.34 6.58 0.0000180

ftyklw 462 87.42 5.28 0.0000101

f>yksVh 420 197.98 2.12 0.0000126

Mqxj 490 257.38 1.90 0.0000140

<ked 379 218.02 1.74 0.0000131

req.Mh 296 69.61 4.25 0.0000097

rkyhdUlkjh 339 66.37 5.11 0.0000097

rkS.kth 543 207.97 2.61 0.0000195

FkkykcSaM 465 68.81 6.76 0.0000097

nsoLFkku 262 107.37 2.44 0.0000106

nsojoyk 615 103.63 5.93 0.0000191

uSSy,sFkk 303 200.83 1.51 0.0000127

uSy 574 144.48 3.97 0.0000189

ukSyh 301 194.48 1.55 0.0000125

iks[kjh 1417 17.06 83.06 0.0000390

iko 224 22.14 10.12 0.0000087
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iS.kh 245 62.73 3.91 0.0000096

ikVh 396 111.69 3.55 0.0000107

iksxBk 538 121.53 4.43 0.0000174

caxFky 515 257.79 2.00 0.0000198

ce.kFkkyk 350 233.51 1.50 0.0000134

ceksFk 785 68.36 11.48 0.0000229

fcux< 579 137.19 4.22 0.0000189

ch.kk 445 118.90 3.74 0.0000108

fo'kky 691 201.14 3.44 0.0000233

fojl.klsjk 247 77.95 3.17 0.0000099

HknwM+k 178 74.06 2.40 0.0000098

fHkdkssuk 506 192.23 2.63 0.0000181

elksyh 828 242.01 3.42 0.0000280

eT;kMh 330 132.77 2.49 0.0000112

jMqok 726 149.34 4.86 0.0000231

jkuksa 658 257.79 2.55 0.0000237

jkSrk 827 182.52 4.53 0.0000266

oYyh 861 140.93 6.11 0.0000266

fle[kksyh 308 46.73 6.59 0.0000092

fluksa 571 173.62 3.29 0.0000195

fluksa iyk 269 89.41 3.01 0.0000102

lj.kkpkbZ 883 250.57 3.52 0.0000297

lkSMeaxjk 430 68.39 6.29 0.0000097

lse 644 65.16 9.88 0.0000190

lwxh 468 114.53 4.09 0.0000107

ljeksyk 371 142.45 2.60 0.0000114

leh 913 188.59 4.84 0.0000291

lyuk 870 253.75 3.43 0.0000294

fljx< 347 162.69 2.13 0.0000118

lsjk 223 132.77 1.68 0.0000112

fleyklw 215 72.42 2.97 0.0000098

lj.kk 411 123.03 3.34 0.0000109

flokbZ 875 221.70 3.95 0.0000288

lfV;kuk 187 66.11 2.83 0.0000097

gfj'kadj 451 153.82 2.93 0.0000116

f='kqy 619 181.31 3.41 0.0000209

District Chamoli

Block Gairsain

vUnzik 919 227.85 4.03 0.0000310

vkxj 1048 228.24 4.59 0.0000347

vklkSa ¼vkykeT;kM+h½ 826 328.06 2.52 0.0000305

,jksyh 320 68.39 4.68 0.0000100

dQyksMh 649 27.75 23.39 0.0000191

d.Mkjh[kksM 791 89.03 8.88 0.0000244

dypq.Mk 410 103.20 3.97 0.0000107



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
dY;k.khryh 605 132.23 4.58 0.0000200

dkyhekVh 634 203.46 3.12 0.0000224

dkalqok 666 594.67 1.12 0.0000316

fdjlky 974 696.67 1.40 0.0000425

dq.k[ksr 340 59.90 5.68 0.0000098

dwuhxkMeyh 613 169.57 3.62 0.0000211

dq'kjkuh 862 252.96 3.41 0.0000299

dkssV 772 64.75 11.92 0.0000234

dksVk 744 247.68 3.00 0.0000265

dks;y[k 630 337.10 1.87 0.0000251

dksyk.kh 551 158.21 3.48 0.0000191

[kky mQZ dqe[kksyh 411 161.59 2.54 0.0000120

[ksr 729 103.20 7.06 0.0000230

[ksrh 670 671.04 1.00 0.0000333

XokM+ 469 49.37 9.50 0.0000096

xkaoyh 376 62.33 6.03 0.0000099

xSjlSa.k 2347 202.34 11.60 0.0000712

xksxukeyk 469 230.68 2.03 0.0000134

xkSy 832 257.38 3.23 0.0000292

?kf.;ky 370 192.48 1.92 0.0000126

?kf.M;ky eyk 753 152.46 4.94 0.0000247

pksjMk 385 75.68 5.09 0.0000102

fNeVk 401 311.62 1.29 0.0000152

t[ksV 384 133.55 2.88 0.0000114

tkypkSjeyh 389 79.73 4.88 0.0000102

>qek[ksr 501 63.78 7.86 0.0000156

>qek[ksr mrjh 417 95.11 4.38 0.0000106

VsVq.kk 556 87.42 6.36 0.0000177

<edj 627 121.02 5.18 0.0000204

Mqxzzh 611 107.87 5.66 0.0000197

fnok/kkj 844 86.60 9.75 0.0000259

noiqjh 1174 194.66 6.03 0.0000376

/kkjxSM 498 70.83 7.03 0.0000100

uxyh 170 102.61 1.66 0.0000107

uSy 700 115.74 6.05 0.0000224

uS.kh 386 61.11 6.32 0.0000098

I;wjk 593 379.20 1.56 0.0000249

iapkyh 911 325.66 2.80 0.0000329

it;k.kk 541 276.81 1.95 0.0000213

ijokMh 620 117.08 5.30 0.0000201

fi.Mokyh 1025 572.25 1.79 0.0000413

iquxkao 317 109.29 2.90 0.0000109

Qjd.Ms 1002 394.58 2.54 0.0000369

cNqckok.k 764 88.63 8.62 0.0000236

cft;kMh 484 104.41 4.64 0.0000108
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cMsFk 588 558.69 1.05 0.0000286

fclkS.kkk 392 166.73 2.35 0.0000121

chuk 774 251.72 3.07 0.0000274

cwxk 328 202.35 1.62 0.0000128

csuhrky ¼vkfncnzh½ 641 709.31 0.90 0.0000333

cSMhryh 411 211.28 1.95 0.0000130

HkVXokMh 431 157.19 2.74 0.0000119

Hk.Mkjh[kkSM 646 230.68 2.80 0.0000233

HkYlksSa 843 255.37 3.30 0.0000294

eT;kMh eyh 559 274.39 2.04 0.0000217

eFkdksV 836 375.16 2.23 0.0000318

ejksMk 1393 192.21 7.25 0.0000438

eysBh 840 207.78 4.04 0.0000283

ekybZ 505 179.28 2.82 0.0000182

ekydksV 895 18.05 49.58 0.0000259

ekylh 724 179.28 4.04 0.0000244

eSgypkSSjh 1277 233.37 5.47 0.0000413

eS[kksyh 852 274.39 3.11 0.0000301

jkeMkeyk 875 655.61 1.33 0.0000388

fj[kksyh 316 179.74 1.76 0.0000124

jksfgMk 1343 432.22 3.11 0.0000474

y[ksMh 879 470.95 1.87 0.0000350

ykecxM 709 176.68 4.01 0.0000239

L;w.khryh 314 53.68 5.85 0.0000097

L;w.kheyh 425 48.56 8.75 0.0000096

lfY;k.kk 718 210.44 3.41 0.0000249

lkjdksV 1048 324.26 3.23 0.0000367

fljk.kk 422 313.24 1.35 0.0000152

yaxVkbZ ¼flyikVk½ 692 306.74 2.26 0.0000262

lqesjiqj 316 124.46 2.54 0.0000112

lksfu;k.kk 584 134.13 4.35 0.0000195

f'kyaxk 1199 184.20 6.51 0.0000381

f'kykaxh 952 221.78 4.29 0.0000318

gjx< 835 255.37 3.27 0.0000292

District Chamoli

Block Tharali

dk[kM+k 298 77.78 3.83 0.0000088

dSbisVh 711 455.65 1.56 0.0000277

fdeuh 310 30.67 10.11 0.0000075

dwuh 821 158.43 5.18 0.0000226

dqjkM 1047 232.41 4.50 0.0000296

dksBk 219 55.60 3.94 0.0000082

dkyiqMh 400 130.48 3.07 0.0000101

Xokyne 3070 257.16 11.94 0.0000758

xqMe 345 27.27 12.65 0.0000075



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
xS:M 378 135.46 2.79 0.0000102

xksfBUMk 338 41.60 8.13 0.0000078

fpfMxkryk 312 118.79 2.63 0.0000098

fpfMxkeyk 543 99.18 5.47 0.0000148

pSiMksa 719 85.63 8.40 0.0000184

pkS.Mk 624 97.71 6.39 0.0000166

tkSyk cqMtksyk 685 122.56 5.59 0.0000186

Mqxzh 827 181.24 4.56 0.0000233

ryckMh [kkylk 500 187.61 2.67 0.0000116

ryckMh LVsV 1138 240.16 4.74 0.0000318

rqxs'oj 1131 147.40 7.67 0.0000293

Fkjkyh 1789 17.25 103.71 0.0000407

Fkkyk 562 208.01 2.70 0.0000180

nqxk[kksyh 448 131.38 3.41 0.0000101

nsoyXokM 358 96.16 3.72 0.0000092

nsoydksV 566 170.74 3.31 0.0000171

nsojkMk 1367 221.81 6.16 0.0000365

uk[kksyh 217 31.81 6.82 0.0000076

iSBk.kh 408 244.15 1.67 0.0000130

isSux< 359 118.53 3.03 0.0000098

ousyk 442 183.48 2.41 0.0000115

cwaxk 894 163.64 5.46 0.0000243

cqjlksy 575 178.32 3.22 0.0000175

cSuksyh 395 53.93 7.32 0.0000081

HkSVk 789 29.46 26.78 0.0000185

eky 726 125.25 5.80 0.0000196

eSu 537 134.40 4.00 0.0000156

jrxkao 1521 431.27 3.53 0.0000454

:bZlk.kk 1331 185.93 7.16 0.0000348

jSxkao 243 102.83 2.36 0.0000094

yksYVh 1082 165.93 6.52 0.0000286

l.kdksV 829 263.93 3.14 0.0000255

lquyk 230 70.24 3.27 0.0000086

lqukÅ 316 132.57 2.38 0.0000102

lqukÅ eyk 478 154.01 3.10 0.0000107

fleyh 861 317.02 2.72 0.0000276

flykSMh 501 138.58 3.62 0.0000149

lsjk fot;iqj 569 56.43 10.08 0.0000143

lksuk 394 68.39 5.76 0.0000085

f=dksV 296 50.16 5.90 0.0000080

gfjuxj ¼ysVky½ 349 19.26 18.12 0.0000073

District Chamoli

Blocl Deval

vB~Bw 163 140.58 1.16 0.0000115

myaxzk 487 139.58 3.49 0.0000115
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Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
vksMj 636 38.09 16.70 0.0000189

dk.MbZ 624 251.58 2.48 0.0000231

dSy 323 68.13 4.74 0.0000100

dksVh 352 92.75 3.80 0.0000105

dksVsMk 486 1856.52 0.26 0.0000484

dqfyax 255 601.93 0.42 0.0000215

?ksl 859 181.62 4.73 0.0000283

pksfVx 523 267.71 1.95 0.0000206

pkSM 509 215.91 2.36 0.0000191

>fy;ka 52 18.43 2.82 0.0000089

rksrha 324 102.05 3.17 0.0000107

rktiqj 274 60.26 4.55 0.0000098

nsolkjh 711 144.42 4.92 0.0000233

nsoky ¼lsy[kksyk½ 1307 119.00 10.98 0.0000397

/kjkryk 318 63.79 4.99 0.0000099

uy/kwjk 415 180.93 2.29 0.0000124

ineyk 537 101.47 5.29 0.0000174

iyojk 553 34.55 16.01 0.0000165

fiukm 90 144.86 0.62 0.0000116

iq.kk 600 130.44 4.60 0.0000198

QfYn;kxkoa 390 80.36 4.85 0.0000102

cyk.k 624 227.09 2.75 0.0000226

okad 647 339.47 1.91 0.0000257

ckuqMh 459 206.92 2.22 0.0000130

csjk/kkj 467 106.00 4.41 0.0000108

ekuerh 1200 228.73 5.25 0.0000390

lqUnksyh 872 382.26 2.28 0.0000330

esy[ksr 254 54.84 4.63 0.0000097

esyfHk.Mk 265 42.25 6.27 0.0000094

eksikVk 331 70.06 4.72 0.0000100

jkeiqj 219 91.49 2.39 0.0000105

fyxMh 505 133.33 3.79 0.0000172

yksljh 377 225.26 1.67 0.0000134

Yok.kh 591 326.39 1.81 0.0000238

ok.k 1286 601.93 2.14 0.0000495

ljdksV 6368 201.39 31.62 0.0001852

lokM 1156 230.95 5.01 0.0000378

lq;k 852 342.12 2.49 0.0000316

gjey 294 193.21 1.52 0.0000127

gjuh 434 24.47 17.74 0.0000090

gkBdY;k.kh 602 224.14 2.69 0.0000219

fgeuh 519 194.70 2.67 0.0000189

District Chamoli

Block Narayan Bagar

vlsM 493 114.32 4.31 0.0000100



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
vaxksB 491 157.70 3.11 0.0000109

vkydksV 327 136.13 2.40 0.0000104

d.Mokyxkao 393 132.71 2.96 0.0000104

ddksyh 370 192.01 1.93 0.0000116

fdeksyh 1176 310.82 3.78 0.0000365

dsojeyk 1239 123.84 10.00 0.0000343

dksByh 584 122.95 4.75 0.0000175

dQkjrhj 242 152.11 1.59 0.0000108

dqylkjh 654 131.99 4.95 0.0000194

dElksyk ¼ukSxkao½ 304 73.59 4.13 0.0000092

dksc 1257 227.92 5.52 0.0000369

dksV 241 62.03 3.89 0.0000090

[kuksyh 649 386.78 1.68 0.0000245

xSjckje 317 133.20 2.38 0.0000104

xMfljk 519 171.57 3.03 0.0000168

pksirk 810 151.08 5.36 0.0000238

fpj[kwu 365 78.13 4.67 0.0000093

NsdqMk 522 179.40 2.91 0.0000170

tqusj 521 155.36 3.35 0.0000165

tk[kdMkdksV 513 173.96 2.95 0.0000167

tcjdksV 198 35.54 5.57 0.0000084

tk[kikV;waa 286 87.26 3.28 0.0000095

f>>kS.kh 999 253.56 3.94 0.0000308

<kyw 311 211.16 1.47 0.0000120

Mqxzh 1077 491.07 2.19 0.0000376

Mkaxrksyh 541 242.11 2.23 0.0000188

R;wyk 352 65.59 5.37 0.0000090

/kkjcje 485 207.12 2.34 0.0000119

ukjk;.kcxM 887 171.58 5.17 0.0000262

uS.kh 381 282.38 1.35 0.0000134

ukirksy 597 258.90 2.31 0.0000206

fuykMh 348 178.27 1.95 0.0000113

uyxkao 680 116.52 5.84 0.0000198

ikyhNquh 605 178.58 3.39 0.0000191

ikLrksyh 441 99.91 4.41 0.0000097

csMyk 402 94.49 4.25 0.0000096

fouk;d 587 122.24 4.80 0.0000175

cSuksyh 558 58.92 9.47 0.0000155

cTokM 146 64.45 2.27 0.0000090

cwxk 446 199.50 2.24 0.0000117

cfe;kyk 349 324.58 1.08 0.0000143

HkfV;k.kk 463 133.20 3.48 0.0000104

HkxksVk 305 337.15 0.90 0.0000145

HkfV;k.kk 486 69.72 6.97 0.0000091

HkxkSrh 430 105.15 4.09 0.0000098
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Divisible Pool 
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HkwyDok.kh XokM 129 39.76 3.24 0.0000085

eh.kk 426 101.85 4.18 0.0000098

euksMk 272 24.57 11.07 0.0000082

ejksMk 561 156.11 3.59 0.0000175

eSVk eyk 521 149.55 3.48 0.0000164

eky 678 65.89 10.29 0.0000187

eSnwuh 337 103.81 3.25 0.0000098

ehx 419 86.13 4.86 0.0000094

fjfB;keyk 328 81.46 4.03 0.0000093

jSl 589 20.41 28.86 0.0000155

yksnyk 517 193.73 2.67 0.0000172

lquch 272 43.45 6.26 0.0000086

lhjh 164 54.25 3.02 0.0000088

gjeuhryh 643 190.96 3.37 0.0000204

gjeuheyh 506 143.33 3.53 0.0000159

gWldksVh 512 216.48 2.37 0.0000175

District Champawat

Block Lohaghat

dypkSMk 540 194.33 2.78 0.0000098

deysMh 463 237.71 1.95 0.0000064

dyhxkao 1165 123.07 9.47 0.0000189

dk;y 493 142.01 3.47 0.0000057

fderksyh 805 397.89 2.02 0.0000153

dqukMh 442 331.46 1.33 0.0000070

dkssV 386 212.59 1.82 0.0000062

dksVyk 371 163.25 2.27 0.0000058

dks;kVh 342 230.88 1.48 0.0000063

dksyh<sd 1007 182.03 5.53 0.0000169

[krsMk eYyk 612 301.59 2.03 0.0000116

[kk;dksV eYyk 512 462.90 1.11 0.0000113

[kwukcksjk 775 419.63 1.85 0.0000150

[kSldk.Ms 375 183.59 2.04 0.0000060

xqMeakxy 267 199.00 1.34 0.0000061

xqjsyh 597 510.21 1.17 0.0000129

xaxukSyk 389 265.21 1.47 0.0000066

pkSMyk 478 357.32 1.34 0.0000072

pkSMhjk; 563 47.39 11.88 0.0000091

Nrksyh 661 180.44 3.66 0.0000115

tk[kft.Mh 896 337.74 2.65 0.0000163

Vqudk.Ms 658 324.29 2.03 0.0000125

BkaVk 717 296.61 2.42 0.0000132

MqeMksbZ 305 168.72 1.81 0.0000059

Mqxjh 679 297.56 2.28 0.0000127

MqxjhQR;kZy 566 442.08 1.28 0.0000119

Mqxjkcksjk 601 670.45 0.90 0.0000141
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MqxjkysVh 777 542.71 1.43 0.0000159

Mslyh 538 254.93 2.11 0.0000102

<ksjtk 443 267.90 1.65 0.0000066

Fkqokekjk 665 630.65 1.05 0.0000148

ul[kksyk 259 140.98 1.84 0.0000057

ukdksV 444 152.01 2.92 0.0000057

ukdksV[kksfy;k 295 134.06 2.20 0.0000056

fufMy 448 504.05 0.89 0.0000083

iÅ 1247 356.41 3.50 0.0000219

ikVuikVuh 3651 1441.43 2.53 0.0000669

ikle 645 436.32 1.48 0.0000131

iqYyk 479 209.06 2.29 0.0000062

QksrhZ 1121 625.42 1.79 0.0000219

cldquh 925 463.10 2.00 0.0000177

cykbZ 404 377.13 1.07 0.0000074

cxksVh 636 444.17 1.43 0.0000130

clku 309 362.87 0.85 0.0000073

cansyk<sd 582 286.04 2.03 0.0000111

ckadw 462 230.97 2.00 0.0000063

fcfcy 876 304.45 2.88 0.0000158

fc.Mkfrokjh 605 197.21 3.07 0.0000108

HkqeykbZ 249 197.87 1.26 0.0000061

etihiy 595 397.66 1.50 0.0000121

e>sMk 183 256.72 0.71 0.0000065

eMpekj 462 354.21 1.30 0.0000072

eMydik.Ms 377 109.48 3.44 0.0000054

efV;kuh 774 278.82 2.78 0.0000140

e<qok 506 241.73 2.09 0.0000096

eaxksyh 605 463.39 1.31 0.0000127

ekuk<qaxk 387 331.65 1.17 0.0000070

eksR;wjkt 941 325.78 2.89 0.0000169

ekSMk 464 136.01 3.41 0.0000056

jk;dksVdqaoj 870 319.51 2.72 0.0000158

f'kfyax 1743 611.15 2.85 0.0000314

lwYyk 367 204.67 1.79 0.0000061

lsyiSMw 756 373.64 2.02 0.0000144

District Champawat

Block Barakot

vkxj 600 220.35 2.72 0.0000144

bZtMk 278 205.15 1.36 0.0000080

dkdMh 353 149.07 2.37 0.0000075

dkdM[krsMh 801 319.32 2.51 0.0000194

dkekT;wyk 540 67.31 8.02 0.0000118

dksBsjk 486 398.42 1.22 0.0000096

[kdksMk 487 419.31 1.16 0.0000098
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[kksyklqukj 318 117.87 2.70 0.0000073

xYykxkao 483 192.77 2.51 0.0000079

XohukMk 398 166.90 2.38 0.0000077

xqekSn 281 138.94 2.02 0.0000074

pejkSyh 419 387.48 1.08 0.0000095

P;wjkuh 328 255.16 1.29 0.0000084

pkeh 346 208.64 1.66 0.0000080

Nunk 683 215.87 3.16 0.0000161

NqykiSa 451 372.07 1.21 0.0000094

f>jdquh 271 224.24 1.21 0.0000081

<Vhxkao 457 166.15 2.75 0.0000077

rMkx 393 419.61 0.94 0.0000098

rMhxkao 712 265.75 2.68 0.0000171

rYyk cki: 618 373.24 1.66 0.0000160

n;kjrksyh 589 431.43 1.37 0.0000159

unsMk 582 354.20 1.64 0.0000151

iEnk 684 335.06 2.04 0.0000171

iMklkSlsjk 514 195.53 2.63 0.0000124

iqfu;ky 292 245.22 1.19 0.0000083

Qjrksyk 600 209.39 2.87 0.0000143

cUrksyh 464 283.32 1.64 0.0000086

ckjkdksV 1114 519.71 2.14 0.0000276

fcljkMh 713 479.15 1.49 0.0000189

cSMkvksM 444 144.54 3.07 0.0000075

cSMkcSMoky 733 355.68 2.06 0.0000183

ckSrMhe; xwB 466 79.30 5.88 0.0000069

eÅ 497 1228.03 0.40 0.0000165

eYyk cki: 630 205.98 3.06 0.0000149

fejrksyh 481 147.01 3.27 0.0000075

jkoyxkao 356 253.44 1.40 0.0000084

jS?kko 1013 698.30 1.45 0.0000270

jS?kkMh 715 253.81 2.82 0.0000171

yhnw 427 117.36 3.64 0.0000072

oYlksa 789 428.31 1.84 0.0000201

khy 424 246.05 1.72 0.0000083

lyku 388 330.54 1.17 0.0000090

flxnk 757 182.45 4.15 0.0000173

laxwj[kky 598 473.12 1.26 0.0000164

lqrsMk 550 282.03 1.95 0.0000138

District Champawat

Block Pati

vuZik 302 244.66 1.23 0.0000077

veksyh 465 178.76 2.60 0.0000071

btVVkMqaxjk 371 166.17 2.23 0.0000070

duokM 509 218.29 2.33 0.0000114
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djkSyh 442 302.27 1.46 0.0000081

dthuk 327 293.22 1.12 0.0000081

deys[k 1059 202.01 5.24 0.0000217

dkukdksV 850 636.61 1.34 0.0000212

dkuhdksV 834 395.57 2.11 0.0000190

fdekM 492 172.30 2.86 0.0000071

dqfy;kyxkao 587 472.09 1.24 0.0000149

dw.k 389 364.80 1.07 0.0000086

dksVuk 470 136.49 3.44 0.0000068

[kjgh 1064 358.79 2.97 0.0000231

[kqrsyh 313 156.91 1.99 0.0000070

xgrksMk 373 150.72 2.47 0.0000069

xM;wMk 481 254.61 1.89 0.0000077

xjlkMh 437 231.08 1.89 0.0000075

xokbZ 423 105.52 4.01 0.0000065

xkxj 937 655.44 1.43 0.0000230

xwe 438 121.48 3.61 0.0000067

xks'kuh 1824 559.57 3.26 0.0000391

xksyMkMk 620 431.11 1.44 0.0000152

pfYFk;k 615 243.34 2.53 0.0000136

fpyfu;ka 474 327.09 1.45 0.0000083

pkSMkdksV 800 332.08 2.41 0.0000178

pkSMkxwaB 947 377.56 2.51 0.0000210

pkSMkfirk 1270 532.83 2.38 0.0000284

pkSMklkSu 275 196.17 1.40 0.0000073

tudk.Ms 905 158.51 5.71 0.0000184

tkSykMh 697 220.50 3.16 0.0000150

>qMsyh 518 413.10 1.25 0.0000131

VkaMeYyk 335 217.03 1.54 0.0000074

MqxjkdksV 333 128.38 2.59 0.0000067

<jkSt 351 192.58 1.82 0.0000072

riuhiky 460 350.16 1.31 0.0000085

R;kjlkSa 467 192.16 2.43 0.0000072

freykxwaB 355 167.80 2.12 0.0000070

FkqokekSuh 377 134.88 2.80 0.0000068

nsoh/kwjk 691 103.08 6.70 0.0000139

/kjlkSa 341 139.94 2.44 0.0000068

fuykSVh 485 356.76 1.36 0.0000086

iVuxkao 908 480.14 1.89 0.0000211

ijsok 716 739.25 0.97 0.0000195

ikVh 1265 199.33 6.35 0.0000256

ihiy<hax 310 156.06 1.99 0.0000069

iqukSyh 436 243.21 1.79 0.0000076

cukSyh 441 132.59 3.33 0.0000068

ckykrMh 791 415.88 1.90 0.0000183
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ckalcLokMh 690 218.59 3.16 0.0000148

fcxjkdksV 412 440.71 0.93 0.0000092

fcuokyxkao 422 482.46 0.87 0.0000096

fHkaxjkMk 551 131.20 4.20 0.0000115

HkqEokMh 437 237.40 1.84 0.0000076

HkSal[kZ 459 344.41 1.33 0.0000085

efN;kM 768 342.74 2.24 0.0000173

euVk.Ms 429 242.50 1.77 0.0000076

eaxyys[k 643 572.99 1.12 0.0000168

ekjkxkao 628 558.87 1.12 0.0000164

ekujrYyk 599 264.08 2.27 0.0000135

ewykdksV 1241 564.16 2.20 0.0000281

ekSudk.Mk 1126 945.18 1.19 0.0000290

ekSyuktk[k 274 155.97 1.76 0.0000069

jed 717 1015.20 0.71 0.0000218

fj[kksyh 571 490.15 1.16 0.0000148

jkSyesy 726 434.00 1.67 0.0000173

yMh 447 284.14 1.57 0.0000080

okjlh 222 299.86 0.74 0.0000081

okfyd 451 211.65 2.13 0.0000074

fojksyh 248 74.10 3.35 0.0000063

ldnsuk 710 392.05 1.81 0.0000166

lky 484 248.12 1.95 0.0000077

lkaxks 532 269.43 1.97 0.0000123

flC;ksyh 390 236.09 1.65 0.0000076

fljrksyh 363 184.00 1.97 0.0000072

fljeksyh 405 236.22 1.71 0.0000076

flY;ksMhxwaB 629 275.35 2.28 0.0000141

lquMaxjk 566 305.19 1.85 0.0000132

gksyhfiiykVh 649 467.51 1.39 0.0000161

District Champawat

Block Champawat

vedfM;k1 578 368.90 1.57 0.0000164

mpkSyhxksB 1301 250.00 5.20 0.0000312

,sMhxqjsyh 419 188.55 2.22 0.0000085

dBukSyh 598 585.93 1.02 0.0000190

dQYVkeYyk 310 526.95 0.59 0.0000119

ddubZ eYyh 589 322.52 1.83 0.0000162

duyxkao 1399 94.06 14.87 0.0000318

dkyhxwaB@iw.kkZfxjh 656 414.68 1.58 0.0000186

dkjh 377 482.96 0.78 0.0000114

dks;kVh 258 166.80 1.55 0.0000083

dksVveksMh 647 944.26 0.69 0.0000237

[kdZdkdhZ 1210 158.47 7.64 0.0000283

[kydfM;k 326 242.54 1.34 0.0000090
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[kVksyh rYyh 1116 1232.07 0.91 0.0000369

xMdksV 362 326.56 1.11 0.0000099

xqj[kksyhxwaB 547 724.34 0.76 0.0000193

xksyh 674 307.32 2.19 0.0000179

?kqjpqe 422 276.40 1.53 0.0000094

pSdquhcksjk 1178 422.68 2.79 0.0000302

pkSMklsBh 582 103.17 5.64 0.0000139

pkSMk[;kyh 475 520.61 0.91 0.0000118

pkSdh 509 265.74 1.92 0.0000139

pkSMknqe[kMh 654 239.68 2.73 0.0000168

NrdksV 543 491.99 1.10 0.0000169

NhuhxksB rYyh 1519 3038.00 0.50 0.0000637

tSxkaotSrksyh 434 444.82 0.98 0.0000110

tkSy 699 188.10 3.72 0.0000173

>kykdqMh 474 268.72 1.76 0.0000093

MkaMkeYyk 468 109.61 4.27 0.0000077

fMxMbZ 402 541.20 0.74 0.0000120

MqxjklsBh 391 168.18 2.32 0.0000083

<dukcMksyk 892 560.34 1.59 0.0000253

rjdqyh 409 292.68 1.40 0.0000095

rkeyh 798 553.19 1.44 0.0000231

Foky[ksMk 1727 265.00 6.52 0.0000408

fn;wjh 1663 2137.98 0.78 0.0000580

nq/kkSjh 509 354.32 1.44 0.0000148

nwcMtSuy 678 1488.18 0.46 0.0000298

/kwjk 769 767.21 1.00 0.0000246

/kkSujkor 589 736.60 0.80 0.0000203

u?kku 594 346.45 1.71 0.0000166

uk;dxksB 3205 147.00 21.80 0.0000722

uhMrYyh 665 584.25 1.14 0.0000205

ukSykikuh 448 550.38 0.81 0.0000121

ipidfj;k 1554 113.00 13.75 0.0000354

iYlksa 551 390.88 1.41 0.0000160

ipubZ 577 392.88 1.47 0.0000166

fiukuk 239 175.13 1.36 0.0000084

iqusBh 877 312.12 2.81 0.0000225

iksFk 934 628.42 1.49 0.0000269

iksyi 309 306.04 1.01 0.0000097

Qkxiqj 2345 113.00 20.75 0.0000529

QwaxjekaQh 842 341.26 2.47 0.0000220

cdksMk 470 566.51 0.83 0.0000123

cMikl 335 316.23 1.06 0.0000098

ctkSu 492 465.42 1.06 0.0000112

cxsMh  524 1720.38 0.30 0.0000287

cMkSyh 686 551.30 1.24 0.0000206



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
cpdksV 442 742.75 0.60 0.0000140

cfLV;k 635 39.00 16.28 0.0000144

cuclk 8179 234.00 34.95 0.0001829

ceuiqjh 3402 329.00 10.34 0.0000784

cktjhdksV 458 330.92 1.38 0.0000099

fcjxqy 820 426.50 1.92 0.0000223

cqMe 575 517.99 1.11 0.0000178

cqxk[;kyh 365 190.95 1.91 0.0000085

Hk.Mkjcksjk 404 210.49 1.92 0.0000087

HkxhukHkaMkjh 707 793.46 0.89 0.0000235

Hktuiqj 5022 350.00 14.35 0.0001143

e>sMk 514 497.71 1.03 0.0000163

eVsyk 320 329.37 0.97 0.0000099

efugkjxksB 3581 258.00 13.88 0.0000816

efFk;kckat 430 742.22 0.58 0.0000140

eqfM;kuh 1065 1114.41 0.96 0.0000346

eSjksyh 516 715.50 0.72 0.0000185

ekSjkMh 443 211.90 2.09 0.0000087

eksguiqj 4795 125.00 38.36 0.0001071

jeSyk 827 1028.44 0.80 0.0000285

fj;klhceuxkao 587 603.60 0.97 0.0000190

:bZ;ka 392 608.54 0.64 0.0000127

yQMk 270 346.85 0.78 0.0000101

yMkcksjk 477 506.38 0.94 0.0000117

oSyk 399 392.70 1.02 0.0000105

.'kfDriqjcaqxk 852 270.28 3.15 0.0000215

Lokyk 387 270.23 1.43 0.0000093

lYyh 771 1080.89 0.71 0.0000278

flaeYVk 552 437.78 1.26 0.0000165

flykM 548 437.58 1.25 0.0000164

flIVh 507 327.26 1.55 0.0000144

flfe;kmjh 749 1101.29 0.68 0.0000275

fl;kyk 483 228.89 2.11 0.0000089

lq;ky[kdZ 353 327.26 1.08 0.0000099

lSykuhxksB 1258 92.00 13.67 0.0000287

lksjkbZ 446 517.51 0.86 0.0000118

gfjiqj ujflag MkaMk 795 175.08 4.54 0.0000193

District Dehradun

Block Doiwala

pdrquokyk 2759 234.32 11.77 0.0000417

uRFkqokyk 4866 484.83 10.04 0.0000755

ckykokyk 7381 107.10 68.92 0.0000974

fe;kaokyk 1661 181.76 9.14 0.0000262

ektjh ekQh 2566 118.98 21.57 0.0000361

eksgdeiqj [kqnZ 2231 201.93 11.05 0.0000341
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gjkZokyk 3165 361.87 8.75 0.0000504

udjkSank 2750 428.17 6.42 0.0000469

dqvkaokyk 1190 163.08 7.30 0.0000197

nq/kyh 2291 376.31 6.09 0.0000396

ukxy Tokykiqj 1010 169.49 5.96 0.0000176

fleykl xzkUV 943 148.12 6.37 0.0000161

yPNhokyk 1927 254.56 7.57 0.0000316

ekj[ke xzkUV 19194 2221.32 8.64 0.0003064

MksbZokyk 1857 255.77 7.26 0.0000308

dkSMlh 465 231.08 2.01 0.0000101

ckxh 1000 234.73 4.26 0.0000192

lkajx?kj okyk 1019 57.87 17.61 0.0000146

Hkksxiqj 1146 110.08 10.41 0.0000177

cMdksV 2627 406.31 6.47 0.0000447

jSukiqj xzkUV 2278 1612.28 1.41 0.0000731

jkuh iks[kjh xzkUV 3244 425.33 7.63 0.0000531

jkuh iks[kjh ekStk 1026 179.27 5.72 0.0000180

xMwy 2181 2631.27 0.83 0.0000997

cMksokyk 1819 340.75 5.34 0.0000326

dkUMjokyk 3290 257.83 12.76 0.0000492

vBwjokyk 4910 795.72 6.17 0.0000846

Hkkfu;kokyk 2200 273.57 8.04 0.0000356

tkSyhxzkUV 6313 859.90 7.34 0.0001043

thouokyk 1424 263.04 5.41 0.0000254

ektjh xzkUV 6927 1328.59 5.21 0.0001249

x<he;pd 3407 208.00 16.38 0.0000493

xqekuhokyk 6318 173.78 36.36 0.0000856

ohjiqj [kqnZ 1308 21.85 59.86 0.0000173

[knjh [kMdekQ 5397 413.97 13.04 0.0000804

;keiqj 3945 22.78 173.18 0.0000511

gjhiqj dyk 4720 315.25 14.97 0.0000690

lkgc uxj 1866 138.81 13.44 0.0000277

jk;okyk 2180 4.73 460.89 0.0000280

Bkdqjiqj 2717 185.35 14.66 0.0000398

fNn~njokyk 4023 252.11 15.96 0.0000584

pd tksxhokyk 1955 211.26 9.25 0.0000308

xksgjh ekQh 1850 341.16 5.42 0.0000330

[kk.M jk;okyk 972 183.00 5.31 0.0000174

_f"kds'k 12915 7.75 1666.45 0.0001656

izrhr uxj 7077 369.48 19.15 0.0001007

District Dehradun

Block Raipur

vLFky 482 252.40 1.91 0.0000121

v[k.M okyh fHkyax 396 348.85 1.14 0.0000144

dkykxkao 205 132.74 1.54 0.0000093
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ykMiqj 4670 148.12 31.53 0.0001006

Fksok 598 146.10 4.09 0.0000159

}kjk 1323 1120.57 1.18 0.0000537

uuwwj [ksMk 4586 293.99 15.60 0.0001023

jk;iqj 21614 120.00 180.12 0.0004524

lqUnjokyk 3983 359.75 11.07 0.0000913

lsjdh 603 354.50 1.70 0.0000208

 ljksyh 911 544.35 1.67 0.0000317

vk"kkjksMh 2712 518.82 5.23 0.0000685

fiRFkqokyk 1536 443.14 3.47 0.0000423

esgwaokyk ekQh 9879 416.08 23.74 0.0002152

gjca"kokyk 3201 236.75 13.52 0.0000721

Hkk:okyk xzkUV 626 344.39 1.82 0.0000211

eksgCcsokyk 1976 63.13 31.30 0.0000426

lsoyk dyk 3794 201.12 18.86 0.0000836

lsoyk [kqnZ 1323 65.15 20.31 0.0000290

D;kjk 818 765.66 1.07 0.0000349

 ekuflag 584 227.07 2.57 0.0000175

pkeklkjh 1413 433.78 3.26 0.0000395

dkyhxkM 530 566.18 0.94 0.0000243

NejkSyh 494 619.17 0.80 0.0000207

fVeyh ekuflag 319 571.42 0.56 0.0000196

ukyhdyk 398 765.27 0.52 0.0000241

lj[ksr 324 85.80 3.78 0.0000082

ljksuk 441 576.67 0.76 0.0000197

flYyk 1151 1535.38 0.75 0.0000598

fdjlkyh 2174 157.83 13.77 0.0000489

pkyax 1062 1032.16 1.03 0.0000462

rjyk ukxy 423 152.57 2.77 0.0000098

ukxy gVukyk 1216 388.91 3.13 0.0000344

xqtjkMk ekuflag 703 160.67 4.38 0.0000184

MkaMk [kqnkusokyk 723 148.08 4.88 0.0000185

MkMk y[kkS.M 636 233.09 2.73 0.0000187

dqfM;ky 594 78.91 7.53 0.0000142

dksVh ea;pd 459 195.45 2.35 0.0000108

rykbZ 427 414.37 1.03 0.0000159

Fkkuks 337 63.54 5.30 0.0000077

/kkjdksV 337 241.30 1.40 0.0000119

ukgh dyk 383 1546.80 0.25 0.0000424

cMklh xzkUV 1115 383.51 2.91 0.0000322

Hkksiky ikuh 594 605.90 0.98 0.0000265

jkeuxj MkUMk 1716 426.95 4.02 0.0000457

yMokdksV 341 574.66 0.59 0.0000197

luxkao 380 276.40 1.37 0.0000127

fla/koky xkao 527 859.95 0.61 0.0000311
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gY}kuh 541 743.47 0.73 0.0000286

uoknk 2462 183.32 13.43 0.0000555

uRFkuiqj 5958 222.99 26.72 0.0001291

ctkjkokyk 2198 197.49 11.13 0.0000503

cnzhiqj 2151 178.01 12.08 0.0000489

eksFkjksokyk 2845 484.82 5.87 0.0000705

District Dehradun

Block Sahaspur

fj[kksyh 662 1432.00 0.46 0.0000448

fHkrjyh 476 970.00 0.49 0.0000272

D;kjdqyh HkV~Vk 1265 1308.00 0.97 0.0000553

 dqBky xkao 1108 422.50 2.62 0.0000330

HkxoUriqj 665 150.00 4.43 0.0000176

iqMdy xkao 311 126.00 2.47 0.0000092

fla?kyh 443 225.82 1.96 0.0000113

ekylh 1355 284.00 4.77 0.0000354

tksgMh xkao 1387 113.00 12.27 0.0000325

fot;iqj xksihokyk 1333 56.00 23.80 0.0000301

fot;iqj gkFkh cMdyk 1759 54.63 32.20 0.0000393

pUnzksVh 823 207.83 3.96 0.0000223

fc"Vxkao 545 156.62 3.48 0.0000152

xaxksy iafMrokMh 473 88.00 5.38 0.0000084

xYtokMh 1536 756.00 2.03 0.0000494

xkft;kokyk 711 35.00 20.31 0.0000162

feljkl iV~Vh 877 2535.37 0.35 0.0000730

fo/kkSyh 423 381.00 1.11 0.0000146

dkalokyh dksBjh 1244 812.20 1.53 0.0000443

nq/kbZ 545 451.00 1.21 0.0000214

dksVMk dY;k.kiqj 1218 543.00 2.24 0.0000380

fryokMh 1178 454.37 2.59 0.0000352

jkeiqj Hkkmokyk 1869 424.92 4.40 0.0000496

vCnqykiqj 1058 344.79 3.07 0.0000303

Hkxokuiqj >wyks 1632 249.70 6.54 0.0000407

ukSxkao 1372 529.94 2.59 0.0000410

jktkokyk 1629 250.50 6.50 0.0000407

vkeokyk 771 405.00 1.90 0.0000253

pkSdh 411 580.00 0.71 0.0000189

gfj;kokyk dyk 1159 614.00 1.89 0.0000382

xqtjkMk djuiqj 1018 350.00 2.91 0.0000295

dksVMk lUrkSj 1476 381.00 3.87 0.0000401

ikSU/kk 1223 527.00 2.32 0.0000377

gfj;kyk [kqnZ 2271 233.00 9.75 0.0000542

bZLV gksiVkmu 15072 2190.00 6.88 0.0003735

vkjdsfM;k xzkUV 15385 1755.00 8.77 0.0003710

feVBh csjh 655 264.00 2.48 0.0000198



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
foykliqj dk.Myh 880 170.00 5.18 0.0000227

vEchokyk 926 61.00 15.18 0.0000214

>ktjk 2334 371.00 6.29 0.0000585

lqn~nksokyk 1897 197.00 9.63 0.0000453

/kwydksV 1284 212.00 6.06 0.0000324

lsUVªy gksiVkmu 7763 1266.00 6.13 0.0001953

d.Mksyh 2048 1516.00 1.35 0.0000767

iksfy;ks ukFkqokyk 1611 284.00 5.67 0.0000410

dkjokjh xzkUV 1998 562.00 3.56 0.0000553

lgliqj 6568 425.00 15.45 0.0001515

Njck 5609 1565.00 3.58 0.0001550

[kq"kgkyiqj 3304 496.00 6.66 0.0000822

<kdh ea;pd 2849 57.00 49.98 0.0000630

kdqaj ¼gqdweriqj½ 5359 861.00 6.22 0.0001346

vVdQkeZ 3118 958.00 3.25 0.0000880

y{ehiqj 2334 245.00 9.53 0.0000558

jkeiqj dyk 2588 416.02 6.22 0.0000650

District Dehradun

Block Vikasnagar

vEckMh 4735 1190.66 3.98 0.0001247

thoux< 8750 410.76 21.30 0.0001952

esagwokyk [kkylk 1200 531.76 2.26 0.0000361

I`Fohiqj 1501 1354.88 1.11 0.0000587

cnkekokyk 4008 502.63 7.97 0.0000956

tkeu[kkrk 3757 479.57 7.83 0.0000898

teuhiqj 5086 472.66 10.76 0.0001181

,Vuckx 2306 167.41 13.77 0.0000526

<djkuh 9941 357.33 27.82 0.0002196

cqykdhokyk 1422 99.56 14.28 0.0000324

<kyhiqj 2875 220.15 13.06 0.0000658

yka?kk 1466 312.42 4.69 0.0000375

rkSyh 1451 239.17 6.07 0.0000357

dVkiRFkj 661 125.86 5.25 0.0000166

Qrsgiqj 2052 250.00 8.21 0.0000488

tLlksokyk 2283 373.12 6.12 0.0000562

lksjuk 1820 1154.16 1.58 0.0000616

:nziqj 2207 646.36 3.41 0.0000599

cMok 731 289.76 2.52 0.0000213

<ykuh 747 912.97 0.82 0.0000339

dsnkjkokyk 2273 510.32 4.45 0.0000586

ckywokyk 512 300.00 1.71 0.0000168

gksjkokyk 1836 879.79 2.09 0.0000565

pkaniqj [kqnZ 391 131.92 2.96 0.0000090

lHkkokyk 3741 558.00 6.70 0.0000910

ektjh 1606 76.09 21.11 0.0000358
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tknksokyk 1355 139.62 9.70 0.0000317

frijiqj 2492 261.83 9.52 0.0000584

gluiqj dY;k.kiqj 1863 409.52 4.55 0.0000479

esnuhiqj cnzhiqj 2794 269.52 10.37 0.0000651

ksjiqj 3734 282.43 13.22 0.0000854

kh'keckMk 1268 498.58 2.54 0.0000369

/kekZokyk 1714 167.13 10.26 0.0000399

kkgiqj dY;k.kiqj 1826 660.85 2.76 0.0000520

zizrhriqj 1099 157.03 7.00 0.0000266

dqUtk dqYgky 3681 411.97 8.94 0.0000868

vknwokyk 1677 210.03 7.98 0.0000400

cSjkxhokyk 2494 248.08 10.05 0.0000582

y[kuokyk usoV 1378 103.60 13.30 0.0000315

fVeyh 2322 122.62 18.94 0.0000521

dqUtk xzkUV 1521 228.65 6.65 0.0000370

ckcwx<+ 1680 428.61 3.92 0.0000443

Hkhekokyk 1691 431.42 3.92 0.0000446

uokcx< 1823 465.10 3.92 0.0000481

jlwyiqj 2097 535.00 3.92 0.0000554

MkdiRFkj 10271 10000.00 1.03 0.0004160

ckou/kkj 600 839.80 0.71 0.0000293

Hkysj 509 712.43 0.71 0.0000249

enlwZ 476 666.24 0.71 0.0000195

I"Vk 497 695.63 0.71 0.0000201

iifM;ku 688 962.97 0.71 0.0000336

eVksxh 302 422.70 0.71 0.0000147

District Dehradun

Block Chakrata

v.kq 605 116.96 5.17 0.0000190

V;wVkM 667 205.94 3.24 0.0000229

dk.MksbZ cksUnj 711 182.51 3.90 0.0000235

dk.Mh pkekxkFkk 545 184.77 2.95 0.0000192

dU/kkM 778 125.05 6.22 0.0000238

dkUMksbZ Hkje 905 295.53 3.06 0.0000315

BkjVk 530 172.00 3.08 0.0000184

dqjkM [kukM 656 149.33 4.39 0.0000212

flapkM 500 149.33 3.35 0.0000118

dquSu 1034 321.41 3.22 0.0000356

dquok 804 180.10 4.46 0.0000259

dsjkM 735 117.35 6.26 0.0000224

fdLrqM 630 152.58 4.13 0.0000206

dksVk riykM 954 180.50 5.29 0.0000299

dksVh duklj 860 220.96 3.89 0.0000284

dksYgk 393 95.91 4.10 0.0000104

[kcÅ 423 74.87 5.65 0.0000099
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[kjksMk 498 16.60 30.00 0.0000084

