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I am happy to introduce the 3 issue of
Ecostat news which is being published as the
Department is undergoing a busy and feverish
schedule to fimish the 1* Econmomic (ensus.
Economic Census, which is being launched by CSO
in 1977 with a view to bndge the data gap
especially in the unorganized segments of different
sections of the economy and in the agricultural
sectors; except crop production and plantation.
The data can be utilsed to assess the growth rate
of enterprises both in the organized and
unorganized sectors and regional imbalances in
the growth of establishment in various sectors can

be examined.
The state level traiming to Deputy

Directors of Distnct offices and other officers

were inaugurated by Sn. (V. Padmarajan,

Hon 'ble Vice Chairnman of Kerala State Planning

Board on May 2" in the presence of Sn. V.K,
Arora, Deputy Director General, (SO, and
Sn. 8. M. Vijayanand , Secretary Planning <
Leonomic Affairs Department also addressed the
officers in the 2 days training programme

From Editor’s Désk_

The department is using the services of

approximately 5700 enumerators all through the
state and the enumerators are supervised by the
investigators of the department. The regional
training was conducted at Thiruvananthapuram,
Thrissur and Kannur and District and Taluk
Level training were conducted at 75 centers across
the state.

As the CSO 1s using Intelligent Character
Recognition (ICR) technology as an alternative to
manual data entry jobs, the entire data entry jobs
can be executed within no time, which results in
the quid{genémﬁan of results

I hope the officers of the department and
recruited enumerators would finish the data
collection successfully with utmost care and that
within the stipulated time. In these
circumstances, I request the co-operation of all

entrepreneurs by providing the enumerators the

nght information

M.R. Balakrishnan
Director

Editorial Board

M.R. Balakrishnan (Chief Editor) < Gangadharamurugan <% D. Rajan < K. Narayanan %
K. Vimalan . R. Sreckumar (Assistant Editors).

Design: K. K. Basand Kumar % Type setting: S. Saseendran %

Supervisor (Printing): P. Krishnakumar

Edited Printed & Published for
Department of Economics and Statistics, Government of Kerala.
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Selected Indicators of Kerala
Prepared by Dr. T. Bhavana, Deputy Director, &
Smrt K. Haleema Beegam, Research Officer

Pﬂpulation

Population is the total number of people
living Lin a country at a given ume. People's
participation is essential for the progress ol the
nation. Population is observed by Census Method.
In India Census is conducted once in 10 years. The
first Census of India was in 1881. The last Census
was in 2001 and the next Census will be 201 1.

Kerala Population

During the period from 1951 to 1971 the
growth rate of population of Kerala stood above the
national growth rate. After 1971 during the period
from 1981 to 2001 the decadal growth rate of Kerala
is decreasing. It is recorded as 9:42% m 2001. the
lowest in India. In 1971 period, the growth rate ol
kerala was the highest (26.29). The tollowing table
reveals the population of Kerala and India.

Table I

Table | - Population of Kerala and India

ir India Kerala J
| Census Year | Population Decadal growth Population Decadal growth |
| ' {in crores) (percentage) (In crores) (pereentage) ‘
1951 36.10 13.51 1.35 22.82 |
196 | 43,92 21.64 1.69 24.76 |
. < ——te - £ —_— ‘__!
1971 : 54.82 24.80 2.13 26.29
| 198 | 68.63 24.66 2.55 19.24
= }_ > el |
1991 | 84 .34 23.86 2.9} 14.32
| 2001 102.70 21.34 3.18 | 9,42
Decadal Growth rate — India & Kerala
O India
B Kerala

1951 1961 1971 1981 1991 2001
EcoStat | 3 | News



As per 2001 Census Kerala's Population

was 318.39 lakh consisting of 154.69 lakh males and

|ﬁ3.7u lakh females.

The population trend of the

state in many respects are far more positive. The

average annual growth in population of the state

during 1991 - 2001 was only 0.91%.

-

A significant feature of our population

sector is the urbanisation.

In the last five decades

vast changes occurred in the human settlements.

Percentage of urban population increased from

15.1% to 25.9% during 1961-2001,

According to the religion wise distribution

of population Hindus occupied the highest percent in

the state. The percentage share of this group was

60.8 during 1961.

