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FOREWORD

The Indian Census enjoys the reputation of being the richest single source for giving
information about the people of the country. The Census Organisation furnishes informa-
tion regarding distribution of population, sex, age, working population and several other
dimensions of data on castes and tribes. The Census of india also to some extent
undertakes the collection of non-census statistics on useful variables, such as, land uses
attahsil and taluk levels, basic amenities in rural and urban areas, distances of settlements
with reference to nearest urban areas which are published in various publications in con-
junction with Cencus data. It was three decades ago that the 1961 Census for the first time
organised a special programme of the Census Atlas mapping and a series of Census
Atlases of States/Union Territories, and for the Nation as a whole were brought out. This
programme was appreciated by the scholars, data users and the academicians, and
hence it became one of the regular features of the post censal research programme of the
Census Organisation. The volumes under this programme were published as Part IX (A)

of various series during 1961 and 1971 Censuses and stand included as Part Xl of the
general census publication plan for the 1981 Census.

During these decades, the Census has not confined itself to the producing of mere
stray maps for various publications but has undertaken much detailed mapping of the
local and regional areas having relevance to the production of specific tables and special
studies. This has addedto the usefulness of Census statistics besides making them more
appealing and contributive to the assessment of the distribution of population at various
levels. Special maps like urban land uses of towns and urban agglomerations and
standard urban area maps enriched the State Volumes namely part Il (A) dealing with
population and area figures, town directories etc. Such publications are well known as
source materials produced by the Census for the people and the country. Besides these,
the district Census hand books dealing with detailed village and townwise population
characteristics, contain basic maps of Districts /Tahsils/Taluks and equivalent adminis-
trative areas of the various parts of the country showing boundaries, locations of villages
and urban spread. In addition, these important basic maps contain information, such as,
population sizes of each Census village and town with the Census Location Codes,
amenities like post and telegraph offices, family health programme centres (Primary
Health Centres, Dispensaries, Maternity and Child Welfare Centres). Schools and other
educational institutions, important village markets etc. Infrastructural facilities like roads
duly classified and including important cart-tracks and railways are also shown. Thusthe
Census Organisation has been striving to furnish a variety of cartographic information
directly concerned with the Census activities and even beyond.

The Census Atlas programme has been formulated to record through maps the
demographic characteristics to project a holistic approach to measure and assess popu-
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lation patterns. The mapping is conducted for atlas maps embracing more or less the
entire 1981 Census tables at Tahsil/Taluk/Town/UA level, through districts and states.
The population situationis changing from decade to decade due to various economic de-

velopments, and one may glean through these maps the contemporary human problems
and patterns for spatial planning and related purposes.

This programme has been worked out at two levels, viz, (i) State/Union Territory
Atlas Volumes, and (i) the National Volume. The techniques of presentation should be
versatile and thought provoking and, therefore, the technical planning of the Atlas has
been undertaken in a manner so that the maps dealing with the patterns of population
distribution, characteristics and dispersals portray contemporary trends and issues. The
Atlases include a few general maps on administrative and physical aspects to introduce
the region, followed by detailed maps on demographic, economic and socio-cultural
aspects consisting of distribution, density and growth of population, age and sex, urban
trends, census industrial categories, migration, literacy, religion, physically handicapped,
scheduled castes and scheduled tribes, education and health. in all, the programme
envisages to publish 31 volumes for the country. The leading volume is the all India one
in the series. A standard list of themes has been generated for presentation of maps
according to census data for each State/Union Territory and by cross-classification of
data, the number of maps in these Atlases are kept at a minimum to make each volume
handy. The Atlas volumes of the major states of the country may contain 114 maps, such
as in the volume of Uttar Pradesh, while for smaller State/Union Territories there wil be
a minimum of 50 sheets as in the case of Pondicherry. The all-india (National) volume
contains 93 map plates and interpretations with diagrams and statistical tables.

This Atlas programme has been executed ' under the planning and direction of Dr.
B.K. Roy, Deputy Registrar General (Map). Well knit teams worked in the Map Division
in my office and the Map Units of the offices of the Directors of Cen
States and Union Territories in the implementation of the programm
who have contributed to the completion of the work is
congratulate the members of all teams and officers as
excellent work and their dedication which contributed
hope the volumes will answer the needs and get the
administrators, travellers and the general readers.

sus Operations of
e. Alist of all those
given separately in this volume. |
sociated with the project on their
to the success of this venture. |
approval of scholars, planners,

New Delhi V.S. VERMA
10th March. 1988 REGISTRAR GENERAL
&

CENSUS COMMISSIONER,INDIA

PREFACE

Publication of Census Atlas series was first taken up in 1961 Census. Since
then there has been an all round appreciation of thns publication a_nd that the dgmand
for this publication has been on the incregse. This volqme cqnta|n§ maps, write ups
and related tables, depicting mainly physma! aspects I!ke soils, rainfall, temperature
etc., demographic structure and trends, socio-economic and cuttural aspects c?f the
population etc. There are 104 maps in thl§ volume of which 40 maps are on emo-
graphic structure and trends, 35 on socio-cultural aspects and 21 on economic
aspects.

The data used for the preparation of the maps and the interpreta.tions are mainly
from my office records of 1981 Census. However, there are some |mportan<tj mtahps
for which the data were supplied by the Statg Government departments an .o .er
Central Government agencies. | thank the officials of these departments for thelfrr k'lnld
co-operation in this regard. The excellent map work was done py a teahm of o |C|acsj
in the Cartographic division of my office. Similarly t_he mterprgftatnon tot eﬂ{r.naps}l\a;.\t
the tabulation of the data are done by a few dedlcgted offncua}s of my office. | is
of all the officials involved in the preparation of thls_ volume is given sepaqute y. |
thank them for their excellent work. | also thank Shn R. Narayanan, Asstt. Director
who helped me in finalising the maps and analytical notes.

| am deeply grateful to Shri V.S. Verma}, Registrar General, india for his ti_mely
encouragement in bringing out this publication. | thapk Dr. B.K. Roy, Dy. Reglstrgr
General, India (Map), Smt. Minati Ghosh, Asst't. qulstrar General (Map) and their
staff for having extended unstainted help in finalising the maps.

My thanks are also due to Shri B.P. Jain, Dy. Director (Printing) and his staff
for having got this publication printed within the stipulated time.

Madras ‘ M. THANGARAJU
February, 1989 Deputy Director



22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40
41
42

43
44
45

46
47
48

49
50
51
52
53

Change in sex and age structure 1971-81

Marital status 1981

Youthfulness of population 1981

Change in youthfulness of population 1971-81
Dependency ratio 1981

Change in dependency ratio 1971-81

Males in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in males in working age 15-59, 1971-81
Females in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in females in working age 15-59, 1971-81
Urban males in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in urban males in working age 15-59, 1971-81
Rural males in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in rural males in working age 15-59, 1971-81
Urban females in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in urban females in working age 15-59, 1971-81
Rural females in working age 15-59, 1981

Change in rural females in working age 15-59, 1971-81

5. URBANISATION

Urban population 1981

Change in urban population 1971-81
Growth of urban population by size class

of urban areas, 1901-81

Growth of urban centres 1971-81

Towns that lost urban status during 1971-81
Urban industrial structure (class-1)1981

6. MIGRATION

in-migrants 1981
Rural in-migrants to total rural population 1981
Urban in-migrants to total urban population 1981

lll. ECONOMIC ASPECTS
7. INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES

Main workers and non-workers in total population 1981
Rural main workers and non-workers 1981

Urban main workers and non-workers 1981

Main workers 1981

Male main workers 1981

33

35
36
a7
38
39
40
41

42

43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

53
54

55
56
57
58

61
62
63

67
68
69
70
71

186
188
190
191
193
185
197
199
201
203
205
207

210
212
213
215
217

219
221

223
225
227
229

231
233
235

237
239
241
243
245

55

57

58
59
60
61
62
63
64

65

66

67
68

69

70
71
72

Female main workers 1981

Male and female main workers classified by industrial
categories 1981

Urban male and female main workers classified by
industrial categories 1981

Rural male and female main workers classified by
industrial categories 1981

Main workers with educational levels 1981

Cultivators 1981

Cuttivators in rural population 1981

Male and female cultivators 1981

Agricultural labourers in total agricultural workers 1981
Non-agricultural workers in primary sector 1981

Main workers in manufacturing, processing, servicing
and repairs 1981

8. TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS

Main workers in constructior, transport, storage and
communications 1981

9. TRADE AND COMMERCE
Main workers in trade and commerce 1981
10. SERVICES

Main workers in services, 1981
Main workers in various services 1981

11. MARGINAL WCRKERS

Male and femele marginal workers classified by
Industrial categories 1981

IV. SOCIO-CULTURAL ASPECTS
12. CASTES AND TRIBES

Scheduled Castes 1981
Scheduled Tribes 1981
Main workers, marginal workers and non-workers in

scheduled castes 1981

Xi

72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81

82

85

89

93
94

97

101
102

103

247
249
251
253
255
257
259
261
263
265

267

269

271

273
275

277

279
281

283



I. GENERAL
. ORIENTATION




73

74
75

76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83

84

85
86
87
88
89
)
91

92

93
94
95

Main workers, marginal workers and non-workers in
Scheduled Tribes 1981

13. RELIGION AND LANGUAGE

Religions 1981
Distribution of population by language mainly spoken
in the household 1981

14. LITERACY AND EDUCATION

Literacy 1981

Change in Literacy 1971-81

Male Literacy 1981

Change in male literacy 1971-81

Female Literacy 1981

Change in female literacy 1371-81

Educational attainment 1981

Urban literates per 1,000 of population in

age 5-14 over literates per 1,000 of population

in age 15-34, 1981

Rural literates per 1,000 of population

in age 5-14 over literates per 1,000

of population in age 15-34, 1981

Primary school enrolment of boys 1981

Primary school enroiment of girls 1981

Educational enrolment of males at matriculation/
secondary/higher secondary and higher levels 1981
Educational enrolment of females at matriculation/
secondary/higher secondary and higher levels 1981

Teachers per 1,000 of students at primary, secondary,

university level and of all grades per 100 schools 1981
Literates holding non-technical and technical diploma
or certificate not equal to degree 1981

Literates holding university degree/diploma

of the graduate level and above 1981

Teachers per 1,000 of population 1981

15. HOUSING
Census houses and their uses 1981

Amenities in Urban households 1981
Amenities in Rural households 1981

Xii

104

107

108

111
112
113
114
115
116
117

118

119
120
121
122
123
124
125

126
127

131
132
133

285

287

289

281
292
293
295
296
298
299

301

302
304
305
306
308
309
311

313
315

316
318
320

96
97
98
99

100
101
102
103

104

Rural households by number of rooms occupied 1981

Urban households by number of rooms occupied 1981

Persons by rural households 1981
Persons by urban households 1981

16. HEALTH

Medical Institutions per 10,000 of census houses 1981
Hospital beds per 100,000 of population 1981
Increase in Hospital beds per 100,000 of

population 1971-81

Registered medical practitioners per 100,000 of
population 1981

Primary Health Centres per 100,000 of
population 1981

xiii

134
135
136
137

141
142

143

144

145

322
324
‘326
328

330
332

333

335

337



_MAP 1

77° . i
78 0 -
¥ '
1 , > 1
1 I
i
!
TAMIL NADU N
ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISIO )
NS 1981 © g‘
)
Miles 16 0 6 1 © [N ° P %
0 s Q (mmnhdlpumh
16 0 i6 3 8 64 Kms ¢ ’3 } vo
a A ‘.‘“‘N”u \N??JV T’(ukknu., Ponuer:
,ﬂ .
] ? it 0(\_( :
V- ‘el Vv st
" Q N"’ -—,g ™~ } \, ﬁ \rakknmm\,) ! Vagat ) 1
A 3 tmdnan Stipermbag, .\”;v”‘ v MADRAS .
A am Walatiper ooy —13
v N i L - o° fCH[NGALPATTU
r ~, . SNTIYN Voo S
So,. N NORTH ARCOT \.'
. !
R r-\,l" \.\. ')\,\ énl\ ambads \‘(‘" Tlru\c(‘|‘]::|um$ ((;“.“""’N”"
S L d [} \’:lnnm tur
; ]
A Lok " !
. ’ DHARMA :"uh';‘ 'l“k I'Ir\up,\muv ‘ ( — _\\ andn'.uo ?\\J\lux?nlal-ﬂn
S \
r _ Pelakkodu I € AR SN
N . l’u.:(\;v.aum Crrane "”} |‘I‘Hy“.w|uuul Q e 0| ' . F
", mdemam
2 . Dharinipire S 3
. A L e LR
g I v o vittuguram e . —i
. ” . f JJ — '/:/‘/‘ FJ hirnbkesilur D,'v )
BN e - ? ’ Oty ”‘5““4} ~~"J souTH ARCOT W
A~ jatur Katlakkunichch o '
N S v . (IS8 g Prit )8
A , \.nlrm N > © o
} Gudslur “NTLGIR|. - %ty-m»ng.hm o °, IR
\'\._\ o Onuumundl(mzmn ‘“umy \‘"k‘c',’ 5 A L [ ] - b\ A ’})‘""‘ Ay
Ry . ~ ?mchcmplllly!m w * ORavipuram [NV
- ,.rf“/ . ) “n (M\, N kot € hedambacan
(') Coon, mbMﬂ“lWllllylmz’, }‘? 1+ 9 )Inumumuu . /( Lo —— -y Y OF
— " Avanash: Perundurm Namakk erambaly o
' l\ | » : ﬂ s ,PunE “’,l.,’ v R\ o Nemak .I/ o| tambatur Kmuumnl\ghubﬁuguhn
] L \ D J o l llYlm&vnhdk'h; param 2. BENGAL
'S Ao Ty O TN S rrvene Tie 7" A
< (o .,.mh..‘.,? ; T NS TIRUCHOHI RAPPALLY 4, N (PO
E5insatons £ o vty By
. ) Lal '
9 5 ~ L Kuhualsi L Maheuds Thures. Y‘ ,..pmm’;#mh-k nam Karerhal
. ) Y Dharapuram ‘:; .3 ~5 4 C”.\ vanvar Nanuilam § Pordicherry )
S g N\ ° ,} ’f [— I) Tlﬂlcbcb‘upp.m Ih.uuvm. T HANJAYUR Nagapputtinam
5 g > -\4/. v Jw ) \/3/ .7 \r\/’\L \h'\rxv\mdn v,h"uv;h“'
U dumnluppﬂm( Manspparn®¢ L :
.; f) l"’I\I \'cdlund e b Klm““"o \?lﬁ"“du :
\ ) rv uré 51 latrue}
\ ‘ . s PUDUKX 0 TrM 9 Tlvuuumppundn
(-\ ,A‘ 3 Dmdmulo . é ."\Id“klmul ) | V"’"‘“"'Y"“
Ry \‘l/k Kﬂllkaml g )’f K "I"?“’ W " mu“"““ 11':-‘
‘ < s "Nilakk g P W Jregena S
! ilakkotai yutan
| | \ }s
.('.__ R l'eny-kul-mM A D WRA l ( I’nupp-uur\r-f'l ‘z 8'"") A
; S K . § “d'"/ lumkk 13 3 5
i ( - l‘ul-mpaux ~ \h:un Nonh 7 Dev*m-?::h""km Pelw Strait 10
/| . Y iad —
# Madur
« 3‘ © g y u“ldyvmmlh S
y Tie ARk [
ke e o~
( / / e _)~ MlnnmudurnP \
et Y ll k & N
BOUNDARIES e z /Sfmlhpullnrv"“d“?““' " oTlruchchuh 8”“ B O.. C}b . \
STATE/UT. . o e L R ‘i" kkotian l’-r-m-kkudx o (A=A AN \“ h
DISTRICT. . . _ - ‘\R‘IRIMYIMA M A NOA APU RA “oKumudu . - b \
TALUK . oo ]s('-';gn L e .{ \ e Migketame o N
. i, , Raman
HEADQUARTERS : }\ . ! SJnkn:nkcml ‘3_ ~ ) dmangihaput s “'"“f!'"""“
STATE ... ... ... .. o /. { A7 Kovtpany & ] Z e -e hd %
oISTRICT .. .. ° i - Vilawkulam . ‘ .
T shencottahG : ; ‘ -~
ALUK ) o O lenkas Omppbdunm N ]
INDEPENDENT SUB- TALUK (13T, * 7 ”RUNFIVELI T
K . . %
Whare the Taiuk name differs from its Headquarte ( ! l”usd“h{v l““‘"""
Town name the former has been wri: v o
Ramanathepuram District Hndw:-r(e:.s:':.::::rw \.;r:hh‘mm“ﬂm ' v.:s”‘é‘)'"""""‘ / Gulf of Menna: s R '
N T i,
;N \ Nﬂ"r’lln%” Tirucﬁchcndu L A N K A
./ KANNIYAKUMAR S \
‘:lv‘;"“:::#\’ v ) ‘".“{‘ﬁ.m', Q
Tekkilaic ormutapeod) ‘ o
0,
#-
i N [o] J A N
(e} C E A N —s
! |
. 77° Eavt of Greanwich 78° F9r T gl
L — - O.

_______—_——_——___————-—=-__———__—_———
1428 70° 79" a0’ )
Tll\ MIL NADU | | | h
Miseit o ‘ 1] n “
160 0 16 ke “ o 00 Kms
BOUNDARIES : Q
ENLARGEMENT OF A
DRAS DISTRICT 1981 SATE/UT . o ommeomiomiom R A
DISTRICT.. .. wi ommemmo— e >
Ny M
Vaniyambadi .
Y 2
PR N OP_R TH A
; ,"/ Krishnagiri /, ¢ Polus \f\(:\
) e Tmlppnuur ) N
URI P SN
2 fy é: e
. Tiruvinoamalaiy Gingee i <&
""" Vi \ ! !~ Tindivanam
W Ares cranaforred from N
'Chengalpatty Diatrict
X Pondicherry
.
1~
" )
Gudalur gAYy
M~ NILG!
- OF
Vs
S
| - BENGAL
(1] ot < (mmbnlun ! Palladam
L coi M I A TORE Kerska
s -ndu
» ‘ Pollschi, Patant \7 X
‘ Ud- nulnnpcm\,. ; Mnn-pplm
\ i r r
S%a Yo i dipat
L. /~/ \(i Kodaikanal .‘/ e T
CHANGES IN ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISIONS = ' E I
4 PR ¢ J Nilskorial.
NEW DISTRICTS FORMED IN YEAR Q M A DURAL 2
It k ; Palk Strait
ll lampatti/ th ""}:r’(
/ 'l'cny-kuhm silampatty '}
‘ ; Mldum %oull\,o. .';f Sivagang
« Ustsmapaluiyam - \
'I’uuuunulnmr M%‘
\ ALl TS
~. A’z /é:vnlhpun . “ﬂ
R AMA N A TH
NEW TALUKS FORMED IN YEAR Vs, A Mruppukkormy |
[} uly‘ Jk‘
1973 w A?% Sattut 2 -
&IVI‘J\‘I LS
Sub T""‘)Snnhrmkovnh‘. /‘ Tln
1974 o o
“ \ Y Kovilpats Vxl-mkulnm
i/ G“‘?‘J‘f"",v" :
1978 \’ Tenkasi ~
% j RRR (/ 7y
; Y/ Firunelvely
1977 e TIRUNELVELI
\Amhlnmudum e
1978
il kod i
s nl'm’v .) Nanguneri @Am cransferred from P E
1979 ﬁkNl'.Y KUMARI :lvuchchlrl'ppc: 'Dh(rtn
i rO8 Cran
Q Yhmhvvr. D'll"l ml'-'l
. 8 O 1. uM
[ (.
1 N D
|
TT° Eant of Groenwich 78°
e ——————



2. PHYSICAL ASPECTS




& | T ’
TAMIL NADU
RELIEF AND DRAINAGE

Kme 16 O 18 32 48 84 80 Kwe.
—b 4 ruliy e

BOUNDARY —
STATE/UT —.n.

Pasr STRAIY

Sy

17 Qost of Greonwic




MAP |

o " 7 0 o’ 3 )
ST MR, | I s T T T
4 ™~ -~
\_\ 1\ -
tA LN POSITION OF TAMIL NADU
] /
./ JAMMU AND KASHMIR ; v
i R IN INDIA, 1981
v ' ® Srinagsr fj
A i - t., Boundasry, lnternational  — ..~ Boundary, State [Union Territory — — -
e TNy X
o ')-"’IHIMACHX ‘f) o Capital of Indis » Capitat of State/Union Territory o iy
<" '\ PRADESH Vilamereas
oy 200 3
N aPUNJAB\ .sh.mlaﬁ\ 0 100 200 200 40¢
Chandigarh e i
| i /l CHAND“'ARH{ J A r “
: R A SN , b
L / \'uS\RYANN Y 1 N Ao,
K Ky - 1 | N V2 8 ‘ed {}
', /l \peLHi W Delhi Ce v : Lﬁ . 1 (.JARUNACHAL
‘ . CELHI 4 . : . ! .
Q /./ N~ 2ray ) ‘\ : » 1 SIKKIM .~ ~ ~ FRADESH ,)"?
’ 1 T ‘,.\ o) ) G -7y A
. L 7’ f - Lagi VA
j kﬁ Jaipur e 2 UTTAR PRADESH 7 ‘:\ﬁ"\ G‘L‘mé‘.y BHUTAN 3':-“" Y - +
; - ® { ucknow v =
Pt \ > ASSAMC~ NAGALAND
(. RAJASTHAN - ) ¢ Vo AL‘),,_;\ £ Doy k;.?,
\ /\ , ; S '\ \” v r‘sw'kn on Py
:1 J ”J}\,’ . 3 E"_ {'\“3« rk,/}ﬁ? e ¢ y ® patna ) ,J s ,\J’ ’hm:h.u 1 FIANIFUR :
et . - - ‘
‘ ~ Iy (}.'v‘u U v; y Bl1HAR BAN(ILA[)I:S:I‘ o q! ,_.L,I By
| Gendhigagar \1| ,') N N D RNPAN | JJ(A ﬁ TRIPURA \.N -4 i
~ e Agar
‘ ® Y e Bhopal 1 ™ WEST ¢ v J lw-wl‘ HIZORAM ‘
' GUlakal ./ S r BENGAL s (M |
N ] .
v MADHYA PRADESH Koop e "3 Calcutta® 1. ?D& ", |
{;JI’\\ £ - j VT Lo .'« () & 1
. ~- LR TV R NP 24 !
« AW - v , \r‘ New Mcore I, r BU R M A i
R .0.ap) 7 \f) P OR1S5S5A {INDIA Y
7 | DAORA & NAGAR HavEL! (R4 i < —a0",
| sivassa  MAHARASH T\\R\A 2 ‘.'"la Bhubaneswar_e BAY * |
/ ~ - . &
} Greater Bombay ~ : y ,J I\‘ . O F ‘
» h |
| v L S :
| “ W BENGAL
! ~ ~ !
; ARABIA N Y..\_,_f < )
{ ~ { o Hydersbad i
" SEA "~ - ANDHRA PRADESH
) KARNATAKA oy e
Panaft  \ ™4} }(
GOA, DAMAN & D .? \
’ s i
) !
(4 The sdministiative hesdquartets oi Chandigarh, b
b4 3’ ’"L Haryana and Punjab are at Chandigarh. |
7 i . b
. - .; BIDQ!IO'{ / g ,.y 5 :Z: ‘
" kA I GOA, DAMAN & DIU % . L
* fo) N G.D.aD. GOA, OAM ; ] —12
—~ * . < \ NS yf Pondicherty ’ PONDICHERRY z :oﬂ Brawr
71."’ v pA f‘\‘//, PONDICHERRY ' ANDAMA !
- \, AMAN SEA :
ry " ) N2 \
, ;
e oﬁ Knnnu‘ - (‘; ‘///// 1 O‘LO |
. ] N |
b4 Y el %
o« 7 7,
< ‘; " 'Sg \/ ”46% ’
- 4 v, 5N 0y ‘? |
. B - Y 1
‘ s . Trivandrum\g § e
SR1 de
1 N D 1 A N ILANKA O C E A. N 0 i
L | _ 1 | | N t
73° East of Gresnwich ” 2 [0 .’ " oA POINT I
T —— __LU =
31108 wpas Survey of lndia map with the permimion of the Surveyer Gensrsl of lndia. mmd mﬂ”t’?ﬂ?’;:—:"xm&- © Government of Indis Copyrght, 1983

L1 Aross (A

The torrinerial wasers of lndia axtond inte the 0s to 3 dlatance of tweive Mevtical Mo
™oy o from the approprises bese hine.



K 4
>
A

77

79

-
[ 1Y cad

<

ANNUAL TEMPERATURE (N

TAMIL NADU
NORMAL MONTHLY AND

ANNUAL TEMPERATURE

rilesié B 0 16 N 49

¢ 8 ¢ 13 2 48 o4 80 Kms

BOUNDARY -
STATE/UT. .

L]
k]

TEMPERATURE

o

¥

g'm

5

~ JFMAMJIASOND
-~ MONTHS —=

\’)‘ KODAIKANAL

DEGREE CENTIGRADE

©  PALAYANKOTTAI

]ﬁ

Gultf

TIRUCHCHIRAPPALL|

of Mannaer

TP® Cans ad Commmuich

18°

—

e L
40 ( Pondicherry )
B NAGAPPATTINAM
Palk Strait —10°
8'c
° d 6 \
N .
e

79*

TAMIL NADU

SOILS » A
“ by
136 A
Mies 16 ° 16 3 8 L4 Tise 3
e =\ s Y
3 P aasne 1
= @6])3\3 Laanass
16 0 e 31 48 64 80 Kms R A N X
mm o™ ¥
? v.\ hm on ™oy, 1
. . GNP M
Q ;{/f;’gw\; v/vvv mmomm H-H
BOUNDARY K A MMM Sl gesigilcess
VOV YV Y VY VY m o o enf sens)
STATF /U T PR, > O ML LM momoen [
v AT~ ~ F N YA m e e
-mxn",\. PylvIiviviyiviy oo m
foomomom =~ YR e R/ m
B \ vy m e mom MM M MY Y
v momonom T M M MM M om
- P L L T
MmN moemom e m o ~ omom mom o m D M M Y MM mom
Mmoo mmm:mmmmm“S]mm MMM mm
a’rqm M emomomomom MM m M oM om ~ A - A
ﬁm e e m m m ND M on GRS
MM MMM MM M M o SRR K IR MM AI RN — — — - — T =
A MM m m m M mom Mmoo \n - - il
AT A TN WS AT ATV S SUNPL N ATIA A TS SIS SIS SBNA AR D - o> T
[0 TS M RO I T 3
L .Q Mt ™ M e MO M Ny
YT M NI e T T D e (e
Y N v M oen o MM n e en -+
arm o e e M
RANRA SRAANEE RTINS ST e - ‘M
Rt Al
”moTy N Q:’
A Hewi.. & { Pondicherry
™ A1
o m M M ] e o e
mom oo M m o m onom T H r
Mmoo oan L'{w o o )y o on H,_]j
o M MMM 0 e g o
Mmoo MMM Mo e ey oM - 4
L imm o m o o An g HH T BAY
m o om oo m m
Mmoo ononon - H E
M m o m o m
Mmoo ] OF
N o
mn 0 N 11
A N
-~ BENG AL
o A
K o
< b [ 16 e o o
: N IMNCACM ; .
s o Avw"‘p",nvm "w:'\”vvvvvvvvvvvvyvvvvvvvvvv . {(;radrk:/
EANEAANEERNATINE ¢ 1 ondicher
O e ML A MRS | M A TN WA )
VIV VIO VIV IV VI i m om m
coon o man o Y Yy Y VN Y Y Y Y
S o V¥ v v Y VY Y mm Mo oo
’ MmRY NV VOV N MM oo MM N o o
o em viviviviy
PR AR vy m m v mm e o n e
| Mmoo N YUY MM m M om N Mo mon oo
VI momom ey \
. IR L S A M@ mmmm e mm o o m o
‘Jv Y et o momomom oM m M oon m o m OO N 0 ony oy
. i TR ANEAATENS ATNEA A BN A A B LAATEA S BNALINA AL SHES AUNS 4N [ARTS ANNNS SN TUNT EUNE SURNETINS
v " mom o om Mo mom en A Mo M
v it Mo o om R AN A L BN T L AN E LN S RS T
mmmmmmm el nomom 2 m e ke o g

mon omom
mom oM omomom MMM m

LN mon mom o Mmoo

T ‘71 ob TROPIPTS x Y m nggi o oo
- - g m oM om oM M m o mom g
T VVNm m mom mmomom;momom
[«%""| 91 UDULTS TROPERTS ROUK QUTCROPS ﬁvvsv o N
e CREN o e )™

AN
Ny Mo Mmoo
YR e oo

O v omom g mom A

92 USTERTS

W 91 USTERIS  TROPFPTS ORTHINTS
1ROPEPTS

9y USTIRTS  USTALES

UDALES

VLA o motk outCROP
v/ A TROPEPYS

mom omomlgl m o m mfm o om oo

momon momomoon

Mo m Mo M M

10

i

mon Mo

W

o omon

Mmoo

Gulf

of

M

m M o m o mom MM MM g [t BNA SNNAATND SUNE S WS SN AR S TS DUNS 3 IRAA)
LEGEND MMM m oM omom MM MmN N Mo
J3 ™ Mmoo m m momomomom
NO Ul ORDER ASSOMIATIONS momomomom YN Mmoo,
B L e o o NS
’ 7 USTALFS (n Mmoo mon v h
8 USIALFS - ORTHENTS A A ™ m mom X
oM rm USTALFS  FLUVINTS « VVV LA Y\r“vh“:r\ ‘mw: N
l”'_."‘_f“ﬂ 12 USTALYY TROPEPYS & A 92 e 9) N
13 USTALES ORTHINTS TROPEPTS %) JsaryY R, )
115 USIALEL RO(K OUTCROPS {*\\ VIV [N j
N ‘12 m g "~
Iy o
M 13 UDALES ORTHINTS } Ll “ m o
» N f“ A ~m \ m[ei“ I
. Mo T [l m AT
H}H’ml 5 PSAMMENTS " 0 o L AR it
\m PSAMMENTS  FLUVENTS mom o mom mom momom o on ’)
I Yy
. mmm 8 mm ™ omom H +
Va1 PSAMMENTS TROPEPTS { B N TR * L u_:yv T
momoamomon mmmm Bag (L el e
W4 OREAINTS ARUIDS A m. mom oo m mmom o . .
MV Y 0 ORTHENTS TRUPEPTS UDALFS LP omom o m mwn " m i .
v'u'v i {61 ORTHENTS . TROPERTS Vo[ mom o omoam ™
1S USTALES ‘\‘ 1Mo oM om M omom B
162 OHIHEMTS TROPLP L Y Mo m oM om Mmoo g

annar

Palk

Strait




MAP §

| MADRAS &

T (NUNGAMBARKAR)

79"

BAY
oF
BENGAL

18°

“

n

u

TAMIL NADU
NORMAL MONTHLY AND

BOUNDARY -

1«00

ANNUAL RAINFALL

Mieslé 8

JFMAM! JASOND
= MONTHS —

NAGAPPATTINAM

( Pondicherry )

Karoikal

Pealk Strait

100 -
ATORF o
.0

< {_.

e

COl

— R
o &
ey

i} ANNUAL RAINFALL IN MILLIMETRES

Gulf of Mannar

. "Muvmxonu

3

12—

;-

MAP §

79°

78°

80 Kms

48

n
Y]

777
16
n

6

4

STATE/UT . .

