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ABSTRACT

H analyze the Human Development Index (HDI) of the India and Compare with
the other main countries. If also highlights the Status of the HDI of the Maharashtra
and compare with the other states of the India. The HDI of the different districts of
the Maharashtra is also analyzed. The basic purpose of development is to enlarge
people’s choices to create an enabling environment of people to enjoy long, healthy
and creative lives. There are three major dimensions viz. Health, Education and
Income which play an important role in human development, However, high level of
income as well as the growth in health and education index do not implicate the
human development. It is important to bring the poor, underprivileged and marginalized
groups in the mainstream of development process. In 1990 two economists — Prof.
Mehbub Ul Haque and Prof.Amartya Sen introduced the concept of Human
Development. From 1990 onwards, United Nations Development Programme
(UNDP). each year calculate Human Development Index (HDI) and publish as a
report which is known as Human Development Report (HDR).

INTRODUCTION

It analyzes the Human Development Index (HDI) of the India and Compare with
the other main countries. It also highlights the Status of the HDI of the Maharashtra
and compare with the other states of the India. The HDI of the different districts of
the Maharashtra is also analyzed.

The HDI of the different districts of the Marathwada region are also analyses in
this paper. The different dimensions of the HDI are compared to amount of the different
districts and linterpreted. Thus it gives the complete information about the status ot
HDI at India Level, Mahurashtrd; [.evel and at the level of the Marathwada region.,
OBJECTIVES : '

define the term human development;

explain the term human development index;

deseribe the regional ;1:1-11&:111:5‘ of human development index in the states of India:

m;d highlight the need tcl thu need for improvement in human development index
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resent Scenario: 1} United Na;ions Devel{}pm?nt. Programme (UNDP) repo \0 pd?
Human Development Index (HDI) released in Ethiopia revealed that none of thelined 2
BRICS countries wé:frc in the high human development category and India remained
4t the bottom with lowest HDI value among them. As per the report, HDI remained
unchanged for India _ﬁn 2015 and positioned India at 130 out of 188 countries. “India’s
DI value for 2015 is 0.609 which falls in the medium human development category
ssitioning the country at 130 out of 188 countries.

Between 1980 t0 2015 India’s HDI value increased from 0.369 to 0.609" said the
UNDP report, Indii;a is the lowest performing country amoung the BRICS nations in
all categories. Among the BRICS countries, Russia, Brazil and China are in the high
HDI category with Russia securing the highest rank at 50, followed by Brazil at 75
and China at 90 As per the report South Africa and India rank in the middle category.

securing 118" and 135" position respectively. India’s 2015 HDI of 0.609 was below
the average of 0.614 for countrigs|

Human Development Index of k Terent states in India :

In the state-wise analysis of human development scenarios in year 2011, we can
observed that there’s region disp: ities in our country.

The Table 2 depicted the HD of the different states of the India. The table is
useful for us comparing the HDI values of the states. Maharashtra is reported as
having a higher BDI (0.572) than that of the country {(0.467) Ranking Maharashtra

seventh in terms of its HDI, it/ a:, tI ns to interpret such ranking with care aiven the
presence of wide regional dispar ies in the state.
|
Table 2 HDI value of the different states of India
State | q0d| HDI Values
Kerala Ay 0.790
Delhi | i 0.75
Himachal Pradesh Wi 0.662
Goa | I | 0.617
Punjab | R 0.603
North-Eastern States {Excluding As 0373
Maharashtra | | 40 | 0572
Tamilnadu | U B 0.570
Harvana ' 0 0532
Jammu and Kashmir {1 Bl 0.5829
Gujrat | T . 0527
Karanatka i 0319
West Benpal i il 0.492
Uttarakhand | L 0490
Andhra Pradesh il IR v I 1
Assam . | s U4
Rajasthan | . ) U434
Uttar Prades | | I . 0380
Jharkhand 0. | _ il 376
Madhya Prudﬁz'n N W iis
Wihar | i y 5 o 7 1 I T R e
Odisha | i AR R i ——— T =3
e Ehhattispadhl i 4258 i T
__India (] - o 0:457
Source : IHDR (2011) I
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Solapur 0.624 Chandrapur [0.71%
: Ahmednagar 0.626 igh
_, Ahemednagar | 0.720 High
Ratnagiri 0.629 Akola 0.722
Akola 0.631 Wardha 0.723
| Amravati 0.633 Jalgaon 0.725
Wardha 0.634 Aurangabad | 0.727
Chandrapur 0.637 Solapur 0.728
Aurangbad 0.650 Ratnagiri 0.732
Nashik 0.652 Satara 0.742
Satara 0.661 Very High | Sangli 0.742 Very High
Sindhudurg 0.667 Nashik 0.746
| Sangli 0.670 Sindhudurg | 0.753
f Kolhapur 0.678 Raigadh 0.759
| Nagpur 0.691 Kolhapur  |0.770
' Raygad 0.717 Nagpur 0.786
| Thane 0.721 Thane 0.800
I Pune 0.722 Pune 0.814
|  Mumbai 0.756 Mumbai 0.841
Maharashtra 0.666 Maharashtra| 0.752
Sourrces : Maharashtra Human Development Report 2012
PRESENT SCENARIO :

Human Development in Maharashtra has improved over time. Between 2001
and 2011, the aggregate HDIs show an improvement across districts.

