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PREFACE

The National Institute of Public Finance and Policy
is an autonomous, non-profit organisation whose major functions
are to carry out research, do consultancy work and undertake
training in the area of public finance and policy. 1In addition
to carrying out, on its own, research studies on subjects that
are considered to be impnrtant from the national point of view
in terms of policy formulation, the Institute also undertakes
research projects on subjects of public interest, sponsored

by member governments and other institutions.

The present study was undertaken at the request of the
Ministry of Works and Housing, Govermment of India, which wanted
an independent assessment of the problems of mobilising
resources for financing housing activities at the level of the
home-owner and suggestions for measures which would strengthen

institutional financing of housing in the country.

The study was conducted by Vinay D, Lall who also drafted
the report. A.K., Gupta was associated with the housing finance
surveys in Delhi and Lucknow and S.B.L, Sherry with those in
Delhi, Ambala, Cuttack and Ouilon. Sherry also provided research
supporf to the project. K.X. Atri and A.K, Halen nrocessed the
data for the renort on the NIPFP comnuter. The editing of the

report was done by C, Cecil,

The Governing Body of the Institute does not take
responsibility for any of the views expressed in the report.
The responsibility for the conclusions arrived at and the views
expressed belong to the staff of the Institute and more narticularly

to the author of the renort.

Bimal Jalan
Honarary Director

13 Sentember 1984
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I. HOUSING AND THE RESOURCES ISSUE

1., Housing and the Development Process

The housing sector has an important role to play
in the development process, In the first place, invest-
ment in the housing sector stimulates the rest of the
economy, including the building materials industry, the
engineering industry and the transport, communications
and infrastructure sectors. In several economies,
including some of the most developed ones, the housing
sector has been and continues to be a major engine of
growth activities, Secondly, home ownership offers the
Lo best incentive to save and accunulate, and at the
household level it is given the highest priority in asset
formation., Therefore, home~linked savings can provide
the much-needed impetus to the national resource mobili-
sation effort., Finally, for achieving a major socio-
economic objective of development, namely, an improvement
in the quality of human life, a decent, clean and habit--
able home with minimum facilities like potable water and
hygienic sanitation is a basic requirement, In fact,
housing provides the appropriate environment for attainuent
of the crucial goalsof national policies relating to
health, family planning and education,

The national plan programmes in India have
focussed attention on the removal of poverty by attempt~
ing to reduce the proportion of population whe live bclow
specified Ypoverty-line', through employment-generating
activities., Partly for this reason, the flow of funds
into the social consumption sectors has not been to the



extent that may have been desirable, The total invest-
ment in housing, for example, during the first six five
year plans adds up to Rs 11,400 crore, or 14.3 per cent
of the total plan investment, In fact, as a proportion
of total investment in each successive plan, the invest-
ment in housing has been falling: 34.2 per cent in the
Pirst Plan, 9.0 per cent in the Fifth Plan and 7.5 per
cent in the Sixth Plan (Table I.1). As a proportion of
the gross domestic product (GDP) in the country, the
annual budgetary allocations for housing by the Central
and State governments (including Union Territories)
during 1980~31 to 1982--83 ranged between 0,19 per cent
and 0.23 per cent, The estimated amnual investment in
housing (including commercial properties) is less than 3
per cent of the GDP (and in housing in particular, it
may be less than 1.5 per cent), falling short of the
United Nations target of 5 per cent.

>2. Present Status of Indian Housing

a. The 1901 scenario. The national housing stock, as

pef the 1901 Census, stands at 119.0 million units,
three~fourth in the rural areas (90.9 million units) and
one~fourth in the urban areas (28,9 millio@‘units).
There is some imbalance in the distribution of the
national population, households and housing stock as
between urban and rural areas. As can'be‘seen from
Table I.2, the proportlon of national populatlon is
slightly lower than the proportions of national house-~
holds and housing stock iﬁ-the urban areab;_ Tacic has
been some 1mprovement in the urban hou31ng situation
over the last aecade mainly because the hou51nﬁ stock
has grown suostantlally faster than the populatlon.
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TABLE T.1

Invesimen?t in Housing During the Five Ycar Plans

Totol Invest- IPVCC*”“nt in Investment in
Plaon period invest~ 1ent in nousing as housing in public
rient in  housing percentage of and private sectors
the eco- total invest- o8 percentage of
nouLy ment in the total investment
(Rs (Ro G COTLOMY in housing
crore)  crove)
First Plon
Total 3360 1150 34.2 100.0
Public 1560 250 16.0 21,7
Private 1800 900 50,0 78.3
Second Plan
Total 6750 1300 19.3 100.0
Public 3650 300 G2 23.0
Private 3100 1000 32.3 T77.0
Third Plon
Total 10400 1550 14,9 100.0
Public 6100 425 7.0 27 4
Private 4300 1125 26.2 72.6
Fourth Plan
Total 11635 2800 12.4 100.0
Public 13655 625 4.6 22.3
Private 3980 2175 24..2 T7.7
Fifth Plan
Total 47561 4630 9.8 100.0
Public 31400 1044 3.3 22.5
Private 16161 3636 22,5 7.5
Sixth Plan
Total 172210 12991 7.5 100.0
Public 97500 1491 1.5 11.5
5 . []‘ 88 [ ] 5

Private 74710 500 1

3
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TABLE I.2

Growth of Population, Households and Housing Stock

(Million numbers)

. — -

.. Decennial Decennial Decennigl
1951 1961 1971 1981 growth growth -growth
S rate (%) rate )(“g rate (%)
( o (1951-61)  (1961-71)  (1971-61)
R LCD NN ) B €D R ¢ R ) ey ()
Population
Urban 62.4 791 108.9  157.7 26.8 37.7 £4.5
Rural 268.5 360.1 43G,3 507.6 20.6 21.7 15.8
Total 360.9 439.2 547.2 665,3 21.7 24.¢ 21.6
Households
Urban 12,8 14.9 19.1 23.9 16.4 28,2 51.3
Rural 50,6 68,6 78.0 90.9 13.2 13.7 16.5
Total 73.4 83.5 97 .1 119.8 13.7 16.3 23.4
Occupied Houging
Stock
Urban 10.3 14.1 16.1 27.6 36.9 28,4 52.5
Rural | 5401 65.1 72.7 86.1 20 3 11.2 18.4

s 113.7 23 0

Source:s For 1951 to 1971, Dat have been
taken from NBC (1980) and for
1981 from Census (19381),



Thus, during the period 1971 to 1901, the =annual average
rate of growth of housing stock was 5.3 per cent and that
of population was 4.5 per cent in the urben areas, whereas
the corresponding rates of growth for the country as a
whole were 2,5 per cent and 2.2 per cent, respectively.
The average size of a household continues to remain
smaller than the average number ol residents in a resi--
dential unit, indicating that more than one household
shares a residential unit. The situation has somewhat
improved in the last decade, 1971 to 1981, especially

in the urban areas.

The foregoing analysis shows that governmentt!s
policies have had some impact on the urban housing scene,
both in terms of the heousing stock and population relation- °
ship and occupancy ratios., Available data in the
decennial censuses upto 1971, and from the National Sample
Surveys, also reveal that during the last three decades,
there has been a noticeable improvement in the quality
of housing units in both the urban and the rural areas.
These improvements are reflected in the better quality
of construction materizl:sc uzed for building walls and
roofs, superior ventilation facilities, and the improved

systems of drinking water supply, lighting and sanitation.L/

1/ The analysis is based on comparable data from the national
censuses on population and housing stock, the- reperts of the
National Sample Surveys: 7th Round (1950) and 28th
Round (1977) and the results of a survey conducted
in Surat and Villupuram / for details, see Iall.

(1962) 7



It is likely thot the 1981 census data, when published,
may provide further andc more recent evidence on the
qualitative aspect o. Ui ..avional housing stock.

b, Changing economic scene and housing status. The

improvements in the cuality of Indian housing stock and
the chenges in the propo?tionate shares of the housing
stock of the urban and rural sectors reflect the changing
socio—economic scene, the direct result of development
programmes undertaken by the government and the initia--
tives of the private sector, which accounts for about
four~fifth of the activities in housing. The impact of
industrialisation, urbanisation and improvements in the
economic conditions in the rural sector have brought
about changes in the preferences of the home owners and
in their income--earning and investment capabilities,
However, the magnitude of the problem still remains large
and, as has been correctly stated in the Sixth Plan,

g sustained programme of investment in construction® has
“"to be undertaken over the next 20 years® (Page 390),

if the housing requirements of the country are to be met.

c. Some dimensions of ihe housine nroble, 1 Sub-Group
appointed by the Worlring Group of the Plaﬂﬁgﬁgdcommission
on Housing for the Seventh Five Year Plan (1985-90) has
estimated the housing stock in 1965 at 124.9 million
wnits (95.2 million rural units and 29,7 million urban

units) and the housing shortage at 24.2 million units,

The Sub-Group has further estimated that between 1985

and 2000 AD, en additional housing stock of 90.8 willion
units will be required to meet the needs of the increasing
population, the obsolescence in existing stock and the



destruction of a part of the existing stock due to natural
calamities, As such, the total housing stock requirement
in 2000 AD is estimated at 229.9 million units and the

net additional housing stock at 105 million units.g/

The magnituce of the housing problem can be
attributed to several factors. The growth of house
construction has not kept pace with the growing demanda for
housing due to constraints of land, building materials and
finances., This situation has arisen, in the first place,
due to the poverty of the general population. Secoﬁdly,
very little of the savings generated in the economy are
channelised into vhe housing sector, as the national
economic strategy has given a low priority to housing
possibly due to a misconception that it is a resource~
absorbing activity and not a resource-generating activity.
This vi.7 overlooks the multiplier and growth-—initiating
effects of invesiment in the housing sector on the rest of
the economy. Thirdly, from the point of view of resource
allocation, housing is not treated as an orgenised
"industry®, even though mony other activities including

2/ These estimates are based on the following assumptions:

(i) Every houschold, urban or rural, should
have a housing unit.to itself;

(ii) In urban areas, a housing unit may either
be pucca or semi-pucca; and

(1iii) In rural areas, the housing unit may
be pucca, semi-pucca or serv1ceable kutcha

Further, the annual rate of increase in housing requ-
irement due to increase in populaclon has beem

=szumed to be 1.5 ner cent, tho wpte of ~bmoloscenc has
Boen ossumad Soe bo 1.5 por cwat ad some ollowinco oS
Bom lgo 1 de Tor dostiueiion of housing stock by
notural celamitics.
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those in the nature of services have been given such a
status, Tourthly, often the employment potential of house
construction is underestimated., Finally, under the Indian
Constitution, housing is a "State” subject and so the
Central govermment is nov responsible for its development,
The main responsibility for the housing sector lies with
the State governments, which consider activities in other
sectors more important from economic and political
considerations,

There exists no systematic national policy which
may outline the growth and operational strategy for the
housing sector as exists, for example, in several other
sectors, like industry, agriculture, banking, trade, etc.
The Central govermment draws out a broad plan perspective
for investment in the housing sector and arranges to .
provide for flow of some funds via the LIC, the GIC and the
HUDCO, Practically no monitoring or follow-up work of
investment schemes is undertaken by the Central and
State governments.,

The private sector has come to play a major role
in the housing sector and, under thelpresent strategy,
as enunciated in the Sixth Plan, it would have to continue
to play the dominant role., But no serious attempt has
been made, or is being made, to provide for the inputs
that might ensure that the private sector plays its
developmental role effectively.

3. The Resources Issue

The lack of financiat resources has been iden-—
tified as a crucial constraint on housing activity in the
country, The Working Group on Private Housing
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(Mukharjee Group, 1981), Government of India, had therefore
emphasised the need to strengthen the organised housing
finance system in the country., From the point of view of
the individuel home -- buyer, the major constraint, in fact,
is the non-availability of adequate Iinances, However,
other constraints, like the limited availability of land
and building materials, are not directly faced by a home
owner, especially if he acquires ahouse in a cooperative

society or from a public or private sector builder/agency.

TheVSumerdup of the Working Group on Housing for
the Seventh Five Year Plan has estimated that during the
Seventh Plan, 1985~1990, an investment of Rs 33,800 crore
would be required and that during the period 1985“2000 AD,
a total investment of Rs 1,31,650 crore would have to be
made to ameliorate the housing situation. The proposead
plan envisages, in line with the planning strategy, that
three~fourth of the estimated investment would be made in
the private sector, However, sufficient effort is not
being made at present to ensure the reqguisite flow of
resources for this purpose. The resources problem, will
thus, be a crucial issue for the housing sector in the
years to oome.;/

It is not just the lack of financial resources
that is the real problem but the absence of any grass-roots-
level institutional system that would mobilise the existing
household savings in the economy for investment in housing,

é/ If the resources flow is suddenly increased, shortages
of real resources would immediately be felt, This
study, however, is concerrod only with the priblem of
finances.,
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stimulate a shift from consumption to savings for investe
ment in housing, provide institutional financial intérQ
mediation on a mass basis, and encourage individuals to
invest in housing at an early stage in their earning life,
It is significent to note that a few years ago there hardly
existed any semblance of an organised houging finance
system in the country and, even today, it is felt that the
institutionally--nobilised financial fiows into housing
make only a token contribution. The basic thrust in the
Seventh Plan approach to the housing sector would, there~
fore, have to be directed towards the development of an
appropriate housing finance system for the large scale
mobilisation of financial resources for housing.



ITI. OBJECTIVES AND SURVEY METHODOLOGY

1. QQjectives'bf the Study

The Mukharjee Group (1981) had recommended several
measures to promote housing activity in the country, inclu-
ding the grant'of fiscal incentives to mobilise savings
for investment in housing and the strengthening and/or
creation of new institutions., Subsequently, the Central
Council of State Ministers for Housing urged the Central
Government to adopt the major recommendations of the
Mukharjee Group, but for a considerable period of time, no
progress was made in this direction. In pursuance of these
recommendations, "the Ministry (Works and Housing) has
entrusted a study of housing finance to the National
Institute of Public Finance and Policy" (Ministry of Works
and Housing, Annual Report 1982-83, page 5-6). The present
Report has been prepared on the basis of the assignment
given by the Ministry of Works and Housing (MWH).

The MWH have specified the following objectives
for the study.

(i) Examination of the lacunee in the existing
system of financing housings;

(ii) Analysis of the existing capital market in
housing;

(iii) Recommendation of methods for improving the
flow of resources into the housing sector;

(iv) Examination of the modalities for setting
up a specialised financial institutiong

(v) Study of the scope for setting up decen-
tralised financial intermediaries, such as
savings and loans associations, to promote
additional savings; and
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(vi) Examination of the possibility of
introducing mortgage insurance in the
housing sector,

'The study, as per the discussions between the
officials of the MWH and the NIPPP, is restricted to the
urban housing sector. It was felt that the financial needs
of the rural sector, the methods of assessment for finan-
cial assistance, and of disbursement and monitoring
mechanism for rural housing finance would be different
from those for urban housing and could not be dealt with
in this study, given the constraints of time and resources.

2, The Approach

Objectives (i) and (ii) specified by the MWH
suggest an ex-post analysis of the present system of housing
finance with a view to identifying the weaknesses, gaps and
inadequacies in the existing system of housing finance,

At the level of the home owner, the study has to focus
attention on his resource mobilisation efforts, identify
the source 6f finances tapped by him and examine the
difficulties encountered by him in raising the requisite
resources, At the institutional level, it intends to
examine the allocation of funds among beneficiaries,
including an assessment of lending policiesyand credit
appraisal methods, and then assess the operational
constraints on making institutional housing finance a
wide~based activity.

The study relating to objectives (i) and (ii) is
based on primary and secondary data, The primary data
at the home owner level have been obtained through a
house~to-house survey of a sample of selected owners of
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recently—-constructed houses in different parts of the
country, and at the institutional level they have been
obtained through discussions with senior officials of
major financial institutions, Central and State govern-
ments, and individual experts in the field,  Secondary
data have been obtained from published documents and

available research studies,

Objectives (iii) ato (vi) relate to possible ways
of mitigating, if not wholly eliminating, the observed
weaknesses and inadequacies in the existing system of
housing finance, The study relating to the stimulants %o
encourage the flow of financial resources into housing has
to examine the alternaﬁive incentives that may be develo-
ped at the individual and institutional levels, The
proposed stimulants may lead to some reuallocation of the
existing volume of household and institutional savings in
the economy in favour of the housing sector, but they must
also be designed to bring about a net increment in the
proportion of national savings to the national income, and
to channelise a growing proportion of savings into the
housing secﬁor. ‘This part of the study is based on an
analysis of secondary data and information on experiences
in India and in some selected countries, The analysis of
the measures that may be considered to strengbthen the
housing finance system is based on discussions with
official from national and intermational institutions and
individual experts and a study‘of literature on experiences
of countries having a developed housing finance system,



3. Objective
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s_end Methodology of

Housing F

inance Survey

a. Objec

tives. The objectives of the housing finance

surveys in the selected towns are:

(1)
(ii)
(1ii)

(iv)

)

to identify the pattern of resource
mobilisation by individual home owners;

to evaluate the role that institutional
financing is now playing;

to assess the importance of the informal
housing finance sector;

to examine whether the relative size of a
tovn (as represented by the size of the
population and some of the major socio-
economic characteristics of cach’ town
(cconomic status and income pattern of the
home owner, the level of industrialisation
and urbanisation, the level of literacy, the
gtate of the -o0~operative movement in
housing, etc.) had a bearing on the
resource mobilisation effort of the home
owners;and

to identify the problems encountered by
home owners in mobilising resources,

b. Selection of towns. In view of the specific

objectives for which the field surveys were to be conducted,

it was considered necessary, within the time schedule for
the project, to adopt a simple method for selection of the

sample towns.

The ideal way to select representative towns

would have been to list major socio~economic characteristics
of all small, medium-size and large towns in the country

and then give weightage to these characteristics in

selecting the sample. In this study, the objective is
not to do a comprehensive and representative housing

finance survey for the country but only to make case
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studies in selectcd towns in order to obtain some quantitative
and qualitative evidence on issues of relevance to the

study. The evidence that was to be collected was to be

then compared with dats and analyses available from earlier
studies of other towvns in the country, Hence, a simple

method of selection of the towns was adopted,

From a provisional list of 20 towns, five towns
were Tinally selected, after discussions with officials in
the MWH, the Planning Commission and State governments and
with individuél experts. These towns represent different
socio—~economic conditions in the country, and also reflect
industrial, rural and urban characteristics,

The selected towns are Delhi, Lucknow, Cuttack,
Ambala and Quilon. The sample, thus, includes two
metropolises, one town having a population of around 3
lakh and two btovms having a population of around 1 to 2

lakh.,

The metropolises were selected as representative
of the problems in large cities. The two largest metros,
namely, Calcutta amd Bombay, were excluded as they are not
representative of the likely situation that may‘arise %&;
the larger and growing towns in the country. If appro-
priate policies are formulated amd implemented, the
Calcutta—~Bombay situation may not recur in other towms,

Delhi was selected not only because it is the
national capital, but also because largé~scale industria-
lisation and agriculturalfée&élopment within Delhi and in
the peripheral areas has_added to growing congestion and
an acute housing shortage. Delhi experienced a very high



rate of growth of populatim during 1971-1981. The annual
rate of growth of population at 4,6 per cént was lower

than only that of Bangalore and Jaipur, among the 12
metropolises in the country. The -density cf population

is also high as compared to other towns and there is large-
scalc in-nigrafion of people from all over the
country.

A contributory factor to Delhits shelter problem
which may become important in other growing urban
complexes is total govefnment control over the supply of
urban land. This policy is not only generally believed
to have raised urban land prices to abnormally high levels,
but it has also placed physical constraints on private
sector housing activities. Besides, Delhi has a large
service population, including government employees and
private sector employees and a substantial migratory
population, Unauthorised héuSing inclusive of slums and
squatter settlements as well as illegal large permanent
structures, has become a special characteristic of the
metropolis, Another reason for including Delhi is that
public sector housing programmes through the efforts of the
,Delhi*Development Authority, are known for meny of their
innovative features, including self-financing schemes,
which have become popular and are being increasingly
adopted in other towns. |

Lucknow is included among the sample towns as
it‘represents important characteristics of an urban centre,
which have a close bearing on the housing situation.

These characteristics are seen in several large and
medium-sized towns in the colmtry. Lucknow is also the
capital of the most populous Indian State and to a large
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extent, its growth hac been due to political considcrations.
Further, while Lucknow cammot be classified as an indus--
trial, commercial or agro-bzcsed town, its close proximity

to a major industrial town, namely, Kanpur, exposes it %o
the fall out effects of growth therein. In the process,

the housing problems arising due to industrialisation in
Kanpur are partly shifted to Lucknow, Also, large-scale
rural migration into Lucknow aggrevates the housing problems
in the town,

Iucknow is also an excellent example of unplanned
development. The practice in the past has been to develop
'mohalla' by *mohalla', according to the wishes of the
people and/or the whims of past rulers., Housing, as per a
mastver plen, is still a new concept, and examples of such
planning are seen only in a few areas like Mahanagar and
Mirala Nagar. A special feature of the ILucknow housing
scene is that almost one-third of the population lives in
squalid conditions, in 457 slums scattered all over the
LOWN »

The medium-sized and small towns are included in
the sample as an earlier study (DLall, 1982) had shown
that institutional financing facilities were restricted
mainly to the major metropolises, and very little of
institutional financing percolated to the smaller towns.
It was shown in that study that the informal housing
finance market, comprising indigenoﬁs bankefs, relatives
md friends, is the main source for housing finance and
“he dependence upon the informal housing finance market is
inversely related to the level of the income of the home
owner and is positively related to the distance of the
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location from the major centres of institutional credit.é/
Cuttack, Ambala and Quilon are, therefore, representative
of the pattern of resource mobilisation efforts of home
owners in medium-sized and small towns.

Cuttack is not only a medium—sized town in terms
of population and area, but it is also on excellent example
of an economically underdeveloped region, a low level of
urbanisation and a high density of population, More
importantly,‘the resource mobilisation capacity of indivi-
duals in this town is not only low, but it is further
constrained by the periodical occurrance of natural
calamities,

The type of housing and the extent of‘housing
finance that the people of Cuttack may require are,
therefore, different from what may be observed and expected
in a more developed and relatively affluent society. It is
hoped that the pattern and problems of housing finance
that may emerge‘from a study of the savings and resource
mobilisation efforts of home owners in Cuttack would be
indicative of the problems that are encountered by the vast
majority of people living in relatively small and low—income
towns, wheére the individuals capacity to save is constrained
by periodic natural calamities,

4/ There was general agreement on these findings among
discussants at a Workshop held in April, 1983 in New
Delhi Yo discuss the main conclusions of the study.
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A special feature of Cuttack which is common %o .
other urban and semi~urban centres in the country is that
while it has no large-scale industries and there appears
little possibility for such type of industrialisation in
the near future, it has developed into an important
comnercial centre for the surrounding region, As such,
there is a substantial inflow of people who often come for
temporary visits but gradually settle dovm, Civic amenities
are grossly inadequate and there are natural barriers for
plained development and expansion of the towm (created by
the twin rivers Mahanadi and Kathajori).

The main reason for selecting Ambala is its
relatively high level of prosperity due to both industrial
and agricultural development, Ambals is also prone to the
fall out effects of development in several proximate growth
centres (e.g., Delhi, Chandigarh, Amritsar and Iudhiana)
and to that extent, its housing problems have multiplied.
Several examples of g similar nature are found all over
the country. Public housing programmes have, however,
made an important contribution.

‘ Ambala is divided into two distinet parts, namely,
Ambala Oity and Ambala Cantonment, the point of demarcation
between the two being the overhead road bridge on the
railway line. The survey relates only to Ambala City,
in line with the decision taken to exclude cantonment areas
(this is also done in the case of Delhi and Lucknow).

The main reason for the exclusion of cantonment areas is
that they are special regions and the situation there may
be found in other parts of the towns. '



Quilon has been selected because of its high level
of literacy, inflow of petro-dollars into it, and its
special features as a coastal town. The nousing activity
in Quilon has been almost wholly in the private sector,
with marginal contributions made by the State Housing
.Board.\;The Quilon Development Authority was set up only in
1982 and, theréfore, in the absence of public sector
housing programmes, the exclusive efforts of the private
sector in the housing sector provide a new perspective to
the study.

c. Selection of sample houses, A few studies that have

examined the housing finance problems of home owners have
covered mainly the formal housing sector, consisting of
housing units built as per the prior approved plans of the
concerned local authorities. No data are available on

the housing finance problems of the informal housing sector,
consisting of unauthorised permanent structures on public
land, agricultural land and/or on private land without any
requisite approval, and semi~pucca and kutcha slum and
squatter settlements. A national housing finance policy
has to keep in perspective the housing finance problems of
all categories of potential home owners, It was, therefore,
decided during the discussions between the NIPFP =znd the
MWH that the housing finance problems of the informal ‘
housing sector would also be studied. Hence, about 15 per
cent to 20 per cent of the sample houses have been selected
from the informal housingrseétor.

In the formal housing sector, houses are constru-—
cted by individuals with the help of hired labour, by
contractors, by co-operative societies and by public sector
agencies like the housing boards and development authorities.,
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The public sector agencies constructy specific categuries
of houses for home owners in different income brackets,
and sometimes they alsco brovide'developed plots to indivi.-
dvals to build their own residential units. In view of
the fact that the quality of construction, covered area
and cost of houses constructed by public sector agencies
at any particular point of time area more or less the same
(except for the differences due to the location on diff-
erent floors of mulvi-storeyed buildings and some differ-
ences due to marginal variations in type and area of
balcony, dining space, etc.), it was felt that a few
randomly selected houses in each major colony for specific
income categories should be included in the sample., For
this purpose, public sector houses are classified into two
broad income categories, namely, one consisting of EWS and
LIG houses and the other of MIG and HIG houses, As regards
houses constructed by individuals or by co-—operative
societies, including those on developed plots purchased
from public sector agencies, a census was made of such
houses. The census covered houses which received a
completion certificate (as in Delhi) and where this system
does not prevail, houses which were assessed to property
tax for the first time (in Lucknow, Ambala, Cuttack and
Quilon) during January, 1931 to June, 1982. As such, the
majority of the houses in the sample can be expected to
have been constructed during the five-year period, 1977~
1982, The sample houses constructed by non-public sector
agencies were then giveh random numbers and classified
into three groups based on their rateable value (RV), as
given in the records of the municipal authorities for _the
_cxute of Publj Ff;“‘*\mu

assessment of property tax. " “nc,

LIBRARY
Acc No..:ZLQ.4......

L D
\\x fﬂ"/-z%f ’”

.\Q§§§$§g;;§%§£¢ﬁﬁ,



—“ 20 .

A major limitation of using RV data is the
possible under—estimation of house values., Secondly, in
many cases, the RV values are provisional, pending further
investigations, TFinally, the RV is assessed only periodi-
cally and re—assessment is made generally after four to
five years.v However, in the absence of any superior base
for'classification, the RV has been used to classify the
houses in the sampie. While selecting the sample, the
distribution of the census houses by their location was
also keptkin perspective, Therefore, in effect, a two-tier
system of selection has been used, namely, according to
RV and by location. |

Before the selection of RV as the base, several
alternatives were examined, It would have been ideal to
categorise the houses on the basis of their actual cost,
but the relevant house-wise data are not available in
municipal records and cén be obtained only through a door-
to~door survey. Secondly, the covered area of the house
could have been taken as the criterion, but again, data
are not readily available in municipal records even though
detailed plans approved by the municipal authorities
contain data on the proposed size of the house., The
compilation of such date on a census basis would have been,
however, a time-consuming exercise and sometimes the
actual size may not match with the approved size of the
house, Thirdly, the classification of houses according
to the income or status category (viz., EWS, LIG, MIG
and HIG) would have required in the case of private
sector housing, the compilation of data on cosf and value,
which ‘are not readily available, Finally, the classifi-
cation by type of constructing agency (viz., co-opera—
tives, developmént authority, other institutions and
private individuals) would have served no useful purpose,
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In the sample towns, where more than one local
authority existed and were empowered to grant building
permission and/or completion certificates in different
parts of the town, an attempt was made to irclude houses
coming under the jurisdiction of each of the authorities.
In Delhi, for examplé, three authorities function, namely,
Municipal Corporation of Delhi (MCD), New Delhi Municipal
Committee (NIMC) and Delhi Development Authority (DDA).
The bulk of the housing activity in the town falls under the
jurisdiction of the MCD and the DDA, While in Iucknow and
Ambala, two official agencies granted permission for
construction of houses, in Cuttack and Quilon only oné
agency operated during the period when the survey houses
were constructed,?’ The areas under the jurisdiction of
cantonment beoards have been excluded,

Houses constructed by non-public agencies were
classified into three categories based on their RV, namely,

(1) RV upto Rs 5,000;
(ii) BV from Rs 5,001 to Rs 25,000; and
(iii) RV above Rs 25,000,

The classification of the population and sample
“houses according to their RV is shown in Table II.,1 for
private sector houses and in Table II.2 for houses built by
public sector agencies, The composition of the sample of
720 units, including the informal housing sector units,
is shown in Table II.3 '

5/ These included the Cuttack Municipality in Cuttack,
Quilon Municipality in Quilon, Iucknow Municipal
Corporation and Lucknow Development Authority in ILucknow,

and Ambagla Municipal Committee and Haryana Urban Development

Authority in Ambala.



- 20 e

TABL:. II.1

Classification of Census and Sample Houses in the Private

Sector by their Rateable

" Values
. Rateable value e
Town Upto Rs 5001- Rs 25001 Total
Rs 5000 Rs 25000 ~and above
1) (2], (&) (4)
1. Delhi |
ensus- 425 302 127 854
(49.77) (35.36) (14.87) (100.00)
Sample 62 44 19 125
(49.60) (35.20) (15.20) (100.00)
2. Lucknow
Census 692 463 97 1252
(55.27) (36,98) ( 7.75) (100.00)
Sample 20 13 3 36
(55.56) (36.11) ( 8.33) (100.,00)
3. Cuttack
ensus T45 2 - 750
N (99.573) (0.27) (1%%.400)
4. QuildiFiP-e 3235 0.65 00
ensus (%2§ ) (14 ) - (236 )
(99.10) (1.90) (100.00)
Sample 57 2 - 59
(96.61) (3.39) (100,00)
5. Ambalsg |
ensus 329 8 - 337
(97.63) (2.37) (100.00)
Sample 43 1 - 44
(97.73) (2.27) (100.00)
Total
Census 2916 789 224 3929
(74.22) (20,08) (5.70) (100,00)
Sample 335 61 22 418
(80.14) (14.59) (5.26) (100.00)

Note: 1. The census relates to period Jenuary, 1981 to June,1982.
2. Pigures in parentheses are percentages of total,

3. =2 indicates nil.
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TABLE II.2

Cla531flcatlo1 of Public Sector Constructed Houses by

their Rateable Velues

(Number)
, Rateable- Upto Rs 5,001- Rs 2,5001 Total
Town value Rs 5,000 Rs 25,000 and above
1. Delhi
Census 6508 11576 1662 19746
(32.96) (58.62) (8.42)  (100,00)
Sample 25 | 45 6 .76
(32.89) (59.21) (7.89)  (100.00)
2. Lucknow .
Census 3861 ' 2223 602 6686
| (57.75) (33.25) (9.00)  (100.00)
Sample 57 34 5 96
(59.38) (35.42) (5.21)  (100.00)
30 Aml)ala
Census 1011 " - 1011
| (100,00) (100.00)
Sample 6 - - 6
(100.00) (100,00)
TOTAL
Census 11380 13799 2264 27443
| | (41.47) (50,28) (8.25)  (100,00)
Sample 88 e 11 178
(49.44) (44.38) (6.18)  (100,00)
Note: 1. The census relates to the perlod January, 1981 to

December, 1982
2., Figures in parentheses are percentages of total,
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TABLE II.3

Composition of NIPFP Sample of Home Owners

s [oer S

Formal Sector Informal sector Total
Town Private Publlc Total  DPermanent  oiums Total
structures and sg-
uatter .
settle~
ments
— A o L2) 3) (4) .. ©)) 160 .
1, Delhi 125 76 201 25 24 49 250
(Pop. 57.3 lakh) (50,00) (30.40) ~ (80.40) (10.,00) (9.60) (19 60) (100,00)
2. Lucknow ' .36 96 132 15 15 - . 30 162
(Pop. 9.17 lakh) (22.22)  (59.26)  (81.48) (' 9.26) (9, 26) (18.52) (106.00)
3. Cuttack | 154 = 154 18 - 30 184
(Pop. 3.3 lakh) (83.70) (83.70) ( 9.78) (6 52): (16 30) (1C0.00)
4, Quilon 59 - 59 7 15 T4
(Pop. 1.4 lekh) (79.73) (79.73)  ( 9.46) (10, 81), (20.27) (100.00)
5. Ambala 44 6 . 50 - - . 50
(Pop. 1.1 lakh) (88.,00)  (12.00) (100.00) (100.00)
T OT AL 416 178 596 65 59 124 720
(56 06) (24.72) (’2.78) ( 9.03) (8.19) (17 22) (100, oo)
Notes: 1. Figures in parentheses are per centages of total of formal and informal sectors.

2. Figures in parentheses below the name of the town indicate the population as per

1901 census.



L DT e

de Questionnaire. Data were obtained during the

housing finance surveys on the vasis of a five-part
guestionnaire, The first three parts related to data on
physical characteristics of the housing project and the
socio—economic backgroviid of the home-owner, The fourth
part focussed attention on the cost of the house and on
the resource mobilisation efforts of the home-ovmer. An
attenpt was made o obtain information and data on the
vattern. of resource mobilisation efforts of the home
owners and, in the case of resources mobilised through
borrowings, also on relevant issues like the rate of
interest charged by institutional and non--institutional
lenders, type of mortgage, expenditure on servicing of
loans, etc. The last part of the questionnaire sought
gsome qualitative assessment by the home owner of the
problems encountered by him in mobilising resources.

4, PFramework of Report

The report contains seven chapters. The importance
of housing in the development process and an estimate of
the financial resources ne~ded in the housing sector are
brought out in Chapter I. This chapter provides the
perspective for the analysis and discussions in Chapters
IIT to VII.

The objectives of the study, as laid down by the
Government of India, have been stated in the present
chapter, together with an explanation of the study's
approach., The methodology used in the housing finance
surveys to obtain quantitative and qualitative evidence
on the problems of resource mobilisation of individual
home owners and on their housing finance pattern have alsd



been spelt out. An analysis of the data obtained from the
ficld surveys is then presented and analysed in chapter III,

- In chapter IV, the salient features of the existing
financial institutional set-up in the housing sector are
examined,bringing out the important inadequacies and
weaknesses, An evaluation of the interaction between the
capital market and Tthe housing sector is also presented.

Chapter V is of a recommendatory nature. The
objectives of a new housing finance system are first
identified, followed by an examination of the épproach that
may be considered. Several suggestions are made on the
line of action that may be considered to strengthen the
housing finance system, meke it broad-based, and easily
accessible by the masses and yet ensure its viability.
Some suggestions on expanding the flow bf household and
non-housenold savings into the housing sector are also
examined, In Chapter VI, an analysis is made of the
potential sources that might be tapped to mobilise additi~
onal finances for housing.

8 The main findings and policy recommendations are
summarised in chapter VII.



III. THE ‘RESOURCE MOBILISATION EFFORTS
OF NEW HOME OWNERS

1. Introduction

The objectiVeé”in undertaking the case studies in
five selected towns in the country and the reasons for
selecting the sample towns have been explained in Chapter
II. The primary purpose of the case studies was to get
an idea of the pattern of resource wmobilisation by new
home owners in the country and of “he major problems
that they had encountered in raising resources, However,
for a proper perspective on the housing finance scenario,
data were also obtained on the salient features of the
new housing stock.

2, Salient Characteristics of New Housing Stock

a., Magnitude and size of housing stock. The housing
finance surveys in the five selected towns covered 720
residential units comprising 2,245 rooms with a total
covered area of 5,09 lakh sq. ft. The surveyed housing
stock had a permanent occupancy of 4,222 residents, A
1little over ome-sixth of the surveyed housing stock (i.e.,
124 residential units) was in the informal sector, having
a total covered area of 34,580 sq.ft. i.e., about six per
cent of the +total covered area of the sample houses
(Table_111.1)§/

6/ There are two features that differentiate housing in
the informal housing sector from housing in the formal
housing sector. In the first place, the construction
of the house in the informal sector is not according
to a plan approved in advence by the concerned local
authority and secondly, the ownership of the land may
not be clear or the land may not belong to: the home
owner (may belong to the government or a public sector
agency,, or the land may be earmarked for a non-
regidential purpose,
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There are significant differences in the sizes
of new houses in “he different sample towns and within
each town, also bevwer: "2 formal and informal seetors.
While the average size of the 720 sample housing units
taken together works out to 618 sg. ft. (with 3.1 rooms),
the average size of a formal sector housing unit is 930
sq.ft. (3.4 rooms) and that of an informal sector housing
unit is 279 sq.ft. (1.9 rooms). In other words, a formal
sector housing utnit is 3.3 times the size of an informal
sector housing unit, Within the formal housing sector,
the average house has as large an area as 1,300 sq.ft,
in Delhi, but 923 sq.ft. in Iucknow, 811 sq. ft. in
Ambala, 805 sq. ft. in Quilon, and 541 sq.ft. in Cuttack.
In the informal housing sector, the houses are substan~—
tially smaller, the average size ranging from 125 sq.ft.
in Quilon to 320 sg.ft. in Cuttack.

Within a town, the extreme example of sharp
differences in the size of a residential unit in the formal
and the informal housing sectors is scen in Quilon, where
a formal sector housing unit is about 6.5 times larger
than an informal sector housing unit. In the two major
metropolises, namely, Delhi and ILucknow, a formal sector
housing unit is larger than the informal sector housing
unit by four times and 2.6 times, respectively. In
Cuttack, however, the difference is comparatively small,

a formal sector housing unit being only 0.6 times larger
than an informal sector housing unit. These figures show
that while there are substantial differences in the:
quality and size of a house in the formal and the informal
housing sectors in the larger and more urbanised towns,

in the case of a low-<income. less-urbanised centre like
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Cuttack, this is not so. One reason for this situation
may be that the difference in the incomes of households
in the formal and the informal sectors is less glaring
in Cuttack (where the ratio of aversge income of the
informal sector household to that of the formal sector
household is 1:2.6) than in the other towns {(where the
“ratio réhges from 133.5 to 1:5.2).

b, Type of new housing stock. As one would expect,
the bulk of the houses in the informal sector are kutcha

~houses or non-permanent structures, However, about one-—
third of the houses can be classified as pucca houses or
permanent structures, these being mainly the unauthorised
constructions on agricultural land in New Delhi (about
one-tialf) and on government land in Cuttack (one-fourth).
In the formal housing sector, almost the entire housing
stock can be classified as pucca (95.6 per cent), with

a small proportion as semi-pucca houses, mainly in Cuttack
(Table III.2).

The data on the informal sector housing reveals
that about two-~-Ififth of Thc new stock is in the nature of
huts and another one—fourth is in the form of semi-permanw
ent structures., It is interesting to find that aboutb
one-fourth of the informal sector housing units are
independent bungalows in the non~slum segment of the
sector, For all practical purposes, these units are like
formal sector housing units, except that they have been
constructed on unauthorised land and/or on non-residential
land and without any official permission or plans approved
vy the concerned local bodies. An equally interesting
fact is that the owners of such houses were able to
mobilise some finances from the organised financial market.
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In the formal housing sector, almost three-
fourth of the new housing stock can be classified as
independent units like wuwuigalows and they form an
important proportion of the housing stock in the smaller
towns, namely, Cuttack, Quilon and Ambala, but bungalows
form a small proportion of the new housing stock in
Iucknow and Delhi., As much as 95 per cent to 96 per cent
of the formal sector housing units in Quilon and Cuttack
and 84 per cent in Ambala fall in this category and
these three towns together account fof over one-~half of
the bungalow population in the sample, However, by
standards of major metropolises, many of these houses
may be inferior in terms of construction, facilities and
amenities than the flats in major metropolises and larger
towns, but they are conceptually definable as “bungalows?
- independent residential units, mainly single-storeyed,
with a small courtyard/open place, toilet/kitchen and two
or more other rooms, Flats in multi-storeyed buildings
are found mainly in Delhi and Iucknow and a few in Cuttack.
It appears that the practice of living in flats has not
vet spread to the smaller towns in which the housing
surveys were conducted,

c. OQOccupancy pattern and home size, No significant

difference has been noticed in the occupancy ratios
between the formal and the informal housing sectors in
the five survey towns, Taken together, on average, 5.9
persons occupy a residential unit in the formal sector
and 5.7 persons in the informal sector, These occupancy
ratios compare quite favourably with the all-India
average of 5.7 persons, as per the 1981 Census, However,
the average now observed for tane five survey towns is
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higher than the average occupancy ratio of 5,2 for the
same five sample towmns, as per the 1981 Census, suggesting
that the occupancy ratios in newer houses in the sample
towns are rising.

Within the five survey towns, however, there are
sharp differences in the occupancy ratios (Table III.1).
In the first place, in the ‘formal hoﬁsing'sector, the
occupancy ratio varies from as high as 7.1 persons per
house in Cuttack to as low as 4.7 pérsohs per house in
Iucknow, and in the informal housing sectoft the range
is from as high as 6.7 persons per house in Cuttack to as
low as 4.9 persons per house in Delhi, The substantially
higher occupancy ratio in the formal housing sector in
Delhi (6,0 persons per house) than in Lucknow {4.7 persons)
is due to larger differences between the rates of growth
of population and of housing stock in the two metroplises,
In fact, if one goes by the data on thé occupancy ratios
of the sample towns, the pressure on the formal housing
sector seems to be the least in Lucknow and this may be
partly due. to the relatively high rate of in-migration
in the other towns &s compared to Lucknow,

What is more important is the variations in the
occupancy ratios in the formal and the informal sectors
within a town, This is quite large in Delhi, where the.
occupancy ratio in the formal sector is 22.3 per cent
higher than in the informal sector, but in Cuttack it
is only 6.4 per cent higher. n the other hand, the
occupancy ratio in the informal sector is ﬁigher than
in the formal sector in Iucknow and Quilon, 25.9 per cent
in the case of the former and 184.6 per cent in the case
of the latter,



- 36 —

From the point of view of housing policy, an
equally important aspect is the average living space per
resident, In the fori.ul i.using sector, for the five
towns taken together, a resident has more than three
times the living space than a resident in the informal
éegtér (ives, 155 sqeft. and 49 sq.ft.,respectively)
and” the total area per house also is more than three
times, The differences are marginal in Cuttack, perhaps
a characteristic representative of housing in a low--income
under -developed t6wn.  In Quilon, however, the differences
are substantial and the occupancy ratio in the informal
sector is also higher than in the formal sector. In the
‘case of Delhi, the average area per resident in the -
formal sector housing unit is 3,3 times higher than that
in the informal sector housing unit and in Lucknow, 1t is
almost five times higher (Table III.1).

The average actual living space per resident in
the different towns, for the houses surveyed, ranges
from 72 sq.ft. in Cuttack to 190 sq.ft, in Delhi, In
the formal housing sector, the average area ranges from
76,7 sq.ft. in Cuttack to 215 sg.ft. in Delhi.

Contrary to the general feeling, it was found
that the average size.of & house increases with the
dens1ty of population in: both the formal and the 1nformal
sectorss¥ One reason may .be the higher income levels in
the sample ‘town with a higher populatlonk@enS1ty. Thus,
while the averdge size of a formal sector housing unit
'in“Cuttack is 541.3q.ft., that in Quilon is 805 sq.ft.,

l/ The den51ty per sq.km., as per the 1981 Census data,
is 4151 in Cuttack, 6172 in Ambala, 7464 in Quilon,
8036 in Lucknow and 10,595 in Delhi,
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in Ambala 811 sq.ft., in Lucknow 923 sg.ft. and in -

Delhi 1,300 sq.ft, BSimilarly, the average size of a
residential unit in the informal sector ranges from 125
sq.ft, in Quilon to 321 sg.ft., in Delhi though it was
found to be slightly higher in Cuttack (328 sq.ft.).
These sizes of residential units may éppear relatively
large in the Indian context, but they are in line with
the recent trends in the housing sector, In an earlier
study (Lall,.1982), it was found that the average size of
a re.idential unit in Surat was 813 sq.ft, and in Villu-
puram it was 1017 sq.ft. The average number of rooms per
house in these two towns was also comparable with what
has been found to be the case in the five survey towns
included in the present study. Similarly, the area per
resident estimated at 104 sq.ft, in Surat and 148 sq.ft.
in Villupuram, are within the range of occupancy ratios
found in the present study.

d, Land accuisition aspects, A significant finding
that emerges from a study of available survey data is that

13.2 per cent of the new housing stock covered in the
surveys was constructed on land that was encroached upon
by the home owners. Such encroachment was marked in
Lucknow and Cuttack (each accounting for 31.6 per cent
of the total encroachment cases in the sample), followed
by Delhi and Quilon (Table  III.3).

The bulk (four-fifth) of the housing units on
authorised land was built on land that was purchased by
the home owner or by the co—operative society through
vhich a house was acquired, The proportion of housing
units constructed on inherited land was about one-fifth
of the total housing units in the authorised sector,
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TABLE TIII.3

Pattern of Acquisition of Land and its Legal Status

Auﬁuthoriséd

: B - B=Unauthoriscd
Towns Inherited Purehased Freehold Leasehold Total 1/ Encroach- Crand total &/
‘ ‘ 142} or mert ' (5+6)
3+4)
(- (2] © (4) (5] (6} (@)
Delhi 16 214 114 116 230 20 250
(12.40) (43,15) (29.53) (48.54) (36.80} (21.05} (34.72)
Lucknow 1 - 131 9 123 132 30 162
(0.78) (26 .41) (2.33) (51, 46) (21.12) (31 58) (22.50)
Cuttack 74 B0 - 154 - 154 30 184
(57.36) (16,13 (39. 90\ (24,64) (31.58) (25.56)
Quilan 26 33 59 - 59 15 74
. (20.16) (6.65) (15.29) (9.44) (15,79} (10.28)
Ambala 12 . 38 50 - 50 - 50
(9.30) (7.66) (12.95) (8.00) (6.94)
TOT AL 129 496 386 239 625 95 720
' (100.00) (1co.00) (100.00) (100.00) (1o0.00; (100.00) (100.00)
Notes: 1/ Figures in parentheses are per cent to total,

2/

Includes 576 formal sector housing units and 29 unauthorlsed

permanent structures from informal housing sector, which were

constructed on legally acquired land but without relevant
approvals,
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The proportions are substantially high in smaller towns,
namely, 4841 per cent in Cuttack, 44.1 per cent in Quilon
and 24,0 per cent in Aukala but low in the large cities,
being 0.8 per cent in Iucknow end 7.0 per cent in Delhi,
These findings point to the scarcity of land in a highly
urbanised town and indicate that a large part of the
construction in such a town has to take place on land
that may be released by the government as in the case of
Delhi or land that may be actually purchased by the home
owvnei, On the other hand, in relatively small towns and
less urbanised centres, family ownership of land provides
a major physical input for the house-building,

The survey data have provided interesting evidence
on the freehold and leasehold ownership of land. In the
smaller towns all the new housing units are constructed
on freehold land and it is only in thé large cities like
Delhi and TLucknow that the lease system exists., In fact,
in’ Inucknow 93.2 per cent of the new housing units are
constructed on leasehold land and in Delhi, the correspon-
ding figure is 50.4 per cent. Further, in the case of
leasehold land, there is a restriction on the sale of the
land, usually the period of restriction being 10 years
(in 75 per cent and 80 per cent, respectively, of the total
leasehold cases in Delhi and Iucknow). While in Delhi
there is no restriction on resale of houses on leasehold
land after 10 years, in the case of Iucknow in about
20 per cent of the cases, the restriction on resale of
the houses on leasehold land extends upto 15 years
(Table A.ITI.1).



