


#
R U W) %

II+#’

I 4% $& ()t "HI%$&&

+$, -../0.,12
, 3331-., .1,
4 3

-. /0 1
' 5 36 ,% %#
4SS %H (7! % #S$ $ %#

883331 9 1207+$%, ,.2/9 1

20



Copyright: M. Venkatarangaiya Foundation, Securiokla
And
HAQ: Centre for Child Rights, New Delhi

Permission to reproduce any part of this publicatsorequired from

M. Venkatarangaiya Foundation

201, Narayan Apartment,West Marredpally,
Secunderabad — 500 026, India

Phone : 91-40-2780 1320, 2770 0290, 2771 0150
Fax : 91-40-2780 8808, 2770 1656

Website : htpp://www.mvfindia.in

Email : mvfindia@gmail.com

HAQ: Centre for Child Rights
208, Shahpur Jat,

New Delhi-110049, India

Ph: 91-11-26490136;

Fax: 91-11-26492551
Website:htpp://www.hagcrc.org
E-mail: info@haqcrc.org

Photographs : Tashi Tobgval & M. V. Foundation

Designed at : M. V. Foundation

Printed by : Sri Guru Graphics : 9246390120

Credits : At M.V.Foundation : Dolon Bhattacharya

At HAQ : Abhijeet Nirmal
Madhumita Purkayastha



CONTENTS

Preface

Children and the Andhra Pradesh Budget

Development

Health

Protection

Education

References

12 - 14

15-18

19-20

21 - 26

27



32:;,0 23 20, 2 2 22 , =0 2 2
1> 2 2% 02, . 22 , 32; - ,
.2 22 2. 0 ) x . 32; 22 -, 0,
2. (6, , 2 3 2 @ >,
AB I |
> 0 , 2 22 2,2,0 , 0 3, 2 -2 .2
. 2 2. 2, 0,0 o L2 2 .= 2
9 , , -, 12 .20, .2 2., ., , 2.,
20 L0, , . , , 0
,02* 21 0.2 |, >C, 2 0 2
, 00 .2 2- 0 2 2 . .2 20
., ., 1> 0 .2 .0 - 2 0
3, 32 -2 2 3 2 - 2, 2
2 22 0 2 2 ., 2 2 2 - .2
, . 20 23 L, 22 , =01
<DC 2C, AO 6 20 @2 22; . #S
# 2 ##H$ 20 E2 >0 .2 .0 S S |
4, 2, ,0 L2 2 0 , 1 )2 2 3
. 2 2 9 -2 2. >C, 14 N 2.,
: 2 2 . 3 $ 2 $ 1 2220 2 3
-2 <Dl ,2 2 . .2 0 .3 ,
, 0 3, 2 2 2 02- 2 2 2% .2 -, %
- .0 ®@,,03 >2: 6, , G., .2 0
L,o2, 2. ., 2, 2 2., .3, <D ,.2
2 % 2 &'14 23 0 2 2., 2. Hz 2
.2 2 2 2., 20 23 0.,
, 2 2, 2,, 11, 2 622
> 2. )3, , , .2 <D 2 ,,02 ,
: B ., 1 )2 )2 2 .2, 2 2, 2B1
2 .3, - - 22 .0 -
20 @2 , 2,2,002- 2 -2 2,0 02
2 2 00 2 2 ko L, 2 20 1
+ B O ! o>, 61 1 , ,
< DC .2C, AQ Lo 0, )2 2






! 2. , 2, 2.# 2
., 3, ) s 2
& '% 91;1 v 202
&1%J 2. 2 2 2 2. 2 14,
220 -, -
, 22. - 3, . 32
2 22 ,00 , ,, 20
, ., 2.9,
2 * ., 2 2
2,2 2. , 2-
4 *- 3, - 2.1% ,, , 2

123 0 41 5

a 2 23"
2 =2 21, * 2,
,AO  ,, H#%% L, 2 #((
2,02, , ,0 2

% A #! 0

###% -, O ,0 2-
2 3 2 2 2 2
.0, 2.3 >,2$
.,0 220 . ,0, 112
2. 2 , 2, 2
, 22 2 -2 )
B 2, 2. ., )

