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The Institute of Applied Manpower Research was set up 
in 1962 by the Government of India to conduct research on 
problems of manpower planning. The main objects of the 
Institute are:- , 

~··. 

- To advance knowledge about the nature, character­
istics and utilisation of the human resources 
in India. 

- 'J;'o provide a broad perspective of requiremenfiiJ of 
trained manpower for economic development 
in different fields with due regard to the pro­
bable impact of techi:J>logical changes on the 
pattern of employment: 

- To develop improved methods and techniq:U.es for 
dealing with:- ' · 

relopment of the existing work 
I 

I 
&,ration for employm~nt; 

le· · · \ r . 
\ eloping highly talented 

cl and supply of manp~wer 
:ters. 
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1 
FOREWORD .. 

This . Working Paper sets out the results· of one of a series of studies 
forming part of the Health and Medical Manpower Survey. This survey is one 
of the major projects of the Institute of Applied Manpower Research undertaken 
·in collaboration with the National Institute of Health Administration and 
Education to help various planning bodies to assess the availability and further 
needs of Health and Medical Personnel during the Fourth and subsequent plan 

' periods. The survey aims at a comprehensive coverage of all medical and 
health manpower, viz., Doctors (Allopaths, Ayurveds, Homeopaths and other), 
Nur.ses, Dentists, Pharmacists, Para-medical and Auxiliary medical personnel. 

2. I'he scope of this survey was set out in a pamphlet entitled "Health 
and Medical Manpower Survey, Memorandum" (IAMR Working Paper No. 3/1964). 
The study commenced in August, 1964. A programme Sub-committee consis­
ting·of (i) Shri P. K. Das, Director, Institute of Applied Manpower Research, 
(Cl)ai;-man); (ii) Shri G. Jagathpathi, Director, Directorate of Manpower, 
Mii:ustry of Home Affairs; (iii) Dr. K. N. :!l,ao, Director General of Health 
Services, Ministry of Health and Family Planning; (iv) Dr. N, fungalawala, 
Additional Director General of Health Services, Ministry of H'e-alth and 
Family Planning; (v) Dr. D. Bhatia, Family Planning Commissioner, 
Ministry of Health and Family Planning, and (vi) Shri Pitambar Pant, Chief, 
Perspective Planning Division, Planning Commission is responsible for 
laying down the design of the survey and progressing it from time to time. 

3. On the basis of data collected and analysed at the Institute, a working 
paper was circulated i~ draft form to interested organisations/individuals 
for eliciting comments. Useful comme1~ts on this paper were received from 
the South-East Asia Regional Office of the World Health Organisation (New 
Delhi), the Medical Council of India and the Directorate of Manpower of the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, This report incorporates ·these comments as 
well as suggestions made by members of the Programme Sub-committee 
'in its meeting held on 19th September, 1966. 

4. Estimates of stock of "doctors" in India are not available from 
any one single source. There are several sources, each of which gives a 
partial picture of available m~fCal manpower. This study brings together 
all available information on the number and distribution of doctors and an 
estimate has been made of the stock of doctors for the latest periodi 
together with their distribution by age, sex, rural and urban residence, etc. 

(i) 



5. The original draft of this working paper was prepared by Shri R. 
Ramalinga Iyer, a former Senior Research Offic::e-r .. of the Institute tmder 
the guidance of Dr. S. Krishnasw'amy Rail, Adviser to IAMR on the Health 
and Medical Manpower Survey and Professor of Public Health Administration 
National Institute of Health Administration and Education, S/Shri Y. L. Ahuja, 
S. K. Sinha, T.V. Ramamurthy, Rukiln Singh, and J. N. Goel of the· Institute • 
of Applied Manpower Research assisted in the collection of the data from 
different sources and their analysis and tabulation. · 

6. The results set out in this paper present the best estimates that 
can be formed by getting together information from a number of sources 
each of which is affected by incompleteness in some particulars and defi· 
ciencies in others. It is believed, however, that they are good enough to 
be accepted as a working basis for the present. 

........ 
(ii) 

P,K. Dall 
·Director 
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. SECTION I 

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

I 

fstimates of the stock of 'Doctors' in India are not available from 
any single source. There are several sources each of which gives a 
partial picture of the available medical manpower. Attempts have been 
made earlier to arrive at the best possible estimate of the stock of 
doctors in India at a particular time*. The object of this study is to 
bring together all the available information on the number and distri­
bution of "Doctors" and then to arrive at a firm estimate of the stock 
of doctors as at the end of 1964, together with their distribution by 
sex, age, rural and urban residence, etc. 

Definition of doctors: 

• II II d hh 2. · In this paper the term doctor inclu es only those w o ave 
a licentiate, graduate or post-graduate degree in allopathic medicine i.e. 
western system of medicine; those who have diplomas or degrees in 
other systems of medicine are covered in a separate study. The term 
1 active doctors' has been used in the paper to refer to the number of 
doctors after making necessary adjustment for persons in the age 
group 60+ who are not likely to be active in the profession. In other 
places where the word 'active' does not oc~ur. all the doctors irres­
pective of age have been taken into account. 

Source of data; 

3. Information on the number and distribution of doctors by various 
characteristics is available from the following sources: 

1. Estimates of doctors made by the Perspective Planning 
Division and Health Division of the Planning Commission. 

2. Census of India-1961. 

* Planning Commission, 1951 
Perspective Planning Division, Doctors in India, 
A Statistical Study, Manpower Study No.15· 
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3. Occupational pattern studies of the Directorate 
General of Employment and Training (l). G. E. and T. ). 

4. Registration data available with the All-India Medical 
Council and the State Medical Councils. 

5. Out-turn of licentiates and graduates from Medical 
Educational Institutions. 

6. Data on the cards maintained by the National 
Register Unit of the Council of Scientific and · 
Industrial Research (C. S.I. R. ) .. 

·, 

4. The data on the stock of doctors and their distribution by State, 
age, qualifications, etc., available from each of these sources, 
excepting the National Register Unit of the C9uncil.of ScientUic and . . . 
Industrial Research have been analysed and an attempt has been made · · 
to arrive at the best possible estimate of the stock of doctors in India 
at the end of 1964 by pooling together the information available from 
these sources. In certain sections data for Gujarat and Maharashtra 
,are presented together and in others they are presented separately. 
In Sections D-VI of the Working Paper, data available from these 
different sources have been tabulated and analysed. In Section vn. 
an attempt has been made to put together all the data and arrive at an 
acceptable estimate of the stock of doctors. 

Perspective Plantung Division Estimates: 

·· 5. The Perspective Planning Division estimated the total stock 
of doctors in 1956 as 71,600, based on the State Medical Registers 
consisting of 4, 100 specialists, 29, 100 graduates and 38, 400 licen­
tiates. The stock at the end of 1964, based on the tot/ill stock in 1956 
after allowing for mortality and adding the net out-turn during 1957-64, 
is nearly 88, 000. Of these about 30, 000 are licentiates. 

' /', 

Estimates based on Census of India-1961: 

6. According to the occupational classification tables of the 
Census of India, 1961, there were 96,458 doctors in India, co~isting 
of 87, 900 men and 8,500 women doctors. There were 10 women doctors · 
for every hundred men doctors at the all-India level. The maximum 
number of women doctors per hundred men doctol"s was in Madras (24), . . 
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fallowed by Delhi (21), Maharashtra (18) and Jammu and Kashmir (15) 
and the least in Assam (2), West Bengal with the maximum number of 
doctors in any State had only 4 women doctors ft>r every hundred men 
doctors. 

7. At the all-India level there were 220 doctors for every 
million population in 1961. Of these, 200 were men doctors and only 
20 were women doctors. In the urban areas there :were 825 doctors 
consisting of 730 men and 95 women for every million population. In 
the rural areas, there were 88 doctors for every million population, 
consisting of 85 men doctors and ·3 women doctors. The maximum 
number of doctors was in Delhi, Tripura and West Bengal. 

8. A significant correlation has been noticed between doctor- \ 
population ratios and the percentage of population working in manut­
facturing industries and construction in districts of majority of States. \ 
This indicates that developed districts have a better availability of 
doctors. 

9. Of the<'IIIOta:l number of 331 districts including Union Territories, 
in 136 districts the number of doctors per million population is less than 
100. In 100 districts the ratio varies from 100-199. In 45 districts there 
were 200-299 doctors per million population, and in 18 it varies from 
300-399. Only in 32 districts the number ot doctors per million population 

· was mortl than 400. 

10. After allowing for mortality and adding the net-institutional out­
turn during 1961-64 to the stock of dcc~rs in 1961, it is estimated that 
the stock of doctl8'6 in 1964 is 1011+!4(). , consisting of 95,901 men and 
U,339 women doctors. Nearly 39% of these doctors are less than 34 
years old. Only 27% of these doctors are older than 49 years. The total 
number of 'active' doctors is estimated as nearly lOOPOO •• 

11 i.. Ot the hundred thousand active doctors about 84, 000 are working 
as professionals, 4, 000 as administrators and executives and 8600 as 
teachers and the balance in other activities such as trade representatives, 
etc. 

Estimates based on Occupational Pattern Studies of D. G. E. and T.: 

12. Based onCDccupational Pattern Studies of Directorate General of 
Employment and Training, the Public Sector (1962) and Private Sector 
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(1981), it is estimated that there are 47,000 doctors in organi~.~ .. 
establishments of the Public and Private Sectors. Of this, 40, 000 
are employed tn the public sector aild the balar\ce employed in the 
private sector. 

Estimates based on Out-turn data of Medical Educational 
Institutions: 

13. lTp to 1964 Ure''1le!'111Stitutional' but-turn of graduate doctors 
from· medical educational institutions is 57,188, consisting of 46, 912 
men and 10, 276 women. Of this 35% are in the age-group 25-29 and 
31% are in the age-group 30-39 •. Only 10% of the total stock are aged 

11 • , 
more than 50 years of age. The number of actlve doctors among 
the 57,188 graduate doctors is 55,899, consisting of 45,665 men and 
10, 234 women. In estimating the number of active doctors, 50% of 
those who are aged 60 years and above have been taken as 'active 
doctors. 

Estimates based on Registration data with Medical 
Council of India: 

14. One of the prime functions of Medical Council of India is to 
compile a.nd maintain an all•India medical register on the basis of 
the registration made in the State Medical Registers of the reapective 
State Medical Councils. There are 95, 000 doctors registered in the 
State Medical Registers at the end of 1964. Of these 85,000 were 
men doctors and 10,000 were women doctors. Forty per cent of these 
doctors were under-graduates, 57% were graduates and only 3% were 
post-graduates. 

Conclusions: 

15. The data available from the above mentioned sources on the 
stock ot doctors were analysed. Taking into account the coverage of 
each of these studies and bringing the stock position uptodate by adding 
the outturn data of medical educational institutions for the relevant years, 
the conclusion arrived at is that the true. stock of doctors as at the end 

. of 1964 should be very close to the registration data of the Medical ' 
Council of India (1964) and the estimate based on updating the Census of 
India data (1961) with educational ouUurn data. Earlier registration 
figu.res c(Jite Medical Council of India had been considered ~dequate. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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.:. ··•.·· ;,·· ··-
However of late, this coverage has improved considerably. In the 

'\,absence of more detailed studies to locate whether the Medical Council 
·registration figures cover fully the stock of doctors, it is estimated for 

purposes of this report that the stock of active doctors is between 
95, 000 and 100, 000. The total stock is estimated at around 108 000 
consisting of 96,000 men doctors and 12,000 women doctors. of these, 
72, 000 are in the urban areas and 36, 000 are in the rural areas. 

16. Out of the 100,000 doctors estimated to.be 'active'. about 
84, 000 are working as professionals, 9, 000 as teachers and 4, 000 'as 
administrators and the balance in other activities. Of the total number 
of"active' doctors, nearly 53,000 are employed as private practitioners, 
40, 000 in the public sector establishments and nearly 7, 000 in private 
sector organised establishments. 

17. It is estimated that out of a total stock of 108,000 (100, 000 
active) doctors 57, 000 (56, 000 active) are graduates and 51, 000 
(44, 000 active) non-graduates. Nearly 37o/o of these non-graduates are 
less than 40 years old and another 36% are more than 50 years old. 

18. There are 227 doctors for every million population in 1964, 
consisting of 201 men and 26 women doctors. The maximum number . 
of doctors p.er million population is in Delhi (1997), followed by Tripura 
(617) and West Bengal (481), There are 316 doctors per million popu­
lation in Maharashtra, 382 in Punjab, 257 in Assam and 192 in Madras: 

19, The availability of doctors per million population' varies 
widely between rural and urban areas of India. At the all-India level 
the doctor-population ratio is 825 in urban areas and only 88 in the 
rural areas. This pattern of difference holds good at State levels also. 
For example, the urban doctor-population ratios in Andhra Pradesh, 
Bihar, Gujarat, Madras, Maharashtra, Uttar Pradesh are 921, 915; 

. 569, 578, 931 and 549 and the corresponding ratios for rural areas ,are 
only 32, 85, 104, 33, 56 and 61 respectively. These figures speak for 
themselves of the wide disparity in the doctor service between the 
rural and urban areas in the country.· The availal:!ility of women doctors 
is more acute in rural areas. The 1961 census count located only 13 
per cent of women doctors in the rural areas. The doctor-population ratio 
of women doctor in rural areas are less than 10 in all the States of India, 
except Kerala (13). ·It is also observed that concentration of doctors is 
high in those districts which are more developed. 



SECTION II 

ESTIMATES OF DOCTORS MADE BY THE PERSPECTIVE 
PLANNING DIVISION AND HEALTH DIVISION OF 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

20. As a part of the preparatory studies undertaken before the 
formulation of the Third Five Year Plan, the Perspective Planning 
Division of the Planning Commission took up a statistical study on 
Dt?ctors in India i.n collaboration with the Health Divisioft of the 
Planning Commission. 

I 

21. The object of the study was "to make on the basis of avail· · 
able information, as good an estimate as possible of the total number 
of Doctors in the country and their distribution by sex, age, rural and 
urban residence, classified under three broad types of qualifications, 
u~ely, specialists, graduates and licentiates. Some studies were 
also ma,de of their employment, sector of work, functions and salaries 
received by them11

• 

22. The study was based mainly on (i) the State Medical Registers 
maintained by the State Medial Councils; (ii) the address lists of 
doctors maintained by certain important Pharmaceutical firms; and 
(iii) the National Register of the Council of Scientific and Industrial· 
Research. "Estimates were prepared for each item on the basis of tbat 
source which was likely to supply the most reliable information. The 
Medical Registers wer~J.ltilised to estimate the total number of doctors 
whereas the number of specialists was estimated from the address lists. 
supplied l,ly the pharmaceutical firms. The distribution of doctors ·" ~ 

. according to age, sex, salary, sectors of employment and functions 
:"1 performed .was obtained from the National Register Unit of the Council 

of Scientific and Industrial Research. · 

23. In this study any person having a licentiate, graduate or post- ~ 
graduate degree in any branch of allopathic medical science was consi­
dered to be a 1 doctor' . 

24. The total number of 'doctors' in India in 1956 was estimated 
at. 71, iioo, based on the State Medical Council Registers.. This total 
cons~llted of 4100 specialists, 29, 100 graduates and 38, 400 licentiat.es. 

6 
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2:5. The age-distribution of this stock was determined indirectly 
by using the year of passing in conjucti.on with the average age at 
passing of special~t. graduate and licentiate doctors from a sample 
analysis of the' Council of Scientific and Industrial Research cards. 
The average age at passing was taken as 32 for specialists, 25 for 
graduates and 24 for licentiates. The age-distribution of the three 
types of doctors as obtained by applying these average ages at passing 
to the distribution of doctors by year of passing is given below:-

TABLE 1 

Estimated Number and Percentage of Doctors 
bi Qualification and Age, India 1956 

Age 
Sl,!ecialists Graduates Lie entia tes Total 
No. % No. % No. % No. % ' 

1· 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

Below 30 9800 34 3100 8 12900! 18 

31 - 40 500 12 9200 82 10400 27 20100 28 

41 - 50 900 :.!2 5100 17 10100 26 16100 23 

51 - 60 1.300 32 8700 u 8100 21 13100 18 

61 - 70 800' 19 1200 4' 3800 10 5800 8 

Above 70 600 15 100 2900 8 3600 5 
Ig!!ll 4100 tM 29100 . Hill as~oo tOil nso!l [ij!j .. 
In the light of the fact that facilities for medical education have been gradually 
expandiftg, one would expect that the largest percentages would be found 
among the younger age groups·among specialists and graduates. The table 
however shows that, among specialists, the largest single group is in the 
age-group 51-60; among graduates however the youngest groups are the most 

) dominant. Owing to the fact that the licentiate examination was abolished 
before independance (1946}, the youngest group among them is also the 
smallest. Assuming that only a~out half of the doctors over the age of 60 
would be still active, the number uf active doctors was estimated as about 
66,900 in 1956. 

26. Estimates of the numbe.l"of doctors residing in rural areas were 
arrived at on the basis of the address lists of pharmaceutical firms. The 



... 
estimates arrived at are given beloW':· 

TABLE ll 

Estimated Number of Doctors Residing in 
Rural Areas bt State of Residence - 1956 

State 

1 
Andhra 
..Assam 
Bihar·· 
Bombay 

·. 

Madhya Pradesh 
Madra~ · 
Orissa 
Punjab 
Rajastllan 
Uttar Pradesh 
West Bengal 
Other States 
Total 

Number of Doctors 
in the in rural 
State jll"eas 

2 3 

4227 . 
2884 
6445 

13945 
.. 2066 

6495 
1342 
3261 
717 

6702 
17836 
6680 

71600 

124 
1212 
1848 
103 
lO'ao 
331 
252 
101 
78 

309 
3382 
163 

8010 

% N!IDlber in 
rural areas 

4 

2.9 
42.0 

. 34.0 
0.7 
5. 2 
5.1 

18.8 
3.1 

10.9 
4.6 

19.0 
2.4 

11.1 

,~. 

Apparentq, only 11 per c:ent of the total available doctors were residing 
in rural areas in 1956. The data QCI rural-urban distribution available 
from the State Medical Registers of Bihar and Punjab also corroborate 
this finding. 

I . 
27. An important feat~tre is that, in the Jliastern Zone, the 

percentage of doctors in rural areas is many times higher than in the 
rest of India: Bombay has the lowest percentage .. 

28. The availability of doctors in the different States in 19.54 is 
given below. This is measured by the "availabilitY index'' which 1s 
calculated by ad!1J't.l.ng the Delhi figure (642) ot doetQrs per million 
population as 100. : 

I 

I 
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TABLE 3 : ,,. 

Number of Doctors per Million Population and 
Availability Index in each State - 1954 

Availability Index Name of State Doctors per 
· (Delhi 100) million population 

Below 10 Jammu and Kashmir 16 
Manipur 40 
Rajasthan 40 

11 - 20 Himachal Pradesh 64 
Madhya Pradesh 72 
Orissa 84 
Uttar Pradesh 95 
Kerala 116 
Andhra i20 
Bihar 126 

21 - 30 Mysore 143 
Punjab 182 
Madras 193 

31 - 50 Bombay 253 
Tripura 255 
Assam 280 

90 - 100 West Bengal 605 
Delhi 642 

27 All India 176 

The number of doctors per million population in 1954 was 176 at 
the All-India level. The highest number of doctors per million popu­
lation was in Delhi (642) and the lowest in Jammu and Kashmir (16). 

' In all States, except Delhi and West Bengal, the number of doctors per • 
million population was less than 300. 

29. The age-distribution of doctors in 1956 permits the calculation 
of rates of attrition owing to death and old age. The average annual 
rate of attrition due to death and retirement was estimated as 2. 5o/o. 
rwo per cent may be attributed to deaths and 0. 5o/o may be due to 
retirement on account of old age. 
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30. The stock o£ doctors in 1964 based on Perspective Planning 

Division figures can be estimated by starting with the total stock in 
1956, and adding (after due adjustment} the annual out-turn from medical 
educational institutions during 1957-1964. ·For this purpose;· the survival 
rates, as obtained from the Modified Oriental table of the Life Insurance­
Corporation of India have been used. The resulting estimate of doctors · 
is given below:-

Estimate of Surviying Doctors at the end 
of 1964 from the Stock in 1956 

Age in 1956 No. of .doctors Survival Rate No Surviving in 1964 · 
1956 

Total Licentiates Total Licentiate 

Below 30 Years 12900 3100 0. 974 12564 3019 
31 - 40 20100 10400 o. 958 19256 9963 
41 -50 16100 10100 0.902 14522 9110 
51 - 60 13100 81,00 0. 762. 9982 6172 
61 - 70 5800 3800 0.500 2900 1900 
70+ 3600 . 2900 o.ooo 
Total 71600 38400 X 59224 30164 

Thus, out of the estimated stock& 71,600 doctors in 1956, 59, 224 
should have survived up to the end of 1964. Adding to this the out-turn 
during the period 1957-64, the estimate of the total stock at the end of 
1964 would be as follows:-

l. Estimated No. ot doctors in 1956 71,600 
2. No. of doctors available in 1964 from 

this stock 59, 224 
3. Out-turn during the period 1957-64 28,718 
4. Survivals in 1'964 from the out-turn 

dui;'ing 1957~64 28,445 
5. 'l,'otal stock of doctors available IJt 

1964 (2+4) . : 87, 669 

} .... : .f· 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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Thus the expected total stoek of doctors in 1964 is nearly 88,000. 
Of these, about 30, 000 are licentiates. 'lbe number of active doctors is 
about 81,000. Of thes,e nearl7 26, 000 are licentiates. 



SECriON Ill 

CENSUS DATA • 1961 

31. The 1961 Census (latest) enumeration was completed on 5th March, 
1961 throughout the country. The detail'ed data on each individual were 
collecte~ through the individual slip. The individual slip includes, inter alia, 
information relating to sex, age, educational standard, and economic data 
relating to occupation, industry and employment status in respect of workers. 

32. Based on the data collected through the individual slip, the Census 
organisation has constructed the following tables, which contain information 
on Health and Medical Manpower. These are:-

1. C. III Part B. - Age, sex and education .in tu:ban areas only by 
State and District. 

2. B. III Part A. - Industrial Classification of workers and non-
workers by educational standards in Urban areas only. 

3. B. v. ,Occupational Classification by sex of persons at '?fOrkc 
other than in cultivation by State and District separately tor 
Urban and Rural areas. 