RELATIVE RELIEF

Miests g

TAMIL NADU

16 8 0
SOUNDARY

IN METRES

~{10°

.
—4H

-

Gull of

Mannay

15—

W

—

n

79*

78"

T7° East of Gronwich

|

d-

78"

n——

T7° Eaat of Groanwich




. DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE AND TRENDS
3. DISTRIBUTION, DENSITY AND GROWTH
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MAP 1

POSITION OF TAMIL NADU IN INDIA 1981

This map depicts the location of the state of
Tamil Nadu in the country. As one may see from the
hatched portion in the map of the Indian Sub-Con-
tinent, Tamil Nadu is in the extreme south of peninsular
India. The state falls between 8°5' and 13°35' North
latitudes and between 76°15' and 80°20' East longi-
tudes. On the eastern and southern sides, the state’s
shores are washed by the Bay of Bengal and the
Indian Ocean respectively. On the northern side, the
state shares its borders with Karnataka and Andhra
Pradesh and on the west lies Kerala state.

Tamil Nadu extends over an area of 130,058 km?

and this area constitutes 3.96 per cent of the total area
of the country, viz.,, 3,287,263 km?. In area, the state
ranks eleventh among the 22 states and nine union
territories of the country as existed during 1981. The
state has a population of 48,408,077 as recorded
during the Census on 1st March 1981 and ranks
seventh in population among the states/union territo-
ries of India.

Area and population of states and union territo-
ries of India along with their ranks are given in the
following statement.

State/Union Territory Area in km? Rank in Population Rank in
area (1981) population
1 2 3 4 5
INDIA @ & 3,287,263.00 - 685,184,692% ;
STATES
1. Andhra Pradesh 275,068 5 53,549,673 5
2. Assam 78,438 14 19,896,843 # 13
3. Bihar 173,877 9 69,914,734 2
4. Gujarat 196,024 7 34,085,799 10
5. Haryana 44,212 17 12,922,618 15
6. Himachal Pradesh 55,678 15 4,280,818 18
7. Jammu and Kashmir@& 222,236 6 5,987,389 17
8. Karnataka 191,791 8 37,135,714 8
9. Kerala 38,863 18 25,453,680 12
10. Madhya Pradesh 443,446 1 52,178,844 6
11, Maharashtra 307,690 3 62,784,171 3
12. Manipur 22,327 20 1,420,953 20
13. Meghalaya 22,429 19 1,335,819 4
14, Nagaland 16,579 22 774,930 23
15. Orissa 155,707 10 26,370,271 1
16. Punjab 50,362 16 16,788,915 14
17. Rajasthan 342,239 2 34,261,862 9
18. Sikkim 7,096 25 316,385 28
19. Tamil Nadu 130,058 11 48,408,077 7
20. Tripura 10,486 23 2,053,058 19
21, Uttar Pradesh 294,411 4 110,862,013 1
22, West Bengal 88,752 12 54,580,647 4
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1 2 3 4
UNION TERRITORIES

n

1. Andaman & Nicobar

Isiands 8,249 24 188,741 29
2. Arunachal Pradesh . 83,743 13 631,839 24
3. Chandigarh 114 30 451,610 27
4 Dadra & Nagar Haveli 491 29 103.676 30
5. Delhi 1,483 27 6.220.406 16
6. Goa, Daman & Diu 3.814 26 1.086.730 29)
7. Lakshadweep 32 31 40.249 31
8. Mizoram 21.081 21 493.757 26
9 Pondicherry 492 28 604,471 ;r)

@ The population figures exclude population of the ar

. ea under unfawful occupati akis
where census could not be taken. pron o P

an and Ching

& Area figures include the area under unlawiul occupation of Pakistan and China

$ Includes projected figures of Assam where census could not

be held due to dis )
there at the time of 1981 Census. © disturbe

d conditions prevading

# Projected figures

Note: The total area of the country represents provisional ‘Geographical Area’

das on 31« arc ( .
by the survey of India. ) J_N March 1982, supplicd

MAP 2
ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISIONS 1981

This map portrays the administrative divisions of
the state, that have ‘been made for administrative pur-
poses, viz., the districts and taluks alongwith their
boundaries and headquarters as existed at the time
of the 1981 Census.

The state has been divided into 16 districts. Two
new districis have been carved out during the 1971-
81 decade. These are “'Periyar” and ""Pudukkottai” de-
lineated from Coimbatore and Tiruchchirappalli and
Thanjavur districts respectively. The boundary of Madras
district is conterminous with the area administered by
the Municipal Corporation of Madras. Madras City area
expanded during 1971-81 as a result of inclusion of
certain surrounding areas of Chengalpattu district
within its jurisdiction. Barring the city district of Ma-
dras, the remaining 15 districts have been divided into
151 taluks (including six independent sub-taluks). In
1971, there were 133 taluks, including 17 independent
sub-taluks in the 14 districts.

The district headquarters for Ramanathapuram
has continued to be Madurai City in Madurai district.
It is the only district whose headquarters lies in
another district. For the two newly formed districts of
Perlyar and Pudukkottal, the district headquarters are
Erode and Pudukkottai respectively. While seven districts
(viz., Chengalpattu, North Arcot, South Arcot, Periyar,
Nilgirl, Ramanathapuram and Kanniyakumari) have
different cities or towns as their headquarters, the

other nine have cities/towns of the same name as the
districts as their headquarters.

The districts vary in terms of area figures.
Madurai district with an area of 12,624 km? is the
largest district in the state. Ramanathapuram, North
Arcot, Tirunelveli, Tiruchchirappalli and South Arcot
are the other big districts of the state, each having
an area of over 10,000 km?. The city district of Madras
is the smallest with the lowest area of 170 km2 Three
other districts of Kanniyakumari, Nilgiri and Pudukkot-
tai are also comparatively smaller in size, each hav-
ing an area of less than 5,000 km?. The average district
area in Tamil Nadu works to 8,129 km? and the area
of ten out of the 16 districts exceeds this average.

The names of taluk headquarters are also de-
picted in the map. In most of the cases, the name
of the taluk headquarters is the same as that of the
taluk and wherever the name differs, the taluk name
is given within bracket. Ramanathapuram district with
18 taluks has got the maximum number of taluks/
independent sub-taluks in the state, while the Nilgiri
and Kanniyakumari districts have the minimum mumber
of four taluks each.

The table given below shows districtwise area
and population and the number of taluks in each dis-
trict as per the 1981 Census.

DISTRICT Area in Km? Population No. of
in 1981 taluks

1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 130,058 48,408,077 151
1. Madras 170 3,276,622 .
2 Chengalpattu 7,863 3,616,508 12
3. North Arcot 12,268 4,414,324 13
4, South Arcot 10,895 4,201,869 12
5. Dharmapuri 9,622 1,997,060 8
6. Salem 8,650 3,441,717 9
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3 4
7. Periyar 8,209 2,068,462 6
8. Coimbatore 7,469 3,060,184
9.  Nigiri 2,549 630,169 .
10. N!adurau 12,624 4 535'897 3
11. Tiruchchirappalli 11,095 3’61 2,320 0
12.  Thanjavur 8,280 4,063,545 6
13.  Pudukkottal 4,661 1,156,81 e
14. Ramanathapuram 12,590 3’335'4 ; :
15.  Tirunelveli 11,429 3573751 4
16. Kanniyakumarl 1,684 1 ,423’399 "
1 ’ 4
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MAP 3

CHANGES IN ADMINISTRATIVE BOUNDARIES 1971-81

This map shows the changes in the administra-
tive boundaries during the decade 1971-81. The areas
which have under-gone changes are shown in different
shades to indicate the different years in which the
changes had taken place, as given in the legend of
the map.

Two new districts, viz., Pudukkottai and Periyar
have been newly formed in the state during 1971-81
which have increased the total number of districts in
the state to 16 in 1981 from 14 in 1971. These two
districts came into existence on 14-1-1974 and 17-9-
1979 respectively. The then existing taluks of Gobi-
chettipalaiyam, Bhavani, Erode, Dharapuram, Satyaman-
galam and Perundurai are newly created taluks (all be-
longing to the former Coimbatore district) constituted
the new Periyar district. The whole of Kulattur, Alan-
gudi and Tirumayam taluks of Tiruchchirappalli district,
besides the Arantangi taluk and also 30 villages from
Orattanadu taluk, 29 villages from Peravurani taluk and
5 villages from Thanjavur taluk of Thanjavur district
formed the newly Pudukkottal district.

An important inter-district area transfer in the
decade was caused by the expansion of Madras city

region. Ten urban areas and three villages belonging
to the adjoining Saidapet taluk of Chengalpattu district
were added to Madras district (which is conterminous
with Madras City Corporation area) during 1978.

There were 133 taluks in the state in 1971 Census.
In 1981 Census this figure increased to 151 taluks.
Eighteen new Taluks had been formed during the 10
year period of 1971-81. While four taluks each were
formed by bifurcation of existing taluks in both South
Arcot and Thanjavur districts, two taluks each were
similarly formed in Periyar and Pudukkottai districts and
one each in Dharmapuri, Coimbatore, Nilgiri, Madural,
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli districts.

Besides the above mentioned majar changes,
one village from Sankari taluk was transferred to
Tiruchengodu taluk of Salem district and one village
ard five towns (two towns partly) were transferred from
Madural North taluk to Madurai south taluk of Madurai
district. Due to the limitation of the scale of the map,
such smaller transfers could not be depicted on the
map.

Details of new taluks which were formed during
1971-81 are given in the following statement.

District Taluk from which Name of the Year in
the new taluk was new taluk which
carved out formed

1 2 3 4
South Arcot Tirukkoyilur Ulundurpettai 1974
Cuddalore Panruti 1975
Vriddhachalam Tittakudi 1979
Chidambaram Kattumannarkoil 1978
Dharmapuri Dharmapuri Pennagaram 1979
Perlyar Gobichettipalaiyam Satyamangalam 1975
Erode Perundurai 1979
Coimbatore Avanashi Mettuppalaiyam 1979
Nilgiri Coonoor Kotagiri 1978
Madural Melur Nattam 1979
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1 2 3 4
Thanjavur Kumbakonam Tiruvidaimarudur 1979
Thanjavur Thiruvaiyaru 1979
Nagappattinam Thiruvarur 1975
) Tirutturaippundi Vedaranniyam 1979
Pudukkottai Alangudi,
Orattanadu & Thanjavur Pudukkottai 1973
Arantangi & Tirumayam Avadaiyarkovil 1979
Ramanathapuram Ramanathapuram Rameswaram 1975
Tirunelveli Tiruchchendur Sattankulam 1979
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MAP 4

RELIEF AND DRAINAGE

The map depicts the relief and drainage system
of Tamil Nadu. in order to study the relief pattern,
various heights have been shown by different colours
as per the legend of the map. The state is bounded
by mountain ranges on its western and north-western
parts namely Western Ghats and Eastern Ghats and
a 1000 kilometre long sea coast is on its eastern and
southern borders facing the Bay of Bengal and thg
Indian Ocean. The southern-most tip of the state Is
called Cape Comorin where the water of Bay of Bengal
and Arabian Sea mix with the Indian Ocean. Physi-
ographically the state has been divided into two
natural division, i.e., the Western hilly tract and the
eastern coastal plain. The hilly tract comprises the
Western Ghats and Eastern Ghats which are on the
periphery of the vast Deccan Plateau. The Western
Ghats has lofty mountain ranges like Nilgiris, Anama-
lais, Cardamom Hills, varushanad and Andipatti ranges
and Agastiya hills. The Western Ghats have an aimost
unbroken trend with a gap of about 25 kms width near
Palghat, known as the Palghat Gap. However, there
are two more passes, namely Aryankavu and Aram-
boly in the lower hills in the southern section. The
Eastern Ghats enters in the state from Andhra Pradesh
and have detached hill groups, viz, Javadis, the
Shevaroys, the Kalrayans, the .Pachamalais. the
Kollimalais and the Kanja malais. The Eastern Ghats
consist of smaller hills with a height of less than
1000m. The Western and Eastern Ghats meet at a knot
in Nilgiri. Near this, the highest peak of Tamil Nadu,
the Doddabetta (2631 m), is located.

The Eastern coastal plain has three sections.
They are (1) the norhern low land consisti.ng. of
Chengalpattu, South Arcot and North Arcqt dlgtrlcts
which is drained by the palar and the Pennaiyar rivers,
(2) the fertile alluvial ptain of Cauvery Delta which
includes Thanjavur and parts of Tiruchchirappalli districts.

The thickness of sediments in the Cauvery basin is
estimated at about 2500 metres of a very high order.
These two sections are collectively known as
‘Coromandel plain’ and (3) the third section is the dry
southern plain of Madurai, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli districts which is drained by the Vaigai and
the Tambaraparani rivers.

The major river of the state is, the Cauvery which
traverses practically across the state from west to
east, with a length of 720 kms. The vast Cauvery delta
extends over approximately 8000 km2
Amaravathi, Noyil, Bhavani etc. are the tributaries of
the Cauvery. About 15 kms ahead of Tiruchchirappali
city in the west, the Kollidamriver branches off from
the Cauvery and flows further east with many distriby-
taries, depositing fertite alluvial soil in the delta, The
other important rivers draining the state are the Palar,
Ponnaiyar and the Cheyyar in the north and the Vaigai,
‘the Vaippar and the Tambaraparani in the south. Alj
these rivers are east-flowing rivers as the terrain slopes
from west to east. Most of the rivers are dry in summer
except the Cauvery which may be considered as a
perennial river in strict sense of the term.

The coast line is generally straight with well-
formed beaches. The transgression of the sea is taking
place in recent years at some places. There are long
and preserved sand bars all along the coast and Ra-
meswaram Island is the best example. The sea is shal-
low. In the Gulf of Mannar and Palk Strat there is a
chain of coral islands made up of coral limestones
resulting into the fringing reefs. Along the Tuticorin
coast, there are large number of sand dunes of
10 m height and along the Tirunelveli coast the sand
dunes rise to cover 50m.in height and they are locally
known as ‘Theris'.



Nagappattinam Palayankottai Ootacamund

Month monty g mony bty e Pocan
rginfall rainfall rginfall rainfall rainfall ’ ::igr’w?alcl)f
(in mm) (in mm) (in. mm)

i 2 3 4 5 6 7
January 82.8 6.06 450 6.06 35.1 2.55
February 249 1.82 285 3.e4 129 0.94
March 241 1.76 30.0 4.04 325 2.36
April 328 2.40 66.5 8.96 856 6.22
May’ 49.0 3.59 394 5.31 158.7 11.53
June 26.7 1.95 10.2 1.37 156.0 11.34
July 39.1 2.86 79 1.06 2012 14,62
August 69.3 5.07 16.5 2.22 147.1 10.69
September 84.1 6.15 29.0 3.90 138.7 10.08
October 241.8 17.69 174.0 23.43 202.2 14.69
November 450.3 32.94 183.1 24.66 157.7 11.46
December 2421 17.71 1125 15.15 485 3.52
Year 1,367.0 100.0 742.6 100.0 ,376.2 100.0

———
e ———— e

Source: Memoirs of the Indian Meteorological Department, Voume XXX| part Hi

MAP 7
NORMAL MONTHLY AND ANNUAL TEMPERATURE

The isotherms of different values shown on the
map reveal the ‘normal monthly and annual tempera-
ture’ in the different regions of Tamil Nadu. The
weather cycle of the state can be broadly segregated
as follows.

()  The hot-weather season
(from mid-February to mid-June)
(i)  The South-west monsoon season
(from mid-June to mid-October)
(i)  The retreating monsoon season
(from mid-October to mid-December) and
(vy  The cold weather season
(from mid-December to mid-February)

The state has hot summers and warm winters.
But, the extent of rainfall in different places influences
the temperature distribution in the state. The drier
areas have a great range of temperature than those
which are wet or nearer the sea. The temperature Is
uniformly high throughout the year and the highest
temperature extends upto 35°C, just before the rainy
season in July.

The map depicts that the major part of the state

experiences high temperature. The whole of the eastern
region of the state including the Kanniyakumari dis-
trict has an annual average temperature of 25°C. The
temperature is more than 30°C during April, May and
June in coastal districts. The temperature zone, ranging
between 20°C and 25°C, covers parts of Dharmapuri,
Salem, Coimbatore, Madurai, the western parts of
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli districts. The western
parts of Nilgiri and Kodaikanal region of Madurai
district enjoy a low temperature of less than 15°C. The
average monthly temperature of Ootacamund and
Kodaikanal varies from 12°C to 17°C. A few area
around these two regions experience temperature
between 15°C and 20°C.

Normally, the average temperature increases
from February onwards and it raises to a high level
til the month of May or middle June and afterwards
it starts decreasing gradually every month. The lowest
temperature is generally recorded during December or

January.

Data on the monthly average temperature (in
Centigrade) are presented below for four selected
stations in the state.

Average temperature (in Centigrade) in

Month Madras Nagappattinam Palayankottai Ootacamund
(Nungambakkam)

1 2 3 4 5
Year 28.1 286 29.3 143
January 24.6 25.3 26.5 125
February 253 26.1 277 13.5
March 27.3 27.7 29.7 15.2
April 29.6 29.7 30.7 16.2
May 31.5 31.5 31.8 16.5
June 31.9 31.8 31.0 14.6
July 30.1 30.8 30.4 137
August 29.7 30.2 30.6 14.1
September 29.4 29.7 30.7 143
October 28.0 28.2 29.5 14.4
November 26.0 26.4 27.2 136
December 24.8 25.3 26.4 13.0
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MAP 5

RELATIVE RELIEF

The study of slopes is essential as it determines
the drainage pattern and influences the flora and fauna
of the land. They determine the land-use pattern,
settlement pattern, establishment of transport and
communications links etc. Relative relief or local relief
helps to make an analysis of slope and to relate the
altitude of the highest and lowest points in any
particular area. This has been measured by 50, 300,
900 and 1200 metres of relative relief.

The map explains that the whole of Thanjavur
district, a major portion of Chengalpattu and parts of
South Arcot, Pudukkottai, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli districts have the relative relief value of less
than 50. The coastal strips of Kanniyakumari district
also falls in this level, viz., below 50. The western part
of Chengalpattu, South Arcot, Pudukkottai and
Ramanathapuram districts and the northern part of
Dharmapuri and a major portion over the central part
of Periyar and Coimbatore districts have the relative
relief between 50 and 300 metres.

Higher values of relative relief are found in the
western parts of the state except for a break in the
Coimbatore district where Palghat Gap lies. The closed
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isopleths on both the sides of Palghat Gap and in the
southern part of Kanniyakumari district reveals that the
degree of slope is very high in these areas. The relative
relief value of above 1200m. is found widely in the
western part of Nilgiri and Coimbatore districts and
in a small portion in Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumari
districts. From these areas the value is gradually de-
creasing towards east. The relative relief value ranging
between 900 and 1200m. is wider over the northern
parts of Nilgiri, Periyar and western part of Madurai
districts. In general, it implies that the degree of slope
is more in the western part of Nilgiri, Tirunelveli and
Kanniyakumari districts and the slope is gradual over
the eastern part of Coimbatore, Madurai and
Ramanathapuram districts. The belt showing the lowest
slope area is wider over the Thanjavur, South Arcot
and Ramanathapuram districts than in Chengalpattu
district and it narrows down over Tirunelveli and
Kanniyakumari districts.

There is one more pocket comprising parts of
North Arcot, Salem, Dharmapuri and Periyar districts
where the relative relief value ranges between 300 and
600m. Over its central part, the isopleths of value 600
and 900m. encirle this region.

MAP 6

NORMAL MONTHLY AND ANNUAL RAINFALL

This map depicts the average monthly and
annual rainfall in the different regions of the state. The
isohyetal lines of different values are shown on the
map to classify the rainfall regions. Rainfall occurs in
the state during the monsoon season, viz., (i) South-
west monsoon (from mid June to mid October) and
(i) the North-east monsoon or retreating monsoon
(from mid-October to mid-December). The rainfall is
more during the retreating monsoon than during the
south-west monsoon. It is observed that the north-east
monsoon rainfall amounts to near about 60 per cent
of the annual rainfall in the coastal districts and about
40 per cent in the interior districts. There is more rain
in october in the interior districts while the coastal
districts have more rain during November. During
October-December, Chengalpattu, South Arcot and
Thanjavur districts receive more than 650 mm, Kan-
niyakumari, Ramanathapuram, Tirunelveli districts nearly
450 mm and the interior districts of Madurai, Tiruchchirap-
palli and North Arcot less than 400 mm of rainfall. In
general, the state receives rainfall of about 750 1o
1000 mm during this period. There is considerable
variation in the north-east monsoon rainfail from year
to year because the rainfall is largely determined by
the occurrence and movement of depressions and
cyclonic storms.

During the period May to September, no part of
Tamil Nadu receives more than 500 mm rainfall due
to the obstruction caused to the rain bearing south-
west monsoon winds by the elevations of Western
Ghats, During this season, the western part of Coim-
batore, Salem, Nilgiri, Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumari
districts alone receive good rainfall. Most of the other
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regions of the state are said to fall under the “rain-
shadow region” during this approaching monsoon
season.

On studying the map, we can observe that Nilgiri,
western parts of Kanniyakumari and a small portion
of Coimbatore district have the highest rainfall ranging
from 1500 to 3000 mm. The Coromandel plain which
consists of Chengalpattu, North Arcot, South Arcot,
Thanjavur and central part of Kanniyakumari district
receives an average annual rainfall of 1000 to
1500 mm. The lowest rainfall-bearing region with less
than 700 mm per annum lies in the central part of
Tamil Nadu consisting of a portion of Coimbatore,
Periyar and Tiruchchirappalli districts as also in the
southern coastal area of Ramanathapuram and
Kanniyakumari districts. The remaining parts of the
state receive rainfall ranging between 700 and
1000 mm.

To sum up, the average rainfall of the state is
about 1008 mm. The total rainfall in Chengalpattu,
South Arcot, Thanjavur, Nilgiri and Kanniyakumari dis-
tricts is higher than in the remaining parts of the state.
Nilgiri, Anamalai region, Palani hills and Cardamom hill
area and Kanniyakumari district receive rainfall during
both the rainy seasons.

Data on the monthly average rainfall in mil-
limetres and the percentage of monthly average rain-
fall to annual rainfall for three selegted stations, viz.,
Nagappattinam, Palayankottai and Ootacamund are
given in the next page.



MAP 8

SOILS

This map depicting the distribution of soils with
their sub-order associations (along with their distin-
guishing numbers) is based on the soil map of India
published by the National Bureau of Soil Survey and
Land Use Planning (ICAR), 1983. The approximate
traditional nomenclature of the soils is also given in
the map.

The soils of the state have been classified into
8 major classes and 20 sub-order associations which
are identified in terms of their principal characteristics.
The generalised descriptions of the soils are given
below.

The soil associations, viz., Ustalfs (7), Ustalfs-
Orthents (8}, Ustalfs-Fluvents (10), Ustalfs-Tropepts
(12), Ustalfs-Orthents-Tropepts (13) and Ustalfs-Rock
out-crops (15) occupy a major portion of the state
spread almost over all the districts except Madras.
Chengalpattu, Nilgiri and Kanniyakumari districts have
this soil in lesser extent. The soils of this type are
characterised by high base status, red loamy, red
sandy and alluvial soils in which red sandy soils
constitute a large proportion. Red loamy soil mainly
occurs in South Arcot, Thanjavur and Tiruchchirapalli
districts. The red soil is rich in potash, lime and
magnesia due to the hornblende nature of gneiss. The
forest loamy soil is developed in the western border
of the state within the forest area on the weathered
crystalline rocks. The upper layer is highly enriched
with organic matter and the soil is dark reddish brown
to black in colour.

Psamments (35), Psamments-Fluvents (36) and
Psamments-Tropepts (41) soil associations are found
over the northern coastal districts - Madras, Chengal-
pattu and South Arcot. This soil occurs also in
Kanniyakumari district and Ramanathapuram and
Rameswaram taluks of Ramanathapuram district. In
general these are sandy soils. This soil has originated
from recent deposits. Generally, the content of lime
and potash is adequate and the content of nitrogen
and organic matter is low in these soils.

The sol associations Usterts (32), Usterts-Tropepts
Orthents (93) and Usterts-Ustalfs-Tropepts (39) occur
in the central part of Coimbatore and South Arcot dis-
tricts, southern part of North Arcot and Madurai dis-
tricts, northern pan of Tiruchchirappalli district, eastern
part of Thanjavur district, a major part of Ramanathapu-
ram district and a little portion of Tirunelveli district.
These are shallow black to deep black soils and are
denoted as black cotton soil as it is conductive to
cotton cultivation. These are dark in colour, low in
organic matter calcareous, moderately alkaline and
high in clay content. The shrinking as well as swelling
capacity of this soil type is also high and the higher
proportion of clay makes it sticky. The soils over North
Arcot and South Arcot are mixed red sandy, black and
alluvial soils.

The northern and southern portions of Coimba-
tore and Madurai districts, the central part of Periyar
district, the northern part of North Arcot district, some
portions of Tiruchchirappalli district and a narrow strip
of the western border of Tirunelveli district have the
soil units of Orthents-Argids (53), Orthents-Tropepts-
Udalfs (56), Orthents-Tropepts (61) and Orthents-
Tropepts-Ustalfs (62). These are all recently formed
soiis. They vary from red sandy to black and alluvial
soils. The soils over Periyar district are Orthents-Argids

(53) which are recently formed soils of arid charac-
teristics.

The other soils are : (i) Udults-Tropepts-Rock
out-crops (91) which are in a small portion in the
southern borders of Coimbatore district and which are
laterite soils. Generally, this laterite soil is acidic and
poor in nitrogen, phosperous, potash and organic
matter. (i) Tropepts (66) are found in South Arcot
district and it represents shallow black, brown and
altuvial soils of southern region.

The approximate traditional nomenclature of the
soil sub-order associations given on the map is
explained below:

USTALFS . High base status-red loamy, red sandy and alluvial soils.
UDALFS : High base status soil of humid region.
ORTHENTS : Recently formed soil.

USTERTS
TROPEPTS
FLUVENTS
PSAMMENTS
ARGIDS

UDULTS

Deep black soils.

Shallow black, brown and alluvial soils of Southern region.
Aliuvial soil (Recent alluviam).

Sandy soil.

Soils of Arid region with clay accumulation in lower horizon.

Laterite soils.
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MAP 9
DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION 1981

The distribution of population in the rural and
urban areas of the state as per the 1981 Census has
been portrayed in this map. The degree of concen-
tration of people in the rural and urban areas can
easily be perceived from this map. The rural population
is indicated by dots, (each representing 10,000 per-
sons), while the urban population is depicted by six
different sizes of coloured circles, drawn according to
the population size class of towns as per the legend
of the map.

The hilly parts of western and eastern ghats and
their neighbouring areas have low population density
in the state. The elevated portions of North Arcot,
Dharmapuri, Salem, Coimbatore and Nilgiri districts
are sparsely populated areas. A similar trend is also
observed in the hilly tracts of the southern region,
which extends over Madurai, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli districts.

The urban population is generally concentrated
in big cities/towns. As a result of continuous large
scale urban-ward migration, the big urban centres
have become very dense that people have even
settled down in the suburbs of such centres. Such
contiguous suburban centres, taken together with the
core city (town) have been recognised as “Urban Ag-

with 4.3 million population (43 urban constituent units
including Madras City) is the largest. Coimbatore,
Madurai, Tiruchchirappalli and Salem are the other
prominent urban agglomerations with 5-10 lakh popu-
lation each. The state’s urban population has rapidly
increased from 8.99 million in 1961 to 15.95 million
in 1981. Chengalpattu district, which encircles Madras
City, has the maximum number of urban centres (66)
among the districts followed by Tirunelveli (52) and
Salem (44). Dharmapuri, Pudukkottai and Kanniyakumari
districts have fewer number of urban units. There are,
in all 434 towns (or urban units) in the state, as per
the 1981 Census.

There are 15,831 inhabited villages of variable
sizes in the state. The rural population of 32.46 million
living in these villages constitute 67.05 per cent of the
total population. There are over three million rural
population in each of the three agriculturally predom-
inent districts of North Arcot, South Arcot and Thanjawur.
Chengalpattu, Salem, Madurai, Tiruchchirappalli,
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli districts have also
sizable rural population of 2-3 million each. Agriculture
is the mainstay of the people in these districts.

Data on number of inhabited villages, rural
population, number of towns and urban population are
presented at state and district level in the table given

glomerations™ in Census. There are 34 such Urban Ag- below.
glomerations in the state and among them, Madras
Rura H *ljrban

No. of Rural No. of Urban
State/District inhabited population towns population

villages

1 2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 15,831 32,456,202 a4 15951875
1. Madras - - 1 3,276,622
2.  Chengalpattu 1,856 2,208,722 66 1,407,786
3. North Arcot 1,873 3,398,795 34 1015529
4. South Arcot 2,280 3.542,246 17 '659 623
5.  Dharmapuri 1,065 1,809,876 7 187'184
6. Salem 972 2,446,054 44 995 663
162

10.
11,
12,
13.
14,
15.
16.

1 2 3 4
Periyar 481 1,613,259 18
Coimbatore 447 1,516,013 36
Nilgiri 43 322,321 15
Madurai 1,000 2,892,285 32
Tiruchchirappalli 894 2,668,596 29
Thanjavur 1,728 3,126,588 32
Pudukkottai 747 1,003,145 8
Ramanathapuram 1,411 2,394,483 38
Tirunelveli 947 2,335,952 52
Kanniyakumari 87 1,177,687 5

455,203
1,544,171
307,848
1,643,612
943,724
936,957
153,668
940,954
1,237,799
245,532
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MAP 10

DENSITY OF POPULATION 1981

This map portrays the density of population per
km- at taluk level. The figures obtained by dividing
the population by the geographical area of the taluk
are grouped into six convenient ranges of high to low
density and shaded, as shown in the legend of the
map.