- 40 -

3. Salient Characteristics of New Home Owners

a. Age p@ﬁterq. Datc on the age of new home owners.
indicate that their average age is almost the same in both

the formal and informal sectors, the respective ages for
the sample towns taken together working out to 40,3 years
and 40,6 years. Among the individual towns, there is some
difference noticed 5nly in the case of Lucknow and Delhi
where the age of the informal sector home owner (around

39 years in both towns) is substantially lower than that
of the formal‘sehtor home ovmer (43 and 45 years, respect-
ively). In the smaller towms, such differences are negli-
gible, though the informal housing sector home owner is
somewhatb Qlder.

The information presented above on the age pattern
of home ovmers, and on the higher cost of a house in
metropolises than in smeller towns, throws some light on
the limitgtions of a prospective home ovmer in~mobilising
a larger volume of resources to acquire a house in a metro
then that for a house in a smaller town. The disaggre-
gated data on the age of home owners .in different income
brackets further bring oui the seriousness of the resources
constraint: the low—income individual (in spite of the
lower cost of the house that he may acquire), is able to
own a house at an older age than his high-income
counterpart,

An analysis of the frequency distribution of
home owners by their age groups confirms the generally-—
held belief that in India, the proportion of home owners
who acquire a house in the early stages of their career
is very low. Less than 1 per cent of home owners in the
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formal housing sector included in the surveys are less
than 25 years of age and about two-fifth of them are in
the age group 26 to 40 years. The majority of the home
ovners, three-fifth of the sample, are more than 41 years
old and 16 per cent are above the age of 55 years. The
towm--wise data show that a larger proportion of home
owners in the respective samples are more than 41 years
old in Delhi and Lucknow, but a smaller proportion, than
the sample average, belong to this age group in the
smaller towns, In the informal sector, the situation is
different in view of the low average cost of the houses
more than one~half of the new housing stock is owned by
relatively young individuals (Table III.4).

b. Occupational pattern, Disaggregated data on the

pattern of occupation of new home owners in each of the
sanple towns indicate that the role of the salaried sector
is less important in the sample towns where organised
employment, including government sector employment, is not
as widespread as in the cities and metropolises, In fac%,
a large proportion of home owners in these towns are
engaged in petty trade and business activities. A
corollary to the evidence on the smaller contribution of
the salaried sector is that new home owners in smaller
towns obtain a lower income from retirement benefits

than those in the larger urban centres (Table III.5)

4. Housing Investmeni, Home Owner's Income
Pattern and Impact

a. Estimates on housing investment. The 720 housing

units covered in the survey towns involved an investment
of Rs 477 lakh, As much as 97 per cent of this invest-
ment was used for 596 formal sector housing units, the
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TABLE III.S

Pattern of BOccupations of NEH Home Owners

(Number)
Occupational status Belhi Lucknouw Cuttack Quilon Ambala Total
€D ~(2) (3} ) (5) (&)
1, Service ’ 133 100 86 34 28 381
a.(34,91) (26.25 -(22.572 5 8.92% g 7.35) §1oo.oog
b.(53.20)  (61.73) (46.74} 45,95 56.00% ( 52.92
2. Business 83 24 56 21 16 200
a.§41.50 (12.003 (28.00% (10.50; ( 8.00)} (100.003
b. (33,20 (14.81 (30.43 (28.38 (z2.00) ( 27.78
3. Retired 32 18 17 5 4 76
a, (42.11) (23.68) (22.37) (-6.58) ( 5.26) (100.00)
b.(12.80)  (11.11) ( 9.24) (6.76) ( s.00) ( 10.56%
4, Others 2 20 25 14 2 63
a.§ 3.173 (31.75; é39.68\ (22,22 ( 3.17% (100.00%
b.{ 0.80 (12.35) (13.59%  (18.92% ( 4.00 8.75
250 162 184 74 50 720
Total... a,(34,72) (22.50% (25.563 (10.28y ( 6.943 §100.00%
b.(100.00) (100.00) (100.00 (1oo.00) (100.00) t1aQ.ao

Notes s a.

b.

Figures in pasrentheses are per cent to total
of each source of income in all touns,

Figures in parentheses are per cent to total
of incoms from all sources im each toun,
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marginal remainder being spent on 124 informal sector
housing units., The average cost of a formal sector housing
unit was R 77,610 and .that of an informal sector housing
unit was Rs 11,900, There wert sharp variations in the |
respective costs of the two types of housing units»in the
sample towns. The average cost of a house in the formal
secctor was Rs 1.20 lakh in Delki but it was substantially
lower in the other towns, that is, Rs 65,516 in Iucknow,

Rs 60,510 in Quilon, Rs 51,940 in Ambala and Rs 33,920 in
Cuttack. - In the informal sector, the cost of a residential
unit ranged from Rs 5,000 to Rs §,000 in Quilon, Cuttack
and ILucknow, but it was relatively high, Rs 20,000;in
Delhi, (Table III.1)

What is more important than the total cost of a
house and inter~town differences in cost is the marked
variations in the cost per sq.ft. The cost per sq.ft. in
the formal sector is relatively high at Rs 99 in Delhi but
it ranges from Rs 63 to Rs 74 in the other four towns. In
the informal sector, the cost per sq.ft. ranges from Rs 33
to Rs 40 in Lucknow and Quilon, is as low as Rs 18 in
Cuttack but is as high ag Rs 63 in Delhi,

b. Income pattern of new home owners., The total annual

income of the 720 households covered in the study is
estimated at Rs 171.59 lakh, of which about three-~fourth

of the income is earned by the heads of the respective
households. The average annual income per household for

the five towns tsken together is estimated at Rs 27,150

in the formal sector and Rs 7,870 in the informal sector.
The income of the formal sector home owner is, thus 3.4
times that of the informal sector home owner, There arealso
wide variations in the averagc income per houschold in the



formal housing sector in the five towns (the annual income
ranging from Rs 11,810 to Rs 40,490) but the differences

in the informal sector are marginal (annual income ranging

from Rs 6,800 to Rs 9,840, with the exception of Quilon,where the
annual income i8 Rs 2,270). Thus, while the size of a town and
the level of urbanisation has a bearing on the level of
household income in the formal housing sector, low-income

levels are characteristic of the informal housing sector.

(Table IIT.1).

A comparative study of the levels of annual income
of sample households and their total investment in housing
shows that housing absorbs a very substantial proportion
of their annual income, almost three times in the formal
housing sector and about one-—and—a-half times in the
informal housing sector, In other words, on average, a
household requires the combined annual income of three
years to pay for the price of g house in the formal housing
sector and one-and-a-half years'! annual income in the
informal housing sector, Within the survey towns, sharp
differences exist (Table III.1). Even if we assume that
a household is able to save about 20 per cent of its
anmual income to be invested subsequently in a house, it
would require a household at least 15 years to save the
requisite resources, assuming that the cost of the house
does not increase during the savings period. .The need to
strengthen the institutional housing finance system in the
country is clearly indicated. Disaggregated data on
the level of household income and housing investment of
home ovwners in different income brackets in the survey
towns, bringsout even more strongly the neéd to strengthen
housing finance intermediation., (Table A.III.2).



- 46 —

c. Sources of home owner!s income., A study of the
sources of income of the 720 households reveals that

several of the new home ovmers had multiple sources of
income, For the group of survey respondents as a whole,
the average number of income sources works out to 1.19.
Almost one~half of the sources.of income of the home
owners is salaries, and around wone-fourth is trade and
commerce, Income from pensions accounts for about 10 per
cent of the sources of income of the home owners and
interest income for another 2.6 per cent (Table IIIL.6).

Salary is the predominant source of income in all
the survey towns, accounting for between 44 per cent and
55 per cent of the total income of the home owners, The
importance of the pension sector increases with the level
of urbanisation, whereas that of the business sector
declines (Table A.III.3).

An analysis of the sources of income of home
owners in different income brackets clearly indicates that
the income range Rs 5,001 to Rs 35,000 can be classified as
the salary income group: over one~half of the home owners
in this income range defive their income in the form of
salaries, and pension income is also an important source
of income for them, On the other hand, home owners in
the income bracket above Rs 35,000 derive their income
mainly from trade and commerce (Tables A,III.3 and III.7).

d. Objectives for investment in housing, It is
interesting to find that the vast majority of new home

owners acquired their house for the purpose of self-
occupancy. Self-occupancy was stated as the main object~
ive for owning a house by nine-tenth of the home owners,



TABLE 111.6

Sources of Income of New Home Ouwners in Selected Towns

(Number)
Sources of Income Delhi Lucknow Cuttack Quilon Ambala Total
(1) (2) (3) (4) (%) (6)
1. Salary 138 110 91 37 28 404
(82(34.16 (27.23 (22.523 (9.163 (6.932 (100.00)
(b) (43,53 (53,14 (45,73 (45.68 (54,90 (47,25)
?. Business 87 28 65 26 16 22!
(a) (39.19) (12.61) (29.283 (11.71) ( 7.21% (100.00)
(b (27.443 (13.53) (32.66 (32.10)  (31.37 ( 25.96)
%2, Pension | 39 17 17 4 4 81
(a)(48.152 (20.99) (20.992 (-4.94) ( 4.94) (100.00%
(bY (12.30) ( 8.21) ( 8.54) ( 4.94) (7.84) ( 9.47
4, Interest 16 6 - - - 22
(&) (72.73) (27.27) - - - §100.00
(b) ( 5.05} ( 2.90) - - - 2.57)]
5, Others 37 46 26 14 ’ 3 126
(a2(29.372 (36,51 (20_633 211.11) g 2.383 (ﬂoo.oogA
(b) (11.67) (22.22 (13.07 17.28) 5.88 £ 14,74
Total 317 207 199 81 . 51 855
\a)(37.082 (24.21; (23.272 ( 9.473 ( 5.962 5100.00;
(b) (100.00; (100.00) (100.00) (100.00 (100.00 100,00

Notes: 1.

Figures in parentheses are per cent to total of all ouwners.

Figures in parentheses are per cent to total of all
sources of income in each town,

Indicates nil,
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TABLE II1,7

Sources of Income of Home Ouners in Different Income Groups

Income Groups

Sources of Income - 0 - 5000 5001 - 15001 - 35001 - 50001 - Above Tat al

15000 35000 50000 100000 100000 :

1. Salary 45 183 151 18 6 1 404
(31.91) (51.40) (56.77) (29.03) (22.22) (33,.33) (47.25)

2. Business | 31 83 66 26 15 1 222
(21.99) (23.31) (24.81) (41,94) (55,56) (33,.33) (25.96)

3. Pension 14 51, 14 0 1 o : 81
(9.93) (14.33)  (5.26) (3.70) (33.33) (9.47)

4, Interest 0 5 5 11 1 - 22
(1.40) (1.88) (17.74)" (3.70) (2.57)

5. -0thers: 51 34 . . ..30 . 7 4 - 126
: (36.17) (9.55) (11.28) (11.29) (14.81) (14.74)

TOTAL 41 356 266 62 27 3 855

(100.00) (100.00) (10p0.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100,08

Note: Figures in parentheses are per cent to total,



the proportion being higher in the informal housing sector
(96,4 per cent) than in the formal housing sector (87.8

per cent), Self-occupancy is, however, found to be rela-
tively less important in a more urbanised and larger town,
for the data show that the proportion of home owners

stating self-occupancy as the purpose for acquiring a

house is the lowest in Delhi and also it is Llower in Lucknow
than in Cuttack and Quilon, In the case of Ambala, where
the sample of home owners included a large proportion of
government employees, self—occupancy is a less important

consideration for owning a housec,

The acquisition of a house, partly for self-occu~
pancy and partly for renting out, is a more important
consideration in larger and/or urbanised centres like Delhi,
Lucknow and Ambala than in the small, less-urbanised towns
like Cuttack and Quilon, The possible explanation for
this situation may be, on the one hand, the higher
investment required for the house, resulting in the need
to raise resources in all possible ways and the desire
to earn an income from the large investment,and on the
other hand, the substantial demand for rental housing.

A negligible proportion of sample home ovnmers acquired a
house to wholly rent it out, the proportion for the sample
as a whole being 0,7 per cent, This is the situation only
in the formal housing sector (Table III.C

Disaggregated data reveal that the objective of
self-occupancy of an entire housc becomes less important
with an increase in the income level of the home owner,
While 93.6 per cent of the homc owners in the income
bracket upto Rs 5,000 statecd self—occupancy as the reason
for ovming a house, the proportion is 91.0 per cent for



‘TAmz 111.8
Rational® of Home Ownerg in Diffc cent Income Groups: for Ownirq a Houge

. ———— - m———" -

IncomCc grotx s -

0=5Q00 500 1= 15000 15001-35009 1504 1= 50000 000 1= __Abowe 100007 . RERY
Pumpose Formel Informal Total Formal Infommel 7Total  Foomal Infomal Dbtzl Fommal o tal !"r)mug = - mme 5] K3 QUENCE
gector _sector . sector _sector sector s2ctor szctor sector Eashecls . rCko
(1) (2 . {3} {4} (5) : {6) — VY
1. Self 53 64 17 225 L 63 T 218 188 5 193 39 39 16 16 2 2 523 172
occuwancy ( 88,33)( 98,46) ( 93.60) ( 90.00) (100.00)( 91,75 ( 86,64)( 83.33)( 86,55) ( 86.64)( 86,64) (76,19)( 76,19) ( 66,67)( 66,67) ( 87,75} ( 2.
2, Partly 7 1 8 22 - 22 2 17 28 6 6 s 5 - - 6
renting out ( 11.67)( 1.54)( 6,40) ( 8,80) - 0 7.26) { 12,44)( 16,67)(C 12,56) { 13,33){ 13.33) (23.81)( 23.81} , (G5 § PAFE B
3. wolly _ B ' '
. renting out - . - . - -3 - 3 1 - 1 - - - - 1 1 ’
. - - - (1,200 =  0.99 ( 0.46) - ( 0.49 €33,33)¢ 33,33 ( o .;
] . < : R o i
4, Partly non- - - - - - - 1 s 1 - - - - - - 1
-residential - - - - : - - ( 0.46) - { 0.45) - - - - - - { 9.,:%)
Total oo 60 65 125 - 2% .83 . .303 217 6 223 45 45 21 21 3 3 596 )
(100,00) (100.00)(100.90): {100,00) (100,00) (100.00)  (100.00) (100,00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100,00) (100.00) .(100.00) (100,00} (100,0"}

MNotes Figures in parenthesis are percent to total of all income groups.



Tt
-~
3

the income bracket Rs 5,001 to Rs 15,000, 86.6 per .cent
for income brackets Rs 15,001 to Rs 35,000 and’ Rs 35,001
to Rs 50,000, 76,2 per cent for the income bracket

Rs 50,001 to Rs 1 lakh and 66,7 per cent for the income
bracket above Rs 1 lakh. As a corollary to this, it was
found thet the rationale for acquiring a house for partial
‘renting becomes stronger with the increase in the income
level. Data show that while only 6.4 per cent of the

home owners in the income bracket upto Rs 5000 acgquired a
house to partly rent it out, this proportion increased

progressively to 23,0 per cent for the income bracket
Rs 50,001 to Rs 1 lakh (Table III.O).

+ These findings suggest that the lower income home
owner acguires a house primarily as a shelter, in the
absence of any alternative such as economical rental
accommodation, Further, the size of the houses that he
may acquire may also be too small to partly rent out.

As the income level increases, and with it also the size
of the house, the home owner in higher income brackets
can partly rent out his house and, sometimes, also wholly,
as he may have access to an alternative shelter either
provided by the employer or obtained from the rental
market, and home ownership, in his case, may be for the
trainy day! (the post-retirement period) or as an avenue
for secured investment of savings,

e. The rental,housing_scenario. The analysis in the
preceding sub-section (d) indicated that about one--tenth
of the new home owners acguired their houses with the
objective of wholly or partly deriving some rental income
from them, In the sample‘of 596 formal sector home owners,
93 home owners (or 15.6 per cent) belonged to this category.
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An attempt was made to obtain data from such home owners
on the specific reasons for letting out their houses and
the level of rental income that they derived, The data
on rental income, obteined from 72 out of the 93 home
owners who rented out their premises (77.4 per cent), are
presented in Table III.9. While an element of under--
estimation of rental income cannot be ruled out, the data
do provide some inesight into the rental market,

The total annual rental income of the 72 home
owners is:estimated at Rs 7.4 lakh or about Rs 10,333 per
rental unit., There is substantial difference in the
annual rental income in the five sample tovms, ranging
from as low as Rs 1,000 in Quilon to Rs 3,290 in Ambala,
Rs 6,250 in Cuttack, Rs 8,760 in Lucknow and Rs 13,820 in
Delhi. These data, thus, show that rental incomes tend
4o rise with the size and level of urbanisation of the
respective towns,

A large proportion of home ovmers (45,9 per cent)
who rented out their houses to facilitate the repayment
of their home loan., In the case of about one--fifth of
home owners, recovery of their housing investment was the
primary consideration and additional income was a major
consideration in the case of one-third of the home owners,
Some home owners (about one~fifth) were induced to rent
out their houses in order to pay taxes on the property.
(Table A.III.4).

The rent control act, is generally believed to deter
investment in housing, but home owners seem to weigh the
negative effects of the legislation with the positive
benefits of investment in housing, About one-fifth of
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TABLE TIII,9

Rental Income of New Home Owners in

Selected Towns {(Formal Housing Sector)

(Rs_'000)

Name of towns A1l respondents Per capita
7., Delhi (38) 525 13.82
2. Lucknow (17) 149 8,76
3. Cuttack (8) 44 6.25
4, Quilon (3) 3 1.00
5. Ambala (7) 23 3.29

TOTAL (73) 744 10.33

Notes: 1, Figures in parentheses are
number. of respondents,

2. Includes 1 respondent in
Cuttack from informal sector
with annual rental income
of Rs 5000.
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home ovmers (mainly in Delhi and Lucknow) invested in
housing, inspite of being fully aware of the implications
of rent control legislation, because they felt that
housing provided an avenue for safe investment, bestowed
some - status value, and allowed for substantial capital
gains., The status symbol is more important in Delhi than
in Lucknow (Table A,III.5).

o

f. Income impact on housing stock., In section 4(b) of

this chapter, we had seen that the resource mobilisation
efforts of individuals in the survey towns might require

a substantial savings effort for 15 years or more, to raise
the requisite resources to buy a house, assuming that the
cost of the house did not escalate substantially during
this period. The impact of income on the size and type

of house that individuals may acquire, on the cost of the
house, and on the nature of construction is an aspect which
has a significant bearing on the formulation of a housing
finance policy and strategy.

The data that were obtained from the 720 housing
units bring out clearly the positive relationship between
the level of income of an individual and the size of the
house that he acquires. While the majority of the home
owners in the annual income bracket upto Rs 15,000,
acquired a house having a covered area of upto 500 sq.ft.,
the majority of home ovmers in the income bracket above
Rs 50,000 acquired a house having a covered area of more
than 1000 sq.ft. At Tthe two extremes of the annual income
scales examined in this study, namely, upto Rs 5,000 and
above Rs 1 lakh, the differences in sizes of houses acquired
are very marked ,for the majority of home owners in these
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two incame brackets acquired a house of upto 250 sq.ft,.
and above 1000 sq.ft., respectively, (Table III.10).

The observed impact of income on home size is
nore marked when the analysis is extended to individual
towns and also when we make a comparison between the
housing stocks in the two sectvors, However, within the
informal housing sector, the home owners do not have an
annual income above Rs 35,0005 the majority of them (52.4
per cent) have an ammual income of upto Rs 5,000 (Table
TIII.10 and Table A,III.6).

A corollary to the income impact on the size of a
house is the income impact on the cost of the house that
an individual acguires, The survey data show that these
are positively related :the cost of a house rises with the
income level of the individual, While more than one~half
of the home owners aearning less than Rs 5,000 acquiread
a house costing upto Rs 10,000, the majority of home ovmers
in the Rs 5,001 to 35,000 income Dbracket acquired a house
at a cost of upto Rs 50,000, The house cost goes up
progressively thereafter: at an income level exceeding
Rs 35,000, the majority of home owners invest more than
Rs 1 lakh (Tables III.11 and A.III.7).

What is more important from the point of view
of housing policy, is the ratio of home cost to annual
household income., The ratio goes up progressively with
en increase in the income of the home ovmer, upto an
annual income of Rs 50,000, and thereafter it starts
falling, While at the low income level, say,upto Rs 5,000
per annum, the cost of the house is 2,3 times the amual
household income, in the middle income range (between
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TARLE 11190

e Groups of Home . ere d M Size
. - » . , vt A VR
’ . - : Income qroups - i —_— . .
" : 0=5000 5001-15000 15001-35000 350n1-50000 S0n01-10000 ,_AT_._E%Q%QT_ cotpl
:é::.of " Tormal Informal Votal Tormal in?ornal Total Tormal Informal Total Formsl Informal Votal Formal Informal iot;f ormel O:forn- otal Tormal Ini..sal Total
(sq.rt.) "sector eector . ssctor sector sector ‘asctot sector sector - eector sector sector sector sector .»rctor
N ; (2 {3 (4) (5) {6} 0
0-25%0° . 20 St 1 40 3 " s 0 s - e U a Sae - - 1 - 1 66 82 148
(33.33) (78.45) (16.00) (16.00) (58,49)(23.43) (2.30) (2.24) "~ (33.33) (33.33)(11,07) (66,13) (20.%)
251-500 20 6 - 28 .8 13 94 a0 2 42 2 - . 2 - - - - 143 23 164
(33.33) (12,13) (22.40) (32.40) (24,53)(31.02)(18.43)(33,33) (18.83) (4.44) ( 4.44) (23.59) (18,58) (23.
S01-1000 14 S it 72 9 8 3 82 N I - 1 - - 177 17 194
. (23.33)( 7.69) (15.20) (28.80) (16.50) (26.73)(36.41)(50,00)(36.77) (24,44) (24.44)( 4.3) (s.79 (29.70) (13,71} (26.:4)
1c01-5000 6 1 7 57 0 ST e3 1 94 29 - 29 18 - 1. 2 - 2 208 2 207
(10.00) (1.54) (S.60) (22.80) (18,81) (42,85) (16 ,67) (42.15) (64,44) (64.44)(85.71) . |\ (8S.71)(66.66) (66.66) (34.40)( 1.61) :i-3,75)
Abeve - - - b - - - - . o= - 3 . - 3 2 - 2 - - - s s
So00 (6.67) . ( 6.67)( 9.62) ( 9.52) ( 8.84) ( 0.69)
. 60 65 125 250 s3 303 297 6 223 45 - 4. 2 - 21 3 - 3 S98 124 ;zo
Total (100, 00) (100.00) (100. @X100.00) {100.00)(#00.0}(100.00) (100.00)(100,00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00)(100.00)(10c . v (100.00)

-

Sotess 1, Figures in parentheeie sre per cent te total,
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TABLE III,11

Cost of Construction of Houses of Owners in Different

Income Groups

| (Re)
‘ - Income groups
Cost of con- 0=-5000 5001 15001- 35001~ 50001- Above Total
struction(Rs'000) 15000 35000 50000 100000 100000
M (2] (3) (4) (5) (6) (7
0 - 10 71 63 8 1 - - 143
= (56.80) (20.79) (3.59) (2.22) . (19.86)
11 - 25 31 77 31 3 - 1 143
(24.80)  (25.41) (13.90) (6.67) (33,33) (19.86)
26 ~ 50 12 77 - - BB 5 1 - 153
(9.60) (25.41) (26.01) (11.11) - (4,76) (21.25)
51 - 100 11 59 73 9 4 - 156
(8,80) (19.47) (32.74) (2c.0m) (19.05) (21.67)
101 - 25C - 27 47 14 8 1 £7
(8.91) (21.08) (31.11) (38,10) (33.33) (13,47)
Above 250 ~ - 6 13 .8 1 28
, (2,69) (28.89) (38.10) (33,33} (3.89)
TOTAL 125 303 223 45 21 3 720
(1oo.20)  (1gn.co) (100.00) (100,00) (1c0.00) (1ng.00) (1nn,00)
Notess: 1. Figures in parentheses are per cent to total in

2. = Indicate nil.

each income group



Rs 5,001 and Rs 35,000) the house cost is 2,6 times the
annual household income, The ratio rises to 3.6 times
and 3.3 %imes in the two high-income grbups of Rs 35,001
to Rs 50,000 and Rs 50,001 to Rs 1,00,000, respectively.
At the top of the income scale, i.e., at the income level
above Rs 1 lakh, the cost of the house,vhowever, works out
to 0.9 times, the annual household income. These data
bring out, on the one hand, the substantial problemsin
raising resources for housing at 1owef;and_middle income
levels, and on the other hand, the relative ease ab very
high income levels, (Tables III.11 and A,III.7).

As one would expect, the quality of a house improves
with the income level of the home owner, The kutcha
houses, all in the informal sector, are largely built by
individuals in the income bracket upto Rs 5,000 and to
' some extent, by those in the ihcome bracket Rs 5,001 to
Rs 15,000, The semi-pucca houses are also built largely
by home owners in these two income brackets, both in
" the informal and the formal sectors, The houses of home
owners in the income bracket above Rs 15,000 are all of a
pucca nature and they are mainly (84 per cent) bungalows
(16 per cent being flats). Disaggregated data at the town
level show that more than 50 per cent of the bungalows
are in smaller towns like Cuttack, Quilon and Ambala,
where there is a tendency to build bungalows rather than
acquire a flat, in view of the availability of land, the
socio-economic environment and the fact that the flat
system has not yet become popular. On the other hand,
in larger towns like Delhi and Lucknow, flats account for
almost the whole of the new houses included in the sample
(Pables III.12 and A.III.G).
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TABLE III 12

Iype of Neu Housing Stock of Ounilrs in Different

Jncoms Groups in Sejlected Tou_;l_\_g

Income Groups

o-sooo soo‘l 15000, 15001 35000 =no1- ngo lbovo 1 Total '
formal Informal Total ¥ormal informal TYolal Formal Informal Yotal Formal ota 'ol‘mag | E E " Formal | Q:I Porssl (nformal Total
sactor sector sector - sector sector sector sector sactor N uctor - sasctor sector
i 6] {2) (3} {4 _ {3]) [(9) ™M
A, Type of . : : . .
Construction !
1, Pucce 49 14 63 236 19 255 216 6 222 4S5 45 2 21 3 3 570 39 609
(81.67) (21.54) (50.\40)' {94.40) (35.85) (B4,16)(99.54)(100.00) (99.55)(100.00) (100 00) (100.00) (100,00) (100, oo)(wo 00) (95.64) (31,45) (B4,58) °
2, Sesi-pucces 1" 13 7 24 14 - 19 33 - - - - - - - - 26 32
(18.33) (20.00) (19.20) ( 5.60) (35,85) (10.89)( 0.46) (o.ts) ( 4.38) (25.61) ( 8,08)
3. Kutche - 36 38 - 1s 15 - - - - - - - - e e sy
(s8.46) (30,.40) (28.30) ( 4.95) (42.74) ( 7.36)
B, Type of House ’ ! ‘
4, Het ) 34 35 ‘1 1s 16 - - - - - - - - - .2 49 s1
( 1.67) (52.31) (28.00) ( 0.40) (28.30) ( S.28) ( 0.34) (39.52) ( 7,08)
Se Sami-permanent 6 18 21 L R 20 25 - - - - - - - - - 11 3s : -;5
structure (10.00) (23.08) (16.80) ( 2.00) (37.74) ( 8.75) - ( 1.65) (28.23) ( 6.39)
6. Flate 17 3 20 . 1 3 81 . 40 - -7 w s s 1 R 1 147 6 148
(28.33) ( 4.62) (16.00) (31.20) ( 5.66) (26.73)(15.43) (17.9‘)( 11.11) ( n.n)( 4,.76)( ‘_.v'ns) ( 33.33) ( 33.33) (23.83) { 4.84) (20.56)
7. Bungelov 36 B 49 166 15 181 177 [ 40 0 20 A4 34 475
(60.00) (20.00) (39.20) (66.40) (28.30) (59 74) (81.57) (100.00)° (az 06)( 88, as) ( 88. 39)( 95 24)( 95,24) ( 66 .67)( 66 51) (13 $9) (27,42) (65,87) -
Total (1 to 3 60 65 125 250 53 303 6 223 45; 21 3 3 596 124 720
or 4 to 7) (100, no)(1on oo) (100 00)1100 00) (100.00) (100.00) (1cn 00) (100.00) (100, oo)(1oo oo)(ioo oo)' (100 oo)(1oo 00) (100. oo)(1oo oo) (100.00)0 00.00) (100.00)
Notet: 1,

Figures in parenthesis are per cant to total in eech income group.v
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Some other interesting evidence brought out by
the survey data are that the occupancy ratios are higher,
but the average area per house and per occupant are
substantially lower in the case of houses owned by indi-
viduals in lower income groups than in those owned by
individuals in higher income groups, This suggests that
the stresses and straine of living are more acutely felt
at lower income levels, If one of the prime objectivesof
housing and housing finance policy is to ameliorate the
living conditions of people in the lower and middle income
groups, then a major effort would have to be made to
improve the quality of housing at these income levels,
The need to strengthen housing finance intermediation for
these income groups, thus, is of crucial importance.

Another interesting finding is that the objective
of acquiring a house to improve the income of the home
owner is a more important consideration at lower and middle
income levels than at higher income levels, as can be
seen from Table III.O. Data show that at the lower and
middle income levels, partial renting out is an importent
consideration for the majority of home owners, whereas
these considerations become less relevant as we go higher
up the income scale,

g. Annual expenditure on housing loan and housing stock.
About Ffour-fifth of the home owners (596 out of 720)
provided data on annual expenditure on items like servicing
of home loans, maintenance of the house, payment of ftaxes
and payment of lease charges, if any., The total annual
expenditure on these four identified items aggregated to
Rs 16,64 lakh and the per house annual expenditure works
out to about Rs 2,0800. The ammual expenditure is




substantially higher in Delhi and Iucknow (Rs 4,560 and
Rs 4,000, respectively) than in Cuttack
(Rs 700) and Quilon (Rs 600) (Pable A.III.9).

The relative importance of expenditure on servicing
of home loamns declines with an increase in the income of
the home owner, viz-~a-viz both total expenditure and
anmmugl income, The most importaﬁt expenditure item
twns oud to be on servicing of the home loans,
accounting for over onc-half of the total amnual expendi--
ture, The second most important expenditure is on mainte--
nance of the house (29.2 per cent). Property taxes
account for one-sixth of the anmnual expenditure, whereas
lease charges (in Delhi, Iucknow and Cuttack) account for
1 per cent of the annual expenditure.

5. Pattern of Resource Mobilisation by New Home Ownqgg

a. Magnitude of the housing finance efforts., The 720
sample residential unifs‘Were acquired by their owners
at an estimated cost of Rs 477 lakh. As nuch as 97 per
ceht of the investment was in the formal housing sector,
accounting for 62,8 per cent of the housing stock surveyed.
The remaining 3 per cent of the invéstment was in the
informal housing sector accounting for 17.2 per cent of the
housing stock.

An attempt was made to obtain as much data at the
disaggregated level as was possible on the sources tapped
by individual home owners in mobilising the requisite
resources. The data were then classified into two broad
categories, according to the type of intermediation availed
of to raise the housing finances, The first category is
institutional intermediation through what may ve termed as
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the formal housing finance market, This market includes
special housing finance institutions, general financial
institutions like the insurance companies snd commereial
banks and othéf organised sector intermediation'through
the home ovmerts employer, provident fund organisation,
etc,. The second category is non-institutional inter-
mediation through vwhat may be termed as the informal
housing finance market, This market consists of external
sources like friends, relatives, associates and the
indigenous money lenders and the home owner's ovm resources,
represented,by his past and current savings and the
resources that he may mobilise through liquidation of his
personal and/or family assets,

The important distinction between the formal and
the informal financial intermediation in housing (as in
other sectors also) is that the former is based on some
pre=determined and uniformlyuapplicable norms, procedures
and terms, whereas the latter is based on ad hoc fixation
of terms and conditions,

On the basis of the above mentioned two-tier
classification of the housing finance data, an attempt
has been made to develop the scenaries of the two housing
finance markets in the country. The Scenarios are
developed for both the formal housing sector (i.e., houses
built according to approved plans of local bodies) and
the informal housing sector (i.e., houses built without
the approval of the local bodies, including slum and
squatter settlements, unauthorised construction on
government lands, agricultural lands, etc.) The analysis
brings out not only the differences in the methods of
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raising resources in the two sectors but also provides
evidence on the respective roles of the formal and the
informal housing finance markets; and on their identifi-
able components. The analysis is then extended to the
disaggregated level to bring out the relative role of the
two housing finance markets in major metropolises, mediume
sized towns and small-sized towns in the country anmd to
examine whether the accessibility of individual home owncrs
to different sources of housing finence is, in any way,
related to the level of income of the home owner and to
his age, and the size and type of house that he acquires.

b. The formal housing finance markct., The formal housing
finance market contributes less than one~fifth of the total
resources mobilised for housing by the 720 home owners
included in the study. “In the formal housing scctor, the

proportion is 20.3 per cent and in the informal it is 10.7
per cent. In the individual towns, the contribution of the
formal housing finance market ranges from 10.6 per cent cf
the resources used in Quilon to 26.7 per cent in Lucknow.
In Delhi, the proportionate contribution of the formal
housing finonce market is 18.9 per cent and in Cuttack 12.1
per cent. In Ambala, however, it is as high as 37.0 per
cent, mainly due to the inclusion of a large number of
government employees amcng the scmple home-owners, mnd

they had access to finoncial assistance from the government,
provident funds and co-cperative housing finance societies
in the State (Tables III.13 and ITI.14).

A detniled analysis of major suppliers of funds in
the formal housing finaonce market enables us to identify
the main channels through which funds flow into housing
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from this market. As & consequence of the large organised
sector employment in major towns, the employers, in both
the public and the private sectors, and the provident

fund organisations, play an important role. Data show
that almost one~tenth of the resources for housing in the
five survey towms is mobilised from the organised employ-~
ment sector, namely, the employer and the provident fund
organisations. Disaggregated data at the town level

show that these sources of housing finance are more impor-—
tant in the more urbanised centres, where a largerpropor-
tion of the population is employed in the organised

sector than in the smaller towns, where the role of trade
and commerce sectors in employment generation (including
self~employment) is more important. The LIC and the
commercial banks are also important suppliers of housing
finance, each meeting around 3.0 per cent of the total
housing finance reguirements of sample home owners,

The role of the employer and the provident fund
organisations and also the general financial institutions,
like the LIC and the commercial banks, is, however, almost
wholly restricted to the formal housing sector. In the
informal housing sector which is represented by the slum
and squatter settlements, the LIC, the commercial banks
and the provident fund orgaenisations do not play any role
though some amount of finances comes from employers. This
support of the employer, through short~term or medium-
term loans, is very largely dependent upon the individual
employee—employer relationship., The segment of the
informal housing sector, which is represented by unautho--
rised but permanent constructions has some access to
the formal housing finance market, including the LIC (on
life insurance policies), commercial banks (general~purpose



loans), provident fund'organisations and employers. The
propqrtion of support from provident fund organisations

is substantial in this part of the informal housing sector,
meeting 4.1 per cent of the total resources of the home
owners, This proporfion is roughly the same as in the
formal housing séctor. It is possible that some proportion
of the provident fund support in both the housing sectors
may have been obtained through the provident fund withdrawal
process for general purposes like mafriages, education,
illness, etc., a part may be final withdrawal towards
termination of membership of the provident fund and only

a small proportion may be in the form of a housing loan

per se.’

The specialised housing finance institutions make
a negligible contribution to the finances of aspiring
home owners, The HDFC, for example, provided a mere 0.1 per
cent of the financial requirements of the home owners
included in the study. In fact, among the five survey towns,
the HDFC did not make any contribution in Ambala and Cuttack,
whereas its contribution in Delhi (0.13 per cent),
Iucknow (0.07 per cent) and Quilon (0.52 per cent)
is negligible. 2 The State housing boards have

8/ It is interesting to note that housing loan from a .
provident fund organisation does not require a mandatory’
examination of title deeds of the property, the approved
building plans from the local body, etc.

g/ It may be pointed out that in the case of home owners
assisted by the HDFC, the average tontribution of the
HDFC to the total housing finance efforts of the home
owner worked out to 41.5 per cent for a sample of 272
HDFC-assisted home owners., TFor details, see Lall (1982)

Chapter 4.
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made a larger proportionate contribution than the HDFC,
but'in’éiéw of the fact that.they operated in all the
'selected'éurVéy tovms -7 “re been in existence for a
longer time than the HDFC, their contribution to the
resource mobilisation efforts of home ovmers, at around
0.5 per cent of their total resources, is also insigni-
Ticant., The co--operative housing finance societies, which
have berncin-existenca.for a éonsidorable period in all the
survey towns, have also not made any significant dent in
the housing finance market, their aggregate support to the
financial efforts of home owners being less than 2 per
cent,

The foregoing analysis points out the under.-
developed state of the organised housing finance market
in the country. On the basis of the experiences in the
five surveys towns Zfés also two towns covered in an
earlier study, namely, Surat and Villupuram (Lall, 1982 )/
it would be rather more appropriate to state that there
does not exist an effective housing finance system in the
country. Further, whatever little funds flow into
housing from the organised financial system in the country,
tend to the concentrated in relatively larger towns, and
‘home owners in small and medium-sized towns in effect,
have practically . no access to organised seCtor financial
intermediation.

c. The informal housing finance market. The predo-

minant role of the informal housing finance market is
brought out effectively in the analysis of data obtained
for the 720 new home owners, While in the fofmal¥housing
sector, the home owners mobilised almost four-fifth
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of their resources from informal sources of finance, in

the informal housing sector, nine-tenth of the resources
were mobilised from these sources, In fact, in the slum
and squatter settlements, except for some financial support
provided by employers of the home owners (2.1 per cent of
the total funds), almost the whole amount was mobilised
from informal sources (Tables III.13 and III.14).

In the formal housing sector, self-generated
resources account for two~third of the housing financesg
that are required, and about 14 per cent are mobilised
from external sources, including friemds, relatives and
indigenous money lenders. These findings stress the
predominating contribution of personsl =nd/or family
savings in the housing finance efforts, a situation that
is common in most developing countries, where the ?extended
family?! is the main catalyst of financial intermediation

in housing.

Current savings in the form of cash and bank
deposits suppiy more than one-half (54 per cent) of the
housing finances, and the resources mobilised through
liquidation of assets like shares and stocks in the
corporate sector, family jewellery, land and property,
including agricultural property, account for another
8 per cent of the requisite resources. A notable fact
is that sale of family property alone accounts for 6,6
per cent of the housing finances of new home owners,

‘The concept of extended family is amply confirmed
by the data collected. While one~tenth of the housing
finance is provided by close relatives including parents,
uncles, aunts, brothers and sisters, another 3.6 per cent
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is provided by friends. If to these contributions are
added the resources raised by the home-owner from his
past and current savings and disposal of investments,
almost four-~fifth of housing finances may be said to be
mobilised from within the *family?' circle,

The indiwvidual moneylender may not seem to make an
appreciable cbhtributioﬁ (providing 0.3 per cent of the
total resources) but, as is brought out in section (d), the
role of the indigenous moneylender is relatively important
in the case of people in the lower and middle income groups,
as compared to home owners in the high income groups.

d. Disaggregated analysis

(i) Income impact. The level of income is a
major factor in influencing the pattern of resource
mobilisation of individual home owners. The formal housing
finance market makes a substantial contribution to the
resource mobilisation efforts of home owners in the middle--
income groups., In the income group Rs 15,001 to Rs 35,000,
30 per cent of the housing finances are provided by the
fTormal housing finance market as compared to about 20 per cent
for the sample home ovners taken together. The only other
income group wherein the proportionate contribution of the
formal housing finance market is slightly higher than for
the sample taken as a whole, is the income group Rs 5,001
to Rs 15,000, In other words, the middle income group
among the home owners included in the sample, appears to
be the main beneficiary of the little financial flows into
housing from organised financial intermediation, But the
resources that they obtain are mainly from non-specialised
housing finance intermediation, sources like the LIC,
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provident fund organisations and employers. But resource
mobilisation from specialised housing finance institutions
is small., The HDFC impact, for example, is not yet
noticeable (Table III.15).

The lowest income group in the su:%py'towns, that
is, with an annual income of upto Rs S,OﬂOf gets little
support from the formal housing finance market, le&s than
8 per cent of their funds coming from this souree. Further,
a substantial part of these funds comes from the provident
fund organisations and employers, i.e.,, finance suppliers
linked to the organised employment sector., Incidentally,
among the different income groups, the most noticeable
impact of the HDFC is seen in this low income group, and
in their case, almost 1 per cent of the requisite resources
are provided by the HDFC,

in the higher income groups (i.e,, those with
annual iucome level above Rs 35,000), the personal resources
are largely sufficient to make aﬁy approach to organised
financial intermediation unnecessary, In view of time-
consuming procedures and the fact that the amount of
resources which the high income home owners may be eligible
to mobilise (because of monetary ceilings on home loans
to be given by housing boards, co-operative societies, 
banks and the HOFC) would comstitute only a small prqp6r~
tion of their investment requirements, they may consider
it not worth the while to seek institutional figahcihl
support.,

The highost income group among the sample home
owners (i.e., the group with annual income exceeding
Rs 1 lakh), do not receive any support from specialised
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-~ K ‘;}?. i e e j - :;_ ;\ - -
1. Formal Hou’;;ng Fingnce Market -11.65 L 7.83 2582 20,23 51,29 % 29,76 11.08. 4,94 S 95 3‘
a) Specislisad . houaing finam:o — Oe24 1.15 3.1a 2,45 7,% 4,39 0.63 Te b 1, 92 2,50
’ institigion , ;'_; . : v T ) S 2o
& Fec O g R o 0.19 0,91 = - 0.20. 0.2 10,15 - oy 97" 10,13
11} state Mousing board <L 0,39 . 0,31 1.43  p,83 0.48 c= o E.80 0,50
11%) Coopardtive housing financa/ 0.08 L5 0,28 2,1 . 2,14 5,33 3.44 - - Be 91 1.07
bui.ld; societ fes . - . : ' L . - e R
) Othsr fin . jal_fnst{tutions o.‘cz 91,54 5 5,85 2,38 15,30 9.‘r'z' T 4,200 2,74 ,;a u o.no 15,12 - 29,28 6,13
\1 LIC, 0,05 . " o0.24 " 3.22 - 2,54 - 8,39 1@& ' 1,65 1.2 B2 IR o T 14,99 3.14
_ 'Banks‘\ © 0427 C1.30 0 2,33 1.84 6,91 34 0% 1 2,63 1,48 2,60 0,80 15,12 14,29 2.99
-c) Othats .- Y09 - s.24 16,97 13,40 27,93 - 16,20 " 6.95 1,57 2, 7$ - $4,18 " - 11,38
" §) Provide#it fund 0.33 1,59 . 8,44 £.67 9.14 5.383 2,28 1,00 .- 1,78 o - 21,08 4,42
11). Employer 0.3 . .1,73 . 5,84 4,61 14,39 - : 2.99 0,40 0,70 = - 23,04 4,99
. 114) Others 20440 11,92 2,69 2 12 ad0 1468 0,17 - .. 0,30~ = - 9,2 1,94
2, Infonua; Hous,xn_q Finance Narket 19,16 92,07 1,01.0’2 79 77 121 ,08;? : ) 9&.36 52,06 91, J} 4,49 84,88 '351.95 80,02 °*
" a) 851f gunerste . -15.28 - 73.43 67,85 53.58 ao‘.’Ss . 64,03 67 247742,69 74,89 4,18 79,02 274,67 57,54 -
1) Cash . T 8.7 42,10 32,98 26,04 28,36 :22.88 - 9,91 C 1?“‘ 38 0,43 8,13 162,32 21,44
11) -Bank deppsits 4,49 21,58 26,32, 20.78 45,48 ‘- 41,91 29,52 A 51,79%. 3.0 58,05 149,32 31,28
1ii)-3avings iduring eonatmction D.03 . 0.,14 1.29 1.02 1,03 - 0.50 0.88 " - 7 4,07 0,85
fv) ‘Dthers 2,00 - - 8,61 7.27 5.74 5.7% L2 a.str,o.1s 2,84 18,96 3.97
b) Dis Qosal of sssets 72,03 . 9,75 13,46 10,63 13,54 L 3.44 = 6,04 0,12 2,27 39,13 8,20
1) ‘Shares .. e - .. 10,09 0.0 0,21 ~ - el e et - 0,71 0,15
11) Jouellury, S 8,19 10,91 2,564 2,00 1,77 0.25 0,44 0,12 2,27 - 5,92 1,24
111) Cend:-andTBuilding - 1,63 7.83  :9.14 7.22  5.1% 0.29 0.5% - - 20,62 4,32
1v Ticultyrs property - - 1.40 S _7,4 2,60 4,5% - le o 10.M 2,24
ogm;. ey 0,21 “1.00 : - 0.65 e = 0.30 6,53 - - 1,17 0.25
e) Extnrnal soureey B ag ig‘.vd.\.‘ 15.% 26,91 13.57 14,297 5,93 10.40. 0.19 3.%9 68,15 14,20
¢4 1) Relatdvesi. L. 6,87 T4.0%] 11.08 20.% 7.48 - 7;85 3,03 - 5,32 0,19 3,59 . 46,72 9.79
11) Friends . 21,83 3,430 2,77 5,98 w 4,98 2,75 4,82 - - 17,28 3.62
411) Indigenous bankers 4 > D9 0,64 0.51 0.02 0.3% 0.37 0,15 . 0,26 - - - 1.20 0.25
iv) Otheras &/ -2 m o= ‘1 60 1.28  0.35 1.00 1,05 - e e - - 2,95 0.62
20,81 100,00 126.64 100,00 172,37 10D.00° 95,22 100,00 57.00 100,00 S.29. 100,00 477,33 100,00

Note: Fiquni in parentheais are number of homs ouners in each category,



housing finance institutions like the HDFC, State housing
boards and co—operative housing finance societies, but
they do obtain assistance from commnercial banks, However,
data on the type and extent of specific type of bank
loans are not available, It is more likely that a subst-
ential proportion of the commercial bank support may not
ve direct housing loans but may be general-purpose loans
or overdrafts which may have been used to partly finance
the housing investment, ‘

The analysis relating to the formal housing finance
market shows that the role of the informal housing finance
sector is compargtively less important in the middle income
group(annual income from Rs 5,001 to Rs 35,000)., At the
higher income levels, as well as at the lowest income
levels, the impact of the informal housing finance market
is very substantial, for it provides between 85 per cent
and 92 per cent of the finances for housing activity.