But in 2001 it declined 56.16

percent. During the same pérind (1961) the second
pla'pe was to Christians (21.2%). But it also declined
to I*).IUZ% during 2001. 'IWh-t‘:['t‘.ﬂi‘- the share of
Muslims increased from 17.9% to 24.69% during the
period under review. When we analyse the
percentage share of SC/ST population it is seen that
SC share increased from 8.5% to 9.8 during 1961-
2001. At the same time ST share decreased from 1.2
to 1.1% during the period under review. Literacy

rate also increased in this group.

Sex IRatio s

The number of females per 1000 males in a
population. In other words it is the numerical
proportion between males and females. Kerala is far

ahead in sex ratio. Kerala is the only state where

™ females outnumber males. The sex ratio of Kerala is

1058. The sex ratio of India is 933. A comparison

of sex ratio of Kerala and India is presented below.

Table 2 - Sex Ratio - India — Kerala

lkerala

¢ Census Year India
1951 946 i 1028
1961 041 1022
1971 930 | 1016
1981 934 1032
19091 927 1036
2001 933 1058

Literacy Rate

The percent of a country's population that

can be read and write is the ]IIEI'IIL}' rate. Tht.‘

literacy rate of the populanun of a muntn can: be

considercd as an indicator of the economic progress

achieved by that country. Literacy accelerates

'ct:’annmic progress. It will control the population

rate  also. & Dcta_ilsl- are  given  below.

Census Year Total
1951 1T 08. 36 1833 58.35 36.43 47.18
1961 T ~40.40 15.3&-1 — | 2830 | 64.89 4556 | 55.08
1971 | 45.96 3197 | 3445 | 7.3 | 62.53 69.75
1981 756,38 3976 .| 4357 | 8456 | 1336 | 78.85
1991 64.13 3009 | 5221 | 9362 | , 8617 | 898l
2001 75.85 54.16 65.38 0420 | 8786 | 90.92

EcoStat | 4 | News
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literacy rate also In Kerala is far ahead in
India. Kerala is the first Indian State to achieve cent
percent literacy in India. Even today Kerala leads
the other Indian States in literacy. The literacy rate
of India is 65.38% and that in Kerala is 90.92%.
Male literacy and female literacy rates are also the
highest in Kerala. Since Kerala is a fully literate

state. female foeticide child is less.

Density of Population

The number of persons living in a square
kilometre of any land area. Density of population in
India is 324. whereas in Kerala it accounts to 819 as
per 2001 Census, State with highest density of
population is West Bangal (904/5q. Km.). State
second in density is Bihar (880/sq. km.). Kerala
ranks third in density. State with lowest density
goes to Arunachal Pradesh (13/sq. km.). Delhi is the
Union Territory with highest density (9294/sq. km.).
Union Territory with lowest density shares

Andaman Nicobar Islands (43/sq. km.).

: E |I'Idia
mKerala |

i

1981 1991 2001

Year

In Kerala the number of households
increased from 29 lakhs in 1961 to 67 lakhs in 2001.
But the average size hold declined from 5.8 to 4.73
in the respective period. The rate of increase in
density of population is high. It increased from 435

in 1961 to 819 1n 2001.

Birth and Death Rate

Factors like Birth rate and Death rate are
related to Economic Progress. High Birth rate and
low Death rate will adversely affect Economic
Progress. This will lead to poverty, unemployment,
famine death and environmental pollution. As per
the present estimate that 29 children are born in a
minute in India. The annual growth rate and the
decadal growth rate are also high in India.
Compared to other states Kerala leads to control
birth rate. Kerala has lowest population growth rate

(9.42%). In Indiaitis 21.34%.

fcoStat

News
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The growth in population is determined by the
difference in birth and death rate. The birth rate in
India falls lightly. But the death rate falls sharply.
Bul census figures point out that Kerala has the
lowest birth rate and.death rate.

During 1961 in K‘ef‘él%i'"' birth rate was 38.9
and death rate umums tt:r lﬁ‘i These rates
declined sharply m}m.i Thﬂ respﬂclnrﬂ hgures ’in

2001 shares to 17.3 and 6.6 m,sngctw:b'.-

Infant Mortality R & s ?
Infant Mortahty Rate IS ﬁalmiawd on tlw:
hasis of number of deaths of infants (below one
year) in a year per 1000 live births. Due to
increasing health facilities both in private and public

sector Infant Mortality Rate is also low in Kerala.