Madras City (which has been considered as a
single unit here) has the highest ratio of 19,274
persons per km? as the most important in south india.
It stands out as the biggest commercial and manu-
facturing centre of the state. It has a high influx of
migrants from other districts of the state and even
other states. Leaving Madras, which strictly speaking,
cannot be compared with the density of other taluks
of the state, we find that out of the 151 taluks, Madurai
South taluk shows the highest density of population
with 3,328 persons per km? Saidapet taluk with a
density of 1,710 stands as the next densest taluk of
the state. The reasons for such density in these taluks
is obvious. While Madurai South taluk has the sec-
ond biggest city of Tamil Nadu, viz., Madurai city along
with its suburban towns within its area, Saidapet taluk
happens to include a number of subruban towns en-
circling Madras city. A high density of 1,442 is
exhibited by Agasteeswaram taluk in Kanniyakumari
district in the southern-most tip of the sub-continent.
In addition to the above mentioned three taluks, there
are three more taluks which have recorded a density
of over 1,000 persons per km? and these are Kum-
bakonam, Tiruchchirappalli and Vilavankod.

The average density of population in the state
as per the 1981 Census, is 372. Out of the 151 taluks
in the state (excluding Madras which is a city district)
97 taluks have recorded lower density than the state
as a whole. The other 54 taluks show higher density
than the state average of 372. Nineteen taluks including
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Madras district fall under the highest density range of
‘601 and above'. These are distributed as four taluks
in Thanjavur district, three taluks each in the districts
of South Arcot and Kanniyakumari and one taluk each
in the districts of Chengalpattu, Madras, Salem, Periyar,
Nilgiri, Coimbatore, Madurai, Tiruchchirappalli and
Tirunelveli.

The density range of 501 - 600 covers 12 taluks
of the state. In this range also we noticed that
Thanjavur district has the largest number of taluks (4).
Séventeen taluks fall in the third range of 401-500.

Largest number of taluks (44) are covered in the
range of 301-400. Apart from the northern districts of
North Arcot and South Arcot which have five taluks
each under this range, Madurai and Ramanathapuram
in the south also contribute five taluks each for this
range.

The two lower density ranges of ‘201 - 300" and
‘200 and below’ cover respectively 41 and 19 taluks.

The hilly Kodaikanal taluk of Madurai district, a
well known hill resort, has recorded to lowest density
among the taluks of the state (76). Low density of less
than 100 persons per km? is also observed in the hilly
Yercaud taluk ( Salem district). The other taluks with
low density of 100-150 km? are Denkanikotta and Pen-
nagaram in the hilly Dharmapuri district, Satyamanga-
lam in Periyar district and Vilattikulam and Ottappida-
ram in Tirunelveli district.

The density of population for the state and
districts and the number of taluks with density above
and below the state average in each district are given
below.

Density of Number of taluks with density
State/District population
per km? Above state Below state
average average
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 372 55 97
1. Madras 19,274 1 "
2. Chengalpattu 460 5 7
3. North Arcot 360 9 4
4. South Arcot 386 6 6
5. Dharmapuri 208 - 8
6. Salem 398 4 5
7. Periyar 252 2 4
8. Coimbatore 410 2 4
9. Nilgiri 247 1 3
10. Madural 359 2 11
11, Tiruchchirappalli 326 1 g
12.  Thanjavur 491 12 4
13. Pudukkottai 248 - 6
14. Ramanathapuram 265 2 16
15.  Tirunelveli 313 5 9
16. Kanniyakumari 845 3 1
* Includes the district of Madras
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MAP 11

INTER-CENSAL CHANGE IN POPULATION 1971-81

The decadal variation in population during 1971-
81 at taluk level is depicted in this map. The percent-
age increase in the population in all the taluks is
presented by grouping them under five broad ranges
which are shaded differently as per the legend of the
map.

The total population of Tamil Nadu has increased
from 41.2 million in 1971 to 48.4 million in 1981,
registering a growth rate of 17.50 per cent during
1971-81. This is lower than the all-India growth rate
of 25.00 per cent in the same period. Seven out of
the 16 districts in the state have recorded higher
growth rate than the state average during the decade.
The highest decadal growth rate has been recorded
by Chengalpattu district (29.26 per cent) while the
lowest is observed in Tirunelveli district (11.66 per
cent).

There are 24 taluks in the state that fall under
the highest growth rate of 22.01 per cent and above.
Of these taluks, four each belong to Chengalpattu,
Pudukkottai and Ramanathapuram and three to Nilgiri
district. The remaining 9 taluks are distributed as 2
each in Dharmapuri and Madurai districts and one
each in Coimbatore, Periyar, Salem, Triunelveli and
Tiruchchirappalli respectively, Madras district also falls
under this range. The highest increase is noticed in
the small island taluk of Rameswaram (61.84 per. cent
which consists of a town (Rameswaram Township)
and another village. It is closelyfollowed by Saidapet

taluk which has recorded a growth rate of 58.77 per
cent in population during the decade.In the range of
18.01 - 22.00 per cent, there are 25 taluks. Of these,
tive taluks each are in Thanjavur and North Arcot dis-
tricts and three each are in South Arcot and Dhar-
mapuri districts.

The range 14.01 - 18.00 per cent consists of the
largest number of taluks (viz.,41) for any range. Except
Tiruchchirappalli, Nilgiri and Pudukkottai districts, every
other district has one or more taluks falling under this
range. The districts with larger number of taluks in this
range are North Arcot (7 taluks), Chengalpattu (6
taluks) and Ramanathapuram (6 taluks).

There are 35 taluks in the growth range of 10.01-
14.00 per cent and another 26 taluks fall under the
lowest range of 10.00 per cent and below. The lowest
growth rate in 1971-81 for any taluk is observed in
Ottappidaram taluk of Tirunelveli district (2.68 per
cent). The other taluks with very poor decadal increase
of less than five per cent are Sattankulam (3.05 per
cent), Turaiyur (4.52 per cent) and Srivaikuntam (4.98
per cent).

The percentage growth of population during
1971-81 for the state and districts along with the num-
ber of taluks in each district that have increased at
a rate above and befow the state average growth
(17.50 per ent) are given in the following statement.

State/District Percentage Number of taluks which have é growth
growth of rate of population during 1971-81
population - TTO e e
1971-81 Above the state Below the state
average (17.50) average
1 2 3 S “A4 77 )
TAMIL NADU 17.50
1. Madras 27.04 1
2. Chengalpattu 29.26 6 6
3. North Arcot 17.53 6 7
4.  South Arcot 16.15 4 8
5.  Dharmapuri 19.03 6 p)
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1 2 3 4

6. Salem 15.01 1 8
7. Periyar 15.11 1 5
8. Coimbatore 18.79 3 3
9. Nilgiri 27.56 4 -
10.  Madurai 15.18 3 10
11. Tiruchchirappalli 13.16 2 8
12.  Thanjavur 14.46 5 1"
13.  Pudukkottai 22.11 5 1
14.  Ramanathapuram 16.62 4 14
16, Tirunelveli 11.66 2 12
16.  Kanniyakumarri 16.43 2 2
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MAP 12

GROWTH OF POPULATION 1901-81

This map portrays the decadal variation of rural
and urban population in Tamil Nadu and its districts
with sex break-up as observed during the nine Censuses
1901-81. For this map the Census population data of
1901 to 1971 as adjusted to the 1981 Census juris-
diction of the districts have been used. Proportionate
bars have been drawn to indicate the absolute rural
and urban population for each Census year from
1901-81. The rural and urban bars drawn for the
districts thus have been proportionately divided to
represent their rnale and female population in each
Census vyear.

During the 80 years period, viz., 1901-81, the
state population has more than doubled and it has
increased by 151.44 per cent. The increase in popu-
lation in the rural areas works to 96.37 per cent while
in the urban areas it is 485.44 per cent. The highest
growth rate in population of the state for any one
decade Is 22.30 per cent and this was recorded during
the decade 1961-71 and ft Is followed by 17.50 per
cent registered during 1971-81 Census. The lowest
growth rate in population, viz., 3.47 per cent has been
recorded between 1911-21 in the state. It was during
this period the great influenza epidemic (of 1918) took
a heavy toll of life in many parts of our land.

The highest decadal increase in the rural popu-
lation of the state since 1901 has been registered
during 1961-71 (16.35 per cent) and the lowest is 2.52
per cent in the decade 1911-21. In the urban area of
the state, 41.75 per cent is the highest ratio for a
decade and this was registered during 1941-51. The
lowest rate of 8.86 per cent increase in urban popu-
lation Is observed during 1911-21 decade.

Frequent visitation of famines and droughts and
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the resultant colossal deaths besides the prevalence
of big epidemics like small pox, cholera, plague etc.
during the first half of this century have caused wide
variations in the population growth in the different
districts. During the decade 1951-61 the highest
decadal increase for rural population, viz., 38.77 per
cent is noticed in Kanniyakumari district while there
is a decline in the rural population ( - 2.18 per cent)
in Coimbatore district. Nilgiri district has registered the
highest growth rate of 102.10 per cent in its urban
population during 1951-61.

During 1961-71 the highest percentage increase
in rural population (27.02 per cent) is seen in Pudukkot-
tal district. In Chengalpattu district, where the subur-
ban towns encircling Madras City grew rapidly be-
cause of faster industrialisation, the growth rate during
1961-71 was a high 108.44 per cent.

During the decade 1971-81, the state's rural
population increased by just 12.95 per cent while the
urban population grew by 27.98 per cent. Urban popu-
lation of Chengalpattu, North Arcot, South Arcot,
Dharmapuri, Periyar and Pudukkottai districts have
increased during this period at a higher rate than the
state average level. Constant migration of the popu-
lation from villages towards cities and towns in search
of educational and employment opportunities has
been a major factor contributing towards faster urban
population growth in the various districts in the last
2-3 decades.

A statement showing the decadal percentage
variations of the rural and urban population of the state
and districts for three recent decadeés, (i.e. 1951-61,

1961-71 and 1971-81) is presented by the table given
at next page.

Percentage increase in population during the decade

State/District
1951-61
Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 8.39 2259 16.35 38.64 12.95 27.98
1. Madras - 22.09 - 45.20 - 27.04
2. Chengalpattu 7.72 32.64 10.30 108.44 16.83 55.18
3. North Arcot 6.06 19.50 18.19 24.06 14.33 29.68
4. South Arcot 8.42 19.81 16.91 30.76 14.09 28.58
5. Dharmapurl 22.00 22.67 23.80 54.37 18.00 30.04
6. Salem 3.38 32.58 12.81 51.76 11.32 25.18
7. Periyar 2.62 48.71 14.21 59.14 9.76 39.13
8. Coimbatore -218 66.67 8.78 48.69 12,54 25 64
9. Nilgiri 3.01 102.10 9.30 35.23 28.53 26.56
10. Madural 5.22 26.13 19.05 30.37 10.65 2412
11. Tiruchchirappaili 6.94 16.72 17.32 27.85 9.65 24,44
12. Thanjavur 7.34 14.32 17.40 18.49 12.53 21.42
13. Pudukkottai 5.55 14.27 27.02 20.83 20.52 33.65
14. Ramanathapuram 18.08 11.31 15.99 24.55 13.29 26.02
15. Tirunelveli 10.84 511 16.33 21.42 7.60 20.23
16. Kanniyakumari 3877 -30.56 16.83 36.20 15.69 20.12
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MAP 15
SEX RATIO 1981

The sex ratio, i.e., the number of females per
1000 males, as per the 1981 Census, is portrayed in
this map at the taluk level. Based on the sex ratio,
all the 151 taluks including Madras district (which has
been treated as a single unit) have been grouped and
presented in the map under six broad ranges.

At the state level, there are 977 females per 1000
males. There are 89 taluks which have recorded sex
ratios above the state average. Two taluks, viz., Palani
and Tirutturaippundi, have revealed sex ratios similar
to that of the state average, viz., 977. The remaining
60 taluks have registered lower sex ratios than the
state ratio of 977. In as many as 36 taluks, all of which
are in the southern region of the state, females
outnumber males. Fifteen taluks out of the 18 in
Ramanathapuram besides, 12 taluks out of the 14 in
Tirunelveli district besides three taluks each in
Tiruchchirappalli and Pudukkottai districts, two in
Madurai district and one in Kanniyakumari districts,
have revealed higher sex ratio i.e., above the parity
(1000). The highest taluk level sex ratio of 1149 is
observed in Sattankulam taluk of Tirunelveli district
which is closely followed by Tiruchchendur taluk
(1137) of in the same district. Only these two taluks
of the state have sex ratios of over 1100. A good
number of males in working ages are said to migrate
from these southern districts to other northern regions
and even abroad in search of employment.

The largest number of taluks (60) to fall in any
sex ratio range Is observed to be the range 976 to

1000. It is noteworthy that in Thanjavur district, all the
taluks except Thanjavur fall under this range. Ten out
of the 13 taluks in North Arcot district, seven out of
the 12 taluks in South Arcot district and seven out
of the 13 taluks in Madurai district belong to this range.
Chengalpattu and Tiruchchirappalli districts also have
five taluks each in this range. All other districts except
Madras and Coimbatore have at least one taluk under
this range. Vedasandur taluk in Madurai district and
Nagappattinam taluk in Thanjavur district have regis-
tered sex ratios of exactly 1000. In the range of 951
to 975, there are 41 taluks and most of these lie in
the northern and western districts of the state. Chen-
galpattu, South Arcot, Dharmapuri and Coimbatore
districts have five taluks each under the above range.
Four taluks in Salem district and three taluks each In
North Arcot, Periyar and Madurai districts fall in this
range.

In the lowest range of 950 and below, fall 14
taluks besides Madras city (934). Salem district has
recorded the maximum number of taluks (4) under this
range. The lowest ratio of 909 is observed in Sankari
taluk of Salem district. Omalur (923) Coonoor (922),
Saidapet (922) and Mettur (921) are the other taluks

which have revealed very low sex ratios among the
taluks.

Sex tatios in the state and district along with the
number of taluks falling each of the six ranges as
shown in the map are presented below.

Number of taluks in sex ratio range

State/District Sex 1051 1026 to 1001 to 976 to 951 to 950
Ratio and 1050 1025 1000 975 and
above below
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TAMIL NADU 977 9 10 17 60 41 15
1. Madras 934 - - - . . 1
2. Chengalpattu 957 - - - 5 5 2
3. North Arcot 979 - - - 10 3 -
4, South Arcot 972 - - - 7 5 -
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2 3 4 5 6 7 8

5. Dharmapuri 959 - - - : i i

6. Salem 949 - - - 1 : :

7. Periyar 956 - - - - : ;

8. Coimbatore 950 - - 1 ; 1

9. Nilgiri 957 - - ; ! ? !
10. Madurai 975 - - : , -
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 985 - - 3 o 2 :
12. Thanjavur 988 - y - ; 1 -
13. Pudukkottai 1,007 1 - 2 1
14. Ramanathapuram 1,023 3 6 6 2 1 -
15. Tirunelveli 1,044 5 4 3 ; 1 -
16. Kanniyakumari 985 - - 1 ‘
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MAP 13

FERTILITY 1981

The child-woman ratio, which is an important
index of fertility, is depicted in this map at district level.
Based on this ratio, all the districts have been brought
under six broad ranges, as shown in the legend of
the map. The ‘child-woman ratio’ represents the
number of children who are in the age-group 0-4 to
every 100 women in the age-group 15-44.

The child-woman ratio for the entire state stands
at 48.15. Nine out of the 16 districts of the state have
revealed higher ratios than the state average. Dharmapuri
district has registered the highest ratio of 59.90 among
all the districts. Very high ratios exceeding 55 are also
observed in its two neighbouring districts, viz., North
Arcot and South Arcot. High fertility indices of over
50 are also noticed in three districts, viz,
Chengalpattu, Pudukkottai and Ramanathapuram. The
four southern districts of Madurai, Ramanathapuram,
Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumari along with Chengalpattu
in the north fall under the same range of child-woman
ratio, viz., 48.53.

Periyar district with a child-women ratio of 36.98
has recorded the lowest index of fertility. Its adjoining
district of Coimbatore from which it was formed a few
years ago has also registered very low ratio of 37.64.
Madras, Salem and Nilgiri districts have also shown
low indices and are in the range 38.01 to 43.0. The
two neighbouring districts of Tiruchchirappalli and

‘Thanjavur have both recorded a similar child-woman

ratio, viz., 45.05. With the sole exception of Madras,
all the districts which have shown low fertility indices
are lying contiguously in the western and central
regions of the state.

The number of children in the age-group of
0-4 along with the number of women in the repro-
ductive age-group of 15-44 and the ratio of the former

to 100 of the latter are presented below for state and
districts.

Women of

Children of No. of
State/District 0-4 age-group 15-44 Children per
age-group 100 women
1 2 3 i 4 S
TAMIL NADLU 5,393,754 11,201,200 48.15
1. Madras 327,079 791,987 41.30
2. Chengalpattu 429,967 819,050 5250
3. North Arcot 560,796 971,588 57.72
4. South Arcot 525,637 949,287 55.37
5. Dharmapuri 255,986 427,339 59.90
6. Salem 333,623 810,993 41., 4
7. Periyar 183,790 496 959 36‘
8. Coimbatore 276,760 735,196 o
9. Nilgir 63,246 155,376 o
10. Madurai 507,981 ' .7
' ' ' 1,043,231 48.69
11 Tiruchchirappalli 382,163 o
) , 848,317 45.05
12. Thanjavur 432,773 9
' 960,546 45.05
13.  Pudukkottai 141,337 262.073 ’
14. Ramanathapuram 404,772 ' 2393
‘ ) ) 769,877 52
15. Tirunelveli 406,420 9
16. Kanniyakumari | D044l 49.18
: y 161,423 332,940 48.48
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MAP 14

EVER MARRIED WOMEN AND TOTAL CHILDREN BORN TO THEM 1981

This map shows the ratio of children born per
)0 ever married women at district level in Tamil Nadu,
s in 1981. Based on this ratio, the districts have been
‘ought under six convenient ranges, from high to low,
5 shown in the legend of the map. ‘Ever married’
cludes all women who may be currently married,
idowed, separted and divorced. In short, it Includes
| women other than those who are ‘Never married'.
\is ratio could be considered as an index of fertility.

At state level, we find that there are, on an
rerage, 311 ever born children per 100 ever married
omen. Nine out of the 16 districts of the state have
icorded higher ratios than the state average.
onsidering all the districts, we observe that the
suthern-most district of Kanniyakumari has registered
)e highest ratio of children per 100 ever married
omen of 363 followed by the districts of Tirunelveli

(347) North Arcot (335), Nilgiri (334) Ramanathapuram
(326) South Arcot (325), Chengalpattu and Dharmapuri
(316 each), Madurai (315) and Pudukkottai (302).

Seven districts have registered lower ratios than
the state average of 311. Besides the city district of
Madras, the five contiguous districts of Periyar,
Coimbatore, Salem, Tiruchchirappalli and Thanjavur
and the neighouring district of Salem have all recorded
very low ratio of less than 300 ever born children per
100 ever married women. Periyar district has revealed
the lowest ratio of 266.

The total number of ever married women, total
number of children ever born to them and the ratio
of total children ever born per 100 ever married women
for the state and the districts are presented in the
following statement.

Total ever

Total children Total children

tate/District married ever born to ever born per

women ever married 100 total ever

women married women

1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 13,031,457 40,579,647 311
1. Madras 836,721 2,496,562 298
2. Chengalpattu 953,633 3,016,409 316
3. North Arcot 1,188,771 3,980,106 335
1. South Arcot 1,132,638 3,679,738 325
5. Dharmapuri 531,681 1,678,859 316
5. Salem 987,557 2,775,108 281
7. Periyar 600,995 1,598,865 266
3. Coimbatore 827,977 2,473,817 299
). Nilgiri 154,568 516,677 334
).  Madurai 1,204,232 3,797,021 315
i.  Tiruchchirappalli 1,009,390 2,891,234 286
2. Thanjavur 1,107,653 3,286,987 297
3. Pudukkottai 307,828 930,785 302
. Ramanathapuram 899,739 2,937,612 326
5. Tirunelveli 957,690 3,319,132 347 N

5. Kanniyakumari 330,484 1,200,736 363
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MAP 16

CHANGE IN SEX RATIO 1971-81

Two maps prepared by isopleth technique to
represent the changing pattern of sex ratio as at 1971
and 1981 Censuses are juxtaposed here highlighting
the feature. On the basis of the talukwise sex ratio
figures, isopleths are drawn at suitable intervals and
the intervening space between two isopleths are
shaded according to high to low gradations, as shown
in the legend of the map.

The sex ratio for the state has declined from 978
to 977 from 1971 to 81. The map reveals that the areas
with high sex ratios (of over 1050) are all concentrated
in the three coastal districts of Pudukkottai,
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli. While there were 12
taluks in 1971 with high sex ratio exceeding 1050, the
number has fallen to nine in 1981. This decline in the
area of such high sex-ratio is due to the fact that four
taluks in Ramanathapuram district have fallen from a
higher range to the lower range. Sattankulam taluk of
Tirunelveli district has recorded the highest sex ratio
of 1148 in the state during 1981. The number of taluks
under the range of 1000-1050 too have declined from
20 to 27 taluks during the 1971-81 decade. Most of

the high sex-ratio regions, that is areas with predomi-
nance of femgle population are all observed to be
concentrated in the southern districts of the state.

. There has been an increase in the area with sex
ratp of 980-1000 (from 38 to 45 taluks) in the state
during the decade and this is perceptible from the
maps. On the contrary, decline in area is noticed under
the range, 960-980. All these reflect the changes in
the pattern of sex ratio in the taluks, that have taken
place during the last decade. In the lower ranges of
!ess than 980, there has been an increase in the area
in 1981 over 1971. This is due to the increase in the
number of taluks with a ratio of 960-980 from 18 in
1971 to 24 in 1981. The city district of Madras had
recorded a low sex ratio of 904 in 1971 and in 1981
the ratio has increased to 934. At the district level
there is an increase in sex ratio in seven districts Ir;
the last decade while in nine districts the sex ratio has
declined.

Data on the sex ratio for state and districts for
1971 and 1981 are presented below.

Sex Ratio

State/District 1971 M{;1 -

1 2 -y
TAMIL NADU 978

1. Madras 904 o
2. Chengalpattu 949 2
3. North Arcot 971 957
4. South Arcot 969 979
5. Dharmapuri 969 972
6. Salem 963 959
7. Periyar 965 919
8. Coimbatore 951 956
9. Nilgiri 944 950
10. Madurai 986 957
975
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1 2 3
1. Tiruchchirappalli 087 985
2. Thanjavur 994 988
3. Pudukkottai 1,011 1,007
4. Ramanathapuram 1,042 1,023
5. Tirunelveli 1,042 1,044
6. Kanniyakumari 972 985
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MAP 17

RURAL SEX RATIO 1981

This map portrays the sex ratio in the rural areas
at taluk level in Tamil Nadu. As observed earlier, sex
ratio refers to number of females per 1,000 males. The
rural sex ratio for all the 151 taluks have been grouped
and presented in the map under five broad ranges.

We are aware that sex ratio may be above or
below 1,000 and when it is exactly 1,000, the popu-
lation Is said to be perfectly balanced with equal
number of males and females. Such an equality of
sexes in a population which may perhaps be an ideal,
rarely exists in reality. For the rural areas of the state
as a whole, the ratio of sex stands at 987.

There are 20 taluks in the state that fall under
the highest range of 1,026 and above (of females per
1,000 males) in the rural areas. Of these 20 taluks,
as many as 19 are found in the southern-most districts
of Tirunelveli and Ramanathapuram. Tirumayam taluk
in Pudukkottal district is also in this range with a high
ratio of 1,082. Sattankulam taluk in Tirunelveli district
tops the list of taluks with the highest recorded rural
sex ratio of 1,152 in Tamil Nadu, and this is closely
followed by Tiruchchendur taluk with a ratio of 1,148.
In the range of 1,001 to 1,025, there are 21 taluks and
of these, seven taluks are in Ramanathapuram district,
five in Tiruchchirappalli, three each in Madurai and

Tirunelveli, two in Pudukkottai and the remaining one
in the southern-most district of Kanniyakumari.

The largest number of taluks (58) are found in
the range of 976 to 1,000, in which also covers the
average rural sex ratio of the state (987). It is
interesting to note that 14 out of the 16 taluks of
Thanjavur district are in this range. The remaining 44
taluks in this range are spread over all the other
districts of the state. The districts of Chengalpattu,
North Arcot, South Arcot and Madurai have six taluks
each. In the rural areas of Orattanadu taluk in Thanjavur
district, the sex ratio works out to exactly 1,000.

In the range of 951 to 975, there are as many
as 42 taluks. It is noteworthy that most of these taluks
are widespread in the northern and western regions
of the state. Ten taluks come under the lowest range
of 950 and below. The lowest sex ratio of 903 for the
rural areas is recorded in Sankari-taluk of Salem
district. Mettur and Omalur taluks also have recorded
low sex ratio of 917 and 918 respectively.

The rural sex ratio in the districts along with the
number of taluks in each district that fall in the five
broad ranges as shown in the map, are presented in
the statement given below.

State/District Sex Number of taluks with rural sex ratio in range of
Ratio
in 1026 & 1000-1025 976-1000 951975 950 & below
rural above
areas
1 2 3 4 5 6 2
TAMIL NADU 987 20 21 58 42 10
1. Madras - - - . B )
2. Chenge'pattu 974 - 6 5 ;
3. North Arcot 979 - - 8 5 .
4, South Arcot 974 - . 6 6 )
5. Dharmapuri 960 - - 1 5 2
6. Salem 849 - - 1 4 4
7. Periyar 960 - 1 4 1
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1 2 3 4 5 6
8. Coimbatore 969 - - 2 4
9. Nilgiri 84 - - 3 1
10. Madural 985 - 3 6 3
11, Tiruchchirappall 995 - 5 3 2
12. Thanjavur 988 - - 14 2
13.  Pudukkottal 1012 1 2 3 -
14. Ramanathapuram 1037 9 7 1 -
15. Tirunelvell 1059 10 3 1 -
16. Kannlyakumari 983 - 1 2 1
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MAP 18

CHANGE IN RURAL SEX RATIO 1971-81

Two maps of the state representing the sex ratio
in the rural areas as they were during the Censuses
of 1971 and 1981 are drawn here to depict the
variations that have taken place during the decade.
In these maps, talukwise sex ratios were first plotted
and the isopleth lines were then drawn, as indicated
earlier in the notes for Map No. 17.

The sex ratio in the rural areas of Tamil Nadu
was 990 in 1971 and it has decreased to 987 in 1981.
Sixteen taluks have recorded high rural sex ratio
exceeding 1050 females per 1000 males, both during
1971 and 1981 Censuses. Of these, two taluks each
in Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli districts had the
highest rural sex ratios of over 1100 during 1971.
During 1981, however, only two taluks (both in Tirunelveli
district) have recorded high sex ratios. Among the 151
tatuks of the state, Sattankulam (1152) in 1981 and
Tiruchchendur (1128) in 1971 (both in Tirunelveli
district) have registered the highest sex ratios in the
rural areas. The two taluks of Tiruppattur and
Ramanathapuram (in Ramanathapuram district) which
had a sex ratio of over 1100 in 1971 came down to
a lower level, viz.,, 1071 and 1070 in 1981, and this
could be observed from the maps. Decline in the area
under the sex ratio range 1050-1100 could also be
observed in the southern region of the state.

State/ District

The number of taluks with rural sex ratio values
between 1000-1050 was 28 in 1971 and this has fallen
to 25 in 1981. This again is seen from the reduced
area under this range in 1981. Four taluks of Thanjavur
district and three of Tirunelveli district with sex ratio
exceeding 1000 but below 1050 in 1971 have fallen
to the next lower range in 1981. The largest area to
fall under any one sex ratio range is 975-1000. While
52 taluks had rural sex ratio in this range during 1971,
a slightly higher number viz., 58 are in this range in
1981. It is significant to note that 14 out of the 16
taluks in Thanjavur district fall under this range. The
next range of rural sex ratio, viz.,, 950-975 has the
second largest number of taluks both during 1971 (45
taluks) and in 1981 (42 taluks). In the sex ratio range
i.e. 950 and below, ten taluks each are naticed in the
rural areas of the state both during 1971 and 1981.
In the case of six districts, viz., Chengalpattu, North
Arcot, South Arcot, Nilgiri, Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumari,
it is obse-ved from the map that barring a few places,
most of taluks have recorded increase in sex ratios
in 1981 as compared to 1971.

Rural sex ratio for 1971 and 1981 for state and
districts are presented below.

Rural sex ratio

1971 1981~
1 2 ;
TAMIL NADU 990 S
1. Madras R 987
2. Chengalpattu 965 97-4
3. North Arcot 972
4. South Arcot 972 979
5. Dharmapuri 970 974
6. Salem 967 960
7. Periyar 970 949
8. Coimbatore 978 960
9. Nilgiri 961 969
10. Madurai 998 934
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 996 3?:»
JO
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1 2 3
12.  Thanjavur 994 988
13.  Pudukkottai 1,015 1,012
I4. Ramanathapuram 1,053 1,037
15.  Tirunelvel 1,051 1 .,059
16. Kanniyakumari 969 983
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MAP 19

URBAN SEX RATIO 1981

This map shows the sex ratio, (number of
females per 1000 males) in the urban areas at taluk
level. There are 17 taluks which are completely rural
in the state. Based on the sex ratio, the remaining 134
taluks as also the city district of Madras, which has
been considered as a single unit for the purpose of
this map, have been grouped under six broad ranges
and hatched accordingly using choropleth technique.

The sex ratio for the urban areas of the state
as a whole stands at 956. There are eleven taluks
which come under the high sex ratio range of 1026
and above - five taluks in Tirunelveli district, three in
Ramanathapuram district and one taluk each in South
Arcot, Thanjavur and Pudukkottai districts. Sattankulam
(1138), Nanguneri (1136), llaiyankudi (1129),
Tiruchchendur (1126), Tiruvadanai (1101) and Kamudi
(1101) are the prominent taluks with high ratios in this
range. In the range of 1001 - 1025, there are 17 taluks
almost all of which are located in the southern and
eastern parts of the state. A significant contribution
of eight out of sixteen taluks to this range of sex ratio
is from Thanjavur district.

The next two ranges of urban sex ratio cover
about 50 per cent of the taluks in the state. While 32
taluks are in the range of 976-1000, another 42 are
in the range of 951-975. Eight taluks each in North

Arcot and Ramanathapuram districts have recorded
urban sex ratio between 976-1000. Nine out of the 13
taluks in Madurai district have more or less a uniform
urban sex ratio, ranging between 951 - 975. All the
districts except Madras, Periyar and Kanniyakumari
have atleast one taluk each in this range (951-975).
Besides, Madras city (934), there are 26 taluks in the
lower range of 926-950. Many of the taluks of this

range are seen in the western and central region of
the state.