A fact worth nothing is that self-generated resources
constitute the most important source of housing finance
in all the income groups, the proportion being the highest
in the lowest and the highest income groups. Savings in
the form of cash play an important role in the lowest income
group, providing for 42.1 per cent of the total mobilised
resources, But in the other income groups, cash savings
are less important, supplying between 16 per cent and 26
per cent of the housing finances in the income groups
upto Rs 1 lakh and only 8 per cent at income level above
Rs 1 lakh., It is interesting that over two--third of the
resources. for the above Rs 1 lakh income group comes in
the form of bank deposits,-the proportion going dovn
progressivély with a decline in the income level, Thus,



- T4 -

while cash savings fall in.importance with increase in the
level of incdme; the importance of benk deposits increases,
The dominance of cash uaTlA in the case of low and
middle income groups and that of bank deposits in the case
of high 1ncome groups has 1mporbant policy implications,
Thus, on the one hand, the results suggest that low-incoie
home owners have to scrimp ana tighten thelr belts
substantlally in order to save for =z house, keeping their
savings in the most liquid form so that, if necessary,
they can be utilised for other purposes also., The capa~
bility to save being limited, the low-income home owners
are not in a position to block their small savings in time~
bound fixed deposits and in the process, they also lose

an opportunity to earn any return on their savings, On

the other hand, current liquidity is not the major
constraint for home owners in the higher income groups

as they haVe’sufficient savings to meet liquidity needs

and to earn a reasonable rate of return on time~bound
¢eposits in banks.

Another indication = suggesting the hardships
of low and middle income groups in raising even the
limited funds required for their house is the relative
role of liguidation of physical and monetary assets,
Assets are mostly liquidated by the low and middle income
group home owners, While disposal of assets provided
between 2.7 per cent and 6,9 per cent of the resources
for home ovmers in the income groups above Rs 35,000,
they provided between 8 per cent and 11 per cent of the
resources in the three income groups below Rs 35,000.
Mmong the identifiable assets that are sold to raise
housing finances, land and buildings are the most impor-
tant, especially in the case o£ low—income and middle-
income groups, | |
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The policy implication of these results is that
the lower income home owner not only has to keep his little
savings in the most uneconomic form, but also has Tto sell
his personal and/or family properties, probably even make
distress sale at low prices, to mobilise the relatively
small amount of money for his house. The findings, thus,
confirm the well-known fact of the severe stresses and
strains felt by low—income groups in acquiring a house;
they also indicate that the situation is only slightly
better for middle income group home owners who get some
support from their employment-~linked sources of finance.
In their case also, personal savings are largely in the
form of cash holdings and only a small proportion is held
as fixed deposits with banks and liquidation of assets is
also important. On the other hand, the relatively afflucnt
home owner is not only able to earn a reasonable rate of
return on his savings but he also docs not find it necessary
to touch his personal and ancestral properties, he mgy also
get adequate financial assistonce from financial institutions.

The role of the ter.anded'! family is more significant
in the middle income group (Rs 5,001 to Rs 35,000), whercin
around 14 to 15 per cent of the housing finances are provided
by friends and reclatives., But this proportion declines with
the rise in the income level, being less than 10 per cent in
the income group Rs 50,000 to Rs 1 lakh and 3.3 per cent
in the income group above Rs 1 lakh., In other words, the
high income home owner has enough resources of his own; he
requires no support from relatives and friends or from the
organised financial market. But the 'extended' family has
come to play a major role in the case of lower and middle
income groups.
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(ii) The home owner's age impact. The access to

the organised housing finance market seems to increase
progressively with the ~;- <7 the home owner, The maximum
contribution of the orgaﬂised housing finance maxitet to
the resource mobilisation efforts of home owners is scen
in the case of the age group 41.to 55 ?ears. Among the
sample home owners, this is the scenario that emerges for
the HDFC (which provided financial support in the sample
towns only to the age groups 26 to 40 years and 41 %o

55 years), State Housing Boards (which provided no loans
to the'age groups below 40 years) and co-operative housing
finance societies (Which provided no loans to the age
group below 25 years), Even in the case of other inter-
mediaries in the orgenised sector, except for commercial
banks, no‘funds were provided to home owners in the age
group below 25 years, and the financial support went only
to the age group 41 to 55 years (Table III.16). While
officially, there is a minimum age restriction for availing
of institutionsl financial intermediation, in effect, the
existing system is really closed to young home owners, on
account of conventional norms relating to income carning
capacity, credit worthiness, etc.

The relative importance of different sources of
financial intermediation brings out the significant role of
provident fund organisations in the above 55 years age |
groups (because of final withdrawal, provident funds
provided 10.5 per cent of the total housing finances of
this age group,.as compared ‘o the average of 4.4 per cent
for the sample). -Employers also make a relatively signi--
ficant contribution to the age group 41 to 55 years, when
the employee could be expected to have a substantially
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TARLE 111,76
Finance of H

‘ L {n lakh)
: 3 Age Sroup
=25 vaara 6 AN - Tatal
"(12) - (297), (299) (11s) (720)
M Parcent : Percent - Percent . Percent Percent
. [6)) [63) I € IR )} 3) {67 GY 16X R
1. Formn! Housing Fingnce Market 0,50 13,51 28,21 18.22 50,97 21,05 15,70 20,45 95,38 19,98
s, : .~{7L{;gq‘ggu.;ng rinance fnstitutione" - - 3.73 2,4 7.13 2,94 1.06 1.38 11,92 2,50
£, ol i - - 0.39 0.25 o.¥§ ' 0,09 o024 oo g.i; o.;g
. 2tate h ing hoerd ' - - L - 2, <89 . - . . Oe

111 Consarative Bouotne finknce/building socisties - - - 3.34 2.16 4375 §.52 0.82 1,07 8.9 1.87
b, Other financial jinstitutions ' 0.50 13,59 10,63 0.8 315,30 6.32 2,85 3,72 29,20 6,13
i. Lt - - - 3.68 ) 2},33‘ 9.66 3.91 1.35 20‘1 1‘.99 301‘
1f, Banks 0.50 13,81 6,95 .. 4,49 - 5,84 2.4 1.00 1.5 14,29 2.99
c. Otherg - - 13,85 - 8.95 28,54 1,79 11,79 15,38° 54,18 11,38
i, Provident fund - - S 4eTY - 2,66 8,92, T 3.69 8.05 10,49 21,08 4,42
11. Employer - - 7.40 . 4,78 13,90 S.74 2,54 3.31 23.84 4,59
i1, Others ‘ - - 2.34 1,51 $.72 2,36 1,20 1, 9.28 1,94
2, Jnformal Mousing Finence Morket 3.20 86,49 126,55 .81,78 191,12 78,95 61.04 79.54 ' 381,95  80.02
a. Se)f-ganergted 2.53 68.38 85.49 . 55,23 139,97 $7,82 46 .68 60,83 274.67 $7,54
1, Cash ‘ 1417 31,62 38,59 24,93 50,17 20,72 12,39 16,18 102,32 21,44
1i, Bank deposits 1.3% 36,49 41,98 27,12 81,35 33.60 24,64 2.1 149,32 31,20
411, Sevings during constructfon - - 0.91 - 0,59 2,07 0,85 1,09 1,42 . 4,07 0,85
iv, Others . - 0.01 0.21 ‘001 ) 2,59 . 6.38 2,64 aos 11015 1.0” 3097
b, Dispossl of gesety 0.40 10.81 14,49 9.3 19.87 8.21 4,37 5.69 39.13 8,20
i, Shares C - - 0.22 . 0.14 0.39 0.16 0,10 0.13 0.7 0,18
14, Odevellery . 0.10 2.70 2,06 1,33 . 2,84 1,17 0.92 1,20 5.92 1,24
118, Land end bufiding - - 9.14 5.90 8.99 3.72 2,49 3,24 20,62 4,32
iv, Agriculture property 0.30 8,11 2,19 C 1,42 7.36 3,04 0,86 1412 10,7 2,24
v, Others - : - - 0.88 0,57 0.29 0.12 - - 1.17 0,25
ce Externsl sources 0,27 7.30 26,61 17.19 31,20 12,92 9,99 13,02 68,15 14,28
.4, Relatives 0.02 0.54 10,46 11,92 20,33 8,40 7.91 10,3 “,72 9.79
15, Friends 0.25 6.7 6.5% 4,24 9.40 3.88 1,07 1,39 17,28 3.62
v+ 114, Indigenous benksrs - - 0.3$ 0.23 0.45 0.19 0.40 0.52 1.20 0.25
“iw, Others - - 1,24 0.80 1.10 0.45 0,61 0.80 2.95 0.62
Total .... 3.70 - 100,00 154,80 100,00 242,09 100.00 % .74 100,00 477,33 100.00

Nots:

Figures in perenthesfis are nuaber of home owners in each cetegory,
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long service to his record, a permanent income stream
and may yet have enough years of active employmentv ahead
of him to obtain financial support from the employer for
buying a house,

It is, therefore, not surprising to find, as a
corollary, that the youngest age group, i.e., unto 25
vears, depend to a large extent on self-generated resources
in the form of cash, bank deposits and liquidation of
assets, than the other age groups. The role of self.-
generated resources declines in the case of middle age
groups but again becomes important for home owners above
the age of 55 years, who have life~time savings with then
on the one hand, and shorter loan-repaying period ahead
of them, on the other, Relatives and friends make a
sizeable contribution in the case of home owners below the
age of 25 years. The indigenous bankers are important
for the above 55 years age group.

(iii) The size impact, The size of a house that

a home owner acquires also has a bearing on his pattern
of resource mobilisation, Broadly, the pabtern that
emerges from a stady o I_.oogrcgated data of home owners
by the size of the house that they acquired is similar to

that of home owners in different income groups.

As was seen in the analysis relatiné'to the
income impact on the pattern of resource mobilisation,
the access to the formal housing finance market is the
greatest for the group of home owners acquiring houses
having a covered area of 501 to 1000 sq.ft, In this
group, 27.4 per cent of the resources are ralsed from the



formal housing finance market and the role of the HDFC,
the co-operative housing finance societies, the LIC, the
comnercial banks and the e lover is, as compared to home
owners of other-sized units, more important, In the case
of home owners acquiring houses having a covered area of
1001 to 5000 sq.ft., the relative importance of provident
fund orgenisations, employers, the LIC and the commercial
banks is clear, It may be noted that most of the middle
income group home owners acquire houses having a covered
area ranging from 500 sq.ft, to 1500 sq.ft., whereas large
houses, especially above 5000 sq.ft. in area, are acquired
by high income.home owners (Table III.17).

Another notable finding is that home owners who
acquired the smallest houses (say, covered area less than
250 sq.ft.) have little access to specialised housing
finance institutions, and they receive only marginal support
from commercial banks. In fact, in their case, the two
important sources of housing finances in the organised
finance market are the provident fund organisations and the-
employer, i.e., agencies linked to organised sector
employment, In the informal housing finance market, self-
generated resources are very important, accounting for
around 60 per cent of the total resources in the case of
houses less than 250 sq.ft., in area as also those houses
having an area between 250 and 500 sq.ft. In these cases,
while bank deposits are important, cash savings are more
important, especially for the home owners of the smallest~

sized houses.

In the case of the home owners acquiring very
large houses (covered area more than 5000 sq.ft.) also,
the recourse to institutional agencies is negligible, and
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TARE 111,17

" S{ze of house (sg,ft.)

0250 251 500 501-1000 1001- 5000 Above 5000 Totgl
{Ta8) (3t3) (194) (z07) (9)" S —(720)
Percent Percant A Percent Percent - Percent ggi?-?;
(1) 2} &3] 4] {3]) (6] V7). 13) 1€:21 i [Q S
1. ' :mal. Housjng Finance Market 1.93 14,29 7.64 17.385 27.57 27,41 “S7.74 19,55 0.50 1.99 .© 95,38 19,98
¢ Spacialjsed housing Pinence {nstitutions. 0,05 0.37 - 1,70 3.97 3.95 . 3,93 6,22 2,107 - - “11,92 2.50
<. HOFC To- - - - 0.19 - 0.19 0,42 0,14 - - 0.5? 0,13
ii, State housing board : - - . 0428 0.65 0.50 0.50 1.52 0,5t - - 2,40 0.50
.ii{, Cooperastive housiny finsnce/ 0,05 0.37 [ 1.42 3.32 3.16 3.4 4.28 1,45 - - 8,9 1,97
.building eocietisa - : . S L. : -
b, Other financial institutfong 0.42 3.11 0.61 1.43 8,18 "8e13 - 19,57, 6.63 0.50 1.99 29,28 6,13
i, LIC : 0.05 0.37 0.22 0.52 3.86 3,84 10.86 - 3.68 - - 14,99 3. 14
ii. Banks 0.37 2.74 0,39 ] 0.91 4,32 4,29 8,71 2.95 0.50 1.99 14,29 2.99
c, Otherg 1,46 10,81 S5.33 ... 12,45 15,44 15,35 31,95 10.82 - - $4,18 11,38
i. Provident fund 0.62 4,59 2,36 5,51 3.60 3.58° 14,50 . 4,91 - - 21,08 4,42
11, Cmploysr 0.58  5.03 2,16 5,05 7.73 7.58 13,27 4,49 - - -23.84 4,99
{i{, Othars 0.16 1,19 0.81 1.89 4,11 4,09 . 4,18 V.42 - - 9,26 - 1.94
2. 1Inforwal Mousing Finance Market 11.58 85,71 35,16 82.15 . 73,00 72.59 - 237,57 ao.qs 24,64 98,01 381,95.  80.02
s, Se]f-zenarastad o 8,17 50,47 26,02 60,79 55,35 55,04 154.83 SS.Bg‘ 20.30 80.75 274,67 57,54
i, Cesh 4,28 31,58 11,63 27,17 25.15 25,01 5§7.52 19,48 3.74 14,88 102,32 21,44
{4, Bank deposits 1,62 11,99 11,17 26,10 24,09 23,95 95,88 32,47 16,5 65,87 149,32 31,28
144, Savings during construction 0.04 0.30 0.63 - 1,47 0.95 0.95 2,45 0.83 - - 4,07 0.85
iv. Others 2,23 16,50 2,59 6,05  5.15 5,13 8.98 3,04 - - 18,96 ° 3,97
b, Dispossl of gysety 1,10 8.14 4,12 9.63 5,3 S,33 27,75  9.40 0.80 3,18 39,13 8.20
1. Shares 0.0 . 0,07 - - 0.20 0.20. 0.50 0.17 - S 0.7 0.1S
{i, Jewvellery . 0633 2,44 1,00 2,3 0.93 0.92. . 2,85 0,97 0.80 3.18 5,92 1,24
iii, Land and building - 4,15 2,27 5,30 3.87 3.85 .: 13,92 4,71 - e 20.%52 4,32
iv, Agriculture property - - 0.78 1.83 0.03 0,03 9.90 . 3,35 - - 10,7 2.24
v, Others 0.20 17,48 0.06 0.14 0.33 0,33 0.58 0.20 - - 1.17 0.25
c. Fxternal sousces ©2,31 17,10 5,02 11,73 12,29 12,22 44.99 15,23 3,54 14,08 68,13 14,28
1, Relations 1,64 12,14 4,05 8.4 9,45 9.39 30.57 10.38 1,01 4,02 45,72 9.79
4, Friends . 0.23 - 1.70 0.57 1,33 2,33 2,32 11,52 3.93 2,53 10,08 17,28 3.62
£:¢, Indigenous bankers 0.34 2,52 0,32 0.7 © 0.34 0.34 0.20 0.07 - - 1,20 0.25
i<e Others 0,10 0,74 0.08 0:19 0,17 0.1? 2,60 0.88 - - <2498 0.62
Total .... 13.51 100,00 42.80  100.00 100,57 100.00 295.31 1C0.00 - 25,14 477.33. 100.00

100.00

“igures in parenttaeis ere number of howe owners in o.qh cstagory,



these 1nst1tutlons prov1de about 2 per, oemt of the total
houslng flnance. Whilé one réaSOn mey" e that the cost of
-Such houses is very hig~ -7 therefore, institutional
support may mean very little 4o induce the home owmers to
approach them in view of the procedures involved;-a more
important reason.may be the role of the parallel economy

in high-value housing units, Self-generated resources,
among the 1nformal sources of housing flnance,xare no doubt
mos?t 1mportant in the case of houses of all sizes. but their
relative pole is more significant in the case of large-
sized houses (84 per cent of the finances are provided
through personal savmgs, bank dep031ts and disposal of
assetg in the case of houses haV1ns an area more than

5000 sqefte)e.

The external sources of the informal housing finance
market provide between 11.7 per cent and 17.1 per cent
of the total housing finances needed, and among the indivi-
dual sources, relatives and friends play a major. role. The
role of the 1nd1genous bankers cannot be overlooked 1n the
case of owners of smaller houses,

€ Type of house and_pattern of resource mobilisation.
Our flndlngs also conforn that the owners of sem:x.--pemanent
and. kutcha re31dent1al units have practlcally no access to
the formal housmg finance market except to some extent,
to employers and the commercial banks. Data on the pattern
of resource moblllsatlon of owners of flats and bungalows
aﬁaln substantlate the evidence presented earlier, that the
maln benef1c1ary of the organised hou51ng flnance market is
the upper middle class, Wthh prefers a flat to0 a bungalow
in the maaor metropollses, but may sometimes acqulre a
small bungalow in the towns (Table III,.18).
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) TARLE 111,18
ttsrn gnd Structure of Housling Finsncs of H

IS

Oyher f Di{fferent Typegq of H
Type of Houss
Hut S.,P, Structure Flat Bungal ow Total
N (sY) (45) (132) (475) (720)

] Percont Parcent Percent Percent Peccant

; [&)) [€)) 3] {4} 5] {6) £71 (8} 19} {10}
! * - Finance Markst 0.20 17,38  0.13 2,77 17.2% 28,68 77,84 18.92 95,38 19,98
,,’.Lg_v\' ‘SEE !g laad housing finance institutfons 0.19 16,52 - - 1.54 2.57 10.19 2,48 11.92 2,50
3 Bean PR 934G Yare ‘ 0.19 . 16.52 - - 0.20 0.33 0.22 0,06 0.61 0.13
—h - ‘1;‘5‘;3 ,t“hw.ing boesrd - o - - - - - 2,40 0,58 2,40 0.50
1;,:"»9 oop rative housing Pinance/buiiding - - - - 1.34 2,23 7.57 1,84 8,91 1.87

’ ;) : *3 aties - c, )

T} Obhew-if indncial snstitutions - - - - 468 7.80 24,60 5,98 29,28 6.13

S ide . - - - - 3.50 6.00 11,39 2,77 14,99 . 3.14

e o nkg - - - - 1.08 1.80 13,21 3.21. 14,29 2.99

0.01 0.87 0,13 2,77 10,99 18,52 43,05 10,48 ' S4.18 11,35

" ,q“vrovg,d.nt fund . - . - 0.08 1,70 4.49 7.48 16,51 4,00 21,08 4,42
‘lf.{,Enployor - 0,01 0.87 0,05 1,07 3.20 5,33 20,58 5,00 23,84 4,99

1417 6thers , - - - - 3,30 S, 50 $.96 1.45 9,26 T 1,94
;_.,hm:; nouifng Finaence Market 0.95 82.61 4,56 97.23 42,79 71.32 333,65 81.08 ;331'.15;5 80,02

: sagr-g.nn.c.d - . 0,72 | 62,61 2,08 44,56 31,38 $2.30 240,48 $8,44 zu.sg& .57.54
1&~!E,ash\ 0.5% 47,83 1,27 27.08 7.58 . 12,63 92.92 22,58 102,325 21.44

1% . "Benk depoait 0.14 12,17 0,74 15,78 11,63 19,38 136,81 31.25 149,325 31,28

- S {4§i’ Sevings during con.ttuction - - - - 0,62 1.03 3,45 0,84 4,07 0.85
v zhopq : 0,03 . 2,61 0.08 1,70 11255 19125 7.30 1,77 18,96  3.97

. 0,01 0.87 0,7 15,14 5,19 8.65 33.22 8,07 39,13 8.20

0.0! 0.87 - - 0.15 0.25  0.55 0.13 0.7 0.15

- - . 032 6.82 1.38 2,30 4,22 1,02 $.92 1,24

. ‘ - - 0.03 0.64 1.47 2,45 18.12  4.65 2002  4.32
RRO R o ¥ 1!.. Aqucuitun proporty - - 0,35 7.46 1,89 3.15 8,47 2,06 10.71 2,24
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o Town-wise snalysis, The data on the pattern of

resovrce mobilisation of home owners in the five selected
towns included in the sample arc presented in Tables IIIl14,
IIT.19, I11.20, and A,III.10 to A,IIT.34. The disaggre-
gated aata substantiate the findings at the aggregated level,

The empirical evidence on the resource mobilisation
efforts of home ovmers brings out clearly that the access
to the formal housing finance market is greater in the
large towns than in the smaller ones. Much also depends
on the size of the organised employment sector, because a
significant proportion of housing finance needs of home
owners are met by the employers and provident fund
organisations, Where the govermnment sector employment is
important, the contribution of the formal housing finance
market is more appreciable, Thus, the data show that,
whereas 26,7 per cent of the housing finance of home owners
in Lucknow is met by the formal housing finance market
(mainly, employers including the govermment, provident fund
organisations, the LIC and commercial banks), in Delhi the
proportion is 16.9 per cent and in Ambala, with a large
government sector—employed home owners in the sample, the
proportion is still higher at 37.0 per cent., It may be
mentioned here that the contribution of the employer alone
in Ambala is as high as 10.8 per cent and that of the co-opera-
tive housing finance societies is even higher, at 15,7 per
cent, On the other hand, the formal housing finance market
supplies only 12.1 per cent of the resources of home owners
in Cuttack and 10.6 per cent in Quilon, the two smaller
towns in the sample, where organised sector employment and,
in particular in the government sector, is not as widespread
as in the larger towns (Table III.14).
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TARLE I1I.19
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TABIZ III.2O
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Disaggregated datas at the individual town level
strengthen the aggregated—level finding that specialised
housing finance institutions, with the exception of the co-opera-
tive housing finence societies in Ambala,; make a nagligidle con--
tribrtion to the resource mobilisation efforts of home
own rs., The proportionate supply of housing finance by
such instibutions is nil in Cuttack and 0.7 per cent in
Quilon and slightly higher in Delhi and Lucknow (1.7 per
cent and 2.7 per cent, respectively). Therefore, irres-
pective of the size and location of the town in which a home
ownerresides, accessibility to institutional financial
intermediation is either non-existent or marginal. In
effect, quantitative evidence from the housing finance
surveys in five selected towns suggest the highly under-
developed nature of the organised housing finance market
in the country.

In the context of the merely token existence of the
formal housing finance market in the country, the survey
data at the disaggregated town level confirm the very high
dependence on the informal housing finance market. Further,
the dependence is more marked in the smaller towns where,
the data also reveal the significance of self-generated
resources (providing 72.8 per cent of the total housing
finance in Quilon and 70.3 per cent in Cuttack) as compared
to the larger towns (59.5 per cent in Delhi and 42,1 per
cent in Lucknow)., The liquidation of family assets is also
more important in the smaller towns, though in Tucknow the
sale of agricultural property provided a large proportion
(6.2 per cent) of the resources of the home owners.

Further, a disaggregated-—level study of the
housing finance structure of home owners in the different
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- ~g and belonging to different income groups, reveals
that the dependence on the informal housing finance market
is not only greater in the smaller towns, but that it is
even more substantial in %the case of lower income groups
in these smaller towns, Thus, for example, in Quilon, the
informal housing finance market provided 92.2 per cent of
the .esources for home owners having an annual income upto
Rs 5,000, 88,0 per cent for the income group Rs 5,001 to
Rs 15,000 and 89.4 per cent for the income group Rs 15,001
to Rs 35,000, and in Cuttack, the respective proportions
for similaxr income groups were 99.2 per cent, 88.9 per cent
and 84.4 per cent, respectively. However, on the other hand,
the proportions in Lucknow were 96,1 per cent for the
income group upto Rs 5,000, but only 70.6 per cent and 73.7
per cent respectively, for the two other comparable income
groups and in Delhi, these proportions were 82.2 per cent,
78.4 per cent and 65.9 per cent, respectively (Table III,19)

The above analysis, thus, shows that home owners
in the lowest income group have practically no access to
specialised housing financial intermediation in any town,
irrespective of its size and extent of urbanisation. In
the case of the middle income group, the accessibility to
the formal housing finance market is practically non—existent
in the smaller towns, unlike the larger towns, where it is
quite discernible, Much of the accessibility to the
formal housing finance market, however depends upon the
extent of the organised sector employment in the respective
towns, and in particular, the government sector employment,

The data also reveal that the lower income home
owners depend very largely on their personal savings and/
or on disposal of personal and family assets, whereas
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the roles of_tﬁés§5éourbe° of hou51ng Vvinagce become less
.portant in $he 1arger towns, Thus, fop example, Whlle in
Quilon and Cuttack 92, 2 per cent and 91.3 pex. cemt, respect~
ively, of the resources are mobflised through pursonal
saxlngs end sale of assets, in Delhi the proportlen is 65.4
per cent in Lucknow 68.9 per cent amd in Ambala 66.1 per
ceat for home owners having an ennual income of upto

Rs 5,000.

The disaggregated data on home ovmers in the five
s‘mple:towns'classified into different groups on the basis
of their respective ages substaprtiate the aggregated—level
flndlng that the younger the pome owner, the less is his
acce531b111ty to the formal housing finance magket. The
formal housing finance market, thus, provides no finances
for the home o¥fmaer in the below 25 years age group in four of the
five survey towns, the exception being Delhi, wherein only
the commcrcigl bemks, among the identified suppliers of
funds in this wmarket, provided some finanecial asoistaﬁce.
Even in the ege group. 26 %o 40 years, the support from the
formal housing finance market meets c«rovlnd 16 per cent to
17 per cent of the needs of the home owners in Delhl,
Tucknow, Cutteck and Quilon, though in Ambala, the Propor=
tionate support is higher (27 9 per cent), due to the
inclusion of 2 large number of government employees, who
received flnanc1al support from government agencies and
prov1dend fund organlsatlons. Further, the data reveal
that in smaller towns, even the proportlonate support that
the middle income group home owners obtain from the housing
finance ;nstltutlons.compures poorly with that in larger
towns, (Table III,20)
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6. Qualitative Evidence on the Resource Mobilisation
Efforts of Home Owners

a, Major constraints., In v1ew 0f the nead to streng-
then institutional flnan01al lntermedlaxlon in hou31ng,lg/
it was considered de31rable to understand the problems that
were faced by the home owners in mobilising resources from
rinancial institutions. An attempt was made to obtain the
reactions of home owners to a few identified problems that
are generally believed to act as constraints on obtaining
access to the formsl housing finance market. These problems
were also considered to be important by a group of cxperts
in housing finance at a Workshop held in New Delhi in
April, 1983,

A fairly good response was received, os 45,7 per
cent of the sample home owners(excluding those in slum end
| squatter settlements) responded to the questions raised
by the NIPFP field investigators on the problems faced by
them in mobilising resources. In fact, the response was
better in the larger towns (Delhi 67.6 per cent, Lucknow
45,1 per cent, Ambala 46 per cent and Cuttack 34.8 per
cent).

Inadequate information about the availability of
financial intermediation at the institutional level is
stated as the main problem by over one-~fourth of the
respondents, The "information gep" is more significant
in towns like Cuttack and Ambale than in the cities like
Iucknow and Delhi, Another major constraint on the
initiative of home owners in approaching financial instiw~
tutions, even though they were aware of the availability
of their assistance, is the complexity and time-consuming

10/ For a discussion of the adventages that flow from
institutional financial intermediation, see Chapter IV,
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procedures involved in obtaining institutional financial
~1pport for housing. ,ﬂhe seriousness of this constaint is
fel* almost uniformly in all the selected towns. In fact,
this problem seems to be even more crucial, Not only have

a large proportion of home owners (35.3 per cent) identified
complicated and time~consuming institutidnal procedures as

a major constraint, but as these respondents included only
those with some experience .and/or awareness of the availa=
bility. of :institufional financing, the quantitative cvidence
that has been obtained become very important (Table III.21).

Another important constraint pointed out by our:
survey is the interest burden of institutional home loans,
One~sixth of the respondents identified the rate of interest
as a major constraint and disaggregated town-wise data show
that the 1ssue is considered more important in smaller towns
like Cuttack and Ambala than in Delhi and Lucknow,

The lack or inadequacy of appropriate securities
and guarantees that have to be provided for a home loan,
the high initial contribution that a home owner has to make
to become eligible for a home loan, and unsuitable repayment
schedules were identificd as impor%ént problems by only a
small proportion of the respondents, ne possible reason
for this may be that, in the absence of any information on
the availability of financial intermediation, only a small
proportion of home owners were exposed to the operational
problems that would be encountered in mobilising financial
support from financial intermediation, and therefore, in
the case of most of the home owners, the issue was more
of an academic nature.
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TABLE 111,21

Distribution of Home Owners on Major Problems Encountered in Mobilisation

of Resources from Financial Institutions

(Numbggvof Home Ouwners)

Delhi Lucknow Cuttack' Ambala All touns

M (2} (3) 4y (5]

1. Lack/inadequacy of information of financial 44 8 25 8 - 85
intermediation (26.04) (10.96) (39.06) (34,78) (25.84)

2. Lack/inadequacy of security 18 7 1 - 26
: (10.65) (9.59) (1.56) (7.90)

3, Lack/inadeguacy of guarantors 10 7 - - 17
: : (5.92) (9.59) (5.17)

4, Complicated and time consuming procedures 58 28 23 7 116
: (34.32) (38.36) (35.%94)  (30.43) (35.26)

5. High initial contribution for assistance 7 3 - - 10
from financial intermediaries (4.14) (4.11) (3.04)

6. Unbearable intarest cost 122 8 14 8 52
: : - (13.01) (10.96) (21.88) (34.78) (15.81)

7. Unsuitable repayment schedules/repayment 8 8 1 - 17
S (4,73) (10.96) (1.56) (5.17)

8. Others 2 4 - - 6
(1.18) (5.48) (1.82)

TOTAL 169 73 64 23 329

(100.00)(100.00)(100.00) (100.00) (100.00)

Notes: 1. Figures

in parentheses are per cent to total.

2. - indicates nil,
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b. Type of home loan mortgage. Some data were obtained
in the case of home owners in Delhi cn the type of mortgage
that had to be provided by them for getting financial supp-
ort from institutions and individuals. While the response
was limited (27 or 13.4 per eent of the‘201 home owners in
the formal housing sector in Dglhi), it may be broadly
indicative., Imstitutional suppliers of housing finance are
interested in having a mortgagg of the concerned‘property
or of a life insurance policy, whereas for non-institutional
suppliers there is no clear-cut policy (Table III.22).
Further, it is interesting to find that for the home owners
who. supplied the information, the value of the home loan
is genepally less then 50 pér cent of the value of the
mortgaged property and only sometimeé it goes;upto 75 per
cent of the value of the mortgaged property.

ce Cost of home losns., Another §mportent issue relates
to the cost of the home loan., Axound two-fifth of the home—
owpers provided data on the rate of interest that they had
to ppy on their home loans, Almest oneqhﬂlf‘of the respon-~
dents paid interest in the range of 5.1 per cent to 9.0
pexr cent amd another one~fourth paid in the range of 9.1
per cent to 14.0 per cent. About one~tenth of the respon-
dents paid low interest, upto 5.3 per cent and another one=
tenth paid interest at rates ranging between 14.1 per cent
and 20 per cent. Some home owpeXs in Delhi and TLucknow
obtained home loan at a rate of interest of more than 20
per cent, mainly from indigengus bankers (Bable III,.23).

d. Potential sources of housing finance. About one—
half of the home owners respanded to the question relating
to the potential sources of housing finance that could be
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TABLE III.22

Type of Mortgaqe required for Home Loans:
’ Case Study of Delhi Home Ouners

Type of Institutional Non-institutional Indigenous
mortgage lenders lenders bankers
1. No mortgage 1 0 0

2, Shares a d stock 0 0 0

3. Jewsllery 0 1 0

4, Property 18 1 1

5. Insurance 4 0 0

6. Others 1 0 0

TOTAL 24 2 1




- g5

TABLE III,24

Potential Sources of Housing Finance

(Number of Home Ouners)

Delhi  Lucknow Cuttack Muilon Ambala Total

6] (2) 3y (4) (5) (&)

1. Gratuity 20 . 15 75 36 24 170
funds (21.74) (28.30) (57.69) (62.07) (55.81) (45.21)

2. Corporate 20 1 4 1 2 28
sector (21.74)  ( 1.89) ( 3.08) ( 1.72) ( 4.65) (.7.45)

3. Banks 50 37 51 21 17 176
(54,35) (69.81) (39.23) (36.21) (39.53) (46.81)

4, Others 2 - - - - 2
( 2.17) ( 0.53)

TOTAL 92 53 130 58 43 376

(100.00) (100.00) (108.00) (100.00) (700.00) (100.00)

Note: Figures in parentheses are per cent to total,
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tapped in the country. A point of interest is that the

response to this issue was better (70 per cent to 86 per
cent) in Cuttack, Quilon and Ambala than in Iucknow and

Delhi (where one=third of the home owners responded).

AMmost one-half of the respondents felt that
commercial banks should provide housing finance and roughly
the same proportion identified gratuity funds as a potential
source, An increased role by the corporate sector was sugg-
‘ested mainly by home owners in Delhi (Table III.24).



IV, HOUSING FINANCE MARKET AND FINANCIAL
INTERMEDTAT TON

1. Introduction

The major suppliers of housing finance in selected
Indian towns were identified in Chapter III and quanti-
“tative evidence was also presented on their relative
importance and role in the resource mobilisation efforts
of home owners. It was seen that the informal housing
finance market plays a most crucial role and that insti-
tutional financial intermediotion in housing is in a highly
underdeveloped and unorganised statec.

In order to provide the proper perspective for a
discussion on the strategy for, and modalities of, stren—
gthening the housing finance market (in Chapter V), ean
asscssment is made in this chapter of the operations in the
formal end the informal housing finance markets., In the
process, the inadcquacies in the existing housing finance
system and the main constraints on the spread of institu~
tional intermediation are identified. Some estimates are
also presented on the smual flow of funds from major
institutional intermcdicrics into the housing sector and
on the rclative size of the informol housing finance market.

in the country.

2. The Informal Housing Finance Market

As noted earlier in this study, the informal
housing finance sector, in the absence of well~developed
institutions, becomes the main catalyst of housing sector
nctivities., It includes all unorgsnised and non~institutional
supplies of finances,
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a. Evolution and role. The informal credit market in
India has existed for centuries., At one time the system
focussed around the local money-~lenders and pawn-brokers,
often the village landlords who were also the feudal lords,
and the village traders who supplied most of the Llocal goods
and services. This group gradually developed into the main
nucleus of trading and industrial activity in the country
by providing finances for such activity, or by undertaking
such activity themselves, much before organised financial

intermediation came into being. Many of the major business
and industrial houses in India either received support in
the initial yecars from the indigenous money lenders and
indigenous bankers (who dealt in "hundis®) or were themselves
engaged in these activities. With developments in the
financial markets, the role of the indigenous money lenders
and bankers has been declining in scctors like industry and
trade. In the housingvsector,’however, the informal credit
market continues to play a prominent role,

be Dalient features., The important characteristics of
the indigenous financing sector are:

(i) Easy accessibility. No specified working
hours, hence accessible practically round-the-clock;

(ii) Quick processing. There is no need to fill

any form, provide ony evidence, guarantee, documentation
or proof of credit-worthiness or on repaying capacitys

(iii) Flexible collateral, Collateral norms are
flexible, depending on the borrower-lender relationship
and on what the borrower can offer. Besides jewellery

and property, household goods and any other article having
a marketable value are accepbable. Finance is sometimes
provided even without any collateral:
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(iv) Unequal bargaining power, The assessment of
the value of the mortgaged property and the terms and
conditions relating to the financial assistance are
unguestionable;

(v) High rate of interest. The normal rate of
interest ranges from 15 per cent to 36 per cent. The
effective rate is much higher as the interest is deducted
at source at the time of disbursement of the loang

(vi) BExcellent monitoring system. The banker,
being a local person and operating at the grass-root level,
is fully aware of the sources and the timing of receipts of
the potential borrower, the amount &nd timing of his
liabilities, details of his creditors, etc. ;

(vii) Good rccovery reccord. Fear of forfeiture of
higher~valued property, public disrepute in case of default
end fear of rough recovery methods cnsure a good recovery

record,

‘The informzl housing finance market consists not only of
the indigenous money lenders and bankers but also includes
extended family members including relatives, friends,
business associates ond employers, In addition to these
sources of finance, o home owner mokes use of his accumu~-
lated savings in cash and/or resources obtained by liquis-
dation of assets that he moy have acquired through his own

efforts or may haove inherited,

Some quantitative evidence on the role of the
informal housing finance market and its broad structure
has been presented in Chapter III,



= 100 ~

c. Notional and effective interest rates, The most

important features of financisl assistance provided by the
indigenous money lenders-and bankers relates to its cost.
While official data are not available, discussions with
home ovmers, builders, land developers and others who had
tapped them for purposes of housing finance, as well as to
meet other financial requirements, havé revealed that the
rate of interest generally ranges . from 15 per cent to
36 per cent and sometimes it is even higher, What is more
important is the method of computation =amd recovery of the
interest,

The interest is computed on the total amount of the
loan for the full loan period in advance at the time of
loan negotiation and full deduction is made at source,
at the time of disbursement. This practice pushes up the
effective rate of interest. The effective rate of interest
measures the real burden on the borrower and is dependent
upon the amortisation period, as can be seen from Table IV,.1.
The effective cost works out to be Ligher, the longer the
period of amortisation,

On average, loans in the informal credit market are
renewed cvery three to four months, and are never available
on a long-term basis.

3. The Formal Housing Finance Market

The formal segment of the housing finance market
can be divided into two parts: general financial institu~
tions (GFI) and specialised housing finance institutions
(SHFI).
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TABLE IV.1

Notional and Effective Rate of Interest in

Informal Cred.t Market

Gross Notional Loan Interest Net Effective Annual
Loan rate of period amount loan rate of ceffective
(Rs) interest  (months) (Rs) ERS) interest rate of
(per cent) 1=4) during loan interecst
%erigd Col.(6pXA12
cinioogeg) Col.(3)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (M)
100 36.0 12 36,0 64 56.3 56.3
100 36,0 9 27,0 73 37.0 49,3
100 36.0 6 18.0 82 22,0 44,0
100 36,0 3 9.0 N 9.9 39.6
100 30.0 12 30.0 70 42,9 42,9
100 30.0 9 22.5 T7.5 29.0 38.7
100 30.0 6 15.0 85 17.6 35.2
100 30.0 3 Te5 92.5 8.1 32.4
100 24.0 12 24,0 76 31.6 31.6
100 24.0 9 18,0 82 22,0 29.3
100 24.0 6 12.0 88 13.6 27.2
100 24.0 3 6.0 94 6.4 25,6
Source: Based on discussions with land

developers and builders in the

private sector and other indi=-

viduals who had availed of the

gservices of the informal credit
market,
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8., Objectives and role, The GFI sector includes the
commercial banks, insurance companies (consisting of the
Life Insurance Corporation ot India and the General
Insurance Corporabtion group) and the provident fund
orgenisations. Financing of housing is not the primary
function of GFI. Their participation in the housing

sector is mainly because some propcrtion of investment is
expected to be made in selected priority sectors in the
economy which include housing, wnd partly to meet, to

some extent, the housing finance needs of employeecs,
members, beneficiaries and business associates. The

main objectives of GFI are to safeguard the interest of
their major clientele and to provide to them an adequate
rote of return on their savings/investments. The inci-
dental nature of the participation by GFI in housing
finonce activities is perhaps also due to the fact that,
Tinanecial support to housing has to be on a relatively
low rote of interest and on a long~term basis and, therefore,
investment in housing does not yield an attractive rate of
return.

The major specialised housing finance instituti-
ons are the Housing and Urban Development Corporation
(HUDCO), the Housing Development Finance Corporation Litd.
(HDFC), State Housing Boardsond Co-operctive Housing
FTinance Sccieties, They provide finances, either directly
to individuals to acquire their own house or to institu~
tions which implement a housing programme.

The HUDCO finances housing and infreastructure
development activity at the institutional level, under-
taken by the state developmént authorities, state housing
boards, and co-operative housing societies, The HUDCO
does not give home loans directly to individuals. The
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State housing voards primarily provide built~up houses
and sites on various terms of payment but a few also
-provide direct uome loans to individuals, Development
authorities and housing boards which construct and make
aveilable houses on o hire-purchase basis, implicitly
perform the Tunctions of a specialised housing finance
ingtitution at the individual level. The co~operative
housing ond building socicties and the HDFC are, however,
the only organiced ond specialised institutions that
directly provide housing finance at the individual level,
While the co~operative societies provide housing finance
mainly to low-income and middle-income groups, the HDFC
finances largely middle~income and high~income groups.ll/

b. Resource mobilisation. The HUDCO mobilises its
resources mainly from the LIC and the GIC ond through its
dokh~~%ures, subscribed by the State~level housing finance
institutions on the guarantee of government; it also gets
some international assistance. The State housing boards
get most of their finances from state budgets, the LIC and
the HUDCO and co—operative societies from the LIC, the
HUDCO and their own members (in form of membership fees).
Little effort is made Hc tap household savings other thon
membership fess collected by co=cperative societies. One

reason is that the housing sector needs low-cost funds

and houschold savings are difficult to mobilise, unless

on attractive and competitive rate of return is offered.
Therefore, due to resources constraints also, the services
of the SHFI institutions carmot be easily extended,
quentitatively as well as qualitatively, to the conven—
tionally non~credit-worthy segments of the population,

11/ The HDFC assistance to corporate housing progrommes is;howevex
intended for low-income employce housing in industrially
backwerd arcas,
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The HDFC has made some attempt to tap household savings
through its equity shares, loan~linked deposit scheme and
certificate of deposit scheme but its efforts mobilise onl
a negligible proportion of available household szat,v:i.ngs.-1'%4;y

ce. Capital market and the housing sector., There is

little interaction between the national capital market and
the housing sector, primorilybecause there does not exist
any institutional framework to link housing with the capital
markets, and banks are not allowed to lend money to indi~
viduals for housing (except to a limited extent), The low
return on the dcbentures and bonds of the HUDCO and the
State housing boards, restrict their subscription to
institutional agencies, including finanecial institutions,

- commercial banks and provident fund orgonisations, The
debentures and equity shares of the HDFC are also mainly
teken up Iy institutions, and only to some extent the
equity shares are purchased by individuals, The national
credit market, thcreforec, mekes o small contributicn to the
finonecing of housing, unlike in the case of financing of
industrial, asgriculturel, internal and external trade
activities,

12/ The HDFC has mobilised, as on June 30, 1983, Rs 9.98
crore as equity share capital (about 16 per cent or
Rs 1.60 crore subscribed by individuals), Rs 66,60
crore through its Certificate of Deposit Scheme of
which about 25 per cent (or Rs 16,65 crore) is
contributed by individuals and Rs 0,47 crore through
its Loan-Linked Deposit Scheme (wholly contributed by
individuals), Thus, direct mobilisation of household
sector savings stands at Rs 18,72 crore, or 0.1 per
cent of the estimated household sector savings of
Rs 19,812 crore.
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Adequate data are not available on the proportion
of national resources mobilised by the housing sector from
the domestic capital market. Amongst the major financial
institutional agencies in the country, the commercial
banks, the LIC, the GIC, the UTI and the IDBI, for example,
directed shout one per cent of-their annual investments in 1982-82
into housing. The flow of funds through the domestic stock
market intoc housing is negligible. Tneoe financial flows
compare very voorly with +those in countrics like the USA,
where about one=third of the national credit flows into
the housing sector, While it may not be a feasible and
practical proposition to expect such a large proportion of
domestic credit flows into the housing sector in India
over the next decade, an abttemnpt should be made to gradually
incresse the proportion to around 15 per cent.

Tue main factors which mzy explain the low level
of interaction between the domestic capital market and the
housing sector are:

(i) There is no mass level institutional framework
for mobilising savings at fairly competitive
rates of interest;

(ii) Commercigli bamks are not allowc. to invest
in housing as a znormal btusinex: operationg

(iii) The capital market may supply mainly short-
term funds but the housing sector needs
basically long~term credit;

(iv) The supply of saleable financial assets like
equity shares, bonds and debentures which
offer an attractive rate of return is
negligible;
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(v) Due tc the unattractive rote of return
offercd on'the investible assets by housing
sector institutions, there is o negligible
demand for them from individuals ond only
Cdnstitutionoal iavestors who can include such
investnent for meeting the statutory require-
ment ratic or who have officinl relation with
them, tend to invest; ond

(vi) 1Investment in the housing ssctor is generally

' - congidered to be o high-risk prone activity,
in view of ncon-avoilability of suppert
facilities comonly availoble in develcoped
housing finance systems all over the world.
These support facilities include schemes for
mortgage insurance to provide security against
defoult, adequate land monagement system and a
nechanism te refinonce mortgage originating
institutions sc as tc increase the liguidity.