2 2 2 ,2 1120
# 3, 0 2 < 6-2
2 - 2. 1%&1




20 2- 4 A , 2, v 2

3 14A, , 3, 2. 3,
4A ,0 %, 2 ,2 2((, 1!, . 2 - 2
s 23, @, O X -0 0 2.4A
;. -,0 23 1! 20 20 e e 2,
2. . 2 ,  2- 0, 3, , - 2,220, 1
02 , 002 2. 2( 2 ..,0.2 .
2 &1(J, #H S HH 2&#), $ 1<23- 2 , 0 , .
2., 2. 2(2 32 - - 2 -, 2
3, 02 23 .2 #J, ##'$## 2B % J , $ 3 2 .0 .2
, , %%J1
2 2. . , ,0<4 846 - , 4,1
2., ,. 3, <4846 , 2, , 0 , 1 2,02
, 2 46 , +Al <4:846 - , ,, 3
J, 2 % -13 , cC -
313 -
I 2- , 2. , 2- ,0,, .2 %%J, ## 2 J
, , 2- 2, . , - 1<23- ,
, 200 0 3, , &J 2 2J 20 . 1!
, , 2 2. = , 2 2, 2.
2 , D H# 20 ( 2 ,2, 2.4,
, 2 , 2 22, ., ., 2 , 1
D, 2 2., = $( 22 1 2,02
C 22 2 2 2, , $( 002 "1%J 2
&1J 0, ,0 221120 02-1 , 232 1 ;2 2. 22
, , 2,2 2 22;,2 ,2 2, 2 1 22
, 2. 3, 2 2 , 2 2. HH&SH 2 $&,
23 2. - , 32 2 ,C 4, % 2 (, 2
$, - C 4, %$&72. - , 32 2 ,C 4,
HHE'SHH 2 , 2 C :444 $& 2. - , 32
2 ,C 4, ##8%$# 2 % 2 2 $& 2 2 ,0
c ,.,, 2, - .2 2230 . G 2. C , 2 %
22 .2 ,0 2 - & 2 2 2 2 ,0 1
. '2 2 2 , 2.1 22 2 2 ,0 ,2
''22 2 2 ,0 1 *
2,02C $ @a ; , 3 % 002 , 32;,0
2 ,0 2 &1& 2.4 K 2 , 2 21 2 % , 32;
2, 2, 20 , <
21! 2 % c, |, 3, ,, 2.<
2
)< 444 - 2 , 2 0 , 2. ,0 2
32 23 2.0 %l1&J1 , 2 2 ,
2 3, 2 , 2., , 2., ,0 3 2 , %

2 , 23 0 O



0

, 2. 32

; 2
According to a survey conducted by National Commissdor Women

* *2,,21

%

20 -, , .,; 2 * * 2, 2 .2

/l,0 2- , 2, , ,, 2 , -2-,0 , ,.,0
08 3 3 2, 3 -2
, 11 , 2 @ 2,, 2. H2- ,
2 22. 2, |, 20 , 23 ,0,., 2
2, 2,,14, 2., 2 3 , - 2

3 -3 2, L 0, ,3 , 2
2,, 20 , 2 2 2 , = 01

, , 6-2 H2 ,- 20 , 2 2. 20 8

2 2 , C 2 - 3, 2
C 22 -1

o>7"'" ? 90@? 01/:

0'7. > ? @09 4 +

10 X "## " $ ! %

0'%$.:9 91 2?24 : 0+

&$ " ( s o# " "Hol S %

0 '<. 0?0 A 4 ?@0B BO? +

&$)+,, O v s 2 2

0O'& :: "0 4

&% A 32% 2 , 20 , -

0'( 2@ 09 ?

&% A 9 2. 2 2

0'=.0?6 #C D" 0 111

&% &< 0, 2 - 2.<4:8 46

& $ '< 0, 2 - ., 2. , 2 B2

0) 1 90? 11 6 4+

&3$ A 22,22 2 3,2 , ,5, 03

& $ - ,0,, , 2- , ,- 2 , 42

0*x»90@ 06 @ 1@/0 9 0@7

& $ %™ , 2. -2 2




r, 2.0, 2. , 2
*, 2, 2, 20
1! v 2 2
2 2 2 2 2 H2-
4 22 3 EC2- 22C, AO
o .2 , 2 02'
?0?