Six taluks have been recorded in the lowest sex
ratio range of 925 and below. These are Sriperum-
budur (919) and Saidapet (918) taluks in Chengalpattu
district, Hosur taluk (875) in Dharmapuri district,
Coimbatore taluk (923) in Coimbatore district, Coonoor
taluk (854) in Nilgiri district and Rameswaram sub-
taluk (908) in Ramanathapuram district. The urban
areas of Coonoor taluk have registered the lowest sex
ratio among the taluks. Nilgiri district itself stands at
the bottom when we consider the urban sex ratio of
the districts as a whole. Apart from Coonoor taluk,
Hosur taluk (875) has also a very low urban sex ratio
falling below 900.

The urban sex ratio in each district and number
of taluks falling in the six broad ranges as depicted
in the map are presented in the statement give below.

Number of taluks with urban sex ratio in the range

Urban
State/District sex 4
Ratio 1026 and 1001- 976- 951- 926- 925 and
above 1025 1000 975 950 below
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TAMIL NADU 956 1 17 32 42 27 6
1. Madras 934 - - . . 1 )
2. Chengalpattu 931 - - 2 4 2 2
3. North Arcot 978 - - 8 4 . .
4. South Arcot 963 1 - - 4 3 ;
5. Dharmapuri 946 - - . 2 3 1
6. Salem 949 - - 1 4 3 .
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

7. Periyar 941 - - 1 - 5 -
8. Coimbatore 931 - - - 3 2 1
9. Nilgiri 929 - - 1 1 1 1
10. Madurai 958 - - 2 9 2, -
11, Tiruchchirappalli 959 - 1 2 3 3 -
12. Thanjavur 989 1 8 2 1 2 -
13.  Pudukkottal 979 1 - 1 3 - -
14. Ramanathapuram 990 3 2 8 3 - 1
15. Tirunelvell 1,016 5 5 2 1 - -
16. Kanniyakumari 995 - 1 2 - - -
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MAP 20
CHANGE IN URBAN SEX RATIO 1971-81

Two maps are presented here side by side to
indicate the decadal variation in the urban sex ratio
at taluk level, the first one indicating the sex ratio as
in 1971 and the second for 1981. These sex ratios
have been worked out on the basis of the male/female
population living in the cities and towns of each taluk
in between the two Censuses. Based on the sex ratios,
all the 151 taluks as also Madras district (which itself
is one urban unit) have been grouped under seven
broad ranges and are shaded with different hatchings
as shown in the legend of the map.

During 1971, the state level urban sex ratio was
951 and it has marginally increased to 956 in 1981.
There were 18 taluks in 1971 which were entirely rural
and this number has now come down to 17 taluks
in view of the new recognition of a town in a fully
rural taluk of 1971.

Both in 1971 and 1981 Censuses, we notice that
nine taluks have recorded very high sex ratios in their
urban areas, exceeding 1050 and these are found only
in the southern districts.

During 1971, the highest taluk level urban sex
ratio of 1307 was recorded by Tiruvadanai taluk of
Ramanathapuram district and Sattankulam of Tirunelveli
district with a ratio of 1138 has taken away this
distinction during 1981. Two other taluks which recorded
very high urban sex ratios in 1971 were llaiyankudi
(1194) and Sattankulam (1133). In 1981, Nanguneri
(1136) and llaiyankudi (1129) taluks recorded the
second and third rank in urban sex ratio. Five taluks
in 1971 and two in 1981 are covered under the range
1026-1050. Most of these taluks with high urban sex
ratio of over 1025 are in the southern districts of
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli.
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in both the 1971 and 1981 Censuses we observe
that 17 taluks fall in the sex ratio range of 1001-1025.
The actual taluks are however, not the same and are
different in eight cases.

It is significant that the same five taluks of
Tirunelveli district fall in the range 1001-1025 both In
1971 and 1981 Censuses. Also, four taluks of Thanjavur
district in 1971 Census and eight taluks of the same
district in 1981 Census are in this range.

The sex ratio range with the largest number of
taluks falling under it, is 951-975. There were 39 taluks
in this range in 1971 and this number has increased
to 42 in 1981. In the range of 976-1000, there were
32 taluks in 1971 and this figure remained unchanged
during 1981 also. In the districts of North Arcot,
Madurai and Ramanathapuram, a large number of
taluks are in these sex ratio ranges.

There were 21 taluks in the range of 926-950 In
1971, and in 1981 the number of taluks in this range
has gone up to 26. In the lowest range of 925 and
below, there were 10 taluks In 1971 while only six
taluks exist in 1981. The lowest urban sex ratio in the
taluks was recorded by Perambalur taluk (892) in 1971
and Coonoor (854) in 1981. Generally it is observed
thgt in taluks having big cities/towns, the urban sex
rapo is comparitively poorer due to larger male in-
migrants into such big urban centres in search of
educational and employment opportunities.

The number of taluks with urban sex ratio above
and below the state average in 1971 and 1981
Censuses for the districts are given in the next
page.

State/District No. of taluks with urban sex ratio above, equal or below
the state average of
951 in 1971 956 in 1981
Above Equal or Above Equal or
below below

1 2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 98 36 93 42
1. Madras - 1 - 1
2. Chengalpattu 4 6 6 4
3. North Arcot 9 3 10 2
4. South Arcot 4 4 5 3
5. Dharmapuri 1 5 2 4
6. Salem 6 2 3 5
7. Perlyar 3 3 1 5
8. Coimbatore 1 5 1 5
9. Nilgiri 2 2 2 2
10. Madurai 1 1 10 3
11. Tiruchchirappalll 5 4 5 4
12. Thanjavur 14 - 12 2
13. Pudukkottal 5 - 5 -
14. Ramanathapuram 17 - 16 1
15. Tirunelveli 13 - 12 1
16." Kannlyakumari 3 - 3 -
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MAP 22

CHANGE IN SEX AND AGE STRUCTURE 1971-81

This map depicts the variations in the age and
sex composition of the population as between 1971
and 1981 Censuses for the state and districts. Age
pyramids have been drawn for each district with
horizontal bars for each age-group in proportion to
the male/female population on either side of the
vertical line at the centre of the pyramid, (as in the
previous map) for 1971 and 1981. The age pyramid
thus drawn for 1981 has been superimposed over the
1971 age pyramids so as to reflect the change in sex
and age structure during the decade. Though the
horizontal bars represent the five year age-group
population the five importent age-groups (viz. 0-4,
5-14, 15-34, 35-59 and 60+) are distinguished by
hatchings as shown in the legend of the map.

At state level, we observe that the percentages
of population (both males and females) in the age-
groups of 04 and 59 have declined in 1981 when
compared with 1971. In the subsequent age-groups
of 10-14, 15-19 and 20-24 however, an increase in the
percentages is observed in 1981 over 1971. In the age
groups of 25-29, while the percentage for males has
increased in 1981, the ratio for females has declined.
Again, a fall in percentages is noticed in the age-group
30-34 for both the sexes. From the age group 40-44
onwards an increse in ratio in every five-year age-
group is recorded in 1981 over that in 1971, consid-
ering the respective state's population.

The change in the pattern of sex and age
structure in the districts is almost similar to the state
pattern with some variations in a few districts. Con-

sidering infants (i.e. 0-4 age-group), a decrease in their
ratio to population is recorded in 1981 over that of
1971 in all the districts of the state both in the case
of males and females. Among them, decrease is
somewhat significant in the case of Nilgiri, Madurai,
Coimbatore, Salem and Tiruchchirappalli districts than
in others. In the age-group 5-14 (boys and girls) also,
a fall in the percentages to total population is found
in 1981 in all the districts except Pudukkottai and
Tirunelveli. The decrease in the ratio of population in
the lower age-groups, observed in 1981 in the different
districts, is compensated by increase in the ratio in
higher age-groups. All districts reveal an increase in
the percentages of young men and women in 15-34
age-group in 1981 over that of 1971, An increase in
ratio of both male and female population belonging
to the middle ages of 35-59 is observed in all the
districts of the state ¢xcept Pudukkottai. The ratio of
older men and women belonging to the age-group 60
years and over has also increased in 1981 over that
of 1971 in all the districts. This can be considered to
reflect to some extent the improved medical and
health services that are now available even in rural
areas and the consequent improvement in the stan-

dard of living and life expectancy of the people of the
state.

' The percentage of distribution of the population
in the state and districts in the five broad age-groups
of 0-4, 5-14, 15-34, 3559 and 60+ for 1971 are

presented below. For 1981, data are given in the note
of the previous map.

State/District Percentage of 1971 population by age-groups )
0-4 5-14 15-34 35-59 60 +
1 2 3 4 5 6
TAMIL NADU 13.09 24.68 3224 2425 5.74
1. Madras 11.99 23.21 37.33 2245 5.02
2. Chengalpattu 13.71 24.94 32.31 23.62 5.42
3. North Arcot 13.74 25.58 30.99 24.07 5.62
4. South Arcot 14.03 24.78 31.30 24.69 5.20
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1 2 3 4 5 6
5. Dharmapuri 14.40 28.02 29.40 22.23 5.95
6. Salem 12.08 24.68 32.93 24.19 6.12
7.  Periyar 11.09 23.88 33.08 25.20 6.75
8. Coimbatore 11.44 24.05 34.11 24.44 5.96
9.  Nilgiri 13.43 27.13 34.50 21.22 3.72
10.  Madural 13.68 24,98 31.99 24.27 5.08
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 12.94 23.57 32.05 25.64 5.80
12. Thanjavur 12.72 24.67 31.88 24 .89 5.84
13.  Pudukkottai 13.03 23.99 31.58 25.54 5.86
14. Ramanathapuram 14.10 2474 30.73 24.58 5.85
15.  Tirunelveli 13.23 24.23 30.97 24.74 6.83
16.  Kannlyakumari 13.07 24.85 33.79 22.16 6.13
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MAP 21

SEX AND AGE STRUCTURE 1981

This map depicts the districtwise sex and age
structure of the population as per the 1981 Census
Age pyramids have been drawn for each districi
acgordmg to the ratio of males/females composition
of its population in each five age-groups from 0-4 to
55-59 and 60+ levels. Age pyramids have been drawn
with horizontal bars on both sides of the vertical
ceptral axis, representing the male and female popu-
lation in the age-groups mentioned above. The mgle
gnd female population has been categorised accord
ing to t.he age-groups as infants (0-4 age-group). bo s
aqd gils (5-14), young men and women (1'5431)
middle aged men and women (35-59) and old a ed
nqerj and women (60 +) and these five categoriesgar
distinctly shown by colour hatchings. °

Agcording to the 1981 Census, male and femal
population of the state constitutes respectively 50 Sg
and 49.42 per cent of the total population Wg not"
?hat male population is more than female. populati‘ce
in ‘most of the five year age-groups, the exce lio?\n
being 15-19, 20-24, 25-29 and 35-39 age-ng:)u y
Among the state's total population, infants (0-4) iops.
11.14 per cent in which males are slightly more (Srf‘:
per cgnt) than the females (5.50 per cent). While be
and girls (5-14 age-group) constitute one t.ourth (2302;;
per cent) of the total population, young men é d
women (of 15-34 age-group) form nearly one-thirdnf
the to?al population (33.75 per cent). Females ;
more in number than the males in the 15-34 oy
group. Middle aged men and women (35-59 20
gr‘oup) constitute around one-fourth of the po ulaatge
with 24.81 per cent. Old men and women of 6% yelaorz

and over constitute 6.42 per ¢
C : ent of th
lation in the state. e total popu-

It is interesting to observe that children upto 14
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years and old persons of sixty years and over. who
are generally considered as ‘dependents’ account for
41.44 per cent of the total state’'s population. This
clearly reveals a high dependency ratio of population
under these age-groups on the working population
belonging to other age-groups.

The percentage of infants of 0-4 age-group 10
population is the highest (1282 per cent) in Dhar-
_mapuri district while the lowest ratio (888 per cent)
is recorded in Periyar district. A higher ratio of infants
of 0-4 is considered as an indicator of a comparatively
hlgher birth rate. Children (5-14) are also compara-
tively higher in Dharmapuri district (26 47 per cent) and
lqwgr in Periyar district (21.09 per cent). Madras
district has the highest percentage of middle aged
men and women, viz, 38.36 per cent of its population
in the age-group 15-34, while Dharmapuri district has
recorqed the lowest ratio of 31 44 per cent, among
the districts. Population of this age-group form the
highest ratio than all other age-groups under discus-
sion in almost all the districts in the state. In view of
a high level of migrants for higher education and
employment, the city district of Madras has the highest
ra_tlo' under this group. among the district. Periyar
district (i.e. 28.52 per cent) lead$ with a high ratio of
the .population in the age-group 35-59 and
Kanniyakumari district shows the lowest ratio (22.55
per cent) in this regard. The proportion of old men
and women (60 + ) varies between a low 4.43 pef cent
in Nilgiri district to 7.73 per cent in Periyar district.

; The percentages of males and females in the
ive broad age-groups 0-4, 5-14, 15-34, 35-59 and

6(.)+,to t.Otal population are furnished for staté and
districts in next page.

Percentage of population in age-group

tate/District Sex
0-4 5-14 15-34 35-59 60+
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU M 5.64 12.14 16.76 12.74 3.30
F 5.50 11.74 16.99 12.07 3.12
1. Madras M 5.02 11.62 19.70 12.55 2.82
F 4.96 11.16 18.66 10.60 2.92
2. Chengalpattu M 5.96 12.34 17.11 12.60 3.10
F 5.93 11.95 16.66 11.43 2.92
3. North Arcot M 6.36 12.51 15.80 12.54 3.32
F 6.35 12.26 16.01 11.80 3.05
4. South Arcot M 6.34 12.61 15.87 12.67 3.20
F 6.17 12.23 16.38 11.91 2.62
5. Dharmapuri M 6.56 13.38 15.88 11.97 3.26
F 6.26 13.09 15.56 11.05 2.99
6. Salem M 5.10 11.82 17.45 13.37 3.57
F 4.59 11.056 17.13 12.58 3.34
7. Perlyar M 4.52 10.72 17.43 14.37 4.08
F 4.36 10.37 17.35 13.15 3.65
8. Coimbatore M 4.59 11.10 18.64 13.51 3.46
F 4.45 10.90 17.95 12.10 3.30
9.  Nilgiri M 5.05 12.57 18.88 12.28 2.31
F 4.99 12.31 19.15 10.34 2.12
10. Madural M 5.69 12.48 16.77 12.65 3.05
F 5.51 11.94 16.82 12.18 2.91
11.  Tiruchchirappalli M 5.37 11.70 16.38 13.48 343
F 5.21 11.26 16.94 12.99 3.24
12.  Thanjavur M 5.36 11.98 16.89 12.76 3.32
F 5.29 11.70 17.25 12.44 3.01
13, Pudukkottal M 6.11 12.82 16.33 12.46 3.10
F 6.11 12.32 16.39 12.27 3.09
14. Ramanathapuram M 6.16 12.27 15.51 12.29 3.19
F 5.97 11.93 16.77 12.66 3.25
15. Tirunelvell M 5.77 12.47 14.94 12.16 3.59
F 5.61 12.07 16.95 12.67 3.77
16. Kanniyakumari M 5.68 12.05 17.44 11.60 3.62
F 5.66 11.66 18.00 10.95 3.34

M=Males, F=Females

185




MAP 23

MARITAL STATUS 1981

An idea on the extent of male and female
population in the four marital status groups as at 1981
Census in the districts of Tamil Nadu can be had from
this map. Four sets of overlapping bars drawn for each
district represent the size of male and female popu-
lation in the following four marital status categories:
(1) Never married (2) Married (3) Widowed and (4)
Others.

In the state as a whole, 565.71 per cent among
males and 45.52 per cent among females are ‘never
married’. ‘Never Married' denotes a person who has
never entered ‘'married’ status at any time before.
Persons with ‘currently married’ status form 41.77 per
cent among males and 43.80 per cent among females
while those who are widowers/widows constitute 2.27
per cent and 10.01 per cent among males and females
respectively.

Among the districts, Kanniyakumari has the highest
proportion of ‘never married' people both among
males and females with 61.04 per cent and 53.21 per
_ cent respectively. This district is well known for its high
literacy rate and people here generally start their
married life at comparatively later ages after their
education and/or employment. The lowest ratio of
‘never married’ persons Is found in Periyar district
where only 50.91 per cent among males and 40.54
per cent among females are never married. Naturally
this is reflected by a larger ratio of married persons
in this district. About 46.07 per cent among males and
48.47 per cent among females in Periyar district are
currently married. This is the highest proportion of
married persons recorded for any district among both
males and females. ‘Currently married’ persons constitute
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th'e lowest percentage in Kanniyakumari among all dis-
tricts. Only 37.02 per cent among males and 37.91

per cent among females are currently married In this
district.

Tiruchchirappalli district has revealed the highest
proportion of widowed population among both males
and females with 2.71 per cent of widowers and 11.52
per cent of widows respectively. The lowest ratios of
such persons are observed In Nilgiri district where 1.26
per cent among males and 7.63 per cent among
females are ‘widowed'. Comparatively much higher
ratios of widows than widowers is seen in all the dis-
tricts of the state. Widows form a little more than a
tenth of the female population at state level and this

average rate is exceeded in seven out of 16 districts
of the state.

Persons whose marital status has been classified
as ‘Others’, i.e. whose marital status is ‘Divorced or
separated’ constitute 0.25 per cent among males and
0.67 per cent among females in the state as a whole.
Among the districts, the highest ratio of such divorced
or separated persons among males is found in Dhar-
mapuri district (0.39 per cent) while the highest ratio
among females is noticed in Perlyar district (1.12 per
cent). Madras City with 0.09 per cent and 0.34 per
cent among males and females respectively has
recorded the lowest ratio of persons under the cate-
gory ‘divorced or separated'.

The percentage distribution of males and female
popqlation according to their marital status of ‘never
married’ ‘married’, ‘widowed’ and ‘others’ for state and
districts are presented in atable given innext page.

Never married Married Widowed Others
State/District
Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

TAMIL NADU 55.71 45.52 41.77 43.80 2.27 10.01 0.25 0.67
1. Madras 57.60 47.11 40.92 43.84 1.38 8.70 0.09 0.34
2. Chengalpattu 56.31 46.08 41.47 43.29 2.06 10.26 0.15 0.37
3. North Arcot 56.01 45.56 41.47 43.23 2.27 10.61 0.24 0.60
4 South Arcot 55.73 45.32 41.48 44.37 2.55 9.86 0.24 0.45
5. Dharmapuri 56.29 45.62 41.21 44.87 2.1 8.49 0.39 1.02
6. Salem 52.45 41.07 44.85 48.05 2.37 9.81 0.33 1.07
7. Periyar 50.91 40.54 46.07 48.47 2.68 9.87 0.34 112
8. Coimbatore 54.82 44.45 42.77 45.16 2.1 9.38 0.29 1.01
9. Nilgiri 57.58 49.84 40.89 41.51 1.26 7.63 0.25 1.02
10. Madural 56.14 46.22 41.25 43.09 2.27 9.85 0.34 0.84
11. Tiruchchirappalli 54.59 43.69 42.40 44.10 2.71 11.52 0.30 0.69
12. Thanjavur 56.25 45.15 40.99 43.55 2.53 10.82 0.22 0.47
13. Pudukkottal 56.97 46.96 40.37 42.40 2.40 10.07 0.25 0.56
14. Ramanathapuram 56.03 46.66 41.33 42,52 2.41 10.13 0.22 0.68
15. Tirunelvell 56.27 47.53 41.22 41.31 2.32 10.55 0.19 0.61
16. Kanniyakumarl 61.04 53.21 37.02 37.91 1.81 8.48 0.1 0.39
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MAP 24
YOUTHFULNESS OF POPULATION 1981

This map shows the proportion of youth, i.e., the
proportion of population in the age-group 5-14 to the
total population, at district level. The districts have
been grouped under six ranges by taking into account
the percentage of their youthful population as shown
in the legend of the map.

Youthfulness of population of a state or district
could be taken as an indicator of expected additional
manpower potential of that state or district that would
be added to the work-force in the next decade. Such
data helps the planners much in shaping their plans
more rationally, say in the field of education, technical
education, employment, etc., so as to cater to the
increasing demand of the growing population. In Tamil
Nadu, 23.87 per cent of the population belong to the
young age-group of 5-14. Nine out of the 16 districts
of the state have recorded higher proportions than the
state average. Dharmapuri district tops the list with a
proportion of 26.46 per cent of its population coming
under the young ages of 5-14. Pudukkottai (25.14 per
cent) is the only other district which has registered
more than 25 per cent of youthful population in the
state. Comparatively higher percentages of youth are
also noticed in the districts of Nilgiri (24.88 per cent),

South Arcot (24.85 per cent) and North Arcot (24.77
per cent).

Seven districts have recorded proportion of
youth below that of the state average. Of these seven,
Kanniyakumari and Thanjavur districts are very close
to the state’s proportion with 23.72 per cent and 23.68
per cent respectively. Periyar district (21.08 per cent)
has recqrded the lowest percentage among the districts.
Thg nelghbouring Coimbatore district (from which
Periyar district was formed in the last decade through

bifurcation) has also a low ;
roport
cent. proportion of 22.00 per

The_city district of Madras and the industrially im-
gonant _dustngts of Coimbatore and Salem as also the
eveloping Tiruchchirappalli are among the districts

which have recorded low proportion of youthfulness
than the state as a whole.

510 The total population, population in age-group
-14 and the percentage of youthful population to total

population in the state and districts are given in the
following statement.

State/District Po;x?lt::tli on _POPulation Percentage of
in age-group youthful population
5-14 in 5-14 age-group
1 2 3 )
TAMIL NADU 48,408,077

1. Madras 3,276,622 " ?3257’32 23.87
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 878'474 22.76
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 1,093,304 24.29
4. South Arcot 4,201,869 1'0 43'980 24.77
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 ' 528 376 24.85
6.  Salem 3,441,717 786,846 26.46
7. Periyar 2,068,462 436,051 22.86
8. Coimbatore 3,060,184 673.304 21.08
9. Nigil 630,169 156,763 22.00
10.  Madurai 4,535,897 1,108,049 24.88
11. Tiruchchirappalli 3,612,320 ’829'327 24.43
12. Thanjavur 4,063,545 962' 420 22.96
13.  Pudukkottai 1,156,813 290 826 23.68
14. Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 806'984 25.14
15.  Tirunelveli 3,573,751 877,462 2419
16. Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 337I599 24.55
. 23.72
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MAP 25
CHANGE IN YOUTHFULNESS OF POPULATION 1971-81

The map clearly depicts the proportion of youth,
i.e., the proportion of population in the younger age-
group of 5-14, to the total population at district level
during 1971 and 1981 Censuses. It is observed from
the map that in most of the districts of the state, the
proportion of youth has declined during the decade.
South Arcot, Pudukkottai and Tirunelveli districts are
the exceptions to this general trend.

At state level, the ratio of youthful population has
slightly declined from 24.68 per cent in 1971 to 23.87
per cent in 1981. Such a decline in the ratio could
be taken to indicate a small decrease in the birth rate
as the population in the ages 5-14 of 1981 Census
represents the survivors of 0-4 age-group population
of 1971 Census a long with the births that took place
during 1971-76. It also indicates a decrease in the
dependency ratio on our work force (i.e., population
of 15-59 age-group).

Only three out of the sixteen districts, (South
Arcot, Pudukkottai and Tirunelveli districts) have recorded
higher proportion of youthfuiness in 1981 than their
corresponding ratio in 1971 the rest having registered
decline. The largest decline in the ratio in 1981 as
compared to 1971 is observed in Perlyar district (2.80

points). A substantial decline in the ratio (over two
points) is also observed in Nilgiri and Coimbatore
districts. Dharmapuri, Salem, Thanjavur and Kan-
niyakumari are the other districts, which have regis-
tered a decrease in the ratio more than that of the
state as a whole. The industrially backward Dhar-
mapur district has recorded the highest proportion of
youth both during 1971 and 1981 Censuses, with 28.02
per cent and 26.46 per cent respectively. In 1971,
Madras district (23.20 per cent) had the lowest
percentage of youth among the districts, but in 1981,
we see the lowest percentage in Periyar district (21.08
per cent).

Of the three districts which have registred an
increase In the ratio in 1981, the increase in marginal
in South Arcot and Tirunelveli districts, while it is
somewhat higher in Pudukkottai district (from 23.98
per cent in 1971 to 25.14 per cent in 1981).

The population of the age-group 5-14 in the state
has increased by 1.39 million in the last 10 years to
11.56 million in 1981. The population in the ages of
5-14 years for the state and districts and their per-
centages to total population during 1971 and 1981
Censuses are presented below.

Population of age-group

Percentage of population

State/District 5-14 in of age-group 5-14 to
total population in

1981 1971 1981 1971

1 2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 11,555,559 10,169,894 23.87 24.68
1. Madras 745,796 598,429 22.76 23.20
2. Chengalpattu 878,474 697,878 24.29 24.94
3. North Arcot 1,093,304 960,439 24.77 25 57
4, South Arcot 1,043,980 896,440 24.85 24.78
5. Dharmapuri 528,376 470,103 26.46 28.02
6. Salem 786,846 738,428 22.86 24 .68
7. Periyar 436,051 429,138 21.08 23.88
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8. Coimbatore 673,304 619,406 22.00 24.04

9. Nilgiri 156,763 133,982 24.88 27.12
10. Madurai 1,108,049 983,846 24.43 24.98
11. Tiruchchirappalli 829,327 752,108 22.96 23.56
12, Thanjavur 962,420 875,559 23.68 24.66
13. Pudukkottai 290,826 227,187 25 14 23.98
14, Ramanathapuram 806,984 707,615 24,19 24.74
15.  Tirunelveli 877,462 775,525 24,55 24.23
16. Kanniyakumari 337,599 303,811 23.72 24.85
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MAP 26
DEPENDENCY RATIO 1981

This map shows the ratio of dependents among
the population to those in the working age-group, in
the districts of Tamil Nadu, as revealed in the 1981
Census. The dependency ratio of a population fairly
reflects the extent of work force and those depending
on them. Generally, infants and young people under
the age of 15 and persons in the old age of 60 years
and above are considered as dependents on persons
in the working age-group of 15-59. In reality, all those
in the age-group of 0-14 and 60 and above may not
be dependents and a few among them may even be
working and earning. In the same manner, all the
people in the working ages ranging from 15-59 years
also do not work and many among them also depend
on others. The dependency ratio is however conven-
tionally defined as the ratio of persons under 15 years
and 60 and above per 1000 persons in the 15-59
age-group.

The dependency ratio for the state stands at 707
as per the 1981 Census. Among the districts, this ratio
varies widely from 605 in Perlyar to 836 in Dharmapurt
District. Based on the ratio recorded, the districts have
been grouped under five broad ranges as shown in
the legend of the map. Nine out of the 16 districts
of the state have recorded higher dependency ratios
than the state average ratio of 707. Dharmapuri district,

with a ratio of 836, has revealed the highest depend-
ency ratio among the districts and it is the only district
in the state, which has recorded a ratio of over 800.
This district which has many hilly regions is not
industrialty well up and is, therefore, considered one
of the backward districts of the state. North Arcot
district with a ratio of 781 has registered the second
highest dependency ratio among the districts. Five
districts fall in the ratio range of 726 to 775.

Of the seven districts, which have recorded lower
dependency ratios than the state (707), Perlyar and
Coimbatore have the lowest ratios of 605 and 608
respectively. The city district of Madras too has shown
a low ratio of just 625. Many penple of working age
group migrate to Madras city in search of employment,
education, etc. and hence dependents form a com-
paratively lower proportion here too. Besides, the
above three districts with low dependency ratio, the
mountanious Nilgiri district (648) also has registered
a ratio of less than 650.

The number of dependents, i.e., persons In the
ages of 0-14 plus 60 and above, those in the work-
ing age-group of 15-59 and the dependency ratio for
the state and districts are presented in the following
statement.

State/District No. of persons No. of persons Dependency
in the age-group in the age-group Ratio
0-14 & 60 + 15-59

1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 20,053,967 28,353,331 707

1. Madras 1,260,769 2,015,778 625
2. Chengalpattu 1,526,057 2,090,414 730
3. North Arcot 1,935,272 2,478,881 ' 781
4. South Arcot 1,813,978 2,387,814 760
5. Dharmapuri 909,119 1,087,892 836
6. Salem 1,357,961 2,083,697 652
7. Periyar 779,773 1,288,678 605
8. Colimbatore 1,156,989 1,903,168 608
9. Nilgiri 247,880 382,274 648
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10. Madurai 1,886,347 2,649,495

11. Tiruchchirappalli 1,452,305 2,160:004 -
12, Thanjavur 1,652,172 2,411,343 o
13. Pudukkottai 503,853 652,958 o
14. Ramanathapuram 1,426,629 1 ,908'801 e
15. Tirunelveli 1,546,727 2,026'908 .
16. Kanniyakumari 598,136 825:224 ;2:
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MAP 27

CHANGE IN DEPENDENCY RATIO 1971-81

This map clearly depicts the decennial variation
in the dependency ratios of districts of the state during
1981 as compared to 1971. As earlier defined in the
note for the previous map, the dependency ratio
represents the ratio of the population of 0-14 years
and 60 years and over per 1000 persons in the
15-59 age-group. This ratio gives also a broad indi-
cation of age distribution of our population.

At state level, the dependency ratio has declined
from 770 per 1000 in 1971 to 707 in 1981. This decline
in the ratio is quite remarkable, and it is indicative of
the decrease in the number of dependents in com-
parison to the working age population.

At the district level also, we find a similar
decrease in the ratio of dependents in all districts with
the lone exception of Pudukkottai district, where the
ratio has gone up by 22 points, from 750 in 1971 to
772 in 1981. Dharmapuri district, which is considered
as one of the economically backward districts of the
state, has recorded the highest dependency ratio both
during 1971 and 1981 Censuses. In 1971, this district
had a very high ratio of 937 and in 1981 the ratio has
remarkably come down by 101 points to 836. How-

ever, this district continues to have the distinction of
having the highest dependency ratio among the dis-
tricts of the state. It is noteworthy that four districts
have registered a sharp decline in their dependency
ratio, exceeding 100 and more points during 1971-81.
These districts, viz., Dharmapuri, Periyar, Coimbatore

"and Nilgiri are all contiguous districts on the western

region of the state. The adjoining Salem district too
has recorded a decrease of 99 points in the ratio to
652 per 1000. The largest decline (146 points) In the
dependency ratio is observed in the hilly Nilgiri district
(from 794 in1971 to 648 in 1981).

