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ABSTRACT

India alone is said to be the home for about 34 per cent of the world’s poor to which Tamil Nadu contributes 35.6 per cent. Poverty
has been viewed and measured from different angles by different scientist. Even among the scientists, there exists difference of
opinion in specifying a level of minimum income and calorie requirement as a cut off point for poverty line. The different
approaches in measuring poverty provided wide variationsin the estimation of poverty at a point of time. Further, the concept of
poverty would vary widely between two environments. A case with poverty measure in an irrigated and dry region would
eventually reveal that poverty profile is sensitive to some aspects of measurement. Hence, the very objective of the paper isto
asses the levels of poverty among the rural households in varying irrigation environs. With the assumption that the levels of
poverty among the rural households may vary between irrigated and dry tract, the respondents in the rural settings being
categorized as agriculturists, agricultural labourers and other workers. The study was conducted in Anaimalai block of Pollachi
taluk, whichisirrigated area and Sulur block of Palladam taluk, which is dry tract. The results of the study revealed that poverty
level studied by Head Count ratio is higher in dry tract than that in irrigated tract also poverty gap among the respondentsin dry
tract is high as compared to their counter partsin irrigated tract. The poverty gap ratio showing the extent of short fall of average
interm of the poor from poverty lineishigher inirrigated block than in the dry block, because of the higher wagerate in the latter.

The poverty gap index (Pi) and the Sen index prove to be higher in dry tract than those inirrigated tract.
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INTRODUCTION

Poverty any where is said to be threat to prosperity
everywhere. Poverty is one of the realities of human
existence. In common parlance poverty isassociated with
scarcities, miseries, pains and sufferings. Upliftment of
the poor has alwaysfuelled reforms and movements. India
aloneis said to be the home for about 34 per cent of the
world’s poor to which Tamil Nadu contributes 35.6 per
cent.

Poverty has been viewed and measured from
different angles by different scientists. Even among the
scientist, there exists difference of opinion in specifying
alevel of minimumincome and calorierequirement asa
cut off point for povertyline. The different approachesin
measuring poverty provided wide variations in the
estimation of poverty at a point of time. Further, the
concept of poverty would vary widely between two
environments. Through the use of indices and methods
of measuring reducesthe variation in poverty levels, the
environmental disparitiesviz., differencesin irrigation,
among the rural poor persists on account of various
factors. Thestudies conducted so far to estimatethe level
of poverty mainly concentrated an anyone of the main
attributes such asincome and its di stribution, nutritional
status, level sof employment, per capitaexpenditure etc.,
further, their estimates were mostly confined to micro
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dimensions. Due to the variation in irrigation, income
generating capacities, food habits and living conditions,
macrolevel estimates would be inadequate to reflect the
real situation at the micro level. Comparison of poverty,
such as where or when poverty is greatest, typically
matter morefor policy choicesthan to aggregate measures
of poverty, such as how many people are deemed poor.
A casewith poverty measurein anirrigated and dry region
would eventually reveal that poverty profileis sensitive
to some aspects of measurement. When the plannershave
shifted concept from centralized planning to grass root
level planning, it becomesall the more necessary to have
estimatesat two differingirrigation environsat grassroot
level.

Tendulkar et al., remarked that a sharp increase in
the rural poverty was observed in 1991 and 1992, as
against moderate fall in urban poverty. Thiswasdueto a
fall in agricultural output, pronounced increasein prices
and inadequatefood grainsavailability inrural areas. Thus,
they opined economic reforms were not directly
responsiblefor increasein rural poverty (1995).

Ravillion and Gaurav observed that economic growth
factors dominated the distribution factorsin diminishing
the incidence of rural and urban poverty in India. They
further remarked that the growth in the agricultural sector
seemed to exert significant diminutive impact on the
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