[kkjlh 1058 259.00 4.08 0.0000346

[kkVok 536 378.38 1.42 0.0000239

xqBkM 499 150.15 3.32 0.0000118

?k.krk 679 173.21 3.92 0.0000224

fpYgkM 1511 226.61 6.67 0.0000458

tkMh 680 199.50 3.41 0.0000231

tksfx;ks 1127 247.27 4.56 0.0000362

nlÅ 569 274.78 2.07 0.0000221

xcsyk 389 114.94 3.38 0.0000109

nks/kk 949 324.54 2.92 0.0000335

nkcyk 800 247.67 3.23 0.0000275

ukMk 317 65.56 4.84 0.0000096

iqukg iks[kjh 714 231.91 3.08 0.0000249

isuqok 807 256.71 3.14 0.0000279

Qukj 1362 362.59 3.76 0.0000453

ck;yk 1257 389.34 3.23 0.0000433

cqjkLok 670 191.01 3.51 0.0000226

cqjk;yk 765 224.21 3.41 0.0000260

fctuw 429 114.52 3.75 0.0000109

cqYgkM 368 109.66 3.36 0.0000108

csxh 436 107.53 4.05 0.0000107

csgew 385 85.79 4.49 0.0000101

cukM ckfLry 1827 164.70 11.09 0.0000525

HkVkM 1267 477.13 2.66 0.0000458

HkkVxMh 500 108.05 4.63 0.0000107

dw.kk 844 277.61 3.04 0.0000295

HkUnzksyh 746 116.97 6.38 0.0000227

e'kd 500 103.96 4.81 0.0000106

ea>xko Dokuw 1280 220.55 5.80 0.0000395

f>VkM 839 178.79 4.69 0.0000268

HkqukM 1040 380.81 2.73 0.0000373

dksBk Dokuw 505 105.22 4.80 0.0000161

eysFkk 1042 238.36 4.37 0.0000337

cfu;kyk 467 108.48 4.30 0.0000107

eqxkM 941 252.52 3.73 0.0000314

ea>xkao 685 212.06 3.23 0.0000236

fe.Mky 406 132.74 3.06 0.0000114

E;wMk 953 303.11 3.14 0.0000330

jMw 709 171.17 4.14 0.0000232

dqYgk 775 172.40 4.50 0.0000249

eqU/kksy 601 165.52 3.63 0.0000202

es?kkVw 444 102.82 4.32 0.0000106

esUnzFk 699 59.49 11.75 0.0000200

pkrjk 1140 184.14 6.19 0.0000349
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dksVh ckcj 717 251.70 2.85 0.0000254

eS;jkouk 699 164.71 4.24 0.0000227

jtk.kw 422 99.56 4.24 0.0000105

jk;xh 1266 106.03 11.94 0.0000362

jkouk 516 94.70 5.45 0.0000161

jaxsÅ 572 106.35 5.38 0.0000179

yk[kk e.My 1109 135.57 8.18 0.0000328

ykoMh 1108 325.37 3.41 0.0000377

yksgkjh 862 178.87 4.82 0.0000274

lqtÅ 1557 278.42 5.59 0.0000483

lhMh cjdksVh 493 97.54 5.05 0.0000104

lfg;k 449 94.29 4.76 0.0000104

lSt 1440 249.29 5.78 0.0000445

gjVkM&lUrkM 463 111.28 4.16 0.0000108

gktk 1026 281.26 3.65 0.0000344

fdrjkSyh 522 135.57 3.85 0.0000173

District Dehradun

Block Kalsi

vLVkM 726 377.59 1.92 0.0000331

mnikYVk 862 253.73 3.40 0.0000335

mHkjs+Å 442 127.08 3.48 0.0000128

eaMksyh 330 67.58 4.88 0.0000110

nsÅ 336 113.72 2.95 0.0000124

dpVk 598 144.07 4.15 0.0000223

ducqvk 1299 384.87 3.38 0.0000505

D;kjh 525 148.82 3.53 0.0000202

Doklk 434 55.85 7.77 0.0000107

dkeyk 447 205.57 2.17 0.0000151

dkylh 1778 199.11 8.93 0.0000593

dkgk usgjk iqukg 567 176.49 3.21 0.0000223

dqUuk 292 68.80 4.24 0.0000111

ctÅ 440 65.96 6.67 0.0000110

pkjs dqukok 350 69.61 5.03 0.0000111

dqjksyh 390 66.78 5.84 0.0000110

dS=h 508 117.74 4.31 0.0000188

dksVh 1152 106.42 10.83 0.0000378

nksÅ 681 163.49 4.17 0.0000253

dksBk rkjyh 548 143.66 3.81 0.0000207

dks:ok 1167 339.94 3.43 0.0000452

[krkj 556 155.01 3.59 0.0000213

[kejkSyk 648 101.58 6.38 0.0000225

[kkMh 415 166.32 2.50 0.0000140

[kkrh 511 134.36 3.80 0.0000194

[kqUuk vyeku 480 138.81 3.46 0.0000131

xMksy 628 157.82 3.98 0.0000236
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xkLdh 323 105.63 3.06 0.0000122

xkaxjkS 370 91.05 4.06 0.0000117

fpV~VkM 331 70.01 4.73 0.0000111

pUnÅ 1096 216.10 5.07 0.0000394

tMkuk 647 152.56 4.24 0.0000240

nslÅ 368 74.86 4.92 0.0000112

tSUnÅ 427 113.72 3.75 0.0000124

tks"kh xksFkku 568 263.46 2.16 0.0000249

>qVk;k 473 140.84 3.36 0.0000132

>kxwjk 492 124.64 3.95 0.0000127

fMeÅ 720 125.05 5.76 0.0000254

:iÅ 549 117.77 4.66 0.0000200

fryokMh 1536 145.69 10.54 0.0000505

Bk.kk 1199 291.77 4.11 0.0000447

FkSuk 306 208.01 1.47 0.0000152

nksgk 478 109.27 4.37 0.0000123

daduksbZ 407 109.68 3.71 0.0000123

/kuiÅ 822 155.40 5.29 0.0000293

/oSjk 787 112.51 6.99 0.0000270

uxÅ 1276 280.06 4.56 0.0000467

usoh 973 47.36 20.54 0.0000306

ujk;k 821 195.07 4.21 0.0000305

lyxk 328 63.94 5.13 0.0000109

iaft;k 675 161.88 4.17 0.0000251

cMuw 637 195.87 3.25 0.0000250

ikuqok 417 113.32 3.68 0.0000124

cUlkj 468 90.25 5.19 0.0000117

cejkM 283 75.68 3.74 0.0000113

clk;k 759 293.02 2.59 0.0000315

ckxh 524 238.36 2.20 0.0000228

ckxuk 371 88.83 4.18 0.0000117

fclksbZ 311 78.92 3.94 0.0000114

Hkatjk 537 103.19 5.20 0.0000192

lqjsÅ 719 184.54 3.90 0.0000271

?kjkuk 395 90.24 4.38 0.0000117

eaxjkSyh 828 184.14 4.50 0.0000304

eqU/kku 818 175.23 4.67 0.0000298

fj[kkM 729 178.07 4.09 0.0000272

fuFkyk 493 104.01 4.74 0.0000121

jkuh xkao 914 148.72 6.15 0.0000319

y[kokM 562 228.24 2.46 0.0000237

ydL;kj 372 138.81 2.68 0.0000131

ykPNk 585 189.80 3.08 0.0000232

ysYVk 958 241.60 3.97 0.0000360

yksjyh 418 113.32 3.69 0.0000124
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Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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yksgkjh 315 138.81 2.27 0.0000131

ldjkSy 324 253.33 1.28 0.0000166

lekYVk 814 187.78 4.33 0.0000300

>qlkS HkkdjkS 332 80.94 4.10 0.0000114

bZPNyk 317 86.20 3.68 0.0000116

lokbZ 371 67.58 5.49 0.0000110

ljkMh 467 48.97 9.54 0.0000105

lqiÅ 895 179.27 4.99 0.0000322

lSt vBxkao 808 173.21 4.66 0.0000294

g;ksVxjh 586 94.29 6.21 0.0000204

gfjiqj 1231 76.49 16.09 0.0000393

O;kl ugjh 1899 147.70 12.86 0.0000614

gLVh 738 230.67 3.20 0.0000290

fctÅ 452 103.60 4.36 0.0000121

[k.kh 398 183.74 2.17 0.0000145

District Hardwar

Block Bhagwanpur

Hkxokuiqj 4953 29462.00 0.17 0.0004611

:gkYdh n;kyiqj 5116 663.00 7.72 0.0000939

fllkSuk 2777 853.00 3.26 0.0000573

jk;iqj 1967 225.00 8.74 0.0000357

'kkgiqj 5650 580.00 9.74 0.0001017

pqfM;kyk eksguiqj 4535 617.00 7.35 0.0000836

ckysdh ;qlqQiqj 2715 392.00 6.93 0.0000503

egs'ojh 2012 365.00 5.51 0.0000383

rsTtwiqj 2081 385.00 5.41 0.0000397

dqutk cgknqjiqj 2218 408.00 5.44 0.0000422

ljBsgMh 2812 329.00 8.55 0.0000511

lqugsVh vkYykiqj 1406 318.00 4.42 0.0000275

HkyLokxkt 3034 403.00 7.53 0.0000558

ekudiqj vkneiqj 5270 969.00 5.44 0.0001004

csgMsdh lSnkckn 4758 446.00 10.67 0.0000851

fcukjlh mQZ cqysM 1908 226.00 8.44 0.0000347

[kstqjh 1758 268.00 6.56 0.0000328

eksyuk 1826 235.00 7.77 0.0000335

fcUMq[kMad 3119 688.00 4.53 0.0000609

fldanjiqj HksSlaoky 5676 924.00 6.14 0.0001066

eksfgriqj 2979 309.00 9.64 0.0000537

fljpUnh 6129 495.00 12.38 0.0001086

Nkiqj'ksj vQxkuiqj 4015 502.00 8.00 0.0000734

[ksyiqj ul:Yykiqj 3880 364.00 10.66 0.0000694

pkSyh 'kkgcqnhuiqj 3829 253.00 15.13 0.0000671

MkMk iV~Vh 3488 334.00 10.44 0.0000625

eaMkoj 1222 199.00 6.14 0.0000229

gluiqj enuiqj 2211 544.00 4.06 0.0000439
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[kqCcuiqj yrhQiqj 3388 298.00 11.37 0.0000603

[ksM+h f'kdksgiqj 8504 2698.00 3.15 0.0001765

vykoyiqj 3311 195.00 16.98 0.0000577

eqdZjeiqj dkysokyk 2503 495.00 5.06 0.0000481

QrsgmYyk rsyiqjk 3993 724.00 5.52 0.0000759

MkMk tykyiqj 3427 615.00 5.57 0.0000651

fldjks<+k 9311 2187.00 4.26 0.0001834

ekud etjk 3291 340.00 9.68 0.0000593

gkywetjk 2901 356.00 8.15 0.0000530

cgcyiqj 1451 383.00 3.79 0.0000291

gchciqj fuoknk 1964 532.00 3.69 0.0000396

vdcjiqj dkylh 3465 592.00 5.85 0.0000654

gdheiqj rqjkZ 2134 283.00 7.54 0.0000392

nfj;kiqj n;kyiqj 2555 422.00 6.05 0.0000480

/khj etjk 4347 581.00 7.48 0.0000800

ukxy iyquh 1868 432.00 4.32 0.0000367

bczkfgeiqj elkgh 5535 1426.00 3.88 0.0001107

f>fM;kuxzzUV 2227 256.00 8.70 0.0000404

uksdjkxzUV 3597 893.00 4.03 0.0000715

etkfgniqj lrhokyk 3657 968.00 3.78 0.0000734

ykyokyk [kkylk 1665 126.00 13.21 0.0000294

'kghnkokyk xzUV 2824 612.00 4.61 0.0000550

nkSyriqj gtjriqj 3781 112.00 33.76 0.0000645

ykHkxzUV 1731 309.00 5.60 0.0000328

cUtksjokyk xzUV 2966 762.00 3.89 0.0000593

District Hardwar

Block Khanpur

dkusokyh jk;flag 1050 506.00 2.08 0.0000324

dyfl;k 1531 472.00 3.24 0.0000426

j?kqukFk@ckykokyh 1799 1205.00 1.49 0.0000616

iksMkokyh 2773 599.00 4.63 0.0000725

ykypUnz okyk 2487 715.00 3.48 0.0000682

fetkZiqj lknkr 2834 321.00 8.83 0.0000689

[kkuiqj 2464 591.00 4.17 0.0000655

fetkZiqj eksguokyk 1299 721.00 1.80 0.0000418

rqxyiqj 1617 514.00 3.15 0.0000452

pUnkiqjh ckaxj 1588 235.00 6.76 0.0000396

pUnkiqjh [kknj 1347 445.00 3.03 0.0000380

ekMcsyk 2281 530.00 4.30 0.0000603

nYyokyk 3657 1304.00 2.80 0.0001048

xksj/kuiqj 2129 415.00 5.13 0.0000549

izgykniqj 2974 1040.00 2.86 0.0000849

dj.kiqj 1281 357.00 3.59 0.0000349

vCnqy jgheiqj 1752 243.00 7.21 0.0000434

Hkk:okyk 1853 596.00 3.11 0.0000519
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/keZiqj :gkydh 1433 554.00 2.59 0.0000418

eksgEeniqj eFkkuk 1802 928.00 1.94 0.0000567

fldUniqj 1494 651.00 2.29 0.0000449

District Hardwar

Block Roorkee

HkkSjh 5558 881.00 6.31 0.0000783

fetkZiqj eqLrQkckn 3128 383.00 8.17 0.0000413

Hkkjiqj 3661 286.00 12.80 0.0000445

Hkjxwciqj nhnkgsMh 5252 493.00 10.65 0.0000658

<Msjh [oktxhiqj 2417 325.00 7.44 0.0000326

nkSyriqj 3936 682.00 5.77 0.0000569

ewynkliqj 1800 369.00 4.88 0.0000274

c<sjh jktiqrkuk 6955 787.00 8.84 0.0000904

cgknqjiqj lSuh 1264 206.00 6.14 0.0000179

/kukSjh 2503 469.00 5.34 0.0000370

csMiqj 2063 382.00 5.40 0.0000304

ifu;kyk 7039 510.00 13.80 0.0000845

lQjiqj 3833 304.00 12.61 0.0000467

jlwyiqj 2618 188.00 13.93 0.0000314

jgheiqj 2224 127.00 17.51 0.0000259

lyseiqj jktiwrku 5993 270.00 22.20 0.0000680

bczkfgeiqj nsg 3628 342.00 10.61 0.0000455

ikMyh xqTtj 7250 238.00 30.46 0.0000801

rka'khiqj 3741 725.00 5.16 0.0000559

Msyuk 1808 176.00 10.27 0.0000228

lqqYrkuiqj lkcrokyh 2643 725.00 3.65 0.0000446

vdcjiqj >kS>k 2459 535.00 4.60 0.0000381

gjtkSyh >kS>k 2378 285.00 8.34 0.0000313

ykBjnsok'ksjo 3039 253.00 12.01 0.0000373

gfFk;k Fky 1707 276.00 6.18 0.0000242

[kkrk [ksM+h 3493 237.00 14.74 0.0000416

uxyk dqcM+k 2566 285.00 9.00 0.0000332

vdcjiqj Qktyiqj 1400 555.00 2.52 0.0000278

ikMyh xUnk 3490 453.00 7.70 0.0000467

[ksatjiqj 5218 507.00 10.29 0.0000658

tyykiqj 1918 109.00 17.60 0.0000223

HksxM+h egkoriqj 6728 383.00 17.57 0.0000783

VksMk dY;k.kiqj 5924 528.00 11.22 0.0000735

lQhiqj 5530 59.00 93.73 0.0000582

lqugjk 8125 91.00 89.29 0.0000856

jkeiqj 9734 577.00 16.87 0.0001138

csyM+k 5536 645.00 8.58 0.0000724

csyM+h lkYgkiqj 3220 385.00 8.36 0.0000423

'ksjiqj 1199 85.00 14.11 0.0000144

czãiqj 'kadjiqjh 3002 468.00 6.41 0.0000421
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ckstw gsMh 2007 252.00 7.96 0.0000267

jgeriqj 3693 456.00 8.10 0.0000489

egewnijq 2369 212.00 11.17 0.0000294

fijku dfy;j 6166 369.00 16.71 0.0000722

bZeyh [ksM+k 5437 1053.00 5.16 0.0000812

eqdZjcijq 2007 134.00 14.98 0.0000238

xqEekokykektjh 2393 402.00 5.95 0.0000343

jk?kMokyk 1189 391.00 3.04 0.0000216

ekS0iqj ikaMk 1407 702.00 2.00 0.0000314

esgcM [kqnZ 2937 190.00 15.46 0.0000347

esgcM dyka 4903 316.00 15.52 0.0000579

UugsMk vUuriqj 5430 924.00 5.88 0.0000780

lkfy;kj lkYgkiqj 4678 411.00 11.38 0.0000579

iqgkuk 2664 252.00 10.57 0.0000334

fd'kuiqj 3726 252.00 14.79 0.0000443

djksSnh 2847 417.00 6.83 0.0000393

ek/kksijq 3750 347.00 10.81 0.0000469

lksgyiqj 1314 156.00 8.42 0.0000172

District Hardwar

Block Narsan

<aUMsjk 15288 441.00 34.67 0.0002088

tkSjklh tcjnLriqj 5678 127.00 44.71 0.0000766

uxyk bejrh 4413 267.00 16.53 0.0000638

fc>kSyh 5554 279.00 19.91 0.0000789

[kVdk 1987 398.00 4.99 0.0000359

vklQ uxj 1597 441.00 3.62 0.0000319

ekS0iqj eksguiqjk 8696 273.00 31.85 0.0001193

xk/kk jkSuk 3587 497.00 7.22 0.0000591

Hkxokuiqj panuiqj 6716 231.00 29.07 0.0000927

vdcjiqj <+k<ssdh 3349 435.00 7.70 0.0000544

VkUMk HkUMsMk 7158 507.00 14.12 0.0001055

tSuiqj >>sM+h 3223 178.00 18.11 0.0000462

f'kdkjiqj 1855 394.00 4.71 0.0000341

uqDduiqj 2051 551.00 3.72 0.0000406

ihjiqjk 1542 154.00 10.01 0.0000239

fFkFkkSyk 2127 294.00 7.23 0.0000350

eq.Mykuk 6201 787.00 7.88 0.0001003

udhciqj ?kkslhiqjk 4082 1342.00 3.04 0.0000872

gjtkSyh tV 5054 1514.00 3.34 0.0001041

gjpUniqj 2061 244.00 8.45 0.0000329

futkeiqj 1934 185.00 10.45 0.0000297

fladnjijq Hkoky 1344 277.00 4.85 0.0000245

eksS0ijq tV 3305 514.00 6.43 0.0000559

ukjlu [ksnZ 3480 198.00 17.58 0.0000500

eqfUM;kdh 1565 198.00 7.90 0.0000253
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nfg;kdh 1086 140.00 7.76 0.0000176

Hk.Mkoyh 1622 182.00 8.91 0.0000256

cqMiqj tV 2795 214.00 13.06 0.0000416

czãiqj tV 2433 321.00 7.58 0.0000397

fyCcj gsMh 9354 1044.00 8.96 0.0001476

fFkFkdh Dokniqj 3067 472.00 6.50 0.0000517

dqjMh 3492 815.00 4.28 0.0000660

eq.MsV 1852 201.00 9.21 0.0000291

Bldk 2849 352.00 8.09 0.0000458

mny gsMh 2469 1102.00 2.24 0.0000602

uklhjiqj vQtiqj 1064 362.00 2.94 0.0000230

ukjlu dyka 6674 814.00 8.20 0.0001071

eUuk [ksM+h 1572 137.00 11.47 0.0000238

ldkSrh dqvka [ksM+k 2081 278.00 7.49 0.0000340

mYgsM+k 1404 205.00 6.85 0.0000234

uxyk lyk: 1604 226.00 7.10 0.0000265

[ksM+k tV 4209 657.00 6.41 0.0000712

e[knweiqj tV 1209 300.00 4.03 0.0000233

'ksjiqj [ksyeÅ 4760 675.00 7.05 0.0000788

fVdkSyk dyk 4624 582.00 7.95 0.0000747

l<kSyh 1805 426.00 4.24 0.0000342

ygckSyh 3242 238.00 13.62 0.0000480

y[kukSrk 1826 225.00 8.12 0.0000294

lqlkMh [kqnZ 1746 509.00 3.43 0.0000356

ykBjnsok gw.k 3136 408.00 7.69 0.0000510

dksVoky vkyeiqj 6164 643.00 9.59 0.0000961

Hkxrksokyh 3403 888.00 3.83 0.0000667

clqvk [ksM+h 1245 190.00 6.55 0.0000210

>cjsM+h dyk 1759 417.00 4.22 0.0000334

xnjtqMMk 3431 404.00 8.49 0.0000547

uwjiqj cwMiqj 2125 279.00 7.62 0.0000346

>chju tV 1602 205.00 7.81 0.0000260

dqejkM+h 2311 250.00 9.24 0.0000363

District Hardwar

Block Laxar

lqYrkuiqj vkneiqj 12423 347.00 35.80 0.0001707

bLekbZiqj 1985 468.00 4.24 0.0000339

tokgj[kku o >hoj gsMh 1244 496.00 2.51 0.0000245

usgUiqj lqBkjh 2188 406.00 5.39 0.0000356

egrkSyh 2371 403.00 5.88 0.0000380

feDdeiqj thriqj 3779 1978.00 1.91 0.0000822

Qrok 1959 406.00 4.83 0.0000326

vykoiqj 1600 394.00 4.06 0.0000276

ckDdiqj 3404 1221.00 2.79 0.0000650

Hkksxiqj 7404 3757.00 1.97 0.0001591
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cgknqjiqj [kknj 3108 316.00 9.84 0.0000464

eq[;kyh dyka 2350 462.00 5.09 0.0000387

lsBiqj 2983 307.00 9.72 0.0000446

cqDduiqj 2769 667.00 4.15 0.0000476

,sFky cqtqZxZ 3136 887.00 3.54 0.0000560

lqHkk"kx<+ 1145 402.00 2.85 0.0000217

lh?kMw 3052 520.00 5.87 0.0000490

fujatuiqj 3776 828.00 4.56 0.0000636

egkjktiqj dyka 2215 357.00 6.20 0.0000352

egkjktiqj [kqnZ 2855 1268.00 2.25 0.0000584

[kkuiqj 2569 471.00 5.45 0.0000417

Maxjiqj 1753 364.00 4.82 0.0000292

izrkiiqj 1579 304.00 5.19 0.0000259

jlwyiqj o dadj [kkrk 2171 854.00 2.54 0.0000427

jk;lh 3062 420.00 7.29 0.0000475

gchciqj dqMh 3959 600.00 6.60 0.0000623

njxkgiqj 2540 483.00 5.26 0.0000416

eqMjossMk [kqnZ 1949 120.00 16.24 0.0000278

[ksM+h [kqnZ 1757 284.00 6.19 0.0000279

uSrokyk lnkckn 1645 401.00 4.10 0.0000283

vdkS<+k dyka 2877 524.00 5.49 0.0000467

dsgM+k 1983 235.00 8.44 0.0000301

nkcdh dyk 3558 668.00 5.33 0.0000581

[ksMh eqckfjdijq 2908 410.00 7.09 0.0000453

clsMh [kknj 3178 488.00 6.51 0.0000501

ekS0iqj cqtqxZ 2318 316.00 7.34 0.0000359

ykniqj dyka 2912 741.00 3.93 0.0000507

eqckfjdiqj vyhiqj 3309 334.00 9.91 0.0000494

gqlSuiqj 1314 183.00 7.18 0.0000204

Mksluh 1763 213.00 8.28 0.0000269

dqvk <k.kk 1975 369.00 5.35 0.0000322

<k<+sdh <k.kk 2395 484.00 4.95 0.0000396

Hkwjuk 3395 582.00 5.83 0.0000545

eqaMk [kM+k dyka 3142 592.00 5.31 0.0000513

vdcjiqj Ån 2150 722.00 2.98 0.0000402

uxyk f[krkc 1921 334.00 5.75 0.0000309

[kssMtk dqrciqj 4674 353.00 13.24 0.0000678

vdkS<k [kqnZ 2231 364.00 6.13 0.0000355

District Hardwar

Block Bahadarabad

vkSjaxkckn 3080 752.00 4.10 0.0000987

LokyVhjk 906 269.00 3.37 0.0000306

f'konkliqj mQZ rsyhokyk 5080 917.00 5.54 0.0001524

tlokokyk 1747 301.00 5.80 0.0000519

ehjiqj eqoktiqj 2663 568.00 4.69 0.0000827
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iwj.kiwj lkYgkiqj 2424 500.00 4.85 0.0000747

dksVk eqjknuxj 4750 1013.00 4.69 0.0001475

gtkjkxzUV 2030 431.00 4.71 0.0000630

lksgyiqj fldjks<+k 2963 322.00 9.20 0.0000820

VkdHkjh 2310 286.00 8.08 0.0000651

ekuqckl xzUV 1968 567.00 3.47 0.0000658

Mkywokyk Hktcrk 2139 610.00 3.51 0.0000714

Mkywokyk dyka 1537 298.00 5.16 0.0000468

nknwckal 2089 377.00 5.54 0.0000627

lyseiqj egnqn 10470 2030.00 5.16 0.0003185

vfUudh gsreiqj 5367 833.00 6.44 0.0001566

nknqiqj xkasfoUniqj 2121 271.00 7.83 0.0000600

jktiqj 2522 58.00 43.48 0.0000629

x<+ 7896 430.00 18.36 0.0002049

[kssM+yh 1580 352.00 4.49 0.0000495

cgknjkckn 7761 904.00 8.59 0.0002168

jkoyh egnwn 7256 558.00 13.00 0.0001935

lqYrkuiqj etjh 2068 270.00 7.66 0.0000587

Hkxruiqj vkfcniqj 15177 1831.00 8.29 0.0004260

vyhiqj bczkfgeiqj 3053 357.00 8.55 0.0000853

jksgkydh fd'kuiqj 2759 711.00 3.88 0.0000896

vreyiqj ckSaxyk 4712 482.00 9.78 0.0001295

vgeniqj xzUV 1672 825.00 2.03 0.0000670

lgnsoiqj fnukjiqj 2369 749.00 3.16 0.0000814

usjiqj iatunsM+h 3259 494.00 6.60 0.0000947

vthriqj 1478 142.00 10.41 0.0000403

Qs:iqj ¼jke[ksM+½ 4701 828.00 5.68 0.0001403

cgknqjiqj tV 3664 405.00 9.05 0.0001017

dVkjiqj vyhiqj 1185 2408.00 0.49 0.0001060

fc'kuiqj daq.Mh 1360 694.00 1.96 0.0000552

/kuiqjk inkFkkZ 10395 689.00 15.09 0.0002736

eqLrQkckn 1660 293.00 5.67 0.0000496

vkn'kZ fVgjhuxj 1268 293.00 4.33 0.0000401

j.klwjk 2457 330.00 7.45 0.0000700

la/khiqj 2780 305.00 9.11 0.0000771

ihriqj 2886 457.00 6.32 0.0000845

vykoiqj 1389 525.00 2.65 0.0000505

dkleiqj 2023 401.00 5.04 0.0000618

chM+kgsMh 3164 2009.00 1.57 0.0001411

tkeyiqj dayk 4655 537.00 8.67 0.0001299

txthriqj 7251 460.00 15.76 0.0001902

ljk; 5775 411.00 14.05 0.0001529

lhrkiqj 5148 1409.00 3.65 0.0001698

xkMksokyh 3809 187.00 20.37 0.0000982

dkaxM+h 3625 853.00 4.25 0.0001151
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';keiqj 1944 172.00 11.30 0.0000526

nw/kykn;kyokyk 2061 1448.00 1.42 0.0000964

xS.Mh[kkrk 3441 3273.00 1.05 0.0001884

yky<+kax 6044 1336.00 4.52 0.0001892

jlwyiqj ehBh csjh 4324 1233.00 3.51 0.0001442

ltuiqj ihyh 2952 869.00 3.40 0.0000993

ckn'kkgiqj 5085 588.00 8.65 0.0001419

ck.kxaxk 3448 470.00 7.34 0.0000985

ekS0iqj dUgkjh 4600 436.00 10.55 0.0001253

jkuhektjk 2041 456.00 4.48 0.0000640

'kkgiqj'khryk[ksM+k 2761 210.00 13.15 0.0000735

ulhjiqj dyk 3800 757.00 5.02 0.0001163

f'kouxj 3911 613.00 6.38 0.0001143

tlksniqj 2220 380.00 5.84 0.0000659

District Nainital

Block Okhalkanda

vks[kydkaMk eYyk 899 70.01 12.84 0.0000275

vks[kydkaMk rYyk 681 301.50 2.26 0.0000265

P;wjhxkM 796 229.06 3.48 0.0000282

iqVxkao 545 166.73 3.27 0.0000195

MkydU;k 1604 121.41 13.21 0.0000490

nsoyh 158 66.37 2.38 0.0000102

Hkukiks[kjk 257 67.37 3.81 0.0000102

>Mxkao 798 110.89 7.20 0.0000255

lky 352 115.00 3.06 0.0000113

gjhuxj 597 121.41 4.92 0.0000200

Vdqjk 470 51.40 9.14 0.0000098

iks[kjh 550 134.77 4.08 0.0000189

dqyksjh 498 144.88 3.44 0.0000119

I';k 1156 332.26 3.48 0.0000409

eVsyk 781 213.28 3.66 0.0000274

itSuk 310 189.40 1.64 0.0000130

Bksyhxkao 492 231.89 2.12 0.0000139

dVuk 1230 182.52 6.74 0.0000396

tejkMh 281 49.37 5.69 0.0000098

[ku';w 635 107.25 5.92 0.0000207

egrksyhxkao 954 438.29 2.18 0.0000375

gSMk[kku 384 146.91 2.61 0.0000120

dkykvkxj 719 247.68 2.90 0.0000264

xjxMh rYyh 464 205.59 2.26 0.0000133

lwuh 698 192.23 3.63 0.0000245

xyuh 671 362.21 1.85 0.0000276

Fkyh 557 91.46 6.09 0.0000181

rq"kjkM 493 118.19 4.17 0.0000113

HknzdksV 389 250.51 1.55 0.0000144
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iqViqMh 232 167.14 1.39 0.0000125

Dosjkyk 533 81.34 6.55 0.0000172

xjxMh eYyh 588 261.84 2.25 0.0000229

iUrksyh 933 121.41 7.68 0.0000296

jSdquk 324 77.70 4.17 0.0000104

peksyh 1250 218.54 5.72 0.0000410

iks[kjh eYyh 578 57.03 10.14 0.0000179

lseydU;k 494 51.40 9.61 0.0000098

ukbZ 679 292.60 2.32 0.0000262

VkaMk 365 136.38 2.68 0.0000118

lqjax 698 21.00 33.24 0.0000206

dqUMy 370 285.31 1.30 0.0000152

rYyk dk.Mk 442 113.00 3.91 0.0000112

irfy;k 716 327.81 2.18 0.0000281

iSVuk 641 56.25 11.40 0.0000197

cje/kkj 409 110.00 3.72 0.0000112

fnxksyh 248 29.14 8.51 0.0000093

tksL;wMk 321 53.42 6.01 0.0000099

cyuk 357 160.81 2.22 0.0000123

dqykSu 170 157.43 1.08 0.0000122

dkSark 528 124.24 4.25 0.0000180

iVjkuh 653 170.38 3.83 0.0000227

ddksm 741 310.81 2.38 0.0000284

/kSuk 336 132.00 2.55 0.0000117

lqokdksV 602 131.93 4.56 0.0000203

xSfu;kjks 1064 450.84 2.36 0.0000409

vetM 804 556.06 1.45 0.0000359

ineiqj 470 178.88 2.63 0.0000127

YokM 1421 175.64 8.09 0.0000449

gjh'krky 537 288.55 1.86 0.0000221

dqduk 477 171.00 2.79 0.0000125

dSMkxkao 308 98.00 3.14 0.0000109

dpykdksV 398 67.18 5.92 0.0000102

cMkSu 1471 124.05 11.86 0.0000452

v/kkSMk 578 692.44 0.83 0.0000325

jh[kkdksV 403 217.73 1.85 0.0000136

Hkqedk 790 280.86 2.81 0.0000292

Vhej 436 203.00 2.15 0.0000133

lqudk 768 129.91 5.91 0.0000251

HkkSujk 491 256.00 1.92 0.0000145

Mykst 166 38.85 4.27 0.0000095

lqbZ 277 73.25 3.78 0.0000103

Mqxjh 209 154.19 1.36 0.0000122

FkykMh 527 111.70 4.72 0.0000177
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Divisible Pool 
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District Nainital

Block Bhemtal

ik.Ms xkao 1281 442.34 2.90 0.0000309

ukSy 568 26.71 21.27 0.0000093

Fkify;k egjkxkao 693 189.40 3.66 0.0000154

eyqokrky 436 139.22 3.13 0.0000082

txfy;k xkao 1293 403.49 3.20 0.0000300

flyksVh iUFk 337 160.67 2.10 0.0000087

Mgjk 618 190.48 3.24 0.0000143

[ksjkyk ikUMs 461 41.28 11.17 0.0000056

vfe;k 535 85.80 6.24 0.0000103

ckuuk 1002 102.59 9.77 0.0000178

fiujkS 890 88.46 10.06 0.0000157

HkkSlkZ 580 88.01 6.59 0.0000110

iLrksyk 350 68.25 5.13 0.0000063

mBqok 331 65.36 5.06 0.0000062

nksxMk 618 91.78 6.73 0.0000117

lw;kZxkao 754 114.53 6.58 0.0000144

vèriqj 1922 98.75 19.46 0.0000316

jkuhckx 1918 82.15 23.35 0.0000311

cY;wVh 213 101.98 2.09 0.0000072

nsoh/kwjk 817 92.27 8.85 0.0000147

csyqok[kku 3955 324.16 12.20 0.0000682

t;ksyhdksV 2133 22.66 94.13 0.0000328

pksiMk 1103 375.16 2.94 0.0000264

cksgjk xkao 91 52.61 1.73 0.0000059

ukbZlsyk 405 60.71 6.67 0.0000061

csy 449 23.88 18.80 0.0000052

xksfB;ka 1408 106.03 13.28 0.0000240

Hkwfe;k/kkj 2419 256.89 9.42 0.0000432

ilkSyh 488 23.48 20.78 0.0000051

jksfly 952 102.36 9.30 0.0000170

xqekyxkao 189 63.35 2.98 0.0000062

ifu;k esgrk 239 105.89 2.26 0.0000073

ikfu;kcksj 158 109.12 1.45 0.0000074

vks[ky<waxk 609 96.36 6.32 0.0000117

gSMk[kku 885 92.59 9.56 0.0000158

L;wMk 657 95.48 6.88 0.0000124

cMSr 290 62.12 4.67 0.0000061

va/kkSMk 789 90.06 8.76 0.0000143

jkS[kM 214 55.85 3.83 0.0000060

tykyxkao 330 85.80 3.85 0.0000068

otwu 528 73.66 7.17 0.0000099

[kqikZrky 1413 140.69 10.04 0.0000250

xgyuk 310 60.71 5.11 0.0000061



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
eaxksyh 602 72.44 8.31 0.0000110

[kekjh 392 56.25 6.97 0.0000060

Fkkiyk 412 77.70 5.30 0.0000066

uyuh 518 72.04 7.19 0.0000097

egjkxkao 1812 178.80 10.13 0.0000320

HkxR;wMk 830 92.59 8.96 0.0000149

gSfM;kxkao 481 75.32 6.39 0.0000065

vypkSuk 1593 266.70 5.97 0.0000310

lkxqMhxkao 386 56.67 6.81 0.0000060

tUroky xkao 950 160.67 5.91 0.0000185

lyMh 726 126.27 5.75 0.0000143

nqxfly 598 18.62 32.12 0.0000095

dgyDohjk 538 67.56 7.96 0.0000099

Yos'kky 774 131.12 5.90 0.0000151

uxkjh xkao 1339 178.88 7.49 0.0000249

lkSuxkao 922 148.93 6.19 0.0000178

District Nainital

Block Betalghat

dQqYVk 573 56.25 10.19 0.0000146

ckjxy 712 174.02 4.09 0.0000206

FkqokCykd 757 89.44 8.46 0.0000197

eYykdksV 649 41.28 15.72 0.0000161

xjtksyh 700 13.76 50.87 0.0000166

ctsMh 891 481.59 1.85 0.0000317

Hkokyhxkao 931 47.35 19.66 0.0000228

ikMyh 495 69.61 7.11 0.0000086

fljksMh 1090 50.99 21.38 0.0000266

gjrik 727 90.65 8.02 0.0000190

gyh 656 171.59 3.82 0.0000192

/kwuk 389 39.66 9.81 0.0000079

cq/kykdksV 403 158.24 2.55 0.0000106

tk[k 418 95.10 4.40 0.0000092

eYyk fuxykV 810 92.68 8.74 0.0000210

vesy 1201 293.00 4.10 0.0000347

pUnzdksV 731 255.97 2.86 0.0000228

<ksyxkao 326 212.47 1.53 0.0000118

pkiM 1306 104.01 12.56 0.0000328

rkSjkM 384 91.46 4.20 0.0000091

ukS/kj 744 307.17 2.42 0.0000243

foudksV 904 476.74 1.90 0.0000319

P;wuh 466 140.43 3.32 0.0000102

HkrjkSat 566 80.54 7.03 0.0000150

iVksMh lquL;kjh 454 113.22 4.01 0.0000096

fMxFkjh 431 151.36 2.85 0.0000104

dkaMk 496 413.20 1.20 0.0000163



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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rYyhlsBh 562 110.89 5.07 0.0000156

lsBhcsyxkao 288 36.83 7.82 0.0000078

lsBh/kkjdksV 558 29.95 18.63 0.0000137

dVhekxtkj 446 163.09 2.73 0.0000107

Fkkiy jhph 132 15.23 8.67 0.0000073

?kksfM;k gYlks 976 245.78 3.97 0.0000283

?ka?kjsVh 636 206.40 3.08 0.0000195

e>sMk 1154 237.56 4.86 0.0000323

gYlksa dksjM 668 178.07 3.75 0.0000196

rYykc/kksZ 312 56.66 5.51 0.0000083

NMk[kSjuk 1385 241.56 5.73 0.0000378

gYn;kuh 602 288.96 2.08 0.0000206

C;klh 323 41.28 7.82 0.0000079

yksgkyh 905 233.51 3.88 0.0000264

eYykc/kks 503 48.58 10.35 0.0000128

/kkjh 284 152.52 1.86 0.0000105

[kSjuh 164 355.33 0.46 0.0000150

myxkSj 886 70.82 12.51 0.0000223

lhe 366 57.47 6.37 0.0000083

flYVkSuk 524 146.10 3.59 0.0000155

nkfMek 707 89.76 7.88 0.0000185

gjksyh 426 247.67 1.72 0.0000126

fley[kk 663 73.66 9.00 0.0000171

frokjhxkao 390 57.47 6.79 0.0000083

rYyhikyh 260 202.35 1.28 0.0000116

clxkao 565 65.89 8.57 0.0000147

[kykM 393 69.87 5.62 0.0000086

ftuksyh 553 130.31 4.24 0.0000159

eYykxkao 1220 121.41 10.05 0.0000312

rYykxkao 531 186.57 2.85 0.0000166

ikaxdVkjk 210 56.25 3.73 0.0000083

rYykdksV 699 86.20 8.11 0.0000183

/kfu;kdksV 336 418.46 0.80 0.0000165

lw[kh 524 100.77 5.20 0.0000145

fj[kksyh 378 151.76 2.49 0.0000104

eYyhikyh 403 140.86 2.86 0.0000102

f?kjksyh 656 69.81 9.40 0.0000169

vksMkokLdksV 451 182.12 2.48 0.0000111

[kSjkyhcwwaxk 306 54.23 5.64 0.0000082

tks'kh[kksyk 617 154.19 4.00 0.0000179

Mksok 348 101.98 3.41 0.0000093

District Nainital

Block Haldwani

u;k xkao djku 972 62.00 15.68 0.0000249

yk[kue.Mh 1798 160.00 11.24 0.0000493



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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[kuoky djku 1340 120.00 11.17 0.0000368

pksjxfy;k vke[ksMk 1943 198.00 9.81 0.0000552

lhrkiqj 1340 101.00 13.27 0.0000354

clUriqj 1442 122.00 11.82 0.0000391

lqUnjiqj jSDoky 1408 116.00 12.14 0.0000379

fd'kuiqj jSDoky 1016 98.00 10.37 0.0000284

y{keiqj 1384 102.00 13.57 0.0000364

txriqj 1668 146.00 11.42 0.0000456

daqojiqj 1392 124.00 11.23 0.0000382

nsokykrYyk 1317 109.00 12.08 0.0000355

nsoykeYyk 1126 97.00 11.61 0.0000307

uokM[ksMk 1108 32.00 34.63 0.0000255

[ksMk 2671 203.00 13.16 0.0000707

C;wjk 890 66.00 13.48 0.0000234

neqokMwaxk cUnhcLrh 1352 138.00 9.80 0.0000384

fcBksfj;k ua0 1 3871 288.00 13.44 0.0001020

neqokbaxk [kke 1475 30.00 49.17 0.0000330

cekSjh eYyh 2283 96.00 23.78 0.0000547

cekSjh rYyh cUnkscLrh 788 135.00 5.84 0.0000264

cekSjh rYyh [kku 1832 182.00 10.07 0.0000517

eq[kkuh 5959 376.00 15.85 0.0001521

ekuiqj mRrj 581 63.00 9.22 0.0000168

dqlqe[ksMk 502 144.00 3.49 0.0000212

NMk;y u;kckn 2090 80.00 26.13 0.0000495

gfjiqj uked 2636 107.00 24.64 0.0000629

fgEeriqj eYyk 2017 86.00 23.45 0.0000484

yksgfj;klky rYyk 2039 88.00 23.17 0.0000490

iU;kyh 3886 65.00 59.78 0.0000858

nsoiqj nsodk 1191 72.00 16.54 0.0000302

jke.kh vkuflag 1357 62.00 21.89 0.0000329

ihiyiks[kjk 1190 79.00 15.06 0.0000307

xqtjkSMk 1599 135.00 11.84 0.0000433

clkuh 616 74.00 8.32 0.0000183

okslyk1 448 77.00 5.82 0.0000120

t;iqj  ikMyh 1483 93.00 15.95 0.0000378

ykekpkSM [kkl 1012 101.00 10.02 0.0000286

jkeiqj ykekpkSM 867 50.00 17.34 0.0000218

dqfj;kxkao 1025 85.00 12.06 0.0000277

cPphuxj 1314 22.00 59.73 0.0000290

Hkxokuiqj t;flag 1363 62.00 21.98 0.0000330

izseiqj yks'kKkuh 1019 99.00 10.29 0.0000286

fgEeriqj cStukFk 1045 68.00 15.37 0.0000268

vkuUniqj 1203 107.00 11.24 0.0000330

gYnwiks[kjk uked 1286 108.00 11.91 0.0000348

nsoypkSM cUnkscLrh 1114 119.00 9.36 0.0000320
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nosypkSM [kke 1114 119.00 9.36 0.0000320

pkanuh pkSd ?kqjnkSMk 1606 97.00 16.56 0.0000407

fd'kuiqj ?kqjnkSMk 1716 57.00 30.11 0.0000400

ekuiqj if'pe 1936 72.00 26.89 0.0000457

cSMkiks[kjk 1197 62.00 19.31 0.0000295

gY}kuh rYyh 1072 170.00 6.31 0.0000350

xkStktkryh mRrj 301 68.00 4.43 0.0000113

gkFkh[kky 2008 206.00 9.75 0.0000571

gfjiqj iw.kkZuUn 2443 74.00 33.01 0.0000564

?kkSyk[ksMk 2204 102.00 21.61 0.0000535

Qrrkcaxj 1831 98.00 18.68 0.0000454

fd'kuiqj ldqfy;k 1632 116.00 14.07 0.0000426

t;iqj [khek 1822 104.00 17.52 0.0000457

t;iqj chlk 1281 116.00 11.04 0.0000353

xaxkiqj dCMky 925 72.00 12.85 0.0000246

tXxhcaxj 1558 103.00 15.13 0.0000401

cesBkcaxj [khek 1949 180.00 10.83 0.0000540

gYnwpkSM tXxh 1624 155.00 10.48 0.0000453

nqxkZikyiqjijek 1844 67.00 27.52 0.0000434

[kMdiqj 1480 25.00 59.20 0.0000327

nqEdkcaxj cPph/kekZ 2397 205.00 11.69 0.0000652

gYnwpkSM nhuk 1488 198.00 7.52 0.0000457

District Nainital

Block Ramnagar

rsyhiqjk 1469 115.25 12.75 0.0000291

f'koykyiqj fjÅfu;ka 1759 139.21 12.64 0.0000349

xkStkyh 1770 140.43 12.60 0.0000351

cSMk>ky 1265 102.05 12.40 0.0000252

dkfu;ka 1654 192.64 8.59 0.0000355

fgEeriqj MksfV;ky 1583 82.56 19.17 0.0000295

lkaoUns 2413 158.64 15.21 0.0000464

<syk 1248 188.19 6.63 0.0000287

yky<akx 705 23.07 30.56 0.0000125

xak/khuxj 2092 275.20 7.60 0.0000463

eky/kupkSM 1778 243.63 7.30 0.0000398

pUnzuxj 1866 146.31 12.75 0.0000369

xkSreuxj 1513 105.73 14.31 0.0000294

xksikyuxj 1716 182.92 9.38 0.0000361

ihiylkuk 1599 165.03 9.69 0.0000334

lD[kuiqj 1081 98.89 10.93 0.0000220

Fkkjh 1223 115.02 10.63 0.0000250

dUnyk 1074 98.58 10.89 0.0000219

fgEeriqj Cykd 1243 115.15 10.79 0.0000254

ih:enkjk 1258 115.89 10.86 0.0000257

mnSiqjh pksiMk 1889 249.25 7.58 0.0000418
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ukjk;.kiqj ewfy;k 1360 116.48 11.68 0.0000273

Hkokuhiqj [kqYys 967 25.65 37.70 0.0000169

/keZiqj vkSfy;k 1260 53.83 23.41 0.0000230

fpfYd;k 2115 345.18 6.13 0.0000497

clbZ 1212 112.56 10.77 0.0000248

yNeiqj Bsjh 1064 57.47 18.51 0.0000199

djuiqj 1064 57.47 18.51 0.0000199

Hkokuhiqj cMh 1506 156.36 9.63 0.0000315

mn;iqjh cUnkscLrh 1613 160.89 10.03 0.0000334

tLlkxat 1239 115.78 10.70 0.0000253

VkaMkeYyw 1718 180.56 9.51 0.0000360

tksxhiqjk 902 89.78 10.05 0.0000187

eaxykj 439 43.23 10.15 0.0000068

cSyiks[kjk 1207 110.24 10.95 0.0000246

fot;iqj /keksyk 611 35.63 17.15 0.0000116

/kuiqj 1108 98.78 11.22 0.0000225

jruiqj 1700 180.91 9.40 0.0000357

cknjtwMk 1151 99.36 11.58 0.0000232

cSyiMko 1873 198.34 9.44 0.0000393

iRrkikuh 1505 130.25 11.55 0.0000303

xScqvk 1206 110.59 10.91 0.0000246

[kseiqj 1089 98.21 11.09 0.0000221

iryx< 751 60.89 12.33 0.0000150

eudBiqj 967 91.56 10.56 0.0000198

D;kjh 685 38.70 17.70 0.0000129

NksbZ 1890 190.52 9.92 0.0000393

ukFkqiqj nksbZ 1146 98.36 11.65 0.0000231

ikVdksV 1546 160.89 9.61 0.0000323

VsMk 978 92.45 10.58 0.0000200

HkykSu 565 32.59 17.34 0.0000107

f<dqyh 1524 132.08 11.54 0.0000307

pqde 682 38.56 17.69 0.0000128

District Nainital

Block Ramgarh

cMSr 259 28.63 9.05 0.0000071

fHk;kyxkao 597 185.00 3.23 0.0000166

cksgjkdksV 1501 160.23 9.37 0.0000359

pkQh 326 37.64 8.66 0.0000073

pkiM 578 87.42 6.61 0.0000143

nkfMek 1955 216.03 9.05 0.0000469

/osrh 354 261.00 1.36 0.0000116

xYyk 519 182.03 2.85 0.0000149

gjhuxj 630 213.00 2.96 0.0000179

gjrksyk 591 189.00 3.13 0.0000166

>wfr;k 1300 190.23 6.83 0.0000321
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fdyksj 187 14.02 13.34 0.0000068

[ksjnk 499 68.03 7.33 0.0000079

yksn 315 213.00 1.48 0.0000107

yks'Kkuh 865 164.02 5.27 0.0000221

eYyh fluksyh 392 68.56 5.72 0.0000079

eksuk 844 209.63 4.03 0.0000225

uSdkuk 1018 145.23 7.01 0.0000251

uFkqok[kku 1114 189.26 5.89 0.0000280

cMhcka> 401 2111.00 0.19 0.0000474

xSjkMh yVoky 324 130.72 2.48 0.0000091

lrcaqxk 1222 247.00 4.95 0.0000315

lr[kksy 463 112.00 4.13 0.0000087

;ke[ksr 744 112.00 6.64 0.0000184

Nrksyk 991 145.23 6.82 0.0000245

flek;y jSDoky 520 189.23 2.75 0.0000150

Yos'kky 522 178.02 2.93 0.0000149

lw.k 277 89.02 3.11 0.0000083

lwih 1833 213.00 8.61 0.0000442

lqjkyxkao 48 15.03 3.19 0.0000068

x<xkao 618 89.39 6.91 0.0000152

mekx< 404 145.00 2.79 0.0000094

I;wMk 465 161.48 2.88 0.0000097

fVdqjh 230 50.18 4.58 0.0000075

?kksMk[kky 1103 182.00 6.06 0.0000276

xguk 1679 212.08 7.92 0.0000408

fN;ksMh 781 260.63 3.00 0.0000221

dwy 661 100.37 6.59 0.0000164

xaxjdksV 699 133.15 5.25 0.0000179

deksyh 387 136.38 2.84 0.0000092

euZlk 624 136.38 4.58 0.0000163

flejkM 344 123.82 2.78 0.0000090

lq;kyckMh 376 69.61 5.40 0.0000079

pkSiMk 511 197.09 2.59 0.0000150

tkSjklh 536 148.12 3.62 0.0000146

fljlk 573 210.04 2.73 0.0000166

clxkao 561 210.03 2.67 0.0000163

iks[kjh 743 260.63 2.85 0.0000213

nudU;k 369 69.45 5.31 0.0000079

dQqMk 586 39.66 14.78 0.0000136

lq;kyxkaM 551 112.00 4.92 0.0000142

fiBksyh 520 185.00 2.81 0.0000149

NheheVsyk 309 68.00 4.54 0.0000079

Dokjo 529 212.06 2.49 0.0000157

fn;kjh 499 125.86 3.96 0.0000090

eqDrs'oj 1168 178.23 6.55 0.0000290
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District Nainital