In 1971, the Metropolitan city of Madras (672)
had the lowest ratio of dependents per 1000 people
of the economically active ages of 15 to 59. It was
the only district, which had a dependency ratio of less
than 700 in 1971. During 1981, this city district has
recorded a low ratio of 625. But, in 1981 the district
with the lowest ratio is Periyar district (605) and it is
followed by Coimbatore (608) district.

The dependency ratios in the state and districts
during 1971 and 1981 Censuses are presented in the
following statement.

Dependency ratio

State/District
1971 , 1981

1 2 3

TAMIL NADU 770 707
1. Madras 672 625
2. Chengalpattu 788 730
3. North Arcot 816 781
4, South Arcot 786 760
5. Dharmapuri 937 836
6. Salem 751 652 .
7. Periyar 716 605
8. Coimbatore 708 608
9. Nilgiri 794 648
10. Madurai 778 712



1 2 3
11. Tiruchchirappalli 733 672
12 Thanjavur 762 685
13. Pudukkottai 750 772
14, Ramanathapuram 808 747
15. Tirunelveli 795 763
16. Kanniyakumari 788 725
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MAP 28

MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1981

This map represents the percentage of males in
the working age-group of 15-59 to the total male popu-
lation in each district. The percentage of males belong-
ing to the age-group 15-59 to total male population
in each district has been calculated and based on the
ratios, the districts have been grouped under six
convenient ranges and are hatched from high to low
as shown in the legend of the map. The male
population of each district is represented by propor-
tionate circles and the percentage of male population
in the age-group 15-59 is shown by the shaded sector
within the circle. While the total male population of the
district is indicated at the top of each circle and the
percentage of males in working age 15-59 is given
inside the shaded sector.

Of the 24.5 million male population in the state,
14.3 million are in the working age-group of 15-59 and
this constitutes 58.33 per cent. The highest percentage
is observed in Coimbatore district (62.67 per cent)
while the lowest is in Dharmapuri district (54.57 per
cent). Seven districts in the state have returned higher
percentages than the state average ratio (58.33 per
cent) and the remaining nine districts reveal propor-
tions below the state average.

The second highest percentage of males in the

working age-group next to Coimbatore is registered
in Madras (62.38 per cent) whiie Periyar district follows
as the third prominent district in this regard (62.21 per
cent). These three districts fall in high percentage
range of 61.51 and above. Coimbatore and Madras are
the industrially developed districts in Tamil Nadu.
which always provide attraction to the working age
population, who migrate in sizable numbers to these
industrial centres in search of job opportunities. We,
therefore, find high percentages of males in the
working age in these districts. Salem and Nilgiri dis-
tricts fall in the percentage range of 60.01 - 61.50. The
three districts of Chengalpattu, Madurai and Kan-
niyakumari fall under the percentage range (57.01-
58.50) under which the state average ratio also lies.
There are five other districts which show lower pro- -
portions than the state average and these are North
Arcot, South Arcot, Pudukkottai, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli. It is interesting to observe that the coastal
districts (except Madras and Thanjavur) which are all
predominantly agriculture-oriented have comparatively
lower ratios of males in the working age-group than
the rest of the districts.

The total male population and males in working
age-group 15-59, as per 1981, along with their per-
centages for the state and districts are given below:

State/District Total male Total male Percentage
Population population of males

in working (15-59) to

age-group total male

15-59 population

1 3 4

TAMIL NADU 24,487,624 14.284,118 58.33
1. Madras 1,694,107 1.056.703 62 38
2, Chengalpattu 1,848,124 1.074.170 58.12
3. North Arcot 2,230,559 1,251,004 56.08
4. South Arcot 2,130,444 1,199,585 56.31
5. Dharmapuri 1,019,362 556.269 5457
6. Salem 1,765,822 1,060,809 60.70
7. Periyar 1,057,599 657.946 62.21
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8. Coimbatore 1,569,570 983,579 62.67
9. Nilgiri 321,995 196,431 61.00
10. Madurai 2,296,614 1,334,196 58.09
11. Tiruchchirappalli 1,819,668 1,079,111 59.30
12, Thanjavur 2,043,724 1,204,370 58'93
13. Pudukkottai 576,335 321,366 55'76
14. Ramanathapuram 1,648,422 927,321 56‘26
15. Tirunelveli 1,748,321 968,206 55.38
16. Kanniyakumari 716,958 41 3:053 57'61
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MAP 29

CHANGE IN MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1971-81

This map depicts the variations in the proportion
of males in the working age-group of 15-59 during
1971 81 tor the districts. The 1971 male population of
age group 1559 for the new districts formed by
bifurcation after 1971 Census have been adjusted so
as to correspond 1o the jurisdiction of the districts as
i 1981. The change in the proportion of the males
in the working age group 1559 to total male popu-
lation during 1271 81 has been calculated by the
following procedure.

B B
c- — - — x 100
A A

A and A here represent total male population of
1981 and 1971 respectively while B and B, stand for
the male population in working age 15-59 in 1981 and
1571 respectively. The percentage figures in the districts
Lo been grouped under six broad ranges, five under
gain” and one under ‘'loss’ shown in the legend of the
map

Though the actual male population in working
dae group o Tamil Nadu has increased by a little over
25 miikon during 1981, over the 1971 figure. the per-
centage variation works to 1 86 only This increase rep-
resents a larger work force now than ten years ago.
Almost all the districts too with the exception of
Pudukkottai have revealed gain in the percentages
during 1981 over 1971. The variations in the ratios
ranges between a low gain of 0.46 per cent in South

Arcot district to a high of 4.46 per cent in Nilgiri district.
The highest range of gain in ratio, viz., 4.01 and above
consists of Nilgiri district (4.46 per cent) while the
range of 3.26 and above consists of the two districts
namely Periyar (3.78 per cent) and Coimbatore (3.49
per cent).

Of the 15 districts which show increase in
percentage of males in working age, eight districts
reveal a higher decadal variation than that of the state,
while the other seven districts have recorded lower
percentage increase. Dharmapuri, Salem and Thanjavur
districts have all revealed gain in ratio and are cov-
ered under the range of 2.51-3.25 while Madurai,
Tiruchchirappalli and Ramanathapuram come under
the range 1.76-2.50. South Arcot and Tirunelveli dis-
tricts are in the last range of gain in ratio, viz., 1.00
per cent and below.

Pudukkottai is the only district in the state which
has registered a negative variation (1.04 per cent) in
the ratio of males in working ages of 15-59. Sueh a
negative figure signifies a decrease in the proportion
of male working force, though the. actual number of
males in 15-59 in this district has gone up by about
54,000 in 1981 over that of 1971,

Data on the number of males in the working age-
group of 15-59 in the state and districts as per 1971
and 1981 Censuses and the variation in their percent-
ages to the total male population in 1981 over that
of 1971 are given below.

State. District Males in working age 15-59 Variation in their
T percentage to total
1981 1971 males population in
1981 over that in
1971
1 2 3 4
TAMIL. NADU 14,284,118 11,760,674 + 186
1 Madras 1,056,703 830,511 + 1.06
2. Chengalpattu 1,074,170 809,695 + 1.73
3. North Arcot 1.251,004 1,049,333 + 1.0

19¢



3 4

4 South Arco't 1,199,585 1,025,978 + 0.46
5. Dharmapuri 556,269 441,784 + 2'73
6. Salt.em 1,060,809 871,538 + 2.89
7. Pelrlyar 657,946 534,282 + 3.78
8. CPer)patore 983,579 781,509 3‘49
9. Nilgiri ' 196,431 143,672 i 4'46

10. N!adural 1,334,196 1,112,436 |
:; Tlruc‘hchirappalli 1,079,111 924:404 : :33
13: l:zzj::;rtai 1,204,370 1,004,559 + 252
. : 321,366 267,570 - 1.04
15. T'amanatf?apuram 927,321 761,452 + 1.90
16. Klrunfelvell . 968,206 855,596 + 0:80
. anniyakumari 413,053 346,355 + 174
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MAP 30
FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59

1981

This map depicts the ratio of female population
in the working age-group of 15-59 years to total female
population in the districts. Al the districts have been
brought under six broad ranges, as shown in the
legend of the map.

At state level, we notice that 58.82 per cent of
the female population are in the working age-group
of 15-59 years. The ratio of the female population in
the working age-group varles from the high 62.40 per
cent recorded in Periyar district to the lowest ratio of
54.37 per cent in Dharmapurl district. The second
highest percentage (61.69) of female working-age
population among the districts has been recorded by
Coimbatore district. Coimbatore, Salem and Madras
districts fall in the range of 60.51-62.00 per cent.

In seven of the 16 districts, the proportion of
females in the working age is higher than the state
average (58.82 per cent). Six among them (viz., Salem,

Periyar, Coimbatore, Nilgiri, Tiruchchirappalli and
Thanjavur districts) form a contiguous belt from west
to east in the Central region of the state. Nine districts
reveal lower percentages of female working age
population than the state ievel and of this, six districts
are coastal districts with predominance of agricultural
activities while the other three are interior ones with
hilly regions.

Among the nine districts which have recorded
lesser percentage than the state level percentage of
female working-age population, the four districts of
Madural, Ramanathapuram, Tirunelveli and Kan-
niyakumari show percentages which are not far below
the state average.

The statement below gives the female population
and those among them who are in the working ages
of 15-59 years along with their percentages for the
state and districts for 1981.

State/District Total Female Popu- Percentage
Female lation in of females
population working age in working
15-59 age 15-59 to
total female
population
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 23,920,453 14,069,213 58.82
1. Madras 1,582,515 959,075
2 Chengalpattu 1,768,384 1,016,244
3. North Arcot 2,183,765 1,227,877
4. South Arcot 2,071,425 1,188,229
5. Dharmapuri 977,698 531,623
6. Salem 1,675,895 1,022,888
7. Periyar 1,010,863 630,732
8. Coimbatore 1,490,614 919,589
9 Nilgiri 308,174 185,843
10. Madurai 2,239,283 1,315,299

201




3 4
11. Tiruchchirappalii 1,792,652 1,080,893 60.30
12, Thanjavur 2,019,821 1,206,973 59.76
13. Pudukkottai 580,478 331,592 §57.12
14, Ramanathapuram 1,687,015 981,480 58.18
15. Tirunelveli 1,825,430 1,058.702 58.00
16. Kanniyakumari 706,441 412171 5834
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MAP 31

CHANGE IN FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1971 - 81

This map depicts the variation in the 1981 per-
centage of female population of age-group 15-59 to
the total female population over that of 1971 at the
district level. A positive figure represents an increase
in the ratio in 1981 over 1971 and a negative figure
represents ‘loss’. An increase in 1981 would also
signify a larger availability of work force among the
female population. The variations in the percentages
for the 16 districts are shown under seven ranges, six
representing gain and one representing loss, as indicated
in the legend of the map.

For the state as a whole, a percentage gain of
2.33 is observed and this could be taken to mean a
sizable increase in the female work force, considering
the increase in their population in 1981. The actual
number of females in the state in the working age-
group as at 1981 is 14.07 million, and this represents
an increase of 2.56 million over the figure in 1971,

All the districts in the siate except Pudukkottai
have shown a percentage gain in 1981. In the case
of Pudukkottai too, the loss in the ratio of working age

females is only marginal, viz, 0.33 per cent. The
highest percentage gain (5.44) is observed in Nilgiri
while the lowest is recorded in North Arcot district
(1.18).

As may be seen, in the highest range of 5.26 and
above, there is only one district, namely Nilgiri. In the
range of 4.26 - 5.25 falls, the district of Periyar. Salem
and Coimbatore districts come under the range of
3.26 - 4.25. Six districts have revealed a gain between
2.26 -3.25 where the state average variation lies, while
the range 1.26 - 2.25 absorbs the two districts of
Chengalpattu and Ramanathapuram. Three others fall
in the last range of 1.25 and below. It is interesting
to observe that these eleven districts with a gain in
the ratio (of below 3.25 per cent) run contiguously
across the State from north east to south west leaving
the four western districts as the higher gain ranges.

The statement below shows the number of females
of 15-59 age-group in the state and districts in 1971
and 1981 and the percentage variation in the two
decades.

State/District Females in working age-group 15-59 Percentage
variation in
their ratio to

1981 1971 female population

1971-81

1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 14,069,213 11,507,660 + 233
1. Madras 959,075 711,676 + 250
2. Chengalpattu 1,016,244 755,300 + 2.01
3. North Arcot 1,227,877 1,018,590 + 1.18
4. South Arcot 1,188,229 999,173 + 125
5. Dharmapuri 531,623 424,423 + 2.96
6. Salem 1,022,888 837,858 + 3.98
7. Periyar 630,732 512,984 + 428
8. Coimbatore 919,589 726,971 + 3.79
9. Nilgiri 185,843 131,618 + 5.44
10. Madurai 1,315,299 1,102,833 + 234
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11. Tiruchchirappalli 1,080,893 917,038

12. Thanjavur 1,206,973 1010'440 R
13. Pudukkottai 331,592 '273v606 -
14, Ramanathapuram 981,480 820‘466 P
15. Tirunelveli 1,058,702 927’193 s
16. Kanniyakumari 432,171 337’491 : .'12:233

, + 2.
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MAP 32

URBAN MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59

1981

This map shows the proportion of males of the
age-group 15 - 59 to total male population in the ur-
ban areas (i.e., cities and towns) of districts, as per
the 1981 Census. Based on the percentages, all the
16 districts have been grouped under six broad ranges
and shaded differently, as shown in the legend of the
map. The circles drawn for the districts represent total
urban male population and the sectors within the circle
indicate the ratio among them who are in the working
age-group of 15 - 569. This map could be assumed to
reveal broadly the extent of employable population
among the urban males in the districts as also state.

Among the males living in urban areas, i.e., in
cities and towns, spread over Tamil Nadu, those in the
age-group 15 - 59 account for 60.40 per cent. Such
a ratio is observed to range between the high 63.70
per cent recorded in Coimbatore district to a low 57.12
per cent in Tirunelveli district. We find that in six
districts of the state, this proportion of urban males
in the working age-group, exceeds the ratio for the
state as a whole (i.e. 60.40 per cent) These are
Madras, Salem, Periyar, Coimbatore, Nilgiri and
Tiruchchirappalli districts. Barring Madras, the rest of
these districts are all in a contiguous block in the west-

ern and central regions of the state. Coimbatore is the
only district that falls under the highest percentage
range (63.51 and above) in the map. Madras and
Periyar districts fall in the range of 62.01- 63.50. One
possible explanation for this could be that a number
of factories, other industrial and commercial establish-
ments located in these districts have provided the at-
traction to a large number males of this age-group to
migrate to them from various other parts of the state.

Among the 10 districts which show lower ratios
of urban males in the working ages than the state, six
are coastal districts where agriculture is the predomi-
nant economic activity. North Arcot, Dharmapuri and
Tirunelveli districts have revealed comparatively very
low ratios and they all fall in the last range 57.50 and
below. South Arcot, Pudukkottai and Ramanathapuram
districts have also recorded lower ratios of urban males
in the working age and fall in the low percentage range
of 57.51 - 59.00.

Urban male population, those of 15-59 age-group
among them and the percentage of the latter to the
former for state and districts are presented below.

State/District Urban male Urban males Percentage
population in age-group
15-59
1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 8,153,393 4,924,792 60.40
1. Madras 1,694,107 1,056,703 62.38
2 Chengalpattu 729,059 438,536 60.15
3. North Arcot 513,495 293,793 57.21
4 South Arcot 336,028 195,206 58.09
5. Dharmapuri 96,167 55,035 57.23
6. Salem 510,944 313,205 61.30
7. Periyar 234,525 147,053 62.70
8. Coimbatore 799,493 509,257 63.70
9. Nilgiri 159,557 - 97,343 61.01
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10. Madurai 839,444 498,715 59.41
1. Tiruchchirappalli 481,802 295,029 61.23
12. Thanjavur 471,153 279,223 59.26
13. Pudukkottai 77,654 44,700 57.56
14. Ramanathapuram 472,956 277.365 58.64
15. Tirunelveli 613,957 350,694 57.12
16. Kanniyakumari 123,052 72,932 5927
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MAP 33

CHANGE IN URBAN MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1971-81

This map portrays the variation in 1981 in the
ratio of males in the working age-group of 15-59 to
the total male population in the urban areas of the state
as compared to 1971. It is interesting to note that all
the districts of the state have recorded increase in the
percentage of their male working force in 1981 over
that of 1971. This can be considered to signify that
a larger ratio of work force, i.e. those who are capable
of economically productive activity, are available in
1981 than 10 years ago. Based on the decadal
increase in the percentage, all the districts have been
grouped under six broad ranges as shown in the map’s
legend.

In the urban areas of the state, there are 4.92
million males In the working age-group of 15 - 59 as
per the 1981 Census as against 3.72 million males in
1971. In terms of percentage, 60.40 per cent of the
urban males fall under this economically active age-
group of 15-59 in 1981. Similar ratio in 1971 worked
out to 58.25 per cent. There Is thus an increase of
2.15 per cent in 1981,

At the district level, Salem district (4.14 per cent)
has registered the highest decadal variation in the pro-
portion of urban males in the age-group of
15 - 59 during 1971-81. Consequently, this district
alone comes under the highest range of 3.76 and

above. In the range of 3.01 to 3.75, there are as many
as five districts, viz., Coimbatore with 3.45% change
in urban males followed by Thanjavur (3.32%)
Ramanathapuram (3.31%) Periyar (3.12%) and Kan-
niyakumarl (3.10%). Four districts fall under the range
of 2.26 - 3.00. These are Nilgiri (2.95%), Dharmapuri
(2.74%), Madurai (2.44%) and Tiruchchirappalli (2.42%).

There are two districts in the range of 1.51-2.25
per cent. The City district of Madras has a relatively
lower ratio (1.06) and comes under the range of 0.76
per cent to 1.50 per cent. Chengalpattu and Tirunelveli
districts are also covered under this range. North Arcot
district reveals the lowest percentage variation of just
0.47 per cent and is shown in the last range.

it is significant to note that North Arcot and
Tirunelveli districts alone have recorded lower gain in
the percentage of less than one per cent in the decade
while higher variation is recorded in the remaining
districts.

Data on the male urban population in the working
age-group of 15-59 in 1971 and 1981 Censuses and
the variation in their percentages to their respective
urban male population of all ages are presented below
for state and districts.

State/district Urban males in working age 15 - 59 Decadal change in
percentage of
urban males of

1971 1981 15-59 age-group
1971-81
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 3,723,854 4,924,792 +2.15
1. Madras 830,511 1,056,703 +1.06

2 Chengalpattu 278,230 438,536 +1.39

3. North Arcot 225,702 293,793 +0.47

4, South Arcot 147,592 195,206 +1.89

5. Dharmapuri 40,180 55,035 +2.74

6. Salem 232,716 313,205 +4.14
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7. Periyar 100,265 147,053
8. Coimbatore 385,341 509,257
9. Nilgiri 73,275 97,343
10. Madurai 384,132 498,715
1. Tiruchchirappalli 227,678 295,029
12. Thanjavur 216,535 279,223
13. Pudukkottai 32,359 44.700
14, Ramanathapuram 205,408 277,365
15. Tirunelveli 286,237 350,694
16. Kanniyakumari 57,693 72,932

+3.12
+3.45
+2.95
+2.44
+2.42
+3.32
+1.71
+3.31
+0.88
+3.10

MAP 34

RURAL MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1981
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This map shows the proportion of males in the
working age-group of 15-59 to total male population
in the rural areas at district level. The percentage is
shown in the pie diagram, which has been drawn for
each district in proportion to the district's male popu-
lation in the rural areas. Based on the percentage, all
the districts, except Madras (which is a city district),
have been grouped under six convenient ranges for
presentation in this map.

In the state, there are 9.36 million males in the
rural areas, coming under the working age-group of
15-59. They constitute 57.30 per cent of all rural males,
numbering 16.33 million. Seven out of the 15 districts
which have higher ratios than the state average are
all lying contiguous to one another in the western and
central regions of the state. The three western districts
of Periyar, Coimbatore and Nilgirl under the highest
range of 60.51 per cent and above have revealed very
high ratios of over 60 per cent and among them, Peri-
yar with 62.07 per cent stands foremost in the extent

of male work force in the rural areas.

In the range of 59.01 - 60.50, only one district
ie., Salem is observed while two districts viz.,
Tiruchchirappalli and Thanjavur are covered under the
range of 57.51-59.00. The districts with lower propor-
tion than the state are all lying in the northern and
southern parts of the state. The southern most
Kanniyakumari district has recorded a ratio of 57.27
per cent, which more or less corresponds to the state
average (of 57.30 per cent). North Arcot, South Arcot,
Pudukkottai and Ramanathapuram districts have also
recorded compartively low ratios of male work force
in their rural areas. The two districts of Dharmapuri
(54.29 per cent) and Tirunelveli (54.44 per cent) have
registered the lowest percentage of rural males in the
age-group of 15-59 and are grouped in the range of
54.50 and below.

Data on rural male population and males of
15 - 59 age-group and their percentage in the rural
areas are shown districtwise in the statement below:

State/District Rural male population in 1981 Percentage
All ages 15-59 age-group
TAMIL NADU 16,334,231 9,359,327 57.30
1. Madras Entirely urban
2, Chengalpattu 1,119,065 635,635 56.80
3. North Arcot 1,717,064 957,210 55.75
4, South Arcot 1,794,416 1,004,376 55.97
5. Dharmapuri 923,195 501,236 54.29
6. Salem 1,254,878 747,603 59.58
7. Periyar 823,074 510,892 62.07
8. Coimbatore 770,077 474,320 61.59
9. Nilgiri 162,438 99,088 61.00
10. Madural 1,457,170 835,481 57.34
11, Tiruchchirappalli 1,337,866 784,080 58.61
12 Thanjavur 1,672,571 925,146 58.83
13. Pudukkottal 498,681 276,667 55.48
14. Ramanathapuram 1,175,466 649,957 55.29
15. Tirunelveli 1,134,364 617,512 54.44
16. Kanniyakumari 593,906 340,119 57.27
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MAP 35

CHANGE IN RURAL MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1971-81

This map represents the variation in the percent-
age of rural males in the age-group, 15-59 to total rural
male population recorded in 1981 Census over that
of the earier 1971 Census at district level. -The
percentage variation relating to the 15 districts of the
state, (excluding Madras district which is entirely
urban) have been grouped under seven ranges - six
under ‘gain’ and one under ‘loss’ as shown in the leg-
end of the map.

While 14 districts reveal increase in the ratio of
rural males in working age in 1981 over that of 1971,
the remaining one, namely, Pudukkottai district has re-
corded decrease in the percentage. However, in terms
of absolute numbers of the rural males of working age-
group, there has been an increase in 1981 in Pudukkot-
tai district also, as in the rest of the districts.

The proportion of males of 15-59 ages among
the rural male population of the state has increased
to 57.30 in 1981 from 55.67 in 1971. This Increase in
the percentage by 1.63 signifies the availability of com-
paratively more man power in working ages in the rural
areas of the state in 1981, as compared to 1971.

1t is observed that the highest percentage vari-
ation in the above ratio,viz., 5.96 is recorded in the
small hilly district of Nilgirl. This large Increase might
be attributed to the greater in-Migration of male em-
ployable population to this district in the last decade

to work in tea and coffee plantations etc. in the rural
areas. This high variation in Nilgiri is followed by the
two neighbouring districts of Periyar (3.90 per cent)
and Coimbatore (3.42 per cent) which also show
substantial increase in the ratio of male working age
population in the rural areas.

It is interesting to note that out of the 14 districts
which show gain in proportion of males of working
ages, exactly seven districts have recorded a higher
decadal variation in the 1981 than the state average
increase (1.63 per cent) while the remaining seven
districts have increased by a lower ratio than this. In
addition to the three districts mentioned above, the
four districts of Dharmapuri, Salem, Thanjavur and

Madurai also have registered high percentage gain
than the state average.

In South Arcot district, which has registered the
lowest gain in ratio among the districts falling under
the last range of 0.75 and below the increase in the
number of male working age population in rural areas
in 1981 over 1971 exceeds 1.25 lakh; but, the increase
in percentage is however quite low, viz., 0.18. The

another district falling under this range with 0.65%
increase is Tirunelveli

The statement below gives the percentage of
rura'l males in working age to rural male population
during 1971 and 1981 and their percentage variation.

State/District Percentage of rural males in working Decadal variation
age 15-59 to total rural population in the ratio of
rural males of
15-59 (gain or loss)
1981 1971
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 57.30 55.67 : +1.63
1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu 56.80 55.23 +157
3. North Arcot 55.75 54.63 +1.12
")
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1 2 3 4
4 South Arcot 5597 55.79 +0.18
5. Dharmapuri 54.29 51.58 +2.71
6. Salem 59.58 57.18 +2.40
7. Periyar 62.07 58.17 +3.90
8. Coimbatore 61.59 58.17 +3.42
9.  Nilgirt 61.00 55.04 +5.96
10. Madural 57.34 55.65 +1.69
1. Tiruchchiranpalli 58.61 57.13 +1.48
12, Thanjavur 58.83 56.54 +2.29
13. Pudukkottal 55.48 56.93 - 145
4. Ramanathapuram 55.29 54.01 +1.28
15.  Tirunelveli 54.44 53.79 +0.65
16. Kannlyakumari 57.27 55.82 +1.45
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MAP 36

URBAN FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59

The extent of female population in the working
age-group (of 15-59 years) in the urban areas has been
portrayed in this map at district level. A proportionate
circle has been drawn for each district, representing
its urban female population and the percentage of
females of 15-59 years among them has been shown
by the shaded sector. Based on the ratio, the districts
have been brought under six broad ranges and
different hatchings have been given as shown in the
legend of the map.

In Tamil Nadu, there are 4.6 million urban females
in the working age-group of 15-59, constituting 59.45
per cent of the total urban females in the state. Six
out of the 16 districts have recorded higher ratios than
the state average. The two western districts of Coim-
batore and Periyar have registered the higher ratios
with 61.71 and 61.47 per cent respectively. Madras,
Salem and Tiruchchirappalli districts falling under the
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range of 60.01- 61.25 per cent, have also revealed high
ratio over 60 per cent of urban females in the work-
ing ages 15 to 59 years. Madurai district with a pro-
portion of 59.30 per cent is very close to the state’s
ratio (59.45 per cent).

Of the 10 districts, which have registered lower
percentages than the state average, five fall in the
percentage range of 57.51 - 58.75. While Dharmapuri
district with the lowest ratio of 55.44 per cent is in the
last range of 56.25 per cent and below. Its neighbour-
ing districts of North Arcot and South Arcot have also
recorded a low proportion of 56.88 per cent each.

The urban female population, females aged
15-59 years and the percentage of the latter to the
former are given for the state and districts in the
following statement.

State/District Urban female population in 1981 Percentage
All ages 15-569 years

TAMIL NADU 7,798,482 4,636,233 59.45
1. Madras 1,582,515 959,075 60.60
2. Chengalpattu 678,727 394,142 58.07
3. North Arcot 502,034 285,546 56.88
4, South Arcot 323,595 184,063 56.88
5. Dharmapuri 91,017 50,463 55.44
6. Salem 484,719 295,148 60.89
7. Periyar 220,678 135,650 61.47
8. Coimbatore 744 678 459,525 61.71
9. Nilgiri 148,291 86,928 58.62
10. Madural 804,168 476,907 59.30
11. Tiruchchirappalli 461,922 281,634 60.97
12. Thanjavur 465,804 273,298 58.67
13. Pudukkottai 76,014 43,711 57.50
14, Ramanathapuram 467,998 273,946 58.54
15. Tirunelveli 623,842 362,863 58.17
16. Kannlyakumari 122,480 73,337 59.88

MAP 37
CHANGE IN URBAN FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59

1971-81

This map depicts the changes in the proportion
of females in the working age-group of 15-59 to urban
female population in 1981 over that of 1971 at district
level. Variation in the percentages relating to all the
16 districts have been brought under six broad ranges
from high to low values and hatched accordingly as
shown in the legend of the map.

it Is interesting to observe that all the districts
in the state have revealed gain in the ratio of females
in the working age 15-59 during 1971 - 81. Of the 16
districts, nine have recorded ratio changes higher than
that of the state average (2.59) and the remaining
seven districts have ratios below this average rate.

The urban female population in the working age-
group of 15-59 in the state has gone up sizably by
1.18 million during the decade 1971-81 and stands at
4.64 million In 1981. Their ratio to the total female
population in 1981 Is 59.45 per cent and there is a
gain of 2.59% over the ratio of 1971 which was 56.86%.
Similar decadal variation at state level was only
marginal,viz.,, 0.05 per cent for the eartier decade of
1961-71. The highest gain in ratio among the districts

is noticed in the case of Salem which has recorded
a gain of 4.58 and comes under the highest range of
4.01 and above. The other district coming under this
range is Colmbatore (4.11%) which lies in the western
part of the state. Periyar and Nilgiri districts, also of
the western region and Kanniyakumari in the extreme
south are the three districts that fall under the range
of 3.26 - 4.00. The range of 2.51 - 3.25, which covers
the state average ratio, consists of the three districts
of Madurai, Tiruchchirappalli and Thanjavur, while there
are four districts under the range of 1.76 - 2.50 and
two districts in the range of 1.01-1.75.

Tirunelveli district has the lowest percentage gain
of 0.86 and North Arcot too has a marginal gain of
Just 0.99 per cent and are covered under the range
of 1.00 and below.

The urban female population in the working ages
of 15-89 during 1971 and 1981 Censuses along with
the percentage variation of their ratio to urban female
population for state and districts are given in the
statement below.
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State/District Urban females in working age-group 15-59 Percentage
variation in
the ratio of

1981 1971 urban females
of 15-59 to
urban females
1971-81
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 4,636,233 3,456,348 +2.59
1. Madras 959,075 711,676 +2.50

2. Chengalpattu 394,142 244,729 +1.64

3. North Arcot 285,546 215,385 +0.99

4, South Arcot 184,063 137,389 +2.01

5. Dharmapuri 50,463 37,404 +2.16

6. Salem 295,148 218,621 +4.58

7. Perlyar 135,650 92,064 +3.52

8. Coimbatore 459,525 339,600 +4.11
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12. Thanjavur 1,554,017
04, 933,675

13. Pudukkottai 504,464 287,883 :(7).08
14, Ramanathapuram 1,219,017 707,534 o
15. Tirunelveli 1,201,588 695,840 o1
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MAP 3_

CHANGE IN RURAL FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59
1971-81

This map shows the decennial variation in the
percentage of rural females in the working ages of
15 - 59 years to total rural female population in 1981
over the corresponding ratio in 1971 for the districts
of the state. Barring Madras (which is fully urban), all
the other 15 districts have been brought under seven
ranges (six ranges under ‘gain’ and one under ‘loss’)
as shown In the legend of the map. The gain repre-
sents an increase in the percentage in 1981 over the
1971 ratio, while the loss denotes a decrease in this
ratio.