4. a. VI Classification by occ,upational divisions of persons at work 
other than at cultivation by sex, broad age-group, and •. 
educational standards in Urban areas only by State and · 
District. r , 

33. In the first two, and the fourth, tables, data are available accor­
ding to the educational qualifications of persons. In these tables 'Doctors' 
are defined as those who are either graduates or post-graduates or 
having equivalent qualifications in medicine. Licentiates are also inclitdeif 
in this group. No information is available from these tables separately 
for licentiate, graduate and post~graduate medical personnel. Moreover, 
th'ese taliles do n,ot give information on rural areas. All the medical graduatE 
and post-graduates belonging to modern and other systems of· medicine have 
been grouped together. It is not possible to separate the graduate and post­
graduates of allopathic medicine from the others in these tables. So they 
are used only to the extent that. such data are not available from Table ·a. V. 

12 
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34. Table B. V. gives the occupational cllrSsillcation 1>I all persons 

at work other than at cultivation in both 'rural and urban areas.· The occupa· 
tional classification t>f data is made on the basis of the 'National Classification 
of Occupations' of the Directorate General of Employment and Tra.ining. 
According to .this classification, doctors and other health and medical manpower 
fall un~,er the two digited groups 03, 04, 05 and 09. The detailed contents 
lilf these grqups are given below:· 

Group Sub•group 
(2·digit) (3-digit)_ 

03 "' 
030 • 

031 

032 

033 

034 

035 

039 
. ~· 

04 

040 . ~ ~ 

0,41 

042~ 

·043' 

044 

045 

046 

0!17 

049 

Physicians, .Surgeons and Dentists 

Physicians and Surgeoi!EI Allopathic 

Physicians, Ayurvedic 

Physicians, homeopathic 

Physicians others 

Ph:y:,siologists 

Dentists 

Physicians, Surgeons and Dentists n. e, e. 

" Nurses, Pharmacists ~d other Medical and 
health technicians 

·Nurses 

MidWiVes and Health Visitors-

Nutflblg Attendants and related workers 

Pharrna<li.sts fl,lld Pharmaceutical "'Tec;hnfc.ians 
II •• ' 

ilj 
Vaccillators 

Ph;yaiotherapists, !1-urses, and relat,e<J teclmiei.aJIB . - \ . . 
Sauitati.on technicians 

•. Opticians 

Medical and Health Technicians n. e. c. 
. (excluding laboratory assistants) . 



OS. ' ~ 

09 

050 

()91 

14 

Teachers 

University teachers, Medicine and Surg.ery 
(050. 35) 

Draughtsmen, science and engineering 
technicians n. e. c. 

Laboratory assista.nts·clinical (091. 40) 

35. From the above detailed code list, 'Allopathic Doctors' are 
identified as .those coming under the following sub-groups: 

(a) 030 • Physicians and Surgeons, Allopathic 

(b} 034 • Physiologists 

(c) 039 • Physicians, surgeons and dentists n. e. c. (after adjusting 
for dentists who may be included in this sub·group) 

(d) 050 • Teachers, University (only those who are teachers in· 
medical and allied subjects) 

36. The detailed composition of the abOYe·mentioned four sub-groups 
is as follows:-

(a) (i) 
(ii) 
(iii) 
(iv) 
(v) 
(vi) 
(vii) 
(viii) 
(ix) 
(X} 
(xi) 
(xii) 
(xiii) 
(xiv) 
(xv) 

Physician, general 
Surgeon, general 
Psychiatrist physician 
Neurologist 
Dermatologist 
Ear, Nose and Throad specialist 
Cardiologist · 
Tuberculosis specialist 
Ophthalmologist 
Venerologist 
Obstetrician 
Gynaecologist 
Paediatrician 
Orthopaedist 
Medical and Surgical specialists, others 

I 

I 
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(b) Physiologists (034) consist of physiologists, medical .. 
(c) Physicians, surgeons and dentists, n. e. c. (039) 

consist of: 

(i) Anaesthetist 
(ii) Anatomist 

.(iii) Pathologist, Medical 
• (iv) ftadiologist 

(v) Health Officer 
(vi) Malariologist 
(vii) Physicians, surgeons and dentists: others 

(d) Teachers, University (050) (those teaching medical subjects). 

The number of Medical teachers in the medical colleges and uni­
versities cannot be estimated from the data available in the census 

· because at the three-digit level university teachers of all types and 
subjects are pooled together under one code. So the number of teachers 
16;)nedical e<tucational institutions in 1960~61 has been taken from the 
publication 11'0niversity Education in India". 

37. Limitations of data 

. a. Since the· census is a countrywide survey cond11cted with the 
help of enumerators· all of whom may not be well trained to go into the 
details of educational qualifications etc., of each individual person 
thoroughly, there may be some deficiencies iA the data thus. obtained. 
But this error cannot be estimated. 

b. In the til.bulation of medieal educational qualificatioftS, those 
possessing a degree or a post-graduate degree in each system of medicine, 
like allopathic, ayurvedic etc., have not been shown separately. 

c. The detailed tabulation based on educational qualifications and age 
has been done only for the urban areas. Such tabulation for rural areas is 
not detailed enough to identify any particular manpower groups. ·. 

d. The classification by occupation available from Table B. V. to 
estimate the "stock of doctors" may lead to an overestimate to the extent 
that medical practitioners are wrongly classified in sub-groups 030, 034 
and 039. It is possible that people who are practising allopathic medicine 



il6 

without a .proper degree or diplDma may ;have been included .i:n these 
;groups.· There is also the possibility of. doctors who are employed 
as administrators, ete., being included under "Servic~s". If this 
is so, 'this Will lead to underestimation. It is ·not possible to make 
any assessment of the degree of overestimation or underestimation. 
of "allopathic doctors" arising from these causes. 

38. Doctors in India in 1961 

There were in all about ninety-six thousand "doctors" in allCi'­
_pathlc medicine in India in March, 1961. 'l'his is based on the 
occupational classification obtained from the Census. Of this about 
66, 500 were classified as .physicians, surgeons, allopathic; about BOQ 
were physiologists and about 23; 500 were physicians and surgeons 
not elsewhere classified and 5, '102 were university teachers*. The 
number of physicians, surgeons, dentists n. e. e. is 25, 2'14 but for 
our purposes dentists have to be excluded. This was done by allo­
cating the total number (25, 274) in the ratio of physicians, surgeons 
allopathic (030) and dentists (034) separtely in each Stat!! and Union 
T.erritory. The results are presented in the Table below:-

TABLE 5 

Number of Allopathic "Doctors" in India in 19lll 

PJtysiciaDS, Surgeons, Allopathic 

Physiologists 

Physicians, surgeons n. e. c. 

Teachers, university* 

Total 

66, 45~* 

797 

23, 505 . 

5, 702 

96,458 

* This figure (5, 702) is taken from "University Education in 
India- 1960-61 11

• 

** This differs from the figure published in Part U·B{ii)- General 
Economic Tables+ Census of India 1961 by about+ 1400. As 

·)~is order of difference is not likely to affect the overall estimate 
,d1mensionally; no chanies in the tables are made. 



17 
39. The distribution of the total stock of doctors by States is giveli ·"' 

below:·-

TABLE 6 

Distribution of "Alloeathic Doctors " in India - 1961 

Physicians Physiologists Physians Univer· Total Percen-
State Surgeons Surgeons sity tage to 

Allopathic n.e.c. Teach- total 
era* 

'1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Andhra 5140 16 884 715 6755 7.0 
Assam 2091 . 1 904 115 3111 3.2 
Bihar 4543 36 2460 156 7185 7.4 
Gujarat 4175 13 243 306 4737 4.9'' 
Jammu and &f' Kashmir 303 3 1 10 367 0.4 
Kerala 1931 'l 1361 212 3511 3.6 
Madhya Pradesh 3202 11 '139 312 4264 4.4 
Madras 4034 10 . 1296 620 5960 6.2 
Maharashtra 9136 113 1948 835 12032 12.6 
Mysore 2421 157 1271 409 4258 4.4 
Orissa 1833 225 101 2159 2.2 
Punjab 5309 15 1366 33.8 7028 7.4 
Rajasthan 217r 50 307 145 2679 2.8 
Uttar Pradesh 5773 155 2800 374 9102 9.4 
West Bengal 10421 183 5495 817 16916 17.5 

All States 62489 770 21340 5465 90064 93.4 

Delhi 3154 27 174,1 190 5112 5.4 
Himachal Pradesh 109 3 112 O.l 
Manipur 89 43 132 0.1 
Tcipura 389 329 '118 0.7 
Pondicherry 104 11 47 162 0. 2 .• 

Nagaland 25 15 40 0.0 
Other Union 

23 118 0.1 Territories 95 
Union Territories 

Total 3965 27 2165 237 6394 .. 6. a· 
Total 66454 797 23505 5702 96458 100.0 

* This has been taken from data available in Univenity Education 
in India • 1960·61. 
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West Bengal and Maharashtra (the two industrially advanced states), 
between them, account for over 30% (30. 1 %) of the Stoell, Uttar Pradesh, 
Bihar, the P-unjab and Andhra acco\11\t for a little l~s tha• another third 
of the stock (31. 2%). The remainiQI & states had a little less than a third 
of the stock (32.1%). Zone-wise, the Central Zone has the lowest per­
centage of the stock (13. 8%). To the East (31. l'l'o) and to the South (21. 4'/o), 
the position improves rapidly whereas towards the North (Ul. 1 %) and 
the West (1 T. 5%), the positi<m impNNes less rapidly. 

Of the total, about 68. 9% are physicians surgeons, allopathic and 
5. 9% are university teachers. Physicians and surgeons n. e. c. formed 
.24. 4% this seems to be rather high. The balance are physi.Qlogists. 

40. In the 1961 census, to qualify for an urban area, a'place had to 
be either a municipal corporation or a municipal area or under a town 
committee or a notified area committee or a cantonment board. Other 
Cel'ft!us towns were determined on the basis of a number of empirical 
tests. ' 

(a) A density of not less than 1, 000 per square mile 
(b) A population of 5000 or more 
(c) Three·tourth of the occupations of the working population 

sbould be outside agriculture and , 
(d) The place should have, aceol'ding to the superintettdent of the 

State, few pronounced urban c::hlaracteristics, the definitions of 
which, however, leave room for :vagueness. 

41. Of the total number of doctors in 1961, 67% wer.e in urban areas 
and the balance in rural areas. Of the men doctor about 65% nre in urban 
areas; the corresponding percentage for women doctors was 87, rhe 
distribut~on of doctors by urban and rural areas is given in Table 7. 

42. The Rural-Urban distribution of doctors; India, StatE:.~t and 
Union Territories is given in Table 8. It is seen that in the brban 
areas of A.ndhra, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Madras, 
Maharashtra, Mysore, Raj~sthan, Delhi aft~ Pondicherry the per­
centage of men doctors is more than at the All-India Level. This 
group of States account.s for practically the whole of the Southern 

· and Western parts (excepting Gujarat and Kerala) of India with Jammu • 
and Kashmir in the very north. Similarly in Andhra, Gu.jarat, Jammu' 
and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Madras, Maharashtra, Mysore, 
Rajasthan, Delhi, Himachal Pradesh and Nagaland the percentage of 

I 

I 
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·'ll"f\DLFJ>-~ ' . 
· Dlstrl.bu.tion ;ef Doctors b:t sex and Ul'biln and rural • areas in different States • 1961 

State Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Andhra 5190 597 5787 . 924 44 968 6114 641 8755 
Assam 710 45 755 2333 23 2356 3043 68 3111 
Bihar 3332 246 3578 3555 52 3607 6887 298 7185 

• Gujarat 2845 291 3136 1569 32 1601 4414 323 4737 
.Fammu and 

Kashmir 256 46 302 63 2 65 319 48 367 
Kerala 1041 266 1307 2013 191 2204 3054 457 3511 
Madhya · · 

Pradesh 2736 337 3073 1155 36 1191 3891 373 426, 
Madras 4106 1042 5148t 712 100 812 4818 1142 5960 
Maharashtra 8661 1732 10393 1568 71 1639 10229 18Q3 12032 
My.sore 2716 318 3034._ 1193 31 1224 3909 349 i258_ 
Orissa 945 170 1115 . 988 56 1044 1933 226 159 
Punjab 3624 333 3957 2966 10& 3071 6590 438. 7028 
Rajasthan. 1805 185 1990 671 18 689 2476 203 2679 
Uttar Pradesh 4630 513 5143 3768 191 3959 8398 704 9102 
W.Bengal 10163 461 10624 6181 111 6292 16344 572 16916 
Delhi 4244 8.68 5112 4244 868 5112 
Himachal . 

Pradesh 51 7 58 53 1 54 104 8 112 
Manipur 63 5 68 62 2 64 125 7 132 
Tripura 160 4 164 550 4 554 710 .8 718 
Pondieherry .132 7 139 18 5 23 150 ~2 162 
Nagaland 12 3 15 25 25 37 3 40 
Others 20 2 22 -39 7 96 109 9 118 

/ All-India. . · 67442 "1478 64920 304561082 31538 87898 8560 96458 
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TABLE 8 

Rural-Urban distribution of Doctors; India, States and 
Union Territories 

States Urban Rural 
Men Women Total Men Women Total 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Andhra Pradesh 84.9 93.1 85.7 15.1 6.9 14.3 
Assam 23.3 66.2 24.3 77.7 33.8 75.7 
Bihar 48.3 82.6 49.8 51.. 7 17.4 50.2 
Gujarat 64.5 90.1 66.2 35.5 9.9 34.8 
Jammu and Kashmir 80.3 95.8 82.3 19. '1 4.2 17.7 
Kerala 34.1 58.2 37.2 65.9 41.8 62.8 
Madhya Pradesh 70.3 90.3 72.1 29.7 9.6 27.9 I Madras 85.2 91.2 96.5 14.8 8.8 13.5 
Maharashtra 84.7 96.1 86.4 15.8 3.9 13.6 
Mysore 69.5 91.1 71.3 31.5 8.9 28.7 I Orissa:. 48.9 75.2 51.6 51.1 24.8 48.4 
Punjab 55.0 '16.0 56.3 45.0 34 .. 0 43.7 
Rajasthan 72.9 91..1 74.3 27.1 8.9 25:7 I Uttar Pradesh ·55.1 72.9 56.5 44.9 22.1. 43.5 
West Bengal 62.2 80.1 62.8 37.8 19.9 //37.2 
Delhi 100.0 100.0 100.0 ' I Himachal Pradesh 49.0 87.5 51.8 51.0 12. s/ 48.2 
Manipur 50.4 71.4 51.5 49.6 28.6. 48.3 
Tripura 22.5 50.0 22.8 77.5 50.0 77.2 I Pondicherry 88.0 58.3 85.8 12.0 41.7 14.2 
Nagaland 32.4 100.0 37.5 61.6 62.5 
Others 18.3 22.2 18.6 81.7 77.8: 81.4 I 
All·Indta 65.4 87.4 67.3 34.6 12.6 32.7 I 

I 
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women doctors in urban areas is more than at the All-lndia level. In 
other worQ.s, all the States in which the urban men doctor percentage is 
relatively higher are also (with the addition of Gujarat, Himachal Pradesh 
and Nagaland) those in which the urban women doctor percentage is high. 
In practically every State, a large proportion of doctors is in the urban 
areas. The exceptions are Assam, Bihar, Kerala, Tripura and Nagaland. 
These exceptions are explained largely by the plantation areas of Assam, 
the mining areas of Bihar and the peculiar settlement pattern of Kerala. 
Tripura and Nagaland are small areas in which the significance of such a 
distribution may not be very great. If we consider an urban (rural) doctor­
percentage range between 60 and 40 as indicating a fairly even urban-
rural distribution, there are only two area blocks that satisfy this condition: 
Orissa, West Bengal, Bihar in the East and Uttar Pradesh, Punjab in 
the North. 1n the States of Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Orissa, "Punjab, Uttar 
Pradesh, West Bengal and in all the Union Territories except Pondicherry 
the percentage of men doctors in rural areas is more than in the country 
as a whole. The percentage of women doctors in rural areas is more than 
the All-India average in Assam,. Bihar, Kerala, Orissa, Punjab, Uttar 
Pradesh and West Bengal Manipur, Tripura and Pondicherry. 

43. The distribution of Urban and Rural stocks of doctors; lndia, 
States and Union Territories is given in T~ ble 9. It is seen that 21. 3 
per cent of the total number of doctors in 1961 was in the southern region. 
The Central region had only neallly 14 per cent of the total number of 
doctors. The Northern region had about 16 per cent of the doctors. The 
Western region :had 1'1 percent of the total number of doctors. Nearly 
32 per cent of the doctors were in the Eastern region. However, nearly 
32 per cent of the women doctors were in the Southern region in 1961. 
·I'he perc·entage number of women doctors in Central, Northern, Western 
and Eastern regions was 12. 6%, 18. 3%, 24.9% and 12o/o respectively. 1n 
the distribution of the urban stock, the two southern states of Andhra and 
:Madras, the eastern state of West Bengal, the northern state of Uttar 
Pradesh and the western state of Maharashtra lead. There is a very high 
degree of (rank) correlation (0. 93) between the distribution of the total j 

/stock and that of the urban stock. The corresponding figure for total ' 
and rural is 0.67. · 

44. The distribution of the number of women doctors per 100 men 
doctors is given in Table 10. 1n 1961, there were 9. 7 women doctors for 
every hundred men doctors at the all-lndia level. The highest number of 
women doctors for every 100 men doctors was in Madras (24) followed 
by Delhi (21), Maharashtra (18) and Jammu and Kashmir (15). There 



TABLE 9 . 
The Dis'tribution Of Urban and Rural stoclt of 
Doctors; India, States and Union Territories 

1 Urban· Rural Total 

States Men Wo· Total Men wo- Total Men wo- TOtal. 
in en men men 

1 2 3 ·4 5 6 .'1 8 9 10 

Andhra 9,1 
•t ·• 

'l.O '1.5 1.01 8.1 . 11.9 3.0 4.1 3.1 
Assam l.a 0.6 1.2 '1.'1 2.1 7.5 3.5 0.8 .u 
Bihar 5.8 ·a. 3 5.5 11.8 4,'8. 11.4 1.9 3.5 7.5 
Gujarat 4.9 3.9 4.8 5.1 3.0 5.1 5.0 3.8 4.9 
Jammu and 

Kashmir 0.4 0.6 0.5. 0.2 0.2 .0.2 0.1l 0.6 0.4 

Kerala 1. 8 3.6 .a:o · 6.6 U'.G 7.0 3.5 5.3 3.1 
Madhya . ._ ~ ... ·•• ,~ I 

" ta· . . . I 

Pradesh 4.9 (~s. 4.7 .3.3 3.8 4'.4 4.4 4.4: 
~ I 

Madras 7.1 18.9 f.. a 2.3 9.2 2.6 5.5 13.3 6.2·: 
Mharashtra 15.2. 23.3 16.0 5.1 6.6 5.2 11.8 21.1 12.5 
Mysore 4.'1 4.3 4.'1 . 3:9 2.9 3. 9 4.5 4.1 4.4 

Orissa t·.G 2.3 . 1 . ., 3. 2 5.2 3.3 2.2 . 2.6 2.2 
Punjab·. 6.3 4.5 s:1 9.7 9.7 9.7 7.5 5.1 7. 3 

RajasthQ 3'.1 ·.a.s 3.1 2.2 1. 7 2.2 2.8 2.4 2.8 
Uttar Pradesh 8.0. 1.0 '1.9 12.4 1'7.6 12. 7 9.6· 8.2 9.5 
West Bengal . l'l. 8 l.\.2 16.4 20.3 10.3 20.0 18.7 6.7 1'/.1 
Delhi '1.4 'u.. 7 'l.9 4.8 '10.1 5.3 
Himachal· 

Pradesh 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2. 0.1 0.1 o.1 
Matlipur ;: 0.1 0.1 ' 0.1 . o;:a 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 ~~ Tripura 0,..3 0.1 i), 3 1.8 0.4 1.8 0.8. 0.1 
Pondicherry 0.2 0.1 0 .• 2 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 
Nagaland 0.1 0.1 

Others 0.3 0,6 0.3 0.1 0.1 o.i 

Total lOO.O 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. o- 100.0 100.0 100.·0 100,0 

22. 



TABLE 10 

Men-Women Ratio of Doctors 

Number of women doctors per 1 00 men 

State doctors 
Urban Rural Total 

1 2 3 4 

Amlhra 11. 5 (10) 0. 5•(18) 10. 5 (6) 
Assam 6. 3 (17) 1. 0 (16) 2. 2 (19) 
Bihar 7. 4 (16) 1. 5 (15) 4. 3 (17) 
Gujarat 10. 2 (12) 2. 0 (13) 7. 3 (14) 
Jammu and Kashmir 18. 0 (6) 3. 2 (9) 15.0 (4) 
Kerala 25. 6 (1) . 9. 5 (3) 15. 0 (4) 
Madhya Pradesh 12. 3 (8) 3.1 (10) 9. 5 (7) 
Madras 25. 4 (2) 14. 0 (2) 23. 7 (1) 
Maharashtra 20. 0 (5) 4. 5 (7) 17.6(3) 
Mysore 11. 7 (9) 2. 6 (12) 8. 9 (8) 
Orissa 18. 0 (6) 5. 7 (5) 11.7 (5) 
Punjab 9. 2 (14) 3. 5 (8) 6. 6 (15) 
Rajasthan 10. 2 (12) 2. 7 (11) 8. 2 (10) 
Uttar Pradesh 11.1 (11) 5. 1 (6) 8. 3 (9) 
West Bengal 4. 5 (19) 1. 8 (14) 3. 5 (18) 
Delhi 20. 5 (4) 20. 5 (2) 
Himachal Pradesh 13. 7 (7) 1. 8 (14) 7.7(13) 
Manipur 7.9(15) 3. 2 (9) ~· 6 (16) 
Tripura 2. 5 (20) 0. 7 (17) 1. 1 (20) 
Pondicherry 5. 3 (18) 27. 7 (1) 8. 0 (12) 
Nagaland 25. 0 (3) 0. 0 (19) 8.1 (11) 
Other Union 
Territories 10. 0 (13) 7. 9 (4) 8. 2 (10) 

~ota1 13.0 3.6 9.7 

;·;(Figures in brackets are the ranks of the States) 
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, were 1 z womer: dOctors for every hu.ru:lred men in Orissa and 8 in 
pondicherry. The lowest number of women doctors per 100 men doctors 
was in Assam (2) ~d Tripura (1). West Bengal with the highest number 
of doctors had 'only 3. 5 women doctors every hiUldred men doctors. 
Madras (23. 7), Maharashtra (17. 6), Jammu and Kashmir (15. 0), 
.Kerala (15. 0), Orissa (11. '1), and Andhra (10. 5) had;., women doctor 
ratio which was higher than that at the All-India level. Urban areas of 
Kerala (25. 6), Madras (25. 4), Maharashtra (20. 0) Orissa (18. 0) and 
Jammu arid'Kashmir (18. 0) show a higher women doctor ratio than the 
All-India Level. Rural areas of Madras (14. 0), Kerala (9. 5), Orissa 
(5. 7), Uttar Pradesh (5.1) and M.aharashtra' (4. 5) had more women 
doctors per hundred men doctors than at the All-India Level. The Urban 
areas of the Union Territories of Delhi (20. 5), Nagaland (25. 0) and 
Himachal Pradesh (13. 7) had higher women doctor ratio than the All­
India average. Only the rural areas of Pondicherry (27. 7) had the women 
doctor ratio higher than the All-India average. The lowest women doctor 
ratios are found in the group of eastern States - Bihar, West Bengal and 
Assam. This is persumably because the women doctors coming out from 
West Bengal have to spread themselves out in neighbouring States. · 

45. The actual availability of doctors for service in urban and rural 
areas is not brought out by the tables above. The total stock of doctor~ 
available in the country is not actually available for service. Some 
of th.em work as administrators and some, as teachers. Only a part of 
the ti~I\JtiUsed by teachers in curing or preventing disease, the 
other part being spent in teaching students. Some of the doctors are 
averaged. Also, there are quite a few doctors who, though living in 
urban areas, do serve the rural areas by visiting such areas and orga­
nising clinics there. Almost all the urban hospitals cater to .the needs 
of the rural population also, because they come for treatment to these 
hospitals. However, the doctor population ratio given below gives ~ 
approximation to the actual 'doctor eervice' available in the different 
areas. 