Block Kotabagh

vkoaykdksV 2553 284.00 8.99 0.0000555

iwjuiqj 2922 260.00 11.24 0.0000615

fonjkeiqj 1159 110.00 10.54 0.0000246

irfy;k 2163 438.00 4.94 0.0000531

deksyk 2574 500.00 5.15 0.0000625

jkeiqj 1448 172.00 8.42 0.0000318

dkyk<qxh cUnkscLrh 2303 255.00 9.03 0.0000500

ctwfu;k gY nw 2053 271.00 7.58 0.0000459

ukFkwtkyk 1052 124.00 8.48 0.0000231

fxUrhxkao 1698 134.00 12.67 0.0000352

jruiqj 1544 103.00 14.99 0.0000315

nsoypkSM 989 53.00 18.66 0.0000197

lkSM 1145 103.65 11.05 0.0000242

cxM 1070 121.00 8.84 0.0000233

fj;kM 629 98.12 6.41 0.0000145

nsohjkeiqj 1397 120.00 11.64 0.0000293

ukSnk 1667 139.00 11.99 0.0000348

rfy;k 491 114.03 4.31 0.0000090

cklh 690 101.00 6.83 0.0000157

vks[ky<awxk 683 145.00 4.71 0.0000170

vexBh 527 211.00 2.50 0.0000161

veksBk 592 118.00 5.02 0.0000145

xkSfj;knso 308 69.09 4.46 0.0000076

MkSu ijsok 638 163.00 3.91 0.0000167

tyuk 575 257.00 2.24 0.0000184

ck/kuh 564 210.00 2.69 0.0000168

ik.Msxkao 355 32.00 11.09 0.0000065

L;kr 375 38.02 9.86 0.0000067

?kw&?kw&flxMh 506 213.00 2.38 0.0000158

jkuhdksVk 343 63.02 5.44 0.0000074

NMk 416 152.00 2.74 0.0000102

Hkheiqjh 513 30.00 17.10 0.0000103

lksutkyk 1054 76.00 13.87 0.0000216

egjksMk 506 201.00 2.52 0.0000154

Fkkiyk 404 46.00 8.78 0.0000069

dq.k[ksr 448 49.03 9.14 0.0000070

u;kik.Ms xkao 389 68.00 5.72 0.0000076

/keksyk 1697 271.00 6.26 0.0000394

District Nainital

Block Dhari

v/kfj;k 1081 165.12 6.55 0.0000213

vDlksMk 813 139.00 5.85 0.0000163

dksfdycuk 175 105.63 1.66 0.0000069
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dkSy 587 178.88 3.28 0.0000130

xtkj 563 176.00 3.20 0.0000125

xquhxkao 539 80.94 6.66 0.0000106

xqfu;kys[k 819 140.84 5.82 0.0000164

pkS[kqVk 1265 335.90 3.77 0.0000272

tyukuhy igkMh 580 213.28 2.72 0.0000134

nhuh eYyh 873 340.35 2.57 0.0000205

nhuh rRyh 1355 533.80 2.54 0.0000319

/kkukpqyh 1310 192.64 6.80 0.0000258

ijoMk 1065 220.16 4.84 0.0000219

ifuy;kyh 351 43.30 8.11 0.0000059

cfc;kM 1364 600.17 2.27 0.0000331

cqjklh 252 87.42 2.88 0.0000066

cq<hcuk 762 124.00 6.15 0.0000152

e>sMk 457 166.33 2.75 0.0000078

euk?kksj 353 69.20 5.10 0.0000063

egrksyh xkao 293 151.36 1.94 0.0000076

eT;wyh 1189 264.67 4.49 0.0000248

ynQksMk 504 48.97 10.29 0.0000095

k'kcuh 1016 226.63 4.48 0.0000212

ljuk 1727 458.12 3.77 0.0000371

lfy;kdksV rYyk 497 182.52 2.72 0.0000081

lqufd;k 1351 260.22 5.19 0.0000275

lqUnj[kky 1303 191.83 6.79 0.0000256

lsykys[k 603 213.68 2.82 0.0000138

vuZik 550 151.76 3.62 0.0000119

vEnks 149 213.28 0.70 0.0000085

nqnyh 560 372.32 1.50 0.0000155

nsouxj 950 211.00 4.50 0.0000198

ldnhuk 404 203.97 1.98 0.0000084

gjhuxj vDlksMk 551 161.07 3.42 0.0000121

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Bironkhal

ftokbZ 588 155.46 3.78 0.0000352

fcjxa.kk 341 130.75 2.61 0.0000193

okirk 166 65.42 2.54 0.0000176

dksfy.Mk 268 115.49 2.32 0.0000189

ukuL;w 231 79.82 2.89 0.0000180

eVsyk 497 238.77 2.08 0.0000222

lqdkbZ 457 188.42 2.43 0.0000209

nfj;kcStjkS 744 88.03 8.45 0.0000417

tliqj 731 424.02 1.72 0.0000499

dFkMh 398 323.23 1.23 0.0000244

<kS.M 446 303.48 1.47 0.0000239

pksirk 521 376.97 1.38 0.0000376



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Fkkiyk 655 293.94 2.23 0.0000425

dusjk 332 108.89 3.05 0.0000188

flyksyh 223 151.38 1.47 0.0000199

MqyeksV 693 576.98 1.20 0.0000520

cqMkdksV 313 209.80 1.49 0.0000214

defy;k 577 143.85 4.01 0.0000343

cwaxh/kkj 319 158.27 2.02 0.0000201

MqeyksV 693 325.21 2.13 0.0000453

eklkS 324 249.72 1.30 0.0000225

c;sMk 451 370.38 1.22 0.0000257

esyk/kkj 661 253.71 2.61 0.0000417

[kSrksyh 502 354.60 1.42 0.0000360

QjlkMh 245 100.24 2.44 0.0000185

iapjkM 500 126.48 3.95 0.0000192

x<dksV 602 187.95 3.20 0.0000368

dq.ktksyh 320 244.12 1.31 0.0000223

vjd.MbZ 450 170.67 2.64 0.0000204

[ky/kkj 319 81.16 3.93 0.0000180

Baxk 320 155.40 2.06 0.0000200

eklh 261 159.32 1.64 0.0000201

cxkaj 592 281.76 2.10 0.0000388

ykNh 445 215.44 2.07 0.0000216

j.k?ksjk 275 160.84 1.71 0.0000201

cejkMh 682 370.26 1.84 0.0000459

/kksch?kkV 461 423.68 1.09 0.0000271

lhykrYyk 478 379.73 1.26 0.0000259

ukSxkao 284 97.24 2.92 0.0000185

L;wlh 574 94.24 6.09 0.0000329

ddjksMk 304 225.48 1.35 0.0000219

lsjkrYyk 279 137.73 2.03 0.0000195

panaksyh 336 115.35 2.91 0.0000189

HkkSjkM 427 192.52 2.22 0.0000210

Hkk[k.M 459 208.38 2.20 0.0000214

xqfB.Mk 363 244.20 1.49 0.0000223

,sjksyh 467 159.45 2.93 0.0000201

pksjf[k.Mk 770 390.66 1.97 0.0000511

dnksyk 466 172.00 2.71 0.0000204

eSBk.kk 517 342.36 1.51 0.0000364

yksnyh 398 125.55 3.17 0.0000192

Hkjiqj NksVk 352 150.02 2.35 0.0000199

dSykM 310 113.70 2.73 0.0000189

dlkMh 497 157.02 3.17 0.0000200

ySaxy 245 138.78 1.77 0.0000196

Hkjiqj cMk 392 181.70 2.16 0.0000207

f<Lok.kh 732 324.68 2.25 0.0000473



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
d.MksyhcMh 281 191.99 1.46 0.0000210

fleMh 527 276.66 1.90 0.0000352

dksVk 512 212.92 2.40 0.0000327

xsgqykM 721 607.52 1.19 0.0000543

lS/kkj 477 222.59 2.14 0.0000218

lqUnj[kky 550 242.01 2.27 0.0000355

nsodk.MbZ 564 196.28 2.87 0.0000350

MqeSyk e0 760 212.79 3.57 0.0000459

MqeSyk r0 755 331.24 2.28 0.0000487

jxMhxkM 228 181.20 1.26 0.0000207

ukdqjh 290 106.46 2.72 0.0000187

?kksfM;kuk 319 100.23 3.18 0.0000185

fllbZ 469 142.07 3.30 0.0000196

dksyjh 608 182.40 3.33 0.0000370

?ku';kyh 435 111.60 3.90 0.0000188

dksfByk 490 167.10 2.93 0.0000203

f[krksfV;k 561 237.04 2.37 0.0000360

coalk e0 620 199.19 3.11 0.0000381

Xohu e0 487 197.63 2.46 0.0000211

lhyh r0 386 136.47 2.83 0.0000195

lqaxfj;k cMk 447 157.15 2.84 0.0000200

lhyh e0 835 233.94 3.57 0.0000504

ukx.kh 385 159.76 2.41 0.0000201

um 617 244.64 2.52 0.0000391

eaxjkS 532 216.27 2.46 0.0000339

Fkdqylkjh 397 187.20 2.12 0.0000208

cUnjdksV 761 435.42 1.75 0.0000518

freyk[kksyh 224 69.93 3.20 0.0000177

tk[k.kh 375 198.53 1.89 0.0000211

<kSSj 544 253.39 2.15 0.0000355

flUnwMh 695 288.64 2.41 0.0000444

deMbZ 655 225.75 2.90 0.0000406

Fkkiyk o0 288 121.55 2.37 0.0000191

ckMkMkaMk 805 403.24 2.00 0.0000533

dk.MkrYyk 624 186.07 3.35 0.0000380

dk.MkeYyk 448 142.68 3.14 0.0000197

rykbZ 379 115.45 3.28 0.0000189

?kksMkikykeYyk 476 165.45 2.88 0.0000203

rSyhi[kksyh 459 244.72 1.88 0.0000224

egknsolS.k 254 116.56 2.18 0.0000190

iukleYyk 733 285.97 2.56 0.0000464

Mkax 259 132.37 1.96 0.0000194

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Dwarikhal

vekYMw 253 315.65 0.80 0.0000299
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(%)
[ksMk 268 324.16 0.83 0.0000301

peL;wy 363 198.31 1.83 0.0000273

Mcksyh 300 266.08 1.13 0.0000288

freyh 405 328.21 1.23 0.0000302

Mkcj 295 232.80 1.27 0.0000280

L;kyuk 226 245.68 0.92 0.0000283

veksyk 570 709.48 0.80 0.0000593

vlusFk 473 887.51 0.53 0.0000428

[kjhd 427 311.21 1.37 0.0000298

pkaniqj 511 655.02 0.78 0.0000536

nkcM 382 645.90 0.59 0.0000374

mfr.Mk 376 265.48 1.42 0.0000288

Bakxj 284 306.36 0.93 0.0000297

uS.kh 163 237.16 0.69 0.0000281

ikVyh 334 260.58 1.28 0.0000287

iqY;klw 488 579.13 0.84 0.0000359

cjxMMh 297 232.70 1.28 0.0000280

cfUnyk 271 248.49 1.09 0.0000284

cjlwMh 271 335.59 0.81 0.0000304

Hkyxkao 421 359.40 1.17 0.0000309

egjxkao 269 459.56 0.59 0.0000332

lhykMkaMk 465 248.49 1.87 0.0000284

mfM;kjh 376 204.17 1.84 0.0000274

dk.Mk 391 169.06 2.31 0.0000266

[ktjh 350 244.13 1.43 0.0000283

tokM 439 434.77 1.01 0.0000326

cMsFk 481 371.01 1.30 0.0000312

fcjeksyh 393 289.33 1.36 0.0000293

lq.My 201 231.53 0.87 0.0000280

cukyh 179 167.55 1.07 0.0000266

gFkuwM 449 316.72 1.42 0.0000299

vksMycMk 481 300.03 1.60 0.0000296

dqYgkM 545 243.22 2.24 0.0000469

dksVye.Mk 490 541.65 0.90 0.0000350

xgM 484 176.88 2.74 0.0000268

XohucMk 509 278.34 1.83 0.0000450

peksyhxkao 481 263.48 1.83 0.0000287

lriqyhrYyh 315 61.11 5.15 0.0000242

lriqyheYyh 413 100.27 4.12 0.0000251

jktf[ky 307 259.82 1.18 0.0000287

lhykcka?kkV 239 139.22 1.72 0.0000259

c[kjksMhxao 323 315.76 1.02 0.0000299

dBqM cMk 754 981.40 0.77 0.0000794

dFkhZ 647 304.36 2.13 0.0000560

[kek.kk 301 345.64 0.87 0.0000306
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Divisible Pool 
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dwrMh 378 302.31 1.25 0.0000296

[kS.MwMh 613 894.77 0.69 0.0000668

x<dksV 436 367.87 1.19 0.0000311

Xohy 240 174.02 1.38 0.0000267

tliqj 696 402.68 1.73 0.0000620

tYyh 236 232.70 1.01 0.0000280

BaBksyh 481 353.31 1.36 0.0000308

Mkscjh 122 158.64 0.77 0.0000264

cMsFk 239 180.05 1.33 0.0000269

dksBkj 438 431.34 1.02 0.0000325

jSal 240 229.46 1.05 0.0000280

dyksMh 357 148.12 2.41 0.0000261

rksyh 333 162.02 2.06 0.0000265

fnmlk 439 36.71 11.96 0.0000236

ckSBk 507 55.85 9.08 0.0000398

Hkyxako 494 321.73 1.54 0.0000301

fjxokMxkao 262 162.68 1.61 0.0000265

cYyh 301 106.76 2.82 0.0000252

fljkbZ 385 338.66 1.14 0.0000304

lSateYyk 343 176.84 1.94 0.0000268

dkaMh 300 421.03 0.71 0.0000323

fdulqj 867 728.06 1.19 0.0000823

xwe 411 496.86 0.83 0.0000340

?k.Mkyw 184 301.09 0.61 0.0000296

My 202 348.85 0.58 0.0000307

uS:y 194 608.26 0.32 0.0000365

gruwM 449 399.44 1.12 0.0000318

dSUMqy 377 347.93 1.08 0.0000306

[kMsrh 393 222.58 1.77 0.0000278

xwe 543 196.68 2.76 0.0000457

tesyh 438 186.16 2.35 0.0000270

/kkjh 350 187.38 1.87 0.0000270

eysFkk 247 127.48 1.94 0.0000257

yaxwjh 554 279.65 1.98 0.0000484

yks"k.k 294 261.96 1.12 0.0000287

fleY;k 682 492.11 1.39 0.0000629

Hk;klw 432 186.79 2.31 0.0000270

HkSMxkao 254 69.02 3.68 0.0000244

Pojk 482 323.36 1.49 0.0000301

Nke 294 131.53 2.24 0.0000258

tq;kyxkao 750 326.99 2.29 0.0000644

Mkscj 204 230.68 0.88 0.0000280

<kSjh 431 237.96 1.81 0.0000282

n'kejh 297 129.10 2.30 0.0000257

fn[ksr 286 155.76 1.84 0.0000263
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ios[k 268 88.46 3.03 0.0000248

ceksyh 543 518.83 1.05 0.0000530

e"V 414 261.84 1.58 0.0000287

fleY;k 709 342.37 2.07 0.0000616

fgyksxh 362 207.21 1.75 0.0000275

lqjkMh 893 330.24 2.70 0.0000753

ikyh 598 165.52 3.61 0.0000492

ijlwyh 364 229.87 1.58 0.0000280

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Dugadda

Hkheflagiqj 1671 76.99 21.70 0.0000738

exuiqj 1463 156.16 9.37 0.0000697

>.MhpkSM(i0) 1757 157.88 11.13 0.0000820

>.MhpkSM (m0) 1439 140.25 10.26 0.0000678

>.MhpkSM (iw0) 2028 164.88 12.30 0.0000937

tlks/kjiqj 1632 166.84 9.78 0.0000774

gYnw[kkrk 1581 136.86 11.55 0.0000735

yksde.khiqj 1264 131.14 9.64 0.0000600

t;nsoiwj 955 237.35 4.02 0.0000533

mn;jkeiwj 1068 118.00 9.05 0.0000511

Xohjkyk 374 288.12 1.30 0.0000290

eFkk.kk 444 266.00 1.67 0.0000277

pkS.Myh 223 79.00 2.82 0.0000170

dk.MbZ 426 343.70 1.24 0.0000322

cYyh 600 215.24 2.79 0.0000373

mfrZNk 464 288.12 1.61 0.0000290

dkVy 195 142.14 1.37 0.0000206

pjs[k 124 127.77 0.97 0.0000198

jke.kh 409 327.00 1.25 0.0000312

/kqjkrky 132 212.95 0.62 0.0000247

iqfy.Mk 363 152.99 2.37 0.0000212

rPNkyh 345 162.13 2.13 0.0000218

eokdksV 1551 140.59 11.03 0.0000725

f'kojktiqj 2130 182.12 11.70 0.0000989

ineiqjekVk<kd 1980 130.31 15.19 0.0000897

?ke.Miqj 1447 84.78 17.07 0.0000650

nqxkZiqj 2091 233.50 8.96 0.0001002

uaniqj 1330 97.53 13.64 0.0000608

fuEcwpkSM 2474 181.36 13.64 0.0001132

xzkLVuxat 2266 72.15 31.41 0.0000983

dksVMhMkax 1178 31.00 38.00 0.0000507

ckyklkSM 4379 119.09 36.77 0.0001887

dk'khjkeiqj 11870 157.38 75.42 0.0005020

ykyikuh 2237 165.15 13.55 0.0001024

jruiqj 4736 94.00 50.38 0.0002021
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dqEHkhpkSM 1535 108.00 14.21 0.0000699

ekuiqj 3751 36.31 103.30 0.0001579

flrkciqj 3801 51.00 74.53 0.0001608

f'koiqj 3688 159.00 23.19 0.0001623

f'kCcwuxj 2397 82.50 29.05 0.0001043

ineiqj 7353 233.62 31.47 0.0003188

ykyiqj 2075 96.00 21.61 0.0000917

cyHknziqj 3122 168.00 18.58 0.0001393

nFkkZ 305 89.41 3.41 0.0000176

Qjlwyk 497 95.00 5.23 0.0000179

eqjkU;w 363 93.00 3.90 0.0000178

ldkU;k.kh 260 47.00 5.53 0.0000152

eksgjk 537 121.81 4.41 0.0000293

ukSxkaorYyk 268 60.29 4.45 0.0000159

HkkudksV 573 137.00 4.18 0.0000317

lhyk 585 152.00 3.85 0.0000330

Qrsgiqj 666 167.20 3.98 0.0000373

cksjxkao 389 149.95 2.59 0.0000211

ljMk ldkyh 341 101.12 3.37 0.0000183

HksYMkcMk 686 154.91 4.43 0.0000374

>Vjh 476 240.45 1.98 0.0000263

dksyhxako 260 189.40 1.37 0.0000233

ljMkguqeUrh 283 101.58 2.79 0.0000183

?kksVkrYyk 269 253.37 1.06 0.0000270

iqjukdksV 226 295.53 0.76 0.0000294

vkelkSM 572 141.81 4.03 0.0000319

tejhxMMhrYyh 418 209.75 1.99 0.0000245

mejSyk 575 345.22 1.67 0.0000437

meFkxkao 412 167.20 2.46 0.0000221

Hknyh[kky 594 184.34 3.22 0.0000353

ckndksV 327 152.98 2.14 0.0000212

tqxjk.klS.k 371 115.72 3.21 0.0000191

fleypkSM 638 112.97 5.65 0.0000330

tqok 450 608.75 0.74 0.0000474

nsoy[kky 889 364.23 2.44 0.0000578

/kwjk/kukbZ 221 217.64 1.02 0.0000250

ukyh cMh 444 238.92 1.86 0.0000262

y[kokM 292 123.44 2.37 0.0000195

g"kZw 444 290.57 1.53 0.0000291

iBqvdjk 685 250.97 2.73 0.0000429

[kksyd.Mh 499 432.76 1.15 0.0000373

t;xkao 296 159.45 1.86 0.0000216

fnmyk 324 60.00 5.40 0.0000159

xksykeYyk 381 164.44 2.32 0.0000219

ckxhcMh 463 260.99 1.77 0.0000274
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dBqM NksVk 561 211.00 2.66 0.0000354

eksguh jkor 113 114.68 0.99 0.0000190

tkSjklh 441 310.78 1.42 0.0000303

fleyuk eYyk 346 182.59 1.89 0.0000229

fleyuk fopyk 230 418.41 0.55 0.0000365

/kqjkHkjiqj 299 238.78 1.25 0.0000262

L;kyuh 437 503.91 0.87 0.0000414

ds"Vk 437 26.55 16.46 0.0000140

pwuk egsMk 325 643.47 0.51 0.0000494

tqMMk jkSfM;ky 307 314.46 0.98 0.0000305

eT;kMh 612 799.00 0.77 0.0000713

pj 341 256.00 1.33 0.0000272

ckxh NksVh 445 169.13 2.63 0.0000222

HkSMxkao 577 181.00 3.19 0.0000344

fctuwj 455 770.00 0.59 0.0000567

lkSM 351 273.27 1.28 0.0000281

dBqMcMk 439 155.00 2.83 0.0000214

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Ekeshwar

dksVk 376 117.52 3.20 0.0000200

icksyh 291 60.24 4.83 0.0000168

vUlkjh Fkkiyk 206 32.31 6.38 0.0000152

Fkkiy eYyk 264 34.01 7.76 0.0000153

fM;wYM 269 77.88 3.45 0.0000178

eqfMa;kQ 167 110.67 1.51 0.0000197

eklkSa 296 52.01 5.69 0.0000163

eklkSeqL;kr 403 55.67 7.24 0.0000165

lklkS 534 58.23 9.17 0.0000271

iqlksyh 146 35.42 4.12 0.0000154

iapqj 310 50.43 6.15 0.0000162

blksVh 418 13.62 30.69 0.0000141

eqlklw 593 25.36 23.38 0.0000278

cMksyh 446 124.00 3.60 0.0000204

eudksV 365 107.75 3.39 0.0000195

Hk.Mkyh 473 166.76 2.84 0.0000229

bZMk 194 22.16 8.75 0.0000146

ejMk 448 69.00 6.49 0.0000173

ikydksV 279 46.00 6.07 0.0000160

/kjklw 903 96.81 9.33 0.0000456

j.kLok 888 105.80 8.39 0.0000455

lxksMk 221 76.60 2.89 0.0000177

xtjlS.k 396 63.20 6.27 0.0000169

ikaFkj 189 32.48 5.82 0.0000152

ukSxkao 762 13.58 56.11 0.0000346

xtsjk 324 14.05 23.06 0.0000141
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eFkk.kk 380 30.43 12.49 0.0000151

fjaxokMh 575 47.60 12.08 0.0000283

eBpkSjh 185 46.40 3.99 0.0000160

lrikyh 393 79.84 4.92 0.0000179

pekyh 147 52.12 2.82 0.0000163

cMssFk 540 56.28 9.59 0.0000272

yfVcks 475 30.31 15.67 0.0000151

L;ksyh 572 75.49 7.58 0.0000297

gykbZ 357 56.91 6.27 0.0000166

xqjkM rYyk 278 33.79 8.23 0.0000153

xqjkM eYyk 378 69.72 5.42 0.0000173

Hkneksyh 314 52.01 6.04 0.0000163

eysFkk 228 49.00 4.65 0.0000161

Hkjiqj 328 41.92 7.82 0.0000157

dqyklw 530 51.71 10.25 0.0000265

XokM eYyk 293 25.34 11.56 0.0000148

flekj 354 45.00 7.87 0.0000159

NkekcMk 267 90.00 2.97 0.0000185

tSrksyh eYyh 219 15.00 14.60 0.0000142

tSrksyh rYyh 373 52.00 7.17 0.0000163

ceksyh 170 28.74 5.92 0.0000150

rNokM 503 52.08 9.66 0.0000253

XokM rYyk 598 78.90 7.58 0.0000311

ikry 570 45.10 12.64 0.0000279

mPpkdksV 190 47.00 4.04 0.0000160

uko 280 65.83 4.25 0.0000171

jsMw 211 58.05 3.63 0.0000166

cX;kyh 211 45.92 4.59 0.0000160

dBwyh 447 105.23 4.25 0.0000193

Mkscy 306 116.50 2.63 0.0000200

ik[kjh 317 62.16 5.10 0.0000169

lkydksV 362 24.32 14.88 0.0000147

cNsyh 234 23.92 9.78 0.0000147

caBksyh 308 114.79 2.68 0.0000199

M.MkeYyk 339 222.82 1.52 0.0000261

ekSnakMh 555 187.13 2.97 0.0000353

ckSlky eYyk 344 75.33 4.57 0.0000176

eysBh 728 257.18 2.83 0.0000470

pkSeklq/kkj 250 118.80 2.10 0.0000201

fxaokyh 216 31.76 6.80 0.0000151

[kqysm 443 51.24 8.65 0.0000163

cL;wj 488 79.80 6.12 0.0000179

cL;wyh 304 48.00 6.33 0.0000161

ekybZ 317 128.82 2.46 0.0000207

dxFkqu 216 21.02 10.28 0.0000145
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xksyhZ 684 278.73 2.45 0.0000463

bZMk e0 343 24.46 14.02 0.0000147

eksYBh 378 156.78 2.41 0.0000223

cMksyh 446 80.48 5.54 0.0000179

fcUtkSyh 392 176.41 2.22 0.0000234

jSalksyh pS/kkj 336 60.93 5.51 0.0000168

dqj[;ky 693 85.05 8.15 0.0000356

dk.MbZ 335 62.83 5.33 0.0000169

gyw.kh 449 51.32 8.75 0.0000163

HkSMxkao 618 83.06 7.44 0.0000322

laxykdksVh 604 146.24 4.13 0.0000352

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Jehrikhal

nsoMkyh 314 279.24 1.12 0.0000248

lkjheYyh 600 275.19 2.18 0.0000430

ikyhrYyh 454 216.92 2.09 0.0000234

vksMy 391 234.32 1.67 0.0000238

t;gjh 1857 150.55 12.33 0.0001165

ldeq.Mk 582 146.71 3.97 0.0000389

ckSBak 282 155.72 1.81 0.0000219

eSUnksyh eYyh 368 150.96 2.44 0.0000218

lqjekMh rYyh 336 144.48 2.33 0.0000217

lkjh rYyh 366 210.44 1.74 0.0000232

FkYnk 425 262.15 1.62 0.0000244

C;kyh 270 156.62 1.72 0.0000219

ux/kkj 301 157.21 1.91 0.0000220

jsMk 315 133.80 2.35 0.0000214

ikLrk 333 220.16 1.51 0.0000234

[kMdksyh 678 545.53 1.24 0.0000541

eysFkheYyh 616 326.19 1.89 0.0000452

g.MqyrYyk 320 290.17 1.10 0.0000251

[kSjk 459 255.01 1.80 0.0000243

xqMsFkk 265 130.31 2.03 0.0000213

cchuk 409 232.70 1.76 0.0000237

rksyh 383 269.14 1.42 0.0000246

dksVk eYyk 168 124.24 1.35 0.0000212

dksVk rYyk 459 455.01 1.01 0.0000290

Vlhyk rYyk 540 328.22 1.65 0.0000406

dk.MbZ 565 222.69 2.54 0.0000396

clbZ 488 218.21 2.24 0.0000234

pkSM 713 394.13 1.81 0.0000527

cUnw.k 703 913.66 0.77 0.0000643

Xohyk.kh 287 159.05 1.80 0.0000220

lSU/kh 504 247.63 2.04 0.0000365

xtokM 259 112.74 2.30 0.0000209



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ckalh 672 338.68 1.98 0.0000489

Mkcjh 237 146.49 1.62 0.0000217

tnyk 447 157.02 2.85 0.0000219

cjLokj 402 222.99 1.80 0.0000235

tfM;kuk 385 345.92 1.11 0.0000264

lqdksyh rYyh 779 214.50 3.63 0.0000524

flyokM 727 384.89 1.89 0.0000533

es:Mk 393 444.36 0.88 0.0000287

[kqokMh 479 360.59 1.33 0.0000267

eBkyh 579 494.06 1.17 0.0000469

cMxako 443 291.78 1.52 0.0000251

?ksVqyxako 404 402.27 1.00 0.0000277

iSuy xako 290 436.97 0.66 0.0000285

cq)xako 262 473.09 0.55 0.0000294

vlu[ksr 523 202.27 2.59 0.0000366

?kka?kyh 603 211.35 2.85 0.0000417

fp.kokS 279 222.57 1.25 0.0000235

ea>ksyk 223 38.85 5.74 0.0000192

usX;k.kk 300 83.36 3.60 0.0000202

ukSxako 869 398.23 2.18 0.0000622

lqudVyk 546 272.45 2.00 0.0000396

xqfu;ky 359 214.49 1.67 0.0000233

vedVyk 310 177.96 1.74 0.0000224

<dlq.k 454 315.26 1.44 0.0000257

/kksMk iYyk 318 273.23 1.16 0.0000247

ckfM;w 412 72.59 5.68 0.0000200

tysFkk 392 208.83 1.88 0.0000232

pesBk 528 250.11 2.11 0.0000380

dUnksyh 250 208.42 1.20 0.0000232

ihMk 309 445.18 0.69 0.0000287

dksVk[kky 608 211.25 2.88 0.0000420

x<dksV 452 254.74 1.77 0.0000242

iq.Msjxako 404 266.93 1.51 0.0000245

dQYMh 529 498.19 1.06 0.0000439

dk.Mk eYyk 448 236.34 1.90 0.0000238

fdekj 488 253.35 1.93 0.0000242

pkbZ 346 199.03 1.74 0.0000229

csokMh 280 394.13 0.71 0.0000275

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Kaljikhal

fnobZ 495 240.00 2.06 0.0000228

xqfB.Mk 486 195.00 2.49 0.0000218

Qynk 290 105.00 2.76 0.0000197

Vaxjksyh 710 262.00 2.71 0.0000468

uybZ 573 190.00 3.02 0.0000373



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Fkkiyh 469 192.00 2.44 0.0000217

cf.k;kxako 404 208.00 1.94 0.0000221

fxnjklw 430 142.00 3.03 0.0000205

fejpksMk 502 188.00 2.67 0.0000332

lkaxqM 390 262.00 1.49 0.0000234

[kk.MkeYyk 159 206.00 0.77 0.0000220

lwyk 355 231.00 1.54 0.0000226

FkSj 583 198.00 2.94 0.0000381

eykm 390 306.00 1.27 0.0000244

fdeksyh 403 208.00 1.94 0.0000221

lduksyh 336 154.00 2.18 0.0000208

uxj 667 304.00 2.19 0.0000454

ljklw 824 311.00 2.65 0.0000545

HkVV̀hxkao 376 144.00 2.61 0.0000206

iykbZ 296 212.00 1.40 0.0000222

[kjdk 216 214.00 1.01 0.0000222

HksVh 376 247.00 1.52 0.0000230

egM 451 280.00 1.61 0.0000238

cksfj[k 277 204.00 1.36 0.0000220

dqfMxzko 398 291.00 1.37 0.0000240

pkeh 274 215.00 1.27 0.0000222

>Vd.Mh 325 182.00 1.79 0.0000215

[kqxlk 308 188.00 1.64 0.0000216

ygsMk 456 201.00 2.27 0.0000219

dk.Mk 685 209.00 3.28 0.0000442

Mqad 285 148.00 1.93 0.0000207

Mkaxh 343 222.00 1.55 0.0000224

lqjkyxko 350 178.00 1.97 0.0000214

d.Mkjk 187 301.00 0.62 0.0000243

lhjkSa 414 210.00 1.97 0.0000221

dq.M 398 281.00 1.42 0.0000238

cM[kksyw 610 177.00 3.45 0.0000391

fcy[ksr 539 201.00 2.68 0.0000356

cwaxk 691 198.00 3.49 0.0000442

csMikuh 227 182.00 1.25 0.0000215

csnqyxako 288 145.00 1.99 0.0000206

HkVdksVh 266 219.00 1.21 0.0000223

ejksMk 383 199.00 1.92 0.0000219

vksyuk 324 219.00 1.48 0.0000223

fnmlh 375 256.00 1.46 0.0000232

uSFkkuk 343 197.00 1.74 0.0000218

lkduhcMh 339 183.00 1.85 0.0000215

lSukj 407 268.00 1.52 0.0000235

cqVyh 307 234.00 1.31 0.0000227

xMdksV 304 203.00 1.50 0.0000220



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
iapkyh 293 211.00 1.39 0.0000222

/kkjh 325 198.00 1.64 0.0000218

iq.Mksjh 218 176.00 1.24 0.0000213

vklwbZ 590 180.00 3.28 0.0000380

vlx< 627 351.00 1.79 0.0000442

lqrkjxkao 347 289.00 1.20 0.0000240

cSMxako 276 210.00 1.31 0.0000221

?kf.M;ky 466 302.00 1.54 0.0000243

Mkaxw 423 305.00 1.39 0.0000244

xksj.k 276 288.00 0.96 0.0000240

dBqM 250 136.00 1.84 0.0000204

cMdksV 362 388.00 0.93 0.0000263

nsoy 287 189.00 1.52 0.0000216

Mkaxh 499 308.00 1.62 0.0000244

fnmlk 719 296.00 2.43 0.0000482

Fkkiyk 460 236.00 1.95 0.0000227

vxjksMk 759 301.00 2.52 0.0000506

dksyMh 612 354.00 1.73 0.0000434

/ohyhfc"V 407 297.00 1.37 0.0000242

fc"Vcwaxk 533 284.00 1.88 0.0000372

ejksMk 195 299.00 0.65 0.0000242

/kkjdksV 340 256.00 1.33 0.0000232

ukSfV;kyxako 327 195.00 1.68 0.0000218

fp.Mkyw 207 168.00 1.23 0.0000211

flysFk 417 178.00 2.34 0.0000214

ihiyh 396 198.00 2.00 0.0000218

nksfy.Mk 404 209.00 1.93 0.0000221

v.ksFk 643 291.00 2.21 0.0000437

etxako 481 297.00 1.62 0.0000242

fVejh 358 201.00 1.78 0.0000219

Fkkiyh 705 246.00 2.87 0.0000462

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Khirsu

dVk[kksyh 297 112.00 2.65 0.0000161

dQksyh 398 160.00 2.49 0.0000176

dksYBk 565 246.00 2.30 0.0000315

tysFkk 323 175.00 1.85 0.0000181

tksxMh 359 219.00 1.64 0.0000195

Vdksyh 282 109.00 2.59 0.0000160

f<dokyxako 378 168.00 2.25 0.0000179

nsoyx<h 379 182.00 2.08 0.0000183

cyksMh 299 231.00 1.29 0.0000198

HkVksyh 867 401.00 2.16 0.0000490

eUnksyh 478 271.00 1.76 0.0000211

jkeiqj 365 331.00 1.10 0.0000230



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
MqxzhiFk 328 296.00 1.11 0.0000219

Lohr 719 173.00 4.16 0.0000357

xgM 297 88.00 3.38 0.0000154

[kksyk 236 67.00 3.52 0.0000147

dBwM 245 89.00 2.75 0.0000154

dksVh 562 243.00 2.31 0.0000313

[kkyw 369 119.00 3.10 0.0000163

pfMxako 327 149.00 2.19 0.0000173

pejkMk 307 138.00 2.22 0.0000169

tk[k 334 126.00 2.65 0.0000166

Mkx,sBk.k 2192 103.00 21.28 0.0000956

Fkkiyk 368 133.00 2.77 0.0000168

/kfjxako 278 71.00 3.92 0.0000149

iks[kjh 367 73.00 5.03 0.0000149

cNsyh 381 221.00 1.72 0.0000195

feUnkxako 456 123.00 3.71 0.0000165

jsoMh 752 45.00 16.71 0.0000331

lqekMh 638 231.00 2.76 0.0000341

JhdksV[k.Mkg 435 122.00 3.57 0.0000164

JhdksVxaxkukyh 3670 260.00 14.12 0.0001627

u;kyx< 414 172.00 2.41 0.0000180

flaxksjh 837 158.00 5.30 0.0000402

d.Mksyh 490 254.00 1.93 0.0000206

dfy;klkS.k 595 142.00 4.19 0.0000295

dksBxh 496 134.00 3.70 0.0000168

XokM 1011 206.00 4.91 0.0000490

xtsyh 375 279.00 1.34 0.0000213

iks[kjh 578 454.00 1.27 0.0000385

cwnslw 350 68.00 5.15 0.0000148

eqlksyh 304 92.00 3.30 0.0000155

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Kot

dksV 606 77.87 7.78 0.0000341

nsoy 349 108.93 3.20 0.0000185

cqjaklh 223 108.26 2.06 0.0000185

nsokj 506 170.16 2.97 0.0000309

dkaMk 239 97.70 2.45 0.0000182

[kksyk dkM 442 184.54 2.40 0.0000202

Fkek.kk 372 175.23 2.12 0.0000200

uou 437 231.89 1.88 0.0000213

dBqM 835 264.98 3.15 0.0000506

iks[kjh 341 310.18 1.10 0.0000231

<qaxyh 391 201.75 1.94 0.0000206

/keq.M 313 289.56 1.08 0.0000226

dksVlkMk 470 318.66 1.47 0.0000233



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 
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QyLokMh 292 201.66 1.45 0.0000206

>ka>M 228 198.50 1.15 0.0000205

j[kw.k 267 166.34 1.61 0.0000198

cS|zxako 216 311.98 0.69 0.0000231

iyksVk 395 328.66 1.20 0.0000235

ioakbZ 429 298.98 1.43 0.0000228

ukSxako 440 545.94 0.81 0.0000285

iSMqy 456 380.02 1.20 0.0000247

cgsMk 626 608.60 1.03 0.0000473

ylsjk 409 464.19 0.88 0.0000266

flYlw 273 572.65 0.48 0.0000291

?khMh 370 251.63 1.47 0.0000218

iYyk 232 211.26 1.10 0.0000208

QYnkdksV 419 223.76 1.87 0.0000211

xS.M 455 287.76 1.58 0.0000226

d.Mksyh 300 108.63 2.76 0.0000185

dk.Mk [kk 146 45.90 3.18 0.0000170

dqyklq 469 23.15 20.26 0.0000165

pjkdksV 341 13.90 24.53 0.0000163

tuklw 311 13.85 22.45 0.0000163

nSy 646 19.20 33.65 0.0000349

/kkSyd.Mh 809 16.80 48.15 0.0000435

eqfN;kyh 346 72.20 4.79 0.0000176

jkeiqj 202 61.00 3.31 0.0000174

tliqj 303 28.00 10.82 0.0000166

ckye.kk 332 278.48 1.19 0.0000224

tkeyk 376 148.48 2.53 0.0000194

[kMrrYyk 339 167.49 2.02 0.0000198

iapqj 462 586.55 0.79 0.0000294

<qxah 368 220.96 1.67 0.0000210

dk.Mk ou 259 176.05 1.47 0.0000200

lYMk 392 207.21 1.89 0.0000207

xSjkSyxkao 226 171.30 1.32 0.0000199

Vqaxj 405 236.13 1.72 0.0000214

d.Mksyk 296 231.97 1.28 0.0000213

dq.Mh 837 166.43 5.03 0.0000484

ikyh 883 130.02 6.79 0.0000501

j.kkdksV 273 26.00 10.50 0.0000166

cdjksMk 370 190.21 1.95 0.0000203

fljkyk 471 490.09 0.96 0.0000272

[ksMk 393 373.53 1.05 0.0000245

/kkjh 593 170.79 3.47 0.0000355

pijksyh 380 182.52 2.08 0.0000202

tkejh 204 129.10 1.58 0.0000189

ctwa.k 211 89.84 2.35 0.0000181
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u[kksu 237 173.23 1.37 0.0000200

jhbZ 211 109.27 1.93 0.0000185

fcjl.kh 242 197.09 1.23 0.0000205

[kM[kksyk 477 363.00 1.31 0.0000243

[kksyk 728 97.00 7.51 0.0000410

dkiM 493 249.74 1.97 0.0000217

dk.Mk fly 413 225.00 1.84 0.0000211

edyksMh 312 131.93 2.36 0.0000190

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Nainidanda

dQV.Mk 255 184.95 1.38 0.0000240

mfr.Mkxako 370 260.87 1.42 0.0000259

iqyV.Mk 237 325.77 0.73 0.0000276

tksxsMk 592 414.86 1.43 0.0000486

dk.MheYyh 171 178.62 0.96 0.0000238

pekMk 342 265.89 1.29 0.0000261

efUn;kjxako 330 451.06 0.73 0.0000307

mEVk 716 212.62 3.37 0.0000515

fpykm 610 532.46 1.15 0.0000528

jkSnMhcMh 377 443.76 0.85 0.0000306

iquksMh 409 153.71 2.66 0.0000232

ik.Mk 90 71.69 1.26 0.0000211

ywfB;k 690 218.23 3.16 0.0000500

>qMaxw 104 390.66 0.27 0.0000292

C;klh 243 177.61 1.37 0.0000238

dsy/kkj 234 76.81 3.05 0.0000213

pkelS.k 228 354.48 0.64 0.0000283

cok.kh 288 138.41 2.08 0.0000228

fcydksV 728 240.62 3.03 0.0000530

ukjneks{k.k 343 51.02 6.72 0.0000206

viksyk 228 471.37 0.48 0.0000313

pSokMk 270 460.66 0.59 0.0000310

pSMet[kksyk 602 437.07 1.38 0.0000498

<xayxako 250 195.99 1.28 0.0000243

eSjk 502 178.20 2.82 0.0000368

V.Mksyh 467 268.04 1.74 0.0000261

M.M/kkj 505 440.06 1.15 0.0000437

[kkSy 588 370.78 1.59 0.0000473

HkkSu 659 622.74 1.06 0.0000582

vUnjkSyh 663 622.74 1.06 0.0000585

dlkuk 711 224.57 3.17 0.0000515

fpuokMh 370 196.55 1.88 0.0000243

fdukFkh 326 153.10 2.13 0.0000232

nsoykM 387 314.12 1.23 0.0000273

irxako 370 267.57 1.38 0.0000261
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lUnk.kk 469 244.18 1.92 0.0000255

laxfy;koYYkk 150 93.04 1.61 0.0000217

laxfy;kfopYkk 543 275.76 1.97 0.0000420

ukyk 341 182.26 1.87 0.0000239

dksfp;kj 410 160.18 2.56 0.0000234

ihiyh 526 425.34 1.24 0.0000447

[kqfV.Mk fo0 664 462.86 1.43 0.0000545

ckMkxkM 540 251.30 2.15 0.0000411

freyk[kksyh 341 148.19 2.30 0.0000231

pksjx< 440 304.88 1.44 0.0000270

iVsfV;k 672 318.34 2.11 0.0000513

vnokMk 339 134.96 2.51 0.0000227

VkfM;wa 374 299.03 1.25 0.0000269

cMsFk 222 129.45 1.71 0.0000226

fjxaYVh 396 333.03 1.19 0.0000278

dkSykeYYkk 236 128.47 1.84 0.0000226

dkSykrYYkk 185 112.37 1.65 0.0000222

ukSfu;k[ksr 294 141.45 2.08 0.0000229

f[kjSjh 215 42.68 5.04 0.0000204

iatkjkcMk 841 64.59 13.02 0.0000558

iatkjkrYYkk 215 144.40 1.49 0.0000230

fdukFkr0 384 268.44 1.43 0.0000261

MMokMh 218 275.09 0.79 0.0000263

fjxYVk r0 296 148.02 2.00 0.0000231

xkSyke0 430 238.88 1.80 0.0000254

D;kdhZe 404 226.34 1.78 0.0000251

ressjk rky 243 410.57 0.59 0.0000297

c[kjksVh 375 261.84 1.43 0.0000260

cSMgkVcMk 263 361.28 0.73 0.0000285

deUnk 438 120.17 3.64 0.0000224

eks{k.kcMk 344 329.07 1.05 0.0000277

lr[kksyw 362 350.43 1.03 0.0000282

vkSysFk 450 273.46 1.65 0.0000262

iMlksyh 604 323.18 1.87 0.0000471

fnxksyh 554 313.00 1.77 0.0000436

txnsbZ 584 163.08 3.58 0.0000417

dksVkfaitksyh 411 168.00 2.45 0.0000236

tefj;k 216 108.00 2.00 0.0000221

nsork[ksr 286 213.90 1.34 0.0000247

etsMk 641 317.09 2.02 0.0000493

T;wnkY;w 606 163.32 3.71 0.0000432

fcj[ksr 33 316.00 0.10 0.0000273

vklkSck[kyh 253 157.11 1.61 0.0000233

eSUnksyh 155 138.66 1.12 0.0000228

lqUnksykck[ky 519 165.02 3.15 0.0000376
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cjkFk eYYkk 337 122.41 2.75 0.0000224

fdukFk e0 442 160.31 2.76 0.0000234

ukybZ 263 56.05 4.69 0.0000207

cjlksyh eYyh 271 122.43 2.21 0.0000224

Iyklh 196 258.76 0.76 0.0000259

uybZ rYyh 322 91.46 3.52 0.0000216

nmck 503 271.93 1.85 0.0000393

pqyfl;k 168 157.09 1.07 0.0000233

te.k/kkj 339 160.31 2.11 0.0000234

;ksx& 34578 21975.12 1.57 0.0027827

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Rikhinikhal

fljlokMh 359 354.92 1.01 0.0000234

lSU/kh 329 427.76 0.77 0.0000248

cwxakeYyk 342 360.18 0.95 0.0000235

cwxakrYyk 386 445.98 0.87 0.0000251

tkejh 448 256.80 1.74 0.0000215

/k;Mxako 416 394.92 1.05 0.0000242

ikyh 317 431.60 0.73 0.0000249

fleylS.k 325 260.62 1.25 0.0000215

fgVksyh 272 88.63 3.07 0.0000182

nyeksVk 268 210.04 1.28 0.0000206

c;sykrYYkk 397 140.43 2.83 0.0000192

xqusMhrYYkh 461 230.63 2.00 0.0000210

df.M;keYYkk 450 393.77 1.14 0.0000241

Mkscfj;k 522 768.30 0.68 0.0000436

/kke/kkj 297 88.21 3.37 0.0000182

dqekYMh 364 61.11 5.96 0.0000177

>rZ 471 454.51 1.04 0.0000253

f<dksfy;k 483 179.29 2.69 0.0000200

dfrZ;k 949 260.62 3.64 0.0000572

dk.Mk 735 180.09 4.08 0.0000439

cjbZ 325 401.50 0.81 0.0000243

cxsMk 348 363.82 0.96 0.0000236

freylS.k 312 228.66 1.36 0.0000209

tqfd;kcMk 226 353.73 0.64 0.0000234

piMsr 503 218.13 2.31 0.0000319

?ksMh 612 230.85 2.65 0.0000381

musjh 716 435.04 1.65 0.0000478

flukyk 447 312.43 1.43 0.0000226

iyhxako 371 191.42 1.94 0.0000202

Mkcjh o0 269 110.89 2.43 0.0000186

Mkcjh iYyh 276 216.51 1.27 0.0000207

eSUnk.kh 288 80.84 3.56 0.0000181

[kusr r0 294 233.51 1.26 0.0000210
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vax.kh 638 320.93 1.99 0.0000413

euhxako 486 263.47 1.84 0.0000216

cqys[kk 366 181.71 2.01 0.0000200

dfyxkMrYyk 193 159.86 1.21 0.0000196

xqBsZrk 612 219.66 2.79 0.0000379

esy/kkj 489 476.34 1.03 0.0000257

}kjh 699 416.09 1.68 0.0000465

fpykm 621 837.72 0.74 0.0000504

ukosrYYkh 526 68.03 7.73 0.0000302

dksVMh oYYkh 490 196.64 2.49 0.0000203

rksY;wMkaMk 167 118.17 1.41 0.0000188

nso[kj 419 181.48 2.31 0.0000200

xktk 511 322.87 1.58 0.0000344

vUnjxako 362 150.14 2.41 0.0000194

NfM;k.kh iwohZ 372 114.96 3.24 0.0000187

nj[kkLrh[kky 399 197.11 2.02 0.0000203

ey.kxako 404 239.58 1.69 0.0000211

cM[ksr r0 638 264.03 2.42 0.0000402

cM[ksr e0 221 131.53 1.68 0.0000190

flyosMh 855 651.56 1.31 0.0000596

lqyeksMh 900 465.80 1.93 0.0000585

ce.k[kksyk 242 204.38 1.18 0.0000205

fdYckS 380 162.29 2.34 0.0000196

vxjksMk 676 328.18 2.06 0.0000435

<qax/kkj 316 165.00 1.92 0.0000197

Vdksyh 343 171.19 2.00 0.0000198

ysdqyh 670 323.77 2.07 0.0000431

tqbZ 415 261.84 1.58 0.0000216

McjkM 413 266.56 1.55 0.0000217

jtckSrYYkk 287 244.85 1.17 0.0000212

xkfM;wa 310 303.12 1.02 0.0000224

cfM;kjxako 212 161.00 1.32 0.0000196

c;sykeYYkk 348 701.92 0.50 0.0000301

lqUnzksyh 323 242.82 1.33 0.0000212

dyokMh 632 471.07 1.34 0.0000439

eT;kMhlS.k 259 121.41 2.13 0.0000188

cYlk eYYkk 503 304.28 1.65 0.0000336

fl[kk.kk 394 195.07 2.02 0.0000203

eT;kMh 278 204.48 1.36 0.0000205

Hk;lw 312 238.77 1.31 0.0000211

pqjkuh 371 155.09 2.39 0.0000195

pkSdMh 649 303.89 2.14 0.0000416

dksVukyh 359 221.77 1.62 0.0000208

HkaxYok.k 313 311.00 1.01 0.0000225

District Pauri Garhwal
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Block Thalisain

vkUrk[kksyh 550 128.01 4.30 0.0000367

bZMkukSxako 700 218.36 3.21 0.0000489

dqVd.MbZ 755 242.17 3.12 0.0000530

XohBxako 648 33.29 19.47 0.0000386

pkSjk 493 114.17 4.32 0.0000218

ukSMh 844 59.40 14.21 0.0000509

cMsFk 899 199.61 4.50 0.0000596

cxakyh 616 338.65 1.82 0.0000488

ea>ksyk 448 110.08 4.07 0.0000216

eSBk.kk 417 132.03 3.16 0.0000225

lqukjxako 412 108.60 3.79 0.0000215

lkSB 581 117.95 4.93 0.0000381

,sBh 580 327.67 1.77 0.0000463

dijksyh 927 263.37 3.52 0.0000637

dQYMh 577 253.75 2.27 0.0000432

dq.ksFk 471 193.50 2.43 0.0000249

dSU;wj 2403 504.86 4.76 0.0001581

t[kksyk 271 183.68 1.48 0.0000245

tYYkw 432 189.34 2.28 0.0000247

cxokMh 448 268.27 1.67 0.0000278

O;klh 468 91.61 5.11 0.0000209

ejksMk 433 119.03 3.64 0.0000219

j.kxako 862 556.70 1.55 0.0000715

jkSyh 684 234.32 2.92 0.0000486

dukdksV 587 85.03 6.90 0.0000371

dk.MbZ 821 127.45 6.44 0.0000522

pksiMk 1071 677.57 1.58 0.0000883

tk[k 628 149.50 4.20 0.0000420

Mkax 737 78.31 9.41 0.0000455

uybZ 983 270.14 3.64 0.0000672

ukSxako 679 360.88 1.88 0.0000533

ikVqyh 550 106.42 5.17 0.0000358

iYYkh 978 159.23 6.14 0.0000625

iSBk.kh 374 132.72 2.82 0.0000225

iSykj 347 107.09 3.24 0.0000215

cukl 653 153.29 4.26 0.0000436

ckatdksV 693 209.00 3.32 0.0000481

efFkxako 481 242.14 1.99 0.0000268

eSyh 689 106.39 6.48 0.0000438

fljrksyh 540 121.85 4.43 0.0000359

dBwM 616 536.11 1.15 0.0000566

fdjlky 457 215.59 2.12 0.0000258

dqpksyh 642 435.40 1.47 0.0000541

dqf.My 532 252.80 2.10 0.0000406



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
dksdyh 921 262.89 3.50 0.0000633

cxsyh 479 260.71 1.84 0.0000275

fetxako 778 167.61 4.64 0.0000513

fj[kksyh 534 103.20 5.17 0.0000348

fjLrh 802 555.80 1.44 0.0000680

lyksu 658 118.30 5.56 0.0000425

dQyxako 418 207.41 2.02 0.0000254

dk.MbZ 470 29.09 16.16 0.0000184

xfMxako 386 65.33 5.91 0.0000198

pkS.Mk 374 158.97 2.35 0.0000235

tSarhMkax 318 152.58 2.08 0.0000233

MMksyh rYYkh 318 198.95 1.60 0.0000251

MMksyh eYYkh 649 472.70 1.37 0.0000560

MkaMf[ky 1058 292.12 3.62 0.0000723

MqeMhdksV 298 177.19 1.68 0.0000242

nSMk 459 254.08 1.81 0.0000273

ikVkSa 252 209.14 1.20 0.0000255

iks[kjh 641 68.27 9.39 0.0000395

clksyk 1057 465.92 2.27 0.0000792

HkjukS 1120 469.13 2.39 0.0000829

eulkjh 696 278.75 2.50 0.0000510

eklkS 704 100.92 6.98 0.0000445

eS[kksyh 507 197.20 2.57 0.0000369

fjdlky 686 241.83 2.84 0.0000490

lklkS 479 341.93 1.40 0.0000307

lqUnjxako 390 252.81 1.54 0.0000272

L;walky 697 184.58 3.78 0.0000474

dqY;k.kh 634 278.82 2.27 0.0000474

xaxkm 591 82.30 7.18 0.0000372

iQfM;kMk 609 172.69 3.53 0.0000418

firzlS.k 623 385.99 1.61 0.0000510

iks[kjh 356 202.28 1.76 0.0000252

eqlsVh 493 186.68 2.64 0.0000246

jkSrk 660 465.51 1.42 0.0000563

gL;wMh 486 132.20 3.68 0.0000225

[k.MeYYkk 1135 198.55 5.72 0.0000731

pqBk.kh 614 119.47 5.14 0.0000400

Vhyk 1125 251.33 4.48 0.0000746

fiukdksV 525 171.93 3.05 0.0000370

HkSLokMk 339 96.95 3.50 0.0000211

lj.kk 519 144.61 3.59 0.0000355

L;ksyh 616 213.48 2.89 0.0000438

L;ksyh rYYkh 710 139.00 5.11 0.0000463

xMksyh 996 215.08 4.63 0.0000657

District Pauri Garhwal



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Block Yamkeshwar

fiy[ksMh 585 215.00 2.72 0.0000473

freyh cMh 419 395.00 1.06 0.0000334

xqekyxako 498 405.00 1.23 0.0000337

dqekFkkZ 398 285.00 1.40 0.0000298

/kkbZ[kky 571 307.00 1.86 0.0000493

uSy 361 398.00 0.91 0.0000335

iks[kjh 648 482.05 1.34 0.0000602

ekxFkk 348 210.00 1.66 0.0000274

xS.M 668 356.00 1.88 0.0000575

/kkjh 455 235.05 1.94 0.0000282

<kalh 763 438.00 1.74 0.0000667

tksX;k.kk 364 295.00 1.23 0.0000302

ekyk 987 310.00 3.18 0.0000781

dksVk 826 338.05 2.44 0.0000679

>SaM 493 401.00 1.23 0.0000336

ukaneYYkk 442 385.06 1.15 0.0000330

udqphZ 362 407.00 0.89 0.0000337

fctuh cMh 473 378.05 1.25 0.0000328

Mkaxh 347 287.00 1.21 0.0000299

ijUnk 480 321.00 1.50 0.0000310

iBksyk 351 270.00 1.30 0.0000294

fj[ksMk 300 268.00 1.12 0.0000293

cupwjh 406 315.00 1.29 0.0000308

lkj 453 291.00 1.56 0.0000300

cxksMxkao 344 347.02 0.99 0.0000318

iatkbZxako 347 259.00 1.34 0.0000290

ljokyjkSM 302 287.00 1.05 0.0000299

c?kkyk 321 296.05 1.08 0.0000302

ejky 1227 176.05 6.97 0.0000904

tqMMk 310 145.00 2.14 0.0000254

cqaxk 452 142.00 3.18 0.0000253

flUnqMh 473 162.00 2.92 0.0000259

fcud 629 134.05 4.69 0.0000477

tkSad 4041 181.00 22.33 0.0002850

Hkknlh 560 168.00 3.33 0.0000441

iVuk 426 144.00 2.96 0.0000253

rksyh 554 158.00 3.51 0.0000433

vkeMh m0 323 132.40 2.44 0.0000250

fnmyh 359 138.00 2.60 0.0000251

/kekUn 360 178.00 2.02 0.0000264

tqysMh 641 182.00 3.52 0.0000501

dksBkj 453 157.00 2.89 0.0000257

QkYnkdksV 396 218.60 1.81 0.0000277

meMk 325 152.00 2.14 0.0000256



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
[ksMk e0 281 244.00 1.15 0.0000285