It has to be realised that, by and large, the housing
sector in the country will have to obtain its funds
frow the cupital market at more or less competitive rates
of interest. The major purpose of any housing finance
system would be to bring this about. A separate scheme
would have to be worked out to provide for low-interest
loans to the EWS category of home owners, The LIC, GIC,
banks, etc,, should be induced to make a small contribution.
Concessional inter:: 5 rate loans cannot be mod> the baclzbone
or basis for any viable housing finance system.

4, Builderfs Financé

There are two phases of housing activity,
firstly, ' the acquisition ond development of
lond and the construction of the house, and sccondly, its
sale to the home owner. A developed housing finence
system should mcet the financial needs of both these
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programmnes., Generally, countries with a developed housing
finance system have =z two-tier institutional sitructure
under which short—teérm “construction finsnce® is provided
to the builder to complete the house and long~term “home
finance™ is provided to the home owner to meet his
financial needs., The under-developed organised sector
housing finance market in Indie is presently gearcd to
meet, and that too only partially, the home ownership
finance.

a. Stages of housing finance requirements. On the
basis of discussions with leading land developers and
builders in the private sector in different parts of the

country, the following scenario has emerged on the method
of financing resorted to by the building scctor,

ru. rfirst stage, in the series of activities which
leads to the construction of the house, is the acquisition
of land. About 15 to 20 per cent of the final cost of the
property is generally invested at this stage.lé/ihe land
developen/builder has no access to finance at this stage.
He has to depend only on his own funds and that of his
extended family, and c¢n borrowings from indigonous money
lenders and bonkers. The second stoge involves the develop=
ment of plans for the building and obtaining of the
relevdnt approvels from respective local bodies. It is
estimoted that 2 per cent to 5 per cent of the final cost
has to be incurred at this stage, again financed by the

13/ The proportion mey be higher in the case of lands
sold through public auctiong, characterised by
scvere competition to acquire valuable urban lond,
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tand developer and the indigenous banking sector. The
third stage involves the development'of basic infras~
tructure on the land (levelling of land, building of
approach roads, boundaries, temporary water and electri-
city connections, etc,) which involve an expenditure of
ooout 10 per cent of the total cost. After the completion
of stage 3, the land developer makes an announcement of
the housing scheme. At this stage, he receives an initial
edvauce from the buyér, generally 15 per cent to 30 per
cent of the estimated total cost. From the amounts so
received from the prospective home owner, the builder

may repay the loansobtained from the informal money market
and from others and also replenish his own resources,
wiiich had been used during stage 1 to stage 3.

At stage 4, the builder attempts to sell as many
¢f the p.owosed residenticl uvnite as would cnablc him not
cniy to repay fully his short—term outstandings, but also
to meet the estimated total cost of construction.
Generally, he reserves o specific precportion of the pro-
posed residential units as ‘stock-in-~trade, to be released
in the market at later points of time to earnm higher
profits through price cscalation, Discussions with
gseveral builders have shown that if 2all thc 1esidéntial
units are sold out ot stage 4, the profit morgin on the
overall operation would be between 25 per cent and 40
per cent. However, if the builder is able to maintain
a stock~in~trade of about 40 per cent to 60 per cent of
the total proposed residentizl wnits, for subsequent sale,
he may earn on overall profit of 70 per cent to 80 per
cent. When the stock-in~traode is a relatively highe
proportion of total residentinl units, the builders very
often mortgage them to indigenous money lenders and
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bankers for short-—term construction credit, if necessary,
and such indigenous suppliers of short~term credit are
also given the option to buy the mortgaged property
subsequently at a premium which is lower by Rs 5 to 10
per sq.ft. than the prevailing market price.

The actual construction (stage 5) commences only
after the Yhouses! have been sold and initial advance
obtained from the potential home owners. The developer
first procures the building materisls for the first phase
of construction, which in the case of a medium-sized
residential group housing unit, is completed in about a
month. At the samec time, letters are sent to the home
owners for the second instalnert. The,second.phase of the
construction commences more or less after some of the
second instalments have been received from the home
owners .G the same process of procufement of building

swerials and actual constructior activity is repeated over
thé‘subsequent phascs of the construction programme.
Depending on the availaobility of finances from the home
owners znd of <basic building matericls, the construction
programme is phascd out over 4 to b construction cycles.

The potentinl home owmers, thus, p.y instalments
towards the construction of the house, as called upon by
the builder. The amount of the instaolment and its
timing is related to the phasing'of the construction
programme. The final instalment, which is generally
10 per cent or less of the total cost, has to be paid
by the home owner at the time of taoking possession of

the house,
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It has been estimated that during the construction
programme, the builder requires about 30 dsys! working
capital. In effect, the working capital would cover 1
to 1% cycles of the construction programme, assuming that
the home owners pay their instalments in proper time,
building materials are available and the required number
of residential units have been sold.

b. Financial stajie of builders, The foregoing analysis

based on discussions with leading builders in the private
sector and with others who are knowledgeable about such
activities, has rcvealed that there is very little financianl
involvement of the builder, except at the initial stage of
acquiring land, developing it, obtaining the nccessary
permissions and making thce onnouncement of the housing
programme %o the prospective buyers. All these activities
accow t Tur about 30 per cent of the total cost of the
heouse, Maequate finance to the builder ot reasonable cost
would be desirable because, in the absence of such
finance, the high cost of financial accommodation from the
informal money market is invariably pushed forward to the
ultimate home owncr., Therefore, appropriate provision of
institutional finance may lead to a substantial reduction
in the final cost of the house and, tec that oxtent, reduce
the burden of resource mobilisation at the home ovmerts
level, The provision of short-—term construction finance
or Ybridge finance' to undertake the actual construction
work would allow for greater flexibility in housing
construction ond, at the same time, reduce the total cost
to the home owner. A'housing finsnce gystem may, there—
fore, function on a2 two-~tier basis: a short-term bridge
finance at the construction stage ond o long-term home—~
loon fihance, thercafter,



= 111 -

The debt +to personal capitel ratio of the builder
is estimated to be 431, i.e., for every rupee of the |
builder?s cgpital, borrowings are Rs 4, At the prevailing
high cost of borrowings from the indigenous money mar‘et,
it has been estimated by builders that the overallﬁigjgrest
cost of the capital to the land developer/builder méy be
in the region of 2% ner cent to 30 per cent.

c. IEmerging public sector pattern, Over the last

five to sgix years, the private sector model of self-
financing of housing by the nhome owncr is being increa—
singly adopted by public sector agencics. The scheme was
initiated by the Delhi Development Authority and the
practice is being followed by development authorities in
other parts of the country. The initial registration
deposit ranges from Rs 5,000 %o Rs 15,000 for different
categering of houses (LIG, MIG, HIG) followed by 25 per
ceut instulment (including the initisl deposit) at the
time of allotment of the residential unit on paper and
before the construction actually commences,

After the requircd 25 per cent of the estimated
project cost is collected by the development authority,
the development of land and the first phase ¢f constru-
ction commences. Subsequent instalments collected from
the home owner arc phased out according to the constru-
ction programme, one instalment generally collccted every
gix months. The final instalment, which is usuzlly less
than 10 ver cent of the estimated total cost and any
subsequent amount due to revision in the estimated
project cost because of escalation in the construction
cost, is collected at the time cf actual delivery of the

house,



In the cage of the hire purchase schemes of
State housing boards, an initial amount, generally 415 to 20
per cent-of total cost, has to be paid at the time of
allotment and the balance nas to be paid in equal monthly
instalments over 2 period of 10 to 15 years.

5. Major Tnadequacies and Operationgl Constraints

Tiie analysis in Chopiter III,based on data and
the expericnces of a somple of home owﬁers, brought out some
of the weaknesgses in the existing system of housing
finance. It was also seen that institutional financial
intermediation played a minor role in the resource mobili-
sation efforts of individuals., Some of the major inadeque—
aclios in the existing institutional system of housing
finonce are now examincd,

Tlhe major inadequocies can be classified broadly
ander two categories:

(i) Institutional inadequacies, inherent in ony
conventional finoncing system; ond
(ii) Operotiongl. inadeguacies, specifically relevant

to wn under=ucveloped housing finonce system,

(i). Conventional finoncing system. a conven-
tional financing system, even if it is well-developed,

canmot ensurc o free flow of finances to all finonce=
seeking applicants. The restrictive access to o conven=—
tional finonce system is a direet result of its approach,
practices and norms that effectively Vdisqualifyt! =

lorge proportion of potential borrowers. The disqualifi-
cations are linked to one or morc of several eligibility
criteria that form the basis of o home loon appraisal.
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a. Adegugte income level, In several countries, a

minimum income level is considered an 'eligibility?
~riterion.Y In India, there is no specific mandatory
income level to disgqualiriy a home-loan aspirant (individual
or household), but other =ligibility criteria implicitly

“eke into account the minimum income factor.

b. Regular and verifiable flow of income. Evidence

of o regular and verifiable flow of income in the past,

and which is expected to continue in the future (at least
avi?ag the amortisation period) is the first eligibility
criterion. Such aon approach makes the salary/wage—earning
sector ond the high~business income sector the prinme
Ltarget group. In the procesé, small traders and others,
especially engaged in informal sector activities, with
irregular ond unverifiable income flows, become ineligible.

T the Indion context, a large segment of the
population derives income from informel sector activities.
Tery often, income accrues in periodic and irregular
flows, and the employument may also be seasonal and/or
highly wmobile in nature. Such income earners are alsc
not able to provide nny verifiaoble evideace of their
income pattern or on its stability., Even within the formal
sector of economic cctivities, a large prcportion of
income—~earning individuals/households haove irregular end
unverifiable income flows. The conventional approach to

14/ In the Latin American countries, for example, the
level is g 4,000 per annum and in the Philippines
2 2,288 alarge proportion of the population does
not gualify for institutional finances on this
ground alone,
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housing finance intermediation overlooks the needs of

these people.

The housing finance system, as it operates today,
thus, becomes highly inequitable as the majority of the
people who get disgualified from availing of its services
on the ground of irregular and/or vaverifisble income belong
to the economically weaker sections,

c. Acceptable collagteral., Bven if a potential home

owner has a regular flow of income, with verifiable and
acceptable evidence of it, a major constraint arises in
providing a collabtersl when the property is jointly owned
or is under construction and the land itself (in casc of

a flat unit) does not belong to the borrower, The conven=—
tional practice is to then accept as collateral, until the
property can be properly pledged, some albernastive assets,
which 2re easily and conventionally marketable and
zcceptavlie, These collateral assete include shares and
stocks and life insurance policies., However, only a small
proportion of Indisn populztion/households own shares and
stockse or subscribe to life insurance policies.

In the absence of acceptable monetary assets, the
conventional financizl institutions may acceph a guarantee
from an individual with acceptable collateral assets or
with substantial regular and dependsble income, or from
an Yacceptable! cmployer in the orgenised sector. Such
guarantors are, however, not easily covailable even to the
relatively high-income potential borrower in major
metropolises, with an annuynl income say, of above
Rs 25,000, They may be -available to an even lesser extent
to low income and middle income individusls/houscholds,
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especially in smaller towns and semi-urban areas. Hence,
the need to examine appropriate forms of interim collas

Yeral becomes c:mcial.j5

(ii) Operational inadeguacies of an under-

developed housing finance system., The operational inade-

quacies in an under—devecloped housing finance system put
further constraints on its accessibility to potential
borrowers, These are related to the size of the loan,; the
initial contribution of the borrower, the low loan-to-
nome value ratio, fixed and regular omortisation repayment
schedule, specific period of amortisation, high loan-
servicing costs and complex loan terms and conditions,
which are difficult to understand and/or comply with.

d. Loan amount, In many developed and developing

countries, a minimum loon amocunt is often prescribed in
order to make the processing ond servicing of the loan

an ecoromically viable propogtion to the financial
institution, In India, some minimum loan norms have been
12id down (in the casc of HDFC, for example, it is

Rs 7,000) but the major problem relates to the monetary

15/ It may be mentioned here that Indian households,
generally possess assets like basic trede tools/
equipments, inventory in shop/stores, transport
equipments (cycle, scooter, taxi, truck), jewellery,
and household goods like sewing machines, expensive
clothes, antiqucs, utensils, television, fans, ectc.,
which may be rclatively portable, but are valuable
and marketable assets and, cumulatively, their value
may be guite substantial, While these assets are
acceptable as collatersl by the indigenous money
lenders, the conventional financial institutions do
not consider themn as proper collateral assets, While
the intention is not to suggest that financial insti-
tutions act as petty pawn-brokers and collect and store
houschold goods in return for a home loan, it msy be
considered whether on the basis of such assets, a system
of group guaranteec in closely-knit communities, as is
prevelent in some developing countries, could be
developed.
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ceiling on the size of the loan. Various restrictive
conditions increase the margin between the size of the
home loan that may be desired and the size of the home
loan that is actually granted. These restrictive
conditions are related to onc or more of the following
determinants of loan anounts

i. Total cost of the houses

ii, Minimum self-generated component of total
cost;

iii, Income level of the potential borrower
(the BMI is fixed at a specified proportion
of income, generally around 25 per cent):
and

iv, Monetary ceiling on home loan to any single
individual.

As a result of these restrictive norms on omount
of home loan, the self-mobilised resources finance =
larger part of the totzl cost of the house than institu-
tional finences, Evidence oh this situation, relating
to the experience of 272 HDFC borrowers, has been
presented elsewhere (Lall, 1982), the HDFC contributing
41.5 per cent of the total cost of he house and thc
self-mobilised resources providing roughly thrce-~fifth of
the total finances. Further, the proportion of sclf-
generated funds seems to be inversely rclated %o the
level of the individuvuall!s income.

e, Initial payment, In the Indian context, the
housing finence support 2t the institutional level is

available only after some proportionate amount is paid
by the individual towards the total cost of the house.
The proportion is generally cround 25 per cent., Further,
as a general practice, the housing finance institutions
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provide their assistance only after the full targeted
contribution of the bLorrower has been made,. While,there
may be some merit in such a policy, that is, it ensures
the full financing of the house when the financial insti-
tution may make its contrivution, it places undue strains
on the home ovmer and substantislly restricts his accesg—
ibility to institubtional finance. A small down payment
or initial investment by the individual does not necess-
arily suggest that, subsequently the individual may not
bring in his remaining contribution, as agreed upon. A
low initial contribution by the individual based on his
current savings, is likcly to encourasge him to decide

to buy a house at an earler simge of his earning life,
than ot present, provided he com be surc.of receiving
financial support from o specialised housing finaonce
institution to meet o substantial part of the cost of

the house, and if his own totol contribution can be

staggered over o period of time.

f. Loan to cost ratio., A closely rclated constraint

is the explicit or implicit condition of o home-loan to
home cost rotio., The HDFC expects o minimum contribution
of 30 per cent, but in practicc, a3 was scen in Section
4(ii)(a) of this chapter, the proportion works out to
about 60 per cent. In the case of co~operative housing
societies, the proportion varies from State to State and
the range of contribution of the co-—operative socleties
is from 55 per cent to 60 per cent of the cost of the
house, In the caose of HUDCO~finznced housing schemes,
the institutional contribution mey range from 40 per

cent to 50 per cent of the cost of the home, except in
case of low—income housing, where it is 100 per cent for
houses costing upto Rs 5,000 (For details, sce Table A,IV.1).
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g. Amortisation schedule. The period of amortisa~

tion is generally between 10 years and 20 years, or the
age of retirement, whichever is earlier. In some
countries, the maturity of home-~loan mortgages goes upto
30 years. But short-~term maturily mortgage is also
available if the individual is not ready to pay a high
interest liability for a long maturity period loan.

Another issue relaoting to the amortisation
sciedule is the stipulation of a regular and fixed HII,
which does not take into account fluctuations and changes
that are likely to toke place in income levels over 2
period of years. This system places an uwnduly high
burden during the initinol years, when income levels are
lower., A graducted payment mortgage (GPM), by toking
into account the increases in income levels over the loan
period in computation of the EHII, would resolve this
problem by reducing the burden in the initial years.

Thirdly, the computation of the EMI is largely
based on norms followed in developed countries, where
it is felt that o average houschold can save about 25
per cent of its gross monthly incomne. In the casge of
the HDFC, for example, the HII is generally around 25
per cent of gross income., It would be desirable to study
the income and expenditure patterns of Indian houscholds
and then frame some norms on the proportidn of income
to constitute the HMI at different income levels,
Availoble data of the National Sample Surveys show that
the proportion of income that is used by Indian housecholds
to purchase basic consumption items like food, essential
servicces and non~—durable geods is inversely related to
the level of income. In the very low income groups, these
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expenditure items account for 70 per cent to 80 per cent
of the total household budget, whereas at higher income
levels, they may account for not more than 25 per cent to
30 per cent. Hence, the availability of income to be
diverted towards the EMI mey be as low as 5 per cent to
10 per cent in the case of the low income houscholds but
nay be even as high as 35 per cent to 40 per cent at the
other end of the scale.-L/p

A fourth issuve relates to EMI payment centres.
The experience of meny owners of residential units
provided by State housing boards on a hire~purchase basis,
for example, has not bhee.: too happy. The centres are
generally located at o considerable distance and there are
also difficultics presented by haphazardly-maintained records,
etc. The problems are accentuated in the case of indi-
viduals with traonsleravle enployment or who arc engaged
in highly mobile occupations.

h. Rate of intercst. In India, the rate of interest

that a borrowerfhas to pay to a housing finance institu-
tion is generally lower than what he may have to pay to a

i A M i © e

16/ Data presented by the National Sample Survey (28th
Round) show that in 1973~74, the expenditure in the
femily budget on a basic consumption item, like focd
goes down progressively with increase in income of the
hcousehold, both in the urban aond the rural areas.
Thus, for example in the urban areas, food items alone
accounted for around three~fourth to four-fifth of the
monthly household expenditure upto an income level of
Rs 350 but less thon one~half of the monthly household
expenditure ot an income level exceeding Rs 950, In
the rural areas, the respective share of food item
exceeded four~fifth of the monthly household expendi--
ture for inceme levels upto Re 350 and less than one-
holf for income level ecxceeding Rs 950, It is likely
that the proportions are even lewer at very high
income levels (Fer details, see Tobles A IV.2 and
A.IV. 3) L4
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commercial bank and substantially lower than that to be
paid to an indigenous monéy lender or banker., Further,

a2 preferential interest rate policy has become a special
Teature of the interest-rate structure., The preferential
rate of interest is linked either to the income of the
borrower and/or to thc amount of the loan. In either case,
10 cognisance is made of the income potential of the
ndividual in the future, As such, the burden of interest
payment, even on a preferential basis, is more in the
initinl years than later. Some weightage to the age of the
individual in the computation of the rate of interest may
facilitate a more realistic spread over of the interest

amd repoyment burden on vhe individual over the life of

the loan, as under a GRI system.ll/

This does not suggest that interest rates should
be subsidised for the youngcer borrower, for subsidy in
interest rates may be granted, on a very restrictive basis,
only to the EWS, With the inflation rate being around
8 per cent to 10 per cent, a nominal rate of intcrest
of around 14 per cent for home loans does not secem
unreasonables;. only for the EWS,; the rate of interest should
be lower.

i. Complicated procedures. The conventional spproach

is based on complicated procedures, requiring substantial
data and information on the home cwner's family, occupa-
tion, income, sovings potentiol and housc prcperty, opart
from referénces, guarantees, and compliance with several

17/ For on exhaustive ocnalysis of this issue,
see Lall (1982),
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“egal documentelion processes. Potential borrowers,
even those who are wellweducated and resident in major
metropolises, find the processing and documentation
formalities a tiwe- coooviing end incomprehensible expers
ience. The capebility of merely literate and semi-
literabte borrowecris and those resident in distant locae
tions, with rcletively little access to advice and
guldance to understand the procedures and meet the
astringent terms and conditions (references and gusrantees,
in particular), is otill lower, In ‘effect, a large
segment of such pcople cannot avail of institutional
Tinance, even when they may be aware about its availa~
bility and may be considered as Teligible! by the
financial institution.

J. Affordasble housing for the poor. Public housing
programmes crc, in particular, mainly directed towards the

economically weaker sections of the population. Financial
assistonce by the HUDCO through State housing boards and

co ~operative sccicties is earmarked largely for individuals
in the EWS and LIG groups., In the case of the EWS,; the
sites and services projects are formulated on the basis

of self-help principle, with traditional or rationalised
methods of construction, so that the total cost of housing
can be considerably brought down to levels which are
affordable to the beneficiaries. |

Political demands, however, lead to provision of
high stondards for public housing, regardless of the
cost, ond this leads to construction of residential units
whose costs are far zbove the affordability of the target
groups, There are clsce administrative problems in
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implementing the programnes because, very often self-help
programmes are administered by technically-oriented personnel,
who may be skilled in construction activity but who may not
be capable of organising, motivating, training and managing
people in self=help and construction activities. This
problem is not special to India alone, and a United
Nations' study has presented examples of self-help prograw
mnes "whose bencfits ncever reached the lower-income groups®
and where “the stories of successful targeting are almost
always exceptions to the general rule” (United Nations,
1978, p. 17).l§/‘

A practical way to reduce home costs is through
lowering of standards. While maintaining necessary norms
in house construction, tne high conventional life-—span of
houses (say, 80 to 100 years) neceds to be realistically
: zduced, so that homes arc not only affordable in ter
of current levels of incomes of the beneficiaries, but also
allow for fubture upgradaticn in standards, in line with
improvements in income levels, What is more relevant is
the provision of a suitable residentiol unit at an afford-
able price and not the provision of a Ypermanent! structure
which is not affordable 2t current levels of income.

The present practicc of providing 'high—cost'! houses,
relative to the affordability of the target group,
therefore, needs to be re—examined so that the effective
beneficiaries of public housing prograrmes for the poor
are really the target groups.

s s A A S . -

18/ United Nations (1978) Non—conventional financing
of housing for low--income households, This document
containg on intformobive discussion on M“JCP limit--
ationgs inherent in conventional financing systems.




- 123 -

Another problem concerning the availability of
public nousing finance to low income households arises
to people who cannot meet them., As a result, the category
of people who reguirc public housing support the most get
disqualified in practice and cven though they may get the
benefits on paper, the real beneficiaries are often the
non-target groups,

It is pertinent to emphasise that the antiquated
definitions of income groups devecloped in 1974 have contri-
butcd towards the disqualification of a large segment of
people from being cligible for houses which they can afford,
In the absence of any revision of the norms, for example,
even the lowest category of salary—income recipients (e.g.,
sweepers, messengers, semi--skilled workers) in the orgenised
gsector get disqualificed for am EWS or LIG house gs their
monthly emoluments exceed Rs 600 and they find that a MIG
house to which they are *eligible" is not really affordable.
It has also been pcinted out during discussions in several
States, that a umiform *national” norm on ecligible income
level, cost ceiling, size of house, etc., becomes irrele-
vant at individuel towm ond district levels, with varying
degrces of development, income generation capacity, Jland
prices and cost of living, among the socio—economic
factors that have a bearing on affordability of a shelter.

The norms for public housing should be formulatcd
under three or four brozd categories, taking into account
urban, semi-urban and rurcl/tribal nature of locations,
Norms should also toke into account the level of develop-
ment of the location snd of basic infrastructural and
other facilities. Therefore, inmovative adaptations are



needed to support conventional financing approach and
norms and a new institutional set-upr has to be created
which would, in particular, support the low incone
housing finance progfamme in a realistic way. To quote
the United Nations study (1578): "The mismatch between
conventional solutions to the urban problem and non-
conventional needs rmust, therefore, be addressed by
creating new gpproaches for dealing with the modern
conscguences of rapid urbanisation® (p. 6).

The limitations exemined in the foregoing analysis,
which arc inherent in eny conventional finsoneing system
and, in particulor, in an under-~developed housing finance
system, are related to the desire to protect the syctem
from undertaking undue risks and incurring high admini S-
trative costs of servicing small loans, lozns to low
income home owners and to. other home owners who are not
consicered credit-worthy by conventicnal norms., These
limitations could be removed through o package programme
which would, inter-nlias

i, Develop, strengthen and extend housing
finance systems through provision of support
services to spread risk and increase
liquidity;

ii, Develop innovative ond non-conventional
approaches, operational norms and delivery
mechaonisms to provide housing finonce services
to hitherto mon-eligible” gegments of home~
loen=-secking population; and

iii., Develop savings and resource mobilisation
instruments ond mechanisms to chamnelise a
growing proporticn of national savings into
housing scctor activities, and yet minimise
the risks of lenders and depositors.

\ g
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In Short, therefore, what is required is  the
creation of new institutions that will mobilise savings
for housing and give home loans to individuals, as well as
spread risk cf home loai: originators, The development of
a speclalised institutional framework wculd also help in
bringing cbout a closer interaction beiween the capital
market and the housing sector. The major policy measures
in this regard are examined in Chapter V.

6. Annmual Iavestment Flows

a. Rome estimates and pattern., The proportion of
plen outlay in housing, as was seen in Chapter I, has
fallen significantly since the Pirst Plan. This fall is
reflected in the declining share of the housing sector in
the gross domestic caopital formation (GDCF), as can be
seen from Table A,IV.4, The annual growth c¢f the housing
sector has been lower then that of the national economy,
except during the sixties (because of industrial recession)
and in the first few years of the eighties. The proportion
of annual contribution of housing to the GDCF has,
therefore, fallen from 18.8 per cent in the fifties to

10,8 per cent in the cighties,

The estimation of the contribution of housing and
allied activities to the GDCF effort is subject tc metho-
dological inadequaciesig/ Data are also not available on
investment actually taking place in housing through the
housing finance market.

19/ Thus, for example, the data include, on the one hand,
commercial rcal estate and business services, but exclude,
on the other hond, many components of housing (constru—
ctiong, for example, by public sector undertokings and by
the government in rural areas). Several types of final
consumption expenditure are alsc included in the GDCF
estimates, such as expenditure on internal and exbternal
pointing, installation of permanent fixtures like air
conditioners, lighting, wabter supply facilities ond
other eguipmente.
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Some estimates can be made of the flow of institu~-
tional finances into housingyfrom the formal housing
finance market, on the basis of sectoral investment data
presented by individual institutions in their respective
armual reports. But mo direct estimates can be made of
the resources mobilised for housing by the informal finance
market, including thosc by individual home owners, his
extended family, relatives, associates and the indigenous
monev lenders and bankers. These cstimates can only be
made indirectly through netting out the estimated contrie
bution of the formal housing finonce market from the
cstimated GDCF, on the assumption that the balonce is
mobilised through informnl credit sources.

Some estimates on the annual flow of funds into
the housing sector; basea on this methodology, were
presented in an earlier Report (Lall, 1982). Thesec
estimates have now been updated and presented in Table
Iv.z2. '

In 1982~83, the GLCF in the housing and related
sector was of the order of Rs 4179 crore and 22,6 per cent
of this was estimoted to be financed through identifiable
sources from the formol housing finance market. The
proporticnate contribution of the formel housing finance
market was, on the one hand, over-—estimated due to some
overlapping of resourcecs shown among the different
institutional agencies and, on the cther hand, it was
under~estimoted as estimntes of'GDCF also include some
non~housing activities, What is clear, however, id
that the informel housing finance nmarket supplied almost
four~fifth cf the total ormual resources in the housing
sector.
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TABLE IV.2

Annual investmgnt‘Flows into the Housing Sector

(Rs crore)

Year ending March 31 1970~71  1975-76 1980451 1981-82 1982-83
1. Formal Housing 535.77 267.15 625.50 764.03 944.01
Finance (55.35)  (18.10) (19.99) (20.66) (22.59)

a. Budgetary ., 464,48 101.66 216,03 288,27 332.88
EII§%§E§%h1/ (47.38) (6.89) (6.90) (7.79) (7.97)

i, Centre 103.94 33.31 82.61 104.71 129.19
(10.74) (2.26) (2.64) (2.83) (3.09)

ii, State and Union  360.54 6£.35 133.42 183.56 203.69
Territories (37.25)  (4.63) (4.26) (4.96) (4.87)

b, General financial 39.18 77.03 178.03 210.31 288,93
Institutions/ (4.05) (5.22) (5.69) (5.69) 6.91)

organisations

i, LIC 39.18 T4.01 93.49 129.65 145,66
(4.05) (5.01) (2.99) (3.51) (3.49)

ii. GIC - 0.132/ 7.18 9,44 10,08
(0.01) (0.23) (0.26) (0.24)

iii. Commercial banksg/ - - 11.19 7.82 6£.82
(0.36) (0.21) (0.16)

iv., Provident funds - 2.89§/ 66,17 63.20 126,37
(0.20) (2.11) (1.71) (3.02)

c. Specialised housing 32.10 88.46 231.44  265.45 322,20
Tinance institutions(3.32) (5.99) (7.40) (7.18) (7.71)

i. HUDCO 0.50 35.63  89.97 105.24  131.78
(0.05) (2.43) (2.88) (2.85) 3.15

ii. Apex co-opers 0.23 €.49 48,14 54.49 61,68
tive societies . (0.02) (0.44) (1.54) (1.47) (1.48)

iii, Primary co-opera~? 31,38 46.14 7T2.34 79.15 86,60
tive societies (3.24)  (3.13) (2.31) (2.14) (2.07)

(0.67) (0.72) (1.01)

2. Total Informal 432.23 1206.85 2503.50 2934.41 3235.22
Housing Finance (24.65) (81.90) (80.01) (79.34) (77.41)
{3 -1) -

3. TOTAIZY# 968,00 1476.00 3129.0C 3698.44 4179.23

(100.00)(100.00)(100.09) (190.00) (199.00)

WP PO

Contdeess

. P——
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TABLE IV.2 (Contd.)

Includes capital and revenue
expenditure on housing

Relates to calendar years 1980,
1981 and 1982

Estimated for 1980-81, 1981~82

and 1982-83 on the basis of actucl
growth between 1977-7¢ and 1978--79,
the last two years for which data
have becen published., In 1977~78
the amount was RBs 33,19 crore and
in 1978-79 the amount was Rs 37.57
Crore. '

Estimated for 1960-81, 1981-82 and
1982~83 opn the basis of actual
growth betWeen 1970~71 and 1975~76.
The published amount for 1970-T7T1

ig Rs 31.38 crore and the amount
for 1975-76 is Rs 46.T4 crore.

Data from Finance for Housing
Schemes = Report of the Working
Group on the Role of the Banking
System, RBI, p. 65.

6/ Gross domestic copital formation

in housing and related sectors,
including commerciazl, real estate
and business sectors,

7/ Pigures in parentheses are per

8

cent of total,

8/ Doto for Statec housing boards

have not been presented separately

os they toke loansfrom State govern-

ments, LIC, GIC aond HUDCO.

Sources:

2.

Annual
Reporte ox
concerned
instituti-
ong,

Government
of India,
Public

€SO Nationao®
Income
Accounts
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significantly more at about 5 per cent of the total annual
investment., General financial institutions, including
the LIC, the GIC, commercial banks and provident fund
organisagtions provide for about 7 per cent of the annual
investment and speccialiscd housing finance institutions for
about 8 per cemt., In each case, the proportionate share
hag been rising over the years. In the ycars to come,
resource mobilisation activity has to be directed towards
the primary source of notional savings, namely, the
houschold sector, ond a suitable institutional framework
would have to be developed for this purpose. During the
Seventh Plon, the improvement in the share of the formal
housing finonce market should be accelerated.
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This ev1dence on the respective roles, of the
formal amnd the informal hou31ng finance markets is affirmed
by our overview (Chapter III) of the housing finance
pattern in five reprcscentative towns in the country., These
results are also corroborated by the avidence presented in
other studies on the relative role of the informal housing
finance market in India as well as in several developing
coundrics.

Over the last cight years, with the development of
housing finance institutions (HUDCO end HDPC), there has
bee¢n ‘an ‘increase in the proportionate contribution of
institutional financing (Table IV,2). The proportionate
contribution of the informel housing finance market in the
annual total: GDCF in housing hase, therefore, fallen from
82 per cent in 1975=76 tc 77.4 per cent in 1982-83., The
smual rate of growth of the formal housing finance morket
during 1975-76 to 1982-83 works out to 36,2 per cent as
compared to the GDCP's onnual rate of growth of'26.2vper
cent in housing and allied activities; during the same
period, the annual rate of growth of the informal housing
finance market was 23.9 per cent.

It moy be pointed out thot as housing is a State
subject under the Indian Constitution, the Central
government, through its budgetary allocations, can
provide for only a small proportion of the fotal annual
investment. Over the last few years, thec share of
Central government has been about 3 per cent of the total
GDCF in housing. In absolute amounts, the Central govems=
ment annual budgetary allocation during‘the three years,
1980-81 to 1982-83, has been Rs 104 crore, The budgetary
allocations of the State ond Unicn Territories are



V. REFORMS IN THE SYSTEHM OF HOUSING FINANCE
INTERMEDIATION

1. Objectives of a Housing Finance System

The basic objectives of a housing finance system
should be to mobilise the requisite investible resources
for housing and to make it accessible to hitherto over-
looked locations and income categories of prospective
home owners., In addition to meeting the financial needs
of the ultimate beneficiary, namely, the individual home
owner, the housing finance system would also have to
extend adequate financial assistance to land developers
and the construction secter, and to intermediatory agencies
like business corporations, trusts and associations of
persons who may build, or otherwise acquire, houses for
their staff and associates.

An important feature of the Indian housing finance
scenario, as was seen in Chapter III, is its dual sector
composition: a formal conventional sector and a large
informal sector which has no access to any support from
the former. A closer Thteraction between the two sectors
is crucial in any scheme to strengthen housing finance
intermediation in the country.

A nationsl housing finance system should, therefore,
have the following functions:

(i) To mobilise, on an institutional basis, an
increasing volume of household savings
(through provision of attractive savings
schemes), so that a larger proportion of
national income, than at present, is
directed towards the national savings
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efforts, ond 2o growing proportion of the
increased volume of savings flows"' as
investments into the housing sector;

(ii) To mobiliss national resources through the
national capital market (the private corporate
sector and the public sector) and from domestic
contractusl savings organisations and the
international capital market;

(iii) To attain o more efficient allocation of
funds and, in particular, reallocation of
funds from relatively surplus areas to
relatively deficit areas;

(iv) To attain closer interaction between the
formsl and the informal housing finance
marketss

(v) To develop and strengthen the primary mortgage-
originating market so that its secervices may
spread to hitherto underserviced/unsecrviced
sectors, and yob maintain its viability; and

(vi) To attain a greater velocity of circulation
of available financial resources within the

housing sector, through refinancing operations.

2 ThevApproach'to Pinancial Intermedicstion

Two major issues which are relevant to the development
of a healthy housing finance system revolve around the
principle of centralisation of power ond authority and the



relative role of the public and the private sectors. In 2
federal set-up of the dimensions of India, it is desirable
to have appropriste Cenire-State norms and relationships
in sny viable and growth-~oriented financing system. It
would be cqually crucial to develop healthy norms for the
relative role of the public end the private sectors and

for interactions between them. Such specificaticn of norms
and of the relative roles is particularly important in
housing, because unlike many other arcas of development
activities in the country, housing is one area where the
public sector operates on a lowkey.The national policy also
envisages that the private sector should provide the major
thrust in housing programmes in the years tc come. But, the
gavings in the form of financial assets of households have
beon largely pre—empted by the public sector and hence,

the availability of financial resources for private sector
housing progrommes has become a major constraint.,

a., Centralisation vis-a-vis decentraolisation,

(i) Implications., Two distinct but contrasting
approaches can be visualised: a highly centralised approach
(HCA) and a highly decentrilised approach (HDCA). Under the
HCA, on opex body con be visualised to control, supervise,
monitor and develop =21l hcusing and housing finance
activities in the country, covering both the public sector
and the private sector operations, The main advantage of

a HCA, g priori, is that the pattern of housing finance
operations all over the country would be developed accor-
ding to some unifori policy and guidelines, enabling a
free flow of rescurces within the country, inclusive of
financial, physicol and monpower resources, A HCA also
facilitates the development of o systematic monitoring
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programme and provides for economies in operations, par-
ticularly in regerd to mobilisation of resources.

However, in practice, any programme of extreme
centralisation leads bo delays, generates monopoly power
and vested interests, 2dds to the overhead and operational
costs and thercby results in higher effective burden on
the ultimatc beneficiary. Further, while an uniform opersm
tional spproach has its own advantages, it tends to
overlook the specific regional and local nceds and problems.
A uniform solution may often also deviate far from the
realities and needs of specific regions. On the other
hond, a HDCA which, a priori allows for adoption of
-policies, procedures and instruments as per the épecific
needs of vhe target people, would restrict the resource
mobilisation efforts to a limited radius, resulting in
creation of areas of surplus funds and inadequaté demand
on the one hond, and areas of inadequate funds but
insatiable demand, on the cther. National and regional
resources would tend to be misallocated and/or inadequately
'utilised, The influence and deminance of local political
intervénﬁion and patronage may be more difficult to
bcountervene in a regional or local set-up, than in a
nation@l—level institution, in the absence cf any distinct,
regulatory or monitoring agency.

Between the two extremes of a HCA and 2 HDCA,
various combinations ore possible, An appropriatc HCA-HDCA
mix should be made, keeping in view the needs of the
hoﬁe owners? populaticn, the resourccs constraints and
national policy objectives,
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(ii) Operational issues. Four main areas of

operations of a housing finance system may be examined,
wherein relevant snd useful features of a HCA and a HDCA
may be drawn upon.

The first issue relntes to mobilisation of resour-
ces, A viable Lousing finmnce system should be able to
mobilise the recuisite resources on its own, and should
not depend on budgetory allocations alone for o long time.
It would be desirable to incorporate in the proposed
housing finance system, the adventages of economies of
scale in mdbilisation of financial resources from the
national a.nc't"the international capital markets. As such,
a national resource mobilisation agency may be required
to tap such funds. In fact, many of the decentralised
units may not have the necessary expertise and/or status
and public image to mobilise funds from these avenues, or
for that matter, to maoke continucus study of alternative
sources of funds, their terms and cenditions, =2nd strike
o bargaoin when interest rates and other terms are most
favourable., This would be especially true when the
international capital morket hos to be tapped: large~scale
mobilisation might allow Jor ncegotiabtion of soft credit
terms, i.e., low interest rates, longer repayment period,
etc. The benefits of large-~scole resource mobilisation
could be passed on to the uvltimote beneficiary. The per
unit operational cost of resource mobilisction would also be
lower thon when several institutions mobilise small
amounts of resources independently.

Mobilisation of houscholds savings should,
however, be left to decentralised institutions, which
would be foamiliar with regional and local economic
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conditions, living patterns, consumption and savings
habits and other .aépects'of.local life, which have to

be taken into account when formulating appropriate and
realistic savings instruments, Mobilisation of local
savings through local institutions would alsc be a more
feasible and economical operational proposition. Host
importantly, local institutions should be given the main
responsibility for it is better, as a matter of principle,
to encourage private initiative, acumen mnd local effort.

Two different approaches are identifiable for the
mobilisation of resources on the basis of the experiences
of decentralised housing finance systems in the developed
cconomies, The first is the Anglo-American model based
on the principle of direct mobilisation of deposits from
“the household secctor, The second is the European model
based on the principlc of indirecct mobilisation of housew—
hold savings and direct mobilisation of non~household
savings through sale of bonds and debentures of varying
moturitics in the capital market, subscribed tc mainly
by institutions.

The direct individual=lcvel resource mobilisation
approach mekes use of the fiscal system to improve the
yield on mobilised resources, while the institutional-level
resource mobilisation approach basically offers a compe-
titive rate of interest on open market borrowings.

The main weakness of the Anglo-Americen model
arises from its policy of borrowing~short md lending-long
in & single cconomic activity. The system becomes highly
sensitive to inflation ond during the early eighties,
the system alnmost collapsed in the USA, as the yield on
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home loans became substantially lower than the cost of
freshly-mobilised resources. In the Buropean countries,
the higher cost of corporate public borrowings through the
capital market in terms of inflation can be passcd on

to the home owner but the housing finance institution
would also be affected to.an extent., The investors in the
capital market are also able to influence the terms of

the mortgage instruments. Further, the scope for public
borrowings through the capital market is limited in
low~income countries, with an under-developed capital

market.

In the Indian context, it would be desirable to
have a Jjudicious blend of both the resource mobilisation
opproaches for the housing finance system. While the
Mnglo~American approach to reach household savings
directly may be the strategy at the HDCA-level, the
European gpproach vig the capital market may be the
nucleus of the resource mobilisation strategy ot the
HCA-level,

A second major area of operations of the propescd
houging finance system would relate to pelicy formulation.
There are advantages in this function being performed
under a centralised agency. A uniform national housing
and housing finance plan and policy can be developcd which
would keep both national and local requirements in proper
perspective, Such a policy will offer an opportunity to
reduce inter—regional and inter-spatial differences in
housing constructions ond resources availability.

However, the national~level policy formulction activity
has to be based on o continucus flow of data and
information from the decentraliced arens of operctions,
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The third major aspect of operations relates to
home loan operations including appraisel, sanctions,
disbursement end recovery., While a centralised agency mey
draw broad guidelines, it would be desirable to leave the

regionai opecrational epproach to the
decentralised regional institutions. PFull autonomy must be
provided to them to formulatbte their own assessment
procedures, policies, crecdit norms and recovery measures,
among other things, so as to serve the needs of the
ultimate beneficiary, keeping in perspective the
institutional viability also,.

Pinally, the fourth major area of operatibns
relates to monitoring of the activities of the ultimate
beneficiaries, and this should also be performed at the
grass—root level., Guidance and directions on plans of
action may be formulated, however, at a centralised level,
based on feedback from the grass-roots level institutions.

c. Role of the public and the nrivate sectors. At

present, about four-fifth of the activities in housing in
the country, including home financing, is in the private
sector, In the formel heousing finance market, the public
sector plays, however, the dominant role. The predominant
overall role of:the’private sector is because of the large
informal housing finance market. 'However, little data

or organised information are available on activities in
the informal housing finance market or, for that matter,
even on the extent to which the private sector plan
investment targets are being realised. Some guantitative
evidence on the predominont role of the informal housing
finance market has been presented in Chapter ITI.
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In the private sector, only the HDFC provides
housing finance, but it .supplies about four per cent of
the onnunl finances in the formal housing finance market
and an even lower proportion (about one per cent) of the finan-
ces in the.fotal howsing finance market, Even if HIF(Q's operations
were to increase three-~fold over the next five years,
its relative share of o growing housing finence market
would remain small, The co-operative housing finance
societies play a more important role, but they function
more as intermediaories of other institutions (like the
LIC and the HUDCO) aond make little systematic effort to
mobilise housghold sector savings directly. There, thus,
is a need for a multi-fold growth of housing finance
agencies if the private sector targets for housing have
to be realised in the Seventh ond the .subseguent Plons.,

Public housing finance‘operations may not oppear
spectacular or cfficient in the Indian context. The
important reasons are that, in the first place, such
operations are exposed to more public scrutiny and judg-
ment than the operations cf the private sector and,
secondly, they are directed largely towards conventionally
"non~credit-~worthy" scctors, i.e., socially and economi~
cally weaker sections of the ..population, The financing
of such sectors is done at highly subsidised rates of
interest ond the effective cost burden becomes even
higher in view of greater likelihood of defaults., Hence,
it may not be wholly proper to emphasise only the wesk-
nesses of the public housing finance system, without
keeping these issues in perspective. In spite of scveral
inadequacies in their operations(sec Lall, 1982), public
housing finance intermediation through the HUDCO and octher
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agencies has encouraged low=cost housing and pioneered some
rural housing activities. The major problems of publicv
housing programmes emanate from resources constraint, lack
of initiative and innovative,g@proaches,- especially to
mobilise resources, poor monitoring and delivery systems, .
political intervention and bureaucratic practices. As a |
result, in spite of low-cost funds being made available,
the public sector institutions are, by and large, not able
to operate in an optimal manner,

One thing is clear nevertheless: the housing sector
gets adequate feedback on public housing finance activities but
negligible feedback is available on the unorgonised informal
housing finance activities. Therefore, the policy for the
Seventh Plan and the subsequent Plans should be directed
towards, in the first place, roising the public sector
investment outlay in housing; secondly, providing the
facilities, particulafly finances,; to enable the private
sector to undertcke the target Plan activities; and,
thirdly, adequately monitoring the private sector activities,
so that Plan targets are attained, and bottlenecks, if any,
are resolved sufficiently in time.

It may be desirable, therefore, to raise the share
of the public sector in housing to, seay, 25 per cent of
the national housing activity. It would also be desirable
to raise the share of the private sector in the formal
housing finance market to the level of 25-35 per cent so
that the formol housing finance market would gradually
constitute, over the next decade, about one-=half of the

otional housing finance msrket. Such o development would
be desirable in the national interest and particularly in
the context of attaining Plon targets, because housing
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sctivities financed through the organised housing finance
market would be more amenable to effective monitoring.

The increased role for the public sector, as has been
proposed here, should be evaluated in the perspective of
attainment of Plan targets. At a later stage, when the
housing finznce system would have developed sufficiently
and o good and effective information system for monitoring
of activities in housing, both in the public and the
private sectors, has been built'up, o gradual reduction

in the rolec of the public sector is proposed.

3. Components of a New Housing Finance System

a. Perspective and approach, The snalysis of the
housing finance morket in five towns in Chapter III, and
in other studies, haos shown that only a small proportion
of new housing investment benefits from institutional

financing., The major advontages of organised housing
finance intermediation in an economy are the induction
of financial discipline, efficiency in resources use,
responsiveness to notionzl priorities and targets and net
accretion to national development activities. As far as
the specific sector, nomely, housing,is concerned, insti-
tutional financing =llows for a more systematic develop-
ment and regulation of activities, as pexr the policies

of the government =nd the norms of local bodies. The
first need then is to create and extend the institutional
framework for housing finance,

The analysis in Chaopter III, based on experiences
of home owners in five selected towns, alsc revealed the
need to meet the housing finance nceds of low=-incone
households, on the cnc hond, ond middle inceme and
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relatively affluent households, on the other. The approach
and terms of financial.intermediation for the two distinct
income groups have to be necegsarily different, There does
not seem to be a nee& to develop any speczial financial
intermediation for very affluent houscholds at high

. - 20
income 1evels.w~/

A prereguisite for a viable housing finance system
is the development of en institutional structure spanning
the entire country., As publié resources through existing
financial institutions are limited, it is necessary that
the éyStem should be built through an expanding number of
institutions at the regional level that mobilise resources
specifically for housing directly from households. An
institutional set-up which depends unduly on governmendt
allocations tends to rapidly lose its dynamism and
flexibility.