46. In table 11 the number of doctors.,.J.Vailable is related to the 
total population whom they serve. This table gives the available 
number of doctors· per million population in the different StateEt t 

. separately for urban and rural areas. . 
' 



TABLE 11 

. Numb':'l' of dOCtOl'S eel' million po~ulation in Urban .. • 
·' ... 

·• ..... andR ··•' • . . .. . .. ural areas . · • · · , . . .· . · ... ~ 

• • 

Urban Rural Total Sta«es 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

t 2 3 '4'.: 5 6' 'l 8 9 1-0 

tn-dia . ' 730 "95 85 3 88. 200 20 22~ 
1Andhra Pra~esh 826 95 '31 1 32 1'1'0 18 188 
Assam .,.'180 49 '213' 3 215 256 6 262 
Bihar 852 63 84 1 85 148 7 155c 
Gujarat 535 55 102 2 104 214 16 230 
Jamtll'l1 and' 

Kashmir 434 76 512 21 1 22 90 13 103 

Kerala 408 104 513 140 13 153 181 27 208 
Madhya Pradesh 595 73 668 42 1 43 Ul 11 132 
Madras 461 111 578 2.9 ·4 33 143 34 177' 
Ma.harashtra . 'l76 -155. 931 55 s 58 259 45 304 
Mysore 51'5. 60 &'15 65 2 61 lfi6 15 '181 
Orissa 851 153 1004 60 i' 63 110 13 123 
Punjab 886 81 967 162 6 189 324 22 346 
Rajasthan 550 56 60'1 40 1 41 123 10 133 
Uttar Pradesh 495 54 549 58 3 61 113 9 123 
West Bengal 1190 54 1244 234 4 238 468 16 484 
Delhi 1595 326 1921 . 1595 326 1921 
Himachal:A:adesh · ·· 85 12 9'1 41 1 42 77 6 83 
Manipur · : 900 ; 71 9'll 87 .J! 89 160 9 169 • . . 

:529 t·-.. Tripura 1600 • 40r. 1640 533 682 7 689 
Others 1261 92 1353 105 . s.· 114 213 17 230 /---

47. Andhra Pradesh (188), Bihar (155), Jammu and Kashmir (103), 
K.erala (208), Madras {1'17), Mysore (161), Orissa (123), Rajasthan (133), 
tJttar Pradesh (123), Himachal Pradesh (83) and Manipur (169) show a 
.esser numbe;fof doctorfi! per milli9,n populatioll than at the All-India 
eve!. In tile U;rban ·areas of Gujarat (569), Jammu and Kashmir (512), 
Cerala (513), · Madhya Pra~Sh (~68), · Madl'as (578), Mysore (575), 
ta;asthan (607), Uttar "Pradesh (549) and Hima.chal Pradesh (97), the 
1umber of doctors per million population is less than a' the All-India level. 
lnly in the State of Assam (215), Gujarat (104), Kerala (153), Punjab (189), 
Vest Bengal (238), and Tr~ (~3.3), the n~ber of doctors per million 

25 . 
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population in rural areas is more than that at the all-India level. 
Taking the southern region as a whole the number of doctors per millio.n 
population is less than in All-India. 

48. It is clear from Table 11 that there is a wide disparity between 
States and between rural and urban areas in each State, in the availability 
of doctors. Since Table 11 dealt only with the States as a whole, the 
complete picture of the concentration of availability of doctors in capital 
cities and other well developed areas and the lack of an adequate number 
of doctors in other areas has not been brought to light. To bring into 
focus the problem of non-availability of an adequate number of doctors 
to look after the health of the population in the under-developed areas 
in each State, a district-wise distribution of the nintysix thousand doctors 
in India is given in Appendix I to this section. In this Appendix the total 
number of doctors classified by sex available in each district according 
to the census is shown, separately for urban and rur~l areas. 

49. On a perusal of the State-wise tables in Appendix I to this section, 
it is seen that there is a concentration of doctors in certain districts 
whereas in the others the number of doctors is very low. Arranging 
the districts in each State in the descending order of available number 
of doctors and calculating the number of doctors in the first quartile and 
the last quartile of the districts (starting from the highest) the picture 
given in Table 12 emerges. 

50. The last column of the Table gives the index of concentration. 
U the doctors were uniformly distributed in all the districts we should 
expect that the percentage of doctors in the highest and lowest quartiles 
in each State should be the same and the difference between them should 
be zero and, if all the doctors were in the highest quartile, then the 
difference in the percentage of doctors in the two quartiles will be 
100, So the difference between the percentages of doctors in the highest 
and the lowest quartiles of the districts can be taken to give an index of 
concentration. It is seen that the concentration is least in Kerala and 
maximum in Jammu and Kashmir, Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and 
Rajasthan. For Punjab, the index of concentration is 39, For other 
States, it is between 44 and 58.· The index of concentration is more 
than at the All-India level only in Andhra (67) and Jammu and Kasjtmir 
(69). In all States except Kerala more than 50% of the doctors were 
found in the first 25% of the districts in each State, arranged in descending 
order of the number of doctors in them. In Kerala, only 31% of the 
doctors are found in the first 25% of the districts. In all States except 
Kerala only 10% or le'Ss of the doctors are found in the lowest 25% of the 
districts in each State. However, in Kerala, 14% of the doctors were in the 
lowest 25% of the districts . 

. ·~ 



TABLE 12 

Percentage of Doctors in the Hildlest and Lowest 
Quartile of the Number of Districts ·in each State . 

Total Number Percentage of No. of Doctors 
State of Districts Highest Lowest 

guartile Quartile 
1 2 3 4 

nAndhra 20 70(2) 5(6) 
Assam 11 59(6) 4(7) 
Bihar 17 52(8) ~ 8(3) 

. Gujarat 17 52(8) .6(5) 
Jammu and 

Kashmir 9 74(1) 5(6) 
Kerala 9 31(10) 14(1) 
Madhya 

Pradesh 43 64(3) 6(5) 
Madras 13 52(8) 8(3) 
Maharashtra 26 72(2) 6(5) 
Mysore 19 60(5) 10(2) 
Orissa 13 57(7) 3(8) 
Punjab 19 49(9) 10(2) 
Rajasthan 26 63(4) 3(8) 
Uttar Pradesh 54 63(4) 5(6) 
West Bengal 16 63(4) 7(4) 
Total 331 68 2 

(Figures in brackets are the ranking of each State) 

Col. (1) State. 
Col. (2) Number of Districts m each State. 
Col. (3) Percentage number of doctors in the highest quartile 

of the number of districts in each State. 
Col. (4) Percentage number of doctors in the -Lowest Quartile 

of the number of districts in each State. 
Col. (5) Index of concentration which is obtained by subtracting 

Col. (4) from Col. (3). 
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Index of 
concen-
tration 

5 
67(2) 
55(7) 
44(11) 
46(10) 

69(1) 
17(13) 

58(5) 
44(11) 
66(3) 
50(9) 
54(8) 
39(12) 
60(4) " 
58(5) 
56(6) 
66 
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51. The index of concentration assumes that the total population 
of the State is uniformly distributed in all the districts which is not 
true. A more lucid picture of the distribution of doctors in the different 
districts can be had by relating the number of doctors to the 1961 popu­
lation in each district. The number of doctors per million population 
in each district in 1961 is worked out and given in Appendix ii to this 
Section. Grouping the districts into five broad groups, according to 
the number of doctors per million population, the following picture 
emerges: 

TABLE 13 

Qistrlbution of Qlstricts bi Doctors l!er million 
Poeula tion - 1961 

(Figures tit brackets are the po~ulation in 1961 in 
thea e districts in lakhs I \ 

Doctor Poeulation\ratio B!:OU(!S · 
State Less than 100-199 200·299 300-399 400·499 500JI.nd 

100 \ above 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Andhra 13(200) 4(90) 2(49) 

-~ 
1(21) 

Assam 2(6) 3(43) 5(57) . - 1(13) 
Biharl 8(207) 6(200) 1(12) - 29) 1(17) 
Gujarat 1(10) 7(69) 6(81) 2(24) 1( 2~ 
Jammu and 

Kashmir 16( 23) 2(7) 1(6) 
• Kerala 4(72) 4(80) 1(17) 

!4adhya Pradesh 25(174) 14(116) 2(20) :.#4) Madras 3(96) 7(210) 2(14) 7) 
Maharashtra 5(56) 15(216) 3(43) 1(15) 2(66) 
Mysore 6(71) 8(85) 3(52) 1(25) 1(3) 
Orissa 6(63) 4(59) 3(53) 
Punjab 2(13) 3(44) 2(27) 3(18) 5(61) 4(40) 
Rajasthan 16(100) 5(51) 3(32) 2(19) 
Uttar Pradesh 30(379) 14(205) 7(118) 2(22) 1(13) 

Total 

8 
20(360) 
~11(119) 

17(465) 
17(206) 

9(36) 

9(169) 
43(324) 
13( 337) 
26( 396) 
19(236) 
13(175) 
19(203) 
26(202) 
54(737) 

West Bengal 1(14) 3(74) 
Delhi 

5(76) 3(55) 4(130) 16(349) 
1(26) 1(26) 

Other Areas* 9(19) 3(13) 3(5) 1(1) 1(3) 1(11) 18(52) 
I. -

• 'Total 13~(1489) 100(~502) 45(640) 18(205) 12(185) 20(3Tj1331(439l 
* Each of the Umon Territor1es except Himachal Pradesh is taken l 

• . as one district. · 
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51. The index of concentration assumes that the total population 
of the State is uniformly distributed in all the districts which is not 
true. A more lucid picture of the distribution of doctors in the different 
districts can be had by relating the number of doctors to the 1961 popu­
lation in each district. The number of doctors per million population 
in each district in 1961 is worked out and given in Appendix 11 to this 
Section. Grouping the districts into five broad groups, according to 
the number of doctors per million population, the following picture 
emerges: 

TABLE 13 

Pistribution of Districts by Doctors per million 
Population - 1961 

(Figures i'n brackets are the pohulation in 1961 in 

State 

1 
Andhra 
Assam 
Bihar 
Gujarat 
Jammu and 

Kashmir 

· Kerala 
Madhya Pradesh 
Madras 
Msharashtra 
Mpore 
Orissa 
Punjab 
Rajasthan 
Uttar Pradesh 
West Bengal 
Delhi 
Other Areas* 

thea e districts in lakhs) \ 
Doctor Population' ratio groups · 

Less than 100-199 200·299 300-399 400-499 
100 \ 

2 3 4 5 
13(200) 4(90) 2(49) 

2(6) 3(43) 5(57} 
8(207) 6(200) 1(12) 
1(10) 7(69) 6(81) 2(24) 

16(23) 

4(73) 
25(174) 

3(96) 
5(56) 
6(71) 
6(63) 
2(13) 

16(100) 
30(379) 

9(19) 

2(7) 

4(80) 
14(116) 

7(210) 
15(216) 

8(85) 
4(59) 
3(44) 
5(51) 

14(205) 
1(14) 

3(13) 

1(6) 

1(17) 

2(14) 
3(43) 
3(52) 
3(53) 
2(27) 
8(32) 
7(118) 
3(74) 

3(5) 

2(20) 

1(25) 

3(18) 
2(19) 
2(22) 
5(76) 

1(1) 

6 

29) 
1(22,) 

' 

1(15) 

5(61) 

3(55) 

1(3) 

Total 
500.and 
above 

7 8 
1(21) 20( 360) 
1(13) .11(119) 
1(17) 17(465) 

17(206) 

9(36) 

9(169) 
2Q4) 43(324) 
l.#J.7) 13(337) 
2(66) 26( 396·) 
1(3) 19(236) 

13(175) 
4(40) 19(203) 

26(202) 
1(13) 54(737) 
4(130) 16(349) 
1(26) 1(26) 
1(11) 18(52) 

I, -
· ·Total 136(1489) 100(1502) 45(640) 18(205) 12(185) 20(:rtgel31(439 

* Each of the Union Territories except Himachal Pradesh is taken · 
as one district. 
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.f • . .• 
•.• :this distributio~ of doctors per million pop,ulation has also been plotted 
· by districts and shown in the map on the facing page. 

,. 

• 52. The 20 districts with 8. 4% of India's population, that had 500 
ot n'{O!'e doctors per million persons are either districts with the capital 

·· f.itti.ea¢ some.states situated in them (like Delhi, Calcutta, Bombay, 
I Madras, Hyderabad, Ambala and Tripura) or were capitals of former 
·..>c pri~cely states (like Indore, Gwalior, Kapurthala and Bhagalpur) or are 
····industrially developed areas (like Poona, Ludhiana, Nadia, Howrah, 24 

Parganas and Jullunder). Coorg and Darrang are centres of plantation 
areas. A little over a third of India's population is served by less than 
100 doctors per million persons and another third, by 100-199 doctors. 
per million persons. 27. 6% of the population have 200-499 doctors per 
million persons Kerala has the most even pattern of distribution of doctors. 

53. The Central Zone (Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh), with 2 · 
contiguous states 'in the East (Bihar and Orissa), one contiguous State in the 
South (Andhra Pradesh) and one contiguous state to the West (Rajasthan) 
have all the largest parts of their population in the ratio group 0-99 
doctors pel' million persons. Jammu and Kashmir to the far north is 
also in this category. The remaining southern states of Madras, Kerala 
and Mysore alongwith the western state of Maharashtra show a better 
position with the largest parts of their population in the ratio group of 
100-199 dol!tors. per million persons. The remaining 4 states (Assam, 
Gujarat, Punjab and West Bengal) have the largest parts of their popula-• tion in the higher ratio groups. 

54. West Bengal is the only state where none of the districts has a 
doctor-population ratio of less than 100 per million population. Among the 
remaining states, Assam in the east, Punjab .in the north and Gujarat in 
the West have the lowest parts of their population in the doctor-population 
ratio group 0-99. Two contiguous states in the east (Bihar and Orissa), 
two contiguous states 1n the South (Kerala and Madras) and the Northern. 
state of Jammu and Kashmir have the lowest parts of their population in 
the ratio group 200-299 doctors per million population. The C~tral 
Zone (Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh) and the 2 contiguous States in the 
South (Andhra and Mysore) have the lowest parts of their population in the 
doctor population group 500 and above doctors per million persoi!S. The 
two remaining states (Rajasthan .. and Maharashtra) have the lowest parts 
of their population in the ratio group 3Q0-499 doctors per million popula­
tion.. Hill districts (likli! Uttar Kashi, Almora, Garhwal) except thQf8 
which are plantation or mining areas have very low doctor population ratio. 
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55. In analyuing me reasons for the concentration of ct>ctors-in 

certain districts, two possible factors are considered. These are tbe total 
poplllation of the district and the percentage of. the total populati?n working 
in manufa.cturi.ag industries and construction. It is seen that in all states 
excepting :Kerala IPid Andhra there is signi!I.Cant positive rank correlation 
between lfle doctor-population ratio in the districts and the corresponding 

·percentage of population working in manufacturing industries and construc-
tion. The rank c:arrelation coeUicients obtained are given in Table 14. 
lR Kerala there is an Insignificant negative correlation and in Andhra and 
insignificant positive correlation between these two factors. 

TABLE 14 

Rank correlation coefficients 

State 
Rank correlation Number of 

coeffieient districts 

Andhra 0. 07. 20 
Assam ~.65 11 
Bihar 0.38 n 
Gujarat 0.51 l'l 
Jammu and Kashmir 9 
Kerala o.n 9 
Madhp Plra.11e6 0.65 4! 
Madras 0.40 13 
Maharashtra O.S4 26 
My sore 0. 'U 19 
Orissa 0.6a ll 
Punjab 0.46 19 
Rajasthan 0.60 26 
Uttar Pradesb 0.56 54 
West Bengal 0.52 16 

'The signifieant correlation betw~ tbe doc:tor-populatio~ r~ti; and 
the percentag~ of the total populatiOD working in manufacturing industries 
and construction taken together in the district& of the majority of States 
may be taken to indicate that the index of illdustrl ~u t' f th 
ditri.t id -sa1ono e 8 c eons erabl~ infiuenc~s the concentration of doctors. In other · 
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words, it can be said that developed districts soon to have attracted 
higher doctor concentration. 

Age Distribution of Doctors: 

56. As has been stated earlier, the Table cm-Part-B of the Census 
gives the distributio~ of the people in the Urban areas of India by educa­
tionallevel and age. In this Table, medical personnel are classified 
by educational level under the he.ading "Technical Degree or Diploma 
equal to Degree or Post--graduate Degree-Medicine''. In this classifi­
cation, the licentiate, graduate, and post-graduate "doctors" are 
included. This group also includes graduates and post-graduates in 
Ayurvedic and other indigenous system of medicine. It is not possible 
to separate the doctors of modern medicine from this. However, it will 
not be too wrong to assume that the pattern of the age distribution 
obtained from this table will hold good for the "allopathic doctors" alone 
in urban areas, since the majority of doctors in this census table will 
be allopathic doctos. 

57. The total number of doctors according to this table in urban areas 
in 1961 was 49, 376 whereas the total number of doctors in the urban 
areas was estimated as 65, 000 from Table B-V. This differel;lce may be 
due to the exclusion of certain types of .medical personnel like physiologists, 
anatomists, pathologists and others, who are classified under physicians . 
and surgeons not elsewhere classified. When these groups of occupations 
are excluded from the estimated total of 65,000 the balance more or less 
tallies with the number obtained from this table of the Census. 

58. The age-distribution of the 49, 376 doctors in Urban areas as 
obtained from the census is given below sl!!parately for men and women 
doctors. 