Vksyk 613 201.00 3.05 0.0000488

[ksMk r0 435 305.00 1.43 0.0000305

ukSxako eYYkk 436 211.00 2.07 0.0000275

mMMk 278 197.00 1.41 0.0000270

cqd.Mh 622 392.00 1.59 0.0000555

ckSlkyh 369 315.00 1.17 0.0000308

flylkjh 474 278.00 1.71 0.0000296

/kkjdksV 671 268.00 2.50 0.0000549

jkethokyk 425 305.00 1.39 0.0000305

dlk.k 455 305.00 1.49 0.0000305

nsojkuk 489 192.00 2.55 0.0000269

veksyk 549 168.05 3.27 0.0000433

rkNyk 471 177.00 2.66 0.0000264

fnoksxh 424 286.00 1.48 0.0000299

xaxkHkksxiqj 1236 446.00 2.77 0.0000997

c.kkl r0 802 436.00 1.84 0.0000694

c.kkl e0 396 321.00 1.23 0.0000310

fdelkj 359 328.00 1.09 0.0000312

cM;w.k 382 208.06 1.84 0.0000274

dksylh 317 197.03 1.61 0.0000270

ful.kh 347 167.00 2.08 0.0000261

tgjh eYYkh 376 202.00 1.86 0.0000272

cksjxako 416 268.08 1.55 0.0000293

[kkscjk 346 269.00 1.29 0.0000293

dL;kyh 717 263.00 2.73 0.0000580

fcLlh 320 203.04 1.58 0.0000272

dk.Mh 601 179.00 3.36 0.0000472

fcF;kM+h 499 160.00 3.12 0.0000258

ft;knejkMk 349 171.00 2.04 0.0000262

vklkSa nejkMk 350 161.00 2.17 0.0000259

cMksyh cMh 724 218.00 3.32 0.0000570

mejksyh 780 168.07 4.64 0.0000593

j.kpwyk 307 177.06 1.73 0.0000264

xq.Mh eYYkh 473 198.05 2.39 0.0000271

vkobZ 680 154.06 4.41 0.0000519

tkey 366 181.05 2.02 0.0000265

freY;k.kh 601 183.04 3.28 0.0000474

lhyk 564 163.00 3.46 0.0000442

Bkxaj 467 165.08 2.83 0.0000260

<qax/kkj 311 173.08 1.80 0.0000263

dk.Mk 396 174.03 2.28 0.0000263

District Pauri Garhwal



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Block Pauri

dQykuk 301 178.05 1.69 0.0000164

poFk 197 120.70 1.63 0.0000149

ikckSeYYkk 304 74.24 4.09 0.0000137

filksyh 229 124.35 1.84 0.0000150

c.kxako e0 432 119.67 3.61 0.0000149

ckMk 409 129.37 3.16 0.0000151

ckjbZ 307 176.38 1.74 0.0000164

HksVk 788 196.28 4.01 0.0000359

ctyh 869 383.75 2.26 0.0000440

fl.Mh 734 158.48 4.63 0.0000328

d.Mkjk 455 91.10 4.99 0.0000141

desMk 514 27.25 18.86 0.0000207

t;jkt 281 110.25 2.55 0.0000146

Mqxajh 398 149.25 2.67 0.0000156

Hkheyh e0 116 140.38 0.83 0.0000154

vedksVh 347 250.25 1.39 0.0000183

MksHk 336 95.59 3.52 0.0000142

fcpyh<akMjh 772 180.50 4.28 0.0000349

fcpyhjsoMh 475 120.25 3.95 0.0000149

cSXokMh 265 17.94 14.77 0.0000122

fHkrkbZ e0 499 112.05 4.45 0.0000147

JhdksV 663 142.67 4.65 0.0000296

Fkyh 573 192.37 2.98 0.0000274

dk.MbZeYYkh 472 153.64 3.07 0.0000158

dsolZ 964 619.93 1.56 0.0000540

xgM 776 160.00 4.85 0.0000345

xkMdkejxkao 529 109.25 4.84 0.0000235

v;ky 614 148.25 4.14 0.0000278

mjsxh 672 232.08 2.90 0.0000323

pUnksyjkbZ 176 125.26 1.41 0.0000150

}jf[ky 462 188.90 2.45 0.0000167

ful.kh 985 348.37 2.83 0.0000476

Digli r0 763 292.03 2.61 0.0000375

eklkSa 386 205.21 1.88 0.0000171

eksYBh 362 189.05 1.91 0.0000167

jSnqy 634 104.13 6.09 0.0000275

jNqyh 599 198.27 3.02 0.0000286

vluksyh 460 154.50 2.98 0.0000158

mQYMk 1705 298.15 5.72 0.0000743

d.Mh 287 277.56 1.03 0.0000190

D;kdZ 349 145.00 2.41 0.0000155

dksBkj 243 129.77 1.87 0.0000151

dslwUnj 486 250.16 1.94 0.0000183

fxjxako 317 158.26 2.00 0.0000159



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
MksHkk 222 134.25 1.65 0.0000152

cqMkdksV 562 184.24 3.05 0.0000268

fljksyh 396 193.66 2.04 0.0000168

mT;kMh 816 319.97 2.55 0.0000403

dMkdksV 240 150.16 1.60 0.0000157

Dokyh 217 68.00 3.19 0.0000135

xxokMk 706 117.00 6.03 0.0000306

xqekbZ 330 202.99 1.63 0.0000171

Mkax 401 91.23 4.40 0.0000141

reykx 754 321.89 2.34 0.0000379

/kukÅ 683 144.91 4.71 0.0000304

uudksV 283 53.61 5.28 0.0000131

cyksMh 219 102.35 2.14 0.0000144

cqMksyh 281 149.65 1.88 0.0000157

ckSljh 326 180.25 1.81 0.0000165

Yojyh 728 232.97 3.12 0.0000345

iq.Mksjh 357 168.27 2.12 0.0000161

District Pauri Garhwal

Block Pabu

xfMxako r0 604 148.60 4.06 0.0000346

floky 524 122.09 4.29 0.0000298

dksVk 470 134.54 3.49 0.0000191

/kqysr 814 181.78 4.48 0.0000461

ikckSa 920 78.82 11.67 0.0000482

dqY;k.kh 335 121.43 2.76 0.0000187

folYV 672 221.43 3.03 0.0000402

cqjklha 1210 350.54 3.45 0.0000710

lSUth 1119 280.80 3.99 0.0000643

piyksMh 337 51.18 6.58 0.0000165

Qy}kMh 901 380.44 2.37 0.0000565

pkSfM[k 589 235.16 2.50 0.0000365

iks[kjhxako 473 140.52 3.37 0.0000193

iVksVh 762 210.95 3.61 0.0000444

D;knZ 561 115.12 4.87 0.0000314

dkykSa 727 256.11 2.84 0.0000440

cgsyh 286 96.89 2.95 0.0000179

ctokM 635 198.45 3.20 0.0000377

flerksyh 325 227.19 1.43 0.0000219

dqbZ 626 177.43 3.53 0.0000366

cus[k 360 110.74 3.25 0.0000183

<qedk 300 78.26 3.83 0.0000173

feybZ 955 153.11 6.24 0.0000522

HkSLkokMk 451 145.05 3.11 0.0000194

pSMeYYkk 364 159.67 2.28 0.0000198

lkadj 507 101.49 5.00 0.0000283



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
cjlhyk 683 213.36 3.20 0.0000405

fiukuh 663 163.55 4.05 0.0000380

tcjksyh 524 69.13 7.58 0.0000282

ukbZ 338 325.45 1.04 0.0000250

dyw.k 487 563.36 0.86 0.0000323

[kUnwyh 816 325.27 2.51 0.0000506

lhdw 635 474.87 1.34 0.0000462

cwxk 733 393.14 1.86 0.0000486

ifyxako 262 67.12 3.90 0.0000170

JhdksV 353 189.73 1.86 0.0000208

pkSiM;w 540 449.00 1.20 0.0000407

ukSxako eYYkk 340 279.88 1.21 0.0000236

dksVyh 475 106.66 4.45 0.0000182

Nkuh 322 202.58 1.59 0.0000212

dUMsjh 350 108.53 3.22 0.0000183

rky 883 279.86 3.16 0.0000525

eat[kksyh 175 119.85 1.46 0.0000186

/kkjdksV 328 41.67 7.87 0.0000162

Fkkiyh 537 162.62 3.30 0.0000317

bBwM 382 116.05 3.29 0.0000185

pksiMk 483 40.31 11.98 0.0000162

ikry 516 215.73 2.39 0.0000323

<hdokyh 458 161.42 2.84 0.0000199

dksyk 683 287.65 2.37 0.0000428

fle[ksr 547 123.49 4.43 0.0000310

ilh.kk 850 868.15 0.98 0.0000691

fxBkyh 477 136.47 3.50 0.0000191

foMksyh 662 229.35 2.89 0.0000400

mYYkh 766 984.03 0.78 0.0000685

pksjd.Mh 463 196.07 2.36 0.0000210

ejksMk 673 30.37 22.16 0.0000344

ful.kh 858 868.15 0.99 0.0000695

xMfj;k 192 213.73 0.90 0.0000215

]'kqdz 367 185.48 1.98 0.0000206

ihiyh 361 82.49 4.38 0.0000175

frey[kky 524 189.92 2.76 0.0000319

lfu;w 531 85.70 6.20 0.0000290

>ax[kksa 449 124.31 3.61 0.0000188

lj.kk 526 135.53 3.88 0.0000303

xjh xk¡o rYyk 604 28.50 21.19 0.0000309

f'koky 524 30.00 17.47 0.0000270

ikax 661 169.80 3.89 0.0000381

HkVVhxako 533 82.71 6.44 0.0000290

District Pauri Garhwal
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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Block Pokhara

lYM 577 408.00 1.41 0.0000267

xqfMMk 300 336.00 0.89 0.0000154

cMsFk 203 361.00 0.56 0.0000157

dq.kt 304 303.00 1.00 0.0000150

xMsjh 645 401.00 1.61 0.0000292

if.k;k 387 384.00 1.01 0.0000160

ttsMh 529 392.00 1.35 0.0000247

xok.kkeYyk 371 342.00 1.08 0.0000154

dksyk 682 402.00 1.70 0.0000306

vlyksV 235 305.00 0.77 0.0000150

esyxako 340 259.00 1.31 0.0000144

cxMhxkM 579 309.00 1.87 0.0000256

?kf.;ky 542 312.00 1.74 0.0000242

nsojkMheYYkh 379 252.00 1.50 0.0000144

Hknwyh 207 298.00 0.69 0.0000149

ik.M 369 406.00 0.91 0.0000162

lduksyh 357 368.00 0.97 0.0000158

cklbZ 405 309.00 1.31 0.0000151

eleksyh 299 285.00 1.05 0.0000148

iks[kMk 612 402.00 1.52 0.0000280

ch.kkxkM 222 297.00 0.75 0.0000149

ch.kkeYYkh 380 308.00 1.23 0.0000150

ch.kk/kkj 315 356.00 0.88 0.0000156

lsfM;k/kkj 506 301.00 1.68 0.0000227

desMh 226 289.00 0.78 0.0000148

y[kksyh 390 342.00 1.14 0.0000154

,sjksyhrYYkh 450 381.00 1.18 0.0000159

flysFk 393 307.00 1.28 0.0000150

yOksBk 434 285.00 1.52 0.0000148

JhdksV 490 305.00 1.61 0.0000150

pksiMk 554 210.00 2.64 0.0000235

lyk.k 223 305.00 0.73 0.0000150

>yik.h 377 318.00 1.19 0.0000152

xok.kh 848 278.00 3.05 0.0000354

fdexMh 901 456.00 1.98 0.0000395

xMjh 2512 810.00 3.10 0.0001047

nkFkka 570 256.00 2.23 0.0000246

n.k[k.Mk 452 285.00 1.59 0.0000148

lkS.My 256 293.00 0.87 0.0000149

ukbZ 520 323.00 1.61 0.0000235

etxako 531 378.00 1.40 0.0000246

vksMxako 257 271.00 0.95 0.0000146

dqbZ 135 298.00 0.45 0.0000149

ckSUnj 269 301.00 0.89 0.0000150



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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peukm 285 312.00 0.91 0.0000151

HksVh 328 402.00 0.82 0.0000162

cksjxako 191 299.00 0.64 0.0000149

ikyh 272 305.00 0.89 0.0000150

e;kyxakorYYkk 379 269.00 1.41 0.0000146

nyek.kk 421 302.00 1.39 0.0000150

?kjrksyh 313 210.00 1.49 0.0000139

[ksMxako 357 298.00 1.20 0.0000149

ekydksV 330 289.00 1.14 0.0000148

gMdksVrYYkk 283 301.00 0.94 0.0000150

xMksyh 513 391.00 1.31 0.0000241

etxako (cL;w) 249 291.00 0.86 0.0000148

ekUMkcMk 301 358.00 0.84 0.0000156

District Pithoragarh

Block Gangolihat

vxzhu 388 115.28 3.37 0.0000094

vukSyh 332 81.93 4.05 0.0000089

vLdksMk 575 154.89 3.71 0.0000169

vkxj 360 247.58 1.45 0.0000113

bVkuk 296 158.19 1.87 0.0000100

mizkMk 1014 244.54 4.15 0.0000295

vksfy;kxkao 424 132.79 3.19 0.0000096

vksykxkao 332 142.46 2.33 0.0000098

dk.Mk 389 111.81 3.48 0.0000093

dqmizsfr 581 91.10 6.38 0.0000161

dqUrksyk 1083 475.19 2.28 0.0000347

duYrk 465 216.33 2.15 0.0000109

dksVsjk 1131 386.67 2.92 0.0000346

[kMdh 672 157.31 4.27 0.0000195

[krhxkao 448 157.58 2.84 0.0000100

[kqysr 367 166.71 2.20 0.0000101

[skrhxko 462 136.95 3.37 0.0000097

x.kkbZ 743 182.89 4.06 0.0000216

XokMh 474 144.56 3.28 0.0000098

Xoky 470 178.21 2.64 0.0000103

XoklhdksV 788 166.71 4.73 0.0000225

xqukfdVk.kq 451 151.50 2.98 0.0000099

xkuqjk 819 344.63 2.38 0.0000260

xkSypkSjk 235 116.57 2.02 0.0000094

xksYFkhpkSMk 742 255.95 2.90 0.0000227

xkscjxMk 487 117.85 4.13 0.0000094

?kksMkfly 543 175.22 3.10 0.0000164

pgt 651 616.57 1.06 0.0000258

peMqaxjk 684 542.33 1.26 0.0000255

pkd 1113 360.90 3.08 0.0000337
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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fpVxy 851 256.97 3.31 0.0000255

pkSuk 584 288.55 2.02 0.0000192

pkSdh 366 102.98 3.55 0.0000092

pkSyh 485 238.73 2.03 0.0000112

pkSM/kqjkSyh 524 333.47 1.57 0.0000183

pkSf<;kj 293 87.39 3.35 0.0000089

terksyk 301 161.90 1.86 0.0000101

ttqV 313 124.95 2.50 0.0000095

ttkSyh 778 310.17 2.51 0.0000244

t[ksMh 441 53.03 8.32 0.0000084

tjekyxkao 753 370.03 2.03 0.0000247

tk[kuh mizsfr 366 132.52 2.76 0.0000096

thoy 436 227.77 1.91 0.0000110

>yrksyk 422 556.28 0.76 0.0000160

fVEVktMrksyk 860 153.96 5.59 0.0000242

Vq.MkpkSMk 439 137.46 3.19 0.0000097

VqijkSyh 443 171.05 2.59 0.0000102

MEMs 886 237.12 3.74 0.0000261

M;wygkMkdksV 361 128.18 2.82 0.0000096

Mlhyk[ksr 423 111.06 3.81 0.0000093

Mwuh 1106 598.06 1.85 0.0000371

nsojkyk 675 361.65 1.87 0.0000226

/kjkMhdq.M 404 77.36 5.22 0.0000088

/kkjh/kqeykdksV 511 272.10 1.88 0.0000171

uSuksyh 729 410.56 1.78 0.0000247

uSuksyhdS.kk 445 186.63 2.38 0.0000104

ukdksV 482 29.11 16.56 0.0000081

ukyh 794 341.04 2.33 0.0000253

uk;y 509 184.30 2.76 0.0000157

uSuh 778 148.03 5.26 0.0000220

iyrkSMh 455 80.82 5.63 0.0000088

iH;ka 406 266.04 1.53 0.0000116

ikyh 877 266.04 3.30 0.0000263

ikyhiY;ky 270 653.51 0.41 0.0000174

iklnso 377 237.13 1.59 0.0000112

fiy[kh 493 174.73 2.82 0.0000102

ihiyhfuxYVh 1026 268.13 3.83 0.0000301

iqukSyh 814 106.27 7.66 0.0000223

iks[kjhHkSjax 532 210.79 2.52 0.0000167

iks[kjhvBhxkao 580 119.17 4.87 0.0000165

QfM;kyh 477 47.85 9.97 0.0000083

QqVfly 642 231.06 2.78 0.0000198

cVxsjh 883 385.10 2.29 0.0000282

cudksV 695 223.47 3.11 0.0000210

oM;wMk 379 90.08 4.21 0.0000090
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cusykxkao 484 235.64 2.05 0.0000112

cyhxkao 677 261.77 2.59 0.0000211

cMsuk 624 533.01 1.17 0.0000238

cVdkrksyh 532 358.99 1.48 0.0000189

oklh[ksr 515 103.15 4.99 0.0000146

ckal 654 206.85 3.16 0.0000197

oklh[ksr yXxk <ukSyk lsjk 810 230.83 3.51 0.0000241

O;kydfV;k 474 409.00 1.16 0.0000137

fojkSyh 568 234.76 2.42 0.0000180

fcjxksyh 522 485.54 1.08 0.0000205

cqjlqe 700 212.61 3.29 0.0000210

cq'kSy 598 350.55 1.71 0.0000205

cqaxyh 1332 422.28 3.15 0.0000402

cksdVk 534 238.55 2.24 0.0000172

cks;y 661 192.93 3.43 0.0000197

oS'kkyh 593 112.38 5.28 0.0000168

Hk.Mkjhxkao 478 164.11 2.91 0.0000101

HkjdksV e/;s HkVVhxkao 832 377.09 2.21 0.0000268

Hkkek 353 17.05 20.70 0.0000079

fHkuxMh 463 132.73 3.49 0.0000096

Hkwyhxkao 312 131.19 2.38 0.0000096

eYykx[kkZ 843 206.00 4.09 0.0000245

ekrksyh 376 152.94 2.46 0.0000099

j.kdksV 436 60.98 7.15 0.0000085

jL;wu 266 70.79 3.76 0.0000087

jkoyxkao 439 129.49 3.39 0.0000096

fjBk;r 935 309.84 3.02 0.0000284

:xMh 793 376.69 2.11 0.0000258

jSrksyk 294 410.56 0.72 0.0000138

jkSrsMk 693 573.08 1.21 0.0000262

yk[krksyh 469 237.97 1.97 0.0000112

lkjrksyk 301 356.45 0.84 0.0000130

fleydksV 462 166.08 2.78 0.0000101

flekyh 489 103.71 4.72 0.0000092

lqduk 635 250.98 2.53 0.0000199

lqxMh 595 304.60 1.95 0.0000197

lqu[kksyk 400 278.72 1.44 0.0000118

lqj[kkyikBd 756 257.13 2.94 0.0000231

lqj[kky 756 494.29 1.53 0.0000266

lsjk mQZ cMksyh 670 286.30 2.34 0.0000213

gusjk 840 58.97 14.24 0.0000223

gusjk yXxk jksy 483 513.25 0.94 0.0000153

gkV 3942 229.79 17.15 0.0001037

ckykrMh 585 343.66 1.70 0.0000200

lqU;wMk 652 308.20 2.12 0.0000212



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
District Pithoragarh

Block Munakot

v[kqyh 750 364.23 2.06 0.0000176

dfV;kuh 798 767.72 1.04 0.0000220

dqudfV;k 346 120.20 2.88 0.0000068

xykar 384 365.04 1.05 0.0000090

xkSNu;kokn 435 296.24 1.47 0.0000084

fpjkyh 313 451.24 0.69 0.0000097

nkSykmQZ [kdZnksyh 572 470.67 1.22 0.0000151

nksokl 765 1101.59 0.69 0.0000244

/kqpZq 504 281.67 1.79 0.0000121

/kkSydk.Mk 469 439.10 1.07 0.0000096

eMekuys 827 537.45 1.54 0.0000206

lksMys[k 143 23.47 6.09 0.0000060

mxZ 279 549.63 0.51 0.0000106

?kqulsjkxkao 459 117.37 3.91 0.0000068

thohe;xqB 300 83.37 3.60 0.0000065

chlkctsM 798 12.01 66.45 0.0000154

eM[kMk;r 1210 479.59 2.52 0.0000274

lYeksMk 539 224.67 2.40 0.0000123

HkkSMh 643 95.91 6.70 0.0000132

lkrkf'kafyax 427 31.16 13.70 0.0000060

Dokjou 450 468.64 0.96 0.0000099

rMsfe;k 497 357.25 1.39 0.0000089

/kkjh,sjh 526 321.71 1.64 0.0000129

fcybZ 917 193.85 4.73 0.0000193

lkSukxkao 613 328.61 1.87 0.0000146

Dohxkao 356 113.31 3.14 0.0000067

DohrM 767 361.81 2.12 0.0000179

tyrwjh 299 383.25 0.78 0.0000091

rMhxkao 494 488.07 1.01 0.0000100

fnxjk 377 219.35 1.72 0.0000077

clkSM 646 340.25 1.90 0.0000154

eudfV;k 986 636.19 1.55 0.0000245

 'kdqu 585 193.45 3.02 0.0000129

gYnw 423 114.12 3.71 0.0000067

dkeMh 296 24.69 11.99 0.0000060

xsBhxMk 317 273.58 1.16 0.0000082

xkSMhgkV 895 206.80 4.33 0.0000190

P;kSMh 456 871.72 0.52 0.0000134

nkSyh 436 174.43 2.50 0.0000073

cyrMh 404 72.44 5.58 0.0000064

fcl[kkSyh 476 112.29 4.24 0.0000067

HkVsMh 1265 643.88 1.96 0.0000299

eftjdk.Mk 2371 761.65 3.11 0.0000521



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
jT;wMk 975 88.63 11.00 0.0000194

fljdqp 669 691.64 0.97 0.0000189

[kMfduh 323 121.82 2.65 0.0000068

[krsMk 333 53.82 6.19 0.0000062

fnxkal 543 82.56 6.58 0.0000111

nsonkj 519 115.74 4.48 0.0000110

HkMdfV;k 732 14.57 50.24 0.0000141

elksZyh 1800 155.00 11.61 0.0000358

:bZuk 382 28.33 13.48 0.0000060

fleydksV 883 145.69 6.06 0.0000182

tktjfpaxjh 911 332.26 2.74 0.0000204

rksyh 224 80.94 2.77 0.0000065

cMkcs 1862 730.08 2.55 0.0000421

f'kfyax;k 408 182.17 2.24 0.0000073

lYyk 1129 391.75 2.88 0.0000251

lsy 1010 243.42 4.15 0.0000215

fgerM 387 134.77 2.87 0.0000069

xSuk ¼u0 ns'k½ 394 161.07 2.45 0.0000072

tk[kiUr 889 894.14 0.99 0.0000249

cMkyw 874 419.67 2.08 0.0000204

cqMyxkao 816 1035.74 0.79 0.0000248

ewukdksV 868 581.96 1.49 0.0000217

fj;kalh 939 170.78 5.50 0.0000195

flykSuh 607 853.07 0.71 0.0000191

[kwuk 648 684.75 0.95 0.0000184

xaxklsjh 463 322.95 1.43 0.0000086

uk?kj 227 259.78 0.87 0.0000080

iu[kksyh 545 395.37 1.38 0.0000139

e>sMk 92.66 0.00 0.0000066

District Pithoragarh

Block Kanalichhina

terMh 397 264.60 1.50 0.0000078

dwVk 363 293.69 1.24 0.0000080

cktkj 317 239.72 1.32 0.0000076

xftZ;k 545 417.04 1.31 0.0000136

tksX;wMk 875 387.29 2.26 0.0000197

lkoyhlsjk 236 129.31 1.83 0.0000067

jlxkMh 543 243.32 2.23 0.0000122

[kksfy;kxkao 590 633.26 0.93 0.0000161

fgudksV 414 105.88 3.91 0.0000065

nkjrh 266 646.27 0.41 0.0000107

nsoy 1493 133.30 11.20 0.0000295

cLrMh 630 480.28 1.31 0.0000157

fnxjk 285 338.50 0.84 0.0000083

vks>keYyk 543 241.77 2.25 0.0000122



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ckjkdksV 678 224.03 3.03 0.0000147

tsBhxkao 404 284.52 1.42 0.0000079

vks>krYyk 308 113.91 2.70 0.0000066

lwukdksV 548 93.52 5.86 0.0000112

Maxjk 756 347.22 2.18 0.0000171

MkaxVh 564 203.39 2.77 0.0000123

pkSlky 530 336.65 1.57 0.0000127

flykSuh 446 272.00 1.64 0.0000078

rhrjh 484 176.33 2.74 0.0000071

}kyhlsjk 918 452.92 2.03 0.0000210

vkSyrMh 389 260.26 1.49 0.0000077

|ksxMk 732 1432.64 0.51 0.0000250

L;wcu 421 125.97 3.34 0.0000067

dk.kk/kkj 530 379.10 1.40 0.0000130

M;wMk 584 350.09 1.67 0.0000138

iaFklsjk 529 175.26 3.02 0.0000114

verMh 404 368.65 1.10 0.0000086

ckjeksa 659 600.54 1.10 0.0000172

cFkkSyh 591 501.16 1.18 0.0000151

xSMkyhukMw 586 478.86 1.22 0.0000149

Uokyh 470 195.22 2.41 0.0000072

BB[kksyk 598 253.50 2.36 0.0000134

ZMqUMq 489 340.06 1.44 0.0000083

[okadksV 627 395.13 1.59 0.0000150

egrxkao 372 371.64 1.00 0.0000086

dksVyh 247 358.83 0.69 0.0000085

vk.kkxkao 287 116.29 2.47 0.0000066

ikryhxkao 278 217.02 1.28 0.0000074

xqMkSyh 538 526.70 1.02 0.0000143

pkSdh 747 322.61 2.32 0.0000167

eykupekZ 323 365.14 0.88 0.0000085

HkkSrMh 496 287.03 1.73 0.0000079

Mqaxjh 312 198.40 1.57 0.0000073

yhekVksMk 490 205.75 2.38 0.0000073

ikyh 387 159.08 2.43 0.0000069

ferkMhxkao 284 205.94 1.38 0.0000073

d.Mkyh 406 167.69 2.42 0.0000070

lrxM 975 637.53 1.53 0.0000235

fljkSyh 1160 519.73 2.23 0.0000261

[okarMh 482 397.38 1.21 0.0000088

dkiMhxkao 330 95.76 3.45 0.0000065

ftuxky xkao 817 214.89 3.80 0.0000172

fj.k 259 251.48 1.03 0.0000077

lqjkS.k 375 262.80 1.43 0.0000077

fcNqy 657 522.16 1.26 0.0000166



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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mlSy 599 356.32 1.68 0.0000142

gjkyh 518 84.51 6.13 0.0000105

yksgkdksV 785 309.42 2.54 0.0000174

Fkkyxkao 414 91.49 4.53 0.0000064

mMbZ 906 395.45 2.29 0.0000203

cuhxkao 412 240.44 1.71 0.0000076

lkSxkao 566 231.25 2.45 0.0000126

ceMksyh 521 475.78 1.10 0.0000136

vxU;k 498 150.03 3.32 0.0000069

uxjkSMk 414 256.26 1.62 0.0000077

eqlxkao 294 154.15 1.91 0.0000069

u[kukSyh 285 80.36 3.55 0.0000063

dqlSy 355 310.79 1.14 0.0000081

eksMh 271 227.99 1.19 0.0000075

ckVqyk 366 338.68 1.08 0.0000083

Hkfnzdk 342 237.44 1.44 0.0000076

[kuQj 649 390.46 1.66 0.0000154

clkSM 475 197.17 2.41 0.0000072

fly 381 126.56 3.01 0.0000067

pew 292 187.82 1.55 0.0000072

cMypew 361 293.48 1.23 0.0000080

lqjkSyh 706 366.45 1.93 0.0000163

dpuk 358 116.69 3.07 0.0000066

derkSyh 442 210.10 2.10 0.0000073

Hk.Mkjhxkao 1260 328.04 3.84 0.0000266

fnxjk eqokuh 1360 338.50 4.02 0.0000286

ujsr 302 133.30 2.27 0.0000068

District Pithoragarh

Block Dharchula

dqVh 111 250.87 0.44 0.0000175

jkSaxdkSax 258 473.40 0.54 0.0000233

xqath 154 275.83 0.56 0.0000181

xC;kZx 210 579.23 0.36 0.0000260

cawnh 285 141.49 2.01 0.0000147

ftIrh 610 277.38 2.20 0.0000295

cqaxcqx 390 213.05 1.83 0.0000165

rkdqy 289 182.23 1.59 0.0000157

ikSxayk 1010 126.44 7.99 0.0000403

:ax 473 116.37 4.06 0.0000140

fl[kkZ 310 297.82 1.04 0.0000187

flnkax 667 288.89 2.31 0.0000319

t;dksV 723 207.40 3.49 0.0000319

lkslk 301 226.42 1.33 0.0000169

NyefNyklksa 348 146.66 2.37 0.0000148

fge[kksyk 240 170.59 1.41 0.0000154



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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T;wfrikaxw 533 363.16 1.47 0.0000289

lhiw 160 337.11 0.47 0.0000197

xkS 428 883.75 0.48 0.0000339

nqXrw 236 619.98 0.38 0.0000270

ckfyax 83 218.15 0.38 0.0000166

ukxfyax 82 219.57 0.37 0.0000167

py 117 134.84 0.87 0.0000145

lsyk 104 176.24 0.59 0.0000156

nj 661 626.69 1.05 0.0000405

mefp;k 1054 428.34 2.46 0.0000497

U;w 231 765.70 0.30 0.0000308

lqok 648 492.47 1.32 0.0000365

ckSu 189 383.53 0.49 0.0000209

L;kadqjh 1384 930.40 1.49 0.0000748

tqEek 3405 802.18 4.24 0.0001456

jkaFkh 4873 338.48 14.40 0.0001874

/kkjpwyk nsgkr 3739 644.11 5.80 0.0001538

xykrh 1763 764.16 2.31 0.0000844

jerksyh 783 124.15 6.31 0.0000319

dkfydk 3538 637.46 5.55 0.0001462

[ksyk 1957 460.07 4.25 0.0000837

xxqZok 1166 466.89 2.50 0.0000548

tEdw 742 263.03 2.82 0.0000340

[ksr 644 197.80 3.26 0.0000287

[kqerh 1209 348.86 3.47 0.0000534

NkjNqe 481 120.00 4.01 0.0000141

cyqokdksV 5707 877.29 6.51 0.0002320

i;;kaikSMh 1743 375.61 4.64 0.0000736

fde[kksyk 383 97.63 3.92 0.0000135

<qaxkrksyh 1086 276.09 3.93 0.0000470

nwrhcxM 1614 226.69 7.12 0.0000650

rksyh 1895 523.16 3.62 0.0000830

dukj 1222 327.19 3.73 0.0000533

cje 904 116.03 7.79 0.0000361

ekrksyh 1685 561.09 3.00 0.0000763

yqErh 372 108.59 3.43 0.0000138

tkjkftcyh 1263 597.90 2.11 0.0000618

caxkikuh 783 98.33 7.96 0.0000313

District Pithoragarh

Block Pithoragarh

ckleSrksyh 1459 342.48 4.26 0.0000249

fn;wMh 132 186.28 0.71 0.0000063

fnxrskyh 423 116.84 3.62 0.0000056

eYyh lhe 419 208.64 2.01 0.0000066

uSuheukj 454 159.45 2.85 0.0000061
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Divisible Pool 
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txrM 925 237.41 3.90 0.0000160

Hkqjequh 912 281.23 3.24 0.0000163

NsaMk 520 93.84 5.54 0.0000086

<awxkHkwy 1320 244.41 5.40 0.0000218

fe'ku p.Mkd 269 193.14 1.39 0.0000064

Nkuk ik.Ms; 879 247.72 3.55 0.0000154

e>sMk 969 183.72 5.27 0.0000161

>w.kh 763 414.10 1.84 0.0000155

m[kMhlsjk 351 276.32 1.27 0.0000073

fryrM 224 227.45 0.98 0.0000068

ikyh 468 89.80 5.21 0.0000053

jksMh 380 197.85 1.92 0.0000065

L;kyk 517 146.20 3.54 0.0000091

vkxj 432 183.07 2.36 0.0000063

lVxy 398 144.85 2.75 0.0000059

okLrs 1083 111.55 9.71 0.0000170

lu/kj 584 363.16 1.61 0.0000123

[krhxkao 723 253.27 2.85 0.0000132

rYyhlkj 445 156.47 2.84 0.0000060

Mqaxjk jkoy 563 129.76 4.34 0.0000096

Mwaxjk 505 318.45 1.59 0.0000107

ikHkSofYn;k 351 143.62 2.44 0.0000059

/kkjhtks'kh 294 155.22 1.89 0.0000060

ttqjkyh 644 177.60 3.63 0.0000113

peksyh 598 342.33 1.75 0.0000123

x.kdksV 579 157.11 3.69 0.0000101

jkoyxkao 446 552.33 0.81 0.0000102

dwpk 447 458.79 0.97 0.0000092

ikS.k 1090 391.49 2.78 0.0000200

VdkMh 679 151.45 4.48 0.0000115

gqMsrh 487 49.03 9.93 0.0000049

iinso 464 137.75 3.37 0.0000058

,Spksyh 978 144.21 6.78 0.0000158

folkM 743 310.99 2.39 0.0000141

xqjuk 540 150.66 3.58 0.0000095

mijrksyk 645 146.99 4.39 0.0000109

[kMdweY;k 352 460.83 0.76 0.0000092

xksxuk 1635 411.13 3.98 0.0000282

fu'kuh 717 579.65 1.24 0.0000165

tejkMh 644 432.36 1.49 0.0000139

lsjhdk.Mk 770 293.75 2.62 0.0000143

csMk 580 559.73 1.04 0.0000143

bX;kj 707 217.70 3.25 0.0000126

pksyhQxkyh 827 315.19 2.62 0.0000154

dkWVs 373 130.42 2.86 0.0000057
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FkjdksV 1095 266.43 4.11 0.0000188

L;wuh 493 201.24 2.45 0.0000065

/kkjh/kekSM 333 69.13 4.82 0.0000051

uSuh 1096 209.48 5.23 0.0000182

dqlkSyh 978 123.30 7.93 0.0000156

i.Mk 662 101.68 6.51 0.0000107

xSBuk 663 86.40 7.67 0.0000106

cLrs 2023 111.55 18.14 0.0000307

lqtbZ 992 215.82 4.60 0.0000167

ysyq 2591 587.39 4.41 0.0000440

lqokdksV 2147 179.07 11.99 0.0000332

uk?kj 515 236.09 2.18 0.0000100

lsjhdqEMkj 498 197.43 2.52 0.0000064

ikHkS 677 272.77 2.48 0.0000127

nsorqjpkSMk 510 90.50 5.64 0.0000084

tk[k 682 546.16 1.25 0.0000157

lsjhckjkdksV 584 329.63 1.77 0.0000120

eSyMqaxjh 1007 733.62 1.37 0.0000224

iqjku 957 678.53 1.41 0.0000211

HkV~;wMk 784 180.44 4.34 0.0000133

jkoyxkao 301 320.18 0.94 0.0000077

eklkS 361 228.13 1.58 0.0000068

ckykdksV 591 150.78 3.92 0.0000102

nkSyk 1591 134.28 11.85 0.0000246

pSalj 1176 213.28 5.51 0.0000194

dkluh 1193 173.61 6.87 0.0000192

iqusMhegj 743 125.24 5.93 0.0000122

rMhxkao 817 172.99 4.72 0.0000137

District Pithoragarh

Block Didihat

flVksyh 826 436.66 1.89 0.0000175

gkVFkiZ 671 587.07 1.14 0.0000159

feFkhZ 1530 533.28 2.87 0.0000305

dk.Mkekuflag 618 123.57 5.00 0.0000117

vksxyk 709 315.73 2.25 0.0000146

y/kMk 742 903.17 0.82 0.0000194

tk[k/kkSysr 402 328.46 1.22 0.0000076

HkuMk 698 358.84 1.95 0.0000147

uuikiks 718 235.06 3.05 0.0000142

<qxsrh 805 896.17 0.90 0.0000204

ieL;kjh 489 458.57 1.07 0.0000085

rksyhpqQky 551 557.20 0.99 0.0000136

gphyk 496 398.05 1.25 0.0000081

vtsMk 381 380.31 1.00 0.0000079

[kksyhpekZ 329 157.74 2.09 0.0000064
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uudqMh 525 242.48 2.17 0.0000109

nqysZ[k 775 326.95 2.37 0.0000159

ctkuh 394 179.46 2.20 0.0000065

dkSyhdU;ky 1223 514.85 2.38 0.0000250

xjkyh 502 533.17 0.94 0.0000126

[ksrkjdU;ky 1275 415.64 3.07 0.0000252

nwukdksV 834 748.31 1.11 0.0000199

pkek 236 438.98 0.54 0.0000084

cksjkxkao 545 187.02 2.91 0.0000108

gqusjk 541 982.16 0.55 0.0000164

dqf.k;ak 490 334.85 1.46 0.0000076

cukZ,sjh 358 196.31 1.82 0.0000066

vB[ksr 501 88.32 5.67 0.0000094

lR;kyxkao 869 85.96 10.11 0.0000158

[kksyhekyh 403 176.59 2.28 0.0000065

|ksdyh 490 283.96 1.73 0.0000073

f?kekyh 471 359.22 1.31 0.0000078

cxftoyk 305 223.30 1.37 0.0000068

ysikrhZ 413 110.30 3.74 0.0000060

rqxkZsyh 711 300.42 2.37 0.0000146

xksy 637 56.13 11.35 0.0000115

yste 671 142.48 4.71 0.0000127

ekyk>wyk 574 267.83 2.14 0.0000119

jkuh[ksr 735 298.57 2.46 0.0000150

nksyhdkSyh 635 270.67 2.35 0.0000130

eLekSyh 362 248.59 1.46 0.0000070

dqekyxkao 456 189.11 2.41 0.0000066

cyfrj 772 227.15 3.40 0.0000151

f?kaxrM 450 186.15 2.42 0.0000066

dqdjksyh 471 183.15 2.57 0.0000065

HkMxkao 657 380.80 1.73 0.0000142

oR;wyh 305 184.51 1.65 0.0000066

fMxkSVh 351 243.64 1.44 0.0000070

fouk;d 353 192.87 1.83 0.0000066

cjepdqMh 291 324.47 0.90 0.0000075

lkrk 293 168.11 1.74 0.0000064

HkSL;wMh 834 595.92 1.40 0.0000188

terM 324 316.35 1.02 0.0000075

lkS xkao 272 251.69 1.08 0.0000070

L;kYosa 295 140.96 2.09 0.0000062

xkscjkMh 472 192.70 2.45 0.0000066

Hkkyw mf<;kj 569 285.44 1.99 0.0000120

cksjkcwqaxk 503 58.47 8.60 0.0000092

e< 435 455.93 0.95 0.0000085

yhekHkkV 548 251.20 2.18 0.0000114
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y[krhxkao 673 365.67 1.84 0.0000144

fpVxkyxkao 618 356.82 1.73 0.0000133

District Pithoragarh

Block Munsiyari

rYyk HkSaldksV 940 196.40 4.79 0.0000458

[krsMk 907 355.41 2.55 0.0000477

lhM++h 254 482.70 0.53 0.0000236

fjxqfu;k 369 249.19 1.48 0.0000186

Mksj 1743 175.59 9.93 0.0000808

ukfed 497 484.15 1.03 0.0000236

nkQk 628 161.07 3.90 0.0000312

exj 619 74.07 8.36 0.0000290

HkqfrZx 853 282.35 3.02 0.0000438

fxjxkao 833 338.56 2.46 0.0000441

fxuh 610 202.29 3.02 0.0000313

xwBh 400 453.93 0.88 0.0000230

caklcxM 745 238.68 3.12 0.0000381

cjk 350 398.38 0.88 0.0000218

lsyhik[k 457 1031.33 0.44 0.0000354

/kkehxako 954 1039.57 0.92 0.0000645

ledksV 1083 1219.31 0.89 0.0000740

eysku 505 290.75 1.74 0.0000286

nkf[ke 300 271.52 1.10 0.0000191

jk;k 352 367.47 0.96 0.0000211

ctsrk 692 384.76 1.80 0.0000388

yksn 308 345.28 0.89 0.0000207

dksVk 473 341.43 1.39 0.0000206

ukpuh 2224 104.18 21.35 0.0001006

gqiyh 738 276.41 2.67 0.0000386

nkjrh 1035 180.13 5.75 0.0000496

pkehHkSldksV 568 334.98 1.70 0.0000323

caqx 1287 120.84 10.65 0.0000595

/kkik 95 242.25 0.39 0.0000185

rYyknqecj 585 84.50 6.92 0.0000277

xYykHksSldksV 580 409.44 1.42 0.0000344

dksV;wMk 694 412.47 1.68 0.0000395

HkSl[kky 506 145.18 3.49 0.0000255

oklk.kh 479 207.03 2.31 0.0000177

ikrksa 449 165.26 2.72 0.0000168

Dohjhftfe;k 303 110.79 2.73 0.0000156

cQZ 279 227.12 1.23 0.0000181

lkbZHkkV 1044 370.86 2.82 0.0000541

cqbZ 224 181.87 1.23 0.0000172

ikNw 435 197.30 2.20 0.0000175

tSrh 589 67.29 8.75 0.0000275



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
lqfjax 1125 242.01 4.65 0.0000549

