
July 24, 1965 T H E E C O N O M I C W E E K L Y 

I HAVE road with great interest 
your comment and A Mitra's 

letter on the subject of census publi
cations in the issues of July 3 and 
17, respectively. Mitra's letter is very 
encouraging indeed. In particular, 
the consumers of census data will 
heartily welcome the proposal to at
tach a branch of the Publications Divi
sion to the Registrar General's Office. 

It is not quite clear whether Mitra's 
comparison of the publication record 
of the last Indian census with that of 
other countries relates only to the 
number of volumes published. The 
1961 census of Pakistan, which relied 
largely on hand sorting, had, in fact. 
published all of its basic data by 
about the middle of 1963 in six census 
bulletins; and by the end of 1964, the 
main national, provincial and district 
census reports were also out. It is my 
impression also that almost all the 
tables based on the 1960 census of 
U S A , which uses the most up-to-
date mechanical equipment, were 
published by the end of 1963, Of 
course, the differences in (i) the size 
of the population, (ii) the number of 
territorial units for which the data 
are tabulated and published, (iii) the 
scope of the tabulation programme, 
and (iv) the level of mechanisation 
severely limit the validity of such com
parisons. But unless Mitra's assertion 
relates only to the number of census 
publications, I have strong doubts 
whether it is tenable. 

Now, as was noted in your com
ment, the 1961 census has been uni

que in its scope. I am an admirer of 
the quality of its output as well as of 
its richness. When one hears of de
lays in its publications, one may point 
to the experience of the United King
dom where the general report on the 
1951 census was published only in 
1959. Besides, many who complain 
about these delays seldom give more 
than a cursory glance to the census 
volumes when they came out. But at 
least genuinely interested students 
would benefit a great deal from better 
speed in the publication of census 
data; and perhaps the necessary 
printing facilities, etc, need to be 
planned on a much larger scale than 
has been done so far. 

As for other things, one is not 
really convinced about the value of an 
official report for each State or Union 
Territory. It is doubtful whether one 
needs to refer to the general state of 
scholarly enterprise in this country to 
appreciate the point here. It is cer
tainly true that we arc indebted to 
the past census reports for their laud
able contribution to both demographic 
and/or socio-economic research in the 
country or, more correctly, in the 
entire sub-continent. But the demo
graphic expertise in the country has 
increased markedly during the past 
decade or so. India is often said to be 
a major exporter of demographers who 
occupy responsible positions and do 
competent work in international insti
tutions or in the public services of for
eign countries. Further, there are re
ports that the Demographic Advisory 
Committee of the Government of 

India has made grants for special de
mographic studies of each State with
in the country. Such studies are bound 
to rely greatly on the census data and 
while they may not actually be "re
hashes" of the State reports which 
are yet to be published, the common 
source of much of the empirical ma-
terial will inevitably involve a good 
deal of avoidable duplication. The 
best course of action, under the cir
cumstances, would probably be to 
bring out, instead of the State re
ports, one or two special volumes of 
papers contributed by State census 
officials who may thereby communi
cate to interested scholars and poste
rity the insights gained by them in 
the course of their work. Such an 
approach will further expand the scope 
for stimulating scholars to work on 
various demographic and non-demo
graphic topics, and a vigorous dialo
gue between academic personnel and 
the technical branch of the adminis
tration, such as has been encouraged 
by the Office of the Registrar-General, 
will be advantageous for the country. 

PRAVIN VlSARIA 
Bombay, 
July 21. 

Village Industries 
The author of the Weekly Note 

"Village Industries in the Fourth 
Plan" published in our issue of July 
3, 1965, writes: 

SUBHASH Chandra Sarker's let-
ter (July 17, 1965) is more 

weighty in invective than in economic 
argument. Discussion would be pos
sible if he would provide facts and 
figures about capital invested, value 
added, employment generated and 
surplus created in the village indus
tries. Whatever criterion of economic 
efficiency one chooses, one wi l l draw 
only one result. Of coures, no discus
sion is possible if Sarker is going to 
judge the efficiency of investment by 
counting every paise of income with
out counting the rupees that are 
sunk. As to the marketability of 
products of village industries also, 
the dispute may be settled if he were 
to produce figures of the quantity 
produced and the quantity sold. Pur
chase of village industry products by 
certain people for fanciful reasons 
does not create a mass market. It is 
revealing that Sarker cites the inst
ance of "prestige publications of 
renowned companies as well as the 
match boxes used by them". He 
could have also mentioned Ministers' 
homes being furnished in top quality 
khadil 
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bodies have been set up in the States 
to formulate plans which are techni
cally viable, consistent and complete 
and not just a string of programmes 
and projects which add up to an im
pressive outlay total. The lack of 
planning organisations in the States, 
incidentally, makes the Kerala Gover
nor's suggestion that the States should 
decide their own investment priori
ties even sillier than it would be 
otherwise.) As it is, the State plans 
are prepared with the minimum of 
contact and consultation with the 
Planning Commission; and after they 
are ready the main use they are put 
to in discussion between the States 
and the Commission is to horse-trade 
and bargain over the aggregate out
lay figure, The plans themselves arc 
never closely examined, which under 
the existing arrangements is perhaps 

no great loss considering, first, the 
quality of the State plans formulated 
mainly by administrative officials and, 
secondly, the fact that without a 
live liaison with the States the Plann
ing Commission has not the neces
sary knowledge of local needs and 
problems. 

If, with his recently-gained expe
rience of dealing with the Planning 
Commission over Kerala's Fourth 
Plan, A P Jain had drawn attention 
to these problems, he would have 
served some purpose. As it is, he was 
perhaps only playing to the gallery; 
one gets the impression that if in
stead of being Governor of Kerala, 
he had been a member of the Plann-
ing Commission, he would have been 
taking the States to task for warning 
to depart from the priorities laid down 
by the Commission. 