During 1971 Infant Mortality Rate in rural arca was

~ 60 whereas in urban area it accounts to 48. In 2001

it declined to 12 and 9 respectively. Combined

figures estimated as 60.9 and 11 respectively.

Life Expectancy

The life expectancy of males in India as per
2001 census is 63.9 and that of temales 66.9. In
Kerala it is 74.47 for men and 80.47 for women.

The life expectancy in Kerala is in par with the

developed countries.  Like developed countries

Kerala has high literacy, high standard of living,

better health facilities and economic security. Since
human resource is developed, life expectancy will be
high. During 1961 life expectancy to male was 46.2
whereas to females it was 50. Life expectancy of

Kerala's people showed an increasing trend.

Sk [tem Linit 1961 1971 1981 1991 2001
o I 2 3 4 5 6 7
I | Population Lakhs 169 213 255 291 318
2 | No. of Households Lakhs 29 35 44 55 67
3 | Average Size of Household No 5.8 6 5.8 a3 4,73
4 | Density of Population KM* 435 549 633 749 Hﬁl Y
Fﬁ Sex ratio NO 1022 1016 1032 1036 1058
G| Literacy rate
Persons % 46.8 60.4 70.4 89.8 90.86
Male %o 55 66.6 75.3 93.6 94.24
Female % 38.9 543 65.7 86.2 87.72
7 | Decadal increase of Population ‘ % 24.8 26.3 19.2 14.3 9.4
P_R Percentage of Urban Population % 15.1 16.3 | 18.7 264 25.9
9 | Retigion wise distribution of population i “ 1
Hindus [ %o 60.8 59.4 58.1 57.3 56.16
Muslims % 17.9 | 19.5 21.3 23.3 24.69
Christians % 12| 211 | 206 | 193 | 19.02
Others % 0.1 N N 0.1 0.12
EcoStat | © | News




1 2 3 4 5 6 z S
10 | Scheduled Caste Population Lakhs 14.3 17.7T 25.5 289 312
11| Scheduled Tribe Population Lakhs 2.1 2.7 2.6 3.2 3.6
12 | Proportion of Sc to Total population % 8.5 83 10 99 0.8
13 | Proportion of ST to Total Population % 1.2 1.3 1 1.1 | 1.1
14 | Literacy rate of SC
Persons % 244 | 402 s6 | 797 |
Male % 31.6 47.1 623 - B52 |
—t n
ffemale % 17.4 334 | 49.7 74.3
15 | Literacy rate of ST |
Persons % 17.3 231 31.8 57.2
Male + % 22.6 32 375 | 634
Female %o 11.9 19.4 26 51.1
16| Birth Rates
Per 1000
Combined 38.9 31.6 23.6. 17.3 17.3
persons
_ '. |
Rural i 31.9 20 17.3 17.4
Urban i 30.2 235 17.2 16.7
17 | Death Rates
Combined & 16.9 9.2 6.6 6 6.6
Rural X 9.2 6.7 6 6.8
L Irban 8.6 5.8 58" . i
+ — e
18 | Infant Mortality Rates '
L 3 Per 1000 1
‘ . 3 11
Combined live birth 60.9 37 I
e
Rural E 60 40 15 12
{ : : - 4
Urban i ] 48 24 | 7 9
| . Wl ROREES S
19 | Expectation of Life at Birth
Male & 46.2 60.5 60.6 66.8
Females ~ 50 61.1 62.1 123 |
_ . o A

£
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Agriculture

The performance of Kerala agriculture
since 1956 has been quite significant as against our
experience of pre-formation of the state. Data on
land use pattern of Kerala after the formation of the

state reveals certain. peculiar characteristics. Out o f

a total geographical area of 38.85 lakh hectares the

percentage ol net sown area has been increased from

49.09 to 56.4 after the formation of the state. As per
records proportion of forest area also showed an
increasing trend during the period under review.

Cropping intensity increased from 122.1% to
134.9%.

Fertilizer consumption per hectare of gross
cropped area in the state showed severe threat to the
health of the people and environment. Statistics
relating fertilizer consumption per hectare of the
state also reveals this fact. It increased from 3.1 to
65 during 1961-2003-04.  Details of fertilizer
recommendation for major crops in the state are as

follows.

! = P e et | il o S

Crop - Fertilizer | N P K
 Paddy (kgha) PTB282930 | 40 20 0
AT SR S e e i = M, G170 1 0es
i S Sk it [t e SRR o i e V300
R e o il = O e T DA e , ..h.?_sﬂ 758 325 ol 75[] ........