TABLE 15 

Age-distribution of Allopathic Doctors 1961-
Urban Areas 

Men Women Total 
Age-Group Number %Total Numb.er o/oTotal Number ·%Total 

. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
24 or less 3662 8.7 1439 19.6 5101 10.3 
25-29 7087 16.9 1901 25.8 8988 18.2 
30-34 6574 15.6 1394 19.0 7968 16.1 
35-44 9572 22.8 1573 21.4 11145 22.6 
48-59 10442 24 •. 8 851 11.6 11293 22.9 
6 and above 4679 11.1 192 2.6 4871 9. 9 

. Age not Stated 8 0.1 2 0.0 10 0.0 
Total ... 42024 .. 100.0 7352 100,0 49376;. 100.0 



TABLE 16 

Age Pattern of Urban Doctors, 1961 

s~te 
24 or less 25 - 29 30 - 34 35 - 44 45 - 59 60 + Total 

__ , M w. T M ~ T M w T M w T M w T M w T M w T 
.e 

Anciha Pradesh 533 213 746 503 167 670 459 154 613 741 119 860 655 55 710 195 11 206 3086 719 3805 
As san 20 5 25 92 17 109 120 17 137 190 12 202 235 4 239 79 2 81 736 57 793 
Biha1 112 34 . 146 350 66 416 395 45 440 554 47 601 556 24 580 188 7 195 2155 223 2378 
Guja:at 183 52 235 522 110 632 433 81 514 732 82 814 837 47 884 406 10 416 3113 382 3495 
Jamru and 

Jashmir 11 8 19 37 5 42 23 11 34 28 6 34 57 4 61 5 1 6 161 35 196 
Keral 42 21 63 121 72 193 104 24 128 121 49 170 200 34 234 78 6 84 666 206 872 
Madh;a Pradesh 167 56 223 383 88 471 399 65 464 495 - 66 561 360 28 388 127 2 129 1931 305 2236 
Madrs 372 127 499 612 236 848 440 179 619 659 205 864 505 83 588 207 21 228 2795 851 3646 

· Mahaashtra 664 375 1039 1009 452 1961 1271 3811652 1751 458 2209 1ffi6 al5 2251 1118 69 1187 8299 2000 10299 
Myso;e 159 8·2 241 291 80 371 259 52 311 385 59 444 375 37 412 170 1:6 186 1639 326 1965 
OriSs 64 26 90 97 38 135 91 22 113 132 15 147 142 2 144 38 1 39 564 104 668 
Punja 187 47 234 265 77 342 241 40 281 328 68 390 432 30 462 225 7 232 1678 269 1947 v:: 
Raja man 124 35 159 173 37 210 165 19 184 269 23 292 256 22 278 99 5 104 1086 141 1227 tv 

Uttar)radesh 415 1:-27 542 594 122 716 714 68 782 954 133 1087 1043 97 1140 507 19 526 4227 566 4793 
West ~engal 428 55 4831155 138 1293 1082 94 1176 1631 73 1704 2163 41 2204 909 8 917 7368 409 7777 
Delhi 170 173 3.43 337 185 522 316 135 451 485 148 633 516 68 584 286 7 293 2110 716 2826 
Othen\reas' 11 3 14 46 11 57 62 7 69 117 10 127 124 10 134 50 2 52 410 43 453 -
All- Irlia 3662 1439 5101 7087 1901 8988 6 57 4 13 9:1: 7 ffi 8 $}) 7 2 157 3 11145 10i42 851 11293 4687 194 4881 4:!>24 7352 49376 

:~:; 

M Men 
W Women 
T Total 



TABLE 17 

Percentage Age-Eattern of Urban 'Doctors' 
., ' . ) 

I ............ 
I ' 

Stati!S Less than 24 . 25 - 29 30- 34 35 - 44 45- 59 60 + 
·M w T .M. . w - •.·T M w ~ -· T M w T M \V T M w T 

·. ' 
' 

Andhra Pradesh tiu 29.6 U.6 16. 3 ' 23. 2 17.6 14.9 21. 4f ' 16.1 24o0 l6o6 22.6 21. 2 7o6 18o7 6oS 1.5 5.4 
Assam 2;7 8.8 3o !! l2o4 . 29o 8 130 7 16o3 2908: 17.3 25.8 21.0 25.5 3109 7.0 30.1 10o7 3o5 10.2 
Bihar. ,·, ~~ 2 .15. 2. 6.1 160 2. 29o6'17o5 16})3 20.2j 18o'5 25o7 21.1 25.3 25. 8 100 8 24o4 8.7 3o 1 8.2 
Gujarat . Soli 13:6 6o7 16.8 28o8 1801 130 9 21.2i 140 7 23.5 21. & lis. 3 26o 9 12. 3 25.3 13o0 2o8 11. 9 
Jammuand~shnrir 6o8 . 22o,8 9. 7 23o·O 14.3 21.4 14o3 

. 
31. 4) 17. 3 17.~ 17.1 17.3 35.4 llo' 31.2 3. 1 2o9 3.1 

. Keral<~o 6.3 lOo 2 7 0 2 18o2 35o0 ·2201 15.6 11. '1 ~ 14:7 18.2 23o8 100 5 "So. o 1s. 5 26.8 11.7 2.9 9,7 
· Madhya Pradesh 8o6 l8o3 9o 9 19.8 28o8 21 .. 1 20o'7 21. 3, 20o8 25.6 l 21..6 25.1 18.6 9.2 17.4 6.6 Oo7 5. 7 
Madras 13.3 14.9 13.7 21. 9 27.7 230 3 15. 7 21.0 l 16. 9 23.6 24.1 23.7 18.1 IU 16.1 7o4 2oli 8.3 
Miiha;rashtra 8.0 18.8 10.1 18.2 22.6 190 0 15·. 3 

' ; 
16.0 21.0 ' 22.9 21. 5 230 9 13.3 21. 9 13.5 3.5 11.5 19.1 : 

Mysore 9.'1. 25o1 12.3 17.8 . 24o6 18.9 15:8 15. 9 ,, 150 8 23.4 18.1 22.6 22. 9 11. 3 20.9 10.4 4.9 9.5 w 
... Orissa, 11.3 25.0. 13o5 l7;2 36.5 2002 16.1 21.1 . 16.9 23.4 14.4 22.0 25.1 1.9 21.6 6.8 1.1 5.8 w 

.Punjab 11.1 17.5 "120 0 15.8 '28. 6 17.6 14o4 14.9 • 14.4 19.5 25.3 20.3 25.7 112 23o8 1305 20 5 llo,9 
0 Raja:stl)an 11.4 24o.8 12.'9 15o 9 . 26o 2 17ol 15o 2·15. 3 14o9 24.8 16.3 23o8 23. 6 15. 6 22.7 90 1 3.5 8.6 

Uttar Pradesh 9.8 22.:4. 1L3 1401 21.6 l4o9 16.9 l2o 0. 16.3 22.6 23o5 2207 240 6 17o1 2308 12.9 3.4 11.0 
West Bengaf 5:8 13o4 6.2 15. 7' . 33o7 16.6 14:7 _23oO(: 1g.1 22.1 17o 8 21. 9 290 4 10. 0 28,4 1'20 3 2. 1 11.8 
Delhi. 8.0 24ol l2o'l' 160 0 . ,25. 9 18o5 1So1l 18.9· 15.9 23o0 20.7 22.4 24.4 9o5 2007 13o6 0.9 10.4 
Other Areas. 2o7 7. 0 3o1 llo 2 25.6 1206' l5o2 16o3 . l5o 2 28.~ 2302 28o0 30.2 23.2 29.6 l2o2 4o7 llo 5 

. AU-India .8.7 19o 6 l.Oo 3 16o9 25.9 18.2 15.6 18.9 16.1 22o8 21.4 22o6 24. 91i. 6 22o9 llo2 2.6 9.8 

~ 

M Men 
w Women 
T Total 
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TABLE 18 

Distribution o! Doctors b;y State and Age 
' 

States 24 or less 25- 29 30 .- 34 35- 44 45- 59 60+ Total . -
M w T M w T M ,W T M w T M w T M w T M w T 

Andhra Pradesh 1058 190 1248 996 149 11455911 137 1048 1468 106 1574 1296 49 1345 385 10 395 6114 641 6755 
Assam 82 6 88 377 20 397 ..-496 i 20 516 788 .14 802 974 5 979 326 3 329 3043 68 3111 
Bihar 358. 45 403 1116 88 1204 1263 60 1323 1774 63 1837 1777 33 1810 599 9 608 6887 298 7185 
Gujarat 260 44 304 742 94 836 614 68 682 1037 69 1106 1187 40 1227 574 8 582 4414 323 4737 
Jammu and Kashmir 22 11 33 73 7 80 46 15 61 55 8 63 113 '_6 119 10 1 11 319 48 367 
Kerala 192 47 239 556 190 716 476 53 529 556 109 665' 916 75 991 358 13 371 3054 457 3511 
Madhya Pradesh 336 68 404 774 107 881 810 79 889 986 81 1067 727 35 762 258 3 261 3891 373 4264 
Madras 641 170 811 1055 316 1371 756 240 996 1137 275 1412 872 112 984 357 29 386 4818 1142 5960 
Maharashtra 818 339 1157 18o2 407 2269 1165 .344 1909 2153 413 2566 2450 ~0 2690 1381 60 1441 10229 100312032 
Mysore 379 88 467 696 86 782 618 56 674 915 63 978 895 39 934 406 17 423 3909 349 4258 
Orissa 219 57 276 333 82 415 311 48 359 453 33 486 485 4 489 132 2 134 1933 226 2159 
Punjab 731 77 808 1041 125 1166 949 65 1014 1285 111 13961694 49 1743 890 11 901 6590 438 7028 
Rajasthan 282 50 332 393 53 446 378 28 406 614 33 647 584 32 616 225 7 232 2476 203 2679 
Uttar Pradesh 823 157 980 1185 151 1336 1420 84 1504 1894 169 206 3 2,068 120 21881008 23 10~1 ~398 704 9102 
West Bengal 948 77 1025 2566 192 2758 240;3 t132 2535 3612 102 37144805 57 4862 2010 12 2022 16344 57216916 ' 
Delhi 340 209 549 679 225 904 637 t164 801 976 180 11561035 82 1117 575 8 585 4244 868 5112 ~ 

Ot!ter Areas 33 3 §a 138 12 150 188 ' 8 196 352 11 363 373 11 384 151 2 153 1235 47 1282 i 
All-India 7522 1638 9160 14582 2274 1685613841 160115442 200551840 218952'2251989 2 3240 9647 ·218 9865- 87898 8560 oo458·1 

M Men 
W Women 
T Total 
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59. The State-wise age pattern of the doctors in the Urban areas 
is given ilf·:Table 16 and the percentage distribution is given in Table 1 7. . . . 

60' .. In all the Southern States (Kerala), Madras, Mysore and 
Andhra Pradesh), Maharashtra in the West, Madhya Pradesh in the 
Centre, Orissa in the east and Delhi and Jammu and Kashmir in the · 
north, the percentage of doctors in the age-group 29 years or less is 
more than that existing at the All-India level. 

61. Assuming that this age pattern in each State will hold good. 
for all the doctors in urban areas and alsq·:'for the doctors in the rural 
areas, th~ age distribution of 96458 docto~Is worked out and is given 
Table 18. A summary o~ this table at the'All-India level is given 
below. 27'/o of the doctors are below 30 years, 39'Yo of the doctors are 
below 45 years and about 34'/o are more than 45 years old. In the age 
distribution the number of old doctors predominate. In .an ideal age 
distribution percentage of young doctors should be more then that 
of middle aged and old doctors: 

TABLE 19 

' . ' 
DistribUtion of Doctors hi Age-grouJ:!S 

Men Women Total 
Age-Group Number '/o Total Number '/o Total Number '/oTotal 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
24 or less 7522 8.6 1638 19.1 . 9160 9.5 
25- 29 14582 16.6 2274 26.6 16856 17.5 
30- 34 13841 15.7 1601 18.7 15442 16.0 
35- 44 20055 22.8 1840 21.5 21895 22.7 
45 - 59 22251 25.3 989 '11. 6 23240 24.1 
60 + 9647 11.0 218 2. 5 9855 10.2 

Total 87898 100. 0 . 8560 100.0 96458 100.0 

6 2. The average age of doctors in the different States of India is 
given in Table 20. The average age of the doctor lies between 35-40 ·in 
all the States arid at the All-India level. The average age of men doctors 
if! higher than ~that of women· doctors in all the States. • ·. . 

• '·":: 4 



TABLE 20 

Average Age of Doctors 

State Men Women Total 

~ 
1 2 3 4 

Andhra Pradesh 38 32 35 

Assam 43 34 38 

Bihar 41 35 38 

Gujarat 42 34 38 

Jammu and Kashmir 41 34 38 

Kerala 42 35 38 . 

Madhya Pradesh 38 33 36 

Madras 38 34 36 

Maharashtra 41 35 38 

Mysore 40 34 37 

Orissa 39 30 35 

Punjab 41 34 38 

Rajasthan 40 34 37 

Uttar Pradesh 41 35 38 
West Bengal 42 33 38 
Delhi 42 32 37 
Other Areas 45 38 42 

All-India 41 34 38 

63. A comparative pi<;tlire ot· the percentage distribution of 
doctors and of the total population for comparable age-groups is 
given in Table 21.. Excepting in the age group 23 - 24 (24 or less) 
and 45 - 59 the percentage of doctors in the other age-group ~s less 
than the pert':ntage of population in those age-groups. This is also 
true in the case of men doctors. The stock of women doctors is 
younger than the women population. 

"Active Doctors" 

64. All the doctors who were alive at the time of 1961 Census 
whould not have been "Active Doctors". In the absence of any data 
on the activity status of tlre doctors it will not be wrong to assume, 
as in the case of the Perspective Planning Divison study, that only 
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TABLE 21 

Percentage Age distribution of Doctors 
and India's eoeulation - 1961 

Men Women Total 
Age-Group Doctor Pop~- Doctor Popu- Doctor Popu-

lation lation 1ation 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

24 or les.s 8.6 5.0 19.1 4.9 9.5 5. 2 

as·- 34 32.3 34.5 45.3 33.9 33.5 35.1 

35- 44 22.8 24.7 21.5 25.2 22.7 24.2 

45- 59 25.3 23.0 11:6 23.7 24.1 22.2 

60+ 11.0 12.8 2.5 12.3 10.2 13.3 

Total 100.0. "100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0" 100,0 
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half of the doctors who were aged 60 and above would have been active .. 
On this assumption, the number or "Active Doctors" in India in 1961 
wu about 92, 000. The distribution of these active doctors by State 
and sex is given in Table 22. 

65. As is to be expected the active doctor-population ratio is 
less than the doctor-population ratio of total stock of doctors in all 
the states. The pattern of distribution of active doctor-population 
ratio on the different states follows the same pattern as that of total 
stock of doctors (vide Table 23). · 

66. Table B. VI of the census gives the data on the classification. 
of educationally qualified doctors by occupational divisions. of persons 
at work. In this table also as in Table C. m Part B, data is available 
for the urban areas only classified by States and Districts. The occu­
pational classification follows the pattern of Table B. V. but it is given 
only at the 1st digit level. For the purpose of this paper, the 9 divisions 
are pooled together to form 3 groups as follows: · 

Group 1 Professionals 
Group 2 Administrators and Executives 
Group 3 Others 
Group 3 mainly consists of these doctors who work as salesmen 

and agents and others. 

67. From Table B VI the percentage composition of these groups 
is given in Table 24. . . 

68. The total estimated stock of active doctors in 1961 is 91'526.' 
Of these 5702 were teachers in educational institutions. Applying the 
above percentage composition to the balance the distribution of doctors 
in 1961 by activity statU13 is given in Table 2S. 

69. Of the 91526 "Active Doctors" in India in 19iil it estimated 
that about 5702 were teachers in medical educational in~titutions about 

' 79000 were professionals and about 3900 were administrators and execu­
tives. Of the 83000 men doctors nearly 71500 were professionals 
whereas in the case of 8446 w d ' · 11 omen actors nearly 7500 were·profess1ona 



TABLE 22 

Distribution of "Active Doctors" by States - 1961 

·~s Men Women Total 

Andhra Pradesh 5922 636 6558 
Assam 2880 67 2947 
Bihar 6588 293 6881 
Gujarat 4126 320 4446 

Jammu and 
Kashmir 314 . 48 362 

Kerala 2874 ,, 452 3326 

Madhya Pradesh 37.6.2.. 371 4133 

Madras 4640 1127 5767 

Maharashtra 9538 
,' j .. ~ 

1774 11312 

Mysore 3706 342 4048 ........ 
Orissa 1866 226 2092 

Punjab 6145 434 6579 

Rajasthan 2364 200 . 2564 

Uttar Pradesh 7899 678 8577 

West Bengal 15340 567 15907 

Delhi 3956 865 482C .::l:,tl lt\1 

Other Ns!JI.S 1160 as& 1'846: 1206 irllsa 

All-InBBS 83080 r . s:us 81112$. 'I!!d!O 

80!: er ear £ibai-llA 
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. 
TAJLE 23 

11 Active'' Doc!!;!r l!Ol!ulation Ratio b;t States, 1961 

States ~ 
Women Total 

-
Andhra Pradesh 165 17 182 

Assam 243 5 . 248 

Bihar 142. 6 148 

Gujarat 200 16 216 

Jammu and Kashmir 88 14 102 

Kerala 110 27 197 

Madhya :pradesh 116 12 128 

Madras 138 33 171 

Maharashtra 241 45 286 

Mysor11 157 15 172 

Orissa 106 13 119 

Punjab 303. 21 324 

Rajasthan 117 10 12't 

Uttar Pradesh 11l7 9 116 

West Bengal 439 16 455 

Delhi 1487 325 1812 

Other Areaa 221 7 228 

AU·lndia '189 19 208 
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TABLE 24 

Percentage Distribution of Doctors by 
Activity Status - 1961 

Men Women 

Professional 91.6 96.5 

Administrators and. 
Executives 4.8 2.0 

Others 3.6 1.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 

TABLE 25 

Distribution. of Doctors by Activity Status - 1961 

M!a. Women 

Professional 71548 7445 

Administrators and 
Executives 3749 154 

Teachers 4971 731 

Others 2812 116 

Total 83080 8446 
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'£!?.!!!. 
92.2 

4.4 

,~.~ 

100.0 

12!& 
78993 

3903 

5702 

2928 

91526 
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Estimate of Doctors at the end of 1964 em the basis of 
Census of lndia - 1961 · 

70. Based on the occupational data of the census ar.tbe estimate 
-of the total stock of doctors in 1961 'is'. . . 96458, comprising of 
87898 men and 8560 women. The age-distribution of this stock has 
been worked out and given in Table 15 of this Section. The estimate 
of the total stock of doctors alive and those who are 'active' as at the 
end of 1964 can be.arrived at by adding the survivors from. the stock 
of doctors in 1961 to those who have passed from medical educational 
institutions during the years 1961·64. 

71. The survivors from the 1961 stock have been worked out by 
applying the survival rates for each age-group, as obtained from 
Oriental Mortality Tables supplied by the Life Insurance Corporation 
of India, to the population of doctors in the corresponding age-groups 
in 1961. The survivors at end of 1964 from the stock of doctors in 
1961 are estimated as 91723 consisting of 83398 men doctors aQ.d 8325 
women doctors as shown in Table 26. The total out-tul'n of doctors 
from 1961-64 is 16587 consisting of 12656 men and 4031 women. The 
number of persons who will survive at the end of 1964 ffom this group 
is estimated as 16517 consisting of 12503 men and 4014 women. Adding 
the survivors from 1961 stock, and the survivors from the out-turn 
during 1961·64, the total stock of doctors at the end of 1964 is estimated. 
This estimate of stock is 108240 consisting of 95901 men and 12339 
women. The estimates are given in Table 27. 

TABLE 26 

Survivors at the end of 1964 from the Stock 
of Doctors in 1961 

Age in Stock in 1961 Percentage Surviving in 196~ 
1961 Men Women Total surviving upto Men Women Tota 

the end of 1964 -1 2 3 4 5 6 7 !.. 
24 or 7522 1638 9160 0.988 7432 1618 9050 
less 

25-29 14582 2274 16856 0.987 14397 2245 16642 

30·34 13841 1601 15442 0.985 13637 1577 15214 
35-44 20055 1840 21895 0.975 19563 1795 21358 
45-59 22251 989 23240 0.923 20534 913 21447 
60+ 9647 218 9865. o. 812 7835 177 8012 
Total 87898 ~ 

8560 96458 83398 8325 ~ 



TABLE 27 

Stock of Doctors in 19641 

Men Women Total 

1. Stock of Doctors in 1961 . 87898 8560 96458 

2. Survivors in 1964 from this 
stock 83398 8325 91723 

3. Total out-turn from Medical 
Institutions during 1961·64 12556 4031 16587 

4. SurVivors in 1964 from the 
out-turn } 12503 4014 16517 

5. T:otal Stock of doctors in 
1964 (2+4) 95901 12339 108240 

• 72. The age-distribution :of this. stock of doctors is given in Table 
28. This has been worked out as shown in Table 26. 

TABLE 28 

Age-distribution of Stock of Doctors in 1964 

Age Men Women Total 
No ·~ No ~ No ~ 

28 or less 20235 21.1 5676 46.0 25911 24.0 
29- 33 14289 14.9 2233 18.1 16522 15. 3 
34- 38 13617 14.2 1567 12.7 15184 14.0 
39- 48 19467 20.3 1777 14.4 21244 19.6 
49- 63 20427 21. 3 901 7.3 21328 19.7 
64+ 7866 8.2 185 1.5 8051 7.4 
rotal 95901 100.0 12339 100.0 108240 100.0 

43 



44 

It is seen that nearly 50'1o of the doctors are less than 35 years of age. 
The corresponding percenttge in the case of men doctors is about 45'1o 
and for the women doctors it is about 70'1o. Nearly 7'1o of the doctors are 
more than 64 years of age. In para 48, the active doctors were defined 
as those who are below 60 years of age .. It was also assumed that about 
half of the doctors who are aged 60 years or above will be also active. On 
this assumption the percentage of inactive doctors was about 5% of the 
total. Assuming that percentage doctors can maximum be equal to those 
who are 64 or over, the number of active doctors in 1964 is estimated 
as 100189 consisting of 88035 men doctors and 12154 women doctors. 

Distribution of Stock of Doctors in 1964 by States 

73. Without the help of a field survey to find out the actual distribu~ion 
of doctors by States, it is not possible to arrive at the actual State-wise 
distribution, However, assuming that .the State-wise distribution of the 
total stock of doctors in 1961 would not have changed substantially, the 
distribution of the stock of doctors in 1964 is worked out and given in Table 
29. 

Distribution of Active Doctors by Activity Status 

74. Of the 100189 estimated ·active doctors in 1964, about 8600 will 
be teachers in educational institutions, Assuming that the distribution 
of the ba~nce of the active doctors by activity status has not changed from 
that obtamed from 1961 Census and given in Table 24 the following 
die tribution for 1964 is obtained: . ' 

75. It is estimated that there are 100189 active doctors in 1964 
consisti.ng of 88035 men and 12154 women. Of these 84437 doctors' are 
profess1o.nals; 4087 are administrators and executives and 8600 are teacher! 
in educationa~ i~titutions. Of the 88035 men 73770 are professionals, 
3866 are adm1mstrators and executives, and 7500 are teachers. Among 
the 12154 women, about 10700. are professionals and 1100 are teachers. 



TABLE 29 

State-wise distribution of Stock of Doctors in 1964 

States Men Women Total 

Andhra Pradesh 6697 925 7622 
Assam 3309 99 3408 
Bihar 7482 432 7914 
Gujarat 4795 469 5264 
Jammu and Kashmir 345 68 413 
Kerala 3344 654 3998 
M&,dhya Pradesh 4222 542 4764 
Madras 5275 1641 6916 
Maharashtra 11189 2609 13798 
Mysore 4272 . 506 4778 
Orissa 2110 321 2431 
Punjab 7198 629 7827 
Rajasthan 2695 294 2989 
Uttar Pradesh 9201 1014. 10215 
West Bengal 17859 827 18686 
Delhi 4616 1246 5862 
Himachal Pradesh 113 12 125 
Manipur 118 10 128 
Tripura 767 12 779 
Pondicherry 162 14 176 
Nagaland 36 3 39 
Others 96 12 108 
Total 95901 12339 108240 

•. TABLE 30 
Distribution of Stock of Active Doctors b;y: Activil:l: Status - 1964 

Men Women Total 
No. !o No !o No !o 

Professional 73770 83.8 10667 87.8 84437 84.3 
Administrators and 

· Executives 3866 4.4 221 1.8 4087 4.1 
Teachers 7500 8.5 1100 9.0 8600 8.5 
Others 2899 3.3 166 1.4 3065 3.0 
Total ·88035 100.0 .12154 100.0 100189 100.0 
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SECTION IV 

INFORMATION AVAILABLE WITH TJiE DIRECTORATE 
GENERAL OF EMPLOYMENr AND TRAINING 

76. The Employment Exchanges (Compul$ory Notificatio~ of 
Vacancies) Act, 1959, came into force in Ma:y, 1960 and was lmple_­
mented in all the States in the country except in Jammu and Kashm1r. 
According to this Act all establishments in the public sector and 
private employers employing 25 or more persons (50 or more persons 
in Maharashtra *) in the non-agricultural sector are required to notify 
their vacancies to employment exchanges and render periodical 
(quarterly and biennial) returns concerning the employment situation 
in their establishments: The biennial returns from the public sector 
and private sector establishments are received in alternate years. 

77. The survey on employment in the public sector covers the 
whole country excepting Jammu and Kashmir and some Union Terri­
tories. This survey was intended to cover all the public sector 
establishments irrespective of the number of persons employed. The 
public sector employment details are obtained from all Central and 
State Government establishments, quasi-government establishments 
(both Central and State Governments) and local bodies. The first 
survey under the Act was as on 30th September, 1960 \nd the second 
round was as on 30th September, 1962. 