'':;,0,2 2 0 , ,
*, 2 $& &' 2
2, 6 , 6 2 H 2 ,
3, ,2 2. , 21
:01 6 :01
! 0 , 2 2 2
, 1
6-2 3, , 2 2+
2 3, 2 =., 2
<
+ 2
2 21!, , 20
$C, 2
$ 2,2
$'11 3
$C, 32 , 2
-C, 2
-C, ,2.,3 3
@ ? 1
1 6 .23, 20 8 -
2 -@16-2 < + 2
7+ 9 0@?
2 K6-2 C, . 6,
1y 1 12 E 6'2 6
)22 C,-, , C2 , 6
$+
< ), 6

9 2
2.2 0
2.
5.. 5
1
2 2 ..
;.2 2
, 'S #
230 2 $
C. 22
2
2
0
.2
2 2 223



<+

16

6 2H
) 2.

@>0 H
%1>0 , >,.

1

1CHA 2

A2 26, , |,

, $2
' @ 0@1
-3 2

%% 2 &$'

23 2. 32
1D 3

002 3,

0

6+ M



41/ 1110 9 0 CC7(C %% D K 4<%D $%%&!

@a 2 23" 2.0 2, % 2. 2
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2.2 22, >0 -2 2@Q# 2 (1#
-2 14, 2 ,02 8 20 2 .,
2 2,,,0 , 2 2. 02- = 2, 23
,0, 0 1C, 2 2 322 ,2 02, -
2 .2 H2- 1
6 $' Allocation on Children from 2004-06 to 2007-08
Rs. crore
Year Total State Allocation for Percentage Percentage Percentage
Budget Children Allocation growth of growth of
(BE) (BE) for Children state Budget Child
in Total from Budget from
State Preceding Preceding
Budget year year
2004-05 51142.49 7025.61 13.74 0 0
2005-06 55331.30 7514.41 13.58 8.19 6.96
2006-07 63527.74 8867.41 13.96 14.81 18.01
2007-08 80996.60 10680.23 13.19 27.50 20.44
Average 62749.53 8521.915 13.58 16.83 15.14

Sources: Budget at a Glance (2004-05 to 2007-08);
Detailed Demands for Grants (2004e08007-08), Government of Andhra Pradesh, alpdbgnents

Note: The percentage share of average allocatiochitren has been calculated after taking avecddiee allocation for
the three years period.

4, 22, 20 0 2 2 ., ., 2
2A1& 1 2, %$ 2A1 "1 2, &$',

02 2 0 .2 (1&% . %S 2 (1# ,
&$'1

Even as the total State Budget Allocations incréasean average by 16.83
per cent between 2004-0 5 to 2007-08, it can bergbd that the Budget



Allocations on BfC has increased by only 15.14 gt between 2004-05 and 2007-08.

721 $. 9 /
1 : o 1 ! 1 : o/
!
4 145 N % Share of Children in Total State Budget (Average )
' Allocation for 2004-05 to 2007-08)
8 14 13.74 %
o : 13.58
g 135 13.19 —13.58%
Q
3 . S
()
& 125
2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
Financial Years
o
! —i— % of Child Budget in State Budget Child Budget Total State Budget(AP
N S SRS J ‘ g get(AP) ‘J

Sources: Detailed Demands for Grants (2004-05 &7 28), Government of Andhra Pradesh, ALL DEPARTMEN

Note: The percentage share of average allocationhitdren has been calculated after taking averddhe
allocation (BE)for the four year period.

Table 3: BfC as Percentage of Total State Budget (R.)

Allocation on BfC Actual Expenditure on
Year (In per cent) BfC (In per cent)
2004-05 13.74 13.24
2005-06 13.58 13.42
2006-07 13.96 NA
2007-08 13.19 NA

Sources: Detailed Demands for Grants (2004-05 &7 28), Government of Andhra Pradesh, ALL DEPARTMEN

c .2 0 2 2 2 22 0, 23.2
22- 2 2 2 2 1 20 * o, 2
20 8 2, , 0 2 2 >0
, . 1 0 2 .2 %% 2 $ , , 2
- A , >0 ,0 2 .23, * ,0
-, 2 A ( % , 3 2 , 1
Trend in Estimates and Expenditure — Promise Vs. D&very
I, , 0 , - , 23 23 0 02
0 , , 2. v 1! o, 2 2
, 2 2 20 1
4 v r * , .2 %$
$1! 023 , 0 , 202 211 0
5 0 - * ,. o %S 3,
, 23, - , * 3 2



1? 1D 91 JTITTITn ittt

{ Figure 3 : Trend in Estimates and Expenditure on
. Children in State Budget(Rs. Lakh)
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6 &7. Il : D , v oAb 4

/ _ | 2 2. 20
. . : . 2 2 is an indicator of
actual delivery as against the promide.
e S I (0 2 32,2’1 42, = 7 22 '
$ %1'Y $ &1 ( $(1 02 1
$& $1( ’
9 "%+(% TS+ T7<+&( <0 0. -, .2
14, , . 2 2. 22 ,0 02- 2., 2, 2, 23

! 9 0@? ! ! S0 1 0:0 !