Thus, in the first place, a national-lcvel
institution should be established to promote and build
independent regional institutions, The local institutions
would gradually have to develop the delivery system of
housing finance to all groups of people in the country
~and spread their operations progressively to low~income
and other less credit-worthy beneficiaries, The process
of institutional development, thercfore, has to |
have a long-term perspective, However,; & short~term
perspective in the context of the impending Sevonth
Plan would be of immediate importance also.,

20/ Nc system of housing finance, with the requisite
monetary ceilings on loans, would be able to meet any
gignificant proportion of housing finance needs of very
high income groups. Available evidence also suggests
that they are not really interested in institutional
intermediation. '
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The viability of any housing finance system has to
e ensured and will depend not only on its capacity to
mobilise househiold savings at regional levels and to provide
home loans, but also on the availebility of support\
Tacilities to home loan originators to spread their risk
ond to have an access to some form of 'refinancing. At the
some wime, it is essential to establish o forum which would
contribute towords developing appropriate housing and
housing finance policies.

b. Proposed housing finsnce system, A three-~ticr system
iz proposed, apart from some support facilities, to develop
a healthy ord viablc housing finance system,

(i) Housing Advisory Board (HAB). The HAB will form
“he tov tier of the proposed housing finance system. It will
ha besicolly on advisory body to provide political guidancce

ord olso help in cvolving appropriate housing policies,
suggest annual housing sector allocations and promote broad
guidelines relevant to development of the housing sector,

The HAB will be constituted of the Council of
Contral and Stnte Housing Ministers, under the Chairmanship
of the Union Minister of Works and Housing., It will
comprise both officicl and non=official members,

(1ii) Nationgl Housing Finance Corporation (NHFC).
The sccond tier of the nronnsed mousing finance syshem would

be o national level specialised housing finance institution,
%o be colled the Nabtiongl Housing Pinance Corporation (NHEFG).
The NHFC moy be set up under the Indion Companies Act, 1956.
TH w11l be desiraoble not to designate the national level
irgtioution as an Yauthority! or a 'bank!'!, as the former
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nonenclature genérally suggests a bureauvcratic non--
financial function, and the latter'may be misconstrued.
by the banking authorities and misunderstood by the
people,

The NHFC should represent all interests that are

4

concernec with the developuent of a healthy housing
finance systemn. Itz Doard of Directors should, therefore,
inelude representatives of the Central governuent (e.g.,
Ministry of Works and Housing, Planning Commnission and
Ministry of Finance), State governments, national and
regional institutions engaged in housing fincnce activi--
ties and individual experts. The gize of the Board
should be restriotéﬂ to a manageable nuiuber, say, 10 to

12 meubers, so that it does not develop into a debating
socievy'! but onerates as an effective policy making body.
While the Board should be responsive to nabional policies
formulated by the government, care should be taken to
ensure that it is not unduly exposed to political inter-
vention and to bureaucratic practices. The meinbers of
the Board should be professionals, with a good knowledge
and/or experience of the intiicaciesg of national and
intemmational finances, capital markets, housing problemns,
housihg econoinics, housing policy, etc. I% would be
desirable to also cunsurc that neither the nominees of the
puolic seector institutions nor the privave sector insti.-
tutions have a direct majority oa the Board.

It would be cesirable to have as the Chairman
of the Board of Directors of the NEFC, a distinguished
person of proven .erit, integrity and professional
competence. The position may not necessarily be a full-

time one, Some of the Directors wmay be full.-time members.



The main functions of the NHFC should be:

(a) %o vnromote and develop independ dent,
autononous and financially viable housing
finance corporations, serving regional

houging aarkets;
(b) +to 1ovilise resources:
(c) to develop .1=mpower developnent programnes:

(&) %o build a management inforaation sy ster,
monitoring and evaluatory system, data

bank, etc.; and

(e) to assist the HAB in formulating housing

policy.

In its prowotional and developaental role,; the
NHFC should help the regional housing finance ingtitutions
in cesigning the right borrowing and lending instruments
and providing in the initial years, at the request ~of
the regional institutions, technical, finencial and
adininistrative support Ho bring to life regional
ingtitutions which local initiative and local investors
might want *n create, However, the NHFC should examine
thoroughly the necessity, potentvial and viability of the
proposed regionzl insvitutions which way seek its support
The NHFC should not get Airectly involved in avy lolus
processing and disbursenent activity at the regionzl
level, It may lowsvel, have, to monitor the activities
of the regional institutions as they would be the
cepository of household savings and public funds which
they may have been able to nobilise;partly or mainly,
through the direct and indirect support provicded to
then by the NHFC,



- 146 -

The resource mobilisation function should be
restricted to large-scale mobilisation from the national
and international capiteal markets. A national level
institution, a priori, can negotiate the flow of resources
on competitive basis and on goft terms as regards interest
rate, repayment period, etec., end the benefits that flow
from these economies could then go to the benceficiary.

In fact, it is felt that meny of the regional institutions
may not have the expertise and standing to raise resources
on their own from the national and international capital
markets and their resource mobilisation efforts would have
to be restricted Ho the regional level, In view of the
phenomenor. of resourcce=surplus and resource-deficit

regions in a largc country like India, it would be desirable
to provide o chamnel for tronsfer of resources from surplus
arcas to deficit aoreas.

In order to promote the growth and development of
a regional housing finance delivery system, the financial
support of NHFC to the regional institutions may be in the
- form of equity copital, ond in the initial years, some
financial support in the focrm of loans and subscriptions
to debentures that oy be floated by the regional
institutions. The investiment of the NHFC in the regional
inatitutions moy be for o limited period and the loan
assistsnce should ke grodually phased out so that the
regional institutions are able, over o period of tine,
to mobilise resources largely through their own efforts
and from instidtutions and the capital market within the
region. The real test of the potenbial growth of the
national housing finonce systen is how fast the leocal
regional institutions can mobilise resources themselves,
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The NHFC should not become merely an agency to raise
resources and provide theui to the regiongl institutions,
as such a practice will discourage local initiative zand
enterprise and would develop into a scheme siailar to
govermment credit allocations. The support of the NHFC
to the regional instvitutions should ve purely promotional

and, in case of need, as a lender of the last resort,

The NHFC shoulc proVide soie assistance on
special terms to regional home loan institutions in order
to undertake financing of convéntionally less--Tavoured
schemss in the econony, including social housing, rural
housing, slua upgradation, etc. But such activities
should not become the main area of operations of the NHFC.

The NHFC should develop a strong research
expertise in projection of demand and supply of housing
stock, housing finance needs of different sectors of the
gsociety and a continuous assessmentv of short—-term and
long--term needs of the housing finance sector., It should
continuously monitor the trends in interest rates, credit
terms, etc.y; in the iuportant capital markets all over the
world, study the trends in the flow of funds within
the economy,  build up a strong data bank and management
information system and be a repository and disseminzatidon agency of
information and data on the latest developments (including

technical developments) in the housing sector.

Finally, the NHFC should strengthen the manpower
base of the regional institubions by developing anc
conducting appropriate manpower development programmes at
the national and regional levels, These progremmes should



not only impart knowledge and skills to officials in the
housing Tinance institutions but should also familiarise
them with the national perspective, regional specialities
ané abv the netional level, the formulation of appropriate
housing and housing finance policiies,

-~

The proposed sources of funds of the NHFC are:

(1) Bquity capital to be contributed by the
Central government, the Reserve Bank of
India, and bankinrz and financial institutions;
(ii) Resources 1to be mobilised from contractual
savings institutions; and

(iii) Loeans.

The NHFC may also develop special saving
instiumenis like housing bonds and housing bearer bonds
to movilise household savings on a national basis, to be
used exclusively by the housing sector. Such savings

instruments are exomined in section 6 of this chapter.

(iii) Housing savings and loan banks(HSLB).

The thircd tier of the proposed housing finance system is

constituted of the regional-level housing finance institu-—~
tiong, which may be called Housing and Savings Loan Bank
(HSLB)., TLe HSLBs would be the operational window of the
national housing finzncs system, for they would basically
mobilise household savings and provide home loans to
individuals within their Jjurisdiction. The initiative

to ;sev up HSLBs should normally come from individuals

and institutions al the regional level. In only very
special cases, when for example, the national policy would

like to develop housing finance intermediation in specific
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areas, the initiative to set up HSLBs in specific locations may be
taken up by the NHFC. However, the NIFC-sponsored HSLBs should be
limited in number.

The mgin functions of the HSLBs should be:

(i) to mobilise household savings at the local levelss

(ii) to develop and float savings schemes, keeping in
perspeetive local conditions and habits:; and

(iii) to provide home loans at the local level.

The H5LBs would, thus, be primary--level mobilisers of
household savings and primary mortgage--originating institutions.

The suggested sources of funds of the HSLBs are:

(i) equity capital to be:contributed by the promoters,
mcmbers, NHFC and others who may be interested;

(ii) sevings to be mobilised from the houschold sectors
(iii) resources to be mobilised from the capital market; and

(iv) assistance from the NHFC.

The assistance from the NHFC may be matched te the
resource mobilisation efforts of the HSLB ond its group of target
beneficiarics (by income groups and arcas). Spccial assistance on
gsoft terms may be provided tec encourage the flow of home loans 1o
social housing schemes, low income groups, rural housing, etc. The
NHFC may also provide guarantce to the debentures that may be
floated by the HSLB,

It should be the endeavour of the housing finance systenm
to ensure that the HSLBs do not depend unduly on the NHFC for
financial assistance, for the success of the nationol housing
finance system will ultimately depend on the capability and
success of the HBLBs te wobilise resources through their own
efforts,

It moy be mentioned that the three-tier housing finance
system that has been propesed in this report is, in its struct-~
ural form, similar to that which was proposed by the Mukharjee Group.



In view of the difficulties that are likely to
arise,when'regional institutions have to maintain a continuous
relationship wivh a natis rl-level institution, it would be
desirable to have a Stale~level co-ordinating agency, which
will represent the interests of local istitutions within
the State., In the case of Union Territories, o single
co—ordinating agency may be set up. A fear is, however,
expressed in some quartcers, that a State~level institution
may introduce burcoucratic practices, which may hamper the
development of independent housing finance institutions at
the grass~roots level. The two contrasting views have to be
considered, before deciding the cxact form of co-ordination
between the local institutions and the national institution
at the State level.

4. BSupport Institutions ond Instruments

The viability of a housing finance system camnot be
ensured only by the development of ingtitutions and instru-
ments to mobilise regional and national savings and inter-
national resourées, and by moking available institutional
finances to individunls all over the country. In order to
develop the housing finonce systcm into o wide-based
reality, certain measures arc nceded to be token up
simultoneously to mointoin the economie ond finaoneial
viability and independencc of the regional housing -:finance
instituticns, Severnl possibilities have becn suggested
from time to time regording mortgage insurance and a
secondary mortgage market in the housing finance sector.gl/
The desirobility of setting up such institutions is now
exonined.,

- sl dia e P

21/ Por example, see the Reports of several official
~" Committees, choired by, nsmely, D!Souza, (1977)
Shah, (1978) and Mukharji,(1981). Also, see Lall,(1982).
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a., Mortgage insurance., The primery function of mortgage

insurance is to spread risk so that mortgage-—originating
institutions are encourag.& to take risk against defoult
and extend their operations to small, under-developed and,
hitherto, unserviced arccs, ond to low-income individuals
who may not be eligible to receive institubtional support

in terms of conventional norms. Mortgage insuraonce provides
a provective umbrella to mointain the viability of the
ortgage~originating institutions when they attempt to

widen the scope of their operations.

The crucial issues which have to be examined in
the Indian context are:

i, Extent of insurance cover;
ii, Incidence of insurance premium; ond

iii., ILinkage between premium ocmount and oute-
standing loaon,

In countries where mortgoge insurance has become
a composite feature of the housing finance system, the
insurance cover is never for the full amount of the loan.
In the USA, for exanple, nortgage insuraonce covers about
20 per cent.of the home loan. PFull coverage is not
considered necessary as the financial institution has
assessed the borrower to be Yeredit-worthy® to a substan-
tial esbent, TFurthar, the extent of cover moy be, &
priori, related to th: income or location of the borrower,
The twe issues thet would, therefore, arise in any
examinaotion of the feosibility and need of o mortgage
ingurance systen aré, the extent of cover and the criteria
that determine the cover. In some countries like the
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Philippines, mortgage insurance has been confused with life
insurance; such an anomaly needs to be eschewed.

International experience on mortgage insurance
reveals that the incidence of the premium is always on the
ultimate beneficiary, the home owner. A priori, this secems
logical as financial institubtions can shift forward the
burden.

On grounds of equity, however, all beneficiaries
should bear a part of the burden of the mortgage insurance
premium, The financial institution, on the one hand, can
extend its operations, have a larger turnover and eamm
larger profits, and on the other hond, the home owner gets
occess to institutional finance, which ordinarily may not
have been forthcoming, The mortgage insurance system would
also help to raise the home~lozon to home-~value ratio and
extend the amortisation period, if required, so that the
IMI can be fixed at a level which o home owner might find
appropriate at his current level of income,

In India, potential home-loan aspiramts can
be classified into threec cotegoriess

A: High-~income individuals, who can provide
adequate collateral;

Ry Middle~income individuals, with fixed income,
mainly from salary and investment, who cannot
provide ~dequate collateral; aond

C: Low-income individunls, whc would crdinarily
not be considered eligible for institutional
finonce and who, at best, cmn provide only
morginal collateral,
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The experience of institutions providing home
loans in India has shown that Category B individuals are
keen to repay their debts at the earliest, as there is some
stigma attached to debt. A simple way to facilitate
recovery of debt, in: case of defauldb, especiélly in the case
of the salary income class, may be to intimate to the
referces or to the cmployer. Alternatively, in the case of
anployees in the organised sector, thc HII may be deducted
directly at source by the cmployer and forwzrded to the
financial institution in the same way as provident fund
contribution, LIC premium, staff loan repayment, income~tax,
ete., is deducted at source and placed/forwarded appropr-
iately. As such, it moy be undesirable to burden such
category of potential home owners with an insurance premium,

Category A borrowers would be oble to provide
adequate security of fixed ossets and, ordinarily, a
mortgage insurance cover may be superfluous, though the
burden may not be heavy for this category of potential
home owners, It is in the case of Category C borrowers
that institutional risk may be the maximum, and mortgage
insurance may make an otherwise unviable home owner, a
vigble pfoposition. However, this is the category which
is most unfavourably placed to bear any additional cost on
a home loan. |

ne possibility might be to introduce o differcn~—
tial premium rate, linked to amcunt of loan and/or income
of the beneficiary. The rate would be moximun for
Category A( who can afford to pay) ond lowest for Cotegory B
(who may find it difiicult to bear but whose repoyment can
be institutionalised to reduce the cost of collection; and

the benefit thereof pacscd on to the borrower). The
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premium has to be moderate for Category C (who will find it
a large burden in any case, but without such an additional
burden, the access to ir:titutional finance may not be
forthcoming). Some element of subsidisation may be consie
dered for Category C home~loan aspirants.

The objective of mortgage insurance in India would
be to spread the risk of morigage-~originating institutions
by passing a part or whole of it +to others, so that in
case of default, they could recoup their investment, This
purpose can also be served by facilitating the sale of
mortgaged property., At prcsent, foreclosure of mortgages
under the Indian legal system is time—~consuming and
complicated, often involving legal tmngles extending upto
ten years, Simplification of foreclosurec procedurcs and
quick judicial decisions mny be o more practical approach
than a system of mortgage insurance., Further, if the
threat of foreclosurc is large, then even moutgage insur-
ance may become an unworkable proposition for, aot a
reasonable cost to the beneficiary, it would be viable only
when the level and possibility of foreclosure is low.
Finally, in a country, where eviction of unauthorised
squatters can become a hoet political issue and that of
tenants olmost impossible, it is feared that eviction of
legal home owners from their own houses, in case of
default, moy not be a practical proposition even if the
foreclocure system is rationalised.

In cose a decision is taken in favour of intro-
ducing mortgage insurance into the housing finence system,
the main issue woui’ be, whether the function should be
undertaken by a new institution or by an existing
ingtitution. In order to restrict operational cost and to



enable the services to be immediately available, there is
some merit in not setting up a new mortgage insurance
institution. The GIC, w.th its proven expertise, capability
and operational network all over the country, can be
entrusted with the task of providing en insurance cover

to mortgage~originating institutions.,

Alternative schemes may be formulated, taking into
account the differenticl implicit risk of category A, B and
C home loan aspirants, their ability to bear the premium
burden, the institutional share of the premium cost, etc.
In this comnection, it may be desirable to examine also the
feasibility of extending the services of the Deposit and
Credit Guarantee Corporation into the area of mortgage

insurance of hoae loaons,

b. Secondary mqrﬁgage morket institution. While
mortgage insurance would spread risk of the wortgage—origi-
nating institutions, there would still remain the problem
of increasing the liquidity of the mortgage~originating
sector, The liguidity problem becomes crucial as no
resource mobilisation scheme would provide all the resources
required for the full locn-omortization period. The nced
for some form of refinsncing mechanism to strengthen a
viable housing finance systenm becomes clear,

The nain functicn of a seccndary mortgage morket
institution is to increase the liquidity of the primary
mortgage~originating institutions, The primary institu-
tions would sell off their mortgages, partially or wholly,
in the secondary mo.tgage market., International experience,
however, shows thae¢ in mony countries with on organised
housing finance syster and alsc a developed mortgage
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insurance system, a secondary moritgage market institution
has not been introduced, mainly because the refinancing
function for the primary .ortgage-originating sector is
performed by existing financial institutions. Hence, two
issues should be examined when contenplating the
introduction of a secondary mortgage maiket system:

(1) The state of the primary mortgage market,
that is whether it is large enough to
support a special secondary mortgage markets
and

(ii) Whether institutions do not exist which can
refinance the primary mortgage sector.

The secondary mortgage market eaxrns its income
through spread between the prices for buying and selling
of the mortgages, and in the process it contributes to
the liquidity of the mortgage-originating institutions.
The viability of the secondary mortgage market and the
extent of the services that it can offer would, therefore,
directly depend upon the size of the primary mortgasge—
originating sector. The secondary mortgage market cagn serve
a useful purpose only if it con generate long—term lending,
but if the problem is to mobilise household savings only,
then there is no g Efiori case for a secondary mortgage
market institution.

In India, the state of the primary mortgage market
suggests that it is too early +o introduce o specianlised
secondary mortgage institution. The following reasons
may be ascribed:
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(i) The annual activity of organised primary
mortgage—~originating sector is estimated
at around ?3 100 crcre;

(ii) substantial funds are available with many
existing institutions for possible investiment
in the primary mortgage sector, e.g., LIC,
GIC, Provident Punds, UTI, etc.;

fiii) Once housing is given the status of an
industry, the IDBI may refinance housing
loans in the urban sector and the NABARD
may refinance housing loans in the rural
sector; and

(iv) With the setting up of the NHFC, some degree
of refinancing support would be gvailable,

M importont issue that has to be cousidered in the
context of a secondary mortgage market and a refinancing
mechanism to the primary mortgage morket, is the treatment
of mortgage paper. In order to give to the mortgage papér
a degree of liquidity, it may be desirable to accord to
it the seme legal status as is presently gronted to shares,
debentures and bonds., Such a practice would allow for
contractual savings tco be diverted into the refinancing
of the primary mortgage sector. Two points nced to be
indicated., In the first place, it may be desirable for
primary mortgage—~originating institutions to maintain the
mortgoge paper for at lcast a specified proportion of the
amortization period (say, one~fourth or one-third).
Secondly,, contractual sovings institutions like the
provident fund and gratuity fund moy be permitted to bwy
the mortgage paper in the same way o8 govermment securities,

c. Second mortgage cn property. The analysis in
Chapter III has scown that o home owner has to top multiple
sources to mobilise the requisite volume of finances for his
house, Very often, he also has to borrow from more than
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one financial institution., Such a recourse is limited in
the absence of adequate collateral assets; other than the
house. It would, there.ure, be desirable to develop a
system that will facilitate multiple mortgages, that is,
2 home owner can mortgage the Same property to two or
three organised-sector financial institutions. As each
institution would desire to have the first claim on the
mortgaged proPerty in case of defauit, the mortgage
insurance mechmnism would have to be adapted to insure
the property-linked loan amount to fully cover sgually
the risk of each of the institutional lenders. Alters
natevely, the consortium approach to house loan operations
may be considered.

5. Major Stimulants to Mobilise Resources

Even if long-term institutional finances are made
available to a potential home owner at a reasonable and
affordoble rate of interest, somec supplementary measures
are desirable to induce him to approach finanecial
institutions, take a home loan ond acquire o house. At
the same time, given the resources constraint in a develop-
ing economy ond the large petential demond for housing lomns,
it would be necessary to have some contribution by the home
owner_infthé financing of his'house. Household sayings
have to be genersted also to provide resources to the
housing finance systen,

The bulk cf houschold savings in the country today
is mobilised in non-financial forms. The prospcct of
home ownership ccvld stimulate the transfer ¢f non-finsncial
savings assets inte financial savings assets. To activate
this transfer process oand to allow also for some
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reallocation of the existing level of financial savings,
special financial savings instruments would have to be

developed.,

a. Piscal measures, In several countries, the tax
system has been effectively used to provide a stimulus to
investment in the housing sector by accelerating the rate
of flow of houschold savings., This has been done
principally in two ways:

(i) Deductions in computation of personal income
tax base and income tax liability; end

(ii) preferential tax treatment of investment
income, '

The deductions from the personal income tax base are
allowed for interest paid on home loans, local taxes like
property tax, local charges like ground rent and deprecia-
tion on rentalr preperty. Preferential tax treatment is
granted to rental income, interest income on deposits kept
with housing finance institutions, dividends on equity
shores md interest on debentures of housing finance

institutions.

(i) Existing provisions., Under the Indian
Income~tax law, the major fiscal reliefs that are provided

to the housing sector ares

2. Section 80L of the Incomec Tax Act, 1961, permits
dividend income on investment in equity share capital of
the HDFC and interest incoeme on deposits with housing
finance institutions to be exempiegdpubject to an overall
monetary ceiling of Rs 7,000, available to income from

specified monetory assets.
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b, Section 24 zllows for full deduction of
interest paid on home loans in the case of both self~occupied
property (SOP) and rer’ od property. The deduction was
allowed, upto the assessment year 1983-84, only for a house
already constructed and not for a house under construction,
The scope of Scction 24 was extended through the Fineance
Act 1963, effective from the assessment year 1984-85. Now
the full intefest peid on home loans during construction
period is allowed to be deducted in five eguated annual
instalments, commencing from the year of occupation,

c. Section 24 also permits deduction of several
other items of expenditure in computing the personal income
tax base. A two-tier system is followed under which, in the
first place, the net annual value (NAV) is computed for a
newly~constructed house by deduction of all municipal taoxes
borne by the owner from his rental income, The NAV upto
Rs 3600 per srmum per residential unit is exempt from
personal income tax in case the construction of the house
was completed after March 31, 1982. The monetary ceiling
is Rs 2400 for a house costructed between April 1, 1978 and
March 31, 1982, and it is Rs 1200 for a house constructed
between April 1, 1970 and March 31, 1978.

In the casc of self-occupied property, one~half
of the NAV (i.e., rent notionally receivable, less municipal
taxes borne by the owner) or Rs 3600, whichever is lower
is deductible, subject to the condition that such notional
income will notl in any case exceed 10 per cent of the
income from 211 sources other than SOP, In other words,
under no circuau-tances can incomé from SOP exceed one-tenth
of the income from all other sources. |
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The Bonafide Annual Value (BAV) for purposes of
furth.r deductions under the income tax law is NAV less
exempt rental income,

The foliowing deductions are then permissible from
the BAV for purposes of computing the tax base:

(i) Insurance premium 100 per cent
(ii) Annual charges 100 per cent
(iii) Ground rent 100 per cent
(iv) Vacancy allowance 100 per cent
(v) Land revenue 100 per cent
(vi) Interest on borrowed
capital 100 per cent
(vii) Repairs 1/6th of BAV
(viii) Collection charges 6 per cent of BAV
(ix ) TUnrealised rent in Iimited to income from
respect of earlier years property otherwise
computed

No evidence has to be provided for deduction for
repairs, but evidence would have to be provided for deductions
under other heads,

Thus, the tax base for rental income is:

Rental income less punicipal taxes less exempt
rental income less specified deductions,

d. Secction 54 allows exemption from capital gains
tax for long-term gains that accrue from sale of a house
if thege goins are invested in anovher house within o year,
irrespective of vhether the house is self-cccupied or let
out, However, upto 31st March 19839 the cxemption was
evellable only if the house was self-occupied.
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e, Section 197(A) allows small-income individual/
household not subject to personal income tax, to claim
exemption from deductiu.i of tax at source on the savings
with housing finance institutions.

f. Deprcciztion 2t the rote of 5. per cent per ammum
ie permitted for residentisl units which are rented out,
but this deduction is not permitted for a self-occupied
housc,

g. The Wealth-tax Act (section 5) provides for
exemption to an owner=occupied house upto a value of Rs 2
lakh (the monetary ceiling was Rs 1 lakh prior to the
Finance Act, 1984),

h, Scction 80 CC relief was available for investe
ments in eguity shares of HDFC until it was withdrawn through
the Finance Act 1984, This section provided for deduction
of investment in equity shares of priority companies from -
the personal income~tox bose, subject to o specified
monetary ceiling.

It moy be desirable to restrict the number of fiscal
incentives for housing as also for other sectors in the
economy, One or two major fiscal incenkives should be
adeguate, but they ~mnecd to be so designed thot their
effect on mobilisaotion of savings ond in stimulating
housing sector investments would be substantial without
adding to the alrecdy voluminous tax laws,
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(ii) Proposed fiscal incentives at home ownerts level,

a. Housing ir regtment allowance. In the industrial
sector, a major fiscal incentive which accounts for over
one~half of the total fiscal incentives availed of by

corporate assessees (Lall, 1983a) and which ~has been
found to be easy %o implement, is the investment gllowance
(Section 32A). A corporate asscssce is allowed to deduct

25 per cent or 35 per cent of the investment in new plant

and machinery (the higher rate, if the plant machinery

is developed with indigenous technical knOWuhow’) over the
first eight assessment years. The advantage of this incentive
is that an assessee with otherwise substantial taxable income,
can claim the full relief in the very first year and thereby
the value of the fiscol relief in real terms is substantially
higher than if its availability is spread over a period of
years., The cash-flow of the assessee improves and there is a
definite improvement in the rate of return., As this

incentive has a priority over all other incentives, it has
become the most successful ond popular fiscal incentive

used by corporate agscssces,

There is no reason why o similar relief may not be
granted for investment in housing., On grounds of equity,
such an incentive would be desirable for it would eliminate
the discriminotion agrinst housing sector investment as
compared to investment in the .industry and services sectors,
the latter including hofels, transport, etc, It is
recommended, thercfore, thnt a Housing Investment Allowance
(HIA) may be incorporated into the income tax lawpnder which
a specified proportion of the investment in a house is
deductible from the personal income~tax base of the asscssee
over the first cight assessment years. A monetary ceiling



- 164 -

may be prescribed on the total deductions so that the scheme
does not discriminate substentially in favour of higher
income-tax assessees, FTor example,; those whose annual incone
exceeds Rs 1 lakh, Further, a monetary ceiling may be
placed on deductions in each assessment year, so that
revenue loss in any particular year may not be ‘oo high.

In case the national housing policy is to encourage owner-
occupied.housing, o preferential rate of deduction may be
granted for investment in owner-occupied houses or,
alternatively, a lower rate may be allowed on investment in
rental houses.

The case for a HIA will be further reinforced once
'housing' is classified as an 'industry! =nd given a
priority status for purposes of resource allocation.

A special advantage of a HIA is that the full value
of the house property would have to be declared to claim
the maximum HIA; and to that extent, the practice of underw-
valuation of house property amd of the role of black money
will be restricted,

b. Depreciation allowance. Till the time a HIA

beconies a part of the income~tax system, depreciation should
be permitted at the rate of 10 per cont per amum (i.e.,

the value of the house should be fully depreciated in 10
years), irrespective of whether the house is self~occupied
or rented out, At present, deprcciation is restricted %o
rental properiy at the rate of 5 per cent,

c. Existing incentives. The deduction of interest
on home loons (Section 24) should be continued, but some
monetary ceiling moy be imposed. Also, the tax benefit
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should be restricted to interest deduction on home loans
for the first house owned by the assessee, The other
permitted deductions .nder Section 24 should be continued
in their present form.

(iii) PFiscal incentives at institutional level,
The ultimate success of z housing finance system would

depend on the capacity of regional institutions to mobilise
houscholds savings. In this light, it would be desirablec

to extend the scope of relief under Section 80L which grants
a preferential tax treatment to income from investment in
housing finance institutions subject to the monetary

ceiling of Rs 7,000, A scparate monctary ceiling of Rs 2,000
may be specifically granted for income from investment in
housing finance institutions for an initial period of five
years, The matter may be reviewed thereafter, The scope

of Section 54 should be extended to permit capital gains
from the sale of a house to be exempt from the capital

gains tax if they are invested with a bousing finance
institution: as a fixed deposit for a minimum specified
period, say five years,

(1v) Fiscal policy at corporcte level, At present,
the contribution of the corporate sector to the rnational

housing effort is minimal. A few large corporate units
build houses for their employees to a limited extent in

me jor towns and to a larger extent in areas which are
under—-developed and which do not have adequate housing
facilities foi potential staff, Some of the major corporate
units also provide home loaons to their staff to purchase

or build their own house, Data are not available on the
total contribution of the corporate~séctor, both public

and private, to investment in housing.
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I the housing strategy for the Seventh Plan, it
would be desirable to utilise the full potential of the
corporate sector to moovide finances for housing. This
may be possible through providing to it suitable fiscal
incentives to undertake housing investment, at least for
their own staff. Expenditure on house consbtruction for
staff should be entitled to the proposed HIA relief
in the same way as the existing investment allowance
In the case of home loans given to staff mcmbers Ly
corporate units, 40 per cent of the loan amount is
presently deductible as an expenditure item in the year of
disbursement, under Section 32(1)(iv), effective from
April 1, 1979. The extent of deduction may be raised to
60 per cent.

The fiscal incentives suggested above would stimulate
corporate sector financing of housing programmes. However,
as the housing problem, cspecially in urban areas, is also
accentuated by the growth in corporate sector operations, it
seems reagsonable that the sector should also contribute mane

datory to the national. rescurce mobilisation efforts for
housing. Some scheme should be developed for this purpose,

b. Government regulatory measures. Two regulatory
measures at the State level are mdjor constraints on new
housing activibties. They are the rent control legislation

and the urban lond ceiling legislation. It would be
desirable to rationalise these legislations to stimulate
investment in the housing sector. Apart from such raticna-—
lisation, it is also desirable to simplify the procedures
for forecldsures of mortgages and the development of home
mortgages into o convenient marketable ond legal -
instrument.,
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(i) Rent control regulation, In a situation of
rising rentals and uncertainty of tenure of tenants, State
governments have int oduced rent control legislations to
provide protection to tenanis so that they have security
of tenure and arec able to obtain residential accommodation
at a reasonablc cost, The inhereut merits of both these

objectives are still relevant,

Most of thc rent control legislations wer. enacted
by State governments during the sixties (Andhra Pradesh,
Assam, Goa, Daman & Diu, Jammu & Kashmir, Karnataka, Kerala,
Orissa, rondicherry and Tamil Nadu) or .she seventies
(Punjab, Haryana, Himochal Pradesh, Meghalaya, and Uttar
Prodesh), An importont structural change has, however,
occurred during the last decade in the relative composition
of tenants and 1andlords; M increasing proportion of
tenants is now constituted of corporate bodies and
individuals belonging to high income groups and an increas-
sing proportion of landlords belong %o the middle-income
group, including retired individunls and others who have a
need for their own c¢ o..iodation after retircmont and/o:
for o reasonable rcturn on their housing investment.

Very often; in thec casc of such landlords, the investment
in their house property might have exhausted the bulk of
their life-time savings, The existing rent control
legislations have become inequitable in the case of such
'weaker' tenonts and landlords.

- Another consequence of the present rent control
legislation is that while it protects the tenants of the
past, it is ineguitable to future tenants who will,
becouse of the legislation, be deprived of reascnable
rental accommodation, The restrictions on rentals and



- 168 -

difficulties in evicting the tenants under the existing
rent control acts have contributed to the depression in
the investment clim~.e for rental housing .activity.

With limited rental income and increasing statutory
ligbilities (e.g., property tax, wabter tax, seavenging
tax, fire tax, education cess, income tax on rental income,
etc.), the net rate of return on rental housing inv stment
has become uneconomic,

A relaxation in the rent control laws would
certainly serve as a stimulus to house construction for
rental purposes. While the interests of the tenant should
be protected, consistent with that objecctive, some flexie
bility could be introduced in the rent control laws. This
is the view shared by sceveral official committces. The
Task Forece on Financing of Urban Development (1983)
appointed by the Plamning Commission has discussed this
issue in detail., Action broadly on the lines suggested
by the Task Force may be considerecd.

(ii) Urbon l...u ceiling regulstion, As regards ihe
urban land ceiling regulation, namely, the Urban Land
Ceiling Act, 1976 (UICA), the primary purpose is to achieve
a more equitable distribution of lond to subserve the

common good, In effect, the scarce urban land was to be
frozen and made available for public use, particularly to
public housing for economically weaker scctions of the
population, The UICA has, however, achieved very little,
As the Task Force on Shelter for the Urban Poor and Slum
Improvement, Plenning Commission (1983) points out, "The
Act ran into a lot of difficulties, Out of the 3,50 lakh
hectarcs of land declared surplus, hardly 500 hectares
have been tcocken over. The nuaber of housing units
constructed on surplus land is insignificant® (p. xxi).



In effect, new land is practically not available
for private sector housing programmes. The release of
urben land for housi ' is very irregulars. At times, the
frozen urban iand is released by public sector agencies
at exorbitant rates, often through public auctions,

Thesge public auctions have led to spiralling urban land
prices all over,ga/ As a result, private sector housing
activity is now possible only on very high—cost, periodi-
calliy~released new lond, reclaimed 1and and land
available through demolition of existing structures.

, It needs %o be stressed that acquisition of land
is the first step in the series of intcr~related economic
activities which ultimately provide = home to the indi-
vidual., It is essentiol, therefore, to moke available
lond on o more liberal basis, Safeguards would have to be
made to ensure that the bulk of the land is not cornered
by o few to construct residenticl units for exclusive
groups of individuals, |

22/ The Task Force on Shelter for the Urban Poor and
Slum Improvement, Plarming Commission (1983), has
presented an interesting illustration of the
situction in Delhi. While the DDA acquired land
at a rate between Rs 5 aond Rs 10 per sq.yd., it
sold it to housing allottces on 2 gross area basis
at Rs €2 per sg, metrc and the pre-~dectermined rate
for residentizl land (land cost + development cost)
was between Rs 260 and Rs 418 per sq. metre. The
DDA auction rate for land for commercial purposes
in 1980 and 1981 worked ocut to as high as Rs 5000
to Re 6000 per sq. metre in some cases. Therefore,
the Task Force recommendeld "“A very careful evaluation
will have tc be done c¢f Delhi expericnce in large
scale land acquisition ond disposal as on instrument
of planmed urban growth with particular reference to
the needs of the urban poor before we con reach any
definite conclusions® (p. xxi).



In a land development and distribution programme,
1t would be desirable to develop within the master plan
appropriate zonal h using plans and depending on the
composition of population, land space should be allocated
with a long-term perspective, While an element of subsidy
in land prices may be offered to the economically weaker
sections, moderately priced land should be made available
for the MIG group., A high price, with appropriate margin
(for cross-subsidisation of the lower-~priced lend), could
be charged from high-income individuals and large
institutional and corporate units for their group housing
prograrimes,

6., Resourcc Mobilisabtion aznd Savings Instruments,

While fiscgl incentives may contribute to improving
the rate of return on investments in housing and with
housing finance institutions, appropriate savings and
resource nobilisation instruments wculd have to be
developed to make available alternative financial assets
for movilisation of houscholds savings. Some of such
instrume ts are now examined,

2. Contractusl losn-linked savings scheme, A loan-

linked savings scheme has beccme a popular instrument to
mobilise household sgvings in several countries. The
HDFC is experimenting with two schemes, namely, the Loan-
linked Deposit Scheme (LLD Schene), and the Certificate
Deposit Scheme (CDS). The CDS is not linked to a home
loan, but preference is given to such depositors in

grant of a home loan,
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Under a contractual savings scheme, a home loan
aspis. v enters into a savings contract with & housing
finance institution to save 2 specified amount as a
fixed deposit in the housing finence institution, either
on a periodic basis or in a lump sum. In rcturn, the
housing finance institution undertckes to provide, at the
end of the specified saving period, < loan which will he
a multiple of the amount saved, The multiple may vary
from 1:3 to 1,36, In the case of the HDFC scheme. the
multiple is 134, Very often, a monetéry ceiling and
other restrictive conditions operate in such schemes,

In the case of the HDFC scheme, the maximum acceptable
deposit is Rs 30,000 and the maximum deposit-~linked home
loan is Rs 1,20,00v, granted after a minimum savings
period of 18 months,

While a loan--linked sgvings scheme would ensure
financial assistonce to the depositor after a specified
period, it has several limitotions:

(1) The scheme is rigid, the monthly savings
deposit has to be uniform over the "“savings
period”, DLhoere is no flexibility in the
amcunt of the monthly deposit in accordance
with variabtions in the depositorts income
over the savings period;

(ii) ©No withdrawal, even of a temporary nature

iz pernitted, unlike in the savings scheme

w2

of = post office or a commerciaol bank; and

(iii) Very often, the multiple lcan maoy be inadequate,
if the ccst of the house has escalated substan~
tiolly during the savings period,
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While the above limitations of a contractual
Sy an~e scheme may make it relatively resirictive in
naturs, the restrictive elements can be somewhat libera-
lised to take into accowit the materigl variations in
inzome of the depositor, Some partial temporary withdrawal
arrangements mey also be incorporated into the scheme
en perment of o predetermined rate of interest. A more
sleuiiicont »nroblem is, however, likely to arise at the
iasvitutional level., As was shown in Chapter IV, the
covuractaal savings-linked loan scheme mey result in a
1iguidity problem ot the institutional level as the flow
of savings is only o temporary flow of resources ond
viould be followed up Yy o demand for loan which would be
o mmltiple amount ~f the savings depositsd. Thus a
wodive-berm dcposit givesrise to a long~term loan, and
cn o multiple basis, In such a situation, unless the
»ote of growth of saving deposits is higher than the rate
of growth of home~loon demand, there would be a nct
cte-fiow of funds on saving deposit home--loan account,
Unlecs the housing Tfinance institution has other resources
%00, including savings deposits of individuals/households
who woul 1 nct want o home~loan, the resources constraints
noay noke o contractual savings-linked home loan scheme
unworkable,

It, thus, follows that the housing finance
institutions have to attract the deposits of individuals/
households why would invest for the sake of investment
per se., This has been made possible in several building
gocleties in countries like the UK and Australic by
uroviding a rate of interest on deposits maintained with
ke, waich is higher thon what is available in commercial
Bariss, posteoffice accounts and other olternative investuent
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outlets, The effective rate of return is further
incros~cd by preferential tax treatment of income from
such investments, TFinally, limited withdrawal facility
is also provided to the depositor so thauv there is no
long—term blocking of savings.

b, Informal sector small~savings schemes, In most
of the developing world, especially in low-income countries,

a popular savings scheme operates for a specific purpose
(e.g., to acquire a consumer durable, or to provide for

a forthcoming expenditure, foreseen or unforeseen). Under
such a scheme, a group of people who afe closely associated
with each other through occﬁpation, blood or class ties,
regularly save o nre~stipulated amount and cach of them
receceives a ump-sun amount, the timing of the receipt being
decided by lottery or by rotation, In India, such a

scheme is known as a “chit fund®, M adaptation of such

on informal savings scheme could form the nucleus of a
savingssysten that might be developed at the level of the
local housing finance institutions.

c. Indexation of savings/inccme. In any savings
scheme, whether of a mandatory or a voluntary nature, it is
desirable to maintain the real value of the investment and
the return on such investuments., This objective can be
attained through suitable indexation instruments which
will preserve the real value of the loan.

d. Houging bearer bonds. It is well-known that in
India o large proportion of housing finaonce comes from the
parallel cconomy. Various nmeasures hove been introduced from
time to time to bring out the money that is generated

through vnrecorded activities in the econony. The bearer
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bonds and capital invesitment bonds have been introduced in
recern .a2rs to mobilise such’unrecorded funds and bring
them invo the mainsiream of economic activities, It is
proposed that, as the parallel economy plays a major role
in the housing scctor; o housing bearer bond or a housing
investment bond may be floabted and the proceeds may be
deposited with the NHFC. As in the case of the bearer
bond scheme, no questions should be asked of the depositor
as to the source of his deposited funds, There should be
no monetary ceiling on the purchase of bonds and, as in
the case of capital investment bonds, the full investment
should be cexcempted from wealth tax and the income from

it should be exempt from the personal income-tax, without
any limit.

c. Housing lottery scheme. Finally, the highly
successful lottery schemes of the State governments and

selectel recognised organisations, could provide a model
for o new housing lottery scheme, The lottery ticket may be
of three denominations, say Rs 5, Rs 20 and Rs 100.
Appropriate prize money and number of prizes may be fixed
after v.orking out the operational logistics. The amount

of prize money should be ndcquate to meet o large propor—
tion of the cost of a moderate house (say, 60 per cent to
70 per cent).

In order to ensure that the total amount of the
prize is invested in o house, it should be fully ecxempt
from income=tax if invested in o house within one year
of rcceipt of the prize. The priee money should, however,
be gibject to the same tax treatment as applicable to prize
money in cxisting lottery schemes, if it is not invested
in a house within thec stipuloted time period,
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(n operational grounds, it would be advisable to
operatz the housing lotteryscheme at the State level. The
proceeds should be vnen cheannelised to tl.e regional
housing finance institutions operating within the State.
There should, however, be no condition governiag the
location of a house acquird through the lottery prize.



VI. POPENTIAL FOR ADDITIONAL RieSOURCE
MOBILISATION IN HOUSING

1. Introduciion

o e VAR

The financial flows into the housing sector can
be increased through boti additional flows of existing
savings in the econouy and through movilisation of fresh
savings. Thus, a reallocation of the existing level of
wobilised savings can ve effected, with the possibility
of its increased efficiency. It is felt that many
financial institutions such ag the LIC, the GIC, the UTI
and the provident fund organisations, aanong others
have surplus funds, especiglly at certain periods, and
they could be induced to direct an increasing proportion
of their investible resources into housing on a short-termor
medium~term basis. Fresh savings,which would be more important,
would have to e wmohilised from the priumary source,
namely, the household sector and fiscal instruments can
nlay an important role in stimulating this flow of
gsavings. Preferential tax treatment of invegstaent in
housing and of income from housing would improve the net
rate of return, and these factors, together with the
prospect of owning one's own home, may provide the
necessary impetus to saving and investyviment in housing.
While some suggestions have been made on the appronriate
fiscal incentives that may be developed for this purpose
in Ch~pter V, the present chaplter exaines the resource
mobilisation potentvial of the housing sector, and
identifies some of the presently under-exploited avenues

for resource mobilisation and olso some new sources,
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2. Institutional Resources

a. The insurance sector, The insurance sector, comprising
the Iife Insurance Corporation of India (LIN) and the General
Insurance Corporation (GTC), makes investment in housing not
primarily for the purpcse of housing per se. The LIC is directed
to invest 25 per cent of the annual accretion to its central funds

in socigily~oriented sectors like housing, electrification and
water suyply schemes of muniocipalities and other local bodies, and
the GIC .s expected o statutorily invest 35 per cent of its
incremental funds in housing and development of fire iFighting

scrvices,

Discussion with officials in the LIC and the GIC have
revealed that they do not intend to increasc, in any big way,
their investment in housing, becausc on the one hand, the return
on such investment is not attractive and on the other hand they
have to kecp primar%}y the interests of the main bencficiaries/

investors in m.j.nd‘,gﬂ‘-3

23/ There arc two important recasons for the disinclination of

) general financial institutions likc insurance companics and
commercial banks to invest large amounts in housing. In the
first place, the potential rate of return in housing is not
considered attractive as the housing sector is conventionally
believed to reguire low-cost funds on long-term basis, where-
as these institutions can provide moinly short-tcerm funds on a
relatively higher rate of interest than what the housing sector
is supposcd to be able to offord. Secondly; the investment
risk in housing is consicercd to be on the high side for cnco=—
uraging any large-scale operations in view of the absence of
any facility to spread the investment risk. It is relevant
here to point out the observetion of the Reserve Bank of Indisg
Working Group on "Role of the Banking Sector ixn Providing
Pinancc for the Housing Schenmes® (1978). What it has noted
in respect of the LIC is ccoually applicable to the GIC and the
commercial banks (p.44):the "foremost accountability is to its
policy~holders, whose intercsts need not necessarily coincide
with the requirements of the solution to the housing problem in
India%, Further, the Working Group had stated that LIC!'s
“investment in housing is incidental to its overall investment
policy and its interest rate policy is attuncd towards obtain-
ing a fair return on its investment and subsgerving the inter-
este of its golicy.holderg, which do not necessaril¥ coincide
with those of housing sectdér. Also, it can raisc 1ts shere of
housing investment only by depriving funds to other socially--
oriented schemes.”™ It necds to be, however, pointed cut that
cxcept for finasncing gocial housing schenes, the housing sector
need not necessarily be provided funds at ‘tncconomic' Fafes
of interest. Therc are two digtinet groups of potential borrow—
crs, the EWS (who may nced some.subsiﬁy in interest rateg) and
the non-EWS, who should be provided homc loan at a rate o
interest consistent with its cost to the financial institution,
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However, in case housing could be granted an
tindustry status?!, it was felt that both the LIC and the
GIC gooup could legitimately increase their contributions
in linie with their policy of financing 'priority' secctors.

At present, the annual contritution of the LIC to
housing is about 15 per cent to 1€ per cent of its total
investments (Table A.,VI.1). If a new thrust cen be
genérated by giving appropriate priority to housing and by
developing institutions to reduce the risk in housing
sector investment, a larger proportion of LIC!'s annual
investment can be directed towards the housing secctor,

On the assumption that the annual rate of growth of the
LIC*s investment, in line with the past trend, would be at
least 12 per cent and further if 25 per cent of the LIC's
annual investment would be made in housing, the ammual
regources that the housing scctor will obtain from the LIC
would be in the region of Rs 2,900 crore, £, however,

a lower proportionate allocation of the LIC!s onnual
investment, say 20 per cent; were made in housing, the
investment would amount tc about Rs 2,300 crore (Table VI.1).