78. The private sector survey on employment also excluded the 
State of Jammu and Kashmir and certain of the Union Territories. 
According to the provision of the Act, all establishments employing 
20 or more persons were covered except in Maharashtra where only 
employers employing 50 or more persons were covered. Apart from 
these, a part of the establishments employing less than 25 workers 
was also covered (Non-Act establishments) on a voluntary basis in 
majority of the districts. The coverage of the Survey of Non-Act 
establishments varied from State to State in terms of employment 
and geographical area. The first survey on the private sector 
establishments was conducted as on 30th Sept., 1961 and the second 
survey as on 30th Sept., 1963. 

*From 1963 the survey covers all employees employing 25 or m~re 
persons in Maharashtra also. 
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HI. 'The data based on the public sector survey of 1962 and the 
private sector (Act and Non-Act establishments) survey of 1961 have 
been used here. The data collected through these surveys were tabu­
lated to give occupational and industrial distribution of employment 
by the Directorate General of Employment and Training. 

80. In the analysis of the data of these surveys to arrive at the 
occupational pattern of employees iri th(!: different sectors, the 
National Classification of Occupations (N.C. 0.) prepared by the 
Directorate General of Employment and Training has been used. 
This classification is same as that used in the 1961 census. From 
this classification the allopathic doctors are identified as those who 
are classified under the following sub-groups:-

(i) 030 Physicians and surgeons, allopathic 
(ii) 034 Physiologists 

. (iii) 039 Physicians, surgeons and dentists not elsewhere 
classified (after adjusting for dentists who may 
be included in this sub-group) 

The total number of doctors employed, as obtained from the public 
sector survey of 1962 and the private sector survey of 1961,· is 
given below:--

TABLE 31 

Sector-wise distribution~ of Doctors 

Private Sector 1961 
Act Establish- Non-Act Total 

ments Establish-

Physicians and 
Surgeons 
(Allopathic) 

Physiologist 

Physician Surgeons 
not elsewhere classi­
fied (Exlcuding 
Dentists) 

Total 

3319. 

32 

308 

3659 

ments 

637 

6 

18 

661 

3956 

38 

·326 

4320 

Public Sector * 
.!.!!.§!. 

18294 

35 

3934 

22263 

• * Public Sector covers establishments under Central Go,vernment, 
State Governments, Quasi -Government, Local bodie,, Public 
Sector Undertakings and Boards such as Tea Board,; Coffee Board 
etc. The establishments not covered by the Public;·sector constitute 
the Private Sector. . '- • 
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' 81. The total employment of doctors given in the above table gives 
only the number employed in tho.se establishments which responded to the 
questionnaires issued by the Di~ectorate General of Employment and Training. 
estimate also excludes those wM are employed as teachers in educational 
institutions. l'he total estimate of the number of doctors in all the public 
sector establishments in 1962 and the private sector establishments in 1961 
is worked out as below: 

. 82. The survey on the occupational pattern in public sector in India 
in 1962 ~overed only 82. 2o/o* of the total number of employees. Similarly 
the survey on the occupational pattern in the private sector in India in 1961 
covered 93. 2%** of employees in the Act establishments and 87%*11> .of. the 
employees in the Non-Act establishments. By making suitable adjustment 
for the non-coverage, the estimates of the number of employees were 
arrived at and is presented in Table 32. 

TABLE 32 

Estimated Number of EmJ!lo;y:ees in Public Sector and 
Private Sector Establishments 

Private Sector (1961) Total Public 
Act Establish- Non-Act Sector 

ments Establishments (1962) 

Physicians and 
Surgeons (Allopathic) 3,560 732 4,292 22,270 

Physiologists 34 7 41 43 

Physicians and Surgeons 
not elsewhere classified 
(Excluding Dentists) 330 21' 351 4, 793 
Total 3,924 760 4,684 27, 106 

* ~ccupational pattern in public sector India 1962· Directorate 

E
ene

1
ral of Employment and Training, Ministry,of Labour and 

mp oyment. 

** ~ccupa~ional pattern in Private Sector India 1961 .Directorate 

E
enelra of Employment and Training, Ministry of Labour and 
mp oyment. .. 



49 

83. To obtain the estimate of doctors employed in the public sector 
and private sector(Act andl:ilon-Act) establishments in 1964, the following 
methodology is adopted. The total number of employees in the public 
sector on 30th Sept., 1962 is estimated as 76. 71 lakhs. The total 
employment at the end of December, 1964 in the public sector establish­
ments is estimated as 87. 57 lakhs. Assuming that the employment of 
doctors in the public sector will grow proportional to the total employ­
ment, the estimate given in the Table 33 is obtained. The total employ­
ment in the Act establishments in the private sector in September, 1961 
was estimated as 38. 2 lakhs. The corresponding figure in December, 
1964 is estimated as 57.2 lakhs. The employment of doctors at the end 
of 1964 in the private sector Act-establishments is worked out on the 
assumption that the employment of doctors grows in proportion to the 
total employment. There were 7. 8 lakh employees covered in the 
Non-Act establishments in September, 1961. The total employment in 
Non-Act establishments in December 1964 is not available. It is 

. assumed that the growth in employment in the Act and Non-Act esta- · ,_,. 
blishments together will follow the growth of total employment in private 
·'B'ectorAct establishments. The estimates of employment d. doctors 
in private and public sectors at the end of 196_4 are given below.:: · 

TABLE 33 

Number of Doctors Employed in the Public Sector 
and Private Sector Establishments at the end of1964 

No. of doctors 

Public Sector 30,943 

Private Sector 7, 013 
(Act and Non-Act) Establishments 

Total 37, 956 
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'84. The total number of doctors employed in the public sector 
and private sector establishments at the end of 1964 is 37, 956 .. Of this 
30, 943 are employed in the publi~ sector establishments and 7013 
are employed in private sectors establishments. This estimate 
excludes those who are employed as teachers in medical educational 
institutions.. In Section III, it was estimated that there are 8585* 
doctors working as teachers at the end of 1964. Thus there are about 
46,541 doctors in 1964 who are active and working in organised public 
sector and private sector establishments. This estimate excludes those 
doctors who are working as private practitioners and are self employed 
and also those doctors in Jamm\1 and Kashmir State. 

85. Of the 46, 541 doctors employed in public and private ,o.sector 
establishments in all States and Union Territories except Jammu and 
Kashmir, 40, 806 are men and the rest are women, The sector-wise 
distribution of men and women doctors is given in Table 34. 

TABLE 34 

Sex distribution of Doctors in Public and Private 
Sector - 1964 

Public Sector 

Private Sector 
(Act and Non-Act 
establishments) 

Teachers 

Total 

Men 

27226 

6095 

7485 

No. of doctors · 
Women 

3717 

918 

1100 

Total 

30943 

7013 

8585 

40806 5735 . 46541 

The state-wise distr'b ti · 
and private sector estab~ : on of doc_tors employed in public sector 
in the Table. It is seen ~ ments ar~tved at in pro-rota basis is given 
public and private sector ~t ~e m!lXlmum employment of doctors in the 
Maharashtra. West Ben 8 ~s ~Madras, followed by Uttar Pradesh and \' * excludes: t ch g~ • Wtth the largest total stock of doctors has 

ea ers m Jammu and Kashmir. 
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only 3900 doctors employ«:!! in organised establishments in the public 
and private sectors. ·, 

TABLE 35 

Distribution of Doctors employed in Public 
and Private Sector Establishments by States* 

1964 

States Public Sector Private Sector __ T;:..o:..:ta::;:;l,__ __ _, 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Andhra Pradesh 2751 384 3135 113 66 179 2864 450 3314 
Assam 1105 36 1141 1156 33 1189 2261 69 2330 
Bihar . 3024 204 3228 5.99 37 636 3623 241 3864 
Gujarat 1464 168 1632 360 66 426' 1824 234 2058 
Kerala 1279 223 1502· 254 54 308 1533 277 1810 
Madhya Pradesh 254l 261 2802 150 37 187 2691 298 2989 
Madras 3942 970 4912 514 176 690 4456 1146 5602 
Maharashtra 4201 630 4831 473 84 557 4674 714 5388 
Mysore 1529 219 1748 87 '40 127 1616 259 1875 
Orissa 861 43 904 57 17 74 918 60 978 
Punjab 1883 348 2231 249 84 333 2132 432 2564 
Rajasthan 1650 182 1832 6~ 14 82 1718 196 1914 
Uttar Pradesh ;. 4388 462 4850 491 70 561 4879 532 5411 
West. Bengal 2545 118 2663 1222 49 1271 3767 167 3934 
Others Areas 1548 569 2117 302 91 393 1850 660 2510 

".,. 

Total 34711 4817 39528 0095 918 70134.0806 5735 46541 

86. The 40, 000 doctors in the public sector establishments are 
distributed among Central Government,State Government, Quasi Govern­
ment, (Central and State), Local Bodies and educational institutions 
as is given in Table 36. 

* ExclJdes Jammu and Kash~r State. 



TABLE 36 

Distribution of doctors employed in the Public Sector 
b:[ type of Organisation* .• 

Type of Organisation No. of Doctors employed 

Central Govt. 2610 

State Govt. 21424 

Quasi Govt. ., 1275 
' 

Local Bodies 5634 

Educational Institutions 8585 

Total 39.528 

* Excluding Jammu and Kashmir. 
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SECTION V 

NET INSTITUTIONAL OUT- Ttl'RN FROM MEDICAL 
EDUCATIONAL INStiTUTIONS 

8.'1. An estimate of tl.le stock of allopathic doctors can also be arrived 
at by cumulating the institutional out-turn of graduates and licentiates for a 
suitable number of years after allowing for mortality and migration. However, 
data on institutional out-turn of doctors for such a long period of time are 
available only for degree institutions i.e. in respect of graduates only. The 
corresponding data on licentiates are not available from any source. So the 
stoc;)l: based on the net institutional out-turn is worked out only for graduate 
doctors.· 

88. For the purpose of arriving at the net institutional out-turn at the 
end of 1964, only those graduate doctors who passed from medical institu­
tions from the year 1920 have been taken into account. Assuming the 
average age at passing of a graduate to be 25 years, the average age at the 
end of 1964 of those doctors who passed in 1920 will be 69 years. It will 
not be wrong to assume that all those doctors who are alive and aged more 
than 69 years at the end of 1964 wil:l be 'inactive'. The institutional out-. 
turn figures upto 1954 have been taken from the 1 Manpower Studies 15-
Doctors in India' prepared by the Perspective Planning Division, Planning 
Collllllission. From1955 onwards the out-turn figures have been compiled 
from the records of the Directorate General of Health Services. These 
out-turn figures are given in Table 37. 

89. In arriving at the total stock of graduate doctors at the end of 1964 
allowance for mortality alone has been made. No allowance has been made 
for the migration of doctors that lllight have taken place at the time of · 
partition to Pakistan and to other countries. Upto 1947 the average annual 
out-turn of doctors was only 400-600 and of these the number of Muslim 
doctors who migrated to Pakistan must have been comparatively small. It 
is assumed that the number of doctors who might have llligrated will be equal 
to the number of doctors who have returned to India after taking their first 
degree in medicine from foreign countries. 

· 90, • To allow for mortality the "Modified Oriental Mortality Table 
(1925-35)11 obtained from the Life Insurance Corporation of India, has 
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TABLE 37 

Out-turn of Graduate Doctors-1920-64 

Total Graduates Year-Group women Men 

1896 50 1946 
1920-24 

92 2500 
1925-29 2408 

142 2140 
1930-34 1998 

2882 
1935-39 2673 209 

1940-44 3115 378 3493 

1945-49 4179 7al 4905 

1950·54 7719 1537 9256 

1955 2246 497 2743 

1956 2170 562 2732 

1957 2202 600 2802 

1958 2305 554 2859 

1959 2529 554 '3083 

1960 2704 683 3387 

1961 3042 858 3900 

1962 2979 967 3946 

1963 3193 lOSS 4289 
1964 3342 1110. 44~2 

,['-~.;t" 

Total 50,700 10615 61315 

been used. In applying this table, it is assumed that at the time of 
passing his first degree examination a doctor on the average, will be 
aged 25 years. 

91. The total out-tu.rn of graduate doctors from educational insti· 
tutions in India from 1920-64 is 61,315 consisting of 50,700 men and 
10615 women. The net institutional out-turn (after allowing for 
'mortality) of graduate doctors at the end of 1964 is given below: 

Men 
Women 
Total 

TABLE 38 

Net Institutional out·turn of Graduate Doctors at 
the end of 1964 

54 . 

46912 
10276 
57188 
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l . The stock of graduate doctJ.s at the end of 1,964, who are aged 69 or 
below is 57190 (approx.) consisting of 46910 men and 10280 women. The 
age-composition of this stock is given .. below: 
I . 

TABLE 39 

A_ge Distribution of Graduate Doctors 

/ 

Age-Group Men Women Total 
No. 2o No. ~ No. ~ 

25-29 .15476 33.0 4746 46.2 20222 35.4 
30-34 11052 23.6 2672 25.9 13724 24,0 

·35-39 7403 15.8 1474 14.3 8877 15,5 
40-44 3906 8. 3. 677 6.6 4583 8.0 
45-49 2801 6. 0 . 339 3.3 3140 5.5 
507.54 2256 4.8 177 1.8 2433 4.3 
-5~9 1524 3.2 108 1.1 1632 2. 8 
STJ-64. 1557 3.3 59 0.6 1616 2.8 
65-&9 937 2.0 024 0.2 961 1.7 
'Total 46912 100. 0 ·10276 100.0 . 57188 100.0 

92. Of the total number of estimated graduate doctors at the end of 1964, 
nearly 35% are aged 25-29 years. Nearly 60% of them are aged less than 35 
years and 30% are aged between 35-49 years. Only lO'Yo are more than 50 years 
old. In the case of the men doctors, 33% were aged 25-29 years, and 57% 
were aged' ,less than 35,years. 30% of the men doctors are in the age-group 
35-49 years and 1So/o are aged 50 years or more. Among the women 
doctors 46% are in the age-group 25-29 years and 72'ro are aged less ··than 
35 years. 24% of the women ·.doctors are aged 35-49 years and only 4% are 
-aged 50 years or more. · 

93. The number of active doctors among the 57188 doctors is 55899 
consisting of 45665 men and 10234 women. In estimating the number of 
active doctors, fifty per cent of those who are aged _60 and above have been 
taken as active. 



SECTION VI 

' 
ALL-INDIA MEDICAL REGISTER OF l'HE MEDICAL 

COUNCIL OF INDIA 

94. One of the sources of data on Medical Manpower of Allopathic 
Doctors is the registration data available with the Medical Council of 
India and the State Medical Councils. 

Constitution and functions of Medical Council of India: 

95. The first Indian Medical Council Act was passed in 1933 and 
the first meeting of the Medical Council of India was held in New Delhi 
in March, 1934. Broadly speaking the Council was constituted to 
establish a uniform minimum standard of higher medical education in 
all the provinces. The Medical Council Act, 1933 was modified in 1942, 
to provide for inspection of the medical colleges by visitors as well 
as inspectors from the medical council. A further revision of the 
Act was made in 1956 and this Act provides, in addition, for the 
maintenance of the All-India Medical Register by the Medical Council. 
The expenditure of the Medical Council of India is met from grants 
given by the Government of India. 

96. The President and Vice-President of the Council are elected 
by the members of the Council from amongst themselves. The President 
and Vice-President of the Council hold office for a term not exceeding 
five years and not extending beyond the expiry of his term as a :member 
of the Council. A member holds office for a term of five years from the 
date of his nomination or election until his successor has been duly 
no:minated or elected whichever is longer. 

97. The Council is to meet at least once in each year at such time 
and ~lace as may be announced by the Council. According to the · 
prov1sions of the Act, the Council shall constitute from amongst its 
members an Executive Committee and such other committees for general 
or special purposes, as the Council deems necessary to carry out the 
purpose of this Act and appoint a Registrar who shall act as Secretary 
and may also act as a Treasurer. 

98. For the purpose of this Act, the medical qualification granted 
by any university or medical .institution in India, which are included in 
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the First Schedule, are recognised. The medical qualifications granted 
by Medical Institutions outside India which are included in the Second 
Schedule are also recognised medical qualifications. The Council is 
authorised to enter into negotiations with the Authority in any country 
outside India which by the law of such country is entrusted with the 
maintenance of a register of medical practitioners for the settling of a 
scheme of reciprocity for the recognition of medical qualifications and 
in pursuance of any such scheme the Central Government may amend 
the Second Schedule so as to include therein the .r.tedical qualification 
which the Council has decided should be recognised. 

99. The Council is empowered to require information as to courses 
of study and examination in medical educational institutions. Every 
university or medical institution in India which grants a recognised medical 
qualification is required to furnish such information as the Council 
may from time to time require as to the courses of study and examinations 
to be undergone in order to obtain such qualifications. 

100. The executive committee of the Council can appoint a number 
of medical inspectors as it may deem requisite to attend at any or all of 
the examinations held by universities or medical institutions in India 
for the purpose of recommending to the Central Government recognition 
of medical qualifications. These inspectors shall report to the committee 
on the sufficiency of every examination which they attend and on any other 
matters in regard to which the committee may require them to report. 

101. The Council is authorised to prescribe standards of post­
graduate medical education fcrtbe guidance of universities and to 
advise universities in the matter of securing uniform standards of 
post-graduate medical education throughout India and for this purpose 
the Central Government may constitute from among the members of 
the Council a post-graduate medical education Committee. This 
committee shall consist of nine members all of whom shall be persons 
possessing post-graduate medical qualification and eXPerience of 
teaching or examining post-graduate standards of medicine. Six of 
the members of the post-graduate committee shall be nominated by 
the Central Government and the remaining three members shall be 
elected by the Council from amongst its members. The post-graduate 
committee can co-opt, when necessary one or more members qualified 
to assist in a subject. 
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102. The Council is to maintain in the prescri~ed.manner ~ registe.r. 

of medical practitioners to be known as the Indian Medic:al Re~1ster,_. 
which shall contain the names of all persons who ar~, for the time bemg, 
enrolled on any State Medical Register, and who posses.s any of. the 
recognised met;lical qualification. Each Stat~ Medica~ Co unci~.!~, to 
supply copies 'of the State Medicai Register as soon as m~~ be, after 
the commencement of this Act_ and subsequently after the f1rst day _()f . 
April of each year to the Me-dical Council of India and shall inf~rm ~e _ 
Council without delay of all additions to and other amendments_ in the 
State Medical Regt"ster made from time to time. The Acf~lso p;-qvid_es 
for addition and alterations of qualifications of registrants. Each regis­
trant is entitled to practice as a medical practitioner and t() recover any 
expenses, charges in respeet of medicines ot other appliances or any 
fees to which he_ may be ~ntitled. ' · · ' 

. . 
103. The first Indian Medical Register has. been prepared by the 

Medical Council of India for the year 1960. Till th~s time no such all 
India Medical Register was compiled. Only State registers existed. 
It contains the following information namely (i) name of the practitioner, 
(ii) qualifications (iii) registration number, (iv) date bf registration and 
(v) address. !'he Medical Register does not contain any information 
on the age or year of taking the qualification which will help to ascertain 
the age pattern of the doctors enrolled in the register. 

104. The primary source of data for the compilation of the Indian 
Medical Register is the State Medical Registers. In the State Medical 
Registers all persons who possess qualifications listed in the First and 
Second schedule are registered. In each of the State a fee is charged 
for registration. The fee charged varies from State to State. Some of 
the State Medical Councils have also registered at the beginning of the 
prepa~ation o~. the register even those persons who were practising 
medicme for a minimum specified period of 2-5 years without having 
any recognised medical qualifications. This is true in the case of 
Travancore, Cochin Medical Register and Bombay Medical Register. 

105. Generally, the State Medical Registers contain the following 
information regarding the doctors registered with them namely (i} 
~ame, (ii) qualifications and dates thereof, (iii) date of registration 
(1v) address, an~ (v) registration number. Some State registers contain 
data on date of b1rth (Travancore-Cochin Medical Register) and father's 
name, 
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Limitation of Data available from the Indian Medical 
Register and State Medical Registers: 

106. (a)· The most important defect of the Indian Medical Register 
and the State Medical Registers is that these are not live registers. No 
attempt is being made to renew the registration of doctors once registered 
periodically (say once in 3 years or five 'years) so that those who are dead 
those who are incapacitated to practise the profession and those who have 
left the country for good, are removed and also to keep the information about 
the registrants up-to-date. 

(b) Since the registration is voluntary and a fee is·charged for 
registration, it may be possible that all doctors who are alive and practi· 
sing may not be registered, and this may lead to sqme under-registration. 

(c) Since in each State .Medical Register all Indians who 
possess any recognised medical qualification can be regietered, there 
can be duplication. However, this may not be widespread and of such 
magnitude as to vitiate the results obtained. 

(d) All the medical registers do not co.ntain data on date of 
birth or year of passing, which w.ill facilitate the calculation of the age 
of the stock of doctors. 

107. At present, there are sixteen State Medical Councils. Some 
of the State Medical Councils cover part of the States as constituted 
after reorganisation. Some Councils cover more than one State or 
Union Territory. : · : Tab'le. ·40.' . gives the States and the corres­
ponding Medical Councils. 

108. The medical practitioners of Goa, Diu and Dama'n are registered 
with the Maharashtra State Medical Register .. There is no Medical 
Council established in Jammu and Kashmir and this State is therefore, 
excluded from consideration in this section. The Indian Medical Council 
Act 1956 has, however, been extended to the State of Jammu and Kashmir 
and a proposal. for the formation of a State Medical Council is under the 
active consideration of the•Jammu.and Kashmir government. 

109. A total of 95319 doctors are registered with the State Medical 
Councils by the end of 1964 consisting of 85272 men and 10047 women. 
The distributiQn of these doctors by State Medical Councils, where they 
are registered is given in Table 41. 