At the state level, there were 8.1 million females
in the working age-group of 15-59, living in the rural
areas of the state in 1971 and constituted 56.33 per
cent of the state’s rural female population of all ages.
In 1981, the number of rural females of 15-59 years
has gone up to 9.4 million constituting 58.51 per cent.
Thus, a gain of 2.18 points is noticed in the ratio of
1981 over that of 1971. Significantly, in all except
Pudukkottal district, the ratio for 1981 has registered
gain over that of 1971. Seven districts have revealed
higher gain in ratio in 1981 than that of the state as
a whole. The highest percentage gain among the
districts Is observed in the hilly Nilgiri district (7.20%)

Periyar (4.49), Salem (3.76), Coimbatore (3.51) and
Dharmapuri (3.03) are the other districts, which have
recorded high percentags increase in 1981 of over
three per cent. The above mentioned five districts are
all contiguous to one another and lie in the western
and north-western parts of the state.

Four districts, viz., Chengalpattuy, Madural,
Ramanathapuram and Kanniyakumari fall in the range
of 1.41 - 2.10 points (under gain) and another three
districts of North Arcot, South Arcot and Tirunelveli are
in the lowest range of 1.40 and below. Of these, South
Arcot district with a gain of just 1.14 points has
recorded the lowest increase in ratio. Pudukkottai is
the only district to record a small decline (of 0.60) in
the ratio of rural females in working ages of 15-59 years
in 1981 (57.07 per cent) over the corresponding ra-
tio in 1971 (57.67 per cent).

Data on rural female population in the working
ages of 15-59 years during 1971 and 1981 Censuses
and the extent of decadal variation in their percentages
to rural female population of all ages of the respective
Censuses are given below.

State/District Rural female population of 15-569 ages Percentage
varlation in
the ratio of

1981 1971 rural females
of 15-59 age-
group during

1971-81
1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 9,432,979 8,051,312 +2.18

1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu 622,102 510,571 +2.09
3. North Arcot 942.330 803,205 +1.21
4. South Arcot 1,004,167 861,784 +1.14
5. Dharmapuri 481,161 387,019 +3.03
6. Salem 727,739 619,237 +3.76
7. Periyar 495,082 420,920 +4.49
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9. Nilgiri 86,928 64,447 +3.55
10. Madurai 476,907 365,736 +3.03
11. Tiruchchirappalli 281,634 215,040 +3.04
i2. Thanjavur 273,298 215,769 +2.56
13. Pudukkottal 43,711 31,817 +1.72
14, Ramanathapuram 273,946 211,002 +2.33
15. Tirunelveli 362,863 298,309 +0.86
16. Kanniyakumari 73,337 57,360 +3.47
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MAP 38
RURAL FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59

1981

The map gives an idea of the distribution of rural
)males In age 15-59 as per the 1981 Census. Pie
lagrams in each district show the total rural females
nd the proportions of rural females in working age
5 - 59 years barring Madras district which is entirely
rban. In addition, each district is grouped in to six
ategories denoting the percentage of rural females in
orking age 15 - 59 as per the legend of the map.

There are 9.43 million females in the rural areas
f Tamil Nadu who are in the age-group of 15 - 59
nd they constitute 58.51 per cent of the rural female
opulation of the state, numbering 16.12 million. Six
ut of the 15 districts (excluding the city district
ladras) have recorded ratios above the state average.
I8 noteworthy that all these six districts have
igistered uniformly high ratios exceeding 60 per cent
nd are also contiguous to one another all lying in a
lock In the middle region of the state running from
est to east.

The percentages for the 15 districts vary between
1@ highest (62.65) in Periyar and the lowest (54.27)
| Dharmapurl. Nine districts In the state have regis-

tered lower percentages than the state ratio of 58.51
per cent. Among these, four districts, viz., Madurai
Ramanathapuram, Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumari which
are all lying in the southern region of the state are
found in the lower percentage range of 57.76 - 59.25

Four northern districts of Dharmapuri, North
Arcot, Chengalpattu and South Arcot, besides
Pudukkottai district in the South, fall under the last two
ranges, with comparatively low ratios. North Arcot
district has recorded the ratio of 56.03% forming the
range of 56.25 and below. The lowest ratio of 54.27
has been recorded by the Dharmapuri district. The only
district to have more than a million of females Iin the
working ages in rural areas Is South Arcot district. The
other big districts with sizable female working age
population in the villages (with 8 to 10 lakh ) are North
Arcot, Madural and Thanjavur.

Rural female population of all ages, rural females
of 15-59 age-group and the percentage of the latter
to the former for the state and the districts are given
in the statement below.

tate/District Rural female population in 1981 Percentage of
15-59 ages to
All ages 15-59 age-group all ages
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 16,121,971 9,432,979 58.51
1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu 1,089,657 622,102 57.09
3. North Arcot 1,681,731 942,330 56.03
4, South Arcot 1,747,830 1,004,167 57.45
5. Dharmapuri - 886,681 481,161 54.27
5. Salem 1,191,176 727,739 61.09
7. Perlyar 790,185 495,082 62.65
3. Colmbatore 745,936 460,065 61.68
J. Nilgiri 159,883 98,915 61.87
). Madurali 1,435,115 838,391 58.42
1. Tiruchchirappalli 1,330,730 799,260 60.06
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8. C'oir.n.batore 460,065 387,371
9. Nilgiri 98,915 67,171 e
10. Madural 838,391 737,097 Tres
11. - Tiruchchirappalli 799,260 701 ,998 ey
12, Thanjavur . 933,675 794.671 1200
13. Pudukkottai 287,883 241 ,789 by
14, Ramanathapuram 707,534 609' PP
15. Tirunelveli 695,840 oy s
16. Kanniyakumari 338,835 223?2: e
) +2.10
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MAP 40
URBAN POPULATION 1981

This map shows the percentage of urban popu-
lation to total population at taluk level as per the 1981
Census. During 1981, 434 towns were declared as
urban units in Tamil Nadu. In this map, the percentage
of population living in urban areas to the total popu-
lation in each of the 151 taluks of the state is depicted
under six broad ranges as shown In the legend of the
map.

Of the 151 taluks, seventeen are entirely rural and
are depicted on the map as E.R. These taluks are,
therefore, left blank in the map. Of the total state's
population of 48,408,077 of which 15,951,875 persons
are living in urban areas and this works to 32.95 per
cent. Madras city (Madras district) is fully urban.

There are 12 taluks in the high range of over 50
put cent of urban population. This signifies that the
majority of the population of these taluks are city/town
dwaellers. Madural South taluk has the second biggest
city in the state, viz., Madurai (pop. 820,891) has the
highest urban population percentage of 90.86. Tuticorin
taluk of Tirunelveli district has the second rank in urban
population ratio of 84.93 per cent and it is followed
by Saidapet taluk in Chengalpattu district with 84.50
per cent/ There are a large number of satellite towns
of Madras that fall in the Saidapet taluk, which
encircles Madras city. Most of the taluks having high
urban population ratios have in them either big cities
or other big urban centres of commercial and industrial
importance.
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In the range of 40.01 - 50.00 per cent of urban
population, there are 18 taluks. It is significant that
three of the four taluks of the Nilgiri district fall in this
range while the remaining taluk has over 50 per cent
of urban population. While 12 taluks fall in the range
of 30.01 - 40.00 per cent, 23 taluks are in the range
of 20.01 - 30.00 per cent. The range in which largest
number of taluks to fall is 10.01 - 20.00 where there
are 41 taluks. Six taluks each of Chengalpattu and
Thanjavur districts and five taluks of Madurai district
fall under this range. The lowest range of 10 per cent
and below has also a large number of taluks, viz., 28.
The lowest urban population ratio of 2.80 per cent Is
recorded by Vedasandur taluk (of Madural district),
which has just a small town within its area.

Dharmapuri district has got the lowest ratio of
urban population (9.37 per cent) among the districts.
While two out of the eight taluks of this district are
fully rural, three others have urban population below
ten per cent and the rest, viz., three fall in the 10.01-
20.00 range. The districts of Pudukkottal, (13.28 per
cent), Kanniyakumari (17.25 per cent) and South Arcot
(15.70 per cent) are the other districts with low urban
population proportions. The districts with high urban
population besides Madras (100 per cent) are Colm-
batore (50.46 per cent), Nilgiri (48.85 per cent) and
Chengalpattu (38.93 per cent).

The number of taluks in the different percentage
ranges of urban population for the state and districts
are given in next page.



State/District No. of taluks with percentage of urban population in the rangé of
10&00 12%(())1)- %(())(())10- 433.01 40.01- 50.01- Entirely
below . .00 50.00 ab& Rural

ove
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TAMIL NADU 28 41 23 12 18 12 17
1. Madras i
Entirel
2. Chengalpattu 1 6 y rban
3. North Arcot 3 1 5 : 1 : 2
4. South Arcot 2 3 1 2 1 ) 1
5. Dharmapuri 3 3 1 1 ) :
6. Salem 2 2 2 ‘ ) ) 2
7. Periyar 1 3 1 i ! 1 1
8. Coimbatore - 2 ) ! ' )
9. Nigii i ) ‘ 1 2 ! ]

10. Madurai 3 5 2 3 1

1. Tiruchchirappalli 3 4 ) 1 ' ! )

12. Thanjavur 1 6 4 - i 1 !

13.  Pudukkottai 3 1 i 2 1 2

14. Ramanathapuram 2 3 4 ) ! i 1

15. Tirunelveli 2 2 3 . 2 2 1

16. Kanniyakumari 2 - 3 ! 2 1

- - 1 - 1
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MAP 41
CHANGE IN URBAN POPULATION 1971-81

This map shows the variation in the urban
population between 1971 and 1981 Censuses at taluk
level.

The variation, either increase or decrease, has
been worked out as percentage to the 1971 urban
population for each taluk. The taluks have been
grouped under six broad ranges, five for increase and
one for decrease, as shown in the legend in the map.
Out of the 151 taluks of the state, besides Madras City
(which has been taken as a single unit for the purpose
of this map), 17 taluks are completely rural in 1981
and one taluk (viz., Vedasandur of Madural district) did
not possess any urban population in 1971, though it
has urban population in 1981.

The urban population of the state has increased
to 15,951,875 In 1981 from 12,464,834 in 1971, reg-
istering a decadal growth rate of 27.98 per cent. During
the same period, the number of towns has slightly
gone down to 434 in 1981 from 439 in 1971. This
decline in the number of towns is due to the merger
of a number of small towns with the neighbouring big-
ger towns and clties and also the declassification of
some towns which together have exceeded the few
newly recognised towns. Fourteen taluks have regis-
tered an Increase of over 50 per cent in their urban
population during the last decade. Perundurai taluk has
recorded the highest percentage increase, the increase
being 176.91 per cent. The reason for this is quite
understandable, since three new towns have been
recognised for the first time in 1981 in this taluk.
Kulattur (111.92 per cent) Is the only other taluk which
has shown an increase of over 100 per cent. Eight
taluks fall in the range of 40.00 - 49.99 per cent
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increase in their urban population, while another 13
taluks fall in the range of 30.00 - 39.99 per cent.

In the range of 20.00 - 29.99 ‘per cent, in which
the state’s decadal increase in urban population (27.98
per cent) falls, there are as many as 46 taluks besides
the city district of Madras (27.35 per cent). It is
observed that the largest number of taluks,viz., 47 are
in the last range of below 20 per cent increase in their
urban population. It is significant to note that nearly
half of these taluks are in the agriculture-oriented dis-
tricts of Thanjavur, Ramanathapuram and Tirunelvel.
Thirumayam taluk (1.39 per cent) in Pudukkottai district
has registered the lowest increase in 1981 over the
1971 urban population. Mettuppalaiyam, llaiyankudi
and Shencottah are the other taluks which have
revealed a poor decadal increase of less than five per
cent in their respective urban population.

There are five taluks in the state where we notice
decrease in the urban population in 1981 as compared
to 1971. While two of these are In Salem district, one
each is in Periyar, Tiruchchirappalli and Tirunelveli
districts. The rate of decrease is the highest in
Manapparal taluk (-15.08 per cent) and it is the lowest
in Sattankulam taluk (- 0.19 per cent). The decrease
in the urban population of these taluks Is mainly due
to declassification of 1971 Census towns as rural in
1981.

The statement showing the urban population as
on 1971 and 1981 Censuses and their percentage in-
crease for the state and districts is presented in next

page.



State/District

Urban Population

Percentage increase
of urban population

1971 1981 during 1971-81
2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 12,464,834 15,951,875 27.98
1. Madras 2,572,967 3,276,622 27.35
2. Chengalpattu 807.172 1,407,786 55.18
3. North Arcot 783,095 1,015,529 29.68
4. South Ar’cot 512,997 659,623 28.58
5. Dharmapuri 143,941 187,184 30.64
6. Salem 795,382 995,663 25.18
7. Periyar 327,170 455,203 39.13
8. Coimbatore 1,229,072 1,544 171 25.64
9. Nilgiri 243,235 307,848 26.56
10. Madurai 1,324,194 1,643,612 24.12
11. Tiruchchirappalli 758,379 943,724 24.44
12. Thanjavur 771,688 936,957 21.42
13. Pudukkottai 114,979 153,668 33.65
14. Ramanathapuram 746,662 940,954 26.02
15.  Tirunelvell 1,029,496 1,237,799 20.23
16.  Kanniyakumari 204,405 245,532 20:12
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MAP 42

GROWTH OF URBAN POPULATION BY SIZE CLASS OF URBAN AREAS 1901-81

The growth of urban population by size class of
towns, in every Census year from 1901 onwards is
portrayed in this map for the state and districts. The
urban population as at the different Censuses Is
depicted by vertical bar diagrams. The urban popu-
lation living In the cities/towns belonging to each of
the six size classes (viz., Classes | to Vl) is represented
by distinct shades in the bar diagrams, as shown In
the legend of the map.

Of the 15.95 million urban inhabitants in the state
as per the 198t Census, 7.83 million, consitituting
40.10 per cent live in class | cities (100,000 and above
population). The metropolitan city of Madras with a
population of 3.28 million in 1981 contributes the major
share to the total urban dwellers of all class | cities
(41.84 per cent). The other prominent districts which
have sizable population under class | cities in 1981 are
Colmbatore (9.85 lakh), Madurali (9.85 lakh) and
Chengalpattu (5.06 lakh). Besides Madras, Madural
and Tiruchchirappalli are the other two districts which
have had cities (i.e. class | towns) continuously in all
the Censuses right from 1901. Ramanathapuram dis-
trict came to have a class | town for the first time during
the 1981 Census.

Population under class Il towns (50,000 - 99,999
persons) is found in all the nine Censuses since 1901
in South Arcot and Thanjavur districts and since 1911
in Chengalpattu district. In all other districts, there were
no class Il towns in two or more Census years since
1901. Dharmapuri district came to have a class Il town
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only in 1981 Census. Of the total urban dwellers in
the state in 1981, 17.22 per cent live in class |l towns.

The inhabitants of class il towns (20,000 - 49,999
persons) form 17.29 per cent of the state’s urban
population. The districts of North Arcot, Madural,
Tiruchchirappalli, Thanjavur, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli have had class lll towns in all the nine
Censuses from 1901 onwards. Smaller towns with less
than 20,000 persons have been found to exist in al-
most all districts in the state even since 1901 contrib-
uting to the urban population of the state. Together,
the population of these three classes of towns cons-
titute 16.39 per cent of the total urban dwellers of the
state as per the 1981 Census.

The growth of urban population in the last few
decades has been phenomenal In the districts of
Chengalpattu, North Arcot, Coimbatore, Madurai and
Tirunelvell, besides Madras city. As per the 1981
Census, each of these six districts has over one million
urban Inhabltants l.e., population living in cities and
towns. Salem, Tiruchchirappalli, Thanjavur and
Ramanathapuram are the other prominent districts with
sizable urban dwellers exceeding nine lakh but below
one million as at 1981 Census.

The urban population in the state in every Census '
since 1901 along with its percentage distribution under
the six size-classes of towns are presented in the table
given in next page.



Conets Urban Percentage distribution
year population Class Class Class Class
| Il 1] v
1 2 3 4 5 6
1901 2,724,781 27.59 12.87 17.68 28
1911 3,149,137 25.83 11.26 20.36 25.64
1921 3,428,079 24,44 14.84 16.06 26'28
1931 4,230,382 26.96 13.60 19.18 2 -
1941 5,173,682 29.46 12.36 18,57 22.19
1951 7,333,525 35.66 10.97 23.37 12.71
1961 8,990,528 37.98 14.15 20.85 18.45
1971 12,464,834 44.63 13.78 20.61 17.90
1981 15,951,875 49.10 17.22 17.29 1?'?7)
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Class Class
v Vi
7 8
12.97 0.25
15.35 0.92
16.51 1.89
16.87 1.20
15.75 1.15
10.18 1.37
7.95 117
5.45 2.24
4.04 1.28

MAP 43

GROWTH OF URBAN CENTRES 1971-81

This map portrays the growth of population in
the urban centres of the state during 1971-81. The
urban agglomerations/towns have been represented
by six different symbols according to their population
size, class and based on their decadal growth rate,
all the towns have been brought under four broad per-
centage ranges as shown in the legend of the map.
Towns recognised for the first time in 1981 Census
have been differentiated with solid black hatching
within the symbol of the concerned urban centre.
urban centres with negative growth during 1971-81
have been distinguished by giving borken outline but
within the same range hatching as for positive growth.

In Tamil Nadu there are 245 urban agglomera-
tions/cities/towns as at 1981 Census. Independent
towns which are constitutent units of urban agglom-
erations have not been considered individually as
urban agglomerations have been treated as urban
units. There are 34 urban agglomerations in the state
which Include 223 individual towns as their constituent
units. There are 211 other towns which do not form
part of any Urban Agglomeration. Ramanathapuram
and Tirunelveli districts have the largest number of 30
urban centres each, followed by Thanjavur district with
29 towns.

There are 14 Urban Agglomerations and six cities
which fall under Class |1, l.e. with a population of one
lakh and above. Among them, Madras Urban Agglom-
eration (4.29 million population) is the biggest with
43.22 per cent of the population of all Class | cities
(9.93 million). Madras Urban Agglomeration has 48
constituent towns besides the core city of Madras.
Coimbatore, Madurai Tiruchchirappalll and Salem are
the other prominent cities with a population between
5-10 lakh each. Among the Class | cities, Erode Urban
Agglomeration with 62.72 per cent has shown the
highest growth rate during 1971-81.

Under Class |l towns (50,000 - 99,999 popula-
tion), there are 37 urban units, including 13 Urban
Agglomerations. Among them, Neyveli, Arcot, Karur,
Coonoor and Nagappattinam Urban Agglomerations
are bigger with over 90,000 population each. The
highest decadal growth among Class Il towns Is
recorded by Neyveli Urban Agglomeration with 69.63
per cent, followed by Teni-Allinagaram (52.11 per cent)
In Madurai district.
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Under Class il (population size 20,000-49,999),
there are 63 urban-units, including three Urban Ag-
glomerations. Madurai and Ramanathapuram districts
have compartively larger number of such Class IlI
towns (eight each) than others. Eight of these 63
towns have a population of over 45,000 each and
another eleven fall in the population range of 40-45
thousands. The highest population growth during
1971-81 among these towns is recorded by Rames-
waram town (66.68 per cent), the famous pilgrim
centre. Hosur in Dharmapuri district and Devarshola
Urban Agglomeration and O'Valley in Nilgiri district
also reveal high growth rates of over 50 per cent. The
population of Chinnalapatti (Madurai district) has
remained more or less stationary during 1971-81 with
a decadal growth of just 0.02 per cent. A negative
growth rate is observed in Manapparal municipality
(-15.08 per cent) of Tiruchchirappalli district.

Thedargest number of urban centres, viz., 82 fall
under class IV (population of 10,000-19,999). Thanjavur
district has 15 towns under this class. At state level,
the population of the towns of this class has declined
during 1971-81 by 4.39 per cent. The number of towns
in this class has declined from 86 in 1971 to 82 in
1981. Mandapam in Ramanathapuram district belong-
ing to this class has revealed a remarkably high
decadal growth (82.41 per cent). Of the 18 new units,
recognised as ‘urban’ for the first time in 1981, six
fall under class IV.

The number of towns in Classes V and VI also
have declined in 1981 as compared to 1971. In 1971,
there were 43 towns under Class V and 11 towns
under Class VI, but in 1981, we find only 37 and 6
towns respectively under these two classes. A number
of towns of these two classes. A number of towns of
these two classes have either been declassified as
rural areas or got merged with the neighbouring cities/
towns in 1981. At state level while the Class V towns
have recorded a negative growth rate of 16.64 per
cent, towns under Class VI have revealed a negative
growth rate of 45.37 per cent. A very high growth rate
of 224.53 per cent. A very high growth rate of 22453
per cent is observed in Pulicat in Chengalpattu district.
Seven towns under the two Classes V and VI have
registered negative growth rates during 1971-81. Of
the total of 43 under Classes V and VI, 12 towns got
urban recognition for the first time in 1981. Of the six



towns under Class VI, two each are in Pudukkottai and
Ramanathapuram districts and one each in Periyar
and Tirunelveli.

Of the total 245 Urban Agglomerations/cities/
towns, two towns have registered a decadal growth
rate of over 75 per cent and another eight towns
between 50-75 per cent. While 59 towns fall under the
percentage range of 25-50, the largest number of 150
towns fall in the range of ‘less than 25 per cent’. Eight

No. of towns/UAS

Size class
of town 1981 1971
1 2 3
All Classes 245 240
Class | 20 16
Class II 37 27
Class 1l 63 57
Class IV 82 86
Class V 37 43
Class Vi 6 11
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towns have shown a decre,

ase in their population
during 1971-81. The remaining 18 towns wereprecog-

nised as urban for the first time in 1981 Census.

The number of towns /urban
. agglomerations and
Population in Tamil Nady in the six size classes during

Population percentage
1981 1971 vc;erl(;atic(’;

in population

4 5 6

15,951,875 12,464,834 + 27.98
9,925,152 7,197,540 + 37.90
2,547,966 1,772,288 + 43.77
1,995,779 1,882,068 + 5.99
1,178,354 1,232,432 - 439
282,143 338,451 - 16.64
22,481 41,155 - 4537

MAP 44

TOWNS THAT LOST URBAN STATUS DURING 1971-81

This map depicts the places which were treateq
as towns during 1971 Census but which lost their
urban status during 1981 Census. In all, thirteen towns
in the state were de-recognised during 1981 Census
and all these belong to the three lower classes of
towns, viz., classes IV, V and VI. These towns are
shown in the map by proportionate circles ac:cordmg
to the three size-classes of population to which they
belonged during 1971 Census and included under the
jursidiction of the districts as at 1981.

There were 439 towns in Tamil Nadu as per 1971
Census. Among them, 13 towns lost their urban status
in 31981 and were declassified as “rural”. Five of these
13 towns fall in the population range of 10,000-19,999
(le. class IV), five others had population of 5,000-9,999
(l.e. Class V) and the remaining three towns had below
5,000 population (Class VI). The declassified towns are
located in eight districts, viz, Salem (2), Periyar (3),
Colmbatore (1), Nilgirl (2), Madurai (2), Tiruchchirap-
palli (1), Ramanathapuram (1) and Tirunelveli (1).

The town with the highest population in 1971

which lost its urban status was Velur (P) in Salem
district (pop: 15,057) and the smallest de-recognised
town was Morattupalayam in Periyar district (Pop:
3,208). Three of the four declassified towns which were
in Coimbatore district in 1971 fall now in the Periyar
district, which was newly formed in 1979 after bifur-
cation of Coimbatore district. A town each in the three
classes of IV, V & VI has been declassified in Periyar
district.

Two townships, namely Highways (6,416) in
Madurai district and Manimuthar (11,181) in Tirunelveli
district were declassified as rural in 1981 Census.

Besides the above, 27 other towns which existed
in 1971 did not find place in the list of urban areas
in 1981 Census. They were not declassified, but they
lost their independent identity as separate towns
because of their merger with the neighbouring
municipality or corporation or township. The number
of towns of each class which were de-recognised in
1981 Census along with thelr 1971 population are rep-
resented districtwise in the table given below:

State/District*

Number of towns which lost urban status and their 1971

Population
Total Class IV Class V Class VI
’ 2 3 4 5
5 3
TAMIL NADU 13 S
(110,565) (65.238) (33,519) (11,808)
Salem 2 2
(29,127) (29,127) - -
P 3 1 1 1
erlyar (21.762) (13,481) (5.073) (3,208)
1 1
Colmbatore (1 1 '449) (1 1'449) . -
Nilgirl 2 ! !
o (12,314) - (8.449) (3,865)
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4 5

Madural 2 1 ]

(11,151) - (6.416) (4,735)
Tiruchchirappalli 1 1

(7,479) - (7.479) .
Ramanathapuram 1 1

(6.102) - (6,102) :
Tirunelveli 1

(11,181)

1
(11,181)

*
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Excludes eltht districts which do not have any de-recognised town

MAP 45

URBAN INDUSTRIAL STRUCTURE (CLASS-I) 1981

This map depicts the functional characteristics of
Class | Cities/U.As. i.e., big urban centres with one
lakh of population and above in the state. There are
20 Cities/U.As falling under Class | in Tamil Nadu. The
main workers falling under nine broad industrial
categories in these urban centres have been grouped
and brought under six broad functional characteristics
viz., 1. Primary, 2. Mining, 3. Industrial, 4. Commercial,
5. Transport and 6. Services. Based on the predomi-
nant functions, these cities are portrayed as mono-
functional, bi-functional or multi-functional in this map.

For each City of U.A. of Class |, the percentage
of workers under each of above six functional groups
to total workers was first calculated and based on the
percentages, the functional characteristic of the urban
centres has been determined. If the percentage under
any one of the six functional groups mentioned above
is 40 per cent or more in any City/U.A. then, such
an urban centre Is regarded as “mono-functional” and
Is designated by that function, such as Primary,
industry etc. If the percentage figure is less than 40
per cent in any one activity, the next predominant
activity is also taken into account so that their total
comes to 60 per cent or more in which case the City/
UA concerned Is designated as “bi-functional urban
centre” e.g. “industry-cum-commercial” or “industry-
cum-service” etc. In cases where even the percentage
of any two activities do not come to 60 per cent, the
third predominant industrial category is also consid-
ered and such cities are designated as ‘“multi-func-
tional” urban centres. Circles in three sizes have been
drawn in proportion to the population of Class | urban
centres, as shown in the legend of the map. When
the circles are fully shaded, it indicates the “mano-
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functional” character. While two shades represent “bi-
functional”, three shades show the “multi-functional”
characteristic of the urban centres.

There are 14 U.As. and six cities in the state
under Class | as at 1981. Among these 20 urban
centres, 10 are “mono-functional”, six are “bi-func-
tional” and four are “multi-functional”, in character.
Out of the 10 urban centres which are categorised as
“mono-functional” “industry” is the predominant function
of the workers in nine urban centres, the only excep-
tion being Valparai City where “primary” activity
dominates. This city is in a mountainous terrain and
Is known for its plantations. In five out of six bi-
functional urban centres, “industry-cum-commercial”
is the predominant function of the workers. In the other
centre viz., Madras Urban Agglomeration, the func-
tional characteristic of “industry-cum-service” is no-
ticed. As Madras is the state capital and its admin-
istrtive headquarters with several Government offices,
banks and other establishments, there are innumet-
able workers under the various “service” here. Among
the four multi-functional urban centres, the combina-
tion of “industry-cum-commercial-cum-service” is seen
in three urban agglomerations while one, (viz., Pollachi
Urban Agglomeration in the Western Ghat ) range has
a combination of the functional characteristic of “industry-
cum-commercial-cum-primary”.

Details of Class | Cities/Urban Agglomerations
in Tamil Nadu along with their 1981 Census popula-
tion, workers and percentage of workers In the chief
functions portrayed in the map are given in next page.



Class 1 City/ Functional i
Urban Agglomeration characteristic Po;:;l;tnon W;Jégéjrs Z?r\i?)r::(aegr:
in chief
functions
1 2 3 4 ‘5
1. Madras UA. Bi-functional 4,289,347 1,207,515 61.65

2. Coimbatore U.A. Mono-functional 920,355 '303'534 46‘43

3. Madurai U.A. Mono-functional 907,732 268'309 4 .

4, Tiruchchirappalli U.A. Bi-functional 609,548 176'059 62'68

5. Salem U.A. Mono-functional 518,615 181'525 52-63

6. Tirunelveli U.A. Mono-functional 323,344 101'371 4029

7. Erode U.A. Mono-functional 275,991 110,775 47.38

8. Tuticorin U.A. Multi-functional 250,677 78‘075 7 -

9. V.ellore UA. Bi-functional 247,041 74’465 egg;
10. Tiruppur U.A. Mono-functional 215,859 90'470 '
11, Thanjavur City Malti-functional 184,015 51'864 (752.19
12, Nagercoil City Bi-functional 171,648 50'922 276
13. Dindigul City Bi-functional 164,103 46'191 casa
14, Kanchipuram U.A. Mono-functional 145,254 47.151 0
15. Kumbakonam U.A. Mono-functional 141,794 42'434 o
16. Cuddalore City Multi-functional 127,625 34'850 e
17. Valparai City Mono-functional 115,452 55'511 o
18.  Pollachi U.A. Multi-functional 114,971 41430 7256
19, Rajapalaiyam City Mono-functional 101,640 38.248 oo
20. Karaikkudi U.A. Bi-functional 100,141 28'075 25(1)162

230

MAP 46

IN-MIGRANTS 1981

This map shows the number of in-migrants and
their percentages to total population at district level.
All the districts have been brought under six broad
ranges in accordance with the ratio of migrants to
population. The proportions of the in-migrants in the
rural and urban areas with male/female break up are
also depicted through a pie diagram, drawn in pro-
portion to the total in-migrants in each district as per
the legend of the map.

At state level, 13.78 million people have been
enumerated as in-migrated other than their place of
birth. The share of these in-migrants is 28.47 per cent
of the total population. Nilgiri district with 41.49 per
cent has revealed the highest proportion of in-migrants
among all the districts. Chengalpattu and Coimbatore
districts have also recorded very high ratios of in-
migrants with 35.49 per cent and 35.43 per cent,
respectively. Significantly high ratios of in-migrants of
30.35 per cent have been registered by Madras,
Periyar and Thanjavur district. Besides the above-
mentioned five districts besides Tiruchchirappalli, have
recorded ratios above the state's average ratio of in-
migrants. The lowest proportion of in-migrants is
observed in Kanniyakumari district (22.19 per cent).
Comparatively low ratios (less than 25 per cent) are
found in Dharmapuri, Madurai and Ramanathapuram
districts.