The GIC has invested, as on December 31, 1982, an
smount of Rs 35.7 crore in housing, which is 11.9 per cent
of its outstonding investment of Rs 301.10 crorc., During
the last two ycars, the annual investment in housing has
increased from Rs 9,43 crore in 1981-82 to Rs 10,08 crore
in 1982-83, the latter being 24.1 per cent of the total
CIC annual investment in that year. Assuming that the
GIC invests 35 per cent of its incrementol funds in housing,
which it is statutorily expected to do, thc annual
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TABLE VI.1

Projected Flow of Insurance Sector Investment

info  Housing

L e _ (Rs_crore) .

1982--83 198384 1984-85 198586

(actuals)
1. LIC
a. Total investmentl/ , 9102 10194 11417 12787
b. Housing investmente/ 1417 2039 2283 2557
c. Housing investment - 2549 2854 3197
2. GIC
a. Total investmenﬁé/ 41,74 48,42 56,17 65.16

b. Housing investmenté/ 10.08 16.95 19.66 22,81

Notes: 1/ Projections at an emnual rate of growth of 12
per cent.

2/ Actual share in total investment is 15.6 per cent,
and projections are made at a share of 20 per cent
under 'hY and of 25 per cent under ‘cef.

3/ Projections at an armual rate of growth of 16 per
cent,

4/ Actual share in 19862~83 is 24.1 per cent of total
incremental investment and this proportion is taken
at 3% per cent in the projections for the subseguent
years,
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‘investment at the present level of operations would be
a8 15 crore., However; assuming that the annual rate of
growth of its operations would be 16 per cent (as it was
between 1981-82 and 1982~83) and =lso assuming that 35
per ccnt of the accretion to the investible funds would be
inves—ed in housing, the GIC's annual flow of funds into
housi. g would be about Rs 20 crore (Tables VI.1 and
AVI,2)., Purther, the range of investible securities in
which the GIC is statutorily expected fo invest 30 per
cent of the accretion of ite investible funds may be
expanded to include shares, debentures and deposits of
housing finance companies, If this is done, it can then
be expected that the total annual investment of the GIC
~in heusing moy ke about Rs 30 crore.

b. UTI, TIDBI eond banks,., The UTI does not invest in
housing as housing is not stipulated as an area of operation

for the UTI and also because housing is not considered as
an industry. If appropriate chonges are made in the status
of housing and in the chartcer of activities for the UTI,

o substantial proportion of its large investible funds,
estimated at Rs 1,000 crore in 1983-84, could be directed
towards this sector. Even if 1% per cent of the UTl's
investible resources can be earmarked for housing, the
housing sector would rececive annually about Rs 150 crore.
Similarly, if housing is given 'industry! status, the IDBI
might provide direct financing to housing schemes of
industrial projects to which it moy provide long-term
industry loans, or finance indirectly such schcues through
refinancing other institutions that might provide housing
finance to the projects, undertoken either by the company
or its employees as o co~operativevhousing socicty. The
burden of providing institutional finance by specialised
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3ing finance institutions would be reduced to that
extent. As at the end of June 30, 1983, the IDBI had
provided refinance assistance to the extent of Rs 4,356.5
crore, the annual amount of refinance being Rs 772 crore
in 19%1'=82 and Rs 1,084'crore in 1982-83 (an increase of
40,3 per cent). Even if 10 per cent of IDBI's annual
refirencing is earnmarked for the housing cémponent of
industrial projects, about Rs 110 crore would be available
annually for housing. Similarly, the NABARD may finance
directly, or indirectly through refinancing housing
programmes in the rural sector. An initial annual
investment of Rs 50 crore_is suggested for this purpose.

The commercial banking sector has been directed
by the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) in November, 1982, to
raise its annual allocation to housing from Rs 100 crore
(fixed in 1981) %o Rs 150 crore which is, "about 0.5 per
cent of total bank credit” and this taorget was to be
achieved by the end of 1983. The RBI directive to the
commercial banks stipulated that Rs 65 crore should be in
the nature of direct finance and granted to scheduled
castes, scheduled tribes and the EWS individuals and groups
(Rs 30 crore), the LIC (Rs 20 crore) and others (Rs 15
crore). Indirect finance, to the extent of Rs 85 crore,
should be provided through the banking sector investment
in guarenteed bonds and debentures of the HUDCO, State
housing boards, stc. (Rs 75 crore ) and loan to the
HDFC (Rs 10 crore). The RBI policy has stipulated o
monetary ceiling of Rs 50,000 per borrower to be imposed
by the HDFC on homc loans through the funds that are
allocated to it, end further that the home loan shall
not exceed 50 per cent of the cost of the house,



- 182 =~

The actual amount sanctioned during the years
1981 to 1983, as can be seen from the RBI data (Table
ANI.3), are,-waevef; mich lower than the targeted
allocations., It is desirable not only to step up actual
sanc'’ioms bu¥, in the context of the Seventh Plan, to also
allo:ate a larger bank finance to housing. The inclusion
of ¥ ,using in the 'industry'! category and 2 stipulation
that at least four per cent of commercial bapk credit may
be allocated to the housing sector, either through direct
or indirect finance, would raisc the annual resources from
the banking sector to about Rs‘1,200 crore,

Thus, it is estimated that the UTI, IDBI, NABARD
and the commerciol banks can annually provide about
Rs 1500 crore to the housing sector, as against only
‘Rs 150 crore provided ot present by the commercial banks
and no finance being provided by the IDBI, NABARD ond the
UTI.

3. Household Savings

a. Mandatory savings., Apart from budgetary transfers,

household savings can be mobilised to finance developmental
activities through mandatory and voluntary savings

schemes., While government transfers through the fiscal
syStem need not necessarily benefit individusols/households
who have to ‘forgo a part of their income, mondatory and
voluntary savings schemes are expected to benefit them.

In India, there are three major kinds of mandatory savings
gschemes? compulsory deposit scheme (CDS), provident fund
gcheme (PFS) and superannustion and gratuity fund scheme
(SGFS). While the CDS is restricted to individuals lioble
to pay the personal income tax, the PFS and SGF8 are
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applicable to employees in the organised sector and they
arc basically welfare oricnted schemes to providc security to
the individual after the end of the normal “earning-lifet,

In view of theiobjective of the PFS and SGFS to
provid: social security to the individual, it is felt that
poss.bly the most relevant activity in which these savings
can e invested may be housing. In terms of security to
the individual, an investment in housing is universally
recognised as having the highest priority because it
~provides a secured home when the income~generating capacity
is limited and there may be no access to "employer—supplied®
accommodation, Further, in times of inflation, the real
value of investment in financial assets tends to be eroded
in the absence of ony indexation scheme, but the real
value of investment in home property tends to rise.

The annual accretion to all provident funds (State
provident fund, public provident fund and non-—government
provident funds) is estimated at Rs 1,298 crore in 1983-84
and it is expected to be Rs 1,453 crore in 1984—852é/
(Table AVIWA). If the PFS investment policy is amended
to permit investment of a specified proportion of the net
armual - accretion in deposits/bonds with housing finance
institutions, not only will the yield to the PFS members
imprOVe,'but the resource mobilisation efforts for housing
will receive substantial support. If 30 per cent of the
anual PFS accumulations is so invested, the annual
investible resources in housing would be about Rs 435
erore as compared to about. Rs 125 crore at present,

gg/ The Task Force on Financing of Urban Development, Planning
Commission (1983) has under—estimated the annual accumula~
tion of provident fund organisations at Rs 700 crore and
its investible surplus at Rs 600 crore.
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The withdrawal of PFS “unds for housing has been
receutly liberalised to some extent so that provident fund
members are able to withdraw their PFS accumulation at an
early stage in their career and invest them in hou31ngu»4/
The .conomic and finencial benefits that such investment
will provide to PFS members will be many times what can
be (>rived at a subsequent point of time on receipt of
accumulated PFS savings. The process of liberalisation
needs to be further extended,

Another major source of contractual savings that
can be mobilised for housing is savings in superannuation
and gratuity funds. At present, the income tax rules
governing investment of recognised superannuation and
gratuity funds do not permit investment in housing. .¢
is desirable, in order to improve the rate of return on
these funds and also tu serve one of their basic purposes,
that is, to provide social security to the members, to
include deposits/bonds with housing finance institutions
as an eligible outlet for investment under Rules 85 and
101 of the Income Tax Rules, 1962,

Under the existing Payment of Gratuity Act, 1972 no
special fund has to be scparately created to meet the
commitment, as under the provident fund laws. However,
it has been estimated that 4 per cent of the wages bill

/ Under the Employees Provident Fund Scheme, notified

under the Employees Provident Pund Act, 1952 (Para 68BB),

a member is now permitted to withdraw from his contri-
bution to repay home loans even if he has not completed
the minimum qualifying period to avail of this benefit.
Further, such withdrawl can be used to repay home loans
to the employer, the LIC, banks, State housing boards,
housing finance 3001etles and since recently, the HDFC

also.
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woy be set aside to meet the likely liability under the Act.
If 25 per cent of the annual accretion to & future gratuity
fund can be placed with housing finance institutions on a
long: t3rm basis, the net accretion of resources for housing
coul . be quite substantial.

b, Voiuntgry_savings. While accumulated household
savings in provideat funds and supersnnuation and gratuity
funds might be readily available, subject to changes in
investment policy of the respective funds, a still larger
volume of savings can be mobilised directly from the primary
source of all savings, namely, the household sector. The
mobilisation of such savings has to be on a voluntary basis.
A two-pronged approach may be developed to tap such suvings:
the offer of the prospect of home ownership and an
attractive rate of return, the latter by faising.the present
level of interest rates and also by providing fiscal
incentives which would further increase the effective yield

on sgvings.

The anmnual gross savings of the houschold sector in
financinal assets is estimated to be Rs 11,470 crore in
1982-83, including savings in the form of currency, bank
deposits, investments in corporate sector and in the UTI,
claims on the government and in other miscellaneous forms
(Tables A,VI.5 and A.VI.6). If the object is to reallocate
into housing only a small proportion (say, 5 per cent) of
the savings held in the form of currency ond bank deposits,
(which added upto Rs 8,666 crore in 1982-833), the annual
investment flow in housing would be about Rs 430 crore and,
if we assume that 20 per cent of such Savings‘are already
being ultimately invested in housing, the net accretion to
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housing sector resourcec wolld be ahout Rs 350 crore. In
awultion,. thevnumbepiof depositors can be expected to
increase substantially as more -people reach the earnings
threshold. |

A second issus relates to mobilisation of savings
in :anmfinancial'forms, such as, property, jewellery, etc.
Even if 3 per cent of non-financiscl or physical assets
(total estimated at Rs 8,304 crore in 1982-83) are
converted into financial savings, earmarked for housing,
it is estimated that an additional Rs 250 crore can be
generated. Thus, the potential to reallocate for housing
the existing level of household savings held in the form
of financial and physical assets, is estimated to be about
Rs 600.crore (Table A.VI.6)., These savings could be
expected to flow into housing over a period of time, say
five years, at a rate of Rs 120 crore per annum.

A third issue relates to the sovings potential of
households having an irregulaor and unverifioble income
flow. In the absence of any suitable saving instruments
to tap such income flows, these incomes are largely
dissipated in consumption ond a small proportion may be
invested in non-financial assets., The housing finance
institutions, by offering the prospect of home ownership
under g savings home~loan scheme, can successfully
motivate a large flow of such periodically-—generated
'savings,into the orgonised financial assets sector. As a
recent World Bank study (Renaud 1982) has pointed out,
individuals with irregular earnings "tend to have high
marginal savings rates which are not capitalized upon by
financisl institutions" (p. 53).



The above observation seemns to ve relevant in
India as in .;other develoning, low-income countries,
The analysis in Chapter III, which indicated a high
proporﬁion of self.--generated funds employed in housing,
prov.ded implicit evidence on this possibility. Several
sur-eys undertaken by the HUDCO on its project benefici-
aries have also provided evicdence that when proper
gavings schemes are available and the incentive of home
ovmership is provided, then even low--income households
are able to make substantial savings efforts.  The policy
implications of such evidence are that the housing finance
vsten should develon proper instruments which can Tit
in with the income/savings flow of individuals/households
having irregular ané unvevifiable income flows, parti~ .-

larly througih econowic activities in the informal sector.

The developuent of such savings instruments,
together with the prospect of home ownership in the future,
would stimulate the flow of savings into housing, and
which would have becn otherwise lost to the economy.

The mobilisation of such potential, but otherwise un-
tappable, savings; ig another reason why there is a need
to strengthen the organised housing finance market. I%
would be desirable, as a first step, to make an estimate
of such untapped and untappable potential savings in the
econony that are being largely consumed at present,

4, The Corporate Sector

The corporate sector also generates substantial
annual savings, estimnted at Rs 879 crore in 1962-83
(Table A.VI.4), In view of the demand for housing
generated by individuals eaployed and/or associated with



. porate sector operations, it is desirable that the
corporate sector is encouraged to divert a proportion of
its savings into housing. However, in view of the

general feeling that the corporate sector savings are not
adeonate to meeb its own growth'needs, it may be desirable
to rovide for 5 per cent of the annual corporate sector
savings to be directed towards housing. The annual
accretion to investible resources Jor housing will be
about Rs 50 crore.

The corporate sector can also invest in housing
through its own housing programme for staff, through
giving hoime loans to staff and through investing in bonds
and in fixed deposit scheiles of housing finance ingtit .-
tions. Appropriate fiscal incentives would stimulate the
voluntary flow of corporate funds into housing,

Finally, it would be desirable to examine ways
and means to use g partv of the large resources of public
and private charitable trusts for housing. It has been
recently estimated (Srinivasan, 1983) that private
charitable trusts have accumulated funds of Rs 500 crore
and that public charitable trusts and religious trusts
may also have accumulated fund of at least Rs 1,000 crore.

5, Some Estimates on Resource Mobilisation Potential

The foregoing analysis has identified some
sources of additional finances for housing and estimates
on the annual additional resource mobilisation potential
of these sources are presented in Table VI,2,
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TABLE Vi 2

Additional Resource hobilisation Potential for Housing

_ (Bs_crore)

[RCESUINRAY NPT R - I S - sty . " e e P,

. LIC 1,200
2. GIC 20
3. UTI 150
4, IDBI 110
5. NABRD 50
6. Banks 1,050
7. Provident fund organisations 310
8. Household savings
a. Financial assets 70
b, Physical assets 50
9. Corporate sectorl/ 50
TOTALS 3,060

Notes: 1/ Additional resources cen be mobilised through
taxation and stimulation of expenditure in
housing through provision of fiscal incentives.

2/ In addition %o these, there is a possibility
household savings that zare now being consumed
or are untappable, and of savings kept in
charitzble trusts and superannuation and
gratuity funds. The mobilisation of these
savings would have to be undertaken through
existing and new saving instruments,
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It has been esiimated thal the LIC, the GIC, the
i"'T, the IDBI, NABARD and the commercial banks can provide
annually an additional amount of Rs 2,580 crore to
housing, the provident fund organisations Rs 310 crore,
the (orporate sector Rs 50 crore and the household sector
Rs 120 crore., Thus, it has been estimated that additional
an*ual resource mobilisation for housing from identified
sources would be about Rs 3,060 crore, Apart from this
identified potential for additional resources for housing,
the HUDCO and the HDFC would be able to mobilise funds
from the international capital market, the domestic
capital market ond the houschold sector directly. Provision
has not been made for the resources that can be mobilised
for housing from charitable trusts and superarmuation and
grotuity funds and the new savings from the househoid
sector that arc presently largely consumed and/or unaccs
ounted in the national accounts.

The total annual flow of institutional finances,
in housing, given the oppropriate institutional development,
would thus increase from around Rs 600 crore to around
Rs 3,500 crore, i.e.; more than a five~fold increasc.



VII., CONCLUSIONS

1. Introduction

The national plan programmes in India have focussed
attention on the removal of poverty by attempting to raise
the proportion of populavivn sbove some 'specified
'poverty line', through employment-generating activiuvies.,
Partly for this reason, the flow of funds into the social
consunption sector has ncet been to the extent that amy
have been desirable. The total investment in housing, for
example, during the first six -five year plens adds umto
Rs 11,400 crore, or 14,3 pcr cent of the total plan
investment. As a proportion of total plan investment,
the invest nent in housing is taorgeted at 7.5 per cent in
the Sixth Plan as cgoainst 34.2 per cent in the First
Plon, The annual investment in housing is estimated to
be arcund 1.5 per cent of the GDP, os against the UN
target of 5 per cent,

The lack of financial resources has become o
crucicd censtraint on housing activity in the country.
The Working Group on Private Housing (Mukhorjee Group,
1981), Government of Indin, had thercfore, emphasised the
need te strengbhen the organised housing finonce system
in the country. From the peint of view of the ordinary
individual, the major constraint, in fact, is the ncn-
availability of adequote finances., Other constraints,
like the scarcity of land and building materials,are
no less sevcre, whether the prospective house-owner
builds his cwn house or scquires one in o co—operative
society = or from a public or private sector builder/

AZSNCY o
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It is, however, not just the lack of financial
resources that is the real problem but the absence of any
grass~roots~level institutional system that would mobilise
the existing household savings in the economy for invest-
ment in housing, stimulate a shift from consumption to
savings for investment in housing, provide institutional
financial intermcdiatiorn ca a mass basis, and eacourage
individuals to invest in housing at an early stage 3
their earning life, It is significant to note that a few
years ago there hLordly existed any semblomce of on
orgaenised housing finance system in the country and,
even todoy, it is felt that the insvitutionally-mobilised
financial flows into housing moke only a token contribution.
The approach of the Seventh Plan to the housing sector
would, t!erefore, have to be directed towards the
development of an appropriate housing finonce system and
aim at mass-scge mobilisation of finoncial resources for
housing.

The Mukharjee Group had recommended secveral
measures to promotc housing activity in the country,
including the gront of fiscal incentives to mobilise savings
for investment in housing snd the strengthoning snd/or
creation of new institutions., Tho Central Council of
State Ministers for Heusing subsequently urged the
Central government to adopt the major recommendations
of the Mukharjee Group, but for a considerable period
of time, no progress was made in this dircction.,
Subsequently, "In pursumce of the recommendations (of
the Mukharjee Group) the Ministry has ontrusted a study
of housing finonce to the Naticnal Imstitute of Public
Finonce and Policy® (Ministry of Works and Housing,
Amual Report 1982-83; page 5-~6.) The present Report
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has been prepared in pursuance of the assignment given
by the Ministry of Works and Housing (MWH).

The MWH had specified the following objectives
for the study.

i. Examination of the lacunae in the existing
systen of financing of housing;

ii. Analysis of the existing capital market in
housing;

iii., Recommendation of methods for improving the
flow of resources into the housing sector;

iv. Examination of the modalities for setting
up a specialised financial institution;

ve. otudy of the scope Tor setting up decentra-
lised financial intermediaries, such as
savings and loans associavions, to promote
additional savingss aond

vi. Exemination of the possibility of introducing
mortgoge insurance in the housing scctor.

The empixical work on the resource mobilisation
effo.ts of home owners is restricted to the urban housing
gsector as per discussions between the officials of the
MWH and the NIPFP, It was felt that the financial needs
of the rural sector, the mecthods of assessment for
financial assistonce, and of the "disbursement and monitoring
mechanism for rural housing finance would have to be
different from those for urban housing ond coannot be
dealt with in this study, given the constraints of time

~nd resources.
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2. Resource Mobilisation Efforts of Home Owners

In order to obtain first-hend information on the
pattern of resourc:c mobilisation of hore ovmers in the
country and of the major problems they encounter in
mobilising resources, a housing finance survey of home
owners was conducted in five urban sgglomerates, namely,
Delhi, Lucknow, Cuttack, Ambala and Quilon. The surveys
covered 720 houses: having a total covered area of 5.89 lakh
sq.ft., and built ot an estimated cost of Rs 477 lakh.,
About one~sixth of the surveyed houses were constructed
in the informal housing scctor and included slum and
squatter settlements, unaouthorised permanent structures
and constructions on non-residential and public lands, The
average ~ovaerca crea of o house varies from town to town
and there ore differences within a town in the size of a
house in the fcrmal ond the informal housing scctors. In
Delhi, o formal sector house is four times lorger than an
informal secctor house and in Lucknow it is 2.6 times larger
but in relatively poor and less urbanised ploces, the
differences are not substontial. One reason for this
sit ation may be that the respective differences in the
incomes of households in the formal and the informal
housing secters, is less gloring in the bovms thm in

citiocs oné metropolises.

The occupancy ratio for the survey btowns works
out to 5,9 persons per unit in the formal housing sector
ad 5,7 persons per unit in the informal housing sector,
almost identical to the all-India ratio of 5.7 persons,
as per the 1981 Census., From the point of view of housing
policy, an even more important qspecf is the averoge
living space per resident, The survey data show that in
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the formal housing sechor a resident has over three times
the living space than a resident in the informal sector.
This is generally true in the cities but in a town like
Cuttack, perhaps representative of hous.ng in a low-incone
underdeveloped town, thce differences are, however, marginal,

The data that were obtained on the age pattern of
new home owners in the survey bowns bring out cleariy that
home ownership commences at a fairly late age, the average
age of the new home owner surveyed being around 40 years,
Less than 1 per cent of the home. owners who were surveyed
were below the age of 25 years, about two-~fifth werc in the
age bracket 26-40 yecars and three-fifth of the home owners
were above 40 vecrs of agé.

The average cost of o house is substantially higher
in the formal housing sector (Rs 77,610?) thaon in the
informal housing sector (Rs 11,100), More importaont than
the total cost of o house is the cost per sg.ft.: in the
formal housing scctor, the cost varies substantially from
Rs 79 per sq.ft. in Delhi to Rs 63 in some of the smaller
towns and in the informal secctor it ranges from Rs 63 in
Delhi to asg low ag Rs 1¢ in Cuttack and Quilon,

The empidcal evidence on the pattern of resource
nobilisation of home owners in the selected towns brings
out clearly the significont role of the informnl housing
finance market, both in the fornnl housing sector and the
informal housing sector, providing four-fifth and nine-
tenth of the total resources, respectively, required for
acquiring o house, The role of the extended famililies
is very crucial in the resource mcbilisation efforts of
home owners, Among the other suppliers of housing finance
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in the informal housing finance market are friends and
indigenous money-~lenders., The formal housing finance
mar.et mekes a small contribution, especially in the
informal housing sector and in small and relatively less
urban locations. The access to specialised housing
finance institution is negligible and the main financial
intermediation comes from the insurance companies and
employmentélinked suppliers of funds, such as provident
fund orgenisations and the employers of the home owners,
The employer provides maoinly short-term and medium=~term
loans and the support from the employer depends largely
on individual employee~employer rclationship. Financisal
support from the insurance companies is obtained on the
basis of life insurance policies and from the commercial
banks mrainiy in the form of general-—purpose loans. The
provident fund organisations provide loans for housing
and often, a part of withdrawals for general purposes
are also used to finance a house acquisition wctivity.
This scenario is, thus, similar to that found in mony
developing countries. The specialised housing finance
institutions like the HDFC ond the co-—operative housing
finance societics which provide home loans, do not make
a substantial impact on the housing finance market in
the survey towns,

The empirical evidence, thus, brings out the
highly underdeveloped state of the housing finance system
in the country. In fact, it is seen from the disaggregated
data that individuals and households in the lower income
brackets and also relatively young in age and resident in
small and less urban towns, face greacter hardships in
mobilising resources for housing than those who have scue
access to institutional support. he date also show that
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such people undertake housing activity at a later stage
of th=ir career than *those in the higher income groups
and city dwellers who have access to some form of
institutional support.

The need for a developed system of institutional
financing for housing is also strengthened by the empirical
finding that a home owner recuires about three time.o his
gross onnual income to scquire a house., If we assume
that o home owner is able to save about 20 per cent of
his annual income to be subsequently invested in a house,
the period of savings would have to extend to at least
15 years for the accumulation of the requisite resources,
assuming that there is no cost escalation during the
period of sovings. Disoggregated data on the level of
household income and the investment needs of home owners
further highlight the seriousness of the problem because
the period of savings would he longer at the lower income
levels due to the lower marginal prepensity to save,

The survey on housing finance also brought out some
of the reasons for the unddovieveloped nature of the housing
finance system and ite incccessibility to the masses., In
the first place, adequete information about the availability
of financial intermediation is not available, especially
in the small towns., Secondly, many of the home owners
are unable to fulfil the stringomv eligibility norms
requircd by conventionally—oriented financial intermedia-~
tion, Thirdly, the complexity and time-consuming
procedures involved in obtaining institutional financisl
support deter many homc ovners., The higher @ income
individuals often fecel it net worth their time and effort
tc go in for institutional assistance in view of the
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monetary ceilings imposed on amount of home loan, while

the "ow income individual is often found ineligible to get a
loan. In some cases, it was felt that the rate of interest
was . on the high gide., Finaliy, problems of
providing appropriate sccurities end guarbntees make it
operationally difficult for a large proportion of the

home owners to seek imstitutional financizl support.

3. The Indion Housing Finance Marked

The Indian housing finsnce market has two distinct,
and guite unconnected sectors, namely, the formal hcusing
finance market and the informal housing finance market.

The formal sector includes organisecd institutiohal financial
agencies and the informal sector covers all unorganised

ond non—institutionzl suppliers of finonce. The latter,

in the absence of a well-developed institutional set up,

has become the moin catalyst of housing sector activities.

Indigenous money lenders and bankers (i.e,, who
deol in hundis) ore an important component of the
informal finence market in Incia. They supp.,” nainly
short~term and mcdiume—tern credit, which %ay often develop, in
effect, into a long~term involvement. The salient
operational charscteristics of this credit maorket are:
easy accessibility, quick processing,” flexible collateral,
unequal bargaining power, high rate of intercst, excellent
monitoring system znd good recovery record, The notional
rase of interest moy rdﬁée from 15 per cent to 36 per
cent, but the effective rate may be higher, depending on
the period of amortisatior, in view of the practice of
deducting the full intercst charges at the time of
disbursement, Aport from the indigenous money lenders
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and bankers, the informal housing financé market includes
extended family members, relatives, business associates
and employers.,

The formal housing finance market includes
general financial institutions/organisations (GFI) like
the LIC, the GIC and the provident fund organisations and
specialised housing finance institutions (SHFI) liae the
HUDCO, the HDFC, State housing boards and co~operative
housing finance societies;

The GFI participate in housing finance activities
either because some proportion of their funds have to be
invested in specific priority sectors, which include
housing, or to partly meet the housing finance needs of
their employees, members,vencficisries and associates.

The main obvjective of their investment policy is to
safeguard the savings of their members and to earn a
reasonnble rate of return on these scvings., The SHFI,
however, provide finances for housing ecither directly to
Jdome owners or to institutions which implement a housing

programme or provide home loans to individuc. 8.

As institutional intermediation in housing has
several advantuges, including stimulation of household
savings, there is a need to strengthen the institutional
fromework for housing finance. It is, however, desirable
to understand the major inadequacies and weaknesses in the
existing system of finoncisl intermediation in housing.
These inadequacies con be classified broadly under two
categoricss
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1. Institutional inadequacies, stemming from
the terms of credit, which are inherent
in eny conventional financing system:

a. Adequate income lever for eligibility
for loan;

b. Regular and verifiable flow of income; =nd
c. Accep*able collateral,
2. Operational inadequacies of an under-">veloped
housing finance system, which can be traced
to the following factors:
a, Loan amount linked to income of home
owner and minimum contribution of

home owner subject to monetary ceiling
on loan amount;

b. Large initial contribution of home owner;
¢, Home~loon to home~cogst ratio;
d. Low stondard amortisation schedule;

e. Compubation of HMI without tcking into
account potertial income levels of the
borrower;

f. High rate of interest;
g. Complicated procedures; and

h, Irrational affordability _~iteria for
low=income housing programie,

The limitations identified above could be removed
through a package programme which would, inter—alia:

i. Develop, strengthen and extend the housing
finance system through provision of support
serviccs to spread risk ond increase
liquiditys

ii. Develop innovative and non~conventional
approaches, cperational norms and delivery
mechanisms to provide housing finance
services to hitherto "non~eligible® segments
of homewloaonw-seccking population; ond
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iii, Develeon savings and resource mobilisation
instruments ond mechanisme to channelise a
growing proportion of national savings into
hc1>¢hu scetor activitics, and yet minimise
vhe rigks of lenders ond depositers,

- In short, therefore, what is required is the
creation of new institvsions that will mohilise savings
for housing and give home loans to individuals, ~= well
as spread risk of home~loan originators, The development
of a specialised institutional framework would also help
in bringing about a closer interaction betwecen the capital
market and the housing sector.

4, A National Housing Finence System

A national housing finance system should,
therefore, have the following functions:

i, To mobilise, on an institutional basis, an
increasing volumc of household savings (through
provision of attractive savings schemes), s
that a larger proportion of national income,
than at present, is directed towards the
national savings cfforts, anc .1 growing
proportion of the increased volume of sgvings
flows ag investments into.the housing sector;

ii. To mobilisc national rescurces through the
national capital market (the private
corporate scctor and the public sector) and
from domestic contractusl savings organisa~
tions ond the internmational capital market:

iii, To attain o more efficient allocation of
funds and, in particular, a reallocation of
funds from surplus areas %o deficit areas;

iv. To attain g closer interacticn between the
formal ond the informal housing finaonce
markets;
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v, To develop =smd strengthen the primary
mortgege~originating market so that its
services may spread to hitherto under-
serviced/unserviced sectors, and yet it
mey maintain-its viability; and

vi, To attain a greater wvelocity of circum~
lation of available financial resources
within th. housing sector, through
refinancing operations,.

A pre-~requisite for a viable housing finance
systen is the development of an institutionazal structure
sparining the entirc country., As public resources
through existing finencial institutions are limited, it
is necessary that the system should be built through an
expanding number of institutions at the regional and
local level that mobilise resources specifically for
houging, ¢irectly from houscholds., An institutional
set-up which dcpends unduly on government allocations
tends to rapidly lose its dynamism and flexibility.

In the first place, a national-level institution
should be established to promote and build independent
local institutions. The local institutions would
gradually have to develop the delivery sye -em of housing
finance to 2ll groups of people in the country ond spread
their operations progressively tc low-—income and other
less credit~worthy beneficiories. The process of
institutional development, thercfore, has necessarily
to have a long-term perspective. However, a short-term
perspective in the context of the impending Seventh
Plan would be of immediate importance.

The viability of ony housing finance system has
to be ensured and will depend not only on its copgcity
to mobilise household savings at regional levels and to
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provide home loans, but also on the availability of

supnort facilities to home loan originators to spread
tl.eir risk and %o hove an access to some form of refinan-—
cing. At the some time, it is essent .al to establish a
forum which would contribute towards developing appropriate
housing and housing fin:ance policies,

A three-~tier system is proposed, apoart ..om
some support foeilities, to develop a healthy and viable

housing finonce systen.

i, Housing Advisory Board (HAB) |
ii, National Housing Financc Corporation (NHFC)
iii. Housing Savings ond Loan Banks (HSLB).

In view of the difficulties that are likely to
arise when regional institutions have to maintain o
continuous relationship with o notional-level institution,
it would be desirable to have o State~level co~ordinating
agency, which will represent the interests of lccal
institutions within the State. In the case of Union
Territories, a single co-ordinating cgency may be set~up.
Howevery; o fear is expressed in some quarters that a
State~level institution may introduce burcaucratic
practices, which moy lLiomper the development of indepen=
dent housing finance institutions at the local level.
The exact form of cow-ordination between the local
institutions and the nsotional institution is a detail
which would have to e worked cut carefully,
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5. Support_Institubions

In order to develop the housing finance system
into a wide-based reality, certain measures are needed
to be taken up Simultaneously'to meiatain the economic
and»financial viability and independence of the local
housing finance institutions., Several suggestions have
been made from timec to time regarding moritgage insurance
and o secoundary mortgage market in the housing iinance

sector,

The primary function of mortgage insurance is to
spread risk so that mortgage~originating institutions are
encouraged to toke risk agoinst default and extend their
operations to smoll,under-developed, and, hitherto,
ungerviced arcas, and to low=incoue individuanls who may
not be eligible to rcceive institutional support in terms
of conventional norms. Mortgagevinsurance provides a
protective umbrella o mointain the viability of the
mortgage—-originatbting institutions when they attempt to
widen the scope of their operations,

M a2lternative to morigage insurance can be a
system which facilitates the sale of mortgaged property.
At present, foreclosure of mortgages under the Indian
legal syStem is time=consuming and cdmplicated, often
involving legal tangles extending upto ten years,
Simplification of foreclosure procedures and quick
judicial decisions mey e a more practical approach
than a system of mortgage insurance, However, in a
country where eviction of unauthorised squatters can
become a hot political issuc and that of tenants almost
impossible, it is feared that eviction of 'legal! home
owners from their own houses, in case of default, may not
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be a practical proposgition even if the foreclosure system
is rationalised. Iv, therefore, seems that introduction
¢ mortgage insurance intc the housing finence system

is important. The main issue that arises is whether the
function should be undertsken by a new institution or by
an existing institutios, In order to restrict operational
cost and 0 engble the services to be immediately
aveilable, -therc is somc merit in not setting ur a new
nortgage insurance imstitution, The GEC, with its proven
expertise, 9apability and operational network all over
the country, can be cntrusted with the task of providing
an ihsurance cover to mortgage—~originating institutions.

While mortgage insurmncce would spreoad risk of the
mortgage—originating institutions, there would still
remein the problem of increasing their liquidity, as no
resource mobilisstion scheme would provide all the
resources reguired for the full loan-omortization period,
The nced for some form of refinancing mechanism to
strengthen o viable housing finonce system is clear.

The main function of a sccondary mortgage market
institution is to increasc the ligquidity of the primary
mortgage—ocriginating institutions. The primary institu-
tions would sell their mortgages, partially or wholly,
in the secondary mortgage market, International experience,
however; shows that in umany countries with an organised
housing finance system and also a developed mortgage
insurance system, a secondary mortgange market institution
has not been introduced, mainly becouse the refinancing
funetion for the primary mortguge~originating sector is
performed by existing finoncianl institutions,



In Indis, it is too early to introduce a specialised

secondary mortgage institution for the following reasonss

(1) Tue annual activity of organised primary
mortgage~originating sectvor is small,
presently estimated at around Rs 100 crore;

(ii) substantial funds are availeble with many
existing lastitutions for possible investment
in the primary mortgege originating <«ector,
e.Z.; LIC, GIC, Provident Funds, UTI, etc.:

(iii) Once housing is given the status of an industry,
the IDBI may refinance housing loans in the urban
sector and the NABARD may refinance housing loans

in the rural sector; and

(iv) With the setting up of a NHFC, some degreec of
refinancing support would be available.

M importomnt issue that has to be considcred in the
context of a secondary mortgage market and a refinaoncing
mechanism to the primary mortgage market, is the treatment
of mortgagé papef. Tn order to give to the mortgage paper
a degree of liquidity, it moy be desirable to accord to it
the same legal status as is presently granted to shares,
debentures and bonds., Such o practice would allow for
contractual gavings to be diverted into the refinancing of
the primary mortgageuoriginatiag sector. Two points need
to be indicated., In the first place, it may be desirable
for primary mortgage~originating institutions to maintain
the‘mortgage paper for gt least o specified proportion of
the amortization period (say, one-fourth or one~third).
Secondary, contractual savings institutions like the
provident fund andrgratuity fund moy be permitted to buy
the mortgage paper in_thé Same way as government securities,
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It would be desirable to zlso develop a systenm
that will facilitate muliiple mortgages, that is, a home
owner can nortgage the same property to two or three
coganised—-sector finsncisl institutions. As each institu-
tion would desire to have the first claim on the mortgaged
property in case of defaulv, the mortgage insuvrance
mechanismn would have t. be adopted to insure the property-
linked loan amount to fully cover equally the risk of each
of the institutionsl agencies, Alternatively, the
consortium approach to home loan operations may bve

considered.

7. Major Stimulsnts to Mobilise Resources for Housing

Even if long—term institutional finances are made
availzble Yo 2 potential home owner at a reasonable and
affordable rate of interest, some supplementary mcasures
may be needed to induce him to approach financial institu— -
tions, teke a home loan and acquire o house. At the same
time, given the resources constraint in a devcloping
economy =nd the large potential demand for housing loans,
it would be necessary to have some contribution by the
home owner in the financing of his house. Housechold
savings have to be gencrated also to provide resources
to the housing financc systen, '

The bulk of houschold savings in the country
today is mobilised in non-financial forms, The prospect
of home ownershiv might stimulate the transfer of non-
financial savings ascgets into financial savings assets.
To activate this transfer process and to allow also for
some reallocation of the existing level of financial
savings, special finsncial savings instruments would have

to be developed.
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The tax system con play an important role in
stimulating investment in housing, principally by permitting
decductions in computation of personal income voax base and
income tox liaobility, and granting preferenticl tax treat-
ment to income from invesgtment in hou~ing. Thus, interest
paid on home loaons, local taxes like property tox, charges
like ground rent and daprecioction on rental property are
deductible, while rental income, interest income from
deposits, ond debentures ond dividend income on tuity share
investment in housing finaonce institutions .get preferentizl
tax treotment,

The following fiscal incentives are proposed at the
home owners! and institutional level:

i. Housing investment allowance for home owners

ii. Depreciation allowaoncce on non-=rental property
for home owners; ond

iii. Scopc of Section 80L of Income Tax Act, 1961, %o
be extended by prov1d1ng a scparate monetary
ceiling of Rs 2,000 for income from investments
in hou31np flnancc ingtitutions over ond above the
Re 7,000 now available for income from investments
in uPCPlflOQ monetary assets,

In addition to providing fiscal stimulants, it is
necessary to rationzlise rent control and urban land ceiling
legislations to stirmulote investment in housing.

While fiscal incentives may contribute to improving
the rate of return on investments in housing and with
housing fineonce institutiohs, apprepriante sovings and resource
mobilisation instrumcnts would have to be developed to moke

eilable finencizl assets for mobilisation of household sevings.
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The following savings instruments and schemes are
proposed:
i, Contractual loan-linked savings schemes;
ii, Informal sector small-savings schemes;
iii. Indexation oi savings ard income' schemes:
iv., Housing bearer bonds; and
v. Housing lottery scheme.

8. Potential for Additional Resource Mobilisat. n for Housing

It has been estimated that about Rs 3,060 crore of
edditional resources can be mobilised annually from existing
financial institutions and the household and corporate savings
in the economy for investment in housing. Thus, the LIC, the
GIC, the ULI, the IDBI, the NABARD and the commercial banks
can provide annually an additional amount of Rs 2,580 crore to
housing, the provicent fund organisations Rs 310 crore, the
corporate sector Rs 50 crore and the household sector Rs 120
crore. Apart from these identified potential for additional
resources for housing, the HUDCO and the HDFC would be able to
mobilise funds from the international capital market, the
domestic capital market and the household sector directly.
Provision has not been mnde for the resources that can be
mobilised for housing from charitable trusts and superanne
uation and gratuity funds and the new savings from the
household sector that are now largely consumed and/or
unaccounted in the national accounts, Thce total annual
flow of institutional finances in housing, given the
appropriate institutional development, would thus increase
more then five times, from around Rs 600 crore to around Rs 3,500
crore.
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TABLE A-T1T7,1

Period of Rest-ic'~ non Resale of Leaschald L and
Resale restriction Town
period (Number of Delhi Lucknow _ Total
years) (1) (2) (3)

2 1 - 1

5 10 - 10

6 4 - 4

7 1 - 11

10 78 76 154

15 - 19 19

TOT AL 104 95 199
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TABLE A-III,4

Major Reasons for Renting Out Houses in Selscted Towns

, Re as ons :
Touwn Additional Repayment Recovery of Payment - ‘Ot hers
inzone of loan investment of taxes

Yes: . Ng Yes Yes Yes  No Yes No

No N
6D BN ) B € TSNS €) B ) IS ) BN ) I )N ) BN €T)

1. Delhi 19 - 13 - 7 - 7 - 3 -
2. Lucknow 4 - 16 - 5 - 5 - - : -
3. Cuttack 1 - 2 - 3 - 3 - 1 -
4, Quilon 1 - 1 - - - - - - -
5. Ambala - - 2 - 1 - - - - -

TOTAL 25 - 34 - 16 - 15 - 4 | -

Note: The number of respondents giving the
various ansuwers are more than that the
number of those owners who rented out
their houses (72) because of multiple
reasons given by respondents,
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TABLE A-III.S

Major Rzeasons for Renting Out in Spitc of Rent

Control Legislations

(Number cf ecspondents)

Delhi

Lucknow __ Ambala  Total

(1) (2} (3) (4)

1. Capital appreciation 9 6 - 15
(11.39) (12.24) (11.63)

2. Safe investment 25 - 15 o 41
(31.65) (30.61)  (1o0.00) (31,78)

3, Status value 36 9 - 45
(45.57)  (18.37) (34.88)

4, Unofficial rental - - - -

income

5. Pugri/advance - - - -

6. Any other rgason 9 19 - 28
(11.39) (38.78) (21.71)

79 149 . 1 129
ToTAL (100.00) (100.08)  (100.00) (100.00)

Note: Figures in parenthecscos are
the per cent to total,
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TABLE A-IIle8
T H 3 K Homa O T
1 ™| Gr 3elegtad Tou

(Wymber)

Type of
constryuction

Income croyps(k)
g-s0090 . 5001~15008C —

Oa ihi Lucknow Cytt.ck yilon rmbala dalhi Lycknou Cuttuck — yilon Ampula
Tormal Informal ForMal InPofmal Formaf Tnformal  Formal InTofnal Fornal FoOImal Inrormal Fornﬁ Infornal For-al (nformal Forwa! TnPormal For -2

sector sector sactor sector sector sector sectar sector a3ector sector sectcr saector sector sectcr sector sector secter sectcr

(11 Z1 &) B €Y (5 (67 (71 €))] €3I €15 R €K D) €172 B €19 N €9 M € -9 NN 61-9 B € i) AN €
1e Pucca ( 1323) ( 2155) ( 1123) ( ;.55) ( 11.93) (12?52) ( 3323) (17.92) ( o.gs) ( 9f1zz) (3333) (10.?4:) ( 7.?10) (126.?0) ( 7-30) ( 4-{"14) K ( ;36;;}
2+ Semi-pucca (1sfsa) ( sfzsf ( 31_05) (12_.53) ( 7359) (15_?62) ( 3-:;5) ( 3.112) (11.%4) ( 7.§9) (zs.go) (11.53) (18-675) (zs.;z) (15.553) ( 3.88) -« 1ore
3¢ Kutcha I (%) I (ea) - (1%10) - (11a32) - D (16.98) - (sea6) - (3.1 = (199 =
4o Hot Do D M) D G0 (soud) (2 - D T (zie) D (ade)(sde (2 D (ol
} {'::?M”:é’: (9:09) * = I (285 Z  (17014) ( 9.39) ( 2.88) (?‘5‘35) - (17.10) > (22.86) Doordeeas D (el
br flate (a93)  °  (sees) - (1ea1) (svs00) - - I (15079)(50.00) (38.03) = ( 2e01) = - - -
7+ Bungalow ( of“) ( ,fgz) 'I - ¢ -1»1.50) ( aim ( .334) (zo.s;) (. o;fs) ( 3343)(291.21) ( 2.1;) ( 5.35) (1624) ( o-:z) ( 53172) <« gzz?
(332:‘25:11;0 3 ;134) ,‘712?10) (¢1:34) (::-,51) ( 2018) (14e52) ( 35693 (11.29) " ( iag1) ( g:os)(u:gs) (10.50) ( 5:88) (12579) ( slgs) ( ‘3?0) ( oem) ( is

agtes Figures in parenthesie aie percent to totale -

(Contd.s.)
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TABLE A-111.8 Contde
{ ¥ymber )

Income groyps (M}
I - 15001~3500Q 35004-5CQ00 SCR01-300000 ~bgye 100000 All Tu;na__(

. teins c, stack nmbala _0slhi Lyckrnou Cv-*t Delhl Luck %ﬂ ~mbglg Dalhi ko ,,;335
;orwal Infiiter Torn,l ormal nformal Formal 01‘1131 ormal Formal ocm orm cma Dfm:l ?orﬂaf Fol’mai orm fFormal Infor- J

1

20

&

Se

6e

( sumof 1 t~ 3

Pucca

Seaj~pucca

Kutcha

Hut

Samiepory -
nent si: uce
turs

Flats

Bungal:

Totel

or 4 to 7 )

sactor _ _sfi t”r Secgu’ ector actor ector sc ct ert aactor ae,_tL
(19' {. i 22 24 25
84 ¢ 47 60 2 y 9 16 32 10 3 19 1 1 1 1 1 s70 39 _
€14+72) (10+25) ( 8024) ( 10.53) ( Se12) ( 1.58) ( 2+80) ( Se61) ( 1475) ( 0453) { 3.33) ( G.18) ( 0417 ) ( 0.18) ( B.18) { 0.17) (100.00){100-0"
- - - 1 - - .- - - - - - - - - - % 32
- - - ( 31.85) - - - - - - - - - - - - {(icc.0o}isacc
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ; 53 “
- - R -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - el
. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ‘2 49
- - - - - .- - - . - - - - - - - (100 «00X100.07
e - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 11 3s
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - {100e00X%1 06437
i - 2 - - - - ! 4 - 1 - - 1 - a2
(e = %) - - - = (0.70) ( 2282) - = ( 0.70) - « (06em) - (100.00)(100-00
k2l é 2u 61 . 2 9 16 31 6 3 19 - 1 1 - 1 1 ']
(15> » (11:07) € 4e56} { 13083) ( Se88) ( 2404) (3563) ( 7.03) ( 1436) ( 0.68) ( 4.31) ( 0.22) ( 0.22) - ( o.zz)(w:‘::m)(acgu:c

64 « o er 61 2 9 16 32 10 3
(610} { 3423) ( 7489) ( 10424) ( 1461) ( 1051) (2068) ( 5.37) ( :..ss) ( 0.50) ( 3139) ( o.:v) ( 0.12) ( o.:-y) ( 01.17) (037) (1£330)(,l£fg:
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TABLE

7O

-

A-ITI,9

rvicing of Housing Loan

and Housing Stock

(Rs _'000)

T oun Samplel/RQSpon- Annual expenditure

Y size dents Servicing Physical Taxes Lcase Total
of loans mainten- char-
ance of gas
house
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) {6} (7)

1. Delhi 250 179 314,97 291,25 193.065 16.64 815.91
2, Lucknou 162 131 378,25 109,09 34,51 2422 524,07
3. Cuttack 184 183 51.95 57,36 18.59 0.07 127.97
4, Quilon 74 70 32,36 0.25 8.90 - 41,51
5. Ambalsa 50 33 105,96 28,30 20,59 - 154,85
TOT AL 720 596 883.49  486.25 275.64 18,93 1664,31

Note: 1/ Excludes slum and squattered

settlement components

in

informal housing sector,
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yame A-I11-10

Patter 3 re of Mousing F s g Oyne
fogr Informgl Hoygd Sa B Delh
: -

‘ Vo v \ . (& 1acn)

forngl sector L"_fo_rz_a%_ss.g_ﬁgr_ul_ Jatal

" - (201) 25 24 (2s0)

L _\ Pargent A Percent . L Percent Percent
: G ( 37 @] X (6] (%)) {a]
1. Ffor H ng F ﬂ‘ ‘. v 4920 ¢ 1906 A 38 1430 - 0e09 400 50.59 1887
.o 1alise i e 0 441§ | 1061 0e51 5028 . - - 4466 1+74
1 HDFC ! 035  T:0e14 “ - - - - 035 0.13
2+ State housing board \ 132 D51 - - - - 132 0+49
3+ Cooperative housing. unama/bundinq socisties 2048 0.96 054 5.28 ‘- - 2497 1012
be QOther finenciel Snetitutions - 15.59 6408 0+16 1466 - - 15.75 5.87
1 LIC 7.95 3408 004 0ol - ) 7499 2098
2 Banks 7464 | 2496 0412} Ys24 i- < 7.76 " 2489
ce QOthers 29 +46 n.n 071 736 o.u1 4400 30418 1126
1o Provident fund 1002 3.36 0e49’ 5408 -t - 10.51 3.92
2+ Employer 12490 " 5400" 015 1055 ‘001 4400 1306 487
3¢ Others 654 2-?3 Y 0.07. 0.72 e - 661 2447
- . . 1h R
11. JIprorsal Hoysing F e Marke 208.98 8094 8.27 85.70 0.24 ' 96.00 21749 81413
as 3e)lf=-gener gte: 154.86 59.98 453 46495 0.16 64.00 159455 ‘59,52
je Cash ATe77 18.+50) 0e7 7.88 0.10 40.00 48.63 18414
2+ Bank deposits -99.52 38455 170 ‘11-62 0.0S 20 .00 101.27 3777
3+ Savings during conotx‘uctton 159 0461 - E - - - 159 0.5
4¢ Othsrs v .. 5498 2432 2407 21 .(s. 0401 4400 "8.08 301
be QDdspoggl of assetg 14.57¢ . 5e64 1014 11482 0.01 - 4400 1572 Se86
1« Shates 064 Q02§ | - - 0.01 400 065 0.24
2s. Jeugllery 324 125 041 425, - - 365 1+38
3¢ Land end bund.tng 752 29 0.38 394 - - 7.90 2495
4+ Agricul ture goperty 2460 1201 Ba25 2459 - - 2085 1406
Se Othars 057 - 0s22 Ge10 104 - - 067 Ge2S
" ce_ Exter ce 99+55. 15432 2460 26493 0407 28400 42022 15475
1+ Rglatives 2454 9450 1466 1720 0.03 12.00 2.3 978
2+ Friende 1191 4461 059 611 0.03 "12.00 12.53 4468
3+ Indigenous bankers 0.50 019 0e26 2+69 - - 07 0.28
4 Others . 260 1204 0409 0493 0.0 4400 2+70 1401
Total eees 258418 . 100.00 9.§5 : 100.00 025 100.00 268 .08 100,00
Notass 1. Figuras in parentheeie e number or ho-n 0umro in !ach catogory. ‘

2 'A? lncludn parmenent but unauthorised housinq units and 'BY includes slun and squattered settlements.