$ 6.96 2.87 41.80 7.23 -0.31
$& 18.01 1561 2.82 18.94 6.28
&$’ 20.44 34.17 21.06 18.52 6.10
9 15.14 17.55 20.01 14.89 4.02

Note — Negative figures indicates decrease in aflon from previous year
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2 2 ,0 %% 2 &%'1)0 , 5 23 0 2 2
01
Table 5: Sectoral Share in BfC (BE) in AP Budget
(Rs. Lakh)
Year Development Health Education Protection BfC AP Budget
2004-05 96197.74 8503.79 589273.94 8585.82 702561.29 5114249
(1.88) (0.17) (11.52) (0.17) (13.74) (100)
2005-06 98957.70 12057.97  631868.63 8559.22 751440.52 5533130
(1.79) (0.22) (11.42) (0.15) (13.58) (100)
2006-07 114409.33 11717.99  751516.82 9096.71 886740.94 6352774.1
(1.80) (0.18) (11.83) (0.14) (13.96) (100)
2007-08 153500.25 14185.22  890685.45 9651.77 1068022.69 8099660
(1.90) (0.15) (11.00) (0.12) (13.19) (100)
Average 115766.26 11616.24 715836.2 8973.38 852191.4 6274953
(1.84) (0.18) (11.44) (0.15) (13.58) (100)

Sources: Detailed Demands for Grants (2004-05 @7 -28), Government of Andhra Pradesh, ALL DEPARTMEN
Note — The figures in parenthesis shows percentagesal State Budget
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Figure 4
Average Sectoral Allocation in BfCin AP
(in percentage)
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Source - Detailed Demands for Grants (2004-05 6¥ZiB), Government of Andhra Pradesh, ALL DEPARTMEN
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Table 7 :Promise vs. Delivery : Major Schemes-wiseAllocation & Expenditure on
Child Development

Rs.in lakh
: BE AE BE AE BE BE
Major schemes
2004-05 2004-05 2005-06 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
Balika Samridhi Yojana 687.00 0.00 687.00 56.37 687.00 687.00
ICDS Programme** 28690.98 17936.88 | 25417.53 20653.89 26694.16 34621.99
2’2 E'O = 1283.00 @ 1264.75 | 1361.00 609.07 1361.00 1361.00
.2 20 64852.16 64598.45 69939.74 58123.16 84100.30 116720.75
3 ) 607.24 0.00 568.64 214.76 568.64 0.00
2 6 2 H 2 =6-2 C, . 6, . 6 ;
'y ., 2 E 6-2 6 7)22 C,-, , C2 -
6 2004-05 to 2007-08)
S>>0 2,222 20 2 % , 2, - 0 23 2 2
2.,,023 C -2 2, 2 22 * 0 2
+CCS6 3, o .2 2 2. 2 , 2- 1
SSE 4C6 20 2 ,22. 2 .2
SSS2 2 2 23 v 0
6 *. 9 1 0/ 9 O@? /Figures 115766.26
0]
Average Child
Average
Development
2004-05 Budget stajte budget
to (in lakh) () 6274953.3
2007-08
115766.26 6274953 O Average Child Development Budget (in lakh)
W Average State Budget(in lakh)
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Table 9 : Promise vs. Delivery : Major Schemes-wisgllocation & Expenditure on
Child Health Rs. In thousands
“MO 1 21 BE AE BE AE BE BE
2004-05 2004-05 2005-06 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
MC, < C< 140990 111512 199323 88058 109408 39333
! ? 00 4 #& : 2, #&1 !
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, 1, ,2G. 0 1052 74 1157 0 1305 1491
, 4 2 G 22 11270 11226 11737 12097 14912 16726
|
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6 7%.9 0: 00 1 4 11616.24 A
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Average Child
Health as Average
2004-05 compared to state budget
to State Budget (in lakh) 6274953
2007-08 (in lakh)
O Average allocation on child health as compared to State Budget
11616.24 6274953 (in lakh)
B Average state budget (in lakh) /
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