The range between the extrdme HDI values has not changed much. Thus the
egsive and backward disticts persits.

disparity in HDI among the pro
Progress in general seems to
end of districts when ranked by the i

Jalana, Hingoli and Washim shbw greater o e
ai. Thane and Kolhapur, Arranged in terms

lowest HDI values in both 2001

ave been greater at the lowerend than at the higher
1D Thus the districts of Nandurbar, Gadchiroli,

nprovement in the HDI values than
pogressive districts such as Pun Wlumb

of the HDI, Gadchiroli and Nan _rﬂ#ur maintain the
and 2011.
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chiroli, Jalana, Hingol,

velopment quartile in both G s
01-11. At the otheR eXigtfe A7

both years, staying in the ve

Arthvichar-2017
The districts of Nandurbar. (iad

Dhule remain in ftlha* low human de
alues over 20

showing improvements m HDI v : .
tollowed by Pune, Thane, Nagpur. Kolhapur, Raigarh, Sindh
showcase very high HDI values for
development quartile.

Human Development Index of the

The Marathwada region has eigh
districts of the Ma_rz!athwada. The table also shows the increas
from vear 2001 to year 2012.

The table compare the HDI of the Marathwada region with the Maharashtra. [,
this we studied hezv!k-' Maharashtra as fared in terms of HDI as well as its individua]
dimensions at the state level and disgggregated by districts. The estimation of district.-

/1 bristled with problems due to non

level HDIs for theicurrent study and analysis
for more recent years. For instance, as a mesure

availablity of data on two indic'at(?i: |

of income. only estimates of m'ic? e generated at the district level and not income

net of transfers acr'pss diStIiC{?%|01"§d|' te borders, were available.1 To facilitate the

comparison of HDI at two points of| time (2001 and 2011) the PCDDP at constant
2008- 09 are taken. Similarly, estimates of life

he relevant years were not available and thus

) estimate component is concerned, data for the

Marathwada region :
i distircts. The table 5 indicates the HDJ off 5,

e in HDI of all districys

price (1999-2000) of 2001 and 2
expectancy at the district Ieve{' for
estimates of the IMR were utilized
total literacy rate was available, vhile Gross.

Enrolment Ratios (GERs) for primary, upper primary and secondary levels of
schooling were calp:ulated By using data available for the period from 2001 to 2011.
the HDIs for the state as well asith istricts of the Marathwada were computed for

two points of time, namely, 20(;? '5 ;' |: 011, and have been presented in the table 5.6
Table 5 Human Developmeént Index of the different districts of the

. MARATHWADA YEAR 2012

s 1 : : ory |

District I H Increase in Relative Category
'Year r HDI%
2001 2

Aurangabad ?0.650 | I | 8 12 | High

Nanded 10.558 ' 7 18 Low

] ; ]l

Parbhani 1 0.578 (| 3 18 Medium

Latur 10.595 ﬁ I 3 11 Low

Beed 0.606 | I 8 12 Medium

;imgoii 0.sel | '] 8 16 Law

alana 50'554 I 3 20 Low

Osmanabad (.588 ' Y 14

[V . ' : | i

MarathwadaAverage {).586 |' i 11 14

5 MaharashiraAverage '{i},(}hﬁ | 12 //
IR " : | : .f : il M
k> "(Soun:( : !-Iqﬁnan Devel Report 2012 of the Maharnshtrﬂ} _——
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PRESENT SCENAR

It we compare the
001 and 2012, Hy
Retween 2001 and 2?
Distract Like Jalana s

tven the Regimi

10:
HDI of the different districts of the Marathwada tor e

nan development in Marathwada has improved over time.

12, the aggregate HDIs show an improvement across districts,
yown the great improvement compare to other distircts.

shown the 'n:ifimvement in HDI, five districts of the region

cones under the lawé HDI, two di s‘,tll's in medium category and only one districts
under high category of the HDI, IE‘M Aurangabad comes in high HDI cagegory,
shown the marginal :!i;mpmvem;e | i the HDL.
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