Cashew (gm/tree/year)

il § R o U | el e i |

Agricultural Income

Agricultural sector is of crucial importance in
the state’s economy. Agriculture provides employment
and hvelihood to more than 40 percent of the working
population and supplies raw materials for most traditional
industries. The relative contribution of the agricultural
sector has infact coming down from the level ol 54 percent
mn 1960-61 to 32% in 1990-91 and it again decreased to
16.23% in 2000-01. Under agriculture. crop sector
accounts fer the largest share in the State’s agricultural
income. The performance of this sector during nineties
has not been consistent. During 2000-01 onwards the rate

ol change showed a negative trend.
Area

Since the formation of the state the performance
of the agricultural sector reveals certain ups and downs.
At the time of formation of Kerala state in 1956 about 48
percent of the land was under crop production and the
cropping intensity was fairly high at 118.95 percent. The

subsequent trend of land utilization reveals peak level

attainments in early seventies, with land put to crop
production and intensity of cropping at 56 percent and 135.
percent respectively. During this period it can bee seen
that the area under all crops in general and cash crops in
particular increased.  After 1970-71 there has been
practically no change in the netl or gross cropped area.
Since then there has been a gradual but distinct change in
the cropping pattern. Since land as a scarce and
productive asset it plays an important role not only in the
functioning of rural economies but also in the changing

fortunes of families and various socio-economic groups of

our state.

The area under cultivation in the state can be
classified into two broad categories viz. (1) area under wet
land cultivation and (i1) area under dry land cultivation.
The former consists mainly of paddy while the leather
includes such commercial crops as coconut, arecanut.
pepper. vegetables etc. Of these paddy and coconut
are the principal crops grown by the small formers.

The seventies and Eighties have witnessed
a slow but steady fall in the area under two major

food crops viz. paddy and tapioca. During the same

EcoStat E News



'p'erind the area under rubber, coconut etc has shown
a substantial growth, Area under most of the other
major crops. under both food and commercial has
not shown any definite trend in their growth pattern.
Area under rubber has shown a four-fold increase

since the mid-fifties followed by cashew nut with

more than three told increase. However the index of

the area under rice has fallen by 13% and tapioca by
8%.

less rising gross cropped area since 1950°s, which

This must be viewed in the context of more or

further reduces the comparative share of rice and
tapioca. It can be seen that the share of rice in
cropped area has deceased significntly since 1956-
57.

There may be the possibility of conversion of paddy

What has become of this area is uncertain.

had to coconut orchards and for other building
pui'pﬂsesf
Production

Kerala was never self-suftficient in food
production. The gap between mterva[ demand and

production has been widening and it necassnatmg
substantial dependence on eternal sources. The
deficit in the production of food grains in Kerala

works out to more than 35 percent of its

requirements. The most crucial issue of Kerala
agriculture is the rising unit cost of production of
almost all crops. The following table illustrates the
production of various crops in the state since

1956-57.

= ek N ltem Unit | 1956-57 | 1960-61 1965-66 1970-'}'1 | 19?5-‘?6 1930 81|
P RS L ABREE T A s
I F utal (mmgraphlml Au..d {J(}U ht..L.l | 3885 3885 E 3385 ; 1385 3885 .
2 Area unde; Furnst {10{] he:cl I(]Sﬁ 4 1{}55 1055 5 1032 r 1082
3 I’rnpnrtmn Df mrt,st to lu{al Y% ‘
- area | ' (. 27 U 2'? 0. 27 i 0.27 ? U 78 *
4 "Nﬂt .dl‘r.,::'l suwn s 4B 000 hect. } 1924 2{]64 2172 | 2189 l 2]8[)
5 Net area Ssown as % Of %o é j e
Gengraphlcal area | | 49.9 33 5 56.3 56.3 : 56.1
6 Clu*ib Crnpped area ~*000 hect | 2349 ?555 2933 1931 2335
7 ('.u:-ppln;_. mtens:ty"‘* | I22 L IZ'% 8 .:5 0 136 b 11
“SE——. s . L LY el el i L Kol RE 4y = e U S Sl e i S A R Sl
' 8 Operatmnai Huldmgs Nos. ! = 12305141 ¢IBD929
9 Area of ()peratmnal . Hect. ; | | ; | "
Hnldmgs ! ‘ _1|_ l592788 i 1305327'
i - = Rt I f .................... .]
H) Area under Rice ‘000 hect 759 779 802 ‘ 875 E _ 876 | 802"
Il Area under food grains i Lo8E TR TR ST a2
12  Fertilizer consumption I Tonnes | 3545 12{}49 | 39329 ' 566571 62671 | 9‘?530[
e =< i — , RSN : e _‘. .......
13 Fertilizer consumption per f é 1 1
hectare of gross cropped f b A i | _
area , = 15.4 19 3 21 .0 33.8
14 ' Rice 000 tonnes 1068.0 : 997.5 ' 1298.0 ! 1364.9 1272.0°
4o "“‘;'_“"_'_‘ e = = 1 e Ty SN ___,.x!_ N SN ST
' 15 Tapioca i 000 tonnes - 2865.8  3095.7] 4617. 0 53902 4(}609
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Rice production rose to 55% during 1956-
57 —1971-72. Coconut production showed a 27%
increase, where as rubber exhibited an extra ordinary
growth rate (317%) during the review period. All
most all the crops showed a positive growth trend.
After that production of rise and tapioca witnessed a