ljeksyh 894 121.78 7.34 0.0000421

f<ef<fe;k 598 134.55 4.44 0.0000293

njdksV 87 98.36 0.88 0.0000154

eYyk?kkjsiVVk 1155 172.29 6.70 0.0000548

psVhfpeyk 594 14.56 40.79 0.0000266

tks'kk 880 6.05 145.41 0.0000390

[kfl;kckMk 323 6.03 53.61 0.0000134

ikiMh 446 291.95 1.53 0.0000195

Hknsyh 805 50.98 15.79 0.0000367

lsjklqjbZ/kkj 640 49.91 12.82 0.0000294

beyk 441 138.62 3.18 0.0000162

gjdksV 828 180.51 4.59 0.0000405

cYFkh 989 471.85 2.10 0.0000538

eokuh&nokuh 814 880.14 0.92 0.0000549

f'kfyax 810 298.18 2.72 0.0000422

rYyk?kkjsiVVk 339 15.20 22.30 0.0000136

cfuZ;kxkao 518 50.52 10.25 0.0000240

endksV 2439 171.11 14.25 0.0001115

DohVh 892 987.91 0.90 0.0000606

neuxkaoxwV 771 175.85 4.38 0.0000379

ls.kjkFkh 731 277.55 2.63 0.0000383

fde[ksr 445 623.72 0.71 0.0000266

csMwegj 304 363.99 0.84 0.0000211

gksdjk 1320 682.28 1.93 0.0000730

tSSFkksa 438 311.27 1.41 0.0000199

nsdquk 490 727.99 0.67 0.0000289

cksjkxkao 455 447.88 1.02 0.0000229

Vkaxk 832 557.50 1.49 0.0000487

cksuk 348 378.30 0.92 0.0000214

xksYQk 387 654.83 0.59 0.0000273

rksfed 484 785.76 0.62 0.0000301

vkyenkekZ 455 621.14 0.73 0.0000266

flrksZyh 395 502.04 0.79 0.0000240

ek.kh/kkeh 313 403.18 0.78 0.0000219

jkIrh 947 80.85 11.71 0.0000436

ek.khVq.Mh 375 469.48 0.80 0.0000233

Qkik 487 63.33 7.69 0.0000146

fjaxw 1004 767.75 1.31 0.0000608

/kwjkrksyh 444 85.50 5.19 0.0000151

clUrdksV 559 106.84 5.23 0.0000270

ckrk 388 197.99 1.96 0.0000175

rste 543 227.74 2.38 0.0000289

ukiM 372 263.87 1.41 0.0000189

District Pithoragarh



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Block Berinag

yksgkFky 782 354.22 2.21 0.0000308

[kksykxkao 578 205.31 2.82 0.0000218

ufxykxkao 443 149.76 2.96 0.0000121

djkykegj 302 291.61 1.04 0.0000146

laxkSM 860 308.24 2.79 0.0000325

ckSxkM+ 696 287.27 2.42 0.0000269

cSjkrtqCcj 558 77.21 7.23 0.0000189

pkSlkyk 602 289.34 2.08 0.0000240

elwfj;k 580 97.78 5.93 0.0000199

nM+eksyh 339 193.71 1.75 0.0000129

Mkaxhxkao 637 186.36 3.42 0.0000233

:bZukFky 478 155.10 3.08 0.0000122

HkV~Vhxkao ¼iq0½ 453 199.26 2.27 0.0000130

uk;ylikSyh 312 261.84 1.19 0.0000141

mizkMk 503 164.86 3.05 0.0000187

iqjkukFky 735 275.39 2.67 0.0000280

lqusrh 479 206.51 2.32 0.0000131

fiY[kh 325 147.20 2.21 0.0000120

dkykflyk 355 181.30 1.96 0.0000126

denhuk 331 121.90 2.72 0.0000116

cMsrckfQyk 481 103.40 4.65 0.0000112

grokyxkao 457 192.30 2.38 0.0000128

Fky 995 209.03 4.76 0.0000349

lSuj 558 162.99 3.42 0.0000204

ghik 401 215.95 1.86 0.0000133

cMsrlkuhxkao 662 187.96 3.52 0.0000241

ekNh[ksr 389 135.87 2.86 0.0000118

mMhfljrksyh 446 361.03 1.24 0.0000159

eux< 382 112.51 3.40 0.0000114

nkSykmizsfr 385 194.45 1.98 0.0000129

vaxfM;kxkMk 695 320.82 2.17 0.0000275

vkegkV 455 146.07 3.12 0.0000120

uxkSj 745 117.06 6.36 0.0000254

pkS[kquk 554 82.44 6.72 0.0000188

ppjsr 405 116.36 3.48 0.0000115

Hkqous'oj 923 449.89 2.05 0.0000370

flek;y 416 123.56 3.37 0.0000116

jkoy[ksr 348 260.51 1.34 0.0000141

nkSykofy;k 583 534.48 1.09 0.0000279

lsyhik[k 966 757.45 1.28 0.0000439

HkwYdhv/;kyh 443 208.16 2.13 0.0000131

pkek&xukSj 405 271.72 1.49 0.0000143

x<frj 693 268.64 2.58 0.0000265

iH;k 452 267.80 1.69 0.0000142



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
C;kfr 538 118.98 4.52 0.0000190

eUrksyh 277 52.77 5.25 0.0000103

jkbx<L;kjh 495 190.12 2.60 0.0000128

cuk 602 196.78 3.06 0.0000224

DoSjkyh 531 173.55 3.06 0.0000197

ikSlk 527 184.72 2.85 0.0000198

puduk 706 176.96 3.99 0.0000253

fyaxqjkuh 451 207.27 2.18 0.0000131

f[krksyh 866 139.27 6.22 0.0000296

Xohj 540 185.84 2.91 0.0000202

HkV~Vhxkao¼cMkÅ½ 638 160.46 3.98 0.0000229

csyMkxkj 367 39.52 9.29 0.0000101

Hk.Mkjhxkao 911 280.62 3.25 0.0000336

[kukr 360 49.62 7.26 0.0000103

okfQyk 532 186.86 2.85 0.0000200

csydksV 891 521.57 1.71 0.0000373

<uksyh 588 251.42 2.34 0.0000229

cqMsjk 377 165.39 2.28 0.0000124

lakxM 425 111.85 3.80 0.0000114

lqdY;kMh 371 127.43 2.91 0.0000117

cVxy 542 110.18 4.92 0.0000189

cksjkvkxj 461 209.97 2.20 0.0000132

e.khiqj 348 53.65 6.49 0.0000104

ihiyrM 478 208.02 2.30 0.0000131

csjhukx 3505 203.83 17.20 0.0001134

gfM;kruk?kj 557 159.19 3.50 0.0000203

o"kkZ;r 480 290.68 1.65 0.0000146

dk.Ms 482 187.96 2.56 0.0000128

cSVksyh 393 206.78 1.90 0.0000131

tk[kjkor 349 62.78 5.56 0.0000105

dkysVh 438 162.47 2.70 0.0000123

txFkyh 594 231.40 2.57 0.0000228

mfM;kjh 783 448.86 1.74 0.0000326

pkSdksMh 417 838.69 0.50 0.0000245

,sjkMh 555 499.66 1.11 0.0000264

xjkÅ 735 397.91 1.85 0.0000302

kkgxjkÅ 426 254.02 1.68 0.0000140

ika[kwjlsjk 599 170.86 3.51 0.0000218

yNhek 412 264.85 1.56 0.0000142

n'kkSyh 1407 452.96 3.11 0.0000522

dksVxkMh 636 249.54 2.55 0.0000244

cY;kÅ 483 351.16 1.38 0.0000157

jSrksyh 643 315.28 2.04 0.0000258

District Rudraprayag



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Block Agustmuni

v[kksMh 781 288.34 2.71 0.0000226

d.Mkjk 1920 402.24 4.77 0.0000500

d.kflyh 313 133.99 2.34 0.0000091

dkUnh 885 194.38 4.55 0.0000232

fd.ktk.kh 949 251.81 3.77 0.0000257

dsMk 877 139.45 6.29 0.0000220

D;Wwtk 983 174.39 5.64 0.0000250

t;d.Mh 593 151.96 3.90 0.0000159

rsoMh  lse 696 180.52 3.86 0.0000187

nkSyk 380 139.82 2.72 0.0000092

ckMo 771 215.06 3.59 0.0000210

Hk.kt 916 289.52 3.16 0.0000256

epd.Mh 311 98.93 3.14 0.0000085

eksyh 335 106.36 3.15 0.0000086

cjEokMh 447 81.71 5.47 0.0000082

tybZ lqjlky 1387 336.23 4.13 0.0000369

tkSyk 643 166.10 3.87 0.0000173

Vsefj;k 653 118.09 5.53 0.0000167

Mqaxj 475 122.15 3.89 0.0000089

rkytke.k 761 225.34 3.38 0.0000210

frulkSyh 482 81.76 5.90 0.0000082

ukxtxbZ 874 187.97 4.65 0.0000228

Qsxw 966 208.24 4.64 0.0000253

c"Vh 967 333.24 2.90 0.0000275

chjksa nsoy 825 187.81 4.39 0.0000217

Hkhjh 666 238.43 2.79 0.0000191

pUnzkiqjh ¼gkV½ 969 143.64 6.75 0.0000242

dkS'kyiqj 397 85.80 4.63 0.0000082

D;kZd 881 162.30 5.43 0.0000225

MMksyh 934 236.50 3.95 0.0000251

Mkaxh 1009 91.96 10.97 0.0000241

Mkyflaxh 721 148.83 4.84 0.0000187

uS.khikS.Mkj 491 75.49 6.50 0.0000080

ikyh 431 71.51 6.03 0.0000080

QybZ 859 174.34 4.93 0.0000223

HkVokMh lqukj 584 174.69 3.34 0.0000161

flU/kkVk 501 75.90 6.60 0.0000125

flYyk cke.kxkao 1462 236.97 6.17 0.0000368

delky 632 236.06 2.68 0.0000183

ddksyk 709 163.27 4.34 0.0000187

fxokWyk 489 134.49 3.64 0.0000091

xqxyh 373 74.49 5.01 0.0000080

txksB 810 208.12 3.89 0.0000218

tgaxh 545 99.68 5.47 0.0000139



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
/kkj rksUnyk 883 231.13 3.82 0.0000238

ukdksV 3143 83.77 37.52 0.0000715

fiYyw 545 127.93 4.26 0.0000144

cfu;kMh 664 76.89 8.64 0.0000162

HkVokMh 364 117.84 3.09 0.0000088

HkkSalky 964 190.21 5.07 0.0000249

ef.kxg̀ 797 305.35 2.61 0.0000232

eky[kh 417 112.51 3.71 0.0000087

:elh 733 348.45 2.10 0.0000226

lkSMh 768 193.17 3.98 0.0000206

dq.Mk nkudksV 960 192.23 4.99 0.0000248

dksywHkUuw 527 256.18 2.06 0.0000163

D;wMh 1116 381.83 2.92 0.0000317

xksj.kk 446 82.56 5.40 0.0000082

f/kerksyh 1132 394.51 2.87 0.0000323

peLokMk 338 80.13 4.22 0.0000081

tk[k.kh 485 59.09 8.21 0.0000077

rM+kx 412 180.40 2.28 0.0000099

Qyklh 1058 148.11 7.14 0.0000262

cNuh 420 183.35 2.29 0.0000100

cksjk 984 114.53 8.59 0.0000240

yksnyk 325 106.04 3.06 0.0000086

d.kZ/kkj 541 445.61 1.21 0.0000201

xhM HkqrSj 1264 170.78 7.40 0.0000312

xqukÅ 493 231.49 2.13 0.0000108

pked 333 182.12 1.83 0.0000100

pkSdh cjfly 437 95.12 4.59 0.0000084

fryokMk 694 104.00 6.67 0.0000173

ckobZ 1329 300.95 4.42 0.0000350

casth 643 133.86 4.80 0.0000167

e;dksVh 650 278.23 2.34 0.0000195

ekydksVh 409 29.76 13.74 0.0000072

lksM HkVV xkao 684 131.92 5.18 0.0000176

desMk 837 229.02 3.65 0.0000228

[krs.kk 700 146.10 4.79 0.0000182

njEokMh 352 166.34 2.12 0.0000097

ukjh 503 74.46 6.76 0.0000125

HkSal xkao 415 620.92 0.67 0.0000179

lu 343 169.05 2.03 0.0000097

lrsjk 844 265.88 3.17 0.0000236

L;wUM 313 108.46 2.89 0.0000086

L;qiqjh 900 301.10 2.99 0.0000255

Dohyh 499 5.09 98.04 0.0000068

xU/kkjh 725 289.43 2.50 0.0000214

xMfey 324 81.34 3.98 0.0000081



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
pkiM 446 90.65 4.92 0.0000083

pksiMk 583 96.53 6.04 0.0000147

tksUnyk 369 90.24 4.09 0.0000083

Mqaxzh 545 85.29 6.39 0.0000137

/kkjdksV 592 238.04 2.49 0.0000175

ctw.k 596 138.59 4.30 0.0000158

l.kxw 295 114.53 2.58 0.0000087

dqj>.k 360 278.43 1.29 0.0000117

dk.Mk 646 212.86 3.03 0.0000182

xMksjk 379 103.36 3.67 0.0000085

XokMFkkiyh 823 376.05 2.19 0.0000251

XosaQM 288 151.57 1.90 0.0000094

/kf.;kfydk 385 89.08 4.32 0.0000083

rwuk 747 95.58 7.82 0.0000183

ihMk 581 308.14 1.89 0.0000185

iks[kjh 291 165.61 1.76 0.0000097

clwZ 365 106.48 3.43 0.0000086

chjksa 615 257.38 2.39 0.0000183

Hkqudk 315 95.32 3.30 0.0000084

jrwMk 1719 617.24 2.78 0.0000494

yksyh 279 306.05 0.91 0.0000122

f'kokuUnh 530 272.16 1.95 0.0000167

lqesjiqj 910 207.04 4.40 0.0000240

ikoksa 448 255.32 1.75 0.0000113

dk.MbZ 395 124.36 3.18 0.0000089

[kadjk 714 676.64 1.06 0.0000281

xgM+ 513 179.35 2.86 0.0000147

pkSFkyk 736 198.70 3.70 0.0000200

ujdksVk 351 183.75 1.91 0.0000100

uoklw 978 297.86 3.28 0.0000271

fu"k.kh 318 202.75 1.57 0.0000103

ckelw 377 172.40 2.19 0.0000098

cSjkax.kk 711 169.70 4.19 0.0000189

caxksyh 274 123.10 2.23 0.0000089

nkudksV 274 84.10 3.26 0.0000082

Doyh 934 161.65 5.78 0.0000237

tqUVbZ 721 218.27 3.30 0.0000200

Mqaxzk 475 675.03 0.70 0.0000188

ihiyh 986 397.07 2.48 0.0000291

c.klksa 765 275.30 2.78 0.0000220

ckW.kxkWo 1024 377.77 2.71 0.0000296

L;w.kh 444 112.91 3.93 0.0000087

ikVk 307 69.20 4.44 0.0000079

dkSfnek 363 26.67 13.61 0.0000072

dksV 645 120.13 5.37 0.0000165



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Dokyh 523 182.69 2.86 0.0000149

tlkSyh 433 116.69 3.71 0.0000088

fnmyh 466 92.28 5.05 0.0000083

ukxjklw 1294 293.81 4.40 0.0000341

chuk 406 133.55 3.04 0.0000091

ejksM++k 1119 70.82 15.80 0.0000262

ynksyh 530 167.55 3.16 0.0000148

vkxj 504 209.23 2.41 0.0000150

b'kkyk 332 74.06 4.48 0.0000080

dk.MbZ tXxh 746 443.55 1.68 0.0000246

dk.MbZ cSath 833 260.22 3.20 0.0000232

dks[k.Mh 495 566.95 0.87 0.0000169

dkSBxh 925 479.41 1.93 0.0000292

fNudk 489 151.36 3.23 0.0000094

tjEokM+ 431 112.01 3.85 0.0000087

ukx ¼ddksM+k [kky½ 577 327.40 1.76 0.0000187

fctjkdksV 920 250.51 3.67 0.0000250

enksyk 665 123.84 5.37 0.0000170

egM+ 415 83.37 4.98 0.0000082

lkjh 792 183.09 4.33 0.0000209

FkiyxkWo 602 149.33 4.03 0.0000161

District Rudraprayag

Block Jakholi

cthjk 1175 232.29 5.06 0.0000226

t[kksyh 674 162.68 4.14 0.0000136

xksrhZ 648 100.01 6.48 0.0000119

mjksyh 620 107.69 5.76 0.0000116

mPNuk 571 65.52 8.72 0.0000100

ikykdqjkyh 729 96.71 7.54 0.0000131

cq<+uk 1721 205.92 8.36 0.0000305

R;w[kj 1272 174.45 7.29 0.0000230

yqfB;kx 469 110.09 4.26 0.0000068

dksVh 497 73.79 6.74 0.0000061

e[ksr 401 110.70 3.62 0.0000068

nsoy 330 76.76 4.30 0.0000061

yywM+h 858 70.17 12.23 0.0000145

e;kyh 761 113.93 6.68 0.0000139

mfn;k.kxk¡o 715 89.31 8.01 0.0000127

Mk¡xh 1008 145.22 6.94 0.0000183

jruiqj 663 170.99 3.88 0.0000136

?ksa?kM+ 1184 145.04 8.16 0.0000210

Dohyk 505 127.05 3.97 0.0000103

flyxk¡o 546 130.00 4.20 0.0000109

dk.Mk 605 110.06 5.50 0.0000115

t[kksyh 1238 194.91 6.35 0.0000228



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
Fkkrh cM+ek 1057 298.92 3.54 0.0000221

lse cM+ek 558 115.12 4.85 0.0000108

Maxokyxk¡o 724 138.13 5.24 0.0000138

Mkscfy;k 527 78.48 6.72 0.0000096

mÙklwZ 825 186.31 4.43 0.0000163

o"Vk cM+ek 753 253.98 2.96 0.0000166

fdjksM+k 778 84.34 9.23 0.0000136

MksHkk 458 62.35 7.35 0.0000058

dqjNksyk 742 154.63 4.80 0.0000144

ukx 525 115.19 4.56 0.0000103

pkSajk 472 98.75 4.78 0.0000066

uUnok.kxk¡o 388 63.53 6.11 0.0000059

HkVokM+h 521 106.66 4.88 0.0000101

pksiM+k 330 58.03 5.69 0.0000057

/kkjdksV 402 43.06 9.34 0.0000055

jgM+ 577 145.25 3.97 0.0000117

ik¡t.kk 381 66.87 5.70 0.0000059

ikSaBh 1402 182.28 7.69 0.0000251

?kjM+k 427 73.79 5.79 0.0000061

dksfB;kMk 629 78.88 7.97 0.0000112

cjlhj 905 126.32 7.16 0.0000164

cPokM 404 102.84 3.93 0.0000066

dif.k;k 680 73.02 9.31 0.0000119

ykSaxk 501 107.82 4.65 0.0000098

ldykuk 328 59.90 5.48 0.0000058

[kksM 766 239.66 3.20 0.0000165

Hkqukyxkao 722 92.60 7.80 0.0000129

cDlhj 850 203.17 4.18 0.0000171

mPNksyk 867 118.85 7.29 0.0000156

L;wj 1039 220.14 4.72 0.0000203

vj[kq.M 675 188.04 3.59 0.0000141

nkudksV 781 221.20 3.53 0.0000164

jk;Mh 676 145.44 4.65 0.0000132

dwMh vnqyh 542 120.98 4.48 0.0000107

freyh 449 139.57 3.22 0.0000074

dQuk 491 118.18 4.15 0.0000069

lkSajk[kky 450 65.52 6.87 0.0000059

ckalh 546 161.90 3.37 0.0000116

lruh 437 70.80 6.17 0.0000060

iiMklw 274 98.76 2.77 0.0000066

H;wark 557 240.41 2.32 0.0000133

lkSank 709 157.80 4.49 0.0000140

ekslM 525 113.79 4.61 0.0000103

pkS.Mk flajkbZ 462 229.24 2.02 0.0000092

ekFkxkao 340 115.76 2.94 0.0000069



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
<kS.Mk 799 122.85 6.50 0.0000147

tokMh 1675 403.24 4.15 0.0000337

njeksyk 1271 167.01 7.61 0.0000228

jkSfB;k 747 182.63 4.09 0.0000151

lseyrk 575 196.32 2.93 0.0000127

Lohyh 475 101.44 4.68 0.0000066

t[kuksyh 806 100.42 8.03 0.0000143

rSyk 978 138.25 7.07 0.0000177

VkV 480 120.28 3.99 0.0000070

eqlk<qax 678 146.63 4.62 0.0000133

dqeMh 1087 224.39 4.84 0.0000211

 'kh'kks 735 70.69 10.40 0.0000127

tSyh 900 86.75 10.37 0.0000155

d.Mkyh 774 146.03 5.30 0.0000148

eaok.kxkao 377 69.32 5.44 0.0000060

pkdk 830 98.57 8.42 0.0000147

QykVh 339 78.02 4.35 0.0000061

[kfy;k.k 1392 222.38 6.26 0.0000257

fyLokYVk 825 118.14 6.98 0.0000150

fljokMh 657 90.32 7.27 0.0000119

iwyu 564 77.57 7.27 0.0000102

iqtkjxkao 484 11.86 40.82 0.0000048

t[kokMh 981 13.77 71.22 0.0000153

dksV 745 134.11 5.56 0.0000141

/kkjdqMh 531 92.56 5.74 0.0000100

xsaBk.kk 672 146.72 4.58 0.0000132

c/kk.kh 400 67.97 5.88 0.0000059

rqusVk 582 127.42 4.57 0.0000114

lqekMh 1188 91.18 13.03 0.0000200

lsek 562 65.35 8.60 0.0000099

yfM;klw 522 72.43 7.21 0.0000094

cSuksyh 411 117.05 3.51 0.0000069

tk[kky 946 157.17 6.02 0.0000176

District Rudraprayag

Block Ukhimath

Å[kheB 2182 214.98 10.15 0.0000576

fdek.kk 669 190.72 3.51 0.0000205

nSMk 618 214.64 2.88 0.0000198

gqM~Mw 571 270.19 2.11 0.0000200

m"kkMk 549 177.20 3.10 0.0000173

pqUuh eaxksyh 490 186.85 2.62 0.0000115

HkVokMh 607 103.29 5.88 0.0000170

eDdw 1277 430.81 2.96 0.0000407

ikao txiqMk 974 117.00 8.32 0.0000262

Hkhaxh 631 227.28 2.78 0.0000205



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
mfFk.M 821 289.15 2.84 0.0000265

iBkyh 407 167.02 2.44 0.0000111

Mqxj lseyk 478 112.98 4.23 0.0000098

djks[kh 759 386.83 1.96 0.0000272

lkjh 805 29.80 27.01 0.0000201

ijd.Mh 1888 447.49 4.22 0.0000559

vUnzokMh 274 111.01 2.47 0.0000098

Yokjk 1008 155.20 6.50 0.0000279

QyhQlkyr 439 38.29 11.47 0.0000081

yexkS.Mh 1091 118.98 9.17 0.0000291

nsoyhHkf.kxzke 1094 79.37 13.78 0.0000282

rqayxk 1072 232.09 4.62 0.0000312

Yok.kh 318 267.90 1.19 0.0000134

xqIrdk'kh 894 24.51 36.48 0.0000221

ukyk 1212 218.95 5.54 0.0000343

lkadjh 586 103.10 5.68 0.0000165

HkSlkjh 612 130.73 4.68 0.0000178

Hksrtqjkuh 978 189.26 5.17 0.0000280

[kqesjk 891 131.01 6.80 0.0000245

R;wMh 408 932.43 0.44 0.0000287

c.klw 637 109.46 5.82 0.0000179

:nziqj 542 58.43 9.28 0.0000144

nsoj 846 241.28 3.51 0.0000260

nsolky 340 181.06 1.88 0.0000114

dksVek 1267 286.18 4.43 0.0000372

dkyheB 510 107.16 4.76 0.0000148

dq.ktsBh 637 257.33 2.48 0.0000213

pkSeklh 318 104.22 3.05 0.0000096

tkyeyk 491 83.05 5.91 0.0000091

tkyryk 590 83.98 7.03 0.0000162

tkew 584 201.14 2.90 0.0000187

jfoxzke 501 90.59 5.53 0.0000142

[kfM;k 571 146.12 3.91 0.0000171

[kkV 532 84.74 6.28 0.0000148

eS[k.Mk 715 196.64 3.64 0.0000218

O;wax 432 56.57 7.64 0.0000085

U;ksYlw 936 222.57 4.21 0.0000277

xkSjhdq.M 448 70.02 6.40 0.0000088

cMklw 1050 243.09 4.32 0.0000309

f=;wxh ukjk;.k 1436 531.36 2.70 0.0000469

xMxw 508 107.03 4.75 0.0000147

xSM 452 89.05 5.08 0.0000093

mfu;k.kk 609 160.84 3.79 0.0000184

jkalh 831 253.63 3.28 0.0000259

xkS.Mkj 242 60.22 4.02 0.0000086
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Divisible Pool 
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csMwyk 1042 230.64 4.52 0.0000304

eulwuk 874 111.39 7.85 0.0000237

jkmysad 1031 222.29 4.64 0.0000300

tXxhcXoku 467 251.26 1.86 0.0000130

cq:ok 359 92.27 3.89 0.0000094

fxjh;k 526 126.40 4.16 0.0000156

QkaQt 517 120.52 4.29 0.0000152

ikyh l:.kk 331 113.80 2.91 0.0000099

District Tehri

Block Natendra Nagar

HkSÙk.k 934 344.34 2.71 0.0000161

vkxj 720 265.81 2.71 0.0000124

fHkxkdh e; fHkUuw 407 101.66 4.00 0.0000051

dLeksyh 507 372.70 1.36 0.0000107

lYMksxh 446 162.64 2.74 0.0000057

dq[kqbZ 356 247.90 1.44 0.0000067

ukSj 673 248.56 2.71 0.0000116

rkByk 433 136.29 3.18 0.0000054

jkSYnsyh 514 158.32 3.25 0.0000085

vksMkMk 526 310.16 1.70 0.0000103

rfe;kj 421 141.34 2.98 0.0000055

cukyh 710 229.40 3.10 0.0000118

fiYMh 512 206.45 2.48 0.0000090

lksuh 732 292.51 2.50 0.0000128

HkSldZ 445 178.18 2.50 0.0000059

MkSj 700 780.03 0.90 0.0000177

vkSa.kh 566 92.77 6.10 0.0000085

<ky okyk 11444 176.00 65.02 0.0001526

fHkxkdhZ 680 131.49 5.17 0.0000104

L;wM 525 226.93 2.31 0.0000094

QrZ 308 137.22 2.24 0.0000054

d[khy 249 215.19 1.16 0.0000063

nsoyh 658 330.12 1.99 0.0000123

dksMkjuk 723 272.16 2.66 0.0000125

pekSyxkWo 275 122.10 2.25 0.0000053

riksou 2320 71.84 32.29 0.0000313

uhj 585 234.54 2.49 0.0000103

cMsMk 1155 271.84 4.25 0.0000182

cokMh 982 279.65 3.51 0.0000160

D;kdhZ 373 47.56 7.84 0.0000045

freyh 1788 276.09 6.48 0.0000266

efB;kyh 1055 370.12 2.85 0.0000179

eaft;kMh 625 219.00 2.85 0.0000106

Qlj 415 229.35 1.81 0.0000064

CskjkbZ xkWo 723 333.22 2.17 0.0000132
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Divisible Pool 

(%)
flYd.kh 740 239.84 3.09 0.0000124

fxxqM 681 357.64 1.90 0.0000129

ckSUldkVy 875 518.82 1.69 0.0000172

yks;y 764 373.77 2.04 0.0000141

yksMlh 670 244.00 2.75 0.0000115

pesyh 635 125.42 5.06 0.0000097

D;kjk 616 78.10 7.89 0.0000090

teksyk 352 179.23 1.96 0.0000059

dksVj 369 209.30 1.76 0.0000062

Hkkxyk 318 107.05 2.97 0.0000051

d[kwj 498 361.46 1.38 0.0000079

cqxkyk 708 253.60 2.79 0.0000121

eq.Mkyk 611 218.18 2.80 0.0000104

ukbZ 1116 480.96 2.32 0.0000199

fe.MkFk 1235 320.00 3.86 0.0000197

iwokZyk 287 120.00 2.39 0.0000053

vVkyh 726 289.92 2.50 0.0000127

lale.k 704 254.00 2.77 0.0000120

cMhj 768 354.52 2.17 0.0000140

[kukuk 720 280.22 2.57 0.0000125

Hknuh 411 132.12 3.11 0.0000054

fuxsj 568 242.86 2.34 0.0000101

ikyh 745 205.52 3.62 0.0000120

xMhy 611 215.48 2.84 0.0000104

j.kkdksV 953 211.58 4.50 0.0000149

ylsj 390 148.17 2.63 0.0000056

[kjlkMk 670 250.12 2.68 0.0000115

dksBh 280 83.14 3.37 0.0000049

fnXokyh 272 84.44 3.22 0.0000049

HkVxkWo 563 157.11 3.58 0.0000091

ukSxk 307 129.70 2.37 0.0000054

m[ksy 520 100.67 5.17 0.0000079

HkqVyh 333 112.73 2.95 0.0000052

dsUlqj 280 45.32 6.18 0.0000044

lSnk³h 208 62.62 3.32 0.0000046

xqfj;kyh 498 277.90 1.79 0.0000070

e.kxkWo 867 372.02 2.33 0.0000155

yok 1013 163.38 6.20 0.0000151

xqekyxkWo 232 41.92 5.53 0.0000044

fdjk³k 325 62.52 5.20 0.0000046

lS.k 584 254.30 2.30 0.0000105

t[kkSyh 714 290.60 2.46 0.0000126

Ik;kyxkWo 625 239.64 2.61 0.0000108

velkjhxkWo 539 185.54 2.91 0.0000091

nko³k 280 91.80 3.05 0.0000050
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cnsyh 496 212.30 2.34 0.0000063

Qylkjh 426 135.53 3.14 0.0000054

t;dksV 650 110.40 5.89 0.0000098

FkU;wy 335 64.70 5.18 0.0000047

ce.kxkWo 860 150.10 5.73 0.0000130

cSjksyk 767 133.13 5.76 0.0000116

csjuh 504 120.22 4.19 0.0000079

vnok.kh 461 145.56 3.17 0.0000055

Lohj 441 107.76 4.09 0.0000051

xSUMh 386 145.24 2.66 0.0000055

sdQksyxkWo 396 126.90 3.12 0.0000053

vkeikVk 340 111.38 3.05 0.0000052

dq³h 454 215.88 2.10 0.0000063

vVkyheYyh 269 75.62 3.56 0.0000048

ekS.k 929 274.88 3.38 0.0000152

[kakdj 754 287.38 2.62 0.0000131

Fkku 552 236.84 2.33 0.0000098

fiiyaFk 572 190.11 3.01 0.0000096

pkSik 550 227.52 2.42 0.0000097

mn[k.Mk 113 115.76 0.98 0.0000052

dksVh 378 85.60 4.42 0.0000049

ikyh 328 55.90 5.87 0.0000046

jkeiqj 662 90.98 7.28 0.0000097

District Tehri

Block Kirtinagar

U;wyh 292 126.50 2.31 0.0000074

iSUMwyk 406 210.09 1.93 0.0000088

rY;k e.My 474 137.77 3.44 0.0000076

pkSdh 550 170.81 3.22 0.0000126

iko vdjh 569 177.69 3.20 0.0000130

HkS[k.Mh 599 166.07 3.61 0.0000133

d.kksyh 603 107.85 5.59 0.0000124

veksyh 662 213.58 3.10 0.0000152

t[k,M 741 169.37 4.38 0.0000159

Fkkiyh 277 72.66 3.81 0.0000065

fnmyh 303 133.47 2.27 0.0000075

dksVh <qaa<lhj 314 58.17 5.40 0.0000063

xg³ 344 80.67 4.26 0.0000066

j.kdf.M;ky 367 179.21 2.05 0.0000083

cMksyk 391 150.57 2.60 0.0000078

ikjdksV 405 72.97 5.55 0.0000065

/kjdksV 443 91.68 4.83 0.0000068

Mkax 495 179.48 2.76 0.0000083

eqlk.k xkWo 505 119.35 4.23 0.0000109

dijksyh 732 303.19 2.41 0.0000180
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ikyh 788 226.26 3.48 0.0000177

ia;k dksVh 948 129.55 7.32 0.0000189

[kksyk 974 228.94 4.25 0.0000210

jkMkxkM 270 16.99 15.89 0.0000056

jSrklh 382 85.51 4.47 0.0000067

dksVh  585 155.34 3.77 0.0000129

cSaTok³h 823 114.70 7.18 0.0000164

tk[kh 823 87.92 9.36 0.0000160

xok.kk 885 159.76 5.54 0.0000183

dksBkj 1176 174.37 6.74 0.0000236

Fkkrh Mkxj 1631 349.37 4.67 0.0000346

nsoyh 297 76.58 3.88 0.0000066

jkeiqj 328 72.13 4.55 0.0000065

ft;kyx< 404 108.54 3.72 0.0000071

eq.Mksyh 803 234.85 3.42 0.0000181

f?kYMh;kyxkWo 968 147.16 6.58 0.0000195

eysFkk 1226 358.73 3.42 0.0000276

[kksxapk 308 69.00 4.46 0.0000064

eksy/kkj 390 116.35 3.35 0.0000072

Dohyh 428 117.18 3.65 0.0000073

fjxksyhrYyh 628 199.78 3.14 0.0000144

ifjiqaMksyh 536 125.84 4.26 0.0000115

nsox<h 660 94.38 6.99 0.0000132

fjxksyheYyh 963 178.00 5.41 0.0000199

lqikj 96 63.66 1.51 0.0000063

[kksykcfM;kj 119 68.90 1.73 0.0000064

ikocfM;kj 170 60.05 2.83 0.0000063

dkSY;k/kkj 243 53.85 4.51 0.0000062

?kkjdksV 256 85.79 2.98 0.0000067

eqLkeksyk 285 159.87 1.78 0.0000080

dk.Mk cfM;kj 294 84.21 3.49 0.0000067

/kkS³xh 353 153.95 2.29 0.0000079

ekyxMh 359 179.56 2.00 0.0000083

/k.kth 378 95.88 3.94 0.0000069

cMh;kj 391 107.38 3.64 0.0000071

e.ktqyh 412 28.65 14.38 0.0000058

fljok³h 609 33.21 18.34 0.0000113

nky <qax 889 228.04 3.90 0.0000195

fpys³h 1105 295.50 3.74 0.0000244

iBpk³k 256 187.08 1.37 0.0000084

eaxlw 258 36.58 7.05 0.0000059

lqik³k 293 66.21 4.43 0.0000064

HkSalok³k 345 159.07 2.17 0.0000080

ukSj 365 40.43 9.03 0.0000060

xkSjlkyh 439 106.27 4.13 0.0000071
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flUnjh 444 194.72 2.28 0.0000086

/kkjh 608 197.97 3.07 0.0000140

Fkkiyh 639 55.58 11.50 0.0000122

eatkdksV 849 239.84 3.54 0.0000190

c³dksV 931 161.00 5.78 0.0000191

e<h 1455 107.42 13.54 0.0000274

uSFkk.kk 1469 424.39 3.46 0.0000330

pkpd.Mk 196 31.99 6.13 0.0000058

cUnklk 230 45.85 5.02 0.0000060

dQYkuk 272 39.42 6.90 0.0000059

lksuh 303 93.97 3.22 0.0000069

xksuh 370 70.96 5.21 0.0000065

lkjdksa.kk 555 116.56 4.76 0.0000117

fljls³ 598 207.70 2.88 0.0000140

,Sjk³h 636 273.57 2.32 0.0000158

mYkk.kk 694 273.73 2.54 0.0000168

District Tehri

Block Chamba

?kq³lky xkWo 231 139.22 1.66 0.0000088

iluh 264 24.32 10.86 0.0000068

HkkVwlSaSa.k 313 117.18 2.67 0.0000084

efB;k.k xkWo 335 36.39 9.21 0.0000070

iVw³h 376 92.95 4.05 0.0000080

/kkjdksV 380 83.20 4.57 0.0000079

Fkku 380 132.24 2.87 0.0000087

fn[ksyxkWo¼mn;½ 384 83.20 4.62 0.0000079

b.Moky xkWo 399 136.80 2.92 0.0000088

tqx³ xkWo 416 70.00 5.94 0.0000076

iykl 451 199.70 2.26 0.0000099

ckxhceq.M 491 133.32 3.68 0.0000087

pkSi³h;kyh 715 230.12 3.11 0.0000193

lkcyh 759 254.86 2.98 0.0000207

cukyh 1252 417.00 3.00 0.0000340

t.k/kkj xkWo 1484 439.97 3.37 0.0000394

xquksxh mn; 290 133.76 2.17 0.0000087

dksVhxk³ 310 50.06 6.19 0.0000073

MMwj 410 136.79 3.00 0.0000088

tk[k 437 280.00 1.56 0.0000113

[k³h[kky 537 161.98 3.32 0.0000143

uSy 588 283.73 2.07 0.0000175

flYkdksVh 660 32.86 20.09 0.0000147

tliqj 704 190.00 3.71 0.0000184

[kaMdjh 355 113.94 3.12 0.0000084

caxksyh 451 101.24 4.45 0.0000082

rqaxksyh 459 113.34 4.05 0.0000084
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iykHk 518 218.30 2.37 0.0000149

Qsxqy 578 123.21 4.69 0.0000145

fnok³k 595 235.36 2.53 0.0000168

Nkrh 596 148.16 4.02 0.0000153

D;kjh 656 176.59 3.71 0.0000171

udksV 764 452.45 1.69 0.0000242

<qaxyh 258 120.00 2.15 0.0000085

iqtkYMh 288 91.46 3.15 0.0000080

[kqjsr 364 101.58 3.58 0.0000082

nsojhrYyh 435 76.39 5.69 0.0000077

xquksxh  451 150.00 3.01 0.0000090

flyksxh/kkj 456 207.25 2.20 0.0000100

Hk.Mkj xkWo 474 134.11 3.53 0.0000087

L;wy 502 121.14 4.14 0.0000128

nsojh eYyh 512 124.32 4.12 0.0000131

dqf³;ky xkao 592 52.42 11.29 0.0000136

Lok³h 593 182.79 3.24 0.0000159

d[kok³h 694 174.83 3.97 0.0000179

pkSi³h;ky xkWo 809 189.81 4.26 0.0000206

lkS³ 1705 258.20 6.60 0.0000409

?kj xkao 253 104.44 2.42 0.0000082

fnxksBh 345 87.00 3.97 0.0000079

dBq³ 416 186.47 2.23 0.0000097

txsBh 424 284.92 1.49 0.0000114

dSPNq 426 82.62 5.16 0.0000078

Hkkyh 429 84.41 5.08 0.0000079

[kk.M 484 233.64 2.07 0.0000105

uSpkSyh 487 284.80 1.71 0.0000114

[kMokyxkao 509 131.08 3.88 0.0000132

fcjksxh 614 298.97 2.05 0.0000183

ek.knk 634 220.00 2.88 0.0000174

nqckdksVh 656 166.48 3.94 0.0000169

dqYih 736 356.59 2.06 0.0000219

xkSalkjh 1249 137.95 9.05 0.0000291

dksy/kkj 275 284.68 0.97 0.0000114

pkeuh 372 122.62 3.03 0.0000085

lseYVk 394 130.00 3.03 0.0000087

dseoky xkao 436 167.04 2.61 0.0000093

ykedksV 806 170.00 4.74 0.0000202

tx/kkj 839 180.73 4.64 0.0000211

lkSandksVh 2129 345.70 6.16 0.0000515

lqnk³k 171 66.02 2.59 0.0000076

L;wVk NksVk 178 52.77 3.37 0.0000073

eaT;wM 220 150.00 1.47 0.0000090

xqYMh 360 125.00 2.88 0.0000086
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ikyh 368 146.00 2.52 0.0000089

iq#"kksyxkao 381 105.94 3.60 0.0000083

L;wVk c³k 511 105.00 4.87 0.0000127

fn[kksyxkso 516 109.00 4.73 0.0000129

vkjkdksV 569 136.00 4.18 0.0000145

MaMklkyh 646 176.65 3.66 0.0000169

dksV 717 150.00 4.78 0.0000179

eg³ 300 84.18 3.56 0.0000079

ckyek 424 97.62 4.34 0.0000081

ikaxj 484 114.43 4.23 0.0000084

Mkscjk 501 227.85 2.20 0.0000147

dk.Mk 610 155.81 3.92 0.0000157

dqV~Bk 671 248.79 2.70 0.0000187

uokxj 714 117.43 6.08 0.0000173

fiiyh 804 155.83 5.16 0.0000199

[kse³k 876 70.73 12.39 0.0000200

ikVk 1036 308.78 3.36 0.0000275

cqMksxh 1249 290.82 4.29 0.0000318

ckxh lkj- 917 125.72 7.29 0.0000218

District Tehri

Block Devprayag

dQYM 170 121.00 1.40 0.0000095

dqu³h 315 84.22 3.74 0.0000090

cq³dksV 328 121.33 2.70 0.0000095

R;k³ xkWo 414 196.08 2.11 0.0000106

R;w.kk 441 164.88 2.67 0.0000101

Dohyh 507 166.42 3.05 0.0000155

vjksVk 525 144.77 3.63 0.0000156

Vdksyh 585 173.98 3.36 0.0000176

R;kyuh 688 278.61 2.47 0.0000218

cjlksyh 196 126.63 1.55 0.0000096

xkSayh 286 179.11 1.60 0.0000104

Hk.Mkyh 315 138.70 2.27 0.0000098

ukSyh 315 97.56 3.23 0.0000092

lkSMw 321 117.88 2.72 0.0000095

xaok.kk 337 272.86 1.24 0.0000117

y{keksyh 339 219.25 1.55 0.0000110

t[sk³ 340 178.81 1.90 0.0000104

rY;kdksV 361 210.47 1.72 0.0000108

xqtsBk 442 302.45 1.46 0.0000122

Mmwok 473 146.61 3.23 0.0000099

cxoku 508 164.51 3.09 0.0000155

mejh 584 67.88 8.60 0.0000160

Qjklksyh 383 193.34 1.98 0.0000106

MkssHk pUnzcnuh 460 222.03 2.07 0.0000110
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HkMksyh 462 198.79 2.32 0.0000106