TABLE40 

Table showing the Coverage of Suite Medical Councils 

Name of State Medical Council State/Union Territories covered 

1. Assam Assam, Manipur, Tripura, N.E.F.A. 
and Nagaland 

2. MaharashtrJ"and Vidharbha Maharashtra and Goa, Daman and Diu 

3. Bi.ha:r Bihar 

4. Punjab '""'t... Punjab, Delhi and Himachal Pradesh 

5. Madras Madtas and Pondicherry 

6. Orissa Orissa 

7. Uttar Pradesh Uttar Pradesh 

a. Andhra and Hyderabad Andhra Pradesh 

9. Mysore Mysore 

10. Rajasthan Rajasthan ... 
11. West Bengal West Bengal and Andaman and 

Nicobar Islands. 
12. Travancore-Cocbin Kerala, Laccadlves and Minicoy 

Islands. 
13. Bhopal and Mahakoshsl Madhya Pradesh 
14. Gujarat Gujarat 

., 
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TABLE 41 

Distribution of Rel!istered Doctors bX State 
Council of Registration1 1964 

·' 

Name of State Council Men Women Total 

Assam 3510 80 3590 

Andhra Praqesli 2019 312 2331 

Bihar 6308 449 6757 

'Gujarat, Maharashtra and 
,4.6087 Vidharbha 2560 18647 

Kerala 1646 205 1851 

Mysore 3452 460 3912 

Madras 12742 1543 14285 

Mahakoshal and Bhopal 1370 302 1672 

Orissa 1679 178 1857 

Rajasthan 1114 141 1255 

Punjab 5571 969 6540 

Uttar Pradesh 1104 811 7915 

West Bengal 22670 2037 24707 

Total 85272 10047 95319 
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110 The Medical register contains data on the qualification o~ ~ 
i t • t Based on this data those registered have been classlfied by 

reg s ran s. d t duates Of 
education groups namely, licentiates, graduates an . pos -gra . : 
the 95319 registered up to the end of 1964, 37637 doctors.are. lic~ntiates, 
55014 are graduates and 2668 are post-graduates. The distr1bution of 
these doctors by sex and qualification is given below: 

TABLE 42 

Distribution of Reg!:stered Doctors by 
Qualifications and Sex, 1964 

Women Tota~ J 
Men 

No. % No. 'Yo No. 

Licentiates 34893 40.9 2744 27.3 37637 39.5 

Graduates 47924 56.2 7090 70,6 55014 57.7 

Post-graduates 2455 2. 9 213 2.1 2668 2.8 

Total 85272 100.0 10047 100.0 95319 100.0 

111. Based on the information available on year of birth of the 
registrants available from the State Medical Registers of K.erala, 
Vidharbha and Mahakoshal it has been estimated that the average age 
at passing of licentiates is 25 years and that of a graduate is 26 years. 
The average age at passing of a post-graduate is estimated at 29 years. 
These estimates are based Qn the data available for 456 licentiates, 
905 graduates and 29 post-graduates. 

112. Assuming that the age at passing obtained above holds true for 
all the registrants, the age-distribution of Doctors is obtained. The 
age-distribution thus obtained is given in Table 43 separately for 
licentiates and graduates. · 



TABLE43 

Age-Distribution of Registered Doctors - 1964 

Men Women Total 
No. ~ No. ~ No. ~ 

A. Licentiates . 

Less than 40 9390 26.9 1010 36.8 10400 27.7 
4o'=4e - 8165 23.4 811 29.6 .8976 23.8 
sli-·59 ' 8740 25.0 608 22.1 9348 24. 8. 
60 and above 8598 24.7 315 11. 5 8913 23.7 

Total 34893 100.0 2744 100.0 37637 100.0 

B. Graduates* 

Less than 30 15124 30.0 2867 39.2 17991 31. 2 
30-39 19907 39.5 3328 45.6 23235 40.3 
40-49 7091 14.1 705 9.7 7796 13.5 
50-59 4804 9.5 263 3.6 5067 8.8 
60 and above 3453 6.9 140 1.9 3593 6.2 

Total 50379 100,0 7303 100.0 57682 100.0 

c. Total 

Less than 40 44421 52.1 7205 71.7 51626 54.2 
40-49 15256 17.9 1516 15.1 16772 17,6 
50-59 13544 15.9 871 8.7 14415 15.1 
60+· 12051 14.1 455 4.5 12506 13.1 

Total 85272 100.0 10047 100,0 95319 100.0 

* Including Post-graduates. 
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113. of the total number of doctors 54o/o are less than 40 years and 
46o/o are above 40 years. Among the graduates nearly 72o/o are less than 
40 years old showing that the stock of graduate doctors is comparatively 
young as compared to the licentiates, among whom only 28o/o are less 
than 40 years old. 

114. An estimate of the total number of active doctors in 1964 based 
on the medical register, on the assumption that half of those aged 60 or 
above may not be active is worked out. On this assumption there were 
about 88 thousand active doctors . in India excluding Jammu and Kashmir 
consisting of nearly fifty-five thousand graduates and thirty-thr"e thousar 
licentiates. 



SECTION Vll 

ESTIMATE OF THE STOCK OF DOCTORS AT THE END OF 1964-
EVALU'ATION AND CONCLUSION 

115. In this Section estimates of the stock of doctors obtained in 
the earlier Sections on the basis of different sources of data are evaluated 
and a firm estimate of the number of doctors at the end of 1964 in India 
is arrived at. The diiftribution of this stock by qualification, State, age, 
rural and urban areas and activity is also given. 
. . 

116. Estimates Of the stock of doctors in 1964 are available, from 
· five different sources. These estimates are based on the Perspective. 

Planning Division Study, Census of India 1961, Occupational Pattern 
Study of Directorate General of Employment and Training net institutional 
out-turn and ·.:the Medical Register of the Medical Council or India; 
Estimates based on these solirces are given in Table 44. 

·I 

TABLE44 

'Estimated Stock of Doctors in 1964 from different 
Sources 

Source Estimated Stock 

'~ k"&timate based on Perspective 
'I, ~-

P.lanning Division Study 87, 669 

Census of India 1961 1, 08, 240 

Occupationa~ Pattetn Study of the Directorate 
Gene:r.al of Employment and Training 53, 953* 

Estimate based on net institutional out-turn 57, 188** 

Medical Council of India 95,319, 

* Employment in Public Sector and Organised Private Sector 
Establishments only. 

** Graduates only. 
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117, Of the above five estimates only three are comparable. The 
estimate based on Occupational Pattern Study of the Directorate Genera: 
of Employment and Training cover the doctors employed in the public 
sector and organised private sector establishments only. The estimate 
based on net institutional out•turn covers only the graduate medical 
practitioners. 

118. Among the other three estimates the estimate of nearly 
88 thousand doctors based on the Perspective Planning Division Study 
seems to be an under-estimate. This estimate is based on the 
estimate of stock in 1956 by adding to it the out-turn during the period 
1957-64. The stock estimate in 1956 was based on the State Medical 
Registers maintained by the State Medical Councils. These Medical 
Registers were not available for the same year from all the State 
Medical Councils. In most of the States the year to which the registers 
relate was either 1953 or 1954. For some States like Assam, it was 
1952. Apart from this fact not all the doctors get themselves registere1 

in the State Medical Registers, 

119. The stock of 95, 319 doctors based on State Medical Council 
and the Medical Council of India Registers also suffers from (i) under­
registration; (ii) Continuance in the register of persons who are 
dead or inactive. The factor (i) under-estimates the stock whereas 
the factor (ii) over-estimates the stock. There is a view that the 
registration in the Medical Council of India has improved lately. 

1.20. An estimate of under-registration in the Medical Council 
Regtsters can be obtained as follows. Supposing that the estimate 
of Stock of Allopathic doctors based on 'the 1961 census count to be 
correct, the difference between the estimate based on the census 
and that of the registration data for the year 1964 which is about 
1!r~ousand can be considered to be the under-registration. In 
~t :ntage terms, under-registration works out about 12% of the 

oc ~f Doctors in 1964 based on the census da~. The Planning 
Comm1ssion in their st d h . . duri 1950 •53 u y, as estimated the under·registrat1on 

undenrg t. tito be 16%. It can be deduced from these figures of 
-regis ra on that the c f . 

by about 4 per t d . overage o regtstrati.on has improved 
cen ur1ng 1953-64, 
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121. The estimate of the stock of doctors in 1964 as obtained from 

the Census of India, 1961 is 1, 08, 240. This estimate also suffers from 
certain deficie~cies, some of which will lead to over-estimation and 
the others to under-estimation of stock of doctors. However, we assume 
that these n:iay balan~e each other. For the purpose of this study it has 
been assumed tluit thi!ttu~ ffgur.!l of stock of doctors may lie anywhere 
between registration figure ot' the Medical Gounc;l,;l.of India and· . , the 
estimate of active doctors based on the 196i'Census,,~ The detailed 
estimates by sex, rural urban distribution etc., however, are based 
.on the 1961 census . . .;, ' . 

· i 22'. The State-wise and sex-wise distributl~n rir the ~s~~te ~f· · ·· 
stock of doctors in India in 1964: is given in Section IV Table 30. The 
total stock of doctors is 1, 08, 240 consisting of·95:. 901 men doctors 
and 12, 339 women doctors. ·· · · 

123. The rural-urban distribution of the total stock of doctors at. 
the end of·l964 is not available as such. However, assuming that the 
pattern of distribution as given in Table 9 would not have changed 
substantially, the distribution is worked out and given in Table 45. 
Of the total number of doctors, it is estima\~ that nearly 68% are 
in the Urban areas and 32% are in Rural areas. Among the men doctors 
6.,5% are in the Urban areas and the balance are in the Rural areas, 
whereas· in. the case of women doctors about 87% are in the Urban 

' :.'- ,l; ., ·: 

areas. 

i24. Of the stock of doctors, the ~otai aCtive docto.~ti.l!:r~ nearly 
one hundred thousand consisting of 88 thousand (88%) men doctors and 
12 thousand (12%) women doctors. Assuming that the pattern of·· 
distribution of active doctors py States will be the ·same as that in 19.61 · 
given in Table 22 the distribution in 1964 is worked out and given 
rn Table 46. . . .. . 

Distribution by Actlvity; 

125; Of the hundred thousand active doctors at the. end of 1964, nearly 
B4% are working a~ professionala. . Nearly 9% are working as teachers · 
l11, medical educational institutio11,s and 4% are working as administrators 
md executives. Three per cent of the doctors are engaged in activities 
like pharmaceutical agent etc. (See Table 31). 



TABLE 45 

Rural·Urban Distribution of Doctors ~ 1964 

Urban Rural Total State 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Andhra Pradesh 5684 861 6545 1013 64 1077 6697 925 7622 
Assam 772 66 838 2537 33 2570 3309 99 3408 
Bihar 3620 356 3976 3862 76 3938 7482 432 7914 
Gujarat 3090 422 3512 1705 47 1752 4795 469 5264 
Jammu and 

Kashmir 278 65 343 67 3 70 345 68 413 
Kerala 1139 380 1519 2205 274 2479 3344 654 3998 
Madh~ Pradesh 2969 490 3459 1253 52 1305 4222 542 4764 
Madras 44961497 5993 7791!1:4 923 52751641 6916 
Maharaahtra 9474 2506 11980 1715103 1818 11189 2609 13798 
Mysore 2968 461 3429 1304 45 1349 4272 50fi 4778 
Orissa 1031 243 1274 1079 78 1157 2110 321 2431 
Punjab . 3958 478 4436 3240151 3391 7198 629 7827 
Rajasthan 1965 268 2233 730 26 756 2695 294 2989 
Uttar Pradesh 5072 739 5811 4129275 4404 92011014 10215 
West Bengal lll05 .66~ .· 772 '754160 6914 17859 827 18686 
Delhi 46161246 5862 4616 1246 5862 
Himachal Pradeah 55 11 66 ss·· 1 59 11~ 12 125 
Manipur 59 7 66 59 3 62 118 10 128 
Tripura 17a 6 178 595 6 601 767 12 779 
Pondicherry 142' 10 152 20 4 24 162 14 176 
Nagaland 12 3 15 24 ~ 24 36 3 39 
Other Areas 18 3 21 78 9 87 96 12 108 All-India 62695 10185 73480 33206 Uii4 34760 95901123ll 108240 
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TABLE 46 

Distribution of total stock of Active Doctors bi States - 1964 

State Men Women Total 
No. % No. % No. % 

Andhra Pradesh 6277 7.13 915 7.53 7192 7.18 
Assam 3055 3.47 96 0.79 3151 3.14 
Bihar 6981 7.93 422 3.47 7403 7.39 
Gujarat 4375 4.97 461 3.79 4836 4.82 
Jammu and Kashmir 334 0.38 69 0.57 403 0.40 
Kerala 3046 3.46 .650 5.35 3696 3. 69 
Madhya Pradesh 3988 4.53 533 4.39 4521 4.51 
Madras 4921 5.59 1621 13.34 6542 6.53 
Maharashtra 10106 ll.48 2552 21.00 12658 12.64 
Mysore 3926 4.46 492 4.05 4418 4.41 
Orissa 1972 2.24 326 2.68 2298 2.30 
Punjab 6515 7.40 626 5.15 7141 7.12 
Rajasthan 2500 • 2. 84 288 2.37 2788 2.79 
Uttar Pradesh 8372 9.51 976 8.03 9348 9.33 
West Bengal 16251 18.46 816 6. 71 17067 17.03 
Delhi 4190 4. 76 1245 10.24 5435 5.43 
Other Areas 1226 1. 40 66 0.54 1292 1. 29 

·All-India 88035 100.0 121fll 100,0 1001lll 100.0 

69 



Sector of Employment 

126. The distribution of the hundred thousand active doctors by sectors 
of employment namely those employed in the public sector establishments, 
those employed in private sector establishments and those who are self 
employed (private practitioners) is worked out and ~iVEUl in Table 47. The 
number of those employed in public sector and private sector establishmr 

··is taken from Table 36 which is worked out based on the Directorate " 
General of Employment and Train!Jlg.d;¢1.. Those who are in ·private practice 
are estimated by sub-tractinll these 'number of doctors from the total stock 
of active doctors. or the estimattltt total stock of 100189 active doctors 
nearly fifty-three thousand are in printe practice. This works out to 
nearly 53% of the total. Among the States the percentage of private prac­
titioners to the total active doctors available is maximum in West ~ 
(77%) followed by Pubjab (64o/o). In Maharashtra, Mysore, Orissa and 
Gujarat, nearly 60% of all the doctors are employed as private practitioners. 
In Madras only 15% of the doctors are working as'private practitioners 
whereas in Assam 26% are working as private practitioners. In Andhra 
Pradesh, Bihar, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Madras, Rajasthan and Uttar 
Pradesh the percentage number of doctors in public sector establishments 
is higher than at the All-India level. In Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Kerala, 
Madras, and West Bengal the percentage number of doctors in. the private 
sector establishments is higher than at the All-India level. In Assam nearly 
38% of the doctors are in the private sector establishments possibly in the 
tea gardens. In Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Ja=u and Kashmir, Kerala, 
Maharashtra, ~ysore, Orissa, Punjab and West Bengal more than 50% of 
~e doctors are engaged in private practice. 

Distribution by Qualific~tion 

127 Th ti 
· e es mate of doctors by qualification is available from three 

sources, namel" Perspect' Pla . . . . . · · 1 
t t "• 1ve lllll.ng DIVlSlon studies Net-mst1tut1ona ou • urn and Medi 1 c ' 

obta · d f ca ouncil of India. nte estimates of graduate doctors 
resp:ti rom th:ese sources are 58 thousand, 57 thousand and 58 thousand 
and s· v~. Smce the difference among the estimates is not very appreciabl 
the le~:t nu!.:stirr;a~es ba~ed on the net institutional out-turn suffer from 
of the stock of ~r 0t mitations, this estimate is taken as the final estimate 
The estimate of ~c o;s 7ho are at least graduates in allopathic medicine. 

1 stock of 1oa240 d ~ ua e doctors at the end of 1964 is 57, 188. Of the tota 
tiates. The stoc:cfolir.s, 5: 188 a.re graduates and the balance are licen-

0 cent1ates 1s 51052. 
• 



State 

1 

Andhra Pradesh 
Assam 

• 

Bihar 
Gujarat 
Jammu and Kashmir 
Kerala 
Madhya Pradesh 
Madras 
Maharashtra 
Mysore 
Orissa 
Punjab 
Rajstban 
Uttar Pradesh 
West Bengal 
Qtbers Areas 
- -- -- --- ---

All-India 

• 

• 

Distribution 

. ' 

TABLE 47 .•. 
' 

• • • 

of Active Doctors by Sector of 
··: ' 
• • • . ' ' . 
. . ' . . 

• 

Employment 

Public Sector Establishments . Private Sector E:stablishments ~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~--------~~~~~~~~~~---· 
Men Women Total·. Men Women Total 

2 3 4 . .,.. 5 6 7 

2751 (43. 8) 
1105 (36. 2) 
3024 (43. 3) 
1464 (33. 5) 

131 (39. 2) 
1279 (42. C) 
2541 (63. 7) 
3942 (80. 1) 
4201 (41. 6) 
1529 (38. 9) . 

861143. 7) 
1883 (28. 9) 
1650 (66. 0) 
4388 (52. 4) 
2545 (15. 7) 
1548 (28.6) -·- . -~ ~-

34842 (39. 6) 

384 (41. 9) 
36 (37. 5) 

204 (48. 3) 
168 (36. 4) 

28 (40. 6) 
223 (34. 3) 
261 (48. 9) 
970 (59. 8) 
630 (24. 6) 

• 
219 (44. 5) 
43 (13.2) 

348 (55. 6) 
182 (63. 1) 
462 (47. 3) 
118 (14. 4) 
569 (43.1) 

---· -·-·-
4845 (39. 9) 

• 

·• 
• 

3135 (43:6) . 
1141 (36. ~) 
3228 (43 . .6) 
1632 (33.i7). 
• • 

159 (39. 5) 
1502 (40. 6) 
2802 (61. 9) 
4912 (74. 9) 
4831 (38. 1) •• 

. 1748 (39. 6.) 
904 (39. 3) . 

2231 (31.•2) ' 
1832 (65._6) .. 
4850 (51. 8) . 
2663 (15. 6) 
2117 (31.4") 

' 

113 (1. 8) 
1156 (37. 8) 

599 (8. 6) 
360 (8. 2) 
24(7.2) 

254 (8. 3) 
150 (3. 8) 
514 (10. 4) 
473 (4. 7) 

87 (2. 2) 
57 (2. 9) 

249 (3. 8) 
68 (2. 7) 

491 (5. 9) 
. 1222 ( 7. 5) 

302 (5. 6) 

39687 (;39. 6) ·-:- -
6119 (6. 9) 

66 (7. 2) 
33 (34. 4) 
37 (8. 8) 
66 (14. 3) 

4 (5. 8) 
54 (8. 3) 
37 (6. 9) 

176 (10. 8) 
84 (3. 3) 
40 (6. 1) 
17 (5. 2) 
84 (13. 3) 
14 (4. 9) 
70 (7. 2) 
49 (6. 0) 
91 (6. 9) 

. 
922 (7. 6) 

• 

179(2.5) 
1189 (37. 7) 

636 (8. 6) 
426 (8. 8) 

28 (6. 9) 
308 (~. 3) 
187 (4. 1) 
690 (10. 5) 
557 (4. 4) 
127 (2.8) 

74 (3. 2) 
333 (4. 7) 
82 (2. 9) 

561 (6. 0) 
1271 (7. 4) 

393 (5. 9) 

7041 (7. 0) 

' •• 

.. ... 
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TABLf 47 (Contd .. ) 
f 

Distribution of Active Dodtors by Sector of Employment 
.) 

Self EmElo;y:edf 
Men Women Total Men 
8 9 10 11 

Andhra Pradesh 3413 (54. 4) 465 (50. 9). 3878 (53. 9) 6277 (100. 0) 
Assam 794 (26. 0) 27 (28.1) 821 (26. 1) 3055 (100. 0) 
Bihar 3358 (48. 1) 181 (42. 9) 3539 (47. 8) 6981 (100. 0) 
Gujarat 2551"' (~8. ~3J~ 227 (49. 2) 2778 (57. 7) 4375 (100. 0) 

. Jammu and Kashmir 1.79 (53.6) 37 (53. 6) 216 (53. 6) 334 (100. 0) 
Kerala 1513 (49. 7) 373 (57 .'4) ~886 (51. 1) 3046 (100. 0) 
Madhya Pradesh-- 1297(32.5) 235 (44. 2) it)2 f34. 0) 3988 (100. 0) 
Madras 465 (9. 5) 475. (29. 3) 940 (14. 6) 4921 (100. 0) 
Maharashtra 5432 (53. 7) 1838 (72.1) 7270(57.5) 10106 (100. 0) 
Mysore 2310 (58. 9) 233 (47. 4) 2543 (57. 6) 3926 (100. 0) 
Orissa 1054 (53. 4) 266 (81. 6) 1320 (57. 5) 1972 (100. 0) 
Punjab 4383 (67. 3) 194 (31.1) 4577 (64. 1) 6515 (1()0~:0) 
Rajasthan 782 (31. 3) 92 (32. 0) . - 874 (31. 5) 2500 (t~:;·o) 
Uttar Pradesh 3493 (41. 7) 444 (45. 5) 3937 (42. 2) 8372 {190. 0) 
West Bengal 12484 (41. 7) 64~ (79. 6) t 13133 (77. 0) 16251·(\Q:O·:. 0) 
Other Areas 3566 (65. 8) 651 (50. 0) I 4217 (62. 7) 541~,;i~~· ~:} l 

' j .- .·· - . ~- .-.;r ..... ~ .... · -· 
--·--~--;,...-·----r ·---···.,·r.-, ... -.,.....- ... - ............ - ·-· - .. ~ ..-.-..-- -.....--.--- -- -- ... ..:._ . . . - ~ . - - ---. - __ .., 

oF ·- • • 

All-India 47074 (53. 5) 6387 (52. 6) ! 53461 (53. 4) 880~5' (100. 0) 

Total 
Women Total 
12 .. 13 

915 (100. 0) 7192 (100.0) 
96 (100. 0) 3.f51 (100. 0) 

422.(100. 0) 7403 (100. 0}. 
46l (100. 0) 4838 (100. 0) 

69 (100. 0) 403 (100. 0) 
650 (100. 0) 3696 (100. 0) 
533 (100. 0) 4521 (100. 0) 

1621 (100. 0) 6542 (100. 0) 
2552 (100. 0) 12658 (100. Oj 

492 (100. 0) 4418 (100. 0) 
326 (100. 0) 2298 (100. 0) 
626 (100. 0) 7141 (100. 0) 
288 (100. 0) 2788 (100. 0) 
976 (100. 0) 9348 (100. 0) 
816 (100. 0) 17067 (100. 0) 

1311 (100. 0) 6727 (100. 0) 

---- ..... .. '-- ··. 