The largest number of 1.30 million persons with
place of birth outside the place of enumeration, have
been enumerated in Thanjavur district. It is followed
by Chengalpattu district with the second largest number
of in-migrants (1.28 million). Over one million such
persons exist in each of the six districts, viz., Madras,
North Arcot, South Arcot, Coimbatore, Madurai and
Tiruchchirappalli. Nilgiri district has the smallest number
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of in-migrants (2.61 lakh).

It is interesting to observe that 65.25 per cent
of the state’s in-migrants are females. Of this ratio,
43.39 per cent represent those in the rural areas.
Females in-migrants constitute the highest ratio (72.86
per cent) in South Arcot district closely followed by
Pudukkottai (72.80) and North Arcot (72.29) districts.
Dharmapuri district has also revealed a very high
percentage of females among the in-migrants (70.61).
In all the districts except Madras, females constitute
above 50 per cent of the in-migrants. In Madras, 51.62
per cent of in-migrants are males. The reason for this
may be attributed to the fact that more males move
into Madras for education, employment etc., from far
and near, leaving behind their families. The high ratio
of female In-migrants found in other districts must be
due te custom of females moving away to their
husband's houses, leaving villages/towns of habitation
on getting married.

Barring a few exceptions, larger ratios of in-
migrants are recorded in rural areas than in urban
areas in all districts. The highest ratio of 86.72 per cent
of in-migrants in rural areas is in Dharmapuri district,
followed by kanniyakumari district with 80.26 per cent.
South Arcot and Pudukkottai districts too have very
high ratios of over 75 per cent of in-migrants in the
rural areas. There are fewer towns or urban areas in
these districts as compared to others. Chengalpattu,
Coimbatore and Nilgiri are the three districts which
have recorded a higher ratios of in-migrants in the
urban areas than in rural areas. These districts have
a good ratio of urban population.

Data on population, number of in-migrants and
their percentage for state and districts are presented
in statement given in next page.



State/District Total Total Percentage of

population in-migrants in-migrants to

total population

1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 48,408,077 13,781,996 28.47
1. Madras 3,276,622 1,005,474 30.69
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 1,283,412 35.49
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 1,115,597 2527
4.  South Arcot 4,201,869 1,181,774 28.12
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 483,673 24.22
6. Salem 3,441,717 897,963 26.09
7.  Periyar 2,068,462 686,311 33.18
8. Coimbatore 3,060,184 1,084,285 35.43
9.  Nilgiri 630,169 261,447 41.49
10.  Madurai 4,535,897 1,127,504 24.86
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 3,612,320 1,053,635 2017
12.  Thanjavur 4,063,545 1,300,905 32.01
13.  Pudukkottai 1,156,813 310,827 26.87
14.  Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 765,081 22.94
15.  Tirunelveli 3,573,751 908,263 .95.41
16.  Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 315,847 22.19

MAP 47

RURAL IN-MIGRANTS TO TOTAL RURAL POPULATION 1981

This map shows the extent of in-migrants among
the rural population of the districts as per the place
of birth data collected in 1981 Census. Barring Madras
which is entirely urban, all districts have been brought
under six broad ranges in accordance with the ratio
of in-migrants to population in the rural areas. Based
on their place of birth, in-migrants among the rural
population are further classified as in-migrants from
rural areas and in-migrants from urban areas and from
areas which are unclassified as rural or urban, and
are represented in pie diagrams, proportionately drawn
for each district according to its size of in-migrants
living in rural areas.

Nearly, 8.13 million people (constituting 25.03
per cent) of the total of 32.46 million rural population
in the state have been enumerated as in-migrants on
the basis of their place of birth. This ratio Iis higher
than the state average in seven districts. Nilgiri district
with 40.22 per cent has recorded the highest propor-
tion of in-migrants among its rural population. Its
neighbouring Coimbatore district has followed it closely
with a ratio of 30.75 per cent. Significantly high ratios
of nearly 30 per cent of in-migrants have also been
found In the rural areas of Periyar and Thanjavur
districts. The southern districts of Madurai, Ramanathapu-
ram, Tirunelvell and Kanniyakumari have registered
comparatively lower ratios of in-migrants among
population in their respective rural areas. The lowest
ratio of 20.11 per cent is observed in Ramanathapuram
district.

Of the 8.13 million in-migrants in the rural areas
of the state, as many as 6.62 million (81.50 per cent)
have had ‘rural areas’ as their place of birth. Only
16.68 per cent these in-migrants were born in urban
centres and have migrated to the rural areas. Over
three-fourth of the in-migrants living in the rural areas
in almost all the districts have migrated from other
rural areas only. Chengalpattu and Nilgiri districts are

the exceptions to this general trend. Kanniyakumari
has recorded the highest ratio of 90.28 per cent of
in-migrants who have moved from their native villages
(i.e., rural) to other rural areas. The villages in this
district are quite big in size and comparatively more
facilities are available in them and many people
obviously move from one village to other neighbouring
districts. Dharmapuri and South Arcot are the two
other districts with high proportion (85.88 per cent)
of in-migrants their rural population who have migrated
from other rural areas. The lowest ratio of 63.42 per
cent of such rural to rural in-migrants is found in Nilgiri
district. In Chengalpattu district too, 70.15 per cent of
in-migrants in the rural areas have reported their birth
place as ‘rural’.

The ratio of in-migrants from ‘urban to rural’
areas is found highest in achengalpattu district (28.47
per cent). Many people are known to have moved out
of Madras City and its neighbouring towns to the vil-
lages lying in the outskirts after bullding own houses
or for considerations of lower rental. Coimbatore
district with 20.37 per cent has also recorded very high
ratio of migrants whose birth place is urban. The
lowest proportion of such urban to rural in-migrants
is observed in Kanniyakumari district (9.60 per cent).

In-migrants whese birth place Is unclassifiable as
also in-migrants from other countries who have moved
to rural areas constitute very low ratios in almost all
the district - less than even one per cent in seven
districts, and 1.2 per cent in four other districts. A sig-
nificantly higher ratio of such in-migrants is found in
Nilgiri district (19.94 per cent) and Pudukkottai district
has also a high ratio of 8.69 per cent in this regard.

Data on rural population, in-migrants among
them and their percentage for state and districts are
presented in next page.



State/District Total rural Total percentage of
population in-migrants in-migrants among
in rural areas to rural population
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 32,456,202 8,125,009 25.03
1. Madras - -
2. Chengalpattu 2,208,722 603,329 27;2
3. North Arcot 3,398,795 790,452 23'25
4. South Arcot 3,542,246 895,513 25'28
5. Dharmapuri 1,809,876 419 394 23. 17
6. Salem 2,446,054 594,751 24’31
7. Periyar 1,613,259 482 334 '
8. Coimbatore 1,516,013 299
. 216, 466,205 30.75
9. Nilgir 322,321 129,632 |
10.  Madurai 2,892,285 e
. . . T 652,536 22.56
11. Tiruchchirappalli 2,668,596 '
/008, 675,361 25.31
12. Thanjavur 3,126,588 '
. 119, 935,742 2993
13.  Pudukkottai 1,003,145 '
003, 247,395 24.66
14, Ramanathapuram 2,394,483 481,536 |
15. Tirunelveli 2,335,952 497,328 o
16.  Kanniyakumari 1,177,867 ' 2129
A 253,504 2152
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MAP 48

URBAN IN-MIGRANTS TO TOTAL URBAN POPULATION 1981

This map gives us an idea on the extent of in-
migrants among the urban population district level.
Based on the ratio of in-migrants (with reference to
place of birth data) among the urban population, all
the districts have been grouped under six broad
ranges and shaded accordingly. The in-migrants in the
urban areas, have been further classified as those (i)
from rural areas (ii) urban areas and (iii) areas which
are unclassifiable as rural or urban. as also from other
foreign countries, and these are depicted in pie
diagrams, drawn for each district, in proportion to the
size of in-migrants in its urban areas.

Of the 15.95 million urban population in the state,
nearly 5.66 million constituting 35.46 per cent are in-
migrants. Chengalpattu district, which has a number
of suburban towns encircling Madras city, has re-
corded the highest ratio of 48.30 per cent of in-
migrants among its urban population. A signiticantly
high ratio of 44.81 per cent is noticed in Periyar district
amcng the districts. Five other districts have also
registered high ratios of 40-44 per cent of in-migrants.
The lowest proportion of in-migrants among urban
population is observed in Kanniyakumari district (25.38
per cent). Madurai district too has a low ratio (28.90
per cent). The city district of Madras, which is the
largest urban centre in the state, has revealed a
comparatively low ratio of 30.68 per cent of in-migrants
among its population. However, out of the total urban
in-migrants of the state, the largest number of just over
a million is found Madras City.

Of the state’s 5.66 million in-migrants living in the
434 urban units of the state, 2.78 million (49.14 per
cent) have had rural areas as their birth place. A little
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over 2.74 million persons (48.46 per cent) have
migrated from cities/towns of their birth to other urban
centers. Migrants whose birth places are unclassifiable
areas, as also migrants from other countries constitute
just 2.40 per cent of the total urban in-migrants. In
ten of the 16 districts, over half of the in-migrants are
from rural areas. The highest proportion of in-migrants
who have moved from rural to urban areas is found
in Kanniyakumari district (74.28 per cent). The lowest
ratio of such in-migrants 's recorded by Madras district
(40.21 per cent). Chengalpattu district (40.26 per cent)
which surrounds Madras has also registered more or
less similar low ratio.

The extent of in-migrants in the urban areas who
have moved from other urban centres is high in
Madras, Chengalpattu, Dharmapuri and Thanjavur
districts. Chengalpattu and Madras districts have very
high proportions of such in-migrants with 57.83 and
56.38 per cent respectively. The urban centres of Kan-
niyakumari district have the lowest ratio of 25.20 per
cent of in-migrants from other urban areas. Nilgiri dis-
trict has the highest ratio of 20.55 per cent of in-
migrants among urban population whose birth places
are either not classifiable as rural or urban and also
born in other countries. The ratio of similar category
of in-migrants in Madras is 3.41 per cent. In all other
district, the ratio of such in migrants is lower than this
level.

Data on urban population, number of in-migrants
among them along with their percentage are pre-
sented for the state and districts in next page.



State/District Total urpan Total urban Percentage

population in-migrants of urban in-

migrants to

urban poputation
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 15,951,875 5,656,431 35.46
1. Madras 3,276,622 1,005,414 30.68
2.  Chengalpattu 1,407,786 679,973 48.30
3. North Arcot 1,015,529 325,100 32.31
4. South Arcot 659,623 286,247 43.40
5.  Dharmapuri 187,184 64,193 34.29
6. Salem 995,663 303,207 30.45
7. Periyar 455,203 203.956 44.81
8.  Coimbatore 1,544,171 618,050 40.02
9.  Nilgiri 307,848 131,786 42'8,
10.  Madural 1,643,612 474,941 '28'90
11.  Tiruchchirappall 943,724 378,261 4008
12.  Thanjavur 936,957 365,141 38'97
13.  Pudukkottai 153,668 63,423 41 .27
14. Ramanathapuram 940,954 283,491 30‘ 13
15.  Tirunelvell 1,237,799 410,919 '
16.  Kannlyakumari 245,532 62,323 :Zig
\
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MAP 49

MAIN WORKERS AND NON-WORKERS IN TOTAL POPULATION 1981

This map shows the male and female population
classified into main workers and non-workers in dif-
ferent age-groups as at the 1981 Census for the state
and districts. Pyramids proportionate to total popula-
tion with male and female demarcation on either side
for each age-group with distinguished shades for
workers and non-workers are drawn for each district.

In Tamil Nadu, 55.85 per cent among males and
22.36 per cent among females have been recorded
as main workers. Marginal workers among males
constitute a poor 0.73 per cent, as against 4.16 per
cent among females. While 43.42 per cent of males
In the state are non-workers, about 73.48 per cent
among females are non-workers.

In the younger age-group of 0.14 In which the
children are either dependents or school students,
main workers form about 5.74 per cent among males
and 4.52 per cent among femaoes. In the next higher
age-graup of 15-19, worker ratios are 54.71 per cent
for males and 28.05 per cent for females. In this age-
group too, particularly among males many pursue
higher education. Significantly high ratios of main
workers among males (exceeding 90 per cent) are
observed in all the higher age-group from 25 to 59
years. The worker ratio among females in these age-

groups is much less and ranges from 32 to 39 per
cent.

The highest proportion of workers both among
males and females Is found in the age-group 35-39
viz., 97.56 per cent for males and 38.86 per cent for
females. Among the aged people of 60 years and
abeve, 60.97 per cent among males are workers while
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only 16.47 per cent among females are working. Most
of the female population of the working age-group are
housewives and hence their worker percentages are
much lower when compared to males in the different
age-groups. The ratio of marginal workers among
females is much higher in the different age-groups
when compared with males.

The highest proportion of main workers among
males is observed in Periyar district (66.05 per cent),
while the lowest ratio is found in Kannlyakumari district
(47.43 per cent). Salem (61.33 per cent) and Coim-
batore (60.78 per cent) districts have also recorded
high ratios of workers among their male population.
The ratio of main workers among females ranges
between a high of 32.55 per cent .in Periyar district
and a low of 6.47 per cent in Madras.

The ratio of marginal workers among females Is
higher than males In all districts except Madras.
Pudukkottal district with 8.50 per cent has the highest
female ratio of marginal workers, followed by
Ramanathapuram district with 6.38 per cent.

Non-workers among both males and females
constitute high proportions in Madras and Kanniyakumari
districts. Of all the districts, Periyar district has the
lowest ratio of non-workers both among males and
females.

The statement given is next page shows the per-
centage distribution of males and females into main
workers, marginal workers and non-workers for state
and districts.



State/District Main workers Marginal workers Non-workers
Males Females Males Females Males Females
1 2 3 4 5 6 ;
TAMIL NADU 58.35 27.85 0.89 5.70 40.76 66.45
1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu 55.63 21.82 1.49 5.93 42.88
3.  North Arcot 57.28 25.36 1.04 6.80 41. 72.25
4. South Arcot 56.90 23.58 1.08 6.67 42'68 67.75
5. Dharmapuri 59.30 2563 0.61 5'57 .02 69.75
6 Salem 6257 wa0s o 5.80 40.09 68.80
7. Periyar 67.75 37.13 0.36 4.71 26590 5976
8.  Coimbatore 65.83 37.91 0.35 3-03 31.89 58.16
9, Nilgiri 49.95 31.52 0.54 0‘81 33.82 59.06
10.  Madural 59.50 37.04 0.60 0.08 49.51 67.67
11, Tiruchchirapalli 60.20 29.63 0.75 6.43 39.90 58.92
12.  Thanjavur 57.16 20.13 1.11 5-24 3905 50.94
13, Pudukkottal 55.67 . o 9.70 41.73 74.63
14,  Ramanathapuram 56.41 30.08 109 8'23 42.82 70.59
15.  Tirunelveli 55.69 33.68 0.88 4'68 42.50 61.69
16.  Kanniyakumari 47.38 6.99 116 2-00 ;?z :: g«:
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MAP 51

URBAN MAIN WORKERS AND NON-WORKERS 1981

The extent of main workers and non-workers
among male and female population in broad age-
groups in the urban areas of the districts is portrayed
in this map. The cartographic technique adopted Is
the same as for the previous two maps. Marginal
Wworkers are not shown in this map too, as in the earlier
tWo maps, because of their insignificant proportions
in the various age-groups.

In the state as a whole, 50.84 per cent among
the males in the urban areas are recorded as ‘main
workers'. Similar ratio for females Is just 11.01 per
cent. The proportion of marginal workers Is insignifi-
cant both among males (0.41 per cent) and among
females (0.96 per cent). While 48.75 per cent among
males in the urban areas are non-workers, about 88.03
per cent among females are non-workers.

Even though children in the younger age-group
of 0-14 are generally expected to be dependents or
school students, 3.36 per cent among males and 1.94
per cent among temales of this age-group In the urban
areas of the state are found as main workers. About
36.07 per cent among males and 11.65 per cent
among females in the next higher age-group of 15-
19 are also recorded as main workers. A sizable ratio
of the population of this age-group, particularly in
Cities and towns pursue higher education. In the higher
age-groups from 25-29 to 50-59, main workers among
males form significantly high ratios, exceeding 85 per
cent, the highest ratio (96.62 per cent) being In 35-
39 age-group. The comparative ratios among females
are much less and range between 15.88 per cent in
50-59 age-group and 21.50 per cent in 35-39 age-
group. The low main worker ratio among females in
the different age-groups could be attributed to the fact
that most of them, particularly from 15-19 or 20-24
Onwards perform ‘household duties’ only and function
as housewives and thus fall under non-workers. About
44.47 per cent among urban males and 7.09 per cent
among urban females who are in the old age-group
of 60 years and over are engaged as main workers.
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As in the rural areas, Periyar district with 60.06
per cent has revealed the highest ratio of main workers
among males in the urban areas among all the dis-
tricts. Salem (58.26 per cent) and Coimbatore (55.92
per cent) districts have also recorded sizable ratios
of main workers among their urban males. Pudukkottai
district (46.87 per cent) reveals the lowest ratio of male
main workers In the urban areas. Nilgiri district (20.03
per cent) has recorded the highest ratio of main
workers among females in the urban areas. In this
district, many women are engaged in tea/coffee
plantailons. orchards, vegetable growing, etc. Madras
city has 6.47 per cent of main workers among lts
female population and incidentally, this Iis the lowest
ratio recorded for any district. Salem, Perlyar,
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelvell are the other promi-
nent districts where we find comparatively higher
proportions of main workers among their urban females
(15.20 per cent).

The ratio of marginal workers among females is
found higher when compared with males in the urban
areas of all except Madras district. Tirunelvell district
with 2.37 per cent has revealed the highest ratio of
female marginal workers. Six other districts have also
recorded over one per cent of marginal workers
among their female population in urban areas. The
male marginal workers constitute below one per cent
in the urban areas of all the districts.

While Pudukkottal district with 52.69 per cent has
recorded the highest ratio of non-workers among
mates in the urban areas, Madras district with 93.20
per cent has revealed the highest non-worker ratio
among females. Perlyar district with 39.73 per cent
reveals the lowest ratio of non-workers among males,
while Nilgirl with 79.15 per cent has recorded similar
ratio of females.

The percentage distribution of male and female
population in the urban areas Into main workers,
marginal workers and non-workers Is given for state
and districts in next page.



State/District Main workers Marginal workers Non-workers
Males Females Males Females Males Females
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 55.85 22.36 0.73 4.16 43.42 73.48
1. Madras 47.92 6.47 0.50 0.33 51.58 93.20
2. Chengalpattu 53.11 16.70 1.10 3.98 45.79 79'32
3. North Arcot 55.64 21.59 0.89 5.63 43.47 72‘78
4.  South Arcot 55.44 20.98 0.96 5.77 43.60 73.25
5. Dharmapuri 58.60 24.11 0.57 5.09 40'83 70.80
6. Salem 61.33 28.89 0.44 4.45 38'23 66.65
7. Per'iyar 66.05 32.55 0.33 3.96 33:62 63.49
8. Coimbatore 60.78 26.35 0.33 1.84 38.89 4 ‘81
9. Nilgiri 49.76 26.00 0.62 0.81 49>82 73.19
10.  Madurai 56.12 27.94 0.48 2.84 43.40 59.22
1. Tiruchchirappalli 57.65 24.47 0.65 4.94 41'70 7 |
12, Thanjavur 55.29 17.27 1.00 4.36 43. 71 ar
13.  Pudukkottai 54.66 17.99 1.19 8.50 44'15 oo
14, Ramanthapuram 55.00 26.42 0.89 6.38 44.1 1 o
15.  Tirunelveli 53.69 27.80 0.77 3.89 45.54 oo
16.  Kanniyakumari 47.43 7.50 1.01 1.84 51 .56 :Z;
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MAP 50

RURAL MAIN WORKERS AND NON-WORKERS 1981

This map depicts the extent of main workers and
non-workers among male and female population in
broad age-groups in the rural areas of all the districts.
The cartographic technique adopted is the same as
for the previous map. Marginal workers are not pre-
sented in this map also as their proportion in the
different age-groups are insignificant.

At state level, 58.35 per cent among the males
and 27.85 per cent among the females in the rural
areas constitute ‘main workers’. While marginal workers
account for a smaller ratio of 0.89 per cent and 5.70
per cent among males and females respectively, non-
workers form 40.76 per cent among males and 66.45
per cent among the females.

In the younger age-group of 0-14 in which most
of the children are expected to be either dependents
or tull-time students, about 6.87 per cent among males
and 5.76 per cent among females are observed to be
main workers. This is a clear case of engagement of
child labour. In the next higher age-group of 15-19
during which pursuit of higher education is generally
resorted to, the worker ratios are found to be quite
high in the rural areas, viz,, 64.64 per cent among
males and 36.96 per cent for females. Main workers
among males form consistently high ratio (exceeding
85 per cent) in all the higher age-groups from 20-24
10 50-59, the highest (98.04 per cent) being in 35-39
age-group. Among females of such age-groups, workers
form lower ratios extending from 39 to 47 per cent
only. We know that most of the females in the working
age-group are housewives and so the worker ratios
among females are much lower when compared with
Males in the different age-groups. Among the aged
males of over 60 years, 67.56 per cent are workers.

239

Similar ratio for females is only 20.70 per cent.

Periyar district with 67.75 per cent has recorded
the highest ratio of main workers among males in the
rural areas. Among females, Coimbatore district with
37.91 per cent has the maximum proportion of main
workers. Among the districts, Kanniyakumari has revealed
the lowest ratio of workers in the rural areas both
among males and females, viz., 47.38 per cent and
6.99 per cent respectively. Coimbatore (65.83 per
cent), Salem (62.57 per cent) and Tiruchchirappalli
(60.20 per cent) are the other district, besides Periyar,
which reveal high ratios of workers among males in
rural areas. Among females, Periyar (37.13 per cent)
and Madurai (37.04 per cent) districts have sizable
proportions of main workers, besides Coimbatore
(37.91 per cent).

The ratio of marginal workers among females is
much higher when compared with males in the rural
area of all the districts. The highest ratio of female
marginal workers is observed in Pudukkottai district
(9.70 per cent). It is followed by Ramanathapuram
district with 8.23 per cent.

Kanniyakumari district has recorded the highest
proportion of non-workers in the rural areas among
both males and females with 51.46 per cent and 91.01
per cent respectively, while the lowest ratios for both
males and females are found in Periyar district, viz.,
31.89 per cent for males and 58.16 per cent for
females.

The percentage distribution of male and female
population into main workers, marginal workers and
non-workers is presented for state and district in a
table given at next page.



State/District Main workers Marginal workers Non-workers
Males Females Males Females Males Females
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 50.84 11.01 0.41 0.96 48.75 88.03
1. Madras 47.92 6.47 0.50 0.33 51.58 93.20
2. Chengalpattu 49.22 8.48 0.52 0.86 50.26 90.66
3. North Arcot 50.16 8.94 0.40 1.40 49.44 89.66
4.  South Arcot 47.61 6.99 0.35 0.88 52.04 92.13
5. Dharmapuri 51.87 9.24 0.16 0.41 4797 90.35
6. Salem 58.26 15.25 0.21 1.14 41.53 83.61
7. Periyar 60.06 16.19 0.21 1.27 39.73 82.54
8. Coimbatore 55.92 14.77 0.31 0.66 43.77 84.57
9.  Nilgiri 49.57 20.03 0.70 0.82 49.73 79.15
10. Madurai 50.27 11.71 0.26 0.70 49.47 87.59
11, Tiruchchirappalli 50.59 9.63 0.34 0.64 49.07 89.73
12.  Thanjavur 49.06 7.71 0.64 1.44 50.30 90.85
13.  Pudukkottai 46.87 6.54 0.44 0.56 52.69 92.90
4. Ramanathapuram 51.51 16.86 0.39 1.56 48.10 8158
15.  Tirunelveli 49.99 16.50 0.56 2.37 49.45 81.13
16.  Kanniyakumari 47.71 9.97 0.30 1.07 51.99 88.96
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MAP 52

MAIN WORKERS 1981

This map depicts the proportion of main workers
10 total population in the age-group of 15-59 as also
the extent of main workers in this age-group in the
fural and urban areas of each district. Total main
workers in the working age-group of 15-59 are shown
by proportionate circles and these are divided to
represent the main workers in the rural and urban
areas. The percentage of main workers to total
Population in the employable 15-59 age-group in the
different districts Is shown under six broad ranges.
There are 16.9 million main workers out of a populatlgn
of 28.4 million in the working age-group of 15-59 In
the state. Of these main workers, 12.3 million (i.e.
72.70 per cent) are in the rural areas and the rest,
viz., 4.6 million (27.30 per cent) are in the urban areas.

At the state level, the percentage of main workers
10 the total population in 15-59 age-group is 59.72 per
Cent. There are three districts where such workers
form a very high proportion, falling under the range
of '65.00 per cent and above’. These are Dharmapuri
(65.80 per cent), Salem (65.66 per cent) and Periyar
(69.40 per cont) districts. Coimbatore, Madura
Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli districts have also
higher percentages of main workers and fall in the
'ange '62.01 - 65.00' per cent. Four districts fall under
the range of ‘59.01 - 62.00' per cent in which also
the state average lies. Madras (43.16) and
Kanniyakumari (43.09) districts are at the bottom with

very low percentages of main workers to the total
Population.

Considering the rural areas of the districts, we
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find that the highest percentage of workers in rural
areas is in Dharmapuri district (92.61 per cent). North
Arcot, South Arcot, Periyar, Thanjavur, Pudukkottai
and Kanniyakumari districts have between 80 and 90
per cent of their main workers in their respective rural
areas. Five other districts have between 70 and 80 per
cent of their main workers in the villages (or rural
areas). Nilgiri district has registered the lowest per-
centage (54.41 per cent) of main workers in rural
areas. Main workers in the rural areas are mostly
engaged in agricultural work and a small extent are
engaged in household industry.
[
Among the total main workers of 15-59 age-
group, only 27.30 per cent are in the urban areas of
the state. Madras district is entirely urban. Of the other
15 districts, only five have registered higher percent-
ages of main workers than the state average and the
rest have lower percentages. The highest percentage
of main workers in urban areas is seen in Nilgiri district
(45.59). It is followed by the industrial district of
Coimbatore which has high percentage (43.27) of
workers in cities and towns. Three other districts which
have higher percentages of main workers in the urban
areas are Chengalpattu, Tirunelveli and Madurai.

Total population in the age-group of 15-59, the
percentage of main workers among them besides the
percentage distribution of main workers in the rural

and urban areas are presented for the state and districts
in next page.



State/District Total population Percentage Percentage of main vyorkers in 15-59
in age 15-69 of main workers age-group in the
in age 15-59
Rural Urban
areas areas
2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 28,353,331 59.72 72.70 27.30
1. Madras 2,015,778 43.16 - 100.00
2. Chengalpattu 2,090,414 55.22 66.02 33.98
3. North Arcot 2,478,881 60.91 81.71 18.29
4 South Arcot 2,387,814 60.61 88.26 11.74
5. Dharmapuri 1,087,892 65.80 92.61 7.39
6. Salem 2,083,697 65.66 75.70 24.30
7. Petiyar 1,288,678 69.40 82.05 17.95
8. Coimbatore 1,903,168 63.06 56.73 43.27
9. Nilgiri 382,274 - 59.78 54.41 45.59
10. Madurai 2,649,495 64.24 72.05 27.95
11. Tiruchchirappalli 2,160,004 61.45 79.85 20.15
12. Thanjavur 2,411,343 55.25 81.79 18.21
13. Pudukkottai 652,958 57.18 89.89 10.1
14, Ramanathapuram 1,908,801 62.23 75.76 24.24
15. Tirunelveli 2,026,908 62.47 70.91 29.09
16. Kanniyakumari 825,224 43.09 81.67 18.33
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MAP 53

MALE MAIN WORKERS 1981

This map represents the proportion of main
workers among the male population of the age-group
15-59 in the districts of Tamil Nadu as also their rural
and urban break-up. Based on the percentages of
male main workers, the districts have been classified
under six convenient ranges as shown in the legend
of the map. The circle in each district has been drawn
in proportion to its male main workers and their rural-
urban break-up is also depicted by hatching. This map
Is similar to the earlier map on *Main workers, 1981"

In the state as a whole, 12.21 million male main
workers exist out of the 14.28 million male population
in the age-group 15-59, constituting 85.48 per cent.
The extent of main workers among males is thus very
high, considering male population in the working ages,
15-59. It is significant to note that almost all the
districts (Barring three) have revealed high ratios
exceeding 80 per cent of main workers among the
male population of 15-59 ages. The three contiguous
districts of Dharmapuri, Salem and Periyar have recorded
the higher ratios (between 89 and 93 per cent) and
are in the highest range of 89.01 & above. The districts
of North Arcot, South Arcot, Coimbatore and Pudukkot-
tai fall under the percentage range, of 87.01 - 89.00.
Six districts have recorded lower ratios of main
workers among the males of 15-59 as compared to
the state average ratio (85.48 per cent). Three districts
viz., Madras, Nilgiri and Kanniyakumarl are seen to be
in the lowest percentage range of 81.00 and below.
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In the districts where the educational facilities are more
and where there is a larger enrolment in the higher
levels of education among the males in the age-groups
of 15-24, the ratio of workers in 15-59 must obviously
be lower.

In Tamil Nadu, 68.47 per cent of the male main
workers of 15-59 exist in the rural areas and only the
balance of 31.53 per cent are found in cities and
towns. The highest percentage of male main workers
in the rural areas (91.16 per cent) is observed in
Dharmapuri district and the lowest (50.26 per cent) Is
in Nilgiri district.

Barring Madras, which is fully urban, we find that
the ratio of main workers among males in the other
15 districts varles from the highest 49.74 per cent in
Nilgiri district to the lowest 8.84 per cent in Dharmapuri
district. There are fewer urban areas in the industrially
backward district of Dharmapuri. Apart from Madras,
five other districts have a higher proportion of male
workers in the urban areas than the state average
(31.53 per cent). They are Chengalpattu, Coimbatore,
Nilgiri, Madural and Tirunelveli.

The statement showing data on male population
of 15-59, percentage of main workers among them as
also the percentage distribution of male workers in the
rural and urban areas for the state and districts Is

given in next page.