#e/kkj 490 146.11 3.35 0.0000099

yyFk ikVksa 535 260.17 2.06 0.0000176

MkaMk 596 247.64 2.41 0.0000190

HkYysxkao 720 108.31 6.65 0.0000201

mukuk 1081 309.26 3.50 0.0000324

iosyk 285 87.92 3.24 0.0000090

ladqYM 349 161.86 2.16 0.0000101

>ukÅ 389 140.57 2.77 0.0000098

ukSlk ckxh 416 218.61 1.90 0.0000109

iqtkj xkWo 421 83.59 5.04 0.0000089

nsoyd.Mh 422 184.72 2.28 0.0000104

rksyh pUncnuh 458 118.43 3.87 0.0000095

dU;k³h 575 151.13 3.80 0.0000170

tksxh;k.kk 723 146.93 4.92 0.0000208

dksykdk.Mh 281 107.54 2.61 0.0000093

tjksyk 298 19.55 15.24 0.0000080

NfM;kjk eYyk 355 48.89 7.26 0.0000084

/k#.k 426 112.81 3.78 0.0000094

JhdksV 435 205.15 2.12 0.0000107

ukxpkS.M 478 273.64 1.75 0.0000118

dk.Mh 521 155.00 3.36 0.0000157

dqysj 527 202.54 2.60 0.0000165

ekyw ejks³k 552 193.61 2.85 0.0000171

iapqj 603 269.10 2.24 0.0000195

dksVh lToka.kks dh 301 162.83 1.85 0.0000101

vesYMk 327 111.05 2.94 0.0000094

[kksu ckxh 349 125.45 2.78 0.0000096

uUnksyh 387 78.05 4.96 0.0000089

lkUn.kk dksV 405 227.26 1.78 0.0000111

tx/kkj 525 218.19 2.41 0.0000167

fleyklw 547 349.80 1.56 0.0000192

nlksyh 582 168.73 3.45 0.0000175

MksHk 569 368.17 1.55 0.0000201

tkeVh 630 187.45 3.36 0.0000190

nsodk 310 150.80 2.06 0.0000099

uxj 324 200.71 1.61 0.0000107

xg³ 430 101.00 4.26 0.0000092

rksyh cux< 431 28.49 15.13 0.0000081

flysFkh 456 178.49 2.55 0.0000103

ckxh cux< 489 197.62 2.47 0.0000106

xksfly 516 155.00 3.33 0.0000156

iysBh cux< 686 200.54 3.42 0.0000206

piksyh 724 227.26 3.19 0.0000220

<qaxh 995 155.16 6.41 0.0000279
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xqalkbZ xkWo 272 329.36 0.83 0.0000126

vke.kh 346 103.18 3.35 0.0000092

dksBh pyfu;ksadh 358 152.23 2.35 0.0000100

Nkefljok 385 152.23 2.53 0.0000100

dk.Mh ckax<h 397 154.27 2.57 0.0000100

fde[kksyk 448 117.15 3.82 0.0000094

eqY;kxkWo 481 135.66 3.55 0.0000097

nqjksxh 520 124.03 4.19 0.0000152

ikSalk³k 536 215.21 2.49 0.0000170

iysBh Mkscfy;kyks dh 584 200.54 2.91 0.0000180

x³kdksV 610 234.52 2.60 0.0000191

yaxwj 648 161.95 4.00 0.0000191

dk.Mh xqalkbZ 778 204.36 3.81 0.0000230

fc³kdksV 819 246.89 3.32 0.0000247

eg³ 1115 342.25 3.26 0.0000337

HkVdksV 324 93.77 3.46 0.0000091

ltok.k dk.Mk 337 105.04 3.21 0.0000093

dksVh 346 69.25 5.00 0.0000087

<qaxfj;ky dk.Mk 408 38.59 10.57 0.0000083

[kjlk³h 412 294.69 1.40 0.0000121

HohV 473 104.53 4.53 0.0000093

nulk³k 511 222.73 2.29 0.0000164

VkSy 514 298.97 1.72 0.0000176

equsB 579 85.98 6.73 0.0000162

rqx.kh 689 162.22 4.25 0.0000201

cek.kk 752 509.32 1.48 0.0000269

xksrhZ dk.Mk 827 218.49 3.79 0.0000245

ckSaB 922 809.65 1.14 0.0000357

Mkcjh 388 248.13 1.56 0.0000114

cNsyh [kky 406 341.42 1.19 0.0000128

fpyi³ 465 215.59 2.16 0.0000109

lkS³ 567 415.31 1.37 0.0000207

nuk³k 610 395.00 1.54 0.0000215

fdjks³ 660 454.85 1.45 0.0000237

ikyh 697 476.96 1.46 0.0000250

dquZ 755 338.99 2.23 0.0000244

Hkjiwj 774 327.87 2.36 0.0000247

District Tehri

Block Bhilangana

Fkkrh 1387 194.31 7.14 0.0000606

dksVh 333 152.75 2.18 0.0000182

fiuLok³ 663 215.17 3.08 0.0000346

frrjk.kk 629 175.24 3.59 0.0000315

es³ 692 159.50 4.34 0.0000331

fuokyxkao 380 168.60 2.25 0.0000189



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ejok.kh 399 158.71 2.51 0.0000185

vkxj 432 85.05 5.08 0.0000151

jxL;k 583 92.11 6.33 0.0000260

fHkxqu 762 181.77 4.19 0.0000368

fclu 260 111.00 2.34 0.0000163

dksV 826 207.26 3.99 0.0000403

rksyh 536 188.49 2.84 0.0000287

t[kk.kk 361 100.85 3.58 0.0000158

xsoky 345 135.00 2.56 0.0000174

pkuh 559 155.89 3.59 0.0000280

lksyk 416 104.61 3.98 0.0000160

dqUMh 454 100.46 4.52 0.0000158

dqf.M;kyh 404 29.27 13.80 0.0000125

frlfj;k³k 468 91.98 5.09 0.0000154

[kok³k 1137 69.60 16.34 0.0000456

Mkyxkao 861 299.29 2.88 0.0000459

HkSVh 846 108.46 7.80 0.0000365

iksuh 898 115.60 7.77 0.0000388

d.³kjL;w 701 121.92 5.75 0.0000317

f[kjosy 595 97.05 6.13 0.0000266

HkY³xkao 1045 80.26 13.02 0.0000426

JhdksVxkao 300 48.82 6.15 0.0000134

?kulkyh 641 96.26 6.66 0.0000283

dQksyxkao 240 59.99 4.00 0.0000139

lse 364 118.57 3.07 0.0000166

dsiklZ 412 174.94 2.36 0.0000192

x³kjk 910 56.77 16.03 0.0000365

yl;kyxWako 599 88.82 6.74 0.0000264

ekUnjk 265 75.38 3.52 0.0000146

d.kZxkWo 504 76.63 6.58 0.0000223

lhi 897 149.50 6.00 0.0000403

vklZ 408 57.41 7.11 0.0000138

yksnl 402 85.29 4.71 0.0000151

HkVxkao 712 153.18 4.65 0.0000336

xksuk 942 209.99 4.49 0.0000448

iksuk³k 510 114.96 4.44 0.0000243

pkSBkjk 340 84.51 4.02 0.0000151

dksV 597 84.10 7.10 0.0000261

cukyh 424 125.96 3.37 0.0000170

nyk 697 279.63 2.49 0.0000388

jx³h 491 35.19 13.95 0.0000128

E;kj 319 129.96 2.45 0.0000172

fHkeysr 292 79.85 3.66 0.0000149

?kSjdk 361 72.41 4.99 0.0000145

tliqj 306 49.28 6.21 0.0000134



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
paxksjk 642 139.17 4.61 0.0000303

ck³v.kqok 774 139.62 5.54 0.0000353

ljd.Mk 370 99.92 3.70 0.0000158

HkkS.kk 312 85.35 3.66 0.0000151

rq.kkxk 603 78.51 7.68 0.0000261

iS³k HkusYMh 645 125.81 5.13 0.0000298

lqukjxkao 322 61.89 5.20 0.0000140

fdjsFk 741 97.03 7.64 0.0000321

iVq³xkao 346 54.25 6.38 0.0000137

dqUMh c.klw 509 70.56 7.21 0.0000222

Vwxjh 289 65.43 4.42 0.0000142

fpY;kyxkao 252 69.43 3.63 0.0000144

dksUrh 503 81.56 6.17 0.0000225

[kksyk 790 87.72 9.01 0.0000335

e;dksV 630 96.08 6.56 0.0000279

dksfB;k³k 456 73.80 6.18 0.0000146

dksBxk 316 79.61 3.97 0.0000148

xuxj 865 196.97 4.39 0.0000413

peksyxkao 452 94.11 4.80 0.0000155

lsUnwy 364 60.69 6.00 0.0000140

l#.kk 372 68.03 5.47 0.0000143

jkSlky 748 143.42 5.22 0.0000345

csys'oj 1894 122.13 15.51 0.0000762

flY;kjk 804 183.65 4.38 0.0000384

pfe;kyk 2040 282.86 7.21 0.0000890

esUMwflnoky xkWo 874 320.21 2.73 0.0000473

xaxh 453 188.87 2.40 0.0000199

nsoyax 494 200.41 2.46 0.0000204

fulokyh HkkVxkWo 402 134.99 2.98 0.0000174

lfV;kyk 645 85.70 7.53 0.0000280

d.MkjxkWo 804 228.51 3.52 0.0000405

tksfx;k.kk 409 67.34 6.07 0.0000143

pdzxkWo 373 42.42 8.79 0.0000131

chuk 279 53.16 5.25 0.0000136

pUnyk 284 63.39 4.48 0.0000141

le.kxkWo 962 160.40 6.00 0.0000432

nsoat 269 97.08 2.77 0.0000156

egjxkWo 461 156.98 2.94 0.0000184

xok.kk 631 142.49 4.43 0.0000301

lkadjh 595 282.98 2.10 0.0000352

Fkkrh 411 52.96 7.76 0.0000136

tUnksyh 599 149.65 4.00 0.0000292

HkVxkao 529 112.81 4.69 0.0000249

ia;kdksVh 748 131.30 5.70 0.0000339

cw<ok 640 104.41 6.13 0.0000286
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lks³ 253 97.83 2.59 0.0000157

nsoB 382 91.14 4.19 0.0000154

cathxk 584 83.26 7.01 0.0000256

dksBkj 628 166.82 3.76 0.0000311

T;wUnk.kk 705 121.35 5.81 0.0000318

iks[kkj 556 92.63 6.00 0.0000250

teksyuk 226 71.90 3.14 0.0000145

ik[k 888 70.05 12.68 0.0000363

nks.khoYyh 664 67.97 9.77 0.0000279

nsk.khiYyh 575 119.26 4.82 0.0000269

HksaVh 445 107.81 4.13 0.0000161

Mkaxlsjk 830 71.31 11.64 0.0000342

eq.Msrh 586 171.95 3.41 0.0000297

l#.kk 461 129.12 3.57 0.0000171

[klsrh 267 79.35 3.36 0.0000148

tk[k 1028 167.77 6.13 0.0000460

M[kok.k xkao 699 129.99 5.38 0.0000320

flyksl 362 55.35 6.54 0.0000137

xuok³h 447 84.89 5.27 0.0000151

v[kks³h 1096 261.97 4.18 0.0000529

<qax 1085 241.34 4.50 0.0000515

pkSjk¼X;kjgxkao½ 244 116.98 2.09 0.0000166

dk[ks³h 600 79.88 7.51 0.0000260

vUFkoky xkao 922 160.92 5.73 0.0000418

dksV 435 83.76 5.19 0.0000150

Hkh³xkao 294 96.46 3.05 0.0000156

iqjokyxkao 596 117.46 5.07 0.0000276

iaxfj;k.kk 1959 367.57 5.33 0.0000899

cfM;kj 1363 247.65 5.50 0.0000622

lkjiqy 642 92.92 6.91 0.0000282

dBq³ 805 111.03 7.25 0.0000351

HkkSa.kk 271 85.36 3.17 0.0000151

pkWtheYyh 792 117.32 6.75 0.0000349

pkathrYyh 578 68.17 8.48 0.0000247

gf³;k.kk eYyk 1099 35.15 31.27 0.0000425

gf³;k.kk rYyk 307 91.02 3.37 0.0000154

t[kU;kyh 927 176.59 5.25 0.0000427

poklsjk 906 61.25 14.79 0.0000366

cgs³k 1348 59.22 22.76 0.0000529

QysUMk 644 157.16 4.10 0.0000312

<kclkS³ 312 57.89 5.39 0.0000138

lseYFk 290 59.11 4.91 0.0000139

rks.k[k.M 432 113.27 3.81 0.0000164

eaq;kyxkWo 648 138.71 4.67 0.0000305

eaft;k³h 299 90.55 3.30 0.0000153
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dksBh 739 59.41 12.44 0.0000303

pkeh 558 118.23 4.72 0.0000262

DohMkx 788 129.60 6.08 0.0000353

eYM 531 71.32 7.45 0.0000231

eY;kdksV 852 82.14 10.37 0.0000355

eg³ 382 54.23 7.04 0.0000137

tk[k 735 120.37 6.11 0.0000329

pkSjk¼uSypkeh½ 479 81.35 5.89 0.0000149

iq.Mksyh 531 112.36 4.73 0.0000250

pdjs³k 1107 215.70 5.13 0.0000512

Bsyk 832 103.35 8.05 0.0000357

/kkjxkWo 504 94.99 5.31 0.0000231

gksYVk 659 154.53 4.26 0.0000317

Fkkrh 1268 183.25 6.92 0.0000557

frrjk.kk 860 163.85 5.25 0.0000396

HkVok³k 617 71.16 8.67 0.0000263

}kjh 591 126.54 4.67 0.0000278

Fkkiyk 299 35.90 8.33 0.0000128

uSy 314 60.40 5.20 0.0000140

fiy[kh 698 58.81 11.87 0.0000287

iVkxyh 1265 257.10 4.92 0.0000590

xkSft;k.kk 449 120.12 3.74 0.0000167

bUnzksyk 579 132.54 4.37 0.0000277

cupwjh 1098 240.20 4.57 0.0000520

eksyuks 1890 324.05 5.83 0.0000853

vlsuk 799 254.99 3.13 0.0000415

dksVh 1348 234.59 5.75 0.0000610

ikyh 468 87.83 5.33 0.0000152

L;kydq.M 592 112.39 5.27 0.0000272

District Tehri

Block Thauldhar

dV[ksr 537 392.76 1.37 0.0000157

n³ekyh 380 132.99 2.86 0.0000076

egs³k 302 141.25 2.14 0.0000077

vf/k;kjh e; pkSi³k 379 474.11 0.80 0.0000122

D;kjh 439 522.12 0.84 0.0000129

dkssVh eg# 325 21.26 15.29 0.0000061

eat[ksr 387 232.86 1.66 0.0000090

cksu 421 154.46 2.73 0.0000079

f?k;kdksVh 411 170.33 2.41 0.0000081

iks[kjh 308 127.60 2.41 0.0000075

caxkypd 131 555.57 0.24 0.0000133

cxksu 367 527.88 0.70 0.0000130

xkstesj 452 39.47 11.45 0.0000063

D;knkZ 484 102.44 4.72 0.0000072
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xSjuxq.k 455 304.21 1.50 0.0000099

tke.kh 303 95.44 3.17 0.0000071

fcdksy 750 299.16 2.51 0.0000185

d.Mkj xkao 366 102.88 3.56 0.0000072

HksVh 402 164.84 2.44 0.0000080

[kk.MfcMdksV 712 120.26 5.92 0.0000154

LjksV 645 231.33 2.79 0.0000156

cuL;wy 546 134.95 4.05 0.0000124

yok.kh 624 106.88 5.84 0.0000135

dLry 489 86.42 5.66 0.0000070

Hk.Mkjdh 412 111.41 3.70 0.0000073

uokxkao 539 209.22 2.58 0.0000132

dkS'ky 491 177.62 2.76 0.0000082

Nke 796 132.06 6.03 0.0000172

cUnzkdksVh 571 89.19 6.40 0.0000122

L;klwa 552 193.04 2.86 0.0000133

?kjoky xkao 425 75.16 5.65 0.0000068

lqukjxkao 560 90.63 6.18 0.0000120

tliqj 1473 137.25 10.73 0.0000303

<qjksxh 379 172.36 2.20 0.0000081

bf³;ku 817 247.40 3.30 0.0000191

et#oky 407 78.15 5.21 0.0000069

/kek³h 816 139.31 5.86 0.0000176

[keksyh 325 254.06 1.28 0.0000092

udksVxqlkbZ 404 195.36 2.07 0.0000084

jkSUnks.kh 478 84.63 5.65 0.0000069

ck.Mk 339 122.12 2.78 0.0000075

M.Mh 472 174.03 2.71 0.0000082

xSjxqlkbZ 714 20.09 35.54 0.0000141

SD;kjhxqlkbZ 370 118.65 3.12 0.0000074

dUL;wM 1044 210.84 4.95 0.0000230

MkxxqlkbZ 828 187.79 4.41 0.0000185

cjuw 586 182.55 3.21 0.0000138

>dksxh 667 155.30 4.29 0.0000150

fr[kksu 810 150.47 5.38 0.0000177

uSjh 560 159.58 3.51 0.0000130

bPNkSuh 448 144.17 3.11 0.0000078

dSPNw 971 275.93 3.52 0.0000225

eatksyh 326 197.24 1.65 0.0000085

Yok[kh 393 103.57 3.79 0.0000072

cSyxkao 486 160.14 3.03 0.0000080

lkadjh 364 199.11 1.83 0.0000085

Mkxtqvk 377 160.39 2.35 0.0000080

HkfYM;kuk 352 114.85 3.06 0.0000074

HkSaldksVh 527 171.30 3.08 0.0000125
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cjokyxkao 634 169.00 3.75 0.0000145

cejk³h 651 83.02 7.84 0.0000137

o;wykxh 789 162.26 4.86 0.0000174

dksV 474 218.79 2.17 0.0000088

ckSjxkao 571 75.69 7.54 0.0000121

jRuhxk³ 307 79.02 3.89 0.0000069

vys# 692 305.03 2.27 0.0000175

dksVhjksY;kyw dh 511 195.94 2.61 0.0000125

b.Mj 421 86.03 4.89 0.0000070

tkSyxh 717 232.17 3.09 0.0000170

udksVtqok 241 122.35 1.97 0.0000075

MkaxrYyk 501 184.86 2.71 0.0000122

lseoky xkao 790 270.90 2.92 0.0000189

lsywj 945 296.72 3.18 0.0000223

csjx.kh 755 152.52 4.95 0.0000166

fdjx.kh 686 205.94 3.33 0.0000160

jkexkao 407 187.83 2.17 0.0000083

T;wUnk;w 256 93.86 2.73 0.0000071

ckSj 531 97.78 5.43 0.0000116

g³xh 359 148.39 2.42 0.0000078

lhM 707 131.98 5.36 0.0000154

mIiwrYyk 537 260.30 2.06 0.0000139

fljkbZ 1548 367.79 4.21 0.0000349

iykl 297 156.03 1.90 0.0000079

ekyhnsoy 1007 157.75 6.38 0.0000216

frok³xkao 261 107.01 2.44 0.0000072

District Tehri

Block Jaunpur

mfu;kyxkWo 805 167.42 4.81 0.0000254

gosyh 380 71.12 5.34 0.0000096

tk³xkWo 887 287.46 3.09 0.0000295

uokxkWo 394 59.64 6.61 0.0000094

lseoky xkWo iYyk 348 104.67 3.32 0.0000101

eatxkWo 1377 352.84 3.90 0.0000445

dyk;u rsxuk 458 55.51 8.25 0.0000094

gVoky xiWo 940 160.50 5.86 0.0000292

ejks³k 811 185.61 4.37 0.0000259

fjxkyx< 752 168.45 4.46 0.0000239

dq.M¼ldykuk½ 537 323.75 1.66 0.0000201

jx³xkWo 607 253.45 2.39 0.0000210

Hk#okdkVy 588 258.70 2.27 0.0000206

dksdfy;ky xkWo 418 313.14 1.33 0.0000132

/kkSyfxfj 464 190.70 2.43 0.0000114

HkqRlh 959 567.48 1.69 0.0000357

lrxsy 674 201.87 3.34 0.0000222
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/kupwyk 587 250.81 2.34 0.0000204

?ksuk 572 202.20 2.83 0.0000193

Mk.Mkdh osyh 1518 230.18 6.59 0.0000467

nokyh 515 161.98 3.18 0.0000171

Fkku 601 167.50 3.59 0.0000196

dq.M¼n'ktwyk½ 584 169.08 3.45 0.0000192

Mq.Mk 393 89.30 4.40 0.0000099

fQ³ksxh 502 189.82 2.64 0.0000171

ukS?kj 430 100.80 4.27 0.0000100

HkSe 630 165.60 3.80 0.0000204

L;kylh 672 189.73 3.54 0.0000220

xkSaj.k 435 61.07 7.12 0.0000095

vyel 1081 72.00 15.01 0.0000319

jksrq dh osyh 1180 210.51 5.61 0.0000368

Qs³hfdeks³k 368 156.43 2.35 0.0000109

FkR;w³ 494 39.67 12.45 0.0000091

ikijk 457 241.93 1.89 0.0000121

[ksMk 434 228.33 1.90 0.0000119

Hkwiklkjh 463 129.20 3.58 0.0000105

fBd 559 239.75 2.33 0.0000195

eksYk/kkj 502 128.35 3.91 0.0000162

caxfly 501 152.51 3.29 0.0000165

eqxyks³h 669 332.74 2.01 0.0000240

rsok 537 148.82 3.61 0.0000175

vksr³ 342 97.00 3.53 0.0000100

fllZ 401 342.42 1.17 0.0000136

eqUn³h 469 438.83 1.07 0.0000150

Nuk.k xkWo 509 301.77 1.69 0.0000190

caxkj 355 271.39 1.31 0.0000125

D;kjh 696 219.88 3.17 0.0000231

[;klh 628 112.18 5.60 0.0000196

yyksVuk 590 443.75 1.33 0.0000234

ijks³h 417 209.85 1.99 0.0000116

xS³ 667 488.91 1.36 0.0000262

lSth 1084 669.80 1.62 0.0000408

ikyh 389 223.41 1.74 0.0000118

frefy;ky xkWo 285 201.38 1.42 0.0000115

ljryh 602 558.66 1.08 0.0000254

yxoky xkWo 760 524.21 1.45 0.0000294

cxykSdh dk.Mh 577 279.89 2.06 0.0000206

fl;kdsEVh 888 214.91 4.13 0.0000285

dk.Mktk[k 654 311.67 2.10 0.0000232

ftUlh 541 359.91 1.50 0.0000207

Hkoku 378 225.23 1.68 0.0000119

vX;kjuk 493 130.12 3.79 0.0000105
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Fkkiyk 403 136.62 2.95 0.0000106

yx³klw 376 350.68 1.07 0.0000137

Mkselh 430 130.76 3.29 0.0000105

e[k³sr 381 68.88 5.53 0.0000096

lkoyh 517 49.82 10.38 0.0000155

Hkky 472 200.76 2.35 0.0000115

ejk³k 487 109.57 4.44 0.0000102

flty 369 141.13 2.61 0.0000106

vfx.Mk 596 277.56 2.15 0.0000211

[kVV 458 158.22 2.89 0.0000109

x³sr 265 99.23 2.67 0.0000100

eFkykÅ 917 407.70 2.25 0.0000322

cSaV 337 93.42 3.61 0.0000099

ck.³kpd 522 225.97 2.31 0.0000182

eS³ 485 65.21 7.44 0.0000095

Vdkjuk 472 417.42 1.13 0.0000147

fcPNw 599 538.33 1.11 0.0000250

}kjx< 588 405.39 1.45 0.0000227

cwjk³h 560 498.03 1.12 0.0000233

dk.Mh 527 472.18 1.12 0.0000220

csy 608 319.49 1.90 0.0000220

l³o 389 158.94 2.45 0.0000109

t;}kj 683 754.92 0.90 0.0000306

fljklw 324 260.03 1.25 0.0000124

[kjlksu 381 258.64 1.47 0.0000124

VVksj 1119 256.88 4.36 0.0000357

iko 659 341.37 1.93 0.0000238

eksxh 445 322.08 1.38 0.0000133

elksu 412 269.73 1.53 0.0000125

eljkl 418 206.07 2.03 0.0000116

ck.Mlkjh 814 261.83 3.11 0.0000271

esj 663 245.05 2.71 0.0000225

iUrok³h 674 241.00 2.80 0.0000228

usX;k.kk 655 294.85 2.22 0.0000230

HkVok³h 580 197.44 2.94 0.0000195

?kjk³k 381 283.83 1.34 0.0000127

dksV 494 96.49 5.12 0.0000100

fo"Vkslh 658 396.26 1.66 0.0000246

ce.kxkWo 592 300.06 1.97 0.0000213

lSUnwy 581 804.88 0.72 0.0000284

fojks³ 690 477.73 1.44 0.0000267

E;k³h 600 282.22 2.13 0.0000213

nsou 552 346.66 1.59 0.0000208

<djksy 542 230.46 2.35 0.0000189

[k³dlkjh 298 97.96 3.04 0.0000100
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ekFkyh 510 211.89 2.41 0.0000177

HkqVxkWo 744 863.45 0.86 0.0000339

ejks³ 453 357.64 1.27 0.0000138

[kSjk³ 314 295.36 1.06 0.0000129

District Tehri

Block Pratapnagar

lkSUnh 730 132.70 5.50 0.0000149

eq[kekyxkWo 1128 142.89 7.89 0.0000217

Mkxh 376 53.51 7.03 0.0000061

xjok³ xkWo 439 118.20 3.71 0.0000075

[kEck[kky 431 97.86 4.40 0.0000070

vksuky xkWo 444 97.10 4.57 0.0000070

eksY;k 352 92.19 3.82 0.0000069

[kqjeksyk 352 94.84 3.71 0.0000070

oSYMksxh 302 60.84 4.96 0.0000063

cq³dksV 374 55.76 6.71 0.0000061

fctiqj 374 160.72 2.33 0.0000084

nhuxkWo 1126 214.88 5.24 0.0000232

fgjokyxkWo 454 99.82 4.55 0.0000071

?kf.M;ky xkao 569 78.02 7.29 0.0000111

iks[kjh¼m-½ 707 113.08 6.25 0.0000141

eq[kse 1146 152.49 7.52 0.0000222

ln³ xkWo 325 138.77 2.34 0.0000079

jSdk 787 87.67 8.98 0.0000149

egjxkWo 789 119.43 6.61 0.0000156

df.M;ky xkWo 1976 228.86 8.63 0.0000376

ifu;kyk 708 134.51 5.26 0.0000146

Yok[kkZ 36 18.47 1.95 0.0000054

fiiyksxh 342 57.34 5.96 0.0000062

iqtkjxkWo¼jksn³½ 274 43.16 6.35 0.0000059

³ks³d Fkkiyk 431 89.51 4.82 0.0000069

Hkjiwj 1251 252.35 4.96 0.0000261

ukx 667 74.69 8.93 0.0000126

xSjhckge.kksadh 563 49.37 11.40 0.0000104

[ksrikyh 649 82.29 7.89 0.0000125

HkSryk 392 89.10 4.40 0.0000069

ckxh 571 35.45 16.11 0.0000102

xksyk³h 397 121.67 3.26 0.0000075

dknhZ 1090 166.28 6.56 0.0000216

xSjh jktiqrks dh 992 134.30 7.39 0.0000193

flykjh 476 143.43 3.32 0.0000080

gysFk 555 188.12 2.95 0.0000132

jkor xkWo 575 156.43 3.68 0.0000128

xksn³h e; DokdhZ 917 113.86 8.05 0.0000176

Hksaxk 663 318.88 2.08 0.0000177



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
t.kxh 243 104.18 2.33 0.0000072

pkS/kkj 581 163.13 3.56 0.0000131

elsV.kk 418 310.82 1.34 0.0000115

Xok³ 535 177.74 3.01 0.0000126

vks[kyk 1436 289.92 4.95 0.0000299

udksV 245 84.22 2.91 0.0000067

pkaBh 233 55.30 4.21 0.0000061

f>aokyha 195 38.76 5.03 0.0000058

dksy/kkj 326 59.51 5.48 0.0000062

dksBxk 536 83.32 6.43 0.0000106

clsyh 371 157.25 2.36 0.0000083

jkSykdksV 743 214.29 3.47 0.0000168

lse 395 72.84 5.42 0.0000065

dk.Mk 540 182.90 2.95 0.0000128

Hksuxh 605 89.32 6.77 0.0000119

if³;k 557 199.45 2.79 0.0000134

ifFk;k.kk 550 212.71 2.59 0.0000136

daxlkyh 884 241.14 3.67 0.0000197

cukyh 1069 208.91 5.12 0.0000221

[kksyx< iYyk 935 124.68 7.50 0.0000181

[kksyx< oYyk 503 79.03 6.36 0.0000100

feJok.k xkWo 794 101.79 7.80 0.0000153

HksyqUrk 1628 256.48 6.35 0.0000324

[ksr 354 41.09 8.62 0.0000058

?kkSfYM;k.kh 417 56.15 7.43 0.0000062

ekatQ 2078 205.40 10.12 0.0000388

flyoky xkWOk 778 68.32 11.39 0.0000143

Fkkyk 508 77.29 6.57 0.0000100

kqdzh 516 105.17 4.91 0.0000108

i.klwr 250 78.89 3.17 0.0000066

dqf³;ky xkaWo 841 117.50 7.16 0.0000164

[kjksyh 444 64.57 6.88 0.0000063

jeksyxkWo 970 53.33 18.19 0.0000172

nsoy 546 120.92 4.52 0.0000116

D;kjh 497 73.68 6.75 0.0000065

lqt³xkWo 193 48.06 4.02 0.0000060

ckSalk³h 529 61.03 8.67 0.0000101

tk[k.kh 926 81.09 11.42 0.0000171

iks[kfj;kyxkWo 446 43.08 10.35 0.0000059

vksaukyxkWo¼Hknwjk½ 333 45.18 7.37 0.0000059

jkSaf.k;k 586 71.91 8.15 0.0000112

ukS/kj 402 117.55 3.42 0.0000075

ftokyk 794 62.63 12.68 0.0000145

vkodh 311 37.38 8.32 0.0000058

eat[ksr 398 60.21 6.61 0.0000062



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
f[kVVk 247 22.44 11.01 0.0000054

xY;k[ksr 286 35.53 8.05 0.0000057

iks[kjh¼Hknwjk½ 406 62.86 6.46 0.0000063

cU;k.kh 233 35.71 6.52 0.0000057

fy[kokjxkWo 498 88.97 5.60 0.0000068

dq³h 529 83.22 6.36 0.0000105

x<fluokyxkWo 715 67.10 10.66 0.0000133

fruokyxkWo 451 78.15 5.77 0.0000066

Hkjiwfj;kxkWo 466 77.93 5.98 0.0000066

iqtkjxkWo¼Hknwjk½ 355 64.85 5.47 0.0000063

lkS³ 414 205.02 2.02 0.0000093

District Tehri

Block Jakhnidhar

eUnkj 1906 318.14 5.99 0.0000378

lsek 361 81.44 4.43 0.0000064

HkVok³k 346 109.70 3.15 0.0000069

cuks³xkWo 425 96.14 4.42 0.0000067

L;wjh 575 69.56 8.27 0.0000110

eksYBk 343 69.35 4.95 0.0000062

cg³ 404 111.74 3.62 0.0000069

lsE;k 381 167.42 2.28 0.0000077

dLry 904 179.08 5.05 0.0000184

dqekjxkWo 428 89.13 4.80 0.0000065

<q¡x 1228 91.21 13.46 0.0000226

pkSnk.kk 415 73.95 5.61 0.0000063

eqalkdjh 154 32.44 4.75 0.0000057

Fkkr 301 89.23 3.37 0.0000065

lkjQqy 260 132.95 1.96 0.0000072

?kksUVh 522 202.00 2.58 0.0000121

lS.k 549 111.18 4.94 0.0000112

fiikSyk 773 149.97 5.15 0.0000157

yklh 500 32.44 15.41 0.0000057

dQykSx 1227 271.34 4.52 0.0000254

usYMk 717 294.85 2.43 0.0000169

rqfu;kj 585 245.73 2.38 0.0000139

fllksyh 912 251.38 3.63 0.0000196

Hkk"kyh 442 170.46 2.59 0.0000078

HkSU;k³k 408 82.43 4.95 0.0000064

[kk.M 1059 429.72 2.46 0.0000249

E;w³k 827 236.74 3.49 0.0000179

HkVok³k 333 109.70 3.04 0.0000069

pkS.³ 394 203.76 1.93 0.0000083

/kkjdksV 575 254.68 2.26 0.0000138

iVw³h 536 197.84 2.71 0.0000123

[kksyk 724 98.25 7.37 0.0000140



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
tyokyxkWOk 523 207.61 2.52 0.0000122

cx}kjk 165 166.83 0.99 0.0000077

lkUn.kk 449 215.12 2.09 0.0000085

fj.Mksy 425 77.59 5.48 0.0000064

fclkryh 316 99.28 3.18 0.0000067

dVwyh 898 225.27 3.99 0.0000190

pkgx³ksfy;k 1706 360.56 4.73 0.0000350

fiiksykjx³k 966 351.21 2.75 0.0000221

dqekj/kkj 626 374.16 1.67 0.0000165

uokdksV 1341 599.96 2.24 0.0000324

xSoy¼nSoy½ 1033 250.60 4.12 0.0000217

dksVh[kkl 1006 301.62 3.34 0.0000220

fVijh 933 62.38 14.96 0.0000171

fiiksyk¼mB³½ 710 144.60 4.91 0.0000145

mB³ 295 60.38 4.89 0.0000061

HkBd.Mk 224 132.57 1.69 0.0000072

NksyxkWo 634 144.91 4.38 0.0000132

efj;kc 343 90.69 3.78 0.0000066

c³dksV 509 87.43 5.82 0.0000101

uUnxkWo 779 123.42 6.31 0.0000153

efB;kyh 532 90.82 5.86 0.0000106

xSoyh¼iko½ 608 129.07 4.71 0.0000125

df.M;kyxkWo 414 54.10 7.65 0.0000060

yoksbZxkWo 379 132.00 2.87 0.0000072

m.Mksyh 556 142.46 3.90 0.0000118

Lok³h 647 123.40 5.24 0.0000131

jrkSyk 1098 242.10 4.54 0.0000227

isVo 458 139.10 3.29 0.0000073

dQyuk 335 79.70 4.20 0.0000064

djkl 367 48.53 7.56 0.0000059

dksVhR;wlk 315 114.36 2.75 0.0000069

cSlksyh 430 120.43 3.57 0.0000070

fHkxokyh 1076 73.05 14.73 0.0000197

niksyh 264 40.29 6.55 0.0000058

?kks?kl 373 92.35 4.04 0.0000066

pf³;kjk 547 104.74 5.22 0.0000111

lsek 301 82.05 3.67 0.0000064

iwuk.kw 312 103.57 3.01 0.0000068

eksyh 784 101.39 7.73 0.0000151

cks"Vk 231 75.58 3.06 0.0000063

lksu/kkj 399 144.89 2.75 0.0000074

x³kdksV 649 231.78 2.80 0.0000148

ikydksV 315 65.84 4.78 0.0000062

xSlkjh 354 131.81 2.69 0.0000072

pkS.Mtliqj 600 152.42 3.94 0.0000127



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 
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ift;k³k 343 130.82 2.62 0.0000072

ejks³k 331 124.68 2.65 0.0000071

dk.³k³kxh 310 189.66 1.63 0.0000081

eY;kdksV 238 33.26 7.16 0.0000057

ijlkjh 365 48.66 7.50 0.0000059

tsye 705 65.16 10.82 0.0000132

n.kksyh 478 37.24 12.84 0.0000058

NsVh 784 471.32 1.66 0.0000208

[kkUnh 408 305.45 1.34 0.0000099

Block Khatima

vekÅ 4299 371.00 11.59 0.0000895

vm:[kqnZ 12571 471.00 26.69 0.0002508

[kkyhegqoV 1674 1046.00 1.60 0.0000511

pUnsyh 2452 881.00 2.78 0.0000631

uxykrjkbZ 3229 705.00 4.58 0.0000749

ukSxokBXxw 4956 758.00 6.54 0.0001091

ÅaphegqoV 1540 372.00 4.14 0.0000364

[ksryl.Mk[kke 3821 410.00 9.32 0.0000810

pkank 1761 552.00 3.19 0.0000439

pk:csVk 2450 273.00 8.97 0.0000521

cxqfy;k 2945 2049.00 1.44 0.0000936

HkqMkbZ 2962 601.00 4.93 0.0000679

HkwMegksfy;k 10799 357.00 30.25 0.0002146

eqaMsyh 2993 374.00 8.00 0.0000644

fllS;k 4208 877.01 4.80 0.0000969

my/ku 1834 492.00 3.73 0.0000442

xkaxh 2074 375.00 5.53 0.0000467

>udV 3015 593.00 5.08 0.0000688

fn;wjh 3319 791.00 4.20 0.0000782

igsfu;k 2360 633.00 3.73 0.0000569

izrkiqj 4830 2006.00 2.41 0.0001291

iqjukiqj 1549 650.00 2.38 0.0000415

QqyS;k 1512 566.00 2.67 0.0000393

ckuwlk 2016 620.00 3.25 0.0000500

ckuwlh 2703 334.00 8.09 0.0000581

jruiqj 3625 1280.00 2.83 0.0000929

lMklfM;k 1181 291.00 4.06 0.0000280

lckSjk 1577 364.00 4.33 0.0000369

dqVjk 1901 280.00 6.79 0.0000417

dqVjk 3142 443.00 7.09 0.0000685

[ksryl.MkeqLrt 2703 445.00 6.07 0.0000601

fNudh 3138 497.00 6.31 0.0000694

fn;k 1911 403.00 4.74 0.0000441

unUuk 1462 278.00 5.26 0.0000332

District Udham Singh Nagar
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Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
ukSxokukFk 2113 371.00 5.70 0.0000474

cudfV;k 1471 9250.00 0.16 0.0001945

fcfj;k 3805 655.00 5.81 0.0000851

fcxjkckx 4178 689.00 6.06 0.0000929

fcygjh 2632 203.00 12.97 0.0000544

HkqfM;kFkkjks 1885 462.00 4.08 0.0000446

HkwMkfdluh 2347 418.00 5.61 0.0000527

lqft;k 2310 603.00 3.83 0.0000554

lStuk 1715 412.00 4.16 0.0000405

Jhiqjfcpqok 3451 542.00 6.37 0.0000763

mykuh 1429 1109.00 1.29 0.0000475

tekSj 2801 696.00 4.02 0.0000665

tknksiqj 1237 489.00 2.53 0.0000326

ukSlj 2771 687.00 4.03 0.0000658

ipisMk 2870 726.00 3.95 0.0000684

cfUM;k 2924 889.00 3.29 0.0000723

cjhvatfu;k 3024 596.00 5.07 0.0000690

e>ksyk 3922 1260.00 3.11 0.0000982

eksgEeniqjHkqfM;k 2814 865.00 3.25 0.0000698

j?kqfy;k 1420 496.00 2.86 0.0000363

ljiqMk 1660 404.00 4.11 0.0000393

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Sitarganj

vjfoUn uxj 3328 341.00 9.76 0.0000825

dY;k.kiqj 1149 1095.00 1.05 0.0000526

xq:xzke 3836 331.00 11.59 0.0000936

xksfoUnuxj 3475 373.00 9.32 0.0000866

phdk?kkV 1602 684.00 2.34 0.0000526

Vsxksjuxj 4037 544.00 7.42 0.0001033

frfy;kiqj 2299 627.00 3.67 0.0000667

Fkk:frlkSj 2353 731.00 3.22 0.0000704

nsouxj 3250 335.00 9.70 0.0000806

udqfy;k 2925 741.00 3.95 0.0000834

fueZyuxj 3957 341.00 11.60 0.0000965

ceuiqjh 1412 228.00 6.19 0.0000371

c:vkckx 1098 242.00 4.54 0.0000304

clxj 3024 921.00 3.28 0.0000901

cSdq.Biqj 5222 584.00 8.94 0.0001307

jktuxj 2280 272.00 8.38 0.0000575

:niqj 3894 541.00 7.20 0.0001001

ykyj[kkl 1538 1446.00 1.06 0.0000700

fllkSuk 3195 673.00 4.75 0.0000878

,saprk 4295 875.00 4.91 0.0001172

[kefj;k 1731 663.00 2.61 0.0000549

[kSjkuk 2174 622.00 3.50 0.0000638
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fM;w<h 1905 299.00 6.37 0.0000498

nsodyh 1530 467.00 3.28 0.0000456

/kwljh 2065 670.00 3.08 0.0000625

ukudeRrk 7303 587.00 12.44 0.0001771

fiify;k fiLrkSj 2109 612.00 3.45 0.0000621

cy[ksMk 1752 493.00 3.55 0.0000512

eVhgk 1329 400.00 3.32 0.0000395

fl)kuofn;k 1473 425.00 3.47 0.0000433

lqu[kjhdyk 2260 678.00 3.33 0.0000671

dqaojiqj 1545 191.00 8.09 0.0000391

xksfoUniqj 1958 425.00 4.61 0.0000541

xkSBk 4510 316.00 14.27 0.0001082

xkSjh[ksMk 2316 515.00 4.50 0.0000643

udgk 3098 621.00 4.99 0.0000843

c?kkSjh 2482 274.00 9.06 0.0000620

fHkVkSjk 1904 326.00 5.84 0.0000504

eyiqjh 1379 535.00 2.58 0.0000439

eSuk>q.Mh 1352 425.00 3.18 0.0000406

ljdMk 3490 311.00 11.22 0.0000854

fllS;k 2559 818.00 3.13 0.0000772

gYnqvk 2119 798.00 2.66 0.0000669

fctVh 4789 1230.00 3.89 0.0001370

VqdMh 3135 788.00 3.98 0.0000893

Mksgjk 4544 1165.00 3.90 0.0001299

uxyk 2649 646.00 4.10 0.0000749

ipisMk 2731 502.00 5.44 0.0000732

cjdhMkaMh 1525 849.00 1.80 0.0000549

fcpqok 2742 677.00 4.05 0.0000778

fcMkSjk 2661 518.00 5.14 0.0000720

HkjkSuh 1858 690.00 2.69 0.0000584

exjlMk 2186 695.00 3.15 0.0000658

ljkStk 2622 1133.00 2.31 0.0000864

lk/kquxj 2630 737.00 3.57 0.0000768

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Rudrapur

dhjriqj 1856 529.75 3.50 0.0000278

Nrrjiqj 1699 374.35 4.54 0.0000240

Hkwjkjkuh 5515 881.37 6.26 0.0000736

Hkxokuiqj 2653 525.94 5.04 0.0000367

fcUnw[ksMk 2148 608.67 3.53 0.0000321

Qqylwaxh 3298 654.73 5.04 0.0000457

Hkejksyk 2693 622.02 4.33 0.0000384

f'keykfiLrkSj 1294 634.08 2.04 0.0000228

fcxOkkMk 3198 770.14 4.15 0.0000460

egkjktiqj 2308 786.33 2.94 0.0000362
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nsofj;k 1239 395.39 3.13 0.0000191

vkuUniqj 1369 570.39 2.40 0.0000228

xaxkiqj 2246 708.21 3.17 0.0000345

jkes'ojiqj 1469 90.65 16.21 0.0000178

ykyiqj 2334 214.49 10.88 0.0000291

izrkiiqj 1705 510.69 3.34 0.0000258

pqdVh 1421 328.21 4.33 0.0000203

lSatuk 1908 533.80 3.57 0.0000284

njÅ 3987 539.96 7.38 0.0000520

fNudh 4024 833.25 4.83 0.0000562

dPph[kefj;k 1282 461.36 2.78 0.0000204

eylkfxj/kjiqj 1405 388.92 3.61 0.0000209

dqjS;k 2954 670.18 4.41 0.0000420

cf.M;k 9543 832.47 11.46 0.0001185

[kfe;k ua01 2588 432.62 5.98 0.0000348

[kfe;k ua0 2 2068 385.27 5.37 0.0000283

[kfe;k ua04 2629 622.69 4.22 0.0000377

[kqfiZ;k 1593 540.37 2.95 0.0000249

rqdkZxkSjh 2217 1601.03 1.38 0.0000456

vktknuxj 1734 520.04 3.33 0.0000263

fljkSyhdyk 6731 394.58 17.06 0.0000811

nksigfj;k 2489 614.16 4.05 0.0000360

vthriqj 1871 458.93 4.08 0.0000270

cjk 2916 362.61 8.04 0.0000376

cjh 1818 551.20 3.30 0.0000276

lqrb;k 1426 287.34 4.96 0.0000198

Hkaxk 2161 377.59 5.72 0.0000293

dVjk 2693 634.17 4.25 0.0000386

fQjkstiqj 2958 436.67 6.77 0.0000390

lgnkSjk 3638 1079.74 3.37 0.0000550

c[kiqj 1650 994.35 1.66 0.0000314

uthekckn 4393 647.92 6.78 0.0000579

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Gadarpur

t;uxj 1782 331.04 5.38 0.0000215

Jhjkeiqj 2176 365.95 5.95 0.0000258

fot;uxj 7077 974.50 7.26 0.0000814

cqDlkSjk 1971 398.22 4.95 0.0000241

pUnuuxj 2236 192.64 11.61 0.0000244

vkuUn[ksMk 2873 369.09 7.78 0.0000328

cjhjkbZ 6393 1200.74 5.32 0.0000771

jk;iqj 2608 675.85 3.86 0.0000335

tkQjiqj 1558 561.32 2.78 0.0000218

yEck[ksMk 1744 680.30 2.56 0.0000250

cwjkuxj 2882 497.38 5.79 0.0000343
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egrks"k 2545 205.99 12.35 0.0000277

[kVksyk 3015 418.86 7.20 0.0000347

[kkuiqj iwoZ 3726 660.80 5.64 0.0000445

ljksoj uxj 1453 442.38 3.28 0.0000194

[kkuiqj if'pe 1943 428.17 4.54 0.0000241

[kseiqj 2779 490.09 5.67 0.0000332

jQhuxj 1133 678.28 1.67 0.0000189

uUniqj 1713 365.44 4.69 0.0000211

xksfoUniqj 1608 432.62 3.72 0.0000209

ukjk;.kiqj 1404 424.58 3.31 0.0000187

/khejh Cykd 1239 261.03 4.75 0.0000153

fxj/kjuxj 1880 749.10 2.51 0.0000271

/kuiqj fot;iqj 2164 518.72 4.17 0.0000274

elhr 2445 529.75 4.62 0.0000303

jks'kuiqj 1720 437.48 3.93 0.0000220

/khej[ksMk 1368 312.42 4.38 0.0000171

enukiqj 4155 868.48 4.78 0.0000511

dwYgk 6968 1040.89 6.69 0.0000811

dksik 1177 552.01 2.13 0.0000179

iRFkj dqbZ 2635 340.56 7.74 0.0000301

cdSfu;k 2418 868.49 2.78 0.0000338

ldSfu;k 2226 868.49 2.56 0.0000319

eksfr;kiqjk 1242 542.30 2.29 0.0000184

>xMiqjh 1749 290.27 6.03 0.0000207

cjk[ksMk 2985 776.62 3.84 0.0000384

xnjiqjk 3254 393.77 8.26 0.0000368

Mkasxiqjh 1782 222.99 7.99 0.0000202

vy[knsoh 1633 630.19 2.59 0.0000233

vy [knsok 1260 415.99 3.03 0.0000172

y[kuÅ 2276 409.15 5.56 0.0000272

xqepSb;k 1730 554.44 3.12 0.0000234

jktiqjk 1276 925.55 1.38 0.0000230

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Bazpur

x.ks'kiqj 2750 684.55 4.02 0.0000426

VkaMkvkte 2382 708.61 3.36 0.0000383

HkOokuxyk 1927 708.23 2.72 0.0000327

jkeuxj 2481 437.88 5.67 0.0000362

jEiqjkdkth 2073 561.79 3.69 0.0000327

m>kuhtaxy 1562 883.26 1.77 0.0000304

dukSjk 4085 429.75 9.51 0.0000559

txUukFkiqj 1779 319.71 5.56 0.0000260

tksxhiqjk 1378 282.48 4.88 0.0000206

xkscjk 2442 909.76 2.68 0.0000416

cktiqj xkao 3963 489.69 8.09 0.0000551
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egs'kiqjk 3496 299.48 11.67 0.0000470

jruiqjk 2949 1010.94 2.92 0.0000491

jEiqjk'kkdj 2277 1197.11 1.90 0.0000431

ljdMk 1673 257.08 6.51 0.0000239

gjykyiqj 1476 645.64 2.29 0.0000263

bVOok 1237 150.55 8.22 0.0000172

dsykcanokjh 1439 603.72 2.38 0.0000253

[kEckjh 1915 294.58 6.50 0.0000274

uewuk 2652 629.52 4.21 0.0000407

ckal[ksMk 3511 719.14 4.88 0.0000524

cSar[ksMh 1699 433.84 3.92 0.0000264

cjgSuh 4754 732.47 6.49 0.0000680

Hkhdeiqjh 3680 1138.77 3.23 0.0000597

egksyhtaxy 1849 688.40 2.69 0.0000315

gjhiqjk 2377 522.47 4.55 0.0000359

gjlku 3640 817.90 4.45 0.0000552

ds'kksokyk 1393 268.87 5.18 0.0000206

[kefj;k 1542 406.60 3.79 0.0000242

pdjiqj 4458 542.29 8.22 0.0000619

fn;ksgkjh 1452 698.81 2.08 0.0000267

/kulkjk 2557 921.21 2.78 0.0000431

uUniqjudkVksik 4468 793.62 5.63 0.0000652

cUuk[ksMk 3527 583.98 6.04 0.0000509

csfj;knkSyr 4426 1412.72 3.13 0.0000724

eqfM;kdyk 3635 369.09 9.85 0.0000496

foØeiqj 2052 1159.96 1.77 0.0000399

f'koiqjh 1805 715.90 2.52 0.0000313

gthjk 3302 829.63 3.98 0.0000512

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Kashipur

dq.Ms'ojh 4151 728.86 5.70 0.0000484

[kjeklh 3336 1049.01 3.18 0.0000429

ljeklk 3318 1169.18 2.84 0.0000438

tqMdk 2199 597.74 3.68 0.0000275

egrkou 2725 1878.22 1.45 0.0000440

<fd;kdyk 6690 1760.85 3.80 0.0000831

gseiqjbLekbZy 3223 501.52 6.43 0.0000370

cj[ksMh 2914 1300.71 2.24 0.0000409

nHkkSjkeqLrde 5934 6630.86 0.89 0.0001181

dpukxkslkbZ 5004 901.68 5.55 0.0000585

[kMdiqjnsohiqjk 7856 397.42 19.77 0.0000829

dpukyxkth 2400 418.46 5.74 0.0000279

fQjkstiqj 2287 595.84 3.84 0.0000283

/kukSjh 1943 977.35 1.99 0.0000282

y{ehiqjyPNh 1458 1106.46 1.32 0.0000244



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
xksihiqjk 2321 521.83 4.45 0.0000280

tliqj[kqnZ 5945 988.24 6.02 0.0000688

ckal[ksMkdyk 2908 739.21 3.93 0.0000359

ckal[ksMk [kqnZ 3266 409.96 7.97 0.0000366

<fd;kxqykcks 2277 278.80 8.17 0.0000255

xqyfM;k 3288 375.52 8.76 0.0000365

c?ksysokyk 1298 475.28 2.73 0.0000173

iSxk 2618 480.19 5.45 0.0000307

/khej[ksMk 3160 420.10 7.52 0.0000356

cj[ksMkik.Ms 4343 423.39 10.26 0.0000476

dVSb;k 1836 449.62 4.08 0.0000225

District Udham Singh Nagar

Block Jaspur

vaxniqj 2682 541.47 4.95 0.0000413

mejiqj 1303 301.09 4.33 0.0000207

/keZiqj 2034 137.77 14.76 0.0000273

uknsgh 2132 306.35 6.96 0.0000310

xqyjxksth 1143 666.94 1.71 0.0000242

iwjuiqj 1864 253.75 7.35 0.0000269

jktiqj 3786 327.40 11.56 0.0000518

jk;iqjiVVhfnYyh 2986 681.92 4.38 0.0000472

vkedk 2632 418.46 6.29 0.0000389

dfy;kokyk 1360 522.02 2.61 0.0000247

fuokjeq.Mh 2290 221.78 10.33 0.0000317

irjkeiqj 3440 473.90 7.26 0.0000497

euksjFkiqj&1 2190 569.35 3.85 0.0000357

es?kkokyk 1752 218.94 8.00 0.0000250

jkeuxj ou 2814 401.87 7.00 0.0000409

ohjiqjh 1227 398.63 3.08 0.0000212

egqok[ksMk 2514 544.73 4.62 0.0000393

gthjks 1643 901.68 1.82 0.0000339

dkleiqj 1955 307.57 6.36 0.0000288

nsohiqjk 2170 477.94 4.54 0.0000341

ukjk;.kiqj 1759 270.74 6.50 0.0000258

[ksMky{ehiqj 2080 381.63 5.45 0.0000315

lwjtiqj 1002 810.62 1.24 0.0000246

lU;kfl;ksaokyk 1556 224.20 6.94 0.0000226

gYnqvk'kkgw 1427 481.19 2.97 0.0000249

rkyciqj 1532 375.51 4.08 0.0000246

f'kojktiqjiVVh 1759 596.92 2.95 0.0000308

x<hgqlSu 1381 560.92 2.46 0.0000255

Hkjriqj 2314 461.76 5.01 0.0000356

nqxkZiqj 2314 257.39 8.99 0.0000325

x<husxh 4385 898.43 4.88 0.0000678

gfj;kokyk 2373 463.65 5.12 0.0000363
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djuiqj 2169 484.42 4.48 0.0000341

dw.Mk 1962 348.45 5.63 0.0000295

feLljokyk 1812 190.68 9.50 0.0000253

cSytqMh 2190 470.26 4.66 0.0000342

cSrokyk 1516 663.31 2.29 0.0000287

ckcj[ksMk 5116 632.95 8.08 0.0000729

clbZ bLykeuxj 2997 364.03 8.23 0.0000426

cqDlkSjk 1714 408.34 4.20 0.0000274

ykyiqj 2326 288.15 8.07 0.0000331

ljcj[ksMk 4209 844.07 4.99 0.0000648

fdykcyh 1723 514.37 3.35 0.0000291

District Uttarkashi

Block Bhatwari

vaxksM+k 736 78.11 9.42 0.0000243

vBkyh 451 162.95 2.77 0.0000136

mRrjkSa 1014 182.22 5.56 0.0000355

dkej 387 150.69 2.57 0.0000132

fd'kuiqj 983 150.67 6.52 0.0000337

dqatu 377 198.24 1.90 0.0000146

dqjksyh 877 68.69 12.77 0.0000282

dksfV;kyxkao 936 45.28 20.67 0.0000294

dadjkM+h 443 35.67 12.42 0.0000100

dals.k 2070 41.96 49.33 0.0000633

xtksyh 583 225.47 2.59 0.0000238

xenhMxkao 377 97.89 3.85 0.0000117

xok.kk 879 195.74 4.49 0.0000319

xksjlkyh 904 741.22 1.22 0.0000479

t[kksy 275 419.09 0.66 0.0000208

tliqj ckMxMh 454 61.91 7.33 0.0000107

tliqj VdukSj 467 371.59 1.26 0.0000194

tked 337 117.99 2.86 0.0000123

tksf'k;kMk 1196 12.94 92.43 0.0000362

>kyk 557 259.23 2.15 0.0000240

Mkax 1246 36.53 34.11 0.0000384

fMMlkjh 322 85.52 3.77 0.0000114

fryksFk 3046 65.41 46.57 0.0000932

frgkj 448 404.22 1.11 0.0000203

Fkyu 602 88.81 6.78 0.0000206

fnylkSM 720 78.84 9.13 0.0000238

}kjh 688 310.68 2.21 0.0000294

/kuiqj 695 160.16 4.34 0.0000253

/kjkyh 594 324.50 1.83 0.0000269

ukYM 939 174.84 5.37 0.0000331

fuleksj 593 173.67 3.41 0.0000227

uSrkyk 1143 164.39 6.95 0.0000389
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ukSxkao 431 367.51 1.17 0.0000193

ikVk 531 82.90 6.41 0.0000183

ikyk 288 384.20 0.75 0.0000198

fiayx 369 367.52 1.00 0.0000193

cfx;kyxkao 380 38.61 9.84 0.0000101

cxksjh 573 15.75 36.39 0.0000176

cUnk.kh 552 176.10 3.13 0.0000215

ck;.kk 559 200.97 2.78 0.0000224

calwxk 230 90.07 2.55 0.0000115

cklZw 398 145.74 2.73 0.0000131

cksaxk 573 86.10 6.66 0.0000196

cksaxkMh 702 160.92 4.36 0.0000256

HkVkokMh 1531 115.59 13.24 0.0000492

HkSywMk 450 86.10 5.23 0.0000114

Hkadksyh 421 300.73 1.40 0.0000174

Hakxsyh 649 324.28 2.00 0.0000286

eusjh 1639 377.73 4.34 0.0000598

eYyk 837 191.49 4.37 0.0000305

ek.MkSa 537 93.89 5.72 0.0000187

ekuqij 826 121.89 6.78 0.0000282

eq[kok 1001 206.91 4.84 0.0000358

jSFky 1106 465.97 2.37 0.0000463

ynkMh ¼fodkliqje½ 2887 44.07 65.51 0.0000879

ykVk 527 119.31 4.42 0.0000192

lkMk 301 33.68 8.94 0.0000099

lkjh 434 42.01 10.33 0.0000102

lkYM 708 76.84 9.21 0.0000234

lkyw 607 370.52 1.64 0.0000286

lkayx 412 392.80 1.05 0.0000200

fljksj 428 174.39 2.45 0.0000139

flYyk 703 360.64 1.95 0.0000312

lqD[kh 589 419.99 1.40 0.0000295

lsdw 308 144.28 2.13 0.0000130

lSat 467 128.51 3.63 0.0000126

lkSjk 428 34.38 12.45 0.0000100

laxazkyh 1279 81.24 15.74 0.0000407

gf"kZy 310 110.00 2.82 0.0000121

ghuk 721 132.73 5.43 0.0000254

gqjhZ 447 347.98 1.28 0.0000188

>k.ktk 483 89.07 5.42 0.0000115

District Uttarkashi

Block Dunda

vLry 473 90.25 5.24 0.0000078

vksY;k 212 71.63 2.96 0.0000074

mMjh 873 170.78 5.11 0.0000206
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mijhdksV 660 256.58 2.57 0.0000184

dfyxkao 822 240.39 3.42 0.0000212

dY;k.kh 496 199.69 2.48 0.0000102

daok 556 206.00 2.70 0.0000153

den 851 73.25 11.62 0.0000181

dqekjdksV 628 316.07 1.99 0.0000191

dksVh HkkVxkao 500 79.39 6.30 0.0000076

dqalh 393 64.75 6.07 0.0000072

[kqjeksyk 862 237.96 3.62 0.0000219

x< 214 74.99 2.85 0.0000075

x<Fkkrh 412 43.71 9.43 0.0000068

xok.kk 707 142.05 4.98 0.0000168

X;ks.kksVh 413 67.58 6.11 0.0000073

xsaoyk ¼cjlkyh½ 623 49.78 12.52 0.0000131

xsaoyk ¼Hk.MkjjL;wa½ 1124 173.31 6.49 0.0000255

xksjlkMk 472 61.11 7.72 0.0000071

pdksu 454 103.20 4.40 0.0000081

fp.kk[ksyh 437 44.41 9.84 0.0000068

tliwj 709 158.64 4.47 0.0000172

t[kkjh 269 34.80 7.73 0.0000066

tqxwYMh 575 150.40 3.82 0.0000144

tq.kxk 1272 564.56 2.25 0.0000371

tsej 660 206.81 3.19 0.0000173

fVijk 449 138.41 3.24 0.0000089

Bk.Mh 886 91.46 9.69 0.0000191

Mkax 511 158.64 3.22 0.0000134

Mq.Mk 2318 380.82 6.09 0.0000532

<qaxkyxkao 316 140.03 2.26 0.0000089

<qaxh 288 97.53 2.95 0.0000080

Fkkrh 540 31.97 16.89 0.0000111

fn[kksyh 564 131.52 4.29 0.0000138

/kusVh 615 118.17 5.20 0.0000145

U;wxkao 1111 217.33 5.11 0.0000263

ukxxkao 507 111.29 4.56 0.0000123

uSiM 377 90.25 4.18 0.0000078

iVkjk 946 335.90 2.82 0.0000257

iVqMh 504 231.30 2.18 0.0000149

iko 408 101.98 4.00 0.0000081

fiiyh 503 126.57 3.97 0.0000125

iqtkxkao ¼/k0½ 1107 180.09 6.15 0.0000254

iqtkxkao ¼Hk0½ 639 190.21 3.36 0.0000166

iSUFkj 663 156.58 4.23 0.0000163

iuksFk 372 78.11 4.76 0.0000075

iS.khHkoku 538 124.76 4.31 0.0000132

iapk.kxkao 475 156.62 3.03 0.0000093
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iaft;kyk 697 156.50 4.45 0.0000169