12151 (100. 0) 100189 (100. 0) 
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Age-distribution 

128. Estimates of the age-distribution of the stock of doctors is 
available from four different sources. These are Perspective Planning 
Division of the Planning Commission, Census of India, 1961, Net-institutional 
out-turn and the Medic~l Council of India. A comparative picture of the ' 
estimates is given in Table 48 and Table 51 for the graduates and total 
doctors. 

Age-Group 

Below 34 
35 - 44 
45- 54 
55- 64 
65+ 

Total 

TABLE 48 

Comparative Percentage, age-distribution of Graduate 
Doctors 

Perspective Net- Medical Council of. 
Planning Institutional India 
Division out-turn Age Group. Doctors% 

67.3) 82.9 59.4)82 9 Less than 30 3L2 
15. 6) 23. 5) • 30-39 40.3 

9.1 9.8 40.~9 -- 13.5 
6.4 5.6 50-59 8.8 
1.6 1.7 60+ 6.2 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

129. There is no appreciable difference.between the percentage age­
distribution obtained from the two sources Perspective Planning Division 
and Net-institutional out-turn. The only difference is in the age-groups 
II II th below 34 and 35-44. But when these two age-groups are put toge er, 
the percentage of the doctors in the two sources are the same. The 

'age-distribution of graduate doctors obtained from Medical Council 
Register is different from the other two sources. Recasting this age­
distribution, on the assumption that within eabh age-group the distribution ' 



Age-group 
34 or below 
35-44 
45- 54 
55+ 
rotal 

TABLE 49 

Age-distribution of Graduate Doctors - Medical 
Council Register 

Percentage of doctors 
47.0 
29.4 
11.3 
12. 3 

100.0 

130. Comparing this with the othet two distributions we see that, 
the age-distribution obtained above sho~s the stock of doctors to be old~r 
than the other two age-distributions. This may be due to the under-reg1~­
tration of the young doctors who are in the age-group below 34. · Acceptmg 
that the age-distribution of graduate doctors obtained from the net-~nst~tu­
tional out-turn of graduate doctors can be taken to be correct the distrlbu­
tion is given in Table 39 in Section V. 

131. The comparative age-distribution of total doctors obtained on the 
basis of the Perspective Planning Division Study, the Census of India 1961 
and the Medical Council Register is given in Table 50. The age-groups · 
followed in the three distributions are different. Assuming that the distri­
bution or persons in each age-group will be uniform and recasting thlil table 
and using the same age-groups and the following picture emerges. (See 
Table 51). 

132. The percentage, age-distribution based on the perspective Plann­
ing Division Study and Census of India 1961 is similar, with the only difference 
that the Perspective Planning Division Study shows about So/

0 
more doctors , II It 

m the age-group below 34 where as the Census of India estimates show 
about 3. 5o/o more doctors in the age-group 65 +. The age-distribution obtained 
on the basis of Medical Register shows the stock to be older most probably 
because of a large. pr~al~nce of under-registration among youhg doctors. 
Of the three age-distrLbutions, that distribution which is midway between 
the other two is accepted. The actual age-distribUtion based on the Census 
of India 1961 is given in Table 28 of Section m. 
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TABLE 50 

Comparative age-distribution of total Doctors . 
Perspective Planning 

Division 
Age-group "/o Doctors 
34 or below 48. 1 
35-44 21.4 
45-54 16.2 
5?·64 11.1 
65 + 3. 2 

Total 100.0 

Census of India 1961 

Age-group 
33 or below 
34~8. 
49-63 
6.~+ 

TABLE 51 

%Doctors 
39.3 
33.6 
19. 'l 
.!l. 4 

100.0 

Medical Council 
Register 

Age-group % Doctors 
below 40 54. 2 
~0~49 17 .. 6 
50·59 15.1 
60+. 13.1 

100.0 

Percentage distribution of total Doctors by age-g!o&!s 

Age-group 

34:or below 
35-44 
45-54 
55-64 ; 
65+ 

Total 

Perspective 
Planning 
Division 

48.1 
21.4 
16.2 
11.1 

3.2 

'100. 0 

Census of India 
1961 

42.0 
22.4 
16.8 
12.1 
6.7 

100.0 
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Medical Council 
Register 

34.6 
28.4 
16.4 
14.1 
6.5 

100.0 
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133 ['he age-distribution of licentiate doctors is o~tai~ed ?Y su:­
tr~cti~g the distribution of graduate doctors from the distribution o 
total doctors and is ~ven below: · 

TABLE 52 

Age-distribution of Licentiate Doctors 

Men Women Total Age-group 
Number % Number % Number % 

34 or less 10728 21.9 . 807 39.1 11535 22.6 

35·39 7348 15.0 134 6.5 7482 14.7 
40·49 12982 26.5 590 28.6 13572 26.6 
50·64 12836 26.2 414 20.1 13250 25.9 
65+ 5095 10.4 118 5.7 5213 10.2 

Total 48989 100.0 2063 100,0 51052 100.0 

Doctor·Poeulation Ratio 

134. The doctor population ratio of the total available number of' 
doctors at the end of 1964 is worked out and given in Table 53 .. 

~·• There are 227 doctors for every million population. This 
means that there are 4450 persoll8 per doctor. 'l'h~e are 1997 doctors 
per million population in Delhi, 617 in Tripura and l81 in West Bengal. 
Among the States the least number of doctors are in Jap1mu and 
Kashmir and among the Union Territories the least number of doctors 
per million of population is tn Himachal Pradesh. 



TABLE 53 

Doct?r Po.[!ulation Ratio, 1964 

• Doctor i,!er Million Poeulation 
Stat~s Men Women Total 

Andhra Pradesh 172' 24 196 

Assam ' 250 7 257 

Bihar 148 9 157 

Gujarat 210 20 230 

Jammu and Kashmir 93 19 ; 102 
; 

Kerala 179 36 ·- 215 -
Madhya Pradesh 119 15 

:_, 
134 

Madras 146 46 192 

Maharashtra 256 60 316 

Mysore 187 22 209 

Orissa 110 17 127 

Punjab 351 31 382 

~ajasthan 120 13 133 

Uttar Pradesh 114 13 127 

West Bengal 460 21 481 

Delhi 1571 426 -1,~97 

Himachal Pradesh 77 8 85 

Manipur 151 11 162 

Tripura 608 9 617 

Pondicherry 410 • 43 453 

Nagaland 103 10 113 

Other areas 88 10 98 

All-India 201 26 227 
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APPENDIX- I 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCTORS BY DISTRICTS. IN 
URBAN OR RURAL AREAS, 1961 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

Districts Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total ·Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Kurnool 253 27 280 27 I 27 280 27 307 
Mah\toobnagar 60 4 64 16 16 76 4 so 
Hyderabad 2684 197 2881 42 4 46 2726 201 2927 
Medak 34 4· 38 22 1 23 56 5 61 
Nizamsbad 30 4 34 37 5 42 67 9· 76 
Adilabad 34 6 40 21 21 55 6 61 
Karimnagar 30 4 34 53 1 54 83 5 88 
Warangal 58 12 70 31 l 32 89 13 102 
Kbamam 56 1 57 26 1 27 82 2 84 
Nalgonda 40 4 44 18 6 24 58 10 68 
Srika Kulam 61 4 65 69 4 73 130 8 138 
Visakha Patnam420 75 495 72 2 74 492 77 569 
East Godavari 381 58 439 128 5 133 509 63 572 

· West Godavari 129 25 154 48 3 51 177 28 205 Krishna 281 
.. 

42 323 62 2 64 344 44 388 Guntur 258 65 323 98 2 101 356 68 424 Nellore 133 21 154 31 3 34 164 24 188 Chittoor . 121 23 144 22 2 24 143 25 168 Cuddapah 55 8 63 11 11 66 8 74 Anantpur 71 13 84 90 1 91 161 14 175 

Grand Total 5190 597 5787 924 44 968 6114 6~1 6755 
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ASSAM 

Districts Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Gopalpara 48 2 50 218 4 222 266 6 272 
Kamrup 169 11 180 313 4 317 482 15 497 
Sibs agar 33 2 35 262 262 295 2 297 
Lakhimpur+ 117 8 125 250 5 255 367 13 380 
United Mikir 

and north 
Cachar hills '7 7 88 88 95 95 

Mizo hills 4 1 5 12 12 16 1 17 
Garo hills 7 1 8 15 2 17 22 3 25 
United Kheri and 

Jerintna hills 70 8 78 41 8 49 111 16. 127 
Nowganj 54 5 59 69 69 123 5 128 
Darrang 41 3 44 903 903 944 3 947 
Cachar 160 4 164 162 162 322 4 326 

Grand Total 710 45 755 2333 23 2356 3043 68 3111 
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BIHAR 

Urban Rural Total 
Districts Men Women Total Men Wbmen Total Men Women Total 

I 
< 

Patna 863 80 943 255 7 262 1118 87 . 1205 
Gaya 210 18 228 157 2 159 367 20 ' 387 . 
Shahabad 157 13 170 109 109 266 13 279 
Palamau 34 4 38 35 3 38 69 7 J ~ ••• 76 
Hazaribagh 114 10 124 82 4 86 196 14 210 
Ranch! 149 17 166 74 4 78 223 21 244 
Dhanbad 198 7 205 134 3 137 332 10 342 
Singhbhum 233 32 265 5.2 1 53 285 33 318 
Monghyr 227 6 233 79 13 92 306 19 325 
Bhagalpur 158 5 163 1053 1053 1211 5 1216 
Saharsa 46 5 51 34 34 80 5 85 
Purnea 158 11 169 109 109 267 11 278 
Santhal Parg&nl!lll5 7 122 103 103 118 7 125 Saran 85 4 89 462 6 468 547 10 557 Champaran 97 5 102 98 1 99 195 6 201 Muzzafarpur 199 5 204 513 7 580 772 12 '784 Dharbhanga 289 17 306 146 1 147 435 18 453 

Grand Total 3332 246 3578 3555 52 3607 6887 298 7185 
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GUJARAT 

Urban Rural Total 
Districts Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

I 

Junagadh 139 7 146 43 1 44 182 8 190 

Kutch 60 4 .. 64 136 2 138 1.96 6 202 

Surat 299 35 334 227 9 236 526 44 570 

Amreli 59 3 62 27 1 28 lf6> 4 90 

Panchmahals 83 20 103 77 4 81 160 24 184 

Surendra Nagar 80 2 82 29 29. 109 2 111 

Broach 73 5 78 102 1 103 175 6 181 

Kaira . 178 12 190 209 7 216 387 19 406 

Sabar Kantha 41 2 43 139 1 140 180 3 183 

Mehsara 124 5 129 116 116 240 5 245 

Bnnsas Kantha '43 .2 46 45 45 88 '2 . 90 

Bhavnagar 127 11 138 55 55 . 182 11 193 

Ahmedabad 775 82 857 98 1 99 873 83 956 

Jamnagar 226 26 252 28 28 254 26 280 

Baroda 340 20 360 170 5 175 510 25 535 

Dangs - 10 10 10 - 10 

Rajkot 198 55 253 58 - 58 256 55 311 

Grand Total 2845 291 3136 1569 32 1601 4414 323 4737 
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JAMMU AND KASHMIR 
' 
., 

. Urban Rural · Total 
Districts · Men Women Total Men Women Total M~m Women Total .. 
Jammu 56 14 70 11 11 67 14 81' 

Poonch • 
Rajouri 6 1 7 2 2 8 1 ~ 9 I 

" Udha.mpur 7 1 8 7 7 14 . 1 15 

Kathua 7 2 9 2 2 9 2 11 

Do de. 6 1 7 7 7 13 1 14 

Ladakh 2 2 6 11 1\ 8 1 9 

Baramu11a 14 2 16 6 6 20 2 .. 22 
Srina.gar 1ss 20 173 16 1 17 169 21 190 
Ana.ntna.g 5 5 10 6 6 11 

... 
5 ·16 

Grand Total 256 46 302 63 2 65 319 48 367 
\ 
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KERALA 

Districts 
Urban Rural Total 

Men: Women Total Men Women Total .Men Women Total 

Cannanore 103 12 115 125 9 134 228 21 249 
~ 

Kozhikode 219 50 269 271 10 281 490 60 550 

Palghat 61 20 81 145 12 157 206 32 238 

Trichur. 64 18 82 170 9 179 234 27 261 

Ernakulam 133 39 172 233 26 259 366 65 431 

Kottayam 58 18 76 305 26 331 363 44 407 

Aileppey 109 25 134 279 45 324 388 70 458 

Quilon 34 15 49 303 22 325 337 37 374 

Trivandrum 260 69 329 182 32 214 442 101 543 

Grand ToW 1041 266 1307 2013 191 2204 3054 457 3511 

83 



MADHYA PRADESH 

Urban Rur~l Total 
,Districts Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Gwalior 303 36 339 14. 14 317 36 353 

Datta 12 1 13 17 17 29 1 30 

Bhlnd 16 2 18 12 12 28 2 30 
Morena 22 3 25 21 21 43 3 46 
Guna 21 1 22 6 6 27 1 28 
Shivpuri 20 20 9 1 10 29 1 30 
Chhatarpur 39 2 41 36 2 38 "75 4 79 
Tikamgarh 10 1 11 20 20 30 1 31 
Panna 4. 1 5 5 5 9 1 10 
Satna 28 4 32 17 17 45 4 49 
Shah dol 28 2 30 35 1 36 63 3 66 
Rewa 33 4 37 17 17 50 4 14 
Mandsaur 48 8 56 32 4 36 80 1? 92 
Sidhi 2 2 9 9 11 11 
Ratlam 78 3 81 8 8 86 3 89 
Ujjain 100 13 113 9 6 15 109 19 128 
Jhabva 13 5 18 15 15 28 5 33 
Dhar 34 2 36 32 32 66 2 68 
Indore 391 73 464 12 12 403 73 476 
Dew as 29 1 30 5 5 34 35 1 East Nimar 77 5 82 41 41 118 5 123 
West Nimar 70 4 74 27 2.7 97 101 4 Shajapur 28 4 32 22 22 50 4 54 Rajgarh 16 3 19 1 1 17 3 20 

(Continous on next page) 
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(Continued from }lrevious !!age} 

Districts 
Urban Rural Total 

Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

S~ho~e (Bhopal) 243 38 281 1~ 12 255 38 293 

Vidisha 26 2 28 2 2 28 2 30 

Raisen 7 2 9 5 5 .12 2 14 

Botul 29 '1 30 2Q 1 30 

Hoshangabad 53 6 59 26 2 28 79 8 87 

Sagar 74· 6 80 11 2 13 85 8 93 

Domah 29 2 31 6 6 35 2 37 

Jabalpur 313 42 355 26 1 27 339 43 382 

Narsimhapur 27 ~~ 29 10 10 37 2 39 

Mandla 17 1 18 20 20 37 11 38 

Chindwara 63 5 68 42 42 105 5 110 
t 

Seoni 12 2 14 34 1 35 46 3 49 

Balaghat 26 1 27 51 1 52 77 2 79 

Sarguja 25 1 26 25 1 26 50 2 52' 

Balas pur 106 14 120 76 3 79 182 17 199 

Raigarh 27 5 32 28 1 29 55 6 61 

Durg 94 13 107 114 7 121 208 40 228 

Raipur 126 14 140 210 3 213 336 17 353 

Bastar 17 2 '19 35 35 52 2 54 

Grand Total 2736 337 3073 1155 36 1191 3891 373 4264 
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MADRAS 

Urban Rural Total 
·Districts Men Women _Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Madras · 
Corporation 1481 478 :·1959 - . 1481 478 1959. 

Kanya Kumari 56 8 64 47 4 51 103 12 115 

Ramanatbapuram 150 23 173 ~5 3 48 195 26 221 

Tirunelvell 216 38 254 35 4 39 251 42 293 

Thanjvur 313 68 381 46 1 47 359 69 428 

Tiruchirapalll 286 42 328 44 3 47 330 ,45 375 

Madurai 396 112 508 20 13 33 416 125 541 

Coimbators 344 80 424 106 • 16 122 450 96 546 

Salem 129 14 143 129 18 147 258 32 290 
South Areot 111 24 135 59 6 • 65 ·1'70 . 30 200 
North Areot 395 119 5i4. 89 18 107 484 137 621 
Nilgiria . 67 67 22 22 89 89 
Chinglepet 162 . 

36 198 70 14 84 232 50 282 
• 

Grand Total 4106 1042 5148 712 100 812 4818 1142. 5960 



MAHARASHTRA 

Districts 
Urban :Rural Total 

Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Sholapur 286 29 315 51 2 53 337 31 368 

Dhulia 163 4 167 15 15 178 4 182 

Ratnagiri 139 5 144 107 1 108 246 6 252 

Kolaba 37 5 42 36 36 73 5 78 

Sa tara 130 14 144 86 5 91 216 19 235 

Sangli 101 13 114 99 4 103 200 17 217 

Buldhana 78 8 86 104 2 106 182 10 192 

Chanda 39 5 44 51 3 54 90 8 98 

Nagpur 584 108 692 20 2 22 604 110 714 

Wardha 37 37 40 1 41 77 1 78 

Yeotmal 126 22 148 69 1 70 195 23 218 

Bhandara 73 ·4 77 48 3 51 121 7 128 

Nasik 295 107 402 61 1 62 356 108 464 

Thana 141 45 186 105 19 124 246 64 310 

Ahmednagar 117 22 139 116 2 118 233 24 257 

Poona 1110 249 1359 41 10 51 1151 259 1410 

Parbhani 51 3 54 25 25 76 3 79 

Amravati 194 84. 278 58 1 59 252 85 337 

Jalgaon 175 22 197 82 4 86 257 26 283 
• 

Aurangabad 150 8 158 40 3 43 190 11 201 

Kolhapur 139 21 160 100 3 103 239 24 203 

(Continued. em next page) 
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(Continued from ereviotis::[lage) 
· Urbaii Rural Total 

Districts Men Women Total Men Women Total Men: Women Total 

Akols 134 . 15 149 70 . 2 72. . 204 17 221 

Bombay 4181 936 5117 - 4181 936 5117 

Osmanabad 131 1 132 66 1 67 197 2 199 

Nanded 42 1 43 48 48 90 1 91 

Bhir 8 8 30 1 31 38 1 39 

Grand Total 8661 1732 10393; 1568 71 1639 10229 1803 12032 
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Districts Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Wemen Total 

Bijapur 52 3 55 80 1 81 132 4 136 

Raichur 90 4 94 7 7 97 4 101 

Chitaldrug 90 10 100 68 1 69 158 11 169 

Bidar 35 1 36 18 18 53 1 54 

Gulbarga 103 7 110 7 7 110 7 117 

Dharwar 307 20 327 78 ·1 79 385 21 406 

North Kanara 26 26 77 1 78 103 1 104 

Belgaum 177 10 187 120 2 122 297 12 309 

Chikmagalur 39 6 45 47 1 48 86 7 93 

Mandya 51 5 56 42 42 93 5 98 

Shimoga 99 9 108 38 1 39 137 10 147 

Hassan 30 6 36 46 46 76 6 82 

Coorg 23 5 28 159 6 165 182 11 193 

South Kanara 238 28 266 151 7 158 389 35 424 

Mysore 354 52 406 54 4 58 408 56 464 

Bellary 104· 7 111 16 16 120 7 127 

Kolar 85 12 97 54 3 57 1'39 1.5 154 

Tumkur 6) 7 68 66 1 67 127 8 135 

Banglore 75~ 126 878 65 2 67 817 128 945 

Grand Total 2716 318 3034 1193 31 1224 3909 349 4258 
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ORISSA 

Urban Rural 
Districts Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Cuttack 287 37 324 348 32 380 635 69 704 

Koraput 50 9 59 55 55 105 9 114 

Kalahandi 14 1 15 4 4 18 1 19 

Sambalpur 155 52 207 93 4 ' 97 248 56 304 

Baudh-Khondwa1s 4 4 19 2 21 23 2 25 

Ga.njam 154 16 170 49 1 50. 203 17 220 

Sundargarh 58 8 66 10 10 68 8 76 

Dhen Kha.na1 8 2 10 18 2 20 26 4 30 

Puri 122 24 146 52 7 59 174 31 205 

Keon Jhar 18 18 186 5 191 204 5 209 

Mayurbhanj 2 13 15 39 2 41 41 15 56 
Balasore 50 5 55 103 103 153 5 158 .. 
Bola.ngir 23 3 26 12 1 13 35 4 39 

Grand Total 945 170 1115 988 56 1044 1933 226 2159 
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PUNJAB 

Districts 
Urban Rural · Total 

Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Totai' 
., 

Hissar 67 12 79 102 3 105 169 15 184 
Rohtak 462 27 489 148 1 149 610 28 639 
Gurgaon 48 10 58 36 - 36 84 10 94 
Karnal 56 10 66 137 - 137 193 10 203 
Ambala 382 56 438 299 11 310 681 67 748 
Simla 66 16 82 66 16 82 
Kangra 136 10 146 298 23 321: 434 33 467 
Lahaul and Spiti 7 7 7 7 
Hoshiarpur 260 9 269 136 - 136 396 9 405 
Jullundur· 316 12 328 389 8 397 705 20 725 
Ludhiana 313 35 348 .273 11 284 586 46 632 
Ferozepur 170 7 177 147 16 163 317 23 340 
A.mritsar 366 59 425 280 15 295 646 74 720 
Gurdaspur 138 10 148 257 - 257 395 10 405 
Kapurthala 82 17 99 93 7 100 175 24 199 
Bhatinda 202 6 208 63 - 63 265 6 271 
Sangrur 150 2 152 106 5 111 256 7 263 
Patiala 293 33 326 121 4 125 414 37 451 

Mahendergar~ 110 2 112 81 1 82 191 &:':, -194 

~S\ ' 7028 Grand rotal 3624 333 .957 2966 105 3071 6590 438 
·t- ~ 
"t.• I 
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RAJASTHAN 

Urban Rural Total 
'Distncts Men Women :rota! Men Women 'fatal Men Women rotai 

Ganganagar 120 2 122 55 1 56 175 3 178 
Bikaner 67 15 82 15 15 82 15 97 
Sirohi 40 3 43 3 3 43 3 46 
Bhilwara 17 2 19 29 1 30 46 3 49 
Jalore 2 2 6 6 8 8 
Barmer 8 8 2 2 10 10 
Nagaur ·25 3 28 5. 5 30 3 33 
Chitorgarl:l 26 1 27 13 13 39 1 40 
Jhunjhunu 28 1 29 18 18 46 1 47 
Bharat Pur 93 3 96 20 20 113 3 116 
Jaipur 308 59 367 72 1 73 380 60 440 
Jhalwar 13 13 6 6 19 19 
Churu 44 4 48 7 7 ' 51 4 55 Buru:li 8 2 10 9 1 10. 17 3 20 Alwar 52 7 59 49 1 50 101 8 109 Dungarpur 11 11 15 3 18 26 3 29 Ajmer 332 25 357 5 1 6 337 26 363 Pali 35 3 38 20 20 55 3 58 Kota 92 5 97 185 5 190 277 10 287 Udaipur 95 11 106 34 2 36 129 13 142 Swaimodhopur 31 1 32 15 a/ 17 46 3 49 Sikar 34 5 39 35 35 69 5 74 Tonk 17 2 19 25 25 42 2 1 ' 44 Banswara 8 3 11 5 5 13 3 16 Jodhpur 152 22 174 23 23 175 22 197 Jaisalmer 7 7 7 7 

Grand rotal -1805 185 1990 671 18 689 2476 203 2679 

92 



UTTAR PRADESH 

'f~~::~ .... > 
IIi _,..,. .... 