negative growth trend. Rice the common food of

our people suffered a lot in the production front (-
43“.-'%}.
Pr:‘uiui:tivity

Even through many of the crops has been
under cultivation m Kerala from very ancient times
the productivity of it per unit area on an average has
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feed only less than half of its population. High cost

of production, low product'viiy, low profitability
and labour unrest etc were a few problems in this
field. Coconut also suffered a lot.

coconut (decreased from 6832 to 4618 during 1957-

Productivity of

58 — 1980-81 ) Productivity-Nuts (ha). The average

productivity of rice was stagnant at around
2.2MT/ha forth last four years. Even though the
state continues (o enjoy a near monopoly in area and
production of pepper the productivity recorded low

In recent years.

During 1998-99 the pl'uduutixfit}f was 376

kg per hectare. [t declined to 275 kg per hectare

during 2003-04.
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Summary Results of 3" Census of SSI Units — Kerala
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(Reference Period -2001-02)

R

Registered SSI

Un Registered

Total SSI1 Sector

No Characteristics Sector* Sactor
| Size of the Sector (Working Units) 146988 305838 252826
2 Rural Units | 98186 (66.80%) 235231 (76.91%) 33341773.63%)
3 SSls 85857 (58.41%) 119727(39.15%) 205584(45.40%)
4 ‘SBEs 61131(41.59) 186111(60.85%) 247242(54.60%)
5 Ancillary among SSls 5057(3.44%) 5585(1 .83‘}_‘:3_) 10642(2.35%)
6 Tiny units among SSlIs 85231(57.99%) 119727(39.15%) 204958(45.26%)
1 7 Women Emterprises 32989(22.44%) 106236(34.74%) 139225(30.75%)
Nature of Activity |
Manufacturing 85420(58.11%) | 18581(38.77%) 204001(45.05%)
g /Assembling/Processing |
Repairing & Malntenanut. 437(0.30%) 25894 (8.47%) 26331(5.81%)
- Service 61131 (41.59%) 161363(52.76%) 222494
' (49.14%)
Type of Organisation |
Proprietary 136511(92.87%) 291617(95.35%) 428128 (94.55
. %)
9 Partership 6953(4.73%) 8545 (2.80%) 15498 (3.42%)
Pvt.Company 1034(0.71%) 824 (0.27%) 1858 (0.41 %)
Co-operatives 1313(0.89%) 2516 (0.82%) 3829 (0.85%)
Others 1177(0.80%) - 2336 (0.76%) 3513(0.77%)
Units Managed by
i 6232(4.2%) 14991 (4.90%) 21223 (4.69%)
Era o] 1361(0.93%) 5122 (1.68%) 6483 (1.43%)
COBC - | 74415(50.63) 173268(56.65%) | (247683
| | | (54.70%)
- others | 64980(44.21%) 112457(36.77%) 177437 (39.18%
i1 ! Units Managed by women - 28960 (19.70%) 108601 (35.51%) 137561
| | (30.38%)
. Nature of Operation "
1 Perennial - 136138(92.62%) 279535(91.40%) 415673(91.79%)
: Seasonal | 5884(4.0%) 9043 (2.996%) 14927 (3.30%)
Casual 4966(3.3%) 17260 (5.64%) 22226 (4.91%)
Main source of power If '
. No power needed 39273 (26.72%) 156887 ( 196160
| | _ 51.03%) (43.32%)
Coal | 403 (0.275) 1928(0.63%) 2331(0.51%)
13 | Oil | 789 (0.54%) 2524(0.82% 3313(0.73%)
| LPG | 1188(0.81%) 2105(0.69%) 3293(0.73%)
- Electricity 97732 (66.49%) 119899 (39.20%) | 217631(48.06%)
- Non- conventional Energy 483(0.33%) 1554(0.51%) 2037(0.453%)
Traditional Energyv/ Firewood 7120 (4.84%) 20941 (6.85%) 28061(6.20%)
. lotal Employment 540260 574401 | 1114661
Male 350621(64.90%) 349909(60.92%) 700530(62.85%)
Female 189639(35.10) | 224492 (39.08%) 414131
| (37.15%)
14 SC 53264 (9.86%) 37985(6.61%) 91249(8.19%)
ST 11797 (2.18%) 8594 (1.50%) | .230391(1.83%)
- OBC . 276360 (51.15%) | 330938 (57.615) 607298(54.48)
- Others . 198839(36.81%) | 196884 (34.27%) 395723