QksYM 1090 137.60 7.92 0.0000241

cxlkjh 654 220.66 2.96 0.0000175

cjlkyh 942 69.74 13.51 0.0000197

cMsFk ¼xk0½ 448 63.94 7.01 0.0000072

cMsFkh 1474 230.68 6.39 0.0000336

ckxh 464 61.11 7.59 0.0000071

chjiqj 1608 23.28 69.07 0.0000316

ckSu 1155 223.91 5.16 0.0000273

HkVokMh 448 145.26 3.08 0.0000090

HkM+dksV 1115 240.06 4.64 0.0000269

Hkjkxkao 720 155.21 4.64 0.0000173

HksfV;kjk 943 162.28 5.81 0.0000218

HkSar 568 78.92 7.20 0.0000127

eV~Vh 757 122.20 6.19 0.0000173

ekatQ 291 70.82 4.11 0.0000074

ekryh 2725 225.82 12.07 0.0000576

ekaxyhlsjk 208 113.60 1.83 0.0000083

ekafM;klSjk 563 122.29 4.60 0.0000136

Hkkyuk 159 123.43 1.29 0.0000085

eqlMxkao 551 121.30 4.54 0.0000133

eSuksy 453 114.53 3.96 0.0000083

eatxkao 606 98.15 6.17 0.0000139

jukMh 363 67.58 5.37 0.0000073

ok.k 406 55.85 7.27 0.0000070

flaxq.kh 442 103.60 4.27 0.0000081

flaxksV 568 153.79 3.69 0.0000144

lhjh 1391 151.32 9.19 0.0000302

lkSM+ 667 110.88 6.02 0.0000153

lkSUn 645 167.95 3.84 0.0000162

gjsrh 359 114.53 3.13 0.0000083

fgVk.kw 1513 213.78 7.08 0.0000340

gqfYM;k.kk 551 104.01 5.30 0.0000129

District Uttarkashi

Block Chinyalisaur

vnuh 560 402.40 1.39 0.0000139

vuksy 594 402.14 1.48 0.0000146

bUnzk 402 375.20 1.07 0.0000083

mM+[kksyk 209 46.14 4.53 0.0000065

D;kjh ¼fn0½ 288 108.00 2.67 0.0000069

D;kjh ¼fn'kk0½ 340 365.22 0.93 0.0000083

dV[kk.k 251 58.80 4.27 0.0000066

dokxM~Mh 493 263.00 1.87 0.0000077

dkUlh 597 536.90 1.11 0.0000154

dkenk 561 571.40 0.98 0.0000148
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dqejkMk 1094 436.85 2.50 0.0000253

dSFkksxh 239 212.00 1.13 0.0000074

dksV 628 987.20 0.64 0.0000185

dkM++kQsMh 328 255.00 1.29 0.0000077

[knkMk 513 108.86 4.71 0.0000113

[kk.M 602 291.03 2.07 0.0000142

[kkylh 1554 874.04 1.78 0.0000373

xejh 560 291.78 1.92 0.0000133

xMFk 372 531.50 0.70 0.0000091

xMksyh 552 1014.90 0.54 0.0000170

x<okyxkM 966 892.06 1.08 0.0000250

pfe;kjh 335 159.28 2.10 0.0000071

fpU;kyh 4478 1059.40 4.23 0.0000995

fpyksV 614 806.10 0.76 0.0000172

NStqyk 902 498.57 1.81 0.0000216

NksVhe.kh 769 421.03 1.83 0.0000184

txM+xkao 539 278.08 1.94 0.0000128

tliqj 341 308.30 1.11 0.0000079

ftO;k 500 33.96 14.72 0.0000065

T;s"VokM+h 1082 880.50 1.23 0.0000274

tks[k.kh 550 423.80 1.30 0.0000138

tksxu rYyk 1056 386.00 2.74 0.0000242

tksxr fopyk 405 53.42 7.58 0.0000066

tkxr eYyk 919 314.07 2.93 0.0000209

V.Mksy 500 383.20 1.30 0.0000083

fVIijh n'kxh 491 523.60 0.94 0.0000091

fVIijh fo"V 413 456.10 0.91 0.0000087

rjkdksV 774 1220.10 0.63 0.0000228

rqY;kMk 861 684.09 1.26 0.0000217

fnpyh 1028 317.12 3.24 0.0000232

/kjklw 314 211.33 1.49 0.0000074

/kkjdksV 1246 821.80 1.52 0.0000305

ukx.kh 635 317.90 2.00 0.0000150

usjh 522 316.00 1.65 0.0000126

iqtkjxkao 188 57.87 3.25 0.0000066

cxksMh 734 706.08 1.04 0.0000192

cukMh 555 451.00 1.23 0.0000141

cMyh 708 588.50 1.20 0.0000180

ce.krh 587 400.90 1.46 0.0000145

cMsFkh 1178 380.30 3.10 0.0000267

c/kk.kxkao 256 148.05 1.73 0.0000071

cudksV 506 76.08 6.65 0.0000110

c.kxkao 901 13330.10 0.07 0.0000907

cMhe.kh 556 616.11 0.90 0.0000150

cYMksxh 291 98.75 2.95 0.0000068
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cknlh 521 378.00 1.38 0.0000129

HkMdksV 529 154.19 3.43 0.0000119

Hkq;kajk 295 235.00 1.26 0.0000075

fj[kk.kxkao 452 267.90 1.69 0.0000077

eFkkyh 468 243.70 1.92 0.0000076

eFkksyh 345 261.30 1.32 0.0000077

ejxkao 481 338.03 1.42 0.0000081

eYyh 310 256.04 1.21 0.0000077

eqjksxh 300 119.39 2.51 0.0000069

eksjxh 646 703.10 0.92 0.0000173

jeksyh 545 443.30 1.23 0.0000138

jkSary 684 431.28 1.59 0.0000166

liZ 305 175.05 1.74 0.0000072

JhdksV 644 467.50 1.38 0.0000160

District Uttarkashi

Block Naugaon

bZMd 536 174.01 3.08 0.0000324

mijkMh 1120 189.81 5.90 0.0000629

vksMxkao 179 135.17 1.32 0.0000191

dQukSy 1118 314.86 3.55 0.0000662

d.MkÅ 346 148.92 2.32 0.0000195

d.Mkjh 466 546.35 0.85 0.0000303

dyksxh 610 339.95 1.79 0.0000407

dals: 637 185.35 3.44 0.0000379

DokMh 397 108.86 3.65 0.0000184

dk.Mh 1452 867.68 1.67 0.0000984

dk.Mk 347 146.10 2.38 0.0000194

fdEeh 512 131.21 3.90 0.0000300

dqBkj 396 180.09 2.20 0.0000204

dqM 437 211.57 2.07 0.0000212

dqFkukSj 1179 326.56 3.61 0.0000696

dqiMk 551 229.87 2.40 0.0000346

dqflZy 676 182.92 3.70 0.0000398

dqvka 509 314.86 1.62 0.0000348

dqUlkyk 398 102.69 3.88 0.0000183

dksVyk 281 407.12 0.69 0.0000265

dksfV;kyxkao 443 172.40 2.57 0.0000201

dksVh ¼Bdjky½ 622 93.89 6.62 0.0000346

dksVh ¼cuky½ 515 125.46 4.10 0.0000300

d"̀.kk 560 107.65 5.20 0.0000318

[kusMk 362 25.90 13.98 0.0000162

[kjlkyh 881 30.73 28.67 0.0000462

[keq.Mh ¼e0½ 382 367.57 1.04 0.0000254

[kkUlh 597 203.56 2.93 0.0000363

f[keqZ 472 507.89 0.93 0.0000293
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xMksyh 392 116.55 3.36 0.0000186

x< ¼[kkVy½ 454 420.80 1.08 0.0000269

xkrw 278 267.11 1.04 0.0000227

xqykMh 393 89.44 4.39 0.0000179

xSj ¼cuky½ 430 78.02 5.51 0.0000176

xSj ¼eqxjlarh½ 302 203.16 1.49 0.0000210

xkfnu 333 211.25 1.58 0.0000212

xksuk 361 131.93 2.74 0.0000190

xaxVkMh 328 123.03 2.67 0.0000188

piVkMh 705 245.66 2.87 0.0000430

pksiMk 617 486.45 1.27 0.0000450

NejksVk 270 281.66 0.96 0.0000231

tjMk 396 347.23 1.14 0.0000249

tk.n.kw 525 556.87 0.94 0.0000422

tqxMxkao 348 271.56 1.28 0.0000228

M[;kVxkao 768 372.23 2.06 0.0000497

MaMkyxkao 718 93.08 7.71 0.0000395

Mjksxh 147 230.68 0.64 0.0000217

MkaMkxkao 319 106.03 3.01 0.0000183

<qbZd 384 412.39 0.93 0.0000267

fr;ka 498 199.11 2.50 0.0000209

rqukYdk 585 135.17 4.33 0.0000338

Fkyh 404 150.14 2.69 0.0000195

Fkku 269 115.34 2.33 0.0000186

Fkkudh 564 270.74 2.08 0.0000364

nkxqMxkao 317 90.65 3.50 0.0000179

nkjlkSa 539 193.05 2.79 0.0000330

fn;kMh 500 507.49 0.99 0.0000292

nqfcZy 307 151.76 2.02 0.0000196

nsoy 343 259.01 1.32 0.0000225

/kjkyh 746 221.37 3.37 0.0000445

/kkjh ¼iYyh½ 295 532.99 0.55 0.0000299

/kkjh ¼eqyk.k½ 376 280.47 1.34 0.0000231

uxk.xkao 831 123.84 6.71 0.0000462

uUnxkao 1281 416.84 3.07 0.0000773

fu"k.kh 319 40.89 7.80 0.0000166

uj;awdk 500 263.86 1.89 0.0000226

ukSxkao 2014 80.13 25.13 0.0001060

ukSxkao ¼xksMj½ 356 355.73 1.00 0.0000251

iysBk 326 69.20 4.71 0.0000173

ikyj 603 203.50 2.96 0.0000366

ikyh 756 310.40 2.44 0.0000474

fi.Mdh 354 165.32 2.14 0.0000200

ikSaVh 1552 417.65 3.72 0.0000913

Qjh 410 164.71 2.49 0.0000199
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Qsy/kkj 296 53.02 5.58 0.0000169

c[kjsVh 537 94.29 5.70 0.0000302

ctykMh 400 212.46 1.88 0.0000212

cxklw 825 343.18 2.40 0.0000518

cukl 259 177.26 1.46 0.0000203

cljkyh 344 190.09 1.81 0.0000206

fcxjkMh 401 178.07 2.25 0.0000203

fcaxalh 830 288.50 2.88 0.0000506

C;kyh 305 147.31 2.07 0.0000195

chQ 316 153.38 2.06 0.0000196

HkUlkMh 498 91.87 5.42 0.0000180

HkkfV;k 930 221.79 4.19 0.0000540

HkkSarh 440 284.49 1.55 0.0000232

Hkadksyh 846 1223.98 0.69 0.0000769

elkyxkao 697 211.25 3.30 0.0000417

eLlw 429 69.21 6.20 0.0000173

eqjkMh 630 104.60 6.02 0.0000353

ekwYMk 446 216.92 2.06 0.0000214

eqaxjk 335 77.30 4.33 0.0000176

eaft;kyh 797 133.94 5.95 0.0000447

jkuk 595 261.44 2.28 0.0000378

fj[kkÅ 349 522.91 0.67 0.0000297

yksnu 221 209.63 1.05 0.0000212

otjh 264 135.57 1.95 0.0000191

okfM;k 317 88.22 3.59 0.0000179

ljukSy 889 426.25 2.09 0.0000574

L;kyuk 680 138.47 4.91 0.0000388

L;kyc 676 129.62 5.22 0.0000384

falaxq.kh 523 755.65 0.69 0.0000475

flaMd 272 88.63 3.07 0.0000179

lqukYMh 654 275.20 2.38 0.0000412

lqukjk 586 269.94 2.17 0.0000375

fgejkSy 604 276.22 2.19 0.0000386

District Uttarkashi

Block Purola

df.M;kyxkao 1192 297.89 4.00 0.0000289

dUrkMh 676 117.26 5.76 0.0000152

djMk 902 90.23 10.00 0.0000188

dqeksyk 628 25.67 24.46 0.0000122

dqjMk 742 64.75 11.46 0.0000152

dksVh 479 40.36 11.87 0.0000065

dksjuk 390 27.12 14.38 0.0000062

[kMD;klse 395 46.54 8.49 0.0000066

[kykMh 793 111.73 7.10 0.0000173

[koyhlsjk 1397 20.64 67.68 0.0000264
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xqfUn;kVxkao 1175 153.79 7.64 0.0000253

pansyh 969 133.65 7.25 0.0000210

piVkMh 385 54.64 7.05 0.0000068

B<qax 440 90.65 4.85 0.0000076

<dkMk 796 77.30 10.30 0.0000165

nso<qqx 546 28.23 19.34 0.0000108

/kssokjk yxk lqukyh 491 85.77 5.72 0.0000075

ukx>kyk 430 151.76 2.83 0.0000090

uS=h 605 63.44 9.54 0.0000127

ukSjh 233 27.52 8.47 0.0000062

ik.khxkao 580 45.33 12.80 0.0000118

iqtsyh 686 27.12 25.29 0.0000133

iqjksYkk 2228 56.59 39.37 0.0000426

iskjk 698 383.65 1.82 0.0000217

ikSBh 592 383.65 1.54 0.0000198

eB 916 158.84 5.77 0.0000206

egjxkao 955 241.36 3.96 0.0000232

eSjk.kk 403 55.84 7.22 0.0000068

jkek 1112 116.55 9.54 0.0000233

fo.kkbZ 481 118.65 4.05 0.0000083

lj 611 674.60 0.91 0.0000268

L;kyqdk 665 247.27 2.69 0.0000180

lka[kky 289 155.81 1.85 0.0000091

lqdMkyk 608 114.53 5.31 0.0000139

lqukyh 440 18.62 23.63 0.0000060

Lohy 433 46.16 9.38 0.0000066

gqMksyh 1168 891.63 1.31 0.0000421

JhdksV 671 42.09 15.94 0.0000134

District Uttarkashi

Block Mori

vkjkdksV 688 88.22 7.80 0.0000304

vksMkVk 535 191.83 2.79 0.0000288

vkslyk 618 134.36 4.60 0.0000296

dyki 426 67.99 6.27 0.0000145

dyhp 305 38.04 8.02 0.0000133

dklyk 501 25.90 19.34 0.0000206

fdjk.kw 629 218.45 2.88 0.0000335

dqdjsMk 413 42.09 9.81 0.0000134

dqukjk 402 59.89 6.71 0.0000142

dksVxkao 716 105.22 6.80 0.0000322

[kUuk 369 151.19 2.44 0.0000179

[kU;kl.kh 598 169.16 3.54 0.0000303

[kjlkMh 655 161.88 4.05 0.0000322

xaxkM 628 179.28 3.50 0.0000319

xksdqy 349 59.08 5.91 0.0000141



Gram Panchayat Population Area Population 

Density

Share from 

Divisible Pool 

(%)
fpaok 548 433.03 1.27 0.0000392

t[kksy 1256 21.85 57.48 0.0000498

>ksVkMh 392 81.74 4.80 0.0000151

<kVehj 686 112.51 6.10 0.0000314

<pk.kw 408 99.56 4.10 0.0000158

Mxksyh 354 31.16 11.36 0.0000130

MksHkkyxkao 684 154.60 4.42 0.0000330

Fkyh 471 245.67 1.92 0.0000218

Fkqukjke; 586 168.76 3.47 0.0000298

n.kxk.kxkao 657 114.93 5.72 0.0000303

nsotkuh 1203 535.82 2.25 0.0000690

nsojk 1044 88.63 11.78 0.0000443

nks.kh 600 90.25 6.65 0.0000271

/kkjk 383 9.31 41.14 0.0000121

ukubZ 1291 127.48 10.13 0.0000556

uSVokM 251 25.90 9.69 0.0000128

uqjk.kw 322 51.57 6.24 0.0000138

ikorYyk 562 22.25 25.26 0.0000228

iqtsyh 368 50.99 7.22 0.0000138

iSlaj 671 88.27 7.60 0.0000298

isk[kjh 293 155.00 1.89 0.0000181

fQrkMh 769 11.33 67.87 0.0000304

cjh 322 115.34 2.79 0.0000165

casxy 428 301.91 1.42 0.0000242

fcaxlkjh 734 137.13 5.35 0.0000343

HkaDokM 605 212.87 2.84 0.0000324

fHkrjh 859 244.44 3.51 0.0000436

HkqVk.kw 430 159.05 2.70 0.0000183

eljh 576 200.99 2.87 0.0000307

ekdqMh 334 97.13 3.44 0.0000157

eSat.kh 809 85.40 9.47 0.0000350

ekSrkM 620 113.31 5.47 0.0000288

ekS.Mk 491 62.73 7.83 0.0000143

jsaxpk 297 18.21 16.31 0.0000124

fyokMh 718 19.20 37.40 0.0000288

lV~Vk 447 97.94 4.56 0.0000157

lVqMh 312 27.52 11.34 0.0000128

ljkal 566 208.42 2.72 0.0000307

lkyjk 667 117.36 5.68 0.0000308

flnjh 483 212.87 2.27 0.0000205

falxkZ 333 86.20 3.86 0.0000152

lsok 362 110.48 3.28 0.0000163
lkSM+ 586 102.39 5.72 0.0000271

gMokMh 410 159.05 2.58 0.0000183

gYVkMh 354 67.59 5.24 0.0000145



Name of

District

Name of Urban

Local Body

Area (Sq.

Km)

Population Tax Effort

(per capita

property 

tax)

Height 

above 

MSL 

(Meter)

Population 

Density 

(per Sq

km.)

Distance 

from Rail

head(km)

Share 

from 

Divisible 

Pool (%)

Almora Almora 7.36 30154 99.62 1650 4097.01 87 0.636

Dwarahat 2.87 3092 17.46 1540 1077.35 127 0.233

Bageshwar Bageshwar 5 7803 45.98 960 1560.60 160 0.308

Chamoli Gopeshwar 15.02 19833 28.83 1515 1320.44 213 0.835

Joshimath 11.19 13204 25.29 1850 1179.98 252 0.644

Badrinath 2.01 1682 NA 3110 836.82 296

Gauchar 15 7303 7.81 777 486.87 162 0.368

Karnaprayag 25 6977 28.93 775 279.08 170 0.435

Nandprayag 2.16 1704 19.21 1375 788.89 190 0.064

Champawat Tanakpur 1.01 15811 16.98 244.38 15654.46 0 0.320

Champawat 5 3959 48.08 1650 791.80 75 0.137

Lohaghat 4.5 5829 39.97 1645 1295.33 86 0.159

Dehradun Dehradun 52 426674 55.94 450 8205.27 0 8.068

Mussoorie 64.75 26075 310.91 2200 402.70 35 2.489

Rishikesh 10 66189 72.39 356 6618.90 0 1.115

Vikasnagar 1.4 12486 78.31 486 8918.57 42 0.238

Doiwala 1.91 8043 31.02 484.4 4210.99 0 0.136

Herbertpur 7.33 9243 22.58 NA 1260.98 36 0.325

Hardwar Hardwar 11.91 177509 0.39 410 14904.20 0 2.394

Manglaur 1.32 42584 14.64 NA 32260.61 6 0.385

Roorkee 7.74 97516 39.19 266.88 12598.97 0 1.276

Jhabreda 0.09 9384 33.65 256 104266.67 8 0.101

Laksar 3.3 18242 30.49 285 5527.88 0 0.329

Landhaura 0.82 16036 13.56 254.8 19556.10 1 0.157

Nainital Bhowali 1.32 5512 36.47 1735 4175.76 33 0.092

Haldwani 10.62 158896 27.08 500 14961.96 0 2.377

Nainital 37.05 38630 41.21 1938 1042.65 35 1.377

Ramnagar 2.46 46205 29.39 333 18782.52 1 0.524

Bhemtal 3.95 5874 14.68 1335 1487.09 22 0.137

Kaladhungi 1.16 6128 29.99 426 5282.76 25 0.094

Lalkuan 4.25 6524 99.71 840 1535.06 0 0.178

Pauri Dugadda 2.59 2998 19.84 680 1157.53 15 0.067

Kotdwara 2.59 24947 44.97 395 9632.05 10 0.736

Pauri 41.44 24742 27.11 1750 597.06 106 1.001

Annexure II-A (Continued)
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Name of

District

Name of Urban

Local Body

Area (Sq.

Km)

Population Tax Effort

(per capita

property 

tax)

Height 

above 

MSL 

(Meter)

Population 

Density 

(per Sq

km.)

Distance 

from Rail

head(km)

Share 

from 

Divisible 

Pool (%)

Srinagar 7.77 19658 23.40 580 2529.99 106 0.415

Pithoragarh Pithoragarh 8.99 44964 27.73 1525 5001.56 150 1.157

Dharchula 15.19 6324 34.95 750 416.33 244 0.384

Didihat 1.12 4806 54.68 1700 4291.07 205 0.134

Rudraprayag Kedarnath 2.79 482 NA 3500 172.76 230

Rudraprayag 1 2250 62.94 600 2250.00 139 0.530

Tehri Narendranagar 10.36 5304 37.28 1030 511.97 16 0.199

Tehri 37.05 25423 Nil 1900 686.18 72 0.965

Chamba 4 6580 Nil 360 1645.00 61 0.154

Devprayag 5.18 2769 36.57 360 534.56 72 0.125

Kirtinagar 1.5 1040 53.76 360 693.33 105 0.058

Muni ki Reti 1.82 7880 26.21 360 4329.67 5 0.238

U.S.Nagar Bazpur 2.62 21792 19.50 NA 8317.56 0 0.302

Gadarpur 3.4 13645 40.85 210 4013.24 16 0.286

Jaspur 4 38937 36.14 345 9734.25 11 0.569

Kashipur 5.46 92967 37.23 NA 17026.92 3 1.253

Khatima 8.4 14335 51.50 209 1706.55 1 0.379

Kichha 4.02 30503 22.42 1550 7587.81 0 0.470

Rudrapur 12.43 88676 29.69 209 7134.03 2.5 1.968

Sitarganj 2 22027 21.35 453 11013.50 28 0.369

Dineshpur 4.5 8856 9.34 210 1968.00 18 0.278

Kelakhera 4 7782 15.21 0 1945.50 10 0.195

Mahuadabra 2 6103 6.77 239 3051.50 20 0.141

Mahuakheraganj 0.27 8859 13.28 235 32811.11 7 0.111

Shaktigarh 1.8 4776 Nil 453 2653.33 30 0.145

Sultanpur 2 7714 11.47 230 3857.00 0 0.120

Uttarkashi Uttarkashi 12.02 16218 23.96 1140 1349.25 151 0.850

Badkote 5 6095 23.02 1828 1219.00 127 0.470

Gangotri 0.14 605 NA 3140 4321.43 250



Annexure II-B

SECTION NATURE DETAILS

Sec. 37 Tax on land 25-50 % of land revenue

Sec. 120 Circumtances and 

Property Tax

3 per cent of the total taxable income of a person, 

where ever it  was in force before this enactment.

Property Taxes 

including

General Tax, Levied on buildings and lands

Water Tax, Leviable in areas where water is supplied by the

corporation

Drainage Tax and Leviable in areas provided with sewer system by the

corporationwhere water is supplied by the

corporation

Conservancy Tax Leviable in areas in which the Corporation

undertakes the collection, removal and disposal of

excrementitious and polluted matter from privies,

urinals and cesspools.

Sec.172 Vehicle and Boats Tax Levied on vehicles other than mechanicalley 

propelled vehicles and boats.

Sec.172 Animal Tax Levied  on animal used for riding etc.

Sec. 37 Theatre Tax Not to exceed Rs. 5 per diem on theater, cinema or 

similar entertainment temporarily stationed in the 

areaSec. 37 Animal Tax Rs. 3 per animal per annum on animals kept within 

the area and plied for hire

Sec. 37 Vehicle Tax Rs. 6 per vehicle per annum on vehicles other than 

mechanically propelled kept within the area and plied 

for him.

Sec. 37 Shop Tax Tax on persons exposing goods for sale in markets 

hats or melas belonging to or under the control of the 

gram panchayat

Sec. 37 Animal registration fee Registration of animal sold in any market or place 

belonging to or under the control of the gram 

panchayat.

A. Gram Panchayat Under U.P. Panchayat Raj Act 1947

Sec.172

C. Zila Panchayat Under U.P.  Kshetra Panchayat and Zila Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961

A.  Gram Panchayat Under U.P. Panchayat Raj Act 1947

I. Mandatory 

Powers

NIL

II. Discretionary

Statutory Revenue Raising  Powers of Local Bodies in Uttaranchal

NIL

E. Muncipal Corporation under U.P. Municipal Corporation Adhiniyam, 1959.

(para 2.7)

B. Kshetra Panchayat under Kshetra Panchayat and Zila Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961

D.  Nagar Palika Parishad/ Nagar Panchayat under U.P Municipalities Act, 1916



SECTION NATURE DETAILS

Sec. 37 Fee for slaughter 

houses

Use of slaughter houses.

Sec. 37 Fee for encamping 

grounds

Use of encamping grounds

Sec. 37 Water rate For water supplied by the gram panchayat for 

domestic consumption

Sec. 37 Latrines and drainage 

Tax

For latrines and drain cleaned through the agency of 

the gram panchayat.

Sec. 37 Lighting and Sanitation 

Tax

For cleaning and lighting of streets and sanitation 

Sec. 37 Irrigation rate For water supplied by the gram panchayat for 

irrigation purpose from any small irrigation project 

conducted or maintained by it.

Sec. 131 A Water Tax If providing drinking water, water for irrigation or for 

another purpose from scheme conducted or 

maintained by kshetra panchayat.

Sec. 131 A Electricity Tax If providing and maintaining lighting arrangement at 

a public street or other public places.

Sec. 142 to 145 of

U.P. 

User Fee Fee the use or occupation of any immovable property 

including public road or place vasted in or entrusted 

to the management of the kshetra panchayat.

Sec.143 License Fee For any license, sanction or permission which the

kshetra panchayat is entitled or required to grant.

Sec.144 School Fee

Sec.144 Library Fee

Sec.144 Sarai and Paraos Fee

Sec.144 Building Fees For the use of any building or institutions constructed

and maintained by the Kshetra Panchayat.

Sec.144 Bulls and stallions Fee For the use of services of stud bulls and stallions.

Sec.144 Registration of animals 

fee

Fee for registration of animals sold in market

established and maintained or managed by the KPs.

Sec.144 Fair, markets, 

agricultural shop and 

individual exhibitions 

fee

Open to the public for which KP provide sanitation

and other facilities to the public.

Sec.145 Tolls for bridges If constructed, repaired and maintained by the KPs.

Sec.145 License fee on brokers, 

commission agents, 

weighmen or measurers 

If market established and maintained or managed by

the KPs.

Sec.145 Tolls on vehicles, pack 

animals or market fee.

If market established and maintained or managed by

the KPs.

Sec 20, Tax on Circumstances 

and Property

3 per cent of the taxable income.

Sec. 142 to 145 Fees and tolls, Taxes Same as for kshetra panchayat

B. Kshetra Panchayat under U.P.  Kshetra Panchayat and Zila Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961

C. Zila Panchayat Under U.P.  Kshetra Panchayat and Zila Panchayat Adhiniyam, 1961



SECTION NATURE DETAILS

Sec 128 

Sec 128 Trade Tax Carried on within the municipal limits and deriving

special advantage from or imposing special burden

on municipal services.

Sec 128 Profession Tax A tax on trades, calling and vocations including all

employments remunerated by salary or fees;

Sec 128 Theatre Tax Tax on amusement or entertainments;

Sec 128 Vehicle Tax Plying for hire or kept within the municipality or on

boats moored therein;

Sec 128 Dog Tax Kept within the municipalities.

Sec 128 Animal Tax Kept within the municipalities, used for riding,

driving, draught or burden.

Sec 128(1) (ix) Circumstances & 

Property Tax

Tax on inhabitants assessed according to their

circumstances and property.

Sec 128(1) (x) Water Tax Annual value of Building or land or of both.

Sec 128(1)(x-a) Drainage Tax Leviable on annual value of such buildings, which

are situated within a distance fixed by rule for each

municipalities from the nearest sewer line.

Sec 128(1)(xi) Scavenging Tax

Sec 128(1)(xii) Conservancy Tax Collection, removal and disposal of excermentitious

and polluted matter from privies, urinals and

cesspools.

Sec 128(1)(xiii-B) Additional stamp Duty Tax on deeds of transfer of immoveable property

situated within the limits of the municipality, at the

rate of 

Additional stamp Duty 2 per cent on the value of the consideration with

reference to which the duty is calculated under the

Indialn Stamp Act 1899, this per cent can be

increased up to 5 per cent with the prior approval of

the State government.

Sec. 293A Fee For use of any place to which the public is allowed 

access and municipality provides sanitary and other 

facility.

Sec. 294 License Fee For any license, sanction or permition which the 

municipality is entitled or required to grant by or 

under this act.

Sec.184 Betterment Tax Tax to be charged on the increase in the value of the 

land comprised in a scheme put into operation.

Sec.192 Advertisement Tax Every person who displays any advertisement to 

public view, in any place

Sec. 172 Profession Tax Same as under Municipalities act 1916

Sec. 172 Dog Tax Same as under Municipalities act 1916

Sec. 172 Additional stamp Duty Same as under Municipalities act 1916

Sec. 172 Theatre Tax Same as under Municipalities act 1916

D.  Nagar Palika Parishad/ Nagar Pachayats under U.P. Municipalities Act 1916.

Tax on the annual value of the building or land or of

both.

Property Tax

E. Muncipal Corporation Under U.P. Municipal Corporation Adhiniyam, 1959.



S.No. State  Devolution Scheme

1 Andhra Pradesh 10.38% of tax and non-tax revenue including share of central taxes

2 Assam 2% of state net tax revenue

3 Goa 27% of state own tax revenue and share in central taxes to PRIs and 9%

for municipalities

4 Gujarat 10% of annual revenue of state

5 Haryana Share in specific tax and non-tax revenue

6 Himachal Pradesh No percentage recommended Gap filling approach recommended. A

total amount of Rs 125.3 crores recommended for devolution during the 

award period

7 Karnataka 40% of non-loan gross own receipts of state government during 2003-

04 to 2007-08

8 Kerala 3.5% of state own tax revenue

9 Madhya Pradesh 4% of net divisible pool of own tax revenue

10 Maharashtra “Demand-driven” basis, based on revenue gap

11 Manipur No sharing of tax revenue-grants for specific purposes

12 Orissa 10% of the average of state gross own tax revenue

13 Punjab 4% of net receipts of all state taxes

14 Rajasthan 2.25% of own tax revenue of which 2.20% to be shared with local

bodies and remaining 0.05% earmarked for incentive fund for

improving resources

15 Sikkim 1% of all taxes

16 Tamil Nadu Combination of two methods, sharing of individual taxes and global

sharing of the rest. The percentage of such tax revenue, to increase

from 8% in 2002-03 to 10% in 2006-07

17 Tripura Percentages of different specific taxes

18 Uttar Pradesh 12.5% share in divisible pool of all state taxes except entertainment tax

for ULBs and land revenue for PRIs

19 Uttranchal 11% of net state tax revenue

20 West Bengal 16% of state tax revenue

Source:- Unpublished report titled " A Study of the Measures needed to augment the consolidated fund 

of the States for supplementing the resources of Local Bodies" by Dr. C.S. Mishra 

(Submitted to Twelfth Finance Commission)

SFC Recommendations relating to Fiscal Transfers in different States

Annexure II-C

( para 2.8)



Kerala Property: (water*, general purposes*, lighting*,

drainage*, sanitary*), profession, animals,

vessels, show, advertisement, timber, transfer of 

License fee, building fee, dangerous and offensive trade

license fee, market fee, slaughter house fee

Himachal Pradesh Property, duty on transfer of immovable

properties

Profession, non-motorized vehicles, animals,

dog, show, toll on vehicles, boat, consumption of

electricity, advertisement, building application,

education cess

Pilgrim, drainage, lighting, scavenging, latrines, nature and

cost of internal service

Karnataka Property, advertisement, boats, animals ,

lighting, toll on vehicles, duty on transfer of

immovable property 

License fee (building, trade, hotel), building betterment fee,

birth and death registration fee, food and adulteration fee,

slaughter house fee, compounding fee 

Gujarat Property, vehicles, boats, animals, motor

vehicles, octroi, dogs, special and general

sanitary cess, lighting, sale of cattle in market,

betterment levy

Registration fee, license fee, swimming bath fee, slaughter

house fee, building construction fee, shop registration fee,

water or connection fee, cattle pound fee

Haryana Property, octroi, duty on transfer of

immovable property

Profession, vehicles, animals, dog, show, toll on

vehicles, boats, consumption of electricity

License fee, building application fee, teh bazari fee,

extension fee, advertisement fee, slaughter house fee, cattle

pound fee, registration fee, street fee

Bihar Duty on transfer of property On persons in sole or joint occupation of holding

according to their circumstances and property,

property: (water*, lighting*, latrine*), vehicles,

animals, profession, dog 

Registration of dogs, carts, vehicles, vessels

Goa Consolidated property tax: (general*,

general water*, lighting*, sanitary*),

advertisement, profession, theatre

Vehicles, boats, animals, toll on vehicles and

animals not under above, dogs, garbage

treatment tax, latrine, drainage, special water tax,

pilgrim, special education tax, octroi

Andhra Pradesh Property: (lighting*, water*, scavenging*,

drainage*, general purposes*), vehicles,

duty on transfer of immovable property,

animals

Advertisement Advertisement fee, mutation fee, registration fee, market

fee, trade licence fee, compounding fee, slaughter house fee,

licence fee

Assam Property: (water*, lighting*, drainage*), markets,

toll on bridges, transfer of property

Licence on carts, carriages, animals, dogs and cattles, boats,

betterment, firebrigade, public health

Annexure II-D
(para 2.17)

State                                   T a x  F e e
Mandatory Discretionary 

I- Urban Local Bodies

Revenue Raising Powers of Local Bodies Across Major States



State                                   T a x  F e e
Mandatory Discretionary 

Sources:- Unpublished report on "India's Municipal Sector' by Om Prakash Mathur, Sept,2004 NIPFP. (Submitted to the Twelfth Finance Commission)

Property, profession, vehicles, animals, menial

domestic servants, scavenging, building

application

License fee slaughter house fee, building application fee,

composition fee, teh bazari fee, connection fee, copying fee

Uttar Pradesh Property, trade, calling, vocation remunerated by

salary or fees, entertainment, vehicles, boats,

dogs, animals, inhabitants assessed on property

and circumstances, (water*, drainage*),

scavenging, conservancy, transfer of property

License fee, advertisement, building planning/development

fee, house connection fee, permission fee, market/slaughter

house fee, birth & death registration fee, fees from burning

ghats

Tamil Nadu License fee (building, hotel, restaurant, dangerous &

offensive trade), market fee, slaughter house fee, cart stand

fee, encroachment fee

Rajasthan Property, octroi, professions and vocations Vehicles and other conveyance, dogs, animals,

toll on vehicles, boats, scavenging, latrine,

sanitary, lighting, water, trade and calling ,

artisans

Advertisement fee, permission fee, license fee, registration

fee, cattle pound fee, bus stand fee, copying fee

Property, profession, carriage and animals, care,

advertisement, servants (hill stations)

Maharashtra Consolidated property tax: (general*,

general water*, lighting*, sanitary*), octroi,

profession, theatre, advertisement.

Vehicles, boats, animals, toll on vehicles and

animals not under above, dog, latrine, drainage,

special water tax, pilgrim, special educational

tax, tax on fire brigade

License fee, slaughter house fee, building permission fee,

fee for sale of goods, water connection fee, warrant fee,

PFA license fee, cattle pounds fee, swimming pool fee, birth

& death registration fee, betterment/development fee

Punjab

Orissa Property: (latrine*,water*, light*, drainage*),

animals, vehicles, profession, poll, octroi,

education (under education or profession)

License fee advertisement fee, registration fee, market fee,

slaughter house fee, pound fee, dog registration fee, cart

stand fee, building planning fee

1.        Vehicles imply non-motorized vehicles, unless otherwise specified.

2.        Rajasthan: Tax on trade and calling is different from tax on profession and vocation which is a compulsory tax.

3.        *Included under a consolidated property tax.

West Bengal Property, advertisement., vehicles, toll of

ferries and bridges, profession

Note:    

Madhya Pradesh Property , water , light, sanitary cess, fire,

local body tax on entry of goods

Latrine, conservancy, drainage, profession,

vehicles ,animals, toll on vehicles and animals

not mentioned above, betterment, pilgrim,

persons occupying houses, buildings, land

according to circumstances and property, toll on

new bridges, entertainment, advertisement, 

License fee, market fee animal registration fee

hotel/restaurant license fee, composting fee, teh bazari fee,

building application fee, compounding fee 



Annexure III-A 
 

 

Proposed Assesses of Profession tax in Uttaranchal 

1. Salaried employee drawing emolument of Rs. 20000 or more per month 

 

2. Legal practitioners including Solicitors and Notaries Public with not less 

than 5 years of practice  

3. (I) Chief agents, Principal Agents, Special Agents, Insurance Agents, UTI 

Agents and other Agents whose Annual Income is not less than Rs. 36000 

 

4. Charted Accountants and Actuaries with not less than 2 years of standing in 

profession 

5. Medical Practitioners including Para-Medical Professionals 

6. Engineers, Architects, Management Consultants, Member Stock-Exchange, 

Estate Agents, Contractors, Race Horse Owners, Jockeys 

7. Self-Employed Persons 

8.. Registered Dealers under the VAT Act 

9. Employers of Establishment 

10. Occupiers of Factories 

11. Owners of Oil Pumps and Service Station 

12. Licensed Wholesale Dealers of Liquor etc.  

13. Holders of permits of Transport Vehicles 

14. Money lenders 

15. Individuals or Institutions conducting Chit Funds 

16. Co-operative Societies 

17. Banking Companies 

18. Partner of a Firm Engaged in any Profession, Trade or Calling 

20. Agriculturalist growing plantation Crops and Agriculture Farm Groups 

21. Nursing Homes and Hospitals 

22. Photo Laboratories, Film Processing  Laboratories and Photo studios 

23. Beauty Parlours, Dry Cleaners and Interior Decorators 

24. Film Distributors and Travel agents 

25. Journalists 

26. Advertising Firm/ Agencies 

27. Persons using Photocopying Machines for job works having turnover of 

Rs. 1 lakh or more. 

28. Video Cassette/CD Libraries 

29. Private Educational Institutions and Tutorial Colleges 

30. Persons owning/running STD/ISD/FAX Booths 

31.Persons providing entertainment using Dish Antennae or Cable T.V. 



32.Property Developers including Land Developers and Building/ Flat 

Developers 

33. Persons owning/ running Computer Training Institutions/ Driving 

institutes/ Technical training institutes 

34. Persons owning Marriage halls/ Kalyana mantaps 

35. Owners of Bars and Restaurants 

36. Cinematography Film Processors 

37.Owners of outdoor film studio units 

38.Persons Licensed or approved as contractors (work contractors and leasing 

companies) 

39.Authorised Assistants and Sub-Brokers recognized by Stock Exchange 

40. Persons running Weigh Bridges 

41. Persons operating Computer Services 

42. Persons operating Wireless services including Pager Services 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Sr. States Two Wheelers Cars Taxis Stage Carriage Contract Carriage Trucks

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1- Andhra Pradesh 9% of the Cost 9% of the Cost 9% of the Cost Rs. 822-948/- p.q. Rs.1050-1575 ps/pq Rs. 404-2826/- p.q.

2- Assam 135 Kg. Rs. 4000 2-7% of the Cost Rs. 5000/- p.a. Rs. 1000-8000/-p.a. Rs.14000-30500/p.a. Rs. 1750-10300/-

3- Bihar Rs. 900 to Rs. 1500 Rs. 3750/- Rs. 1030 to 1250/- p.a. Rs.990-1250/- p.a. Rs. 200/-p.a. Rs. 500 per tonne

4- Gujarat Rs. 500-2000/- 5-7% of the Cost 7% of the Cost Rs.600 p.a. Rs. 12000 

per passenger p.a.

Rs. 1200-6000 ps/py Rs. 1800-12800/-

5- Haryana Rs. 1200- 3600 p.a. N.A. Rs. 36000/- p.a. Rs. 1200 p.a. Rs. 10000-16000 Rs.3500- 10010/- p.a.

6- Himanchal Pradesh Rs. 263 + 121 per additionl 

seat p.a.

Rs. 2400-8000 p.a. Rs. 1350 p.a. Rs.3550-8000/-p.a. Rs.200-8000/-py Rs. 847-4800/ p.a.

7- Jammu & Kashmir Rs. 60-150 p.q. Rs. 150/- p.q. Rs. 250-375/- p.q. Rs. 600-1000/p.q. Rs.800-1200 p.y. Rs.900-1100/- p.a.

8- Karanataka Rs. 1100- 3500/- Rs. 1200-30000/- Rs. 240 ps/py Rs.425-1000 ps/pq NA Rs. 600-7275/ p.a.

9- Kerala Rs. 1500-2000/- Rs. 14000-23100/- Rs. 480/- p.q. Rs.105-600 ps/p.q. Rs.60-2000 p.q. Rs. 180-4200/- p.q.

10- Madhya Pradesh 3% of the cost 3% of the Cost/- Rs. 

4000-7000/-

Rs. 100-120 ps/py Rs.1380-2400 ps/py Rs. 350-7200 ps/py Rs. 327-3025/- p.q.

11- Maharashtra 7% of the Cost / Rs. 1500 4% of the cost Rs. 320/- 360/- p.y. Rs. 71 p.y. Rs. 750-4000/- Rs. 1500- 8510/- p.a.

12- Orissa Rs. 130-200/- p.a. Rs. 45-10440/- p.y. N.A. Rs. 160-1746 ps/p.a. Rs. 413-1032 p.s./p.a. Rs. 45-6500/- p.a.

13- Punjab N.A. N.A. Rs. 650 per seat p.a. Rs. 650 NA NA

14- Rajasthan 5% of the cost 3.0-6.0% of the Cost Rs. 1500- 2520/- 2.25 - 3.9% of the Cost Rs. 125- 3% of the 

cost

1.5-2.0% of the cost

15- Tamil Nadu Rs. 1000/- Rs. 8210- 60240/- Rs. 150-200 p.q Rs. 325-400 p.s./p.a. Rs. 280-3000 p.a. Rs. 600-2500/-

16- Uttaranchal Rs. 60-90/-pa. Rs. 528-2420/- Rs. 30% p.a. Rs. 303-1139 p.a. Rs. 314-385 p.a. Rs. 2.70-21.60 /- p.m./ 

p.q.

17- Uttar Pradesh Rs. 90- 150/- p.a. Rs. 500-2420/- p.a. Rs. 95- 590/- p.a. Rs. 95-230 p.q. 210-1115 p.q. Rs. 70-85/- p.q.

18- West Bengal Rs. 1500-6250/- Rs.8550-11250 Rs.13950 Rs. 7000 p.a. Rs. 400-5000 Rs. 400-6200/-p.a.

Rates of Motor Vehicles Tax in Different States

Source:  Un-published report titled "Mobilizing Tax and Non-tax Sources: A case study of Uttaranchal" (2006),    Foundation for Public Economics and Policy 

Research.