Urban Rural Districts 
,, Total 

. ¥.en Women rotal' Men Women Total Men Women Total . -;~· .. ----.:--·-~ ~~----:-- .• .. '": ....... .:.- -:- ..... _ . .' -;--
....... -- -·· ... ~ - - . ·-· --· ~~- ·- -··· , 

Bareil.J.y 111 24 135. • 57 1 58 168 25 193 
Pilibhit 7 3 • 10 25 25 32 3 35 
Bijnor 82 6 88 85 85 167 6 173" 
Moradabad 206 11 217 134 134 340 u .1351 
Badaun 100 1 101 20 20 120 1 121 
Rampur 53 2 55 64 2 . 66 117 4 121 
Shajahanpur 35 1 36 17 17 52 1 5~ 
Lucknow 629 89 718 5 1 6 634 90 724 
Unnao 29 .'.1 30 25 25 54 1 55 
Sitapur 59 7 66 13 17 30, 72 24 96 
Kheri 26 26 66 66 92 92 
Hardoi . 79 ' 5 84 12 12 91 5 .,96 

Rae Barely 19 2 21 36 36 55 2 57 
Varanasi 244 

.. 
22 266 99 15 114 343 37 380 

Mirazapur 63 7 70 184 16 200 247 23 270 

Balli a 18 2 20 138 1 139 156 3 159 
Jaunpur 25 2 27 58 1 59 83 3 86 
Garakhpur 114 19 133 80 1 81 . 194 20 21.4 

Deoria 14 14 74 2 76 88 2 ' 90 
Gazipur 7 1 .8 188 11 199 195 12 207 

Gonda 31 31 22 22 53 53 

Barabanki 11 7 18 18 18 29 7 36 

Faiubad 76 4 80 27 27 103 4 107 

Bahraich 104 11 115 134 3 137 238 14 252 

Sultanpur 17 1 18 27 27 44 1 45 

Pratapgarh 11 1 12 60 60 71 1 72 

Uttar Ka!ihi 5 1 6 3 3 8 1 9 . 

Chamoli 8 8 8 8 

Tehri -Garhwal 2 2 4 5 5 7 2 9 

Pithorgarh 35 1 36 35 . 1 ~6 

Garhwal 12 1 13 4 4 16 -~t. 1 17 

Almora 8 8 4 4 12 12 

Nainital 49 8 57 22 1 23 71 9 80 

Jhansi 179 9 188 167 167 346 9 ·.355 

Jalaun 21 I2 33 ' 77 77 98 12 110 

~-·~- . ,. ·~· (Continued on Next Page) 
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UTTAR PRADESH (Contd.) 

Districts 

Hamirpur 

Banda 

Baati 

Azamgarh 

Allahabad 

Fatehpur 

Aligarh 

Mathura 

~ainpuri 

Agra 

Etaha 

Saharanpur 

Dehradun 

Meerut 

Muzaffarnagar 

Farrukhabad 

Bulandshahr 

Etawah 

Kanpur 

Grand Total 

Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total· Men Women Total .. Men Women Total 

12 10 22 27 3 

77 1 78 13 

20 20 78 15 

30 2 

227 20 

10 . 2 

151 

12 

10 

38 

59 

151 210 

154 

35 

2 156 182 

2 

341 101 

36 5 

37 43 

442 

41 

52 

1 

13 

43 

1 

2 

1 
76 2 78 169 5 

94 2 96 18 

180 25 185 353 6 

86 3 89 306 24 

20 2 22 2 

72 8 80 184 4 

64 84 15 

518 64 582 16 

30 39 13 

13 90 1 

52 

91 

93 98 15 113 

11 40 

51 265 

59 69 

3 

33 

2 

43 

43-

298 

71 

404 253 361 

182 336 2 338 

44 78 3 

54 

1 

393 103 

36 6 

81 

496 

42 

174 245 7 252 

'.18 112 2 114 

359 513 31 544 

330 392 27 . 419 

2 22 2 24 

188 258 12 268 

15 79 79 

18 535 64 599 

4630 513 5143 3768 191 3959 8398 704 9092 
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WEST BENGAL 

Districts Urban Rural Total 
Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 

Calcutta 4765 352 5117 - 4765 352 5117 

Birbhum 99 4 103 269 2 271 368 6 374 

Jalpaiguri 248 1 249 292 2 294 540 3 543 

Howrah 757 15 772 284 1 285 1041 16 1057 

Burdwan 647 7 654 540 7 547 1187 14 1201 

Midnapur 418 3 421 463 18 481 881 21 902 

Nadia 306 306 570 11 581 876 11 887 

Murshidabad 155 2 157 554 /,,1:·5 559 709 7 716 

Hooghly 498 15 513 1'58 '.:9 167 656 .'24 sao 

Purulia 68 4 72 122 3 125 190 7 197 

24-Parganas 1530 27 15571699 9 1708 3229 36 3265 

Darjeeling 114 26 140 51 1 52 165 27 192 

West Dinajpur 185 2 181 260 1 261 445 3 448 

Cooch Behar 151 1 152 320 320 471 1 472 

Malda 88 1 89 291 4 295 379 5 384 

Bankura 134 1 135 308 38 346 442 39 481 

Grand Total 10163 461 10624 6181 Ill 6292 16344 572 16916 
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"' UNION TERRITORIES_ 
/It 

Urban. Rural Total 
Districts Men Women Total Men Women Total.Men Women Total 

.l2!la!. 4244 868 5112 - 4244 868 5112 

Himachal Pradesh 
1. Chamba 9 9 7 7 16 16 

2. Mandl 19 2 21 11 1 12 30 3 33 

3. Bilaspur . 4 4 5 5 9 9 
4. Mahabu 10 4 14 23 23 32 4 36 
5. Sirmur 9 1 10 5'· 5 14 1 15 
G. Kinnaur 3 3 3 3 

Total 51 7 58 53 1 54 104 8 112 

~ 66 5 71 66 5 71 

Maniaur 63 5 68 62 2 64 125 7 132 

Trieura 160 4 164 550 4 554 710 8 718 

Pondicherry 132 7 139 18 5 23 150 12 162 

Na~land 
.. 1. Kohima 11 2 13 7 7 18 2 20 

2. !l'bkdlchung 1 1 2 2 2 3 1 4 
3. Tuensang - 16 16 1:6 16 

Total 12 3 15 25 25 37 3 40 

Goa, Daman, Diu 9 9 7 7 16 16 

Dadra, Nag'!r, 
Haveli 3 3 3 3 

Laccadive Minicoy 
Islands 4 1 5 4 1 5 

' Andaman and Nicobar 

~ 9 2 11 9 1 10 18 3 21 
Sikkim 2 2 2 2 
Grand Total 4682 896 5578 797 19 816 5479.915 6394 
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., .. ~PPENDIX II 

DOCrOR-POPULAriON RATIO BY DISTRICTS 

(Ratio of Doctors per million Population, 1961) 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

S.No. District Men Women • 

1. Karnool 14'7 14 
2. Mahboobnagar 48 2 
3. Hyderabad 1323 98 
4. Medak 46 4 
5. Ni:z;amabad 66 9 
6. Adilabad 55 6 
7. Karim Nagar 51 3 
8. Warangal 58 8 
9. Khammam 78 2 

10. Nalgonda 37 6 
11. Srikakulam 56 3 
12. Visakhapatnam 210 33 
13. East Godawari 195 24 
14. West Godawari 89 15 
15. Krishna 166 21 
16. Guntur 119 23 
17. Nellore 81 12 
18. Chittoor 75 13 
19. Cuddapah 49 6 
20. Anantpur 91 8 

Total 170 18 
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Total 

161 
50 

1421 
50 
75 
61 
54 
66 
80 
43 
59 

243 
219 
104 
187 
142 

93 
88 
55 
99 

188 



ASSAM 

S.No. Districts Nren Women Total 
I 

1. Gopa.lpara ! 173 4 i77 
2. Kamrup (234 7 241 

3. Sibsaga.r ,197 1 198 
4. Lakhimpur !235 8 243 

·' 5. United Mikir North 
Ca.char Hills 206 206 

6. Mizo Hills 62 3 65 
7. Ga.ro Hills ~·.• 73 10 83 .... -
8. United Khasi -Jaintia Hills 241 34 276 
9. Now gong 102 4 106 

10. Darra.ng 733 2 735 
11. Cacha.r 234 3 237 

Total 256 6 262 
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S.No. District Men Women Total 

1. Patna 379 30 '409. 

• 2. Gaya 101 • 5 106 

3. Shahabad 83 4 87 

4. Palmav 58 6 64 

5. Hazaribagh 82 6 88 

6. Ran chi 104 10 114 

7. Dhanbad 287 9.• 296 

8. Singhbhum 140 16 156 

9. Monghyr 90 6 96 

10. Bhagalpur 708 3 711 
11. Saharsa 46 3 49 

12. Purnea 87 3 90 

13. Santal Parganas 45 2 47. 

14. Saran 153 3 156 

15. Champaran 65 2 67 

16. Muzaffarpur 188 3 19:b 

17. Darbhanga 99 4 103 

Total 148 7 155 
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GUJARAT 

S.No. District Merl Women Total 

I 
1. Junagadh 147 7 154 

2. Kutch 284 9 293 

3. Surat 215 18 233 

4. Amreli 130 6 136 

5. Panch Mahals 110 16 126 

6. Surendr:a Nagar 165 3 168 

7. Broach+ 197 7 204 

8. Kaira 196 10 206 
9. Sabar Kantha 198 3 201 

10. Mehsana 143 3 146 
11.+ Banas Kantha 89 2 91 
12. '~>, Bhav Nagar 164 10 174 
13. "Ahmedabad 395 38 433 
14. ;,~Nagar 310 32 342 
15. ' Bar011a 336 16 352 
16. Dangs ·,, 

141 141 
17. Rajkot 

213 46 257 

Total ~ 

214 16 230 

\ 
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JAMMU AND KASHMIR 

S.No, -· Distri:ct· . ··-Merr .. Women - Total . 

'' ·. -. 
__ ..._ ~· 

1. Jammu : 131 28 159 
. l . ~··il') 

2. Poonch Rajouri 25 3 28 

3. Udhampur 56 '4 60 

4. Kathura 45 10 55 

5. Doda 50 4 54 
.. .. :._, 

6. kdakh 91 11 102 
' 'J .: 

7. Ba:ramulla 34 3 37 ' -.... · .. . 
8. Srinagar 264 33 297 

-~ ·' 
9. Anantnag 17 8 . 25 

.. 
. . . ; ... 

Total- 90 13 --loa_ .. _ -
\ 

1.01 



. 
KERALA 

S.No. District 1 Men Women Total 

1. Cannsnore 128 12 140 

2. Kozhlkode 188 23 211 

3. Palghat 116 18 134-

4. Trichur 144 17 161 

5. .lilrnakulam 198 35 233 

6. Kottayam 210 25 235 

7. Alleppey 214 39 253 

8. Quilon 174 19 193 

9. Trivandrum 254 58 312 

Total 181 27 208 
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MADHYA PRADESH 

S.No. District Men Women Total 

l. Gwalior 488 55 543 
2. Datia 145 5 150 
3. Bhind 44 3 47 
4. Morena 55 4 59 
5. Guna 46 2 48 
6. Shivpuri 50 2 52 
7. Chhatarpur 129 7 136 
8. Tikarmgarh 67 2 69 
9. Panna 27 3 30 

10. Satna 65 6 71 
11. Shahdol 77 4 81 
12. Rewa 65 5 70 
13. Mandsaur 107 16 123 
14. Sidhi 19 19 
15. Ratlam 179 6 185 
l,6. Ujjain 165 29 194 
11. Jhabua 55 10 65 
18. Dhar 103 3 06' 
19. ~ Indore 538 97 _st' 
20. Dewas 78 2 ·8o 
21. East Nimar 174 7 81 
22. West Nimar 98 4 02 
23. ~hajapur 96 8 .04 
24. lt~j Garh 33 6 ' 39 
25. Sehore 340 51; 191 
26. Vidisba (Bhilsa) 58 4 62 
27. Raisen 29 ;0 34 
28. Betul 52 . 2 54 
29. Hoshangabad 130 13 143 
30. Sagar 108 10 118 
31. Damob 81 5 86 
32. Jabalpur ·. 267 34 301 
33. Narsimhapur 90 5 95 
34. Mandla 55~ 2 57 
35. Chindwara 135 6 141 
36. Seoni 89 6 95 
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MADHYA PRADESH (Contd,) 

,;,.·, 

S. No. District 

37. Balaghat 
38. Sarguja 
39. Bilaspur 
40. Raigarh 
41. Durg 
42. Raipur 
43. Bastar 

Total 

104 

Men 

I 
9,6 
~0 
90 
&3 

1l1 
1$8 

4\'i 

120 
j 

women: 

3 
2 
8 
6 

11 
9 
2 

12 

Total 

99 
52 
98 
59 

122 
177 

47 
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MADRAS 

S.No. District Men Women Total 
' 
I 

1. Madras Corporation 861;' 278 1139 

2. Kanyakumari 206. 24 230 

3. Ra~na thapuram 81 10 91 
I 

4. Tirunevelli 95 12 107 

5. Tanjavur 111 21 132 

6. Trichirapalli 103 14 117 

7. Madurai 129 39 168 

8. Coimbatore 127 . 27 154 

9. Salem 68 8 76 

ih-\ South Arcot 57 10 67 

11. \ North Arcot 154 44 198 
'\ 

12. k\lgiris 222 222 
'I\ 

13. Chi~~eput 106 23 129 
·\, 

Total 
·'\ 

\ 143 34 177 
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MAHARASHTRA 

S.No. District Men Women Total 

1. Sholapur 181 17 198 

2. Dhulia. 131 3 135 

3. Ra.tna.giri 135 3 138 

4. Kole.ba 73 5 78 

5. Sa. tara 151 13 164 

6. Sangli 163 13 176 
7. Buldhana 182 10 192 
8. Chanda 73 7 80 
9. Nagpur 400 73 473 

10. Wa.rdha 122 1 123 
11. Yeotmal 179 21 200 
12. Bhandara: 96 6 102 
13. Nasik 192 58 250 
14. Thana 149 39 I 188 
15. Ahmedne.gar 131 14 145 
16. Poona 468 105 573 
17. Parbhani 63 2 65 
18. Amravati 205 69 274 
19. Jalgaon 146 15 161 
20. Aurangabad 124 7 131 
21. Kolhapur 150 15 165 22. Akola 173 14 187 23. Greater Bombay 1008 225 1233 24. Osmanabad 134 1 135 25. Nandad 84 1 85 26. 'Bhir 38 10 48 : Total 258 46 304 
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MYSORE 

S.No .. · District Men Women Total 
·'·;."'!'. 

1. Bijapur 83 2 85 

2. Raichur 88 4 92 

3. Chitaldurg 158 11 169 

4. Bidar 80 1 . 81 

5. Gulbarga 85 5 90 

6. Dharwar '202 11 213 

7. North Canara 151 2 153 

8. Belgaum 150 .• 6 156 

9. Chickmagalur 145 12 157 

10. Mandya 104 6 110 

11. Shimoga 135 10 145 

12. Hassan 85 7 92 

13. Coorg 569 34• 603 

14. South Canara 249 22• 271 

15; Mysore 244 34 278 

16. Bellary 132 7 139 

17. Kolar 108 11 119 

18. Tumkur 93 6 99 

19. Bangalore 327 51 378 

Total 165. 15 180 
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ORISSA 

S.No. District Men Women Total 

1. Cuttack 212 23 235 

2. Koraput 70 6 76 

3. Kalahandi 18 1 19 

4. Sambalpur 165 37 202 

5. 'Baudh Khondmals 46 4 50 

6. Ganjam 109 9 118 

7. Sunder Garh 90 11 101 

8. Dhenkanal 26 H 30 

9. Puri 93 17 110 

10. Keonjhar 275 7 282 . 

11. Mayurbhanj 34 12 46 

12. 'Balas ore 109 4 113 
13. Balangir 35 4 39 

Total 110 13 123 
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PUNJAB 

S.No.· District Men.· Women Total 

... 
1. Hissar 109 10 119 

2, Rohtak 429 20 449 

3. Gurgaon 68 8 76 

4. Karnal 129 1 7 136 

5. Ambala 497: 49 546 

6, Simla 60 14 74 

7. Kangra 409 31 440 

8. Lahaul and Spiti 342 342 

9. Hoshiarpur 322 7 329 

10. Jullundur 578 16 594 

11. Ludhiana 586 46 632 

12. Ferozepur 197 14 211 

13. Amritsar 422 48 470 

14. Gurdaspur 403 10 413 

15. Kapurthala 515 70 585 

16. Bhatinda 265 6 271 

17, Sangrur 180 5 185 

18. Patiala 414 37 451 

19. Mahendargarh 354 5 359 

Total 324 22 346 
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RAJASTHAN 

S.No. District Men Women Total 

1. Ganganagar 175 3 178 
2. Bikaner 186 34 220 
3. Sir obi 123 9 132 
4. Bhilwara 54 3 57 
5. Jalore 15 15 
6. Barmer 16 16 
7, Nagur 32 3 35 
8. Chitorgarh 55 1 56 
9. Jhunjhunu 65 1 66 

10. Bharatpur 99 3 102 
11. Jaipur 200 32 232 
12. Jhll.lwar 39 39 
13. Churu 79 6 85 
14. Bundi 51 9 60 
1 r.. Alwar 101 8 109 
16. Dungarpur 85 8 73 
17. Ajmer 347 27 374 18, Pali 69 4 '13 19. Kota 330 12 342 20. Udaipur 92 9 101 21. SWaimodhopur 49 3 52 22. Slkar 84 8 90 23. Tonk 

88 4 90 24. Banswara 28 8 34 25. Jodhpur 
199 25 224 26. Jaisalm.er 50 50 

Total 
116 10 126 
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UTTAR PRADESH 

S.No. District Men Women Total 

1. Bare illy 114 17 131 

2. Pilibhit 52 5 57 

3. Bijnor 140 5 145 

4. Moradabad 172 6 178 

5. Badaun 85 1 86 
6, Ram pur 167 6 173 
7. Shahajahanpur 47 1 48 
a. Lucknow 488 69 557 
9, Unneo 45 1 46 

10. Sitapur 45 15 60 

11. Kheri 73 73 

12. Hardoi 58 3 61 

13; Rai bareilly 42 1 43 

14. Varanasi 145 16 161 

15. Mirzapur 199 18 217 

16. Balia 117 2 119 

17. Jaunpur 48 2 51 

18, Qorakhpur 78 8 84 

19, Deoria 31 1 38 

20. Gazipur 148 9 157 

21, Gonda 25 25 

22. Barabanki Ill II 28 

23, Faizabad as 2 85 

24. Bahraich . 180 8 189 

25, Sultanpur 31 1 sa 
. 28, Pratapaarh 58 1 . 117 

(Continued on next Paae) 
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UTTAR P;M.DESH (Contd.) 

S.No. District Men Women Total· 

27. Uttarkashi 67 8 75 
28. Chamoli 32 32 
29. Tehri-garhwal 20 6 26 
30. Pithoragarh 134 4 138 
31. Garhwal 33 2 35 
32, Almora 19 19 
33, Nainital 124 16 140 
34. Jhansi 320 8 328 
35. Jalaun 148 18 166 
36. Hamirpur 49 16 65 
37. Banda 95 1 96 
38. Basti 37 6 43 
39. Azamgarh 17 1 18 
40. Allahabad 110 14 124 
41. Fatehpur 69 2 71 

• ·42. Aligarh 212 25 237 
43, Mathur a 336 2 338 
44, Mainpuri 71 2 73 45. Agra 211 55 266 46. Etah 30 5 35 47. Saharanpur 153 4 157 48, Dehradun 266 5 271 49. Meerut 190 11 201 50, Muzaffarnagar 280 19 299 51, Farrukhabad 17 1 18 52, Buland Shahr 150 7 157 53. Eta wah 67 

67 54. Kanpur 224 27 251 
Total 114 9 123 
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.WEST BENGAL 

S.No. · District Men /women Tptal 

1, Calcutta 1632 I 120 1752 

2, Birbhum 255 4 259 

3. Jalpaiguri 400 2 402 

4. Howrah 520 8 528 

5. Burdwan 395 5 400 
6. Midnapur 203 5 208 

7. Nadia· 512 6 518 

8. Murshidabad 309 4 313 

9. Hoogly 294 11 305 

10. Purulla 139 5 144 

11. 24 Parganas 514 5 519 

12. Darjeeling 266 43 309 

13. West Dinajpur 337 2 339 
14. Cooch-bihar 471 1 472 

15. Maldah 310 4 314 

16. Bankura 266 23 289 

Total 468 16 484 
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CHECI<E'O 
a~w"iuTORIES 

S.No. Territory Men Women ·Total· 

Delhi 1601 327 

Himachal Pradesh 
1. Chamba 76 76 

2. Mandi 79 a· 87 

3. Bilaspur 60 60 

4. Mahasu 91 11 10.2 

5, Sirmur 73 5 78 

6. Kinnaur 75. 75 

Total 77 6 83 

Nefa 200 15 215 

Manieur 160 9 169 

Trieura 622 7. 629 

Pondicheror 417 33 450 

Nagaland 

1. Kohima 180 20 200 

2. Mokokchung 25 8 33 

3. TuenSang 123 123 
,, 

Total 103 8 111 

Goa, Daman, Dieu 2& 26 

!2idra and Nagar Haveli 52 '52 

Laccadive, Minico;t: and 
Aminidiv Islands 200 5 205 

Andaman and Nicobar Islands 300 50 350 

Sikkim 12 12 
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