- 231 -

TABLE A~IXI, 1L

- : (N Jakh )
Income (m) :
500 1=-15000 1500 1=3 5000 3 5001= 50000 50001-100000 Above 100000 Total
~(84) [€:X:)] 327 {19) [$9) L$1-7)]
Percent Percent Percen Pe Percen arce
Wﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁ“—m‘w 10 1 “"‘M 1
‘I. Fomal Howsing Fipance Market 0.74 17,78 9.98 21,57 28.68 34,09 7.36 9.9 3.83 7.22 - - 50.59 118.87
a, @Specigliged howusing fipapce instltutions - - 0.74 1.60 3.55 4.22 0.22 Q.29 0.15 0.28 - - 4,66 1,74
1. HOFC - - - - 0.20 0.24 - - 0.15 0.28 - - 0.35 0.13
2. State ousing board - - 0. 24 Oe 52 1,08 1,28 - - - - - - 1,32 0,49
3, Oooperative housing finance/building societies - 0,50 1,08 2,27 2.70 0.22 0.29 - - - - 2,99 1,12
b, Qther financial imstitutions - - 2,78 6.01 8.79 10,45 1.60 2,09 2,58 4.86 - - 15.75 5.87
1. LIc - - 1.68 4.06 4.81 5,72 0.20 0.26 1.10 2,07 - - 7.99 2,98
2, Banks - - 0.90 1,95 3,98 4,73 1,40 1.83 1.48 2.79 - - 2.76  2.89
c. Others 0.74 17.78 6.46 13.96 16,34 19,42 5.5¢ 7.22 1.10 2,07 - - 30.18 11,26
1. Provident fund : 0.13 3,13 3.67 7.93 3.92 4,66 1,79 2,33 1.00 1.88 - - 10.50 3,92
2. Employer . 0.34 8,17 1.31 2,83 9,16 10,89 2,15 2,80 0.10 0.19 - - 13,06 4.5?
3, Others © 0e2? 6.48 1.48 3.20 3,26 3,87 1,60 2,09 - - - - 6,61 2,47
11, - u e e ] 3.42 82,22 36,29 78,43 S5.44 65.91 69,36 90.41 49.25 92.78 3.73 100.00 217,49 81,13
a. Self-generzted 2,40 57.69 20,93 45.25 40.35 47.97 52,16 67,99 39,98 75,32 3,73 100,00 159.55 59.52
1. Cash 1,19 28,60 8,15 17.61 12,22 14,53 19,23 25,07 7.61  14.34 0.23 §,17 48.63 18,14
2, Bank deposits : 0.92 22,11 9,00 19.45 25,91 30,80 32.57 4£2.45 29.37 55,33 3.5 93.83 101.27. 37.77
3, Savings during construction - - 0.19 0.41 0.54 0.64 0.36 0,47 0.5 0.9¢4 - = - 1.59 ~ 0.59
4, Others _ 0.29 6,98 3,59 7.76 1.68 2,00 - - 2,50 4.71 - - 8.06 3,01
b, Disposul of ggsetg 0.32 7.69 4.33 9.36 2.19 2,60 5.44 7,09 3.44 6.48 -7 15,72 5.86
: 1, Shares - - 0.01 0.02 0.15 0.18 0.49 0.64 - - - - 0.65 0,24
2,. Jewellery 0.12 2,88 1,48 3,20 0.75 0.89 1,05  1.37 0.25 0.47 - - 3.65 1,36
3, Land and building - - 2,58 5,60  1.12 . 1,33 3,90 5,08 0.25 0.5S - - 7.90 2,95
4. Agriculture pmperty. - - 0.25 0.54 -t - - - 2,60 4.90 - - 2,85 1,06
S, Others 0.20 4.81 = - 0.17 0,20 - - 0.30 0,56 - - . 0.67 0,25
c. Extemsl sources E 0.70 16,84 11,03 23,83 12,90 1533 31,76 15,33 5.83 . 10.98 - - 42.22 15,75
1, Relativeg - 0.43 10.35 6,64 14,35 10.40 12,36 5,83 7,60 2.93 S. 52 - - - 26,23 9,78
2. Priends C 0,27 6,49 2,53 Se 47 2,40 2,85 4.8 5.97 2,75 S.18 - - 12,53  4.68
3, Indigenous bankers . - - 0.26 0.56 - - 0.35 0,46 0.15 0.28 - - 0.76 0.28
4., Others . - - 1,60 3.45 0.10 0.12 1,00 1,30 - - - - 2,70 1,01
Total e.ee . 4,16 100,00 46,27 100,00 ©£4.12 100,00 76,72 100.00 53,08 100.00 3,73 100.00 268,08 100,0¢

Note: -Fegures in parenthesis are number 6f home owners in each category.
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TARLE A,ITI-12
Rattem and Stoucture of Housing Finznce of Lome owners Acuiring

fferent. d & e De )
(™ lakh )
_Size of lougse (sg, ft,)
281= 00 50 1=1000 10015000 Above 5000
z8) (58] {1l¢8) "
Fercent Perce,

Ie M_Mw&;w 0.58 ‘19. 14 2.28 19,69 12,99 36,06 34.14 17.80 0. 50 1,99 50, £9 18,87
acecldized houging fipapce ipstitutions - - 1. 59 13,15 0.90 2.5 2,17 1.14 - - 4,66 1,74

le HuFC - - - - - "= 0,35 0.18 - - 0.35 0.13

2. Stote housing board - - . 0,28 2,32 0.55 1.53 0.49 0,26 - - 1,32 0.49

3, operative housing finance - - 1.31 10.84 0.35 0.97 1,33 0.70 - - : 2,99 1.12

~b) @thex finsnciad ingidsutions - - 0.05 0.41 2,84 7.88 12,36 6, 44 0. 50 1,99 15.75 S.87
1, LIC - * - - - 0.39 1.08 7,60 3,96 - - 7.99 2,98

2, Banks - - 0,05 0.41 2.45 6,80 4.76 2,48 0,50 1,99 7.76 2,89

c) Others 0.58 19.14 0.74 6,12 9.25 25,68 19.61 10,22 - - 30.18 11,26
1, Provident fund 0.5 16, 50 0.26 2,15 1.61 - 4,47 8,14 4,24 - - 10,51 3,92

2. Zmzloyer 0,08 2,64 0.16 1.32 4,56 12,66 8. 26 4,31 - - 13.06 4,87
3. Otbhars - - 0.32 2,65 3,08 8,55 3,21 . 1.67 - - 6,61 2,47

II. Infomal ousing Fingpce Hapket 2,45 80.86  9.71 80.31 23,03 63,94 157,66 82,20 24,64 98,01 217,49 81,13
a) Seli-jensrated 1.10 36,30 6, 55 54,18 16,21 45.00 115,39 60,17 20.30 80,75 i 159, 56 59, 52
1, Cash . T 0,43 14.19 2,62 21,67 611 16,96 35.73 18,63 3,74 14,88 48,63 18,14

2. Bank deposit 0.65 21.45 2,81 23,24 T.22 20.04 74,03 38,60 16, 56 65,87 101,27 37. 7

3. 3-vings during construction - - - - 0,44 1,22 1,15 2.34 - - 1.59 0,59

4, Cthers 0,01 0,66 1.12 9,26 2,44 6,717 4,48 0.60 - - -8,06 3,01

b} Dispoczl of agsets 0. 51 16,083 1,20 _9.‘93 1.31 3,64 11.90 6,20 0,80 3,18 15,72 5.86
le shares .- 0.01 0.33 - - ' 0.20 0.56 0.44 0.23 - - 0.65 0.24 -

2o Jewellery 0,30 9.90 0,63 S.21 0.45 1,25 1.47 0.77 Q.80 3.18 3,65 1,36

3, Land and bu.tldj.ng - - 0,32 2,65 0,62 1,72 6,96 3,63 - - 7.90 2,85

4, --Agricul ture pmc‘-rty - - 0.25 2.07 - - 2,60 1,36 - - 2,85 1,06

5. Oth2rs 0.20 6, &0 - - 0.04 0.11 0.43 0.22 - - 0,67 0,25

¢) Extemeal Sources 0.84 27.72 1,96 16,21 5. 51 15,30 30.37 15,83 3.54 14,08 42,22 15,75
%. ;&31 t*sves 0.42 13,20 1.3; 13,18 4,15 11.2i 19,08 9.95 1.01 4,02 26,23 9,78

- riznds 0.1 5,28 0. 2. 490 1,06 2. 8.49 4,43 ‘2,53 10,06 12,53 4,68

37 Indizenous bankers 0.18 5.94 0,08 - 0.66  0.30 0.83  0.20  0.10 . .

. . - . . L] L] - - 0.76 0.28

4, Others 0.10 3,30 - ) - - - 2,60 1.36 - - 2.70 1.01
Total eeee . 3,03 100.00 12,09 100,00 36,02 100,00 191,80 100,90 25,14 100,00 268,08 100,00

|

Rote: Figures in parenthesis are nunber of tonme owners in each category.
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TABLE A-IXX.13
St £ ‘Fin e e
ffe

(& jakxh)

Age grouwp (yrs)
O0=25 26=40 41-55 Above 55 - Total

= [} 53] (587 {Z50]

Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

6] 2] NE)] €)) (©] (8] L) (8)_ ] IFON

I. Fogmal Houging Pinapce Markeg 0. 50 15,67 13.28 15.91 26.57 19.31 10.24 23,37 50. 59 18.87
a ised housing fingnce in o - - 2,17 2.60 1.90 1.38 0.5 1,35 4.66 1.74
1. HDFC - - 0.20 c.2¢ 0.15 0.11 - - 0.35 0,13

2, State housing board - - - - 1.08 0.78 0.2¢ 0.55 1.32 0.49

3, ooperative tousing finance/building - - 1.97 2,36 0.67 0.49 0.35 0.80 2,99 . le12

socleties ) . . -

b, er fin tution 0.% 15,67 3.98 4.77 9.32 6.77 1.95 4.45 15.75 5.87
1. LIC - . - 1.18 1,41 5,86 4.26 0.95 2.17 7.99 2,98

2. Banks 0.50 15,67 2,80 3,36 3.46 . 2,51 1.00 2.28 7.76 2,89

c. Qtherp - - 7.13 8,54 1535  11.15 7.70 17.57 30.18 1,26
1, Provident fund - - 2.18 2.61 4.21 3.06 4,12 9,40 10.51  ° 3,92

2. Employer - - 3.59 4.30 6.98 5,07 2,49 5. 68 13.06 4.87

3, Others - - 1.36 .6 4.16 3,02 1,09 2,49 6.61 2,47

IX. Inforpal Houging Finapcs Market 2.69 84,33 70.17 - 84.09 111.05 80.69 33,58 76,63 217.49 81,13
a. Self-geperated - 2,32 72,713 46,13 55, 28 84.93 61.71 26.17 59.72  159.55 59,52
1. Cash 1,01 31,66 19,27 23,09 22,58 16,41 5.77 13.17 48,63 18,14

2. Bank deposits 1,30 40.75 26,49 - 31,74 60.12 43,68 13,36  30.49 101,27 n.71

3. Savings during éonstruction - - 0.21 0.25 1.14 0.83 0.24 0.55 1.59 0.58

4, Others 0.01 0.31 0.16 0.19 1.09 0.79 6.80 15,51 8.06 3.01

by Blmosal of assets 0,10 3.13 5.72 6.85 - 8,21 S.97 1.69 3.85 15.72 5.86
i, Shares - - 0.16 0.19 0.39 0.28 0. 10 0,23 0.65 0.24

2, Jewellery 0.10 3.13 1,29 1,55 1,57 1.14 0.69 1.57 3.65 1,36

3, Land and building - - 3,49 4,18 3.51 2,55 0.90 2,05 7.90 2,95

4. Agriculture pmperty - - 0.25 0.30 2. 60 1.89 C - - 2,85 1.06

S. Others - - 0.53 0.63 O.14 0.10 - - 0.67 0.25
c, Extemal gources 0.7 8.46 18,32 21.95 17,91 13,01 5.72 13.05 42.22 1875
1. Relatives - 0.02 0.63 12,34 14,79 9.97 7.24 3.90° 8,90 26,23 9,78

2, Froends 0.25 7.83 4,75 5,69 6,61 4.80 0.92 ‘2,10 12,53 .

3, Indigenous bankers - - 0,13 0.16 0.23 0.17 0.40 0.91 0.76 0.28

4, Others - - 1,10 1.32 1.10 0.80 0. 50 1,14 2.70 1,01
Wtal .... 3.19 100,00 .45 100,00 137.62  100.00 43,82  100.00 268,08 100,00

Note: 1. Figures in parenthesgis are number of home owners in each category
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TARLE A-III, 14

d S ture e of
ren De
{ » lakh)
h Type of houge
Hu S S c tu, Flats al Tota)
123§ fvﬁ {45) %1‘1 5) (250)
Percent Percent Pe rce e
. (1) {2) (3) (4} 6 7 8 10
b u Fi e M 0.01 4.76 0,08 7.27 7.13 34.49 43,37 17.62 50,59 18.87
a. Specialiged housing fingpce institutions - - - - 1.20 S.81 3.46 1.41 4.66 1,74
1, HDPC - - - - 0.20 0.97 0.15 0.06 0.35 0.13
2, Stat® housing board - - - - - - 1.32 0.54 1,32 0.49
3, ooperztive housing ﬂnance/building societiesg - - - - 1,00 4,84 1.99 0,81 2,99 1.12
b, Qther fingncial ingtitutions - - - - 0.53 2,56 15,22 &, 18 15.75 5,87
1. - LIC : - - - - 0.53 2,56 7.46 3,03 7.99 2.98
2. Banks - - - - - - 7.76 3.15 1.76 2,89
c,  Others 0.01 4,36 . 0,08, 1.27 S. 40 26,12 24,69 10,03 30,18 12,26
1, Provident fund - - 0.08 1.27 1. 52 7.35% 8,91 3,62 10.51 3,92
2. Employer 0.01 4,76 - - 1,13 5. 47 11,92 4,84 13,06 4,87
3, Others - - - - 2.75 13,30 3,86 1.57- 6,61 2.47
II. Informal Houging Pinance Market 0.20 95,24 .02 92,73 ‘13,54 65,51 202,73 82,38 217.49 " 61,13
a, Self-geperated 0.14 66,67 °  0.36 32,72 9.89 47.85 149,16 60,61 159,55 59,52
1, Cash 0.10 47.62 0.11 10.00 2.88 13,93 45.54 18,50 48,63 18,14
2, Bank deposit 0.04 19.05 0.24 21,82 4.3% 21,04 96,64 39,27 101.27 37.77
3, Savings d\u:!.nq eonst.mctlon - - - - - - 1.59 0.65 1.59 0.59
4, Otters - - 0.01 0.90 2,66 12,87 5,39 2,19 8,06 3,01
b, DBiaogsal of agsetg 0.01 4,76 0.09 8.18 1.95 9,43 13,67 S. 55 15,72 5,86
" 1. Shsres ’ 0.01 4.76 - - 0.15 0 .73 0.49 0.20 0.65 0.24
2, Jewellery - - 0.09 8.18 0.81 3,92 ‘2,75 1.12 3,65 1,36
3, Land and building - - - - 0.75 3,63 7.3; 2.9 7.90 2.95
4. -Agricul ture pmperty - - - - - - 2. 1,16 2.85 1.06
5. Others - - - - 0,24 1,16 0,43 0,17 0,67 0,25
c. Extem urce 0.05 23,81 0.57 51.83 1.70 8.22 39,90 16,21 42,22 15,75
1. Relatives 0,02 9.52 0.25 22,73 1,53 7.40 24,43 9.93 26.23 9,78
2, Priends 0,03 14.29 0.06 5. 45 0.12 0.58 12,32 S.01 12,53 4,68
3, Indigenous bankers - - 0.21 19.10 0.05 0.24 0.50 0.20 0,76 0,28
4, Others - - 0,05 4,55 - - 2,65 1,08 2,70 1,01
Total .... 0.21 100,00 1,10 100,00 20,67 100,00 246,10 100.00 268.08 100,00

Hot#: 1. Pigures in parenthesis are number of home owners in each category,



TABLE A-111.15
3
Pattern ang Structyre of Hoysing Finance gf Ho Ouner
formgl gnd Inform. Hoysing sectors In Luck

For mal .;actor Iinformal se r(A 1 Tm tor 19 Tg a?.
(132) 15 1S (162}
Parcant Parcent Pgoreang r:ﬁgm_
(12 (2] 137 4 19/ \e) 22 .
1. Formal Hoysing Fingnce Market 24480 27440 - - - - 24 480 2672
a. 3peci lisad hoysing fingnece ingtitytlong 2445 2.72 - - - - 2446 2465
1¢ H FC 0.07 0.08 - - - - 0.07 0.07
2+ State housing boar 0.60 066 - - - - 0RO N 265
3+ Cooperative housing finance/building societies 179 198 - - - - 179 1493
be Other financigl inatititinns anoan Fihes - - - 10410 1083
1. LIC Sed?7 604 - - - - 5¢47 S.89
2+ Banks 463 S5¢12 - - - - 463 4499
ce Otners ' 12024 1352 e - - - 12024 13.19
1s Provident fund 592 6054 - - - - 6438
2e¢ Employer . 4069 S¢18 - - - - £.05
3+ Others ' 1663 180 - - - - 176
11« Informal Hoyging Fingnge Market 6570 7260 223 10000 0409 100.00 73,28
@ 3glf-genspgtsg 38420 42e21  0.80 35.87 0.07 7778 42489
1¢ Cash 840 9.28- 0«24 1075 0.03 33033 9.34
2« Bank depoait . 1783 19.70 Oe 42 1863 - - 19 .66
3e Savings during cenetryction 2023 2046 - - Bed 1111 comy
4¢ Others ) Je 78 1076 014 628 003 33,33 10.68
be DOisposgl qf gessts . 1135 1254 024 10.76 - - 1245
1e. Shares 0.06 007 - - - - 0406
2¢ Jeuallery 105 1¢16 016 “Te1? - - 130
3¢ Land and building 407 4450 0.03 1035 - ~ 442
4¢ Agricylture property Se73 633 0405 2024 - - 623
Se QOthers 044 049 - - - - 0.47
ce er oyrcs 1615 17.85 119 5336 002 .- 22422 . .. 1736 18.70
1« Rglatives 1275 14.09 081 36 032 001 iteld 1357 1462
2¢ Friends . 3.05 337 0.05 2424 - 3.10 334
3« Indigenous bankers 0.10 011 033 1480 001 "19"1 el .. D47
4« Others 0+2S 0e20 - - - - - ixe T8 0e27
Total ecces 90.50  100.00 2.23 100,00 0409 100400 it 10000

Notet 1e¢ Figures in parenthesis are the number of home ouners in each catagorye

2+« 'A% includes permanant but unantharieas wa- cmdoe eae
48" includes slum &y sjuaciui . gettirweitss
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TABLE A.III, 16

ttem d Struc £ _Housing Finp e Homs
Differept Ipcome Groups in Lucknow
. (™ lakh )
: Income gm) -
feS000 5001e. 15000 . 3 —alo¥e_ 100000, .
(26) (77) (47) (10) (1) (1) (162)
Percent Percent Percvent Pe rcen Pe n erce {:]
2 3 — (4 S 7 ) 9 10 11 12 13 14

le Foymgl rousing Fipance Markeg 0.09 3.95 8.05 29,37 11,51 26,28 3,72 22,28 0.63 50,00 0.80 58,39 24,80 26,72

a. Specialised housing fipance - - 1.28 4,67 1.01 2,31 0.17 1.02 - - - - 2.46 2,65
dpstitutions

1. HDFC - - - - - - 0.07 0,42 - - - - 0,07 . 0,07

2, State housing board - - 0.15 0.55 0.35 0.80 0.10 0. - - - - -0, 60 0.65

3, poperztive housing finance/ - - 1,13 4,12 0,66 1.51 - -- - - - - 1.79 1,93

building societies- ’ )

. be Qther financizl jpstitutiong 0.05 2.19 1.41 5.14 ‘5,21 11,89 2,47 14.79 0.16 12,70 0.80 58,39 10.10 10.88

1. LIC 0.05 2,19 0.73 2,66 3.16 7.21 1,37 8.20 0.16 12,70 - " e S. 47 5.89

2. Banks - - 0.68 2,48 2.05 4.68 1.10 6.5 - - 0.80 - 58,39 4. 63 4.99

¢. Qthers 0,04 1.76 5,36 19,55 5.29 12,08 1,08 6,47 0.47 37,30 - - 12.24 13,19

1. Provident fund - - 3,31 12,08 2,23 S.09 0,38 2,28 - - - - $.92 6,38

2. Employer 0.02 0.88 139 5.07 2.28° S.21 0.70 4,19 0.30 23,81 - - 4.6 5.05

3, Others 0.02 " 0.88 0,66 2.41 0.78 1.78 - - 0.17  13.49 - - 1,63 1,76

2, Infopmma)l Houging Finance Market 2,19 $6.05 19,36 70.63 32.29 . 73,72 12,98 77.72 0.63 50,00 0.57 41,61 68,02 73,28

a. Self=genersted 1.4 64.47 12,10 44,14 14.55 33,22 10.07 60.30 0.53 42,06 0.35 25,558 39,07 42,09

1. Cash - 0.20 8,81 1.79 6.53 4.91 11,21 1. 45 8,68 Q.12 9.52 0.20 14,60 - 8,67 9,34

2, Bank deposit 0.35 15.42 5.79 21412 5,22 11,92 6.74° 40,36 0,15 11,90 ° - - 18.25 19,66

3, Savings during construction 0.04 1.75 0.85 3,10 0.49 1.12 0,86 5. 15 - - - - 2,24 2.41

4. Others. 0.88 38.77 3,67 13.39 3,93 8,97 1,02 6.11 0.26 20,63 0,15 10.95 9.91 10.68

b. £ = 0.10 4.39 2.6 9,60 7.64 17.44 1,10 6.59 - - 0.12 8,76 . 11,9 12.49

1. Shares - T - - - . 0,06 0.14 - - - - - - 0.06 0.06

2, Jewellery 0,07 3,08 0.67 2.44 0.35 0.80 - - - - . 0012 8,76 1.21 1.30

3, Land and building 0.03 1.32 1.82 6.64 1.75 4.00 0.50 2,99 - - - - 4,10 4.42

4. Agriculture property - - 0.14 0,51 5,04 11,51 0.60 3,58 - - - - 5,78 6.23

S. Others - - - - " 0. 44 1,00 - - - - - - 0.44 0.47

«c, Externgl sourves 0.62 27.19 4.8 16,89 10.10 23,06 .81 10.84 0.10 7.94 *0.10 7.30 17.36 18,70

1. Relatives 0.56 24,67 4,01 14.61 7.15 16,32 1,65 9.88 0.10 7.94 0.10 71.30 13,57 14,62

2. Friends. 0.02 0.88 0,24 0.88 2,68 6,12 0.16 0.96 - - - - 3.10 3,34

3, Indigenous bankers 0.04 1.76 0,38 1,39 0.02 0.05 - - - - - - 0.44 0.47

4, Others - - - |- 0.25 Q.57 - - = - - - 0.25 0.27

Wwtal .... 2.28 100,00 Z7.41 100,00 43.80 100,00 16,70 100,00 1.26 100.00 1.37 100,00 92,82 100,00

Note: Figures in parenthesis are number of lowe owners in each category,



fere - d u L
(& * ith)
Si houge t
0-250 251-500 sg%-gzgg = Total
149) 139) 42 T{182)
) Percent Percvent Percent Percent Pervent
(6] (2) (3] (4} {5) {6} (7] {8} KE)) {190
I. Forpal Housing Fingnce Morket 0.92 . 17.76 1.19 17.02 6.32 37.66 16,37 25,63 24,890 26,72
a. Speciglised housing finance instftutiong - - 0.11 1. 57 0.88 5.24 1.47 2,30 e 2,46 2,65
1. HDFC - - - - - - 0.07 0.12 0,07 0.07
2. Stat® housing board - - - - 0.05 0430 0.55 | 0.86 0.6 0.65
3. ooperstive houging finance/building - - 0.11 1.57 0.83 4.95 0.85 1,33 1.79 1,93
societies ~ .
b, Other finapcial institutions 0.28 S.41 0.05 0.72 3.31 19,71 6.46 10,11 10.10 10.88
i, LIC 0.05 0.97 - . - 2.91 17.34 2.51 3,93 5. 47 5.89
2. Banks 0.23 4,44 0.05 0.72 ' 0.40 ., 2,38 3,95 6,18 4,63 4,99
c. Others ' 0.64 12,35 1,03 14,74 2,13 12,69 8,44 13,21 12,24 13.19
1. Provident fund 0.09 1,72 0.22 3.18 0,25 1.49 5.36 8.39 5,92 6.38
2. ZEmployer 0.50 9.65 0.5 8. 44 1.28 7.63 2,32 3,63 4,69 5.05
3, Others i 0.05 0.97 0.22 3.15 0.60 3,58 0.76 1.19 1,63 1.76
11, Informal Housing Fingnce Mariket 4.26 82,24 5,80 82.98 10.46 62,34 47.% 74.37 68,02 73.28
a. Self-genersted 3.30 63,71 4.10 58, 66 6,19 36,89 25,48 39.89 39.07 42,09
1. Cash 0.35 6.76 0.68 9.73 1.11 6,62 6.53 10,22 8,67 9.34
2. Bank deposit 0.69 13.32 1.49 21.32 2,55 15.20 13,52 21,17 18,25 19.66
3. Savings during construction 0,05 0.97 © 0,63 9,01 0,46 2,74 1.10 1.72 2,24 2.41
4, Otbers 2.21 42,66 1.30 18.60 2.07 12,34 4,33 6,78 9.91 10,68
b, Dis of e 0.03 0.58 0.58 8,30 1.35 8,05 9.63 15.08 11,59 12,49
1. Shares - - - - : - - 0,06 0,09 0.06 0.06
2, Jewellery 0.03 0.58 0.29 4.15 0.17 1.01 0.72 1.13 1.21 1.30
3, Land and building - - 0.18 2,58 0.92 S.48 3,00 4.70 4.10 4,42
4. Agriculture pmperty - - 0.05 0.72 0.03 0.18 5.70 8,92 5,78 6,23
S, Otkers - - 0.06 - 0,86 0.23 1.37 0.15 0.23 0.44 0.47
c. Exte urce 0.93 11.95 1.12 16.02 2.92 17,40 12,39 19.40 17.36 18.70
1. Relatives 0.70 13,51 0.66 9. 44 2,71 16,15 9.5 14,87 13,57 14,62
2. Frends ) 0.07 1.35 O.14 2.00 - - 2,89 4.52 3.10 3.34
3. Indigenmous bankers 0.16 3,09 0.24 3,43 0,04 0.24 - - 0.44 0.47
4. Others - - 0.08 1.14 0.17 1.01 - - 0.25 0.27
Total ..... 5.18 100,00 6,99 100.00 16.78  100.00 6,83 100,00 92,82 100,00

Notes 1, Figures in parenthesis are number of lhome owners in each category.
2. There is po louse in locknow with an area of more than S000 sq. £t.
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TABLE A-XII, 18

d St of PL e Home e .
fere L )
{ » lakh )
. _Aje group yrs,
0-25 T 26-40 41-55 A_hg_vt_g_’s;____ Total
{2) - (20) {=9) 21 {162)

Percent Percent Percent Percent Perce

(1) (2) _{3) (4) {3 {6) {7) {g) [(D] £10
I. Pomal Housing Finapce Morket ‘ - Y. 7.13 71.94 12.41 25.20 S. 26 29.16 24.80 26,72
a. liged tou finance - - 0.24 0.94 1.75 3.55 0.47 2,61 2.46 2.65
1, HDPC - - - - 0.07 0.14 - - 0.07 0,07
2, State housing board ) - - - - 0. 60 1,22 - - 0.60 0,65
3, operative housing finance/building - - 0.24 0.94 1,08 2,19 0,47 2,61 1,79 . 1,93

societies . ’ .

b, Other financial institutiong - - 4.32 16.93 4.88 9,91 0.90 4.99 10,10 10,88
1. LIC - - 1.72 C 6,74 2,85 5,79 0,90 4,99 5. 47 5,89
2, Banks - - 2,60 10,19 2.03 4,12 - - 4.63 4.99
¢, Others - - 2,57 10.07 5,78 11,74 3,89 21,56 12,24 13,19
1. Provident fund - - "0.32 1425 1.82 3.70 3,78 20.95 $.92 6,38
2. Employer - L e 1.61 6.31 3.08 6,25 - - 4 5,05
3, Others - .- 0.64 2.51 . 0.88 1,79 0.11 0,61 1,63 1.76

g ) e oy
II, Informal Housing Finance Market 0.01 100,00 18.39 72.06 36.84 74.80 12,78 70.84 68,02 73.28
a., Self-generated 0,01 100,00 10,80 42.32 20.60 41,83 7.66 42,46 39,07 42,09
1, Cash - - . 1,68 6,58 5,75 11,68 1,24 6,87 8,67 9.34
2, Bank deposit - - 4,63 18.14 8,78 17.83 4,84 26,83 18.25 19.66
3., Savings during constructio 0.01 100,00 0,65 2.55 0,93 1.89 0.65 3,60 2.24 2,41
4. Others . - - 3,84 15,05 5. 14 10.44 0.93 5,16 9.91 10,68
b, Disposal of assets - - 3,22 12,62 6,58 13.36 1.79 9.92 ‘11.% 12,49
1, Shares ' - - 0.06 0.24 - - - - 0,06 0.06
2, Jewellery - - 0.37 1.45 0.61 1,24 0.23 1.27 1.21 1.30
3. Lland and building - - 1,05 4.11 2,05 4,16 1.00 Se 54 4.10 4.42
4.  Agriculture property - - 1.39 5,45 3,83 7.78 0.56 3.10 5,78 6.23
5. Others - - 0.35 1.37 0.09 0.18 - - 0.44 0.47
¢, Exte urce - - 4,37 17.12 9,66 19,62 3,33 18,46 17.36 18,70
1, Relatives - - 3,45 13,52 6,97 14.15 3,15 17,46 13,57 14,62
2, Priends - - 0.56 2,19 2.47 5.02 0.07 0.39 3,10 3,34
3, Indigenous bankers - - 0,22 .86 0.22 0,45 - - 0.44 0,47
4. Others - - 0.14 0.55 - - 0.11 0.61 0,25 0.27
Total .... 0,01 100,00 25,52 100,00 49,25 100,00 18,04 100,00 92,82 100,00

Notes Pigures in perenthesis are number of home owrers in each category,
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TABLE A-III, 19

tyre
Xypes of Houses ip Luclpoy
{ & 1akh)
Type _of housge
Hut S,P, Structure _ Bungaloy Total
12) (16 (39) (162)
Percent s Percent Percent __Percent Percent
(1) (2] (3] (4) 5 {6) (4D $8) {9) (1o}
I. Fomm:l Housing Fingnce Market . - - - - 10,05 25.91 14.75 28,29 24,80 26,72
a. Speclalised housing fingnce institutiong - - - - 0,34 0,88 2.12 4,07 2,46 2,65
1. HDFC - - - - - - 0,07 0,13 0.07 0.07
2. State housing board - - - - - - « 60 1615 0,60 0,65
3, operative housing finance/building - ° - - - 0.24 0,88 1,45 2,78 1.79 1.93
societies
b, Other finapcis ngti tutd - - - - 4,15 10.70 5.95 11,41 10,10 10,88
t.  LIC : - - - - 3.07 7.91 2,40 4,60 .47 5.89
2. Banks - - - - 1,08 2,78 3.55 6,81 4,63 4,99
c. Otters - - - - 5.56 14,33 6,68 12,81 12,24 13,19
1. Provident fund - - - - 2,94 7.58 2,98 5,72 S.92 6,38
2. Employer . - - - - 2,07 S5.34 2,62 5,02 4,69 5,05
3, Others - - - - 0.55 1,42 1,08 2,07 1.63 1,76
I1. Infoymal Housing Pinance Market 0.07 100,00 1.82 100.00 28,74 74.09 . 37.39 71,71 68,02 73,28
a., felf-geperated 0,05 71,43 0,59 32,42 20,98 54.09 17,43 33.47 39,07 42,09
1. GCash 0,01 14.29 0,21 11,54 4,19 10,80 4,26 8,17 8,67 9,34
2. Bank deposit - - 0,31 17,03 7.28 18,77 10.66 20,44 18,25 19,66
3., Savings during construction 0,01 14,29 . - - 0,62 1,60 1,61 3.09 2,24 2.41
4. Others 0,03 42,86 0,07 3,85 8,89 22,92 0,92 1,76 9.91 10.68
b, “Pisppscl of assets - - 0.24 13,19 3,24 8,35 8.11 15,55 11,59 12,49
1. Shares - - - - - - 0.06 0.12 0.06 0,06
2. Jewellery - - 0,16 . 8,79 0.57 1,47 0.48 0.92 1,21 1,30
3., Land and building . - - 0,03 1,65 0,72 1.86 3435 6,43 4.10 4.42
4. Agriculture property - - 0,05 2,75 1,689 4.87 3.84 7.26 5,78 6,23
‘ S5« Others - - - - 0.06 0.15 0.38 "0.73 0. 44 T 0.47
-Ce -"Bxtemal sources 0.02 28,957 Q.99 54,40 4.52 11,65 11,83 22,69 17,36 18,70
1, Rel:tives 0.01 14.29 0.73 40,11 4.29 11,06 8.54 16,38 13,5 14,62
2. Friends - - 0.05 2,75 0,05 0.13 3.00 5.75 3.10 3,34
3, Indigenous bankers 0,01 1 14,29 0.21 11,54 0.10 0.26 0,12 0,23 0.44 0.47
4. Otrers - - - - 0.08 0,21 0.17 0.33 0.25 0,27
Dtal ... 0,07 100,00 .82 100,00 38,79 100,00 52,14 100,00 92,82 100,00
Notey Pigures in parenthesis ar® pumber of home owners in czch category.
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TABLZ A-IXI,20

pattermn and Structure of Housing Fipapce of Home Owners in the
Fommol ond Infonmol Housing Sector im Suttick
’ (™ 1skh )
Tormal sectaf Infornm:l sector{d)_ _ Infommal fecpgﬂ) Totol
. (154) (18) 1 (184)

‘Parcant Fercent Percent Percant

{2 {2) {3) {4) \3) ()] 7 8)
1. Romel Housing Einsnce Market 16442 12,29 0,10 5.89 - - 6452 12,07

a. Specislised housing fingnce instdtutiong - - - - - - - -

1. HDFC - - - - - - - -

2. State housing board - - - - - - - - -

3. opcrative housing finance/building - - - - - - - -

societies .

b, Other fincncial'ipstitution, 1.93 3,70 - - - - 1.93 3.57
1, LIC 0.70 1.34 - - - - 0.70 1.30
2, Benks 1.23 2,36 - - - - 1,23 2,27
c. Others 4.49 8,59 0,10 5.89 - - 4.59 8.50
1. Prcvident fund © 3,13 6,00 Q.10 5.89 - - 3,23 S5.98
2, Employzr 1.36 2,59 - - - - 1,36 2,52

3, Others - - - - - - - -
II., Informel Housing Finance Market 45,81 87.71 1.60 94.11 ‘0i08 100,00 47.49 87,93
a. Self-geperated 36,26 69,42 1.60 94,11 0.08 100,00 37.94 70.25
1l Cash 15.24 29,18 0.64 37.65 0.08 100.00 15,96 29,55
2, Benk deposits . 20,82 39.86 0,96 56, 46 - - 21,78 40,33
3, Savings during construction 0.20 0.38 - - - - 0,20 0,37

4. Others - - - - - - - -
b. - of asgset, 4,15 7.95 - - - - 4,15 7.68

- 1e Shares - - - - - - - -
2, Jewellery 0.55 1.05 - - - - .0.55 1,02
" 3+ Land and building 2,17 4,15 - - - - 2,17 4,02
4. agriculture pmperty 1.38 2,64 - - - - 1.38 2,55
Se Others 0,05 0.11 - - - - 0,05 0,09
c. Exte urce 5.40 10,34 - - - - Se 40 10.00
1, Relztives 4,96 9.49 - - - - ‘4,96 9.18
2, Friends 0.44 0.85 - - - - 0.44 0,82

3, Indigenous banksrs - - - - - - - -

4, Others - - - - - - - -
tal .. ' 52,23 100.00 1.70 100,00 - 0,08 100.00 54,01 100.00

Notes 1., Figures in parenthesis are the number of tome owners in'each category.