ANNEXURE  III - B

(para 3.32)



Almora

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C&P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 1.32 0.25 0.96 0.1 5.53 5

Van Panchayats 21.03 187.76 83.93 95.38 3.74 50

Other 590.26 445.5 658.86 1969.99 1697.75 1250

Total Non-Tax 3097.98 3358.05 3456.71 5159.33 4667.52 4175

Total Income From Own Sources 3097.98 3358.05 3456.71 5159.33 4667.52 4175

Grants

State Government 142.3 0 11377 3804 3178 0

Central Govt. 14555.1 13007.7 18741.8 39357.6 46644.6 40000

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 17610 11740 5870

SFC Devolution 0 7738.76 5764.97 2882 2018 4000

Total Revenue 17795.4 24104.5 39340.4 68812.9 68248.2 54045

Bageshwar

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Lisa 0 200 56.56 115 94 350

Gharat 0 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.4 5

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Excise Fee 80 80 80 80 80 100

Other 227 338 476 426 364 350

Total Non-Tax 1324 2593.1 2088.76 2067.1 2349.4 3555

Total Income From Own Sources 1324 2593.1 2088.76 2067.1 2349.4 3555

Grants

State Government 3468 0 2292 0 6136 10000

Central Govt. 8846 13315 12999 17055 13882 15000

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

SFC Devolution 0 3327 3383 1692 1184 2368

Total Revenue 13638 19235.1 20762.8 20814.1 23551.4 30923

Annexure IV-A

Revenue Receipts of Zila Panchayats (2000-06)



Chamoli

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 377.15 410.41 715.56 786.5 721.54 781

Total 377.15 410.41 715.56 786.5 721.54 781

Non Tax Revenue

Parao Adda Fees 16 0 65 136 75 110

Lisa 170.15 295.58 367.74 144.68 753.67 350

Gharat 1.543 0.74 1.7 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Excise Fee 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 1003.29 1027 1609.6 1374.41 1295 1457.5

Total Non-Tax 3244.98 3275.32 4376.04 4305.09 4798.67 4898.5

Total Income From Own Sources 3622.13 3685.73 5091.6 5091.59 5520.21 5679.5

Grants

State Government 2099.5 1232.11 2955.41 0 3178.79 5000

Central Govt. 2709.04 2814.41 2488 12744.8 13465.1 11000

EFC/TFC

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 15624 10415 5208

SFC Devolution 0 6628 5113.8 2556 1790 4000

Total Revenue 4808.54 10674.5 10557.2 30924.8 28848.9 25208

Champawat

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 342 51 739 65 80 1500

Other 773 339 1503 562 2091 217

Lisa 69 44 30 0 21 50

Income From Fair/Exibition 1860 1652 703 1474 1039 1700

Total Non-Tax 3364 2335 3329 2523 3691 3947

Total Income From Own Sources 3364 2335 3329 2523 3691 3947

Grants

State Government 4988 9285 9226 11314 8212 6500

Central Govt. 4215 3991 10492 9998 7705 9000

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 5856 3905 2500

SFC Devolution 0 4884 1917 958 672 3124

Total Revenue 12567 20495 24964 30649 24185 25071



Dehradun

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 1016.46 954.15 914.4 1086.3 1335.5 1250

Total 1016.46 954.15 914.4 1086.3 1335.5 1250

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 2287.38 2518.65 2361.45 2962.5 3342.65 3355

Tahabazari 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lisa 25.9 32 27.7 21.35 20.53 22

Parao Adda fee 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 2766.61 3117.55 2958.75 3479.45 4143.48 4087

Total Income From Own Sources 3783.07 4071.7 3873.15 4565.75 5478.98 5337

Grants

State Government 0 0 0 0 3987 2000

Central Govt. 5000 4400 13282 11600 11414 11500

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 14710 6145 6000

SFC Devolution 5807 6497.5 4815.7 2408 1686 3200

Total Revenue 14590.1 14969.2 21970.9 33283.8 28711 28037

Hardwar

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 1326 1193 1483 1735 2066 2400

Total 1326 1193 1483 1735 2066 2400

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 2136 1930 2695 3509 5978 5335

Tahabazari 28 27 95 144 147 220

Lisa 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parao Adda fee 1041 1922 4408 3835 4853 4800

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 614 653 650 564 1650 1652

Income From Fair/Exibition 16 113 80 0 2 10

Total Non-Tax 5428 5825 10143 10568 15269 14842



Total Income From Own Sources 6754 7018 11626 12303 17335 17242

Grants

State Government 0 0 0 0 0 0

Central Govt. 4353 8729 1164 19816 15019 21658

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 24402 16269 8200

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 0 0 0

SFC Devolution 0 12986 7988 3994 2796 8000

Total Revenue 11107 28733 20778 60515 51419 55100

Nainital

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 475 697 566 414 1164 1255

Lisa 729 67 0 122 54 300

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 257 326 9 572 339 600

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 2825 2738 1943 3451 5167 6620

Total Income From Own Sources 2825 2738 1943 3451 5167 6620

Grants

 State Government 11984 3139 2294 3451 5167 6620

 Central Govt. 3456 7547 11065 16779 86150 14000

 EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 12053 8035 10000

SFC Devolution 0 7291 3945 5178 1381 6000

Total Revenue 18265 20715 19247 40912 105900 43240

Pauri

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 2409.45 2797.24 2488.88 2087.06 2498.94 2800

Total 2409.45 2797.24 2488.88 2087.06 2498.94 2800

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0.098 0.26 0.1 0.086 0.19 0.3

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Tax 3501.07 2556.71 3087.34 4082.07 3762.72 4578

Tahabazari 0 0 0 0 0 0



Lisa 1.23 44.84 60.63 57.52 98.68 100

Parao Adda fee 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 4027.27 3279.92 3691.14 4923.04 4625.12 5398.3

Total Income From Own Sources 6436.72 6077.16 6180.02 7010.1 7124.06 8198.3

Grants

State Government 0 0 0 0 0 0

Central Govt. 1651.8 4330.3 19248.6 17451.9 27337.4 26900

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 22238.1 14825 14104

SFC Devolution 0 9336.28 7279.54 3640 2548 5096

Total Revenue 8088.52 19743.7 32708.1 50340.1 51834.5 54298.3

Pithoragarh

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate
Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 23 25 71 39 175 50

Other Tax 228 57 12 184 241 225

Tahabazari 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lisa 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parao Adda fee 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 1351 1953 1516 1861 2149 2342

Total Income From Own Sources 1351 1953 1516 1861 2149 2342

Grants

State Government 1889 3779 4872 2436 1706 4872

Central Govt. 3501 3009 9613 11343 4227 9570

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 4961 4961 4960 4961 4960 6000

SFC Devolution 1889 3779 4872 2436 1706 1900

Total Revenue 13591 17481 25833 23037 14748 24684



Rudraprayag

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 84 181 428 302 259 300

Total 84 181 428 302 259 300

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 6 2 2 2 3 1

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 64 51 142 156 176 150

Lisa 36 66 13 21 30 150

Parao Adda fee 70 0 0 0 0 0

Income from Education Institutions 1591 403 207 86 85 150

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 2214 1185 1135 1688 1498 2051

Total Income From Own Sources 2298 1366 1563 1990 1757 2351

Grants

State Government 0 0 0 0 0 0

Central Govt. 996 2226 3803 7070 4584 10800

 EFC/TFC 0 0 0 8236 5500 3000

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 0 0 0

SFC Devolution 570 7127 2697 1348 944 1000

Total Revenue 3864 10719 8063 18644 12785 17151

Tehri

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 281 523 590 654 794 875

Total 281 523 590 654 794 875

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 7 4 7 8 8 15

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 644 493 923 1269 1366 1405

Tahabazari 162 181 234 2 263 296

Lisa 78 22 95 87 87 100

Parao Adda fee 1532 1631 2311 2362 2618 2915

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 211 248 468 381 430 595

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 155 80

Total Non-Tax 2931 2921 4381 4773 5451 6191

Total Income From Own Sources 3212 3444 4971 5427 6245 7066

Grants



State Government 19133 22563 27340 33619 36625 40957

Central Govt. 13572 10161 17918 25319 29126 31395

EFC/TFC 5561 5561 5561 5561 5563 5562

EFC Devolution 0 0 0 0 0 0

SFC Devolution 0 6841 3861 2739 1939 4000

Total Revenue 41478 48570 59651 72665 79498 88980

Udham Singh Nagar

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05
2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 1324 927 1407 1254 1982 1415

Tahabazari 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lisa 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parao Adda fee 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 700 661 1056 968 902 1520

Income From Fair/Exibition 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Non-Tax 4031 4950 5653 5530 6386 10505

Total Income From Own Sources 4031 4950 5653 5530 6386 10505

Grants

State Government 0 0 0 0 0 0

Central Govt. 3636 9242 21214 27046 25146 21500

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 6772 6773 6772 6773 6773 7000

SFC Devolution 5543 6202 6651 3326 2328 4656

Total Revenue 19982 27167 40290 42675 40633 43661

Uttarkashi

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-2006 

Estimate

Tax Revenue

C & P Tax 338 305 338 736 446 900

Total 338 305 338 736 446 900

Non Tax Revenue

Gharat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Van Panchayats 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Tax 2201 2793 2609 3999 4945 4850

Lisa 213 85 153 195 150 300



Parao Adda fee 358 505 638 803 720 850

Income from Education Institutions 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rent from shops/Bazar, Haat 0 0 0 0 0 0

Income From Fair/Exibition 646 742 815 20 934 950

Total Non-Tax 4015 4767 4887 6502 7446 7900

Total Income From Own Sources 4353 5072 5225 7238 7892 8800

Grants

State Government 514 300 496 798 4085 8070

Central Govt. 2655 3216 10092 28830 39722 61300

EFC/TFC 0 0 0 0 0 0

EFC Devolution 0 3866 5027 6573 7734 7000

SFC Devolution 0 5514 3798 1904 1330 6000

Total Revenue 7522 17968 24638 45343 60763 91170



Annexure  IV-B 
(para 4.20) 

Revenue Position of Zila Panchayats (2001-06) 
 

 Zila Panchayat  2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(B.E.) 

Almora      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 13.93 8.79 7.50 6.84 7.73 

Income from own sources as % of Total 

Revenue  

13.93 8.79 7.50 6.84 7.73 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  32.11 14.65 4.19 2.96 7.40 

Bageshwar      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 13.48 10.06 9.93 9.98 11.50 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

13.48 10.06 9.93 9.98 11.50 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  17.30 16.29 8.13 5.03 7.66 

Chamoli      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  3.84 6.78 2.54 2.50 3.10 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 30.68 41.45 13.92 16.63 19.43 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

34.53 48.23 16.46 19.13 22.53 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  62.09 48.44 8.27 6.20 15.87 

Champawat      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 13.42 11.14 8.11 13.65 14.60 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

13.42 11.14 8.11 13.65 14.60 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  28.07 6.41 3.08 2.48 11.56 

Dehradun      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  6.37 4.16 3.26 4.65 4.46 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 20.83 13.47 10.45 14.43 14.58 

Income from own sources as % of Total 

Revenue  

27.20 17.63 13.72 19.08 19.04 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  43.41 21.92 7.23 5.87 11.41 

      



Hardwar      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  4.15 7.14 2.87 4.02 4.36 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 20.27 48.82 17.46 29.70 26.94 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

24.42 55.95 20.30 33.71 31.29 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  45.20 38.44 6.60 5.44 14.52 

Nainital      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 13.22 10.10 8.44 4.88 15.31 

Income from own sources as % of Total 

Revenue  

13.22 10.10 8.44 4.88 15.31 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  35.20 20.50 12.66 1.30 13.88 

Pauri Garhwal      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  14.17 7.61 4.15 4.82 5.16 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 16.61 11.29 9.78 8.92 9.94 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

30.78 18.89 13.93 13.74 15.10 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  47.29 22.26 7.23 4.92 9.39 

Pithoragarh      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 11.17 5.87 8.08 14.57 9.49 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

11.17 5.87 8.08 14.57 9.49 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  21.62 18.86 10.57 11.57 7.70 

Rudraprayag      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  1.69 5.31 1.62 2.03 1.75 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 11.06 14.08 9.05 11.72 11.96 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

12.74 19.38 10.67 13.74 13.71 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  66.49 33.45 7.23 7.38 5.83 

Tehri Garhwal      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  1.08 0.99 0.90 1.00 0.98 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 6.01 7.34 6.57 6.86 6.96 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

7.0 8.33 7.47 7.86 7.94 



SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  14.08 6.47 3.77 2.44 4.50 

Udham Singh Nagar      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 18.22 14.03 12.96 15.72 24.06 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

18.22 14.03 12.96 15.72 24.06 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  22.83 16.51 7.79 5.73 10.66 

Uttarkashi      

Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 1.70 1.37 1.62 0.73 0.99 

Non-Tax Revenue as % of Total Revenue 26.53 19.84 14.34 12.25 8.67 

Income from own sources as of Total 

Revenue  

28.23       21.21 15.96 12.99 9.65 

SFC Devolution as % of Total Revenue  30.69 15.42 4.20 2.19 6.58 

Source: SFC Questionnaire for ZPs. 

 

 



Income of Gram Panchayats (Aggregated at District level): 2001-02 to 2004-05

(000).

Income 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05

Tax 615.94 424.34 501.95 528.17

Fees 1466.22 2071.73 2082.84 2134.58

Interest Income 277.94 587.99 4571.92 17008.54

SFC 879.76 66547.32 140113.98 2426.50

EFC 74105.20 25944.16 77092.90 78454.13

Per capita own income Rs. 4.76 6.22 14.44 39.69

Per capita total income Rs. 156.07 192.86 452.74 202.90

Tax 920.05 1287.00 1722.05 1501.58

Fees 94.62 105.19 124.44 254.88

Interest Income 1139.83 261.01 331.08 665.32

SFC 4343.34 11198.65 16331.11 67358.95

EFC 36428.10 54364.54 73604.27 94418.12

Per capita own income Rs. 9.46 7.26 9.56 10.63

Per capita total income Rs. 28.53 56.43 81.27 306.40

Tax 27.80 27.44 33.16 34.75

Fees 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.20

Interest Income 31.28 89.55 32.67 33.18

SFC 1175.26 689.20 1148.49 3289.03

EFC 651.00 1814.33 4344.63 2975.94

Per capita own income Rs. 0.20 0.40 0.23 0.23

Per capita total income Rs. 4.09 2.68 4.03 11.11

Tax 762.66 1700.87 1116.14 963.96

Fees 2.87 2.39 3.19 3.35

Interest Income 207.17 87.88 416.62 679.17

SFC 4406.94 6804.08 8116.61 3971.16

EFC 9069.18 9329.86 12577.60 11004.77

Per capita own income Rs. 5.05 9.31 7.98 8.55

Per capita total income Rs. 27.95 44.66 50.15 29.19

Tax 1346.42 1341.63 1418.64 1724.58

Fees 1223.38 1375.40 2118.17 2677.76

Interest Income 54.35 300.14 1336.74 2869.93

SFC 11259.61 46487.24 14339.79 12706.87

EFC 14215.14 11569.54 85056.41 80100.06

Per capita own income Rs. 4.54 5.22 8.43 12.58

Per capita total income Rs. 24.02 85.66 33.25 34.57

Champawat

Chamoli

Bageshwar

Almora

Annexure IV-C

(para 4.27)

Dehradun



Income of Gram Panchayats (Aggregated at District level): 2001-02 to 2004-05

(000).

Tax 765.22 761.27 1120.94 1446.30

Fees 396.16 452.25 479.99 458.63

Interest Income 718.38 819.48 776.92 1431.99

SFC 13315.66 16475.68 44192.24 24842.65

EFC 9173.74 12600.49 153676.78 31379.24

Per capita own income Rs. 2.10 2.27 2.66 3.73

Per capita total income Rs. 16.98 20.68 52.03 31.49

Tax 33297.94 33619.32 44015.60 48357.14

Fees 5998.50 6076.94 8908.38 7226.84

Interest Income 6729.24 8791.21 10927.78 8830.94

SFC 14728.76 20493.65 152815.59 57872.96

EFC 129641.97 92558.28 79728.69 41358.24

Per capita own income Rs. 115.83 122.03 160.69 162.11

Per capita total income Rs. 152.90 173.60 545.28 307.76

Tax 15.00 14.51 14.23 14.23

Fees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Interest Income 0.22 0.38 0.27 0.18

SFC 0.00 0.00 191.16 173.16

EFC 248.60 35.38 35.38 241.28

Per capita own income Rs. 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02

Per capita total income Rs. 0.03 0.02 0.34 0.31

Tax 1350.99 579.57 818.09 604.82

Fees 11.51 60.23 65.17 51.51

Interest Income 250.36 436.24 410.85 1595.62

SFC 14304.51 21886.03 23120.10 26682.30

EFC 16130.12 17612.34 83495.50 40178.84

Per capita own income Rs. 4.12 2.75 3.31 5.76

Per capita total income Rs. 81.91 103.71 275.82 176.66

Tax 590.46 843.88 825.96 921.67

Fees 194.17 203.88 325.10 907.27

Interest Income 209.64 534.00 476.24 1445.21

SFC 7872.83 83679.04 84355.21 81383.92

EFC 13288.27 13173.14 19361.15 95754.09

Per capita own income Rs. 4.84 7.70 7.92 15.93

Per capita total income Rs. 43.14 414.80 418.31 411.86

Tax 36.03 32.63 36.33 32.99

Fees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Nainital

Hardwar

Tehri

Rudraprayag

Pithoragarh

Pauri



Income of Gram Panchayats (Aggregated at District level): 2001-02 to 2004-05

(000).

Interest Income 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

SFC 51.53 82.61 95.33 0.00

EFC 55.12 68.20 262.40 61.65

Per capita own income Rs. 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.05

Per capita total income Rs. 0.14 0.19 0.21 0.05

Tax 4110.90 4033.04 4122.47 4386.50

Fees 112.92 53.59 62.74 80.15

Interest Income 65.63 69.12 202.91 926.02

SFC 13650.54 13835.62 18445.26 16414.02

EFC 3806.25 7123.73 31588.43 37669.87

Per capita own income Rs. 5.51 5.34 5.64 6.93

Per capita total income Rs. 23.06 23.12 29.35 28.03

Tax 483.03 445.53 488.88 695.30

Fees 1950.35 1661.86 1782.26 2419.10

Interest Income 221.92 156.78 303.47 516.74

SFC 5360.85 7008.69 12677.19 9533.57

EFC 9075.31 9801.70 20516.32 18763.16

Per capita own income Rs. 9.98 8.51 9.67 13.64

Per capita total income Rs. 30.12 34.84 57.31 49.47

Source: SFC questionnaire

Uttarkashi

Udham Singh Nagar



Annexure IV.D 

District-Wise Land Revenue and Collection Charges for Recovery of Government Dues: 

2002-03 to 2004-05 

       (Amount in Rupees) 

Districts Year Land Revenue Collection Charges for Govt. 

Dues 

Almora 2002-03 174187 940610 

2003-04 - 1131710 

2004-05 184872 1167571 

Bageshwar 2002-03 77156 271859 

2003-04 33427 558974 

2004-05 77002 390271 

Chamoli 2002-03 24372 629598 

2003-04 47193 522827 

2004-05 45653 4485395 

Champawat 2002-03 125075 215982 

2003-04 135571 286381 

2004-05 126957 350576 

Dehradun 2002-03 544192 8142826 

2003-04 556344 9250508 

2004-05 488649 9183088 

Hardwar 2002-03 2038000 2517000 

2003-04 2379000 4027000 

2004-05 2896000 4000000 

Nainital 2002-03 592017 1697425 

2003-04 582813 1887700 

2004-05 571584 1813963 

Pauri Garhwal 2002-03 193092 1365091 

2003-04 235325 1209741 

2004-05 208209 274927 

Pithoragarh 2002-03 164646 450772 

2003-04 217893 815555 

2004-05 110541 1414530 

Rudraprayag 2002-03 21166 200408 

2003-04 20687 306684 

2004-05 20278 312151 

Tehri Garhwal 2002-03 182240 833513 

2003-04 182362 1270158 

2004-05 177365 1484384 

Udham Singh Nagar 2002-03 2336524 2642304 

2003-04 2913577 4436789 

2004-05 2175254 3742409 

Uttarkashi 2002-03 48515 873194 

2003-04 213198 1012557 

2004-05 127207 1143583 
Source: Revenue Department, Uttaranchal Government 



2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06(Est) Average 

2001-02 to 

2004-05

Nagar Nigam

Dehradun 232.93 255.85 276.19 246.66 344.00 252.91

NPPs

Almora 703.39 714.47 720.10 776.51 822.21 728.62

Bageshwar 496.53 515.71 519.25 562.74 555.04 523.56

Bazpur 98.75 109.49 114.22 119.81 148.22 110.57

Bhowali 741.29 706.64 676.16 660.01 741.11 696.03

Dugadda 824.93 5038.88 715.06 616.85 1341.55 1798.93

Gadarpur 246.67 261.58 269.96 289.13 407.84 266.83

Gopeshwar 130.14 144.66 189.68 204.31 191.35 167.20

Haldwani 327.81 349.45 393.86 463.43 518.58 383.64

Hardwar 114.26 97.21 123.39 121.23 194.92 114.03

Jaspur 179.21 219.17 212.67 164.38 20.02 193.86

Joshimath 303.36 407.71 413.70 460.23 467.64 396.25

Kashipur 242.00 213.55 230.21 234.30 239.55 230.01

Khatima 463.99 407.78 460.20 537.02 1229.94 467.25

Kichha 94.06 98.06 117.23 109.01 169.16 104.59

Kotdwara 278.29 277.54 275.32 290.97 575.02 280.53

Manglaur 169.74 172.58 180.47 186.71 201.18 177.37

Mussoorie 1005.00 824.50 908.99 903.44 977.95 910.48

Nainital 855.18 714.69 840.82 894.09 1092.16 826.20

Narendranagar 507.73 542.04 634.24 588.99 706.64 568.25

Pauri 191.70 191.70 191.70 191.70 191.70 191.70

Pithoragarh 187.91 167.95 936.39 249.05 305.26 385.32

Ramnagar 273.20 257.92 278.00 275.21 295.12 271.08

Rishikesh 226.93 236.34 247.67 250.89 290.23 240.46

Roorkee 326.79 290.47 330.18 247.04 284.00 298.62

Rudrapur 1290.74 1252.01 1233.43 1367.04 168.03 1285.81

Sitarganj 207.87 172.92 169.92 176.76 215.60 181.87

Srinagar 72.18 75.64 86.22 93.45 173.97 81.88

Tanakpur 351.53 341.53 393.27 377.33 436.72 365.92

Tehri 195.95 211.90 246.05 205.29 220.17 214.80

Uttarkashi 266.93 381.29 305.86 355.91 521.61 327.50

Vikasnagar 331.17 350.71 489.75 483.50 625.74 413.78

Nagar Panchayats

Badkote 182.72 172.91 209.68 257.31 356.03 205.65

Per Capita Office and establishment Expenditure of ULBs

Annexrue V-B

(Rupees).

(para 5.17)



Badrinath

Bhimtal 325.67 204.46 199.01 266.60 408.41 248.94

Chamba 69.48 90.10 141.40 113.38 152.78 103.59

Champawat 468.83 246.21 284.05 321.34 512.76 330.11

Devprayag 527.63 467.32 758.25 794.37 805.71 636.89

Dharchula 157.15 229.06 312.11 280.46 281.33 244.70

Didihat 177.65 82.06 87.81 101.25 0.00 112.19

Dineshpur 108.59 127.48 151.71 148.41 191.40 134.05

Doiwala 122.09 125.20 128.31 131.69 140.00 126.82

Dwarahaat 243.04 229.94 327.44 268.83 323.42 267.31

Gangotri

Gauchar 83.44 74.01 100.04 82.87 0.15 85.09

Herbertpur 110.57 124.74 137.94 145.52 143.89 129.69

Jhabreda 169.28 58.68 102.50 72.05 77.66 100.63

Kaladhungi 138.54 150.95 156.98 171.67 606.23 154.54

Karnaprayag 116.21 181.59 150.80 127.66 178.19 144.06

Kedarnath

Kelakhera 105.48 84.53 106.61 116.18 121.05 103.20

Kirtinagar 986.93 1630.69 1858.74 1579.77 2615.38 1514.03

Laksar 24.56 20.94 29.71 11.13 54.00 21.58

Lalkuan 213.37 224.86 234.67 264.26 374.00 234.29

Landhaura 69.44 78.10 85.86 90.42 99.96 80.95

Lohaghat 264.00 313.01 390.39 355.43 626.18 330.71

Mahuadabra 81.22 79.41 96.37 107.25 134.36 91.06

Mahuakheraganj 98.24 117.29 125.16 124.78 146.74 116.37

Muni ki Reti 254.44 261.42 314.47 292.89 339.09 280.81

Nandprayag 317.03 3373.10 202.84 486.22 176.06 1094.80

Rudraprayag 697.73 716.16 768.55 620.42 631.11 700.71

Shaktigarh 55.59 91.51 85.05 110.06 115.16 85.55

Sultanpur 145.29 150.67 176.32 150.10 181.49 155.59

Source: SFC questionnaire



2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06(Est) Average 

2001-02 to 

2004-05

Nagar Nigam

Dehradun 113.88 117.52 129.66 116.31 92.04 119.34

NPPs

Almora 148.13 195.51 248.68 245.57 347.32 209.47

Bageshwar 135.59 153.02 172.11 342.05 213.51 200.69

Bazpur 63.88 71.63 79.85 88.84 98.20 76.05

Bhowali 144.41 152.58 135.89 169.45 408.20 150.58

Dugadda 242.72 565.82 84.30 209.09 441.39 275.48

Gadarpur 84.62 73.48 76.71 87.58 82.41 80.60

Gopeshwar 87.93 78.30 79.51 103.67 92.57 87.35

Haldwani 70.95 77.08 88.61 86.13 91.70 80.69

Hardwar 160.52 102.36 99.23 231.85 221.79 148.49

Jaspur 118.79 106.35 117.82 109.51 153.31 113.11

Joshimath 210.17 260.78 229.56 367.18 278.10 266.92

Kashipur 117.41 95.53 106.79 105.70 131.38 106.36

Khatima 171.46 130.40 138.78 142.10 211.79 145.68

Kichha 72.32 166.67 244.43 218.11 193.26 175.38

Kotdwara 210.86 191.06 224.01 308.24 449.63 233.54

Manglaur 49.92 38.84 36.19 34.90 19.09 39.96

Mussoorie 783.56 1480.31 1004.91 745.72 2315.90 1003.62

Nainital 216.26 127.93 118.30 220.89 236.09 170.85

Narendranagar 53.17 57.32 62.22 65.42 74.66 59.53

Pauri 39.29 40.82 37.18 48.58 69.32 41.47

Pithoragarh 109.29 139.83 120.08 100.29 156.68 117.37

Ramnagar 180.80 106.96 98.91 184.68 197.38 142.84

Rishikesh 106.27 139.55 145.66 167.34 274.23 139.71

Roorkee 132.27 163.53 86.10 74.57 69.53 114.12

Rudrapur 318.43 356.82 464.65 359.79 227.23 374.92

Sitarganj 29.78 38.36 40.51 36.58 37.09 36.31

Srinagar 106.57 184.96 156.27 91.21 153.37 134.75

Tanakpur 65.34 107.90 100.31 95.12 118.08 92.17

Tehri 53.32 67.53 151.62 107.36 242.58 94.96

Uttarkashi 70.57 182.30 99.29 105.01 114.16 114.29

Vikasnagar 133.11 121.42 107.96 128.78 217.84 122.82

Nagar Panchayats

Badkote 53.67 59.73 87.33 94.85 89.25 73.90

Per Capita own Revenue of ULBs

Annexure V-A

(Rupees).

(para 5.10)



Badrinath 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Bhimtal 8.20 37.69 34.95 63.26 8981.31 36.02

Chamba 25.87 22.63 20.60 22.85 40.27 22.99

Champawat 133.98 147.92 128.91 154.50 141.31 141.32

Devprayag 210.58 101.16 96.79 88.15 274.83 124.17

Dharchula 111.08 107.45 174.52 155.90 251.31 137.24

Didihat 59.45 75.69 94.86 104.47 109.03 83.62

Dineshpur 41.90 55.51 46.48 69.22 86.38 53.28

Doiwala 40.60 36.55 28.66 46.53 50.66 38.09

Dwarahat 86.62 98.59 101.63 103.38 153.70 97.55

Gangotri 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Gauchar 30.66 129.83 54.26 147.27 13.20 90.50

Herbertpur 125.61 67.94 90.99 172.24 115.76 114.19

Jhabreda 91.75 79.71 80.99 79.50 113.38 82.99

Kaladhungi 228.13 182.77 211.81 360.64 511.75 245.84

Karnaprayag 26.21 69.72 72.51 87.30 116.64 63.93

Kedarnath 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Kelakhera 36.63 40.86 66.17 97.74 110.64 60.35

Kirtinagar 165.41 172.34 242.63 142.15 235.98 180.63

Laksar 38.70 41.99 48.90 40.35 52.08 42.48

Lalkuan 82.77 189.52 51.75 174.99 196.12 124.75

Landhaura 35.92 32.17 48.66 36.56 56.44 38.33

Lohaghat 198.21 224.07 277.77 225.18 765.05 231.31

Mahuadabra 39.98 1049.86 51.66 55.75 10705.80 299.31

Mahuakheraganj 21.79 40.14 42.17 42.70 52.38 36.70

Muni ki Reti 548.38 373.35 286.80 438.58 324.87 411.78

Nandprayag 363.16 760.03 1299.29 842.29 930.75 816.19

Rudraprayag 193.86 112.00 181.60 332.57 360.00 205.01

Shaktigarh 43.84 33.39 39.44 51.24 62.60 41.98

Sultanpur 188.22 178.19 193.06 215.18 224.27 193.66



Property Tax as % of own revenue Property Tax as % of total revenue

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Estimates)

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

(Estimates)

Dehradun 49.12 46.09 44.59 49.14 59.35 18.49 13.43 12.65 16.52 11.14

Almora 50.31 50.51 43.07 48.09 52.52 15.91 19.49 17.06 19.28 25.35

Bageshwar 29.30 25.54 29.19 16.04 24.01 29.30 25.54 29.19 16.04 24.01

Bazpur 22.63 25.56 25.57 27.94 28.04 5.23 5.54 5.21 8.07 8.40

Bhowali 25.50 20.81 25.63 25.05 40.00 4.36 3.89 4.24 5.30 14.40

Duggada 0.00 3.16 22.87 10.69 52.90 0.00 1.70 3.19 3.10 52.90

Gadarpur 44.33 54.27 51.89 52.74 63.02 44.33 54.27 51.89 52.74 63.02

Gopeshwar 27.18 36.45 37.54 31.86 40.85 5.98 7.34 6.56 9.01 8.49

Haldwani 36.19 32.78 32.19 33.50 32.36 8.89 9.02 8.34 8.61 7.30

Hardwar 23.25 34.81 39.19 18.53 38.10 8.02 10.21 9.57 9.64 12.57

Jaspur 24.73 35.70 34.61 33.29 33.50 8.38 10.48 9.46 9.75 10.05

Joshimath 7.83 10.24 9.31 9.98 13.62 2.43 3.95 2.93 5.11 5.77

Kashipur 30.87 38.58 35.12 36.24 41.67 10.80 10.60 8.95 11.85 15.63

Khatima 38.96 38.61 32.14 31.14 23.06 11.71 10.75 8.50 10.38 4.99

Kichha 9.70 5.47 5.69 27.34 27.14 2.49 2.15 2.50 13.66 10.07

Kotdwar 19.00 23.73 22.10 14.59 13.37 7.99 10.17 9.01 8.47 7.81

Manglaur 26.67 23.88 56.65 44.28 12.30 4.69 3.15 5.86 6.07 0.92

Mussoorie 40.03 21.67 30.34 40.80 18.22 16.87 16.14 18.73 25.72 14.34

Nainital 15.27 27.92 14.33 24.84 19.74 5.36 10.26 5.02 9.03 7.04

Narendranagar 64.18 61.84 58.18 66.28 59.34 3.75 6.26 5.57 9.07 6.67

Pauri 64.19 72.87 63.48 61.48 72.89 3.78 6.03 2.50 5.21 4.68

Pithoragarh 22.18 19.21 24.47 30.34 20.23 6.65 6.48 6.35 6.87 5.93

Ramnagar 15.27 27.92 14.33 24.84 19.74 6.78 8.16 3.40 9.17 7.79

Rishikesh 48.92 52.94 55.88 49.19 44.07 16.54 20.08 19.06 22.68 21.71

Roorkee 25.45 21.37 41.98 69.75 88.50 9.08 8.43 9.11 17.79 16.31

Rudrapur 8.26 7.18 5.37 11.64 19.85 5.05 3.55 3.21 6.23 6.38

Sitarganj 67.53 60.71 51.90 57.35 55.08 8.57 7.85 5.98 6.96 6.41

Srinagar 25.68 13.67 23.40 4.80 26.53 6.76 4.73 6.84 1.23 6.39

Tanakpur 19.26 12.37 15.20 28.13 28.12 3.62 3.18 3.30 5.94 6.67

Annexure A.5.C

Share of Property Tax in Own Revenue and Total Revenue of ULBs: 2001-02 to 2005-06.

Nagar Palika Parishad

Nagar Nigam

(para 5.25)



Tehri 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Uttarkashi 35.31 12.71 20.11 26.46 25.66 4.27 3.90 3.33 6.12 5.56

Vikasnagar 60.17 53.03 73.15 69.71 73.53 16.55 12.29 14.20 18.81 22.94

Barkote 41.22 36.31 28.08 25.04 27.57 8.34 7.20 5.30 6.64 5.90

Badrinath 14.72 30.72 18.39 17.62 25.25 7.05 13.72 8.28 8.14 12.56

Bheemtal 33.55 42.51 40.85 40.58 31.43 1.59 6.98 4.11 6.78 0.30

Chamba 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Champawat 30.89 31.54 47.57 27.80 33.96 11.91 8.65 5.70 5.25 1.80

Devprayag 15.43 37.84 42.16 39.33 39.42 3.96 6.67 5.08 5.85 10.49

Dharchula 22.89 33.19 24.91 22.59 25.12 10.29 10.14 7.83 6.56 14.37

Didihaat 47.86 65.34 72.41 69.04 72.52 14.98 25.01 16.39 14.59 14.88

Dineshpur 17.01 25.50 15.22 13.03 26.80 3.84 5.85 1.97 2.72 5.44

Doiwala 71.55 96.85 93.65 97.63 94.80 12.32 10.56 10.89 14.42 21.68

Dwarahat 22.84 15.00 16.44 17.97 21.18 22.84 4.03 2.36 2.62 4.28

Gangotri 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.11

Gauchar 22.88 6.87 13.24 5.52 0.12 2.30 2.43 1.68 2.01 0.00

Herbertpur 17.92 32.48 20.45 15.77 24.58 6.86 8.70 4.61 6.95 6.46

Jhabreda 35.89 37.30 43.42 46.25 55.45 14.75 11.21 8.95 12.33 18.93

Kaladhungi 22.96 9.38 2.70 12.40 16.26 13.36 4.58 1.09 7.13 9.93

Karnaprayag 0.00 45.41 43.04 27.39 36.86 0.00 6.09 5.82 6.92 7.87

Kedarnath 0.54 0.63 12.50 0.97 0.85 0.52 0.57 3.81 0.82 0.76

Kelakhera 13.75 35.67 28.58 22.82 30.20 2.62 6.37 5.00 6.13 7.74

Kirtinagar 26.11 39.45 23.24 33.41 32.85 2.90 4.44 2.53 2.99 2.82

Laksar 67.99 69.19 72.87 76.77 78.95 14.65 15.02 10.94 13.58 12.71

Lalkuan 92.60 61.79 85.31 91.97 90.35 29.10 36.94 12.13 45.01 4.40

Landhaura 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lohaghat 19.80 19.07 14.76 16.39 9.64 10.27 9.17 5.93 6.40 6.66

Mahuadabra 16.07 0.18 9.08 25.32 0.00 3.12 0.15 1.84 4.38 0.00

Mahuakheraganj 6.01 43.00 41.94 39.49 43.10 0.91 7.62 4.99 5.44 5.77

Muni ki Reti 3.54 6.42 4.60 11.00 7.81 2.91 4.28 2.20 7.35 4.39

Nandprayag 7.56 2.08 0.79 2.77 3.78 4.07 1.07 0.43 1.45 1.99

Rudraprayag 47.91 34.23 24.47 22.88 21.60 12.88 3.32 2.41 5.10 3.64

Shaktigarh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sultanpur 10.41 5.13 4.98 3.49 6.94 6.39 2.25 1.90 1.57 6.20

Source: SFC questionnaire

Nagar Panchayat



Annexure V-D 

(para 5.27 and 5.32) 

 
Rates and Efficiency of Property Tax Collection in Different ULBs of Uttaranchal.  

 

S.No. Urban Local Body Rates of 

Property Tax 

(% of  ARV) 

Property Tax 

Collection by ULBs as 

a Per cent of Current 

Demand 2004-05 

1 2 3 4 

 Nagar Nigam   

1 Dehradun 12.5 87 

 Nagar Palika Parishads   

1 Almora 10 73 

2 Bageshwar 10 62 

3 Bazpur 5 NA 

4 Bhawali 10 37 

5 Dugadda 10 91 

6 Gadarpur 5 
1 

, 6 
2 

,8 
3
 93 

7 Gopeshwar 5 96 

8 Haldwani 10 81 

9 Haridwar 7.5 76 

10 Jaspur 10 79 

11 Joshimath 5 
4 

, 6 
4 

, 7 
4
 91 

12 Kashipur 10 72 

13 Khatima 10 48 

14 Kichha 5 93 

15 Kotdwar 7 80 

16 Manglaur NA 83 

17 Mussoorie 15 56 

18 Nainital 12.5 NA 

19 Narendranagar 5 90 

20 Pauri 5 60 

21 Pithoragarh 6 93 

22 Ramnagar 7.5
1 

,
 
12.5 

2
 87 

23 Rishikesh 10 83 

24 Roorkee 7 
5 

, 10 
6
 87 

25 Rudrapur 10 95 

26 Sitarganj 5 69 

27 Srinagar 5 83 

28 Tanakpur 10 77 

29 Tehri 0 85 

30 Uttarkashi 5 
1 

, 6 
2 

, 8 
3
 64 

31 Vikasnagar 12.5 NA 

 



 

 

 Nagar Panchayats   

1 Badkote 5 59 

2 Badrinath 5 90 

3 Bhimtal 5 NA 

4 Chamba 0 Nil 

5 Champawat 5 NA 

6 Devprayag 3.12 
1
,6.25 

2
 95 

7 Dharchula NA NA 

8 Dineshpur 5 to 8 35 

9 Doiwala 10 73 

10 Dwarahat 5 74 

11 Didihat 5 75 

12 Gangotri 5 Nil 

13 Gauchar 5 48 

14 Herbertpur NA NA 

15 Jhabrera 10 97 

16 Kaladhungi 5 NA 

17 Karnaprayag 5 NA 

18 Kedarnath 5 NA 

19 Kelakhera 5 22 

20 Kirtinagar 5 79 

21 Laksar NA NA 

22 Lalkuan 7 NA 

23 Landhaura NA 96 

24 Lohaghat 4 to 6 NA 

25 Mahuadabra 10 NA 

26 Mahuakheraganj 10 73 

27 Muni ki Reti 10 93 

28 Nandprayag 5 78 

29 Rudraprayag 5 97 

30 Shaktigarh 0 104 

31 Sultanpur 5 NA 
Note:- 

1- For self-occupied property. 

2- For rented property. 

3- For commercial property. 

4- For properties whose ARV is: Rs. 361 to Rs. 1000, Rs 1001 to Rs. 4000 and more than Rs.4001 

respectively. 

5- For property located in the old city. 

6- For property located in civil lines. 

7- NA refers to data not available. 

 

Source: SFC questionnaire 

 

 



Annexure IX-A 

 
Seventh Round Table of Ministers In-Charge of Panchayati Raj – Jaipur, 17-19 

December, 2004 

 
IT-enabled e-Governance 

 

1. It is recognized that IT (Information Technology and Communication) is a vital input of capacity 

for Panchayats so that they can perform their constitutionally and legislatively mandated functions better.  

 

2. IT ought to be primarily positioned as : 

(i)  a decision making support system for Panchayats themselves; 

(ii) a tool for transparency, disclosure of information to citizens  social audit; 

(iii) a means for better and convergent delivery of services to citizens; 

(iv) a means for improving internal management and efficiency of  Panchayats; 

(v) a means for Capacity building of representatives and officials of the Panchayats; 

(vi) an e-Procurement medium.   

In this endeavour, the Round Table specifically proposes the following initiatives.  

Process Re-engineering : 

3. All States shall undertake a time-bound exercise of process re-engineering in consonance with the 

activity mapping already being undertaken by them for the functions transferred to the Panchayats, with a 

view to moving the processes of decision making, implementation, disclosure to the public, delivery of 

services and reporting and dissemination of information to Panchayat representatives to an IT enabled 

environment. 

4. In this exercise regard shall be had to avoid duplication of hardware and software initiatives by 

different State government departments and agencies.  

5. Considering the functional domain of Panchayats that potentially extends to 29 subject listed in 

the Eleventh Schedule, all e-Governance initiatives at the local level have to converge with the appropriate 

PRI as the nodal point.  

Data Ownership  

6. Such re-engineered processes shall ensure that the ownership of the data collected at the Panchayat 

level is with that level in the first instance, as the system becomes sustainable when those who use the data 

feel that they own it.  

7. While owning the data, the Panchayat could also operate, outsource or provide space to IT enabled 

multi service kiosk centers that provide IT enabled services to the people, including those that fall within 

the functions of the Panchayats.  

8. The Community Service Centers being rolled out by the Ministry of Information Technology at 

the Centre may be located in the Panchayat offices so that panchayats services can also be delivered 

through these Common Services Centers (CSC). 

Training:  

9. There has to be a systematic approach on training of staff and Panchayati Raj members through a 

cascading mode on use of IT.  



10. The opportunities offered by the satellite connectivity provided through the ISRO, including 

EDUSAT, can be used for undertaking training, 

11. While developing training material, regard shall be had to design user friendly approaches that can 

facilitate training of the illiterate or the neo-literate.  

Software:  

12. Development of common software application packages with provision for appropriate 

customization by states is preferred. In this connection, the National Informatics Centre (NIC), which being 

a government body present in all districts of the country and which has already done considerable software 

development for Panchayats, may be considered as the primary software provider.  

13. It is recommended that NIC strengthens themselves at all levels and provide dedicated staff through 

creating a Panchayat informatics division, with a time bound mandate to develop e-Governance solutions to 

all levels of Panchayats.  This will include the strengthening of the District Informatics Office of the NIC to 

support the District Planning Committee and the Panchayats. 

14. The National Panchayat Portal developed by the NIC for the Ministry of Panchayati Raj to 

become the information hub that links up Panchayats, the State Government and the Central Government 

for sharing of information, experiences and best practices. As a first step, all State governments may 

immediately link and port the  content of their existing Panchayat Raj websites or portals to the National 

Panchayat Portal and all District, Intermediate and Village Panchayats can be enabled and facilitated to link 

up with the portal. The content can be regularly updated by the respective stake holders. 

15. A repository of software solutions already developed by several states shall be maintained by the 

Ministry of Panchayat Raj or an institution nominated by it, so that they can be used by other states.  

16. Software development shall be primarily undertaken in open source software, with Indian 

language interphase, so as to reduce cost of replication and licencing.  

 

Hardware 

17. States should consider specifying a framework for common standards for hardware and put in 

place a system for transparent procurement through competitive bidding. 

18. Funds for acquisition of hardware could be dovetailed from various sources and could include   

 

(i) infrastructure funds available in multilaterally funded projects, 

(ii) Own incomes of Panchayats, 

(iii) Funds recommended by the Finance Commission for the creation and maintenance of 

Databases, 

(iv) Funds sourced from a fund to be created and managed by the Ministry of Panchayati Raj,  

(v) MP and MLA Local Area Development funds  

(vi) Purchases based on systems of annuity based purchases 

19. Considering the present power situation in the country, while procuring hardware, special 

attention shall be paid to providing reliable and uninterrupted power supply to computer systems. Special 

emphasis shall be placed on renewable energy devices and systems that consume less energy.  

Infrastructure and connectivity 

20. It is recommended that the NIC expands its communication network, NICNET, to link all 

Panchayats at all levels by using State Wide Area Network funds provided by the Department of 

Information Technology, Government of India. 



21. State governments can approach ISRO for providing satellite based connectivity in all the states to 

enable connectivity of all Panchayats. The initial infrastructure cost could be considered to be met or 

supported by an infrastructure fund that could be operated by the Ministry of Panchayat Raj.    

  

Operationalisation of the plan 

22. The initiative of empowering Panchayats with IT capacity shall be treated on par with creating 

national infrastructure such as power, telecom and roads. 

23. Formulate a mission mode/empowered committee mode for IT enabled automation of panchayat 

institutions with NIC and other solution providers, keeping in view the national e-governance action plan of 

the Government of India. 

 

Capacity Building & Training 

 

1. Training and communication ought to reach all PRI functionaries and elected representatives, 

namely,  

(i) Gram Panchayat Members, Chairpersons and Office bearers, 

(ii) Intermediate Panchayat Members, Chairpersons and Office bearers, 

(iii) District Panchayat Members, Chairpersons and Office bearers,  

(iv) All officials concerned at National, State, District, Intermediate & Village level; and 

(v) Standing Committee members at all levels. 

 

2. There should be special effort made towards sensitizing the media, political parties, representatives 

in the legislatures, civil society organisations and  citizens, 

3. There must be special campaigns for mobilization of Gram Sabha members.  

4. There must be special training for women, SC/ST representatives as well as first time entrants into 

the panchayat system within 3 months of their entry. 

5 Training for PESA areas should be designed so as to have regard to the cultural traditions and 

special needs of tribal people. 

6. Training and communication should not be viewed as a single one-time intervention but should be a 

continuous, ongoing process leading to enhanced sense of self esteem and confidence.  Training 

should cover both the “before” and “after” election periods. Initial training and communication 

should reach all elected representatives within one year. 

7. For those Panchayat members who need it, a functional literacy training course should be undertaken 

immediately after their elections. 

8. The panchayats should be encouraged to have a sense of ownership of the training programmes and 

play a major role in designing content and mechanisms of training. To this end, there must be 

representation for Panchayat members in the governing boards of training institutions that cater to 

their needs.  

 

9. Content of training should press on strategic and technical aspects and should be based on a 

systematic Training Needs Analysis arrived at through multi-stakeholder consultative workshops, 

which would precede the design of training modules and materials. 

10. There should be a minimum core curriculum that is common across the States adapting to suit local 

contexts.  Core curriculum should include : 

 

(i) Vision on purna swaraj through Gram swaraj;  

(ii) Principles of secularism, equality and human rights emanating from the Constitution of 

India; 

(iii) Gender equity and social justice; 

(iv) Status of human development;  



(v) Poverty alleviation; 

(vi) Participatory planning, implementation and monitoring; 

(vii) Right to information and transparency; and 

(viii) Social Audit; 

(ix) Rules and regulations covering Panchayati raj. 

 

11. Overall perspective of training must reinforce issues of social equity, gender sensitivity and justice 

among all participants in the process of governance through Panchayati raj, including all levels of 

the bureaucracy. 

 

12. Thematic curriculum should include: 

(i)       Human Resource Management, 

(ii)      Natural Resources Management, 

(iii)     Disaster Management, 

(iv)  Financial management, including own resource management and accounting, 

(v)      Sectoral approaches into providing basic human needs 

 

13.  Training strategy should be inclusive, participative and interactive and a composite mix of various 

interventions: 

(i) face-to-face participatory training; 

(ii) exposure visits; 

(iii) peer training/learning; 

(iv) satellite training;   

(v) radio/cassettes/ films; 

(vi) Traditional means of communication; 

(vii) Newsletters, updates and digests of replies to Frequently Asked Questions; 

(viii) Resource centers and Help Desks for Panchayats.  

14. Training content and processes should be relevant to the ground reality of elected representatives.  It 

should continue to develop and evolve based on feedback and impact assessment. Training should 

become a two way process so that feedback can help in reforming the content and process of 

training, as also result in systemic changes in panchayat and government functioning. 

 

15. States should move towards formation of training networks and collectives to share experiences, 

learn from each other, and access material from each other. States should also institutionalize 

collaboration with Community based organisations at the State, District, and Block level.  

16. Training should inspire elected representatives to form federations or collectives and facilitate them 

to voice their demands for genuine devolution and development.  

 

17. Trained members should be encouraged to become resource persons for further training of panchayat 

representatives Peer to peer learning, both within and outside the state through regional or national 

tie ups should be encouraged and supported 

 

18. Training should include exposure to best practices through visits to other Panchayats. 

 

19. All open universities may tie up with IGNOU and build linkages with the SIRDs and other like 

institutions engaged in training and capacity building  

 

20. Training programmes shall be designed especially for the secretarial and technical staff working 

with Panchayats through institutions such as IGNOU. Such training programmes should lead to 

formal certification on achieving prescribed standards of learning.  

 

21. Education in democracy and the constitutional role of panchayats as institutions of local self-

government should be made part of school curricula  

 

22. It shall be the endeavour of the central government to provide in as short a time as possible a 

panchayat capacity building fund through the Ministry of Panchayati Raj, which could include a 



certain percentage of central transfers specially earmarked for that purpose. Similarly, state 

governments should also create a Panchayat Capacity Building Fund for periodic training. 

 

23. There should a national perspective plan on decentralized training and capacity building for all PRI 

functionaries with specific objectives timeframe and resources.  

 

24. States can benefit by the use of pedagogy and training techniques with information accessible to all. 

The Ministry of Panchayati Raj could develop a repository of training programmes, including 

training resources and manuals developed by the Commonwealth. Development of master modules 

in training in issues of gender, poverty, mass communication etc. could also be developed.  

 

25. Independent training impact assessment studies should be periodically undertaken to assess the 

outcomes of training and inform emerging needs for follow up, 

 

26. States shall work towards upgradation of training centers, such as SIRDs, and extension training 

centers at the district, block level and below. 

 

27. With respect to the training needs of Panchayat members from the Union territories and States with 

Sixth Schedule areas, the Government of India would identify an SIRD or a group of institutions that 

could undertake the training. 

 