(33.50%)
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Summary Results* of 3% Census of SSI Units — Kerala

15 | Per unit Employment 3.68 ' .88 | 2.46
16 | Total Original Value of Plant & 163843 73731 237574
Machinery (Rs in Lakhs) |
17 | Per unit Original Value of Plant & .11 0.24 | 0.52
Machinery (Rs in Lakhs) i
I8 | Total Fixed Investment | | 494328 205155 C 699483
(Lakhs) | | Ay e vl
19 | Perunit Fixed Investment | 3.36 0.67 1.54 |
20 | Total gross Output (Rs. Laks) | YENC 2 S :54150 | 1.79
21 | Per unit gross output (Rs. Lakks) = 4.39 - 0.54 1.79
22 Exporting units - - 474 1707 2181
23 | Value of exports (Rs Lakhs) 73571 443 74014
24 | Units maintaining Accounts 25899(17.62%) 19572 (6.40%) 45471(10.04)
25 Units having outstanding loan as 49000(33.34%) 40031 (13.09) 19.66%)
on 31/3/02 [ 5
26 | Units having outstanding loan with 41260(28.07%) 29295(9.58%) . | 70555(15.58%)
institutional source as on 31/3/02
37 | Sick Units (with erosion of net | 9125(6.21%) 6209(2.03) | 15354(5.39%)
worth by more than 50% or delay n
repayment of institutional L.oan by
more than 12 months
28 Incipient Sick Units ( Decline in 50582(34.41%) 89140(29.15% 139722(30.86%)
gross output over three consecutive
years)
29 | Sick units as per RBI Criteria 8228(5.60) 4807(1.57% 13035(2.88%)
(Those are sick among units having
outstanding loan with institutional
sources)
30" | Sick incipient sick units 54853 (37.32% 91143 (29.80% 145996
| (32.25%)
3 Reason for sickness/incipient |
Sickness
lLack of demand - 40769 73975 114744
Shortage ot working capital 27530 28525 56055
Non- availability of raw material 7351 15467 22818
| Power shortage 3137 | 4286 9423
| Labour Problem 2044 2224 4268
Marketing problem 20654 28434 49088
Equipment Problem - 4564 7705 12269
Management problem 2227 2880 | 5107
32 | No. of Ecomic activities as per | 609 | 289 | Gl |
E National Industrial Classification |
1988 pursed in SSI Sector
33 | No. of Products /Services 2729 523 - 2751
34 | No. of reserved products (as per 349 51 352
reserve list effective on 31.3.01)
produced in SSI Sector

Source: State Level Report on third all-India census of small scale industries 2001-02

EcoStat E News




T A e e, vﬂ** 5 Rl o S "'uﬂ R e Y R R
K Y 'Iu!lf_la._-l LA P e T E i s "r| - T I o L # T .1"1"""' * ﬂ‘_tl ‘;‘T gt SEr 1] : 3
& ST Al a A = Ak __-1-,,‘;-.‘; 2 *:- % ,#- o, "L’;;z'zf‘ e o) ;
K. e L i E o) SRR i Al i i e L“'-"'* T

