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20.9). The urban poverty ratio has declined much faster than the rural
poverty.

Table 20.9; Poverty in Manipur andIndia: ACompararive Picture

Year Rural Urban Combined

Manipur India Manipur India Manipur India

1973-4 52.67 56.44 36.92 49.23 49.96 54.93

1977-78 59.82 53.07 32.71 47.4 53.72 51.81

1983 42.6 45.61 21.73 42.15 37.02 44.76

1987-88 39.35 39.06 9.94 40.12 31.35 39.34

1993-94 45.01 37.27 7.73 32.6 33.78 35.97

1999-2000 40.04 27.09 lAl 23.62 28.54 26.1

2004-05 22.3 28.3 3.3 25.7 17.3 27.5

Source: PlanningCommission (2005).

Between the period from 1973-74 to 2004-05, poverty ratio of the
state declined by 65.37 per cent against the decline of 49.94 at the
national level. While urban poverty ratio declined by 91.06 per cent
in the state, rural poverty ratio declined only by 57.66 per cent. Urban
poverty declined sharply by 54.25 per cent during 1983 to 1987-88.
During the period from 1999-2000 to 2004-05, national poverty ratio
increased both in the rural and urban areas. However, there was no
such reversal in Manipur. The state's poverty ratio has had ups and
downs while national poverty ratio declined for all the years except m
2004-05. ^

Acomparison of the pre- and post-economic reforms perforinance
on this front shows thatat the national level,
in the pre-reforms era. During the period from 1973-74 to 1993-94,
national poverty ratio declined by 34.52 per cent as against adec me
of 23.55 per cent during 1993-94 to 2004-05. "
declined faster in the post-reforms era. During 1973-74 1993 94
poverty ratio declined by 32.38 per cent as againstadecline of 8^ p
cent during 1993-94 to 2004-05. At the national level, urban and rural
poverty declined by 33.78 per cent and 33.96 per cent, respective y, m
L prtreform era. In the post-reform era. correspondmg flares
were 21.16 per cent and 24.07 per cent. As against this, Manipur wit
nessed adecline ofurban poverty by 79.06 per cent in the pre-reform
era and by 57.31 per cent in the
of rural poverty, the percentage decline rose rrom f
50.45 per cent.
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