2. ‘A' includes pemanent but wnzuthorised housing units and

'B* includes slum and scuattered settlements,
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TABLE A-IIX 2%

d Owne fe
G Cut
Ao dakh )
Income_ (k)
_.__E.O;Qﬁ.é@m__ __L%&_QL. .___51_59_%}’_3299.0__ ___AEQ_E}QQD_QL __’ﬁﬁ*__.__
. Percent Percent Percent Percent p‘ﬁen; Pe f_: at
(1) (2) (3) {4) {5) (6) (1) {8) S 10 F§Y 2
I. Foamel Housing Fipance Market ‘ 0.03 » . 0.85 2,64 11,06 = 3,85 15.64 - - - - 6,52 12,07
a. Speci:liged housing ﬁggzpe ingtitutiong - - - - - - - - - - - -
i, HDFC ° - - . - - - - - - - - - -
2, State housing board - - - : - - - - - - - - -
3, Cooperative housing f_tname/hundinq - - - - - - - - - - - -
societies -
b, Other nstitu - - 0,54 2,26 1.39 5.65 - - - - © 1493 3.57
1. LIC ) - - 0.19 0.80 0,51 2,07 - Y - - 0,70 1,30
. 2, Banks - - 0.35 1,46 0.88 3,58 .- - - - 1,23 2
¢, Qthers 0.03 0.85  2.10 8.80 2,46 92.99 * = - - - 4.5 8.5
1. Pmvident fund 0.03 0.85 1.35 5,66 1,85 7.51 - - - - 3,23 S5.98
2. Zmployex - - 0,75 3,14 0,61 2,48 - - - - 1.36 2.52
3. Others ¥ - - - - - - - - - - - -
II, JInfommzl Housing Figgggg Moriet 3,51 99,15 21.22 88,94 20.77 84,361\ 1,80 100.00 0.19 100,00 47.49 87,93
a, Self-generzted 2.64 74.58 16,49 69.11 16,91 68, 68 1.80 100,00 0.10 53,68 37,84  “70.28
1. Cash 1,11 31,36 8,21 34.41 S.44 + 22,10 1,20 66, 67 - - 15,96 29,55
2. Benk depocits 1,53 43,22 8.08 33,86 11.47 46,58 0.60, 33,33 0.10 52,63 21,78 40,33
3. S:vings durinc construction - - 0,20 0.84 - . - - - - ’ - 0,20 0,37
4e Cthers - - - - - - - - - - - -
" Dis cosel oFf rogota 0.5 16,67 2,00 - 8,38 1. 56 6.34 - - - - 4,158 7.68
le Shaores - - - - - - - - - - - -
2. Jewsllezy - - - - 0,55 . 2423 - - - - -~ 0,55 1,02
- 34 Land .nd building 0.9 16,67 1,32 5. 53 0,26 — 1,06 - - - - - 2.17 4,02
&, Ayricuitur: | roperty - - 0.68 2,85 0.70 2,84 - - - - 1,38 2,55
S, Cthers - - - - 0,05 0,21 - - - - 0.05 0,09
Externsl sources 0.28 7.91 2,73 11,45 2.30 9,34 - - 0,09 47,37 5. 40 10,00
1. Relaztives , 0,23 6.50 2,68 11,23 1,96 7,96 - - 0,09 47.37 4,96 9.18
2, Friends 0.05 1.4 0,05 0.22 0.,34 - 1,38 - - - - 0. 44 0.82
3, Indigenous bankers - - - - - - - - - - - -
4. Others - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wtal ceses o 3.54 100,00 23,86 100,00 24,62 100,00 1.80 100,00 ‘0,19 100,00 54,01 100,00

Mote: 1, Figures in-parenthesis are number of home owners in each category,
2, There is po lome owner in the income gmup of B 50001 - 100000
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TABLE A-I1X,22
t St ture of Houging Fipance of Home Owners acquiring
Different-sized Houges in Cuttack
: . (s 13xh )

Size of hpuse; gag.fts,
---9:(2—5?—-—-— 251- 500 ..._.'9.%:%?.29____ _129_*:.2?29____ ___%Sig»__.___
40 73y S 1 184
Percent Percent Pe%ent Pe ;Fn; pe E%DS
1 2 3 ()] (5] {6 1 8 10

"I, Roucd pousipg Fivapce Markef Q.23 7.90 3.13 16,09 . 2.04 9.71 1,12 10,52 6,52 12,07
2. Spec ised using finance institutio ) - - - - - - - - - -
1, HDFC - - - - - - - - - -
2, Stote housing board - - - - - - - - - -
3. ooperative housing finance/Building - - - - - - ;- - - -
societies : .
b, Qther financisl ingtdtutiong 0.10 3,43 0.38 1,95 1,07 5.10 0.38 3,57 1.93 3,57
1, LIC v - - ‘0,22 1.13 0.10 - 0,48 0.28 3.57 . 0.70 1,30
2, Banks 0.10 3.43 0.16 0.82 0.97 4,62 - - 1,23 2,27
c. Others 0.13 4,481 2,75 14,14 0,97 - 4,61 0,74 6,95 4,59 8, 50
1. Provideat fund 0,03 1.03 1.85 9.5¢ 0,97 4.6 0.38 3.9 3,23 5.98
2, ZEmloyer 0.10 3,44  0.90 4,63 - ' e 0.36 3.38 1.36 2.92-
3, Otlers - - - - - - - - - - -
II, Informal Mousing Finance Mzrket 2,68 92.10 . 16,32 83,91 18,96 90.29 9.53 89,48 47,49 87,93
a. Sglf-generated 2,14 73.54 12,45 64,01 17.09 81,38 6.26 58,78  37.94 70,25
le Cash - 1,90 65.29 5,70 29,31 6.65 31,67 1,71 16,06 15,96 29,55
2. Bank deposits 0.24 8.25 6,715 34,70 10,44 49,71 4.5 40,85 21,78 40,33
3, Savings during construction - - - - - - 0,20 1,87 0.20 0.37
4. Others - - . - - - - - - - - -
b, Di of asset . - - 2.07 10,64 0,20 0.95 1.88 - 17,65 4.15 1.68
1, Shares - - - - R - - - - - -
2, Jewellery - - - - 0.15 °~ 0,71 0.40 3,76 0.55 1,02
3, Land and building - - 1. 59 8.17 - - 0,58 S5.44 2,17 4,02
4, Agriculture pmperky - - 0.48 2,47 - - 0,90 8,45 1.38 2,55
5, Others - ‘e - - 0,05 0,24 - - 0.05 0.09
ce Extemal sourceg . 0.54 18,56 1.80 9,26 1.67 7.96 1.39 ~ 13,05 Se 40 10,00
1. Relatives - 0.54 18,56 1.70 8.74 1,37 6. 52 1.35 12,67 4,96 9.18
2. Friends . : . - - 0.10 0.52 0.30 1044 0.04 0.38 0,44 0.82
3, 1Indigemous banker: - - - - - - - - - -
4, Others - - - - - - - - - -
Total I 2,91 100,00 19.45 100.00 21,00 100,00 10.65 100,00 54.,0% 100,00

Note; 1, PFigures in rarenthesis zre the number of lome owners in ezch category.
2. There is no tome owner in Cuttack with &en area of more than 5000 sq, ft,
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TABLE A-IIX, 23

Pattem &nd Structure of Housing Finance of Home Owners in
Different age-gmucs in Cuitack

(m 1ckh )
Mge _gmuz {yrs)
0-25 - 26- 10 4155 Above 55 Totsl
(3] {&7) {87} (27} (184)
Percent Percent Percent Percent Peruent
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5] (&) (D] [©)] [€))] [§T9))
I. Pomald Fousing Fingnee Market - - 3,53 16,91 2,99 12,14 - - 6,52 12,07
a, apecielised housing finance instltutions - - - - - - - - - , -
N 1, HOPC - - - - - - - - - -
2, Stete housing bozrd - - - - - - - - - -
3, ooperztive housing finance/building societiszs - - - - - - - - - -
b, oOther finsnciel instd tutionsg - - 1.68 8,05 0.25 1.01 - - 1,93 3,57
1. LIC - - 0,53 2.54 0,17 0,70 - - 0,70 1.30
2. Bzsnks - - 1.15 S.51 0,08 0.31 - - 1,23 2,27
¢, Others - - 1.85 8,86 2,74 11.13 - - 4,59 - )
i. Pmvident fund - - 1.40 6.71 1,83 7.43 - - 13,23 5.98
2, Employer - - 0.45 2,16 0.91 3,70 - - 1,36 2,52
3, ©Others - - - - - - - - - -
II, Inforwmal ibusing Finance Market 0.11 100.00 17.34 83,09 21,64 87,86 8,40 100,00 47,49 ©7.93
a, Self-gcnerated 0.11 100.00 13,06 62,58 17,67 71,74 7.10 84,52 37.94  70.25
1. Cash 0.11 100,00 6, 58 31.53 7.27 29,52 2,00 23,80 15.96 29,55
2. Bank Geposits - - 6,48 31,05 10,40 42,22 4,90 58,33 21,78 40,33
3, Savings during construction - - - - - - 0.20 2,39 0.20 0,37
4, Others . - - - - - - - - - -
b, Disposc) of assets - - 2.18 10,45 1,48 6,00 0.49 $.83 4,15 7.68
-1, Sheares ) - - - - - - - - - -
2, Jewellery - - - 0,15 72 0.40 1,62 - - 0,55 1,02
3., Land and building - - 1.48 7.09 0,50 2,03 0.19 2,26 2,17, 4.02
. 4 Agriculture property - - 0.55% 64 0,53 2.15 0,30 - 3,597 1,38 2.55
5. Others - - - - . 0,05 0.20 - 0.05 0,09
c, Extemal sources - - 2,10 10.06 2.49 10.12 0.81 9.65 5.40 10,00
1., Rel:tiwes - - 1.80 8,62 2,40 9.74 0.76 9,05 4,96 9,18
2, Fricnds - - 0.30 1.44 0,09 0.38 0.05 0.60 0.44 0.82
3., Indigenous bankers - - - - - - - - - -
4, Others - - - - - - - - - -
Total eesee 0,11 100.00 20,87 100.00 24,63 100,00 8,40 100,00 54.01 100,00

Notes Figures in parenthesis zre number of home owners in esch cotegory.
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TAKLE A-IIX,24
e S '] Ho n n. e e

= — { = lakh)

A ; {713 _E.L‘%lc%r_t&&. s1:% mx__ DA
(8) 12 (8) 156 {184) -

Pe ré e rce Pe e CICe
4, 2 %]

I. Roarsd Houslng Piuance Magket ' - - - - 0.03 5,56 6.49 12,28  6.52 12,07

a. Specisliped housing fipapce fnstitutiong - - - - - - - - - -

1. HDFC - - - - - - - - - -

2o State housing board - - - - - - - - - -

3, Oooperztive housing finance/building - - - - - - - - - -

societies
: v - .

b. Qther financial institgtions - - - - - - 193, 3.65 1,93 3.9
1, LIC - - - - - - 0.70 1.32 0.70 1.30
2, Banks - - - - - - 1,23 2,33 1,23 2.7
c. Othera - - - - 0.03 556 4.5%6 8,8 4.5 8. %0
i. Pmvident fund - - - - 0.03 S. 56 3,20 6,06 3,3 8,98
2, Employer - - - - - - 1.36 2.57 1.36 2.52

3. Others - - - - - - - - - C -

A

IX. Informa) Housing Finange Marlet 9.32 100.00 0.32 100,00 0,51 94,44 46,34 87,72 47,49 0,93
a. f=gene 0.16 50.00 0,32 .100.00 0.51 94,44 36.95  €9.96 37.94 70,28
1, Cash 0,06 18,75 0.32 100,00 0,51 94.44 15,07 28,33 15,96 29,58
2, Bank deposit - 0.10 325 - . - - - 21.68 41,04 21.78 40,32
3. Savings during construction - - - - - - 0,20 0,39 0.20 0.37

4, Others ) - - - - - - - - - -
b' D!m=-] Qt =.2$. - - - I- - - ‘.15 1.“ ‘015 1.“

Sh - - - - - - - - - -
i:_ ._.?Sfegy z z - : el : 0SS 1704 o055 1703
- and and " building - - - - - - 2.17 4,11 2.17 4,02
4, Agriculture property - - - - - - 1,38 2,61 1,38 2,55
S Others . ) - - - - - - 0.05 0.10 0.05 0.09
cs Extemsl sources 0.16 50,00 - - - - S.24 9.90 S. 40 10,00
1l Relotives 0.16 50.00 - - - - 4,80 9.09 4,96 9,18
2. Friends - - - - - - 0,44 0.81 0,44 0,82

3, Indigenous bankecs - - - - - - - - - -

4o Others . - - - - - - - - - -
Totel sences 0,32 100,00 0.32 100.00 0,54 100,00 52,83 100,00 54,01 100,00

Notes Figures in parenthesis are numbsr of home owners ineach category.
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TABLE A-111.28

Petter Stryctyre of Hoysing Finsnce of Home O £ F
Informgl 8i ie T 1
(& 1skn)
Formgl se T Informgl sector(A Inform [ 8 Total
2595 7 8 (74)
Percont Parcent Perceng Pergont
MCD) 2] [&D] {4) 152 (D] &2 ]

1. Formal Moysing Finance Market Je81 1067 0.05 Te14 - - 3486 10460
ae Specigljsed hoysing finance institytiong 0+24 067 - - - - 024 0.66
1e¢ HDFC : 0419 053 - - - - 0.19 0S2

2+ Staete housing board - - - - - - - -
3+ Cooperative houeing finance/building 0.05 Oe14 - - - - 0.08 014

societies :

be Other financial fnstitutions 1402 2486 - - - - 102 2080
1o LIC 035 098 - - - - 0.3S 098
2+ Benks 067 188 - - - - 067 1084
ce DOthers 255 Te14 O-OSY T+14 - - 2460 Ts14
1¢ Provigent fund 017 0.48 - - - - 817 047
2¢ E&Employer 1092 538 - - - - 1092 Se27
3¢ Others 0446 129 005 7014 - - GeS1 1040
17. Informal Hoysing ﬂﬁ'mg' 8 Market 31.89 89433 065 92.85 0.05 100.00 32.59 09.40
ae Self-gengrated ’ 26 .09 73.08 0040 §57.14 0405 10000 26 .S4 T24891
1e Cash 18467 5230 0-40 57.14 005 100.00 1912 52448
2¢ 8ank depoait 6459 18446 - - - - 6959 19.08

3¢ - Savings during construction - - - - - - - ‘-
4e Others 0483 2032 - - - - 083 2028
be os gl 1 S35 1499 025 3871 - - - S+60 15.36

“Ye¢ Shares - - - - - - - -

2+ Jeuvellery - - - - - - - -
3¢ Lend and bullding 4495 13.87 0.25 IS - - 5420 1428
4¢ Agriculture property 040 112 - - - - 040 1410

Se¢ 0Others - - - - - - - -
ce Externgl sourcey 045 1426 - - - - 0445 1e23

"4e¢ Relatives - - - -’ - - - -
2¢ friende 0+4S 1026 - - - - 043 123

3¢ Indigenous bankers - - - - - - - -

4e¢ QOthers - - - - - - - -
Total eecee 35.70 100.00 0.7 100 .00 0.05 10000 36448 100.00

Note: 1e Figures in parenthesis ars the numbsr of home ouners in & ach categorye
2e ‘at incluces perwanent but unauthorised housing unite and '8' includes slum and squattered settlssents.
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TABLE A-II1e26
P (14 d 3 s _of Hoye Fi 9 of Home Ownerg
Dirferent Income Gr

mlakn)
- Incoms: &
0=5000 5071=15000 _ __15001-1%000 Total
(36) () . (9) (74)
Percent Pgrcent Percent P"‘T'm'
A {1 {27 L3) [ €Y L97 [C3] &2 (8 .

I Formal Houaing Fingnce Mgrket 079 783 230 12403 077 1064 3.86 1060
" ae Jsgeciglise ] [ Q 024 238 - - - - 024 066
1e HOFC 0419 188 - - - - 019 0.82

2. State housing board : - - - - - - - -
3. Cooperative housing Pinance/building socleties 0.05 050 - - - - 0.08 Oe14
be Other finan 027 2468 0«65 3440 010 138 102 2480
te LiC : - - 025 131 0410 T 138 035 - 096
2+ Banks 027 2468 040 209 - - 067 184
ce Otharg 0«28 2478 ‘41065 8.63 067 928 2460 714
1¢ PFrovident fund 017 168 - - - - 017 0ea?
2+ Employer - - 125 - 654 067 925 192 $¢27
3¢ Others Oett 109 ‘040 2409 - - 0.5t 140
131+ Jnforeal Hoysing Fingnce Mgrket 930 8217 1682 87.97 647 09.36 32.59 89.40
ae Self-gonerated 8e29 82416 13.08 . 6844 Se17 Metq 2634 7281
4e. Cash S.97 5917 10446 54470 2469 37418 19412 52448
2¢ Bank deposit B 149 147 2462 137 2448 3428 Ge59 16.08

3¢ 3Savings during constructioa - - - - - - - -
4« Othare 0.83 8422 - - - - 0.83 2428
be Disposal of gagsets 101 1001 328 1721 130 17.96 5460 18.36

e Sharees | - - - - - - - . - - -

2¢ Jevellery . - - - - - - - -
© 3s Land and building 101 1004 289 - 1512 130 - 17496 $¢20 14426
4¢ Agriculture property - - 0.40 2409 - - 0.40 1410

Se Othsere - - - - - - - -
ce Externgl soyrceg - - 0eaS 238 - - 048 123

fe¢ Relatives - - - - - - - -

2. Friends - - 048 238 - - .

3« Indigenous banksrs - - - : - - 0.45 1:”

4¢ Others - - - - - - - -
Totel esees 1009 100.00 19012 100 «00 724 100.00 " 36445 100 00

Note: 1e Figutes in parentheeis are nuaber of home ownsrs in sach catsgorye
2¢ Thers is no home ownat with sn annual incoms ebove & 35,000«
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TARE A.TIIX,27

Eattemn and Structure of Housing Finsnce of Mope Ownegrs Aocuiriog
Different-sigrd Houges 1o gudlon
— — : R B {= 1 xhl
. et .Dize Of houges (sqg. fta) | | A —
Q- 2% 281 = SO0 ____ _ X1 = 1000 1 Q0 B _oaue d
(23) (€) [#3))] (16) (14)

_Percent . Fercznt Percent .__.porcent Eoxceont
(1) (2) (3) {4 ()] (6) (7} (6} _ (9] (10}
Fomal Housing Fipapce Market 0.20 8, 62 0.42 16,34 2.32 14,80 0.92 S5.79 .86 10,60
a. fpecialised houging Lfinance jpstitutions 0.05 2,16 - - 0.19 .21 - - 0.24 0.66
1. HDFC - - - - 0.19 .21 - - 0.19 0,82

2, State housing board - - - - - - - - - -
3, Oooperative housing finance/building 0.05 2.16 - - - - - - 0.05 0.14

socleties ) .

b. Qther financizl institutions 0.04 1.72 0.13 5,06 0.75 4,78 0.10 0.63 1,02 2.%0
1., IC - - - - Q.25 1.% 0.10 0,63 0.3% 0.96
2, Banks 0,04 1,72 0.13 5.06 0.5 3.19 - - 0,67 1,84
c. Qthers : o.11 4,74 0.29 11.28 1.38 8.8 0.82 5.16 2.6 7.14
i. Pmvident fund - - 0.02 0.78 - - 0.18 0.94 0.17 0.4?
2., Employer - - - - 1.28 7.9 0.67 4.22 1,92 8.27
3, Others 0.11 4,75 0.7 10. 51 0.13 0,83 - - 0.51 1.40
11, Infopmal ¥ousing Fipance Mariss 2.12 91.38 2,15 83,66 13,36 85.20 14,96 94.21 32,9 #9.40
s. Self-geperated 1.56 67,24 1.97 76.65 11.9° 73.34 11.51 72.48 . 26,5 72.81
. Cash 1. 52 65,52 1.80 70.04 7.93 0.57 7.87 49,56 19.12 52,49
2, Bank deposit 0.04 1,72 - - . 19.58 3.48 21,91 6. 59 18,08

3, Savings during coastruction - - - - - - - - - -
4, Oth:rs - - 0.17 6.61 0.50 3.19 0.16 1,01 0.83 2.28
b, Risoosal of aspets 0.56 24.14 0.18 7.00 1.41 8.99 3.4% 21,73 5, 60 18.36

1. Shares - - - - - - - - - -

e Jﬁtﬁlhﬂ - - - - - - - - - -
3, Land gnd building 0.56 24,14 0.18 7.00 1.41 8. 99 3,05 19.21 5,20 14.26
4. Agriculture property - - - - - - 0.40 2. 0.40 1.10

S.: Others - - - - - - - - - -
c. Extamal sourpes - - - - 0.45 .® - - o.43 1.2

le .laﬂdr' - - - - - - - - - - -

2. IFrien - - - - 0.48 . - -

3., Indigenous banlers - - - - - 2....7 - - O:OS 1:23

4. othe rs . - - - - - - - - - -

. )
Wtal ..o 2,32 100.00 24 57 100,00 15.68 100,00 15.8 ¢ 100.00 36,48 100,00
Eove: 1., Pigures im parsatiwsis ar® number of bome owners in esch category.,

2. Twere $a ® Woust ia Quilon with ad ares of Wwre than 000 sg ft.
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TARLE A, IXI, 28
Pattern and Strycture of Housing Finance of Hogs Ownery in

Differe 3 o
N laxh]
Age groups
26 = 40 yrs 41 = S5 yrs, Above SS yrs, Total
(38) (28} (8) (74)
Pexcent Parcent Percepnt Pe &in_
1) A (2 {3) [©)) 6] (6} [v)]

I. Pommal Housing FMipance Fafrlet 2.10 11.75 1,61 11,01 0.15 3.81 3,86 10,60
a. Specislised housing finance ingtitutions 0.24 1,34 - - - - 0,24 0,66
1. HDFC 0.19 1.06 - - - - 0.19 0.52

2, State housing board - - - - - - - -
3., Qoperative housing finance/building 0.05 0.28 - - - - 0,08 0.14
societies . ;
V.
b. ther 3 stitutio 0.65 3,64 0,37 2,53 - - 1,02 2,80
1, LIC 0.25 1,40 0,10 0,68 - - 0,38 0,96
2, Banks 0,40 2,24 0.27 1,85 - - 0.67 1.84
¢, QOtherg 1.21 6,77 . 1.24 8.48 0.15 .81 2.6 .14
1. Pmvident fund 0,02 0,11 - - 0.18 3.81 0.17 0.47
2. Employer 1.00 5.9 0,92 6,29 - - 1.92 5,27
3. Others 0.79 1.06 0,32 2,19 - - 0.5 1,40
I, Infommal Husing Finapce Market 15,78 88,28 13,02 88,99 3,79 96,19 32. %9 99.40
a. Self-generated 12,73 71,20 10,42° 71,22 3,3 86,04 26,54 72.81
1, Cash 8,80 49,21 9.22 63,02 1.10 7,92 19,12 82,45
2, Bank deposit 3,93 21.98 1,20 8.20 1.46 37.06 T 659 16,08
3, Savings during construction - - - - - - - -
4, Others - - - - 0.63 21,07 0,83 2,28
b, Disposal of assetsg 2,60 14,54 2,60 17.77 0,40 10.15 S, 60 18,38
1, Shares - - - - - - - -
2, Jewellery - - - - - - - -
3, Lkand and building 2,60 14. 54 2,2 15.04 0.40 10,15 5 20 14.26
4, Agriculture property - - 0.40 2,13 - - 0.40 1.10
S. Others - - - - - - - -
<, E&Ew‘ 0.45 2.52 - - - - 0.49 1.2
1. Relatives - . - - - - - - -
2, Friends 0.45 2.52 - - - - 0.49 1,23
¢ 3, Indigenous bunlers - - - - - - - -
" 4o Others - - - - - - - -
Total ... 17.88; 100,00 14,63 100,00 3,9¢ 100,00 36,45 100,00
Notes 1, Flgures in parenthesis are numbcr of home owners in each category,

2, U2 s no home oviir bu)ow Lan i

«f 26 years,
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TABLE A=]11.29
| 4 o 1d St g of Ho nq F e of Home Ouner

pirraerent Types of Hguse _in qullon . B
— e (nmn)
Type 'of hoygs . i
Hyt 3ePe Strycture f° 8 nqﬁog Tot-l
\&J i3 P {6 . j‘h”
Percent Percepnt!- . Percent ! Fercent

(1) (2] (37 - (4] (<) (D] (‘7) 8]
For .l ng F ce Market 019 33.42 - - 3467 10.30 3486 10460
ee Speciglised housing finance i gtitutiony 019 33+42 - - 005" 014 0.24 0466
1e HDFC 019 33.42 - - - - 019 052

2+ oState housing boare - : - - - - - - -
3. (oopaerstive housing f"nanca/b-;ildinr - - - - 0-05 Ce14 0.0% Oet 4

socjisties , : .

be Othar fingngial institutions - - - - 102 2488 102 2480
) 1.. LIC - - - - - 035 0.98 035 096
2« Banks - - - - 0!(‘57 1+08 067 ‘184
ce Otherg - - - - 2460 7.30 2460 Fe14
1o Provident fund. - - - - 0:17 0.4 0417 0e4?
2+ Employer - - - -! 1092 $.39 , 1992 §027
3. Othera ‘ - - - - 051 1043 OeSt 140
1nformel Houaing Finance Market 0+38  66.58 0e26  100.00- 3195 8970 32.59' | 89.40
‘&« self-genersted 0438  66.58 0426  100.00. 25.90 = 721 2658 7281
1« Cash- 0.38 6658 0-26 100 .00 1848 §1.88 1912 5245
2. 8ank dnpo.it - - - . - 659 . 18.50 659 18.08

3¢ . Savings during conatructlou e - - - - - i - -
4+ Others . .- - - - 0.83 2:33 083 2429
bs Di.go;al,o: assety - - - e 5460 18.72 5e60 18436

"' 1e Shares oot - - - - - - - -

2+ Jausllery S - - - - - - - -
3¢ Land end beilding - - - - - 820 1460 8420 1426

.4e . #griculture proper - - - - 0 .
Se Others ” - - - - ?."o 1.:12 0:‘0 _ 1:10
c. Externgl sourceg - - - - 6.'45 Te26 045 1423

1. Relgtives - - - - - - -

4+ Friends - - - - [ » S
3+« Ingigenouyg baxkavs - - - - 0:45 1:2‘ OL‘SA 1:23

4. Others - - - - ‘- - - -
Total sec-. '} 0+-57 | 10000 0«26 100.00 38.62 100 .00 36445 100 .00

1e fligures ir “areathi sty et ro des oF ba- VA;.n,'m-s in sech categorye.

itere fn oap rtoe ta o1t



TABLE A-ITI,30

Pattern and Structure of Housing Finance in ‘Ambala

Formal sestor
(50)
s lakh Percent

a-—

~. Formal Housing Finance Market 9.6 37,00
a, 9pecialised housing finarmce institutions 4,56 17.56
1. HDFC - -

2., State Housing Board 0.48 1.85
5. Cooperative Housing Finance/ 4,08 15,71
Building Societies
b, Other fipancial institutions 0. 48 1.85
1. LIC 0.48 1.85
2. Banks - -
c. Others 4,57 17.59
1. Provident Fund 1.25 4,81
2. Employer 2.87 10.82
3, Others 0.51 1.96
:I, JInformal Housing Finance Market 16,36 63.00
a, 3elf-generated 11,57 44,55
1. Cash 9.93 38,24
2. Bank Deposits 1.43 5, 51
3. Savings during construction 0.05 0.19
4, Others 0.16 0.61
b, Disposal of assets 2,07 7,97
1« Shares - -
2. Jeuwellery 0,51 1.96
3, Land and building 1.25 4,81
4, Agricultural property N.30 1.15
5. DOthers 0.01 0.05
c., External sources 2,72 10. 48
1, ‘Relatives 1.96 7.55
2, Friends 0.76 2,93
3. Indigenous bankers - -
4, Others - -
TOLATL 25,97 100.00

—

“cte: Figure in parentheses is number of home ouners,



TABLE A-II1.31
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Patterpn and Stryctyre of Moysing Finance of Home Oyners ig

Dirferent Income Groups in Ambaly
{ & lokhs )
Income (%)
0-5000 01-150 ___Lsgu%_:iam_ __mmri.ghnﬂ___ Igtal
~Ter (20 %
) Parcent Percent Percent Pergent Percent
Y 2/ (37 _4) $6J &) {8} 19) 197
I. Formzl HoyoIng Finance Morket - - 2465 26 .55 6943 S1+47 0e48 18.08 ~ 961 37.00
‘as Speci:zlissd hous fingnce titytd - - 108 1082 3.00 23.83 0+48 18.08 4.5 17.58
Te HDFE - - - - - - - - ) - -
2+ State housing bosrd - - - - - - 048 18.08 048 188
3¢ Cooporative hoysing fia MC./bU!ldll‘u - - N ;Oa 1082 300 23.83 - - : 4408 15N
societies : ’ ‘
be Dther financial in tytio; - - 017 170 031 2046 - - 0048 188
1e LIE - - 0.1? 170 031 2046 - - ¢4 1488
2. Banks - - - - - - - - -’ b
ce Others - - 1440 14.03 3011\ 28.18 - - 4057 1759
1e Provident Pund - - 019 1010 1014 9406 - - 128 4464
2+ Employsr - - 1014 1142 1467 1326 - - 2481 10.80
3+ Others - - 0418 1550 0436 2486 - - 05 1.96
I1e Informal H Fi e Mar , 074 100.00 Tel3 T3+45 [ X3} 48053 218 8198 16.36 .GSoOO
se 3el)f=-gengr gted 048 64.86 Se26 52N 368 2899 2418 8198 1157 44 .88
1e Coash 028 37.04 4037 4379 310 2462 2418 8198 9493 38024
2+ Bank deposit 0420 27.03 0.83 832 040 3416 - - 1ed3 $.84
3+ Savings during construotion - - 0.08 0.50 - - - - 0.08 0.9
4s DOthers - - 0401 010 G118 119 - - 0.16 069
be Oispo f_g338 0.01 138 121 1212 085S 678 - - 207 797
1¢ Shares - - - - - - - - - -
2e Jeu.ll.l‘y - - 0439 399 012 098 - - 059 196
3¢ Land and bullding - - 052 S¢21 073 S.80 - - 1028 401
4+ Agriculturs property - - 030 " 3000 - - - - 0.30 113
Se Others 0.0 135 - - - - - - 0«01 0405
ce Externgl soyrceg 0625 3378, 086 0462 1614 1279 - - 2e72 10.49
1e Relatives Ce21 2838 0«70 701 108 834 - - 196 ?.58
2+ Friends 0.04 Sedt 0e16 1462 0.S6 4048 - - 0.7 2493
3¢ Indigenous bankers - - - - - - - - - -
&4e¢ GCthers - - - - - - - - - -
Total eees 074  100.00 9.98 100400 12¢59° 100400 2466 10000  28.97  100.00

Note: 1e Figures in parenthesis ere the number of home owners in sach categorys

2¢ Thers is no homa owner uith an annyal income group of B 35001 = 50000 end sbove & 1 1skhe
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TABLE A~II.32

Patter S e of Ho Finance of Home Owyne
i 0 erent-s Hoyae Amb
(T V1 D I
Size: (sge fte) :
0=250 251-5G0 50121000 1001-~°000 Total
(1) (8) {23/ (18) {s0)
dercent Parcent Parcent Petcent Parcent
[4D] (2] {3) {a) {35) (6] {7 {aJ {9) 207
I Fform Ho Fin e Marke . - - 052 3058 3.90 35.20 Se19 39.56 9..61 37.00
" . me Speciglised hoys s t - C - - - 198 1787 2058 19.68 458 17.56
je HOFC - - - - - - - - - -
2+ State housing boord - - - - - - 048 386 0.48 1.85
3¢ Cooperative t?ouslng finance/building - - - - 198 17.87 . 2410 1602 408 18. 7
socisties [ ' X
be QOther ri 1 ins - - - - D21 1489 027 2.06 0448 188
1e LIC - - - - - Oe21 189 027 2408 0«40 1408
2« Banks - - - . - - - - - - -
ce Otherg - - 0452 3058 1 1S5.44 2434 17.82 487 ‘1798
1¢ Provident fund - - [ 1] 0.58 077 6§94 047 3% 128 481
2¢ Employer - - 051 30.00 064 Se78 1466 1283 281 10.82
3¢ Others - - - .- 030 272 O 160 [ X% 3] 1096
1. rmgl Ho F ce M 0408 100,00 1010 6942 7.8 64480 7492 60.48 16438 830"
ee Self-genarate - 0«08 10000 0495 §5.88 438 3926 619 47.22 1157 + 4455
" 1¢ Cash 0.08 10000 083 48 .82 334 3014 Se68 4333 9.93 38.24
2¢ 8ank deposit - - 0412 7+06 081 Te31 050 3481 143 Se 51
3¢ 3Savings during construction - - - - 0.05 0.4S - - <008 0.19
4¢ Othere . . - - - - . 015 136 001 0.08 016 0401
be - Dispos f_a3se - - 0.09 $+29 1¢09. 9484 0489 678 2407 7.97
e .Shatss N - - - - - - - - - -,
2¢ Jeuellery - - 009 529 0416 1e44 0-26 1498 059 1096
* 3¢ Land and building - - - - 092 8.30 0.33 2082 128 4001
4. Agriculture property - - - - -. - 0.30 2.28 0430 1015
Se Otherg - - - - 0014 010 - - 001 0.05-
ce er 298 - - 0«14 8.28 174 1570 0.84 €44 272 10.48
e Relatives - - 0.10 5.88 1e22 1101 0464 489 196 735
2¢ Friends - - 0«04 237 0852 4069 0420 188 Ce? 2493
3¢ Indigenous bankere - - - : - - - - - - -
4y Gthers - - - - - - - - - -
Total ees 008 100,00 1470 100400 . 11408 100400 VS FT 900400 25497 100400

R
et ——

Notes 1. Figures in parenthesis are nuaber of home ovnere in different cetegorye

2+ There ie no house in smbale vith an afee Of more than 5000 eqe fte
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TABLE A-II1.33

P ar d 5tr re of Housing Fingnce Home O 3
"Difrarent Age-cro in Amb
N {‘n lakh )
. Aqe groyp —
-25 yoars 26-40 yagrs A41-%% years Abqye $% Total
S €K)) (757 (77 (s0)
N Per cent Parcant Percent Percent . Percant

€D (2) 3. (4] (S (Y] (7] (GO [ €D [ €}
1. formsl Housfng Finence Markat - ‘- 2017 30465 7439 46433 0405 1497 9461 37.00
" as 3paciallseg hoys fnsnce institytion - - 1408 15425 348 21+82 - - 4056 17 56

1e HOFC - - - - - - . - - - -
2¢ 5tete housing board - - - - Ce48 3ot - - 048 185

3+ Cooper ative housing .rinance/building - - 108 15425 3.00 1881 - - 4008 157

sociatiea .

be Qthsr financigl ingtitytiong - - - .- 0.48 3.01 - - 0.48 185
1. LIC - - - - 0.48 3.0 - - 048 ‘1035

2. emk. - - - - - - - - - -
ce Others - - 109 15040 3643 2150 0.05 197 4057 17.%9
1¢ Frovident fund - - 019 2468 106 6465 - - 1028 4081
2+ Employer - - 0475 10.60 2404 12.60 0.08 197 2081 10.82
3« Others - - Q.15 2012 0.36 2425 - - .08y 1496
I1e Informal Houafng Finapnce Market 040 100.00 4-91: 69438 856 8367 2649 98 .03 16438 ‘330.0
as Self-gener ated ‘0010 25.00 2477 39.12 6.34 39475 2436 92491 11057 44465
1¢ Cash 0.05 12450 2026 31.92 Se34 33.48 2028 89.76 993 38.24
2+ Bank deposit 0.05° 12450 045 636 0.85 Se33 0.08 3e18 143 5¢51
3¢ Savings during construction - - 0.05 0.70 - - - - 0+0S 0.19
4c Others - - : - - 0.01 0.14 0415 0.94 - - 0416 0481
be Disposal of asasts 0.30 75.00 0.7 10.88 1400 6427 - - 2407 7.97

1e. Shares . - - - - - - - - - -
2¢ Jeuellery - - 0025 3453 026 1463 - - 0.51 1096
3¢ Land and building - e 052 T35 073 4053 - - 125 481
4¢ 4griculture property 030 75.00 - - - - - - 0.30 1015
Se Others - - : - - 001 0.06 - - 0.0 0.0S
ce Extar aourGes - - 137 19.35 1022 7.065 0«13 $¢12 2072 10.48
1e f;oiauv.. - - 0.87 1229 0.99 6.2 0.10 " 394 1496 758

2e risnds - - 050 .

3¢ Indigenous bankerg - - : 7:“ 0:23 1:“ 0-03 1:'0 0:76 2.5

4« Others - - - - - - -

“ - - » - -
Total eccen 040 100 «00 7.08 100.00 1595 100,00 205}» 199:@ 2597 100.00

Notet Figures in perenthasis are number of home ouners in sach categorys
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TABLE A~111.34
(14 Str (] H fin H 0
' irrersnt Types Houss ig A

7790 of hoyse

3ePe Str tyre slow Tatal
(e 3 % 2) (s0)

Percen Perce Per

1] 2] 3] hi €] lﬁi

Ie tmgl Hoysing F s_Mgrke 0+0S 4027 ‘9055 - 38455 9e6 1 3700
se Speciglize ) f ce tio - - 456 1839 458 17.58
1' “m‘c - - - - - -
2¢ State housing board - - 0+48 1494 048 188
3s Cooper ativs; houung finance/building - - 408 16 +4S 4408 181
socistise
be sr 8 - - 0-4_8 194 0+48 188
1 LIC - - 048 - 194 Oea8 188
2¢ Banks : - - - - - -
ce QOthery ' 0.0 4027 4452 18422 4057 17.59
t1e Provident fund - - 128 S404 125 4081
2¢ Employer ‘0408 4027 276 11013 281 10.82
3¢ Others - - 0.5t 2408 051 198
11. Info Houaing Finence Macke 1012 9573 15.24 6145  18.36 © 63.00
ae Seif-genergted - 055 47401 1102 44444 1167 A4 oSS
1+ Cash 03 3077 9057 8.H 9.93 30.24
2+ Bank depoeit 019 *16 24 124 S«00 1043 Se89
.3« Savings during conetruction - - 0.08 020 0408 019
4+ Others - - 0.16 0.64 0+16 . 081
be Dispogsal of agsets 0.38 32.48 1469 681 207 797
T 4e 'Shares - - - - - -
. 2¢ Jesvellery 007 5098 Oed44 177 [ 13 3] 1 96
3¢ Land and building - - - - 1028 804 = 102% 481
4 Agriculture preperty . 030 25464 - - 0430 118
Se Others 04014 0.8S - . o.0 0408
o» T s [ 0.19 1624 2453 10.20 2072 10,48
1» Relaetivee - - ‘ Q.12 1026 1284 T+42 196 2311
2+ Friende 007 S 98 0.69
3+ Indigenous Bankers - . - '2:78 0:15 ) 2:’3
4+ Others - - - - - -
Total eess ) 1017 100,00 2480 100,00 2897 100.00

Notet 1+ Figurss in parentheeis ars number of homs ounare in each categorye
2+ Thers 1s no hut and flat type houess in aabalse
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TABLE A.1IV.1

Financial Strategy of HUDCD Schemes
(Effective from 1.,7.1982)

Cost Extent of Interest Repay- Maximum
Ceiling financing rate ment  area
(Rs) (per cent) (per cent)period (sg.mt,)
‘ (Years)
1. EW8 & LI Housing
a. Sites & services 5,000 100 4,0 20 -
b, Core hou51ng 5,000 100 5.0 20 -
c. Skeletal housing 5,000 100 5.0 20 -
d. Rural housing 6,000 50 5.0 10 -
e, Slum upgradation : 2,000 50 5.0 10 -
f. Urban housing(EWS) 12,000 graded 7.0 20 35
(s.000) scale
g. Urban housing(L IG) 2n,000 ~do~ 8.0 15 5§
(18.000)
h. Plotted development :
(12 category A 5,000 ~do- 5.0 23 -
(ii) cateqory B 8,N00 -do- 8,0 15 -
2. MIG & HIG
a, MIG I 30,000 ~do- 10.5 12 95
' (25.000)
b, MIG II 50,000 ~do- 11,5 12 95
(42.000) o
c, HIG 1,25,000 ~do~ ;12 5 10 185

(1,QQ 000) (not exceediig
R 60,000 im

any case)
d, Plotted development
(i) mi1c 20,0nnN graded 11.5 12 -
scale
(ii) HIG 50,00n ~-do- 12,5 10 -
3. Others
a. Rental 1,25,700 70 13.5 7 -
. Commercial - 100 15,8 8 -
c. Building material - 180 13.0 8 -
schemes (For priwate
sector 80)
d, Urban develomment - 50 10.0 12 -
schemes :
e, Private buildings (R 30,000 for 50 15.0 5 -
not less than '

50 per cent
gnits and rest
not more than
Rs. 50,000)

Source. HUDCO 1nFnrmat1Jn sheets
(as on 31,7, 82)
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TABLE A,IV,2

pattern of Consumer Expenditure in UrbanéAregg

(1973 - 74)

(Per cent)

“Monthly Income Range of HousehGLd (Rs)

Heads of consumer 1-100 101-200. 201-350°-'351-700 701-950 951 and Total
expenditure : : : above o
(65) (4585) (2926) (2419) (467) (413) (7881)
1. Food items 76.68 ¥9.80 74,73  62.35  57.53 45,32  67.73
2. Non-food items 23,32 20.10 25.27  37.65 42,47 54,68 32,27
of whiche , :
a. Clothing .85 1.3 2.83 6.39 7,16 10.09 4,75
b. Rent 1.13 1.30 2,571 4,46 5.70 5,58 3,53
‘¢, Durable goods 0.00 0.10 0.25 1.27- 1.78 7.91 1.41
3. Totar consumer 4144 g 100.00 100.00 100.00 ~ 100.00 100.00 100.00

expenditure

Note: Figeres in parentheses relate

to number of households in

®ach group,

Source: Sarvekshana July, 1877
(Natisnal.Sample S¥rvey, 28th round'
October, 1973 - Jume, 1974)
Pagg-S 104, -
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TABLE A, IV, 3

Pattern of Consumer Expenditure in Rural Aréas

(1973 ~ 74)
. (Per cent)
_ : ~___Monthly Income Range of Household (Rs)
Heads of consumsr 1-100 101-200 201-350 351-700 701-950 951 and Total
expenditure ' . above
(521) . (5514) (6281) (2729) (255) (167) (15467)
1. Food items 83.21  82.99 78,16 66,46 52,46 45,15 74,89
2. Non-food items 16,79 17.01 21,84 33,54 47,54 54,85 25,11
of which ' '
a. Clothing 0.93 2.24 5.69 11.80 14,58 15.76 6,72
b, Rent : 0.02 0.00 0.10 0.22 0.24 0.42 0.09
c, Durable items 0.03 0.07 0.48 - 2.04 8,93 17,17 1.32
3. Total consumer 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
expenditure
Note: Same as for Table A. IV.3 Source: Sarvekshana July, 1977 (National

Sample Survey; 28th Round;
October, 1973 to June, 1974),
Page S 38,
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TABLE A, IV.4

Comparative Growth of Housinq,Sector and

the Metional Economy

Gross domestic capital formation

Hous ing sector All sectors
Amount Annual  Amount Annual (2) as
Per iod (Rs grouth (R grouwth per cent
crore) rate crore) rate of (4}
(per (per
cent)l/ cent)i/
) O € M) © @)
1950-51 - 1960-61 2624 10.14 13945 12,47 18.82
1960-61 - 19639-7Q 6487 18.05 41458 11.54 15.65
1970-71 - 1974-75 6150 13,79 48309  17.64 12,73
1975-76 - 1979-80 11725 12.99 97760 14.99 11.99
1980-81 - 1982-83 11006 15.56 108212 12.%4 10.83
1950-51 - 1982-83 37992 10.37 221700 12.74 17.14
Average annual 118725 10,37 6928.13 12.74 17.14

Note: 1/ Compound grouwth rate,
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TABLE A VI,.1

F-inancing of the LIC of the Housing Sector

(Rs crore) .

e - e

As on March 31 1980-81 1981-82 1982-83

1. Public Sector

a. State goucrnments 327,02 433.42 463,70
L , Finapnce (34.78) (34.10) (32.73)
b, HUDCO, Apcx Co-operative Housing/

Socicties, Housing Boards and 556.87 609.87 704,37
other Authorities (47.04) (47.97) (49.71)
2. LIC .

a. Co-operative Societies of LIC 16,61 17.13 17,43
Employees (1.46) (1.35) (1.23)

b, Employees (direct) 27.85 32,74 38.69
(2.44) (2.87)  (2,73)

ce LIC agents 0.37 0.50 0.66

' | (0.03) (0.04) (0.05)

d, LIC Staff Housing and Tounship 20.89 22,73 25,17

(1.81) (1.79) (1.78)

3. Private . Sector

a, House.Mortgage 55,77 61.18 67.07
(4.89) (4.81) (4.73)

b, '0Owun Your House! Scheme 78,32 85,30 91.43
(6.86) (6.71) (6.45)

C. 'Ouwn Your Apartment! Scheme 0.77 0.77 0.78
| (0.07)  (c.06)  (0.06)

d, Public Ltd, Companies Staff 4,79 5,43 5.43%
Quarters (0.42) (0.43) (0.38)

e, Public Ltd, Companies Employee's 2.15 2.19 2.19
Co-operative Societies (0.19) (0.17) (0.15)
TOTAL 141,417 1271,26 1416,92

(100.00) (100.00) (100.00)

Total assets repressenting
LIC totel funds 7091.24 8067.53 9102.10

Share of Housing Investment(per cent) 16,10 15.76 15.57

Note: Figures in parentheses are per cent S9o0urce: Annual Report
of total, of the LIC,
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TABLE A.VI.2

Financing of the GIC Group in the

Hous ing Sector

(Rs crore)

As non December 31 1980 1981 1982
1. State Government 7.64 14,14 19,74
(47,22) (55.19) (55.30)
2. HuUDCO 7.55 10,55 15,05
(46 .66) (41.18) (42.,16)
3., Delhi Development 0.91 0.84 0.78
Authority (5.62) (3.28) (2.18)
4, Employees under Housing 0.08 0.09 0.13 .
Loan Scheme (0.50) (0.35) (0.36)
TOTAL 16,18 25.62 35,70

(1oo.00} (1no.00) (100.00)

Note: Figures in parentheses Source: Annual Reports of
are per cent of total., General Insurance
Corporation of India.
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TABLE A, VI, 3

Financing ~f Commercial Banks 'in Housing Sector

(Rs crore)

As 2n December 31 1931 1982 19832/
’ S 0 3 0 3 0

1. DBirect [inange ©7.81 25,43 3,00 23,18  3.70 35,33

a. Scheduled castcs 5,07 11.13 1,73 12.02 2.92 23,75
and Scheduled

tribes
b. EWS 1.60 9,55 0.95 11,79 3/ - 3/
c, Others 1.14 4,75 0,32 4,37 0,78 6.58
2. Indirect Finance 53,18 169.q£ 31,10 187.2? 32,30 289.93
a, HDFC 3.54 4,32 - 0,89 4,61 3,217 11.93
b, HUDBCO and Housing 54,64 164,69 30.21 183,37 29.09 277.95
Beards
IDTAL 65.99 194,44 34,10 216,16 36,0n 325,26
Notess 1, S: Sanctions Snurce Industriai Credit
. . Department, Reserve Bank
0: Outstandings of India.

2., For six months, i,s.,
upto Jume 30,

3. Included under 1a
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TABLE A,VI, 4

Annual Accumulations of Provident Fund

Organisations

(8s_crara)

1982-833 1983-84 1984-85

1. State Provident Fund 378,00 243,00 248,00
2, Public Provident Fund 82.00 105.00 105,00
3. Non-Government Provident 800,00  950.00  1100.00

Fund
TOTAL : 1280.00 1298.00  1453,A0

Sourcec: Government of India,
Explanatory Memorandum
‘on the Budget of the
Central Government,
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TABLE A,VI.

5

Annual Accretion to Gross Savings of Household Sector

inh Financial Assets

~{(Rs crore)
Tten " 197g-71 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82 1982-83
' (P (P) (P} (£) (%) (Rs)
(1 (2] (3) (4) (55 (6} (7) (3)
Is Voluntary

1. Currency 1546 763.3  1430.5  1332.2  1685.3 892,3  2071.3
(17.0) (9.8) (15.1) (13.c (14,4) (6.9 (13.3)

2. Bank deposits 794,7  3520,9  4625,8  4658,3  5383.5 5420.8 6595,0
B - (38.1)  (49,2) (48,7) (45,4)  (45.9) (41.8)  (42.4)

3. Investment in 64.9- 199.7 201.0 248,2 153,5 405.1 298, 7
corporate seéctor® (3.1} (2.8) (2.1) (2.4) (1.4) (3.1) (1.9)

4. Deposits with 67.0  277.3 232.0 476.6 ¥ 563.4  704.0 312.1
companies (3.2)  (3.2) (2.4 (4.6) (4.8) (5.4) (5.2)

5, Claims on Government 112.9 310.8 542,7 737.5 758.6 1573.5' 934,9
(5.4) (4.3) (5.7) (7.2) (6.5) (12.2) (6.0)

6. Investments in UTI 14,4 34,0 78.9 40,6 32,8 38.7 155,64
(0.7)  (0.9) (0.3) (4.4)  (0.3) (z.6) (1.0

7. Others® 33.9  242,6  417,2  451,4  341.4  469.0  602,5
(1.6) (3.4) - (4.4) (4.4) (2.9) (3.6) (3.9)

8. Total (1 ta 7) 1442,4  5233,6  7528,1  7945.,3  B8923.5 - 9508.4 11469,5
| (69.1)  (73.2)  (79.2) (77.4) (76.2) (73.3)  (73.7)

CDntd. s o



- 264 -
TABLE A,VI.,5 (Contd.)

Y " @R @) ) ) (Y (3
II, yasi~-Vnluntary ,
1. Life Insurance Fund 219.9 591, 7 603.0 772.9 903.3  1024.6  1121,7

(nie)  (sl2)  (Ti2y (7 (i (s (702)

I1I. Obligatory Savings

1. Provident Fund 422,2 1315,3 16n5,3 1743,5 1981.7 2414.,9  2830.3
(20, 3) (18.4) (16, 9) (17.1) (16.9) (18.6) (13.8)

2., Compulsory deposits - 14,3 -316.2 -207.0 -93.6 19.9 43,4
(=) (0.2)  (-3.3) (-2.0) (-0.8) (0.2) (0.3)
3, Total (1 to2) . 422.2 1330.1  1289.1  1541.5 1883.1  2434.3  2979,2

(20.3) (18.6) (13.6) (15.1) (16.1) (13,3) (19.1)
Total Gross Addition 2034.5 7160.4 10259,7 11719,9 12967 .0 15570. 4

. . 9500, 2
(T(BY +(TI() *(111(3) (Tng.0) (T0g0.0) 2100 0) Zioa 0) (100.0) (160,0) Zioc.n)

Notes: 1, Due to changes in methodology,'estlmates from 1977-79 Source: Reserve Bank of
anuards are nnt strictly comparable Ulth those for India.
1970-71.

2. Figures in brackets are percentages to total

f

Provisisnal
Preliminary

Hunun

$) Tentat ive
* Includes private financial and non-financial
and co-~aperative securities,
@ = Mainly net pOSltan in trade transactlons wish
private companies and State Electricity Boards,
+ = Includes Public Provident Fund,
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TABLE A.VI. &

Sector-wise Net Domestic Savings in India

1978~-71 end 1982-83
{Rs crore)
1870=71 1982-83
Sectnr Amount Per- Amount Per-
centage cent age
share share
tn total to total
1e Public sector 804.0 17.1 3666 ,0 15.1
(2.1) (2.5)
2, Private Corporate 211.0 4,5 879.0 3.6
Sector (0.6) (0.6)
3, Household Sector 3673,.2 78.4 19812,5 81.3
(i) and (ii) (9.6) (13,6)
(i) Financial assets 1487,2 31,7 11508.5 4742
(3.9) (5.7)
(ii) Physical assets 2186.0 46,7 8304.0 34,1
(5.7) (5.7)
4, Total Net Domestic 4638, 100.0 24357,5 100.0
Savings (71+24+3) 12.4) 6.7)
Note: Figures in brackets are Source: Reserve Bank of
percentages to Net India

National Product at
current market prices,



