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Figure 1 : The top 0,01% income share in India, 1956-2000
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Source: Authors' computations using income tax returns (see Banerjee and Piketty (2003, Table A3, col. (4)))
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Figure 2 : The top percentile income share in India, 1956-2000

0,0%

1,0%

2,0%

3,0%

4,0%

5,0%

6,0%

7,0%

8,0%

9,0%

10,0%

11,0%

12,0%

13,0%

14,0%

15,0%

19
56
-7

19
58
-9

19
60
-1

19
62
-3

19
64
-5

19
66
-7

19
68
-9

19
70
-1

19
72
-3

19
74
-5

19
76
-7

19
78
-9

19
80
-1

19
82
-3

19
84
-5

19
86
-7

19
88
-9

19
90
-1

19
92
-3

19
94
-5

19
96
-7

19
98
-9

Source: Authors' computations using income tax returns (see Banerjee and Piketty (2003, Table A3, col. (1)))



1999-00 vs 1987-8 1999-00 vs 1987-8
(nominal growth) (real growth)

Household consumption/capita (NSS) +242% +19%

GDP/capita (NAS) +337% +52%

Household consumption/capita (NAS) +304% +40%

National income/tax unit (NAS) +346% +55%

Top income fractile P99-100 (tax returns) +392% +71%

Top income fractile P99,5-100 (tax returns) +412% +78%

Top income fractile P99,9-100 (tax returns) +548% +125%

Top income fractile P99,99-100 (tax returns) +1009% +285%

Top income fractile P99-99,5 (tax returns) +331% +50%

Top income fractile P99,5-99,9 (tax returns) +317% +45%

Top income fractile P99,9-99,99 (tax returns) +393% +71%

Top income fractile P99,99-100 (tax returns) +1009% +285%

Consumer price index +188%

20,1%

17,2%

12,7%

8,0%

Source: Banerjee and Piketty (2003, Table A0, Table A1 and Table A2, row 1999-00/1987-8)

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,99-100

Table 1: Top income growth during the 1990s : 1999-2000 vs 1987-1988

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99-100

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,5-100

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,9-100



1999-00 vs 1981-2 1999-00 vs 1981-2
(nominal growth) (real growth)

Household consumption/capita (NSS) +487% +25%

GDP/capita (NAS) +700% +70%

Household consumption/capita (NAS) +599% +49%

National income/tax unit (NAS) +688% +68%

Top income fractile P99-100 (tax returns) +1508% +242%

Top income fractile P99,5-100 (tax returns) +1747% +293%

Top income fractile P99,9-100 (tax returns) +2270% +404%

Top income fractile P99,99-100 (tax returns) +3980% +767%

Top income fractile P99-99,5 (tax returns) +992% +132%

Top income fractile P99,5-99,9 (tax returns) +1392% +217%

Top income fractile P99,9-99,99 (tax returns) +1698% +282%

Top income fractile P99,99-100 (tax returns) +3980% +767%

Consumer price index +370%

39,7%

33,5%

19,1%

9,3%

Source: Banerjee and Piketty (2003, Table A0, Table A1 and Table A2, row 1999-0/1981-2)

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,99-100

Table 2: Top income growth during the 1980s-1990s : 1999-2000 vs 1981-1982

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99-100

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,5-100

Share of growth gap accounted for by P99,9-100











Data and Dogma:  The Great Poverty Debate in India 
 

Preface  
 
The genesis of this book was a workshop on poverty held in Delhi in January 2002. This workshop, 
which was co-sponsored by the WB and the Planning Commission of GOI, was set up to review the 
current Indian poverty debate, encompassing empirical work, measurement, and future directions for 
measurement and research. Many of the chapters of this volume were first presented at the workshop and 
published shortly thereafter in a special edition of the Economic and Political Weekly (Vol. 37:4, January 
25-31, 2003).  They are presented here in (sometimes substantially) updated form. As was widely noted in 
Delhi, the current work continues an old and distinguished tradition of poverty measurement and debate 
in India. The current volume includes four papers from that literature, all worth rereading in their own 
right, and all important to set the framework for the current debates. Finally, there are several chapters 
representing recent work that was not presented at the workshop, but which are important contributions, 
and which make this volume a comprehensive account of what is known about Indian poverty at the 
beginning of the 21st century. 
 