‘.-’:3-?"-:-&_*‘ s ;‘:‘, :_ﬁf‘"ﬂ“r --1??;:. m ,.-& ﬁ’z ] :

A ] il Py
= 2 A 'l" N R R SR o P A ST
CTVETL A R e t . fi'fi'f:a;?r"*—ﬁ!:u_ =Y L F-L

Results of 3™ Census of SSI Units - Kerala Vs All India

| - Percentage)
[ SI. No Item Reg:stcred Sector “Un Registered Sector ‘ Total Sector
L Kerala India | Kerala [ India Kerala | India
l | Working units 66.26 60.77 | 100.00 100.00 | 85 2.22
2 Working units in rural area 66.80 4433 76.91 [ 56.85 _ | 73.63 | 55.21
=1 Category |
1. SSls 58.41 65.55 39.15 38.75 4540 | 42.26
2. SSSBEs 41.59 43.45 60.85 61.25 54.60 | 57.74
Ancillaires (% to no. of SSI) 5.89 S5.08 4.66 244 5.18 2.96
4 Women enterprises 2244 10.00 34.74 10.13 3075 [ 1071
Nature of Activity i
I. Manufacturing / Assembling/ | 58.11 63.45 38.77 16.12 45.05 | 39.69
3 Processing 5
2. Repairing & Maintenance 0.30 2.10 8.47 18.50 5.81 16.36
3. Services 41.59 34.45 52.76 45.38 49.14 | 43.95
Type of organisation ' : |
|. Properietary 92.87 88.85 95.35 96.90 9455 | 95.84
6 2. Partnership 473 7.21 2.80 1.13 3.42 1.93
3. Pvt. Company 0.70 242 0.27 0.42 0.4] 0.68
, 4. Co-operatives 0.89 0.34 0.82 0.11 0.85 0.14
A 5. Others 0.80 117 0.76 144 loar . | 14
2 Units managed by |
’ SC 4.24 7.85 4.90) 10.3 4.69Y 10.00
7 ST 0.92 3.53 1,68 5.19 143 | 4.97
) OBC 50.63 38.50 56.65 41.67 54.70 | 4126
| Others 44.21 | 50,12 335.51 9.03 30.38 0.46
8 [Inits managed by women 19.70 8.32 35.51 9.63 30.38 [ 9.46
; Source of power
No power needed 26.72 26.23 51.30 42.15 43.32 40.07
(Coal 0.27 2.10 0.63 084 0.51 3.08
9 il (.54 2.94 (.82 6.07 0.73 3.66
: | LP.G 0.81 0.53 (.69 0.60 0.73 0.60
r Electricity 66.49 65.43 39.20 44.01 48.06 | 46.81
» Non conventional Energy 0.33 (.52 0.51 0.66 0.45 0.64
- I raditional Energy/ Fircwood 4.84 2.26 6.85 5.28 6.20 3. 14
i 10 L/nits maintaining Accounts 17.62 20.43 6.40 6.54 10.04 9.55
] Exporting units 0 .32 0.53 0.56 0.47 (.48 0.48
I2 Sick/incipient sick units 37.32 13.98 29.80 6.89 3125 | 182
13 Employment
Male ' 64.90 84.18 60.92 87.52 62.85 | 86.6
I‘emale 35.10 15.82 39.08 12.48 37.15 2N
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 | 100.00
SC 9.86 - 14.04 6.62 11.42 8.19 12.07
ST 2.18 6.84 1.50 5.97 1.83 6.19
OBC 5115 36.12 57.61 40.20 5448 | 39.19
'_r | Others 36.81 43.00 34.28 42 41 3550 | 42.55
Cnidet i VRTL i i g e o
14 Per unit employment (Nos) 3.68 | 4.48 1.88 2.05 2.46 237
|3 Per unit fixed investment (Rs. | 3.36 6.68 0.67 (.68 1.54 1.47
Lakhs)
16 2
17 Per unit Gross output (Rs Lakhs) | 4.39 1478 (.54 (.86 1 1.79 2.68
5 18 Employment per Rs. One lakh of | 1.09 (.67 2.80 3.00 1.59 1.62
i investment in fixed assets (Nos.)
5; 19 Production per employment (Rs. | T.20 3.30 0.29 0.42 0.73 .13
K |.akhs)
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