Structure of the Book 
 
Introduction and Overview 
 
1.  The Statistical Basis for Poverty Measurement 
 
1.1 The Statistical System 
 

1) Katherine Abraham, “Meeting Policy Makers Information Needs:  Lessons from the U.S. 
Experience”  

2) Guy Laroque, “Statistics Versus Economics and Politics”  
3) TN Srinivasan, “Commentary on National Statistics Commission Report”  (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 

25-31, 2003) 
 
1.2  Conflicts Between National Accounts and Surveys 

 
4) M. Mukherjee and G.S. Chatterjhee “On the Validity of NSS Estimates of Consumption 

Expenditure” (Sankhya/ISI) 
5) TN Srinivasan, PN Radhakrishnan, and A. Vaidyanathan “On the Distribution Expenditures in 

India:  An Evaluation” (Sankhya/ISI) 
6) B.S. Minhas “Validation of large scale sample survey data: case of NSS household consumption” 

(Sankhya/ISI) 
7) A.C. Kulshrestha and Aloke Kar, “Consumer Expenditure from the National Accounts and 

National Sample Survey”  
8) Sundaram and S. Tendulkar, “NAS-NSS Estimates of Private Consumption for Poverty 

Estimation – A Further Comparative Examination” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 
 
1.3  Revisions and Extensions of the NSS Methodology 
 

9) N.S. Sastry, “District Level Poverty Estimates:  Feasibility of Using NSS Household Consumer 
Expenditure Survey Data”  (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

10) NSSO Working Group (led by Bhattacharya), “Suitability of Different Reference Periods for 
Measuring Household Consumption:  Results of a Pilot Survey”  (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 
2003) 



 
 
2.  Interpreting the Evidence 
 
2.1  What Happened to Poverty in India in the 1990s? 
 

11) Abhijit Sen, “Estimates of Consumer Expenditures and its Distribution:  Statistical Priorities 
After the NSS 55th Round” (EPW Vol. 35:51, Dec 16, 2000) 

12) Angus Deaton, “Adjusted Poverty Estimates for 1999-2000” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 
13) Sundaram and Tendulkar, “Poverty Outcomes in India in the 1990s”  (compilation of two articles 

appearing in past EPWs as well as new work)  
14) Abhijit Sen and Himanshu, “Poverty and Inequality in India:  Getting Closer to the Truth” (EPW, 

very recent issues/forthcoming) 
 
2.2  The Selection of Poverty Lines 
 

15) Ashok Rudra. “Minimum Levels of Living – A Statistical Examination” (Sankhya/ISI) 
16) Angus Deaton and Alessandro Tarozzi, “Prices and poverty in India”  
17) Angus Deaton, “Prices and poverty in India, 1987–2000" (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 
18) Angus Deaton and Jean Drèze, “Poverty and inequality in India: a re-examination” (EPW, Sept 7, 

2002) 
  
2.3 Other Data, Other Assessments  
 

19) Gaurav Datt, Valerie Kozel & Martin Ravallion, “A Model-Based Assessment of India’s Progress 
in Reducing Poverty in the 1990s” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

20) Suman Bery and R. K. Shukla, “NCAER’s Market Information Survey of Households – 
Statistical Properties and Applications for Policy Analysis” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

21) S. S. Bhalla, “Recounting the poor: Poverty in India, 1983-99” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 
22) Abhijit Banerjee and Thomas Piketty, “Are the rich growing richer: evidence from the Indian tax 

data.”  
 
 
3.  Broader Perspectives on Poverty  
 

23) Valerie Kozel and Barbara Parker, “A diagnostic profile of poverty in Uttar Pradesh.” (EPW Vol. 
37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

24) R. Meenakshi and B. Viswanathan, “Calorie deprivation in rural India, 1983 to 1999/2000" (EPW 
Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

25) Rinku Murghai, M. H. Suryanarayana, and Salman Zaidi, “Measuring poverty in Karnataka, the 
regional dimension.” (EPW Vol. 37:4, Jan 25-31, 2003) 

 
 