Male population

Percentage of

Percentage distribution of male

State/District in age-group main workers main workers in ages 15-59 in
15-59 among males
of age-group
15-59 Rural Urban
areas areas
2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 14,284,118 85.48 68.47 31.53
1. Madras 1,056,703 73.15 - 100.00
2. Chengalpattu 1,074,170 82.72 61.88 38.12
3. North Arcot 1,251,004 87.33 78.43 21.57
4, South Arcot 1,199,585 87.71 85.85 14.15
5. Dharmapuri 556,269 92.54 91.16 8.84
6. Salem 1,060,809 89.61 71.68 28.32
7. Periyar 657,946 92.70 78.84 21,16
8. Coimbatore 983,579 87.11 51.15 48.85
9. Nilgiri 196,431 77.42 50.26 48.74
10. Madurai 1,334,196 86.30 66.08 33'92
11. Tituchchirappalli 1,079,111 86.76 75.77 24'23
12. Thanjavur 1,204,370 84.17 79.22 20. 78
13. Pudukkottai 321,366 87.32 88.13 11 .87
14, Ramanathapuram 927,321 86.52 72.51 27.49
15. Tirunelveli 968,206 85.45 66.22 33.78
16. Kanniyakumari 413,053 74.46 82.46 17'54
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MAP 54

FEMALE MAIN WORKERS 1981

This map depicts the proportion of female main
workers among the female population in the working
age-group of 15-569, also indicating the extent of such
main workers in the rural and urban areas of the
districts. This map is similar in presentation to the
previous two maps and the cartographic technique
adopted for them has been used in this map also.

The total number of female main workers in the
age-group 15-569 in Tamil Nadu Is 4.72 million and they
form 33.57 per cent of the total female population In
the ages 15-59 (14.07 million). The largest proportion
of main workers among female working age popula-
tion is noticed In Periyar (45.10 per cent), the only
district that falls under the percentage range of 42.01
and above. Five other districts (viz. Salem, Nilgirl,
Madural, Ramanathapuram and Tirunelveli) have also
recorded comparatively good proportions of female
workers and they all lie in the percentage range of
38.01 - 42.00. As many womien in the working age-
group are generally found engaged In household
dutles (which is classified as a ‘non-worker’ category
in Census), the ratio of female warkers in the 15-59
ages Is much less than similar ratio among the males
in all the districts. In the two districts of North Arcot
and South Arcot, nearly one third of the female
population in the working ages of 15-59 are main
workers. The districts of Madras and Kanniyakumari
have revealed the lowest proportion of female workers,

NAT

i.e. 10.12 per cent and 11.65 per cent respectively.

A large majority of the female workers in 15-59
ages are found in the rural areas of the state (83.63
per cent). It is obvious that female workers in the urban
areas (cities and towns) are much less when com-
pared to the rural areas. On a review of the rural urban
distribution of female main workers in the different
districts, it is noticed that over 90 per cent of such
workers are seen in the villages in the four districts
of North Arcot, South Arcot, Dharmapuri and Pudukkot-
tal. Dharmapuri district has recorded the highest ratio
(96.31 per cent) of female workers in the rural areas.
Six other districts have 80-90 per cent of their female
main workers in the rural areas. Barr.ng Madras which
Is fully urban, Nilgiri (37.32 per cent) and Coimbatore
(29.33 per cent) are the only districts with over dne-
fourth of their female workers in the urban areas. Four
districts, viz., North Arcot, South Arcot, Dharmapuri
and Pudukkottal have recorded low distribution of their
female workers in the urban areas, accounting for less
than 10 per cent of the districts’ female workers in
the working ages.

Data on the female population in 15-59 age-
group, ratio of workers among them and the percent-
age distribution of the female workers between the
rural and urban areas are given for the state and
districts in next page.



State//District pz:l’:l‘:t'; ) vfoerl:e::aagt:o?\f Percentage distribution of female mal
) g workers in ages 15-59 in
in ages female population

15-59 in ages 15-59
Rural Urban
areas areas
2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 14,069,213 3357 83.63 16.37

1. Madras 959,075 10.12 _
2. Chengalpattu 1,016,244 26.16 79.86 100.00
3. North Arcot 1,227,877 33.99 90-28 20.14
4. South Arcot 1,188,229 33.25 94.66 9.72
5.  Dharmapurl 531,623 37.83 063 5.34
6. Salem 1,022,888 40,81 84' 1 3.69
7. Periyar 630,732 45.10 88'84 1516
8.  Coimbatore 919,589 3734 \-94 11.06
9. Nilgiri 185,843 4113 1v.67 29.33

10.  Madural 1,315,209 4186 62.68 37.32

11.  Tiruchchirappalli 1,080,893 3618 84.54 15.46

12, Thanjavur 1,206,973 26.38 89.62 10.38

13.  Pudukkottal 331,592 2708 89.98 10.02

14, Ramanathapuram 981,480 39.27 921 4.79

15.  Tirunelvell 1,058,702 4146 82.52 17.48

16.  Kannlyakumarl 412,171 1165 ;z;g zg.ig
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MAP 55

MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL
CATEGORIES 1981

This map portarys the industrial structure of male
and female main workers at district level as per the
1981 Census. The proportion of male and female
workers in each of the nine Industrial categorles to
total main workers is shown by horizontal bars drawn
on elther side for each district, in a pyramid form. The
three sectors, viz, primary (categories | to V),
secondary (categories V and Vi) and tertiary (catego-
ries VIl to I1X), are depicted by distinct hatchings as
shown in the legend of the map.

At state level, 63.89 per cent of the total main
workers are engaged In primary activities, which
include cultivators, agricultural labourers, workers in
livestock, forestry, fishing, hunting, plantations, or-
chards and other allied activities and mining and
quarrying. About 58.06 per cent among the male
workers and 78.76 per cent among female workers are
engaged In primary sector. While 17 per cent of the
total workers are engaged In secondary sector of
activities, 19.11 per cent are in the tertiary sector. The
secondary sector consists of workers in manufactur-
ing, processing, servicing and repairing activities,
besides construction workers. The tertiary sector,
covers workers who are engaged in trade and commerce
transport, storage, communications and other serv-
ices.

Dharmapuri district has revealed 83.31 per cent
of workers in primary activities. This is the highest
percentage recorded for any district under primary
sector. South Arcot district with 80.06 per cent ranks
second In the list of workers under this sector. The
districts of Pudukkottai, Thanjavur and Tiruchchirap-
palli have also revealed high ratios of workers In
primary activities (70 to 78 per cent). All the above
mentioned districts are predominently agriculture based
and cultivation Is indeed the mainstay of the workers
in these districts. Madras district which is entirely
urban has quite naturally recorded the minimum ratio
of 1.33 per cent of workers under primary sector. The
hilly Nilgiri district has 67.96 per cent of workers in
this sector, most of whom are engaged in Industrial
category lIf representing workers in forestry, hunting,
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plantations, orchards and other allied activities (58.48
per cent). Kanniyakumari district (9.24 per cent) too
has a good ratio of workers in this category, most
of whom are engaged In fishing. The ratio of mining
and quarrying workers Is found very low in all the
districts. A respectable proportion of about one per
cent of such workers is noticed In South Arcot district
where Asia’s biggest opencast lignite mine exists.

The ratio of workers in the secondary sector
ranges between a high 35.66 per cent in Madras
district and a low 6.08 per cent in Dharmapuri district.
The industrial district of Coimbatore has recorded the
ratio of 26.78 per cent of workers under this sector
and ranks second. Chengalpattu, Salem and Tirunelveli
are the other important districts which have 20.25 per
cent of workers In this sector. South Arcot, Dhar-
mapurl, Thanjavur and Pudukkottal districts have
registered very low ratios (below 10 per cent each)
of workers In secondary sector. A sizable proportion
of workers in household industry category V (a) Is
observed In Tirunelvell (10.98 per cent) and Salem
(8.20 per cent) districts alone. Female workers In
household industry form a good ratio in Tirunelveli
district (8.06 per cent). Workers engaged in manufac-
turing, processing, servicing and repairs In non-
household industries form a remarkably high percent-
age In Madras district (28.24). Coimbatore district
where a number of cotton mills and other industries
exist, has also recorded a sizable ratio of 19.58 per
cent of workers In category V (b) (non-household
industry). The ratio of persons engaged in construction
work is insignificant in almost all districts. A good
percentage of such workers is found in Madras (5.66)
and Kanniyakumari (3.86) districts.

Madras city has the highest proportion of workers
under the tertiary activities (63.01 per cent). Being the
state's headquarters, Madras has a number of State
and Central Gowvt. departments. It is the premier
commercial city of the southern region with a very
large number of business houses and commercial
establishments. It is well connected by roads and rail
as also by air transport, with other parts of the country.



Chengalpattu, Coimbatore, Nilgiri and Kanniyakumari
districts have also recorded fairly good ratios of
workers in tertiary sector. Dharmapuri with 10.11 per
cent has the lowest ratio of workers in this sector. A
significantly high ratio of workers in trade and commerce
is found in Madras (25.73 per cent). It is followed by
Coimbatore district with 10.16 per cent. Workers
engaged in transport, storage and communications
form a good percentage only in Madras city (11.58).
Female worker ratio is generally found to be low in
these categories (categories VIl and Vill). A high ratio
of 6.20 per cent of female workers is observed in
Madras In ‘other services’, which is an important

Category (category IX) under tertiary sector. Next to
Ma.dras, Kanniyakumari is the other important district,
x?'ngTSfover 10 per cent of other service workers
g . , female workers constituting 3.30 per cent

ere of. About 10 per cent of workers in ‘other

services' is also seen in Nilgi
istri iri
districts. gii and Chengalpattu

el The districtwise data on total main workers and
r percentage distribution among the primary,

secondary and tertiary
sectors are presen in the
table given below. presented In 1

State/District Total main T
workers Main workers in
PS”B’::‘:‘O?’ Secondary Tortiary
Sector Sector
1
2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 19,026,393 63.89
) 17.00 19.11
1. Madras 914,114 133
2. Chengalpattu 1,276,717 57 53 35.66 63.01
3.  North Arcot 1,712,621 69'30 20.95 21.52
4. South Arcot 1,615,757 80.06 15.22 15.48
5. Dharmapuri 833,019 83.81 7.42 12.52
6.  Salem 1,567,039 62’69 6.08 10.11
7. Perlyar 1,027,620 67 00 23.22 14.09
8.  Coimbatore 1,346,795 5154 18.13 14.87
9. Nilgir 240,350 67 % 26.78 21.68
10.  Madurai 1,914,732 6767 1.90 20.14
11.  Tiruchchirappai 1,487,792 70.80 13.03 19.30
12 Thanjavur 1,478,849 72‘89 13.32 15.88
13. Pudukkottai 419,437 77' " 9.31 17.80
14. Ramanathapuram 1,352,284 65.66 8.29 14.17
15.  Tirunelveli 1,446,191 57'57 18.41 15.93
16. Kanniyakumari 393,076 5 8'04 23.12 19.31
' 17.31 24.65
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MAP 56

URBAN MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL
CATEGORIES 1981

This map shows the districtwise male and female
main workers in the urban areas classified by industrial
categories. The cartographic technique used in draw-
ing the map is the same as for the previous map.

As one would expect, the highest proportion
(47.36 per cent) of workers in the cities and towns
of the state is observed In the ‘tertiary’ sector. This
sector of activity consists of trade, commerce, trans-
port, storage, communications and other sarvices. The
secondary sector, which includes workers engaged in
manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs, beskdes
construction workers, covers 37.35 per cent of all
urban workers. The primary sector which relates
malnly to agricultural activities, etc. naturally accounts
for just 15.29 per cent of all workers in the urban areas.

A little over half of the workers in the towns of
Nilgiri district are engaged In primary activities (50.61
per cent) and this Is the highest under this sector
among all districts. South Arcot disirict with 26.81 per
cent has the second highest ratio of workers In this
sector. Between 20-25 per cent of workers in primary
sector are also found in the urban areas of Madural,
Thanjavur and Tirunelvell districts. Madras, the city
district, where there is practically no cultivable land,
has revealed a meagre 1.33 per cent of workers in
primary sector (categories I-IV). Dharmapuri district
has recorded the highest ratio of Cultivators (9.06 per
cent) among its urban workers of which 1.12 per cent
represent females and the rest (7.94 per cent) males.
Agricultural labourers constitute 10-15 per cent of the
urban workers In Madural, Thanjavur, South Arcot,
Thunelveli and Perlyar districts. Female agricultural
labourers form a good ratio of 56 per cent of total
workers In Madural, Pertyar and Tirunelveli districts.
Growing vegetables and fruits as also work in plan-
tatlons, (Industrial category Ili) are the main economic
activities of majority of workers in Nilgiri district. This
industrial category accounts for 42.27 per cent (males
24.15 and females 18.12) of all workers in the urban
areas of this district. Coimbatore district has recorded
8 30 pen cent of urban workers In category lll, with
a high participation of female workers (4.20). Kan-
niyakumari district also has high percentage (5.81) of
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male workers in this category (Il) South Arcot district
where the Neyveli lignite mine exists, is the only district
to have a sizable proportion of urban workers in
mining and quarrying, viz,, 5.97 per cent.

The highest proportion of urban workers under
secondary sector which includes both household and
non-household industries along with construction workers
is observed in Salem district (54.25 per cent). High
rates of 40-45 per cent of such workers in this sector
are also found in Chengalpattu, North Arcot, Coim-
batore and Ramanathapuram districts. Nilgirl district
has registered the minimum ratio of 18.39 per cent
of workers In secondary sector in urban areas. Salem
district, well known for its handloom goods, has the
highest ratio of 17.27 per cent of workers in household
industry. Tirunelveli (13.26 per cent), North Arcot
(12.85 per cent) and Ramanathapuram (12.57 per
cent) districts have also revealed high percentages of
urban workers in household industries. Female work-
ers In household industries are sizable in Tirunelvell
(9.13 per cent), Ramanathapuram (6.96 per cent) and
Salem (5.09 per cent) districts. Workers who are
engaged in manufacturing, processing etc. activities
under ‘factory’ sector alone constitute about one-third
of the total urban workers in the districts of Coimba-
tore and Salem. A number of textile mills and other
engineering industries, which employ large number of
people, exist in these districts. Madras, Chengalpattu,
Periyar and Ramanathapuram are the other districts
which have high ratios of 25-30 per cent of ‘factory’
workers. The highest ratio of construction workers is
noticed in Kannilyakumari district (6.98 per cent),
followed by Madras with 5.66 per cent.

Being a metropolitan city and the state's head-
quarters, Madras district has the highest ratio of 63.01
per cent of workers under tertiary sector. It is followed
by Pudukkottai district with 58.81 per cent. Trade and
Commerce workers form a high percentage in Dhar-
mapuri (27.98) and Pudukkottai districts (27.36). Madras
and Thanjavur districts have also recorded a little over
25 per cent of workers in trade and commerce. Under
transport, storage and communications, Madras City
has the highest percentage of workers (11.58 per



State/District R::z:,k?:m Rural main workers in
Frimary Secondary Tertiary
Sector Sector Sector
1 ) 3 a .
TAMIL NADU 14,022,275 81.22 9.75 9.03
1. Madras Entirely urban
2 Chengalpattu 860,361 77.74 11.34
3. North Arcot 1,410,155 81.83 9'9 10.92
4, South Arcot 1,433,143 86.85 5'40 8.27
5. Dharmapuri 774,725 88 84 ad 7.74
6. Salem 1,195,401 78.51 1;'41 6.75
7. Periyar 851,030 7752 1 4'57 7.92
B. Coimbatore 789,700 74.70 1 23 8.25
9. Nilgiri 131,538 601 5.82 9.48
10.  Madurai 1,308,544 85.19 o2 147
11.  Tiruchchirappall 1,199,587 83.91 > 8.90
12 Thanjavur 1,211,752 8397 8.46 7.63
13.  Pudukkottal 378,067 84.76 >76 10.27.
14. Ramanathapuram 1,029,741 81.12 5.95 9.29
15.  Tirunelveli 1,036,369 7296 :0'28 8.60
16.  Kanniyakumari 322,162 67 25 13;? 10.95
‘ 18.84
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MAP 58

MAIN WORKERS WITH EDUCATIONAL LEVELS 1981

This map shows the extent of main workers
under different educational levels in the rural and
urban areas of the districts as per the 1981 Census.
Two half adjusted circles, drawn in proportion to the
rural and urban main workers have been presented
for each district and five educational levels as below
are indicated In them by different hatchings Primary
and Middle (ii) Matriculation/Secondary, Higher Sec-
ondary, Intermediate/Pre-University, non-technical/tech-
nical diploma or certificate not equal to degree (i)
Graduate and above (iv) literates (without educational
level) and (v) illiterates.

At state level, 58.03 per cent of the rural main
workers and 24.69 per cent of the urban main workers
are iliterate. Main workers who are literate but have
not gained any level of qualification constitute 11.82
per cent and 9.31 per cent in the rural and urban areas
respectively. Among the rural main workers, 23.61 per
cent have studied upto primary and middle level and
another 595 per cent upto matric/secondary, higher
secondary etc. level of education. The corresponding
proportions among the urban workers are 35.52 per
cent and 24.28 per cent respectively. While 6.20 per
cent of the main workers in the urban areas are
.graduates or post-graduates.

Naturally in the city district of Madras is found
the highest proportion (12.26 per cent) of main
workers with qualifications of graduate level and
above. Kanniyakumari district (7.43 per cent) ranks
second having ratio of main workers with such
qualification In its towns. The ratio of main workers
with such a high level of education is very poor in
the rural areas of all other districts.

Considering the urban areas, iliiterates among
the main workers form the highest ratio in Salem
district (36.75 per cent) and lowest .in Kanniyakumari
district (14.70 per cent). Even in Madras city, 15.30
per cent of main workers are illiterate. Among the rural
main workers, the maximum ratio of illiterates is In
Dharmapuri district (71.32 per cent) while South Arcot,
Salem and Periyar districts too have very high per-
centages of Iliiterates (exceeding 60 per cent). Kan-
niyakumatri (30.14 per cent) has the lowest ratio of
iliterates among Its rural main workers when com-
pared to rest of the districts.

Data on the ratio of main workers under different
educational levels in the rural and urban areas are
presented below for the state and districts.

State/District Rural

Educational Level

Urban
Primary Matric/Secondary, Graduate and Literates  llliterates
and Higher Secondary post-graduate (without
Middle Inter/PUC/Non- degree other educational
technical and than technical levels)
technical diploma and technical
or certificate degree or diploma
not equal to degree equal to degree
or post-graduate
degree
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU R 23.61 595 0.59 11.82 58.03
U 35.52 24.28 6.20 9.31 24.69
1. Madras R Entirely Urban
U 33.15 33.37 12.26 5.92 15.30

255



cent). The ratio of workers in ‘other services’ is also
the highest in Madras district {25.70 per cent) and it
is closely followed by Pudukkottai (24.17 per cent) and
Kanniyakumari (20.44 per cent) districts. Female work-
ers in ‘other services' are in fairly good percentages
in Madras (6.20 per cent) and Kanniyakumari (6.13 per

cent) districts.

Districtwise data on main waorkers in the urban
areas and the percentage distribution of workers Into

' gzlmary secondary and tertiary sectors are presented
ow.

State/District Urvl:'::)r:k :::in Urban main workers in
Primary Secondary Tertiary
Sector Sector Sector
1 2 3 . -
TAMIL NADU 5,004,118 16.29 -
. 47.36
1. Madras 914,114 1.33 a5
2. Chengalpattu 416,356 1573 4055 63.01
3. North Arcot 302,466 10.85 . 85 43.42
4. South Arcot 182,614 26.81 22'04 49.11
5. Dharmapuri 58,294 16.87 28'10 50.09
6.  Salem 371,638 175 54-23 54.90
7. Periyar 176,590 16.33 . 36'25 34.00
g.  Coimbatore 557,095 18.72 42-93 46.74
10.  Madurai 516,188 20.21 32-39 31.00
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 288,205 16.18 33-20 47.49
12, Thanjavur 267,007 2259 25- 6 : 50.26
13.  Pudukkottai 41,370 11.42 29-‘_4,8 52.00
14. Ramanathapuram 322,543 16.30 44’ 7 58.81
15.  Tirunelveli 409,822 20.42 39-35 39.35
16.  Kanniyakumari 70,914 16.12 32-17; g?:‘ls
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MAP 57

RURAL MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL
CATEGORIES 1981

The districtwise male and female workers clas-
sified by industrial categories in the rural areas as in
1981 Census Is portrayed in this map. The carno-
graphic technique is the same as for the previous two
maps.

As one can easily expect, workers engaged in
primary sector are predominent in rural areas. At state
level 81.22 per cent of the workers in rural areas are
engaged In primary activities, while workers in sec-
ondary and tertiary sectors constitute about 9.75 per
cent and 9.03 per cent respectively. Dharmapuri
district with 88.84 per cent has recorded the highest
ratio of rural workers in primary sector. It is followed
by South Arcot district with 86.85 per cent and
Madural with 85.19 per cent. Kanniyakumari district
with 67.25 per cent has the lowest ratio of rural
workers in primary activities. Female workers in primary
activities form a poor ratlo among total workars of
Kanniyakumarl district (4.92 per cent). In all other
districts, the ratio ranges between 24.04 per cent in
Thanjavur district and 35.87 per cent in Nilgiri district.
Pudukkottal district with 61.06 per cent has the highest
proportion  of cultivators among the districts.
Dharmapuri district has also recorded a high ratio in
this respect (58.55 .per cent). Agricultural labourers
form the maximum ratioc among the rural workers of
Thanjavur district (53.59 per cent) with Madurai and
Coimbatore districts following it with 48.52 and 48.45
per cent respectively. As plantations, growing of
vegatables and fruits are the prominent economic
activities in Nilgiri district, about 71.87 per cent of the
total workers in the rural areas are found engaged in
this category. About ten per cent of the total rural
workers in Kanniyakumari district are also found in this
industrial category, which includes fishing too. The rest
of the districts have lower proportions of workers In
this category (category Ill). Workers in mining and
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quarrying activities (category V) are fewer in all
districts.

in the secondary sector, (covering household
and non-household industries besides construction),
Tirunelveli district has the highest proportion of 16.79
per cent of workers in the rural areas, closely followed
by Coimbatore district (15.82 per cent). The lowest
percentage under this sector is recorded by Dhar-
mapurl district (4.41 per cent). Under household
industry, Tirunelveli district has the highest proportion
of 10.08 per cent of workers (of which 7.64 per cent
rapresent female workers). Under factory sector of
manufacturing industries, Coimbatore district with 9.87
per cent has revealed the maximum ratio. Workers
engaged in construction work are generally found in
low ratios.

Kanniyakumari district has the highest ratio of
workers in the three Industrial categorles of trade and
commerce (category Vi), transport, storage and com-
munication (category Vi) and other services
(category IX) which form the tertiary sector of
activities (18.84 per cent). Nilgiri (11.17 per cent),
Tirunelveli (10.95 per cent, Chengalpattu (10.92 per
cent) and Thanjavur (10.27 per cent) are the other
districts which have over 10.00 per cent of workers
in tertiary sector. Of the 9.51 per cent of rural workers
who are engaged in ‘other services' in Kanniyakumari
district, a comparatively high 2.68 per cent represent
temale workers. Tirunelveli (1.22 per cent) and Madural
(1.10 per cent) are the two other districts, which have
over one per cent of females in ‘other services' among
thelr rural workers.

The districtwise data on main workers in the rural
areas and the percentage distribution of such workers
into primary, secondary and tertiary sectors are given
in next page.



State/District sz:kzzm Rural main workers in
Primary Secondary Tertiary
Sector Sector Sector
1 2 3 4 ]
TAMIL NADU 14,022,275 81.22 9.75

' 9.03

1. Madras Entirely urban

2. Chengalpattu 860,361 77.74

3. North Arcot 1,410,155 8183 11.34 10.92
4. South Arcot 1,433,143 86.85 9.80 8.27
5.  Dharmapuri 774725 88.84 ST 7.74
6. Salem 1,195,401 78.51 4.41 6.75
7. Periyar 851,030 7752 13.57 792
8. Coimbatore 789,700 74.70 14.23 8.25
9. Nitgiri 131,538 82.31 15.82 9.48
10.  Madurai 1,398,544 8519 6.52 11.17
11. Tiruchchirappalli 1,199,587 83.91 5.91 8.90
12. Thanjavur 1,211,752 83.97 8.46 7.63
13.  Pudukkottai 378,067 8476 5.76 10.27.
14. Ramanathapuram 1,029,741 81.12 5.85 9.29
15, Tirunelvell 1,036,369 72.96 10.28 8.60
16.  Kanniyakumari 322,162 67.25 :g-;? 10.95
: 18.84
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MAP 58

MAIN WORKERS WITH EDUCATIONAL LEVELS 1981

This map shows the extent of main workers
under different educational levels in the rural and
urban areas of the districts as per the 1981 Census.
Two half adjusted circles, drawn in proportion to the
rural and urban main workers have been presented
for each district and five educational levels as below
are indicated in them by different hatchings Primary
and Middle (i) Matriculation/Secondary, Higher Sec-
ondary, Intermediate/Pre-University, non-technical/tech-
nical diploma or certificate not equal to degree (ili)
Graduate and above (Iv) literates (without educational
level) and (v) illiterates.

At state level, 58.03 per cent of the rural main
workers and 24.69 per cent of the urban main workers
are lliterate. Main workers who are literate but have
not gained any level of qualification constitute 11.82
per cent and 9.31 per cent in the rural and urban areas
respectively. Among the rural main workers, 23.61 per
cent have studied upto primary and middle level and
another 5.95 per cent upto matric/secondary, higher
secondary etc. level of education. The corresponding
proportions among the urban workers are 35.52 per
cent and 24.28 per cent respectively. While 6.20 per
cent of the main workers in the urban areas are
.graduates or post-graduates.

Naturally in the city district of Madras is found
the highest proportion (12.26 per cent) of main
workers with qualifications of graduate level and
above. Kanniyakumari district (7.43 per cent) ranks
second having ratio of main workers with such
qualification In its towns. The ratio of main workers
with such a high leve! of education is very poor in
the rural areas of all other districts.

Considering the urban areas, illiterates among
the main workers form the highest ratio in Salem
district (36.75 per cent) and lowest.in Kanniyakumarl
district (14.70 per cent). Even in Madras city, 15.30
per cent of main workers are iliterate. Among the rural
main workers, the maximum ratio of illiterates is In
Dharmapurl district (71.32 per cent) while South Arcot,
Salem and Periyar districts too have very high per-
centages of lliterates (exceeding 60 per cent). Kan-
niyakumari (30.14 per cent) has the lowest ratio of
iliterates among its rural main workers when com-
pared to rest of the districts.

Data on the ratio of main workers under different
educational levels in the rural and urban areas are
presented below for the state and districts.

State/District Rural

Educational Level

Urban
Primary Matric/Secondary, Graduate and Literates  lliterates
and Higher Secondary post-graduate (without
Middle Inter/PUC/Non- degree other educational
technical and than technical levels)
technical diploma and technical
or certificate degree or diploma
not equal to degree equal to degree
or post-graduate
degree
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU R 23.61 5.95 0.59 11.82 58.03
U 35.52 24.28 6.20 9.31 24.69
1. Madras R Entirely Urban
u 33.15 33.37 12.26 5.92 15.30
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MAP 59

CULTIVATORS 1981

The proportion of cultivators in the age-group
of 15-59 to the total workers under the same age-
group is depicted in this map at the district level as
per the 1981 Census. Based on the ratios, all the dis-
tricts have been brought under five broad ranges as
indicated in the legend of the map.

Nearly 30 per cent of the workers in the working
age-group of 15-59 are cultivators in the state. The
highest ratio of 55.32 per cent of workers under
cultivation Is recorded In Pudukkottal district and it
Is followed by Dharmapuri district with 55.16 per cent.
These two districts have revealed very high ratios of
cultivators among the districts. The wide difference
between these ratlos and the district with the third
rank, viz., Ramanathapuram (38.07 per cent) Is note-
worthy. The four contiguous districts of Tiruchchirap-
palll, North Arcot, South Arcot and Salem fall under
the percentage range of 28.01 - 38.00 in which the
state average ratlo (28.50 per cent) also lies.

It is significant to note that the well known

granary of Tamil Nadu, viz., Thanjavur district has
recorded quite a low percentage of cultivators (23.80
per cent) which is below the state average. Nine out
of the 16 districts which have lower ratios of cultivators
than the state average ratio fall under the last two
ranges below 28 per cent.

The lowest percentage (0.13 per cent) has been
recorded by the city district of Madras. The hilly Nilgiri
district too has revealed a low rate of 2.92 per cent.
Plantation, forestry and Orchards and allied activities,
(which are not considered part of cultivation in Census)
are the prominent economic activities of this district.
As a large number of workers are engaged In fishing
and other allied services in Kannlyakumari district, the
proportion of cultivators here too is low (10.40 per
cent).

Data on main workers and cultivators in 15-58
age-group and the percentage of the latter to the
former are presented In the following statement.

v

State/District Total workers Cultivators in Percentage
in 1559 15-59 age-group
age-group
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 16,932,980 4,825,872 28.50
1. Madras 869,966 1,103 0.13
2. Chengalpattu 1,154,413 248,031 21.49
3. North Arcot 1,509,942 525,987 34.83
4.  South Arcot 1,447,194 547,623 37.84
5.  Dharmapuri 715,843 394,866 56.16
6.  Salem 1,368,107 420,470 30.73
7. Peryar 894,329 247,298 27.65
8. Colimbatore 1,200,183 180,109 15.01
9. Niigiri 228,523 6,677 292
10.  Madural | 1,701,972 435,251 25,57
11 Tiruchchirappalll 1,327,348 504,455 38.00
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12, Thanjavur 1,332,171
13. Pudukkottal 373,366
14, Ramanathapuram 1,187,768
15, Tirunelveli 1,266,280
16. Kanniyakumari 355,572
258
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MAP 60

CULTIVATORS IN RURAL POPULATION 1981

This map shows the extent of cultivators among
the rural population of 15-59 age-group in the districts
as per the 1981 Census. Barring Madras which is
entirely urban, all other districts have been brought
under six broad ranges, in accordance with their ratio
of cultivators and are shaded accordingly in green
colour.

In the rural ‘areas of the state, there are 4.66
million cultivators in the age-group 15-59, constituting
24.82 per cent of the 18.79 million rural population of
the same age-group. Of the seven districts which have
revealed higher ratios of cultivators than the state
average, Dharmapuri has recorded the highest propor-
tion of 39.73 per cent followed by Pudukkottai (36.19)
and are covered under the range of 35.01 & above.
Ramanathapuram and Tiruchchirappalll districts have
also registered fairly good ratios, exceeding 30 per
cent each. The rural population of these districts
Obviously depend more on cultivation for thelr livell-
hood The three contiguous districts of North Arcot,
South Arcot and Salem have also a good proportion
of cultivators and are covered in the range of
25.01 - 30.00 per cent.

Among the eight districts with lower percentage
of rural cultivators than the state average ratio three
each are in the ranges of 20.01 - 25.00 and 15.01 -

20.00 per cent. Nilgiri (2.06 per cent) and Kan-
niyakumari (5.18 per cent) districts have very low
percentage of cultivators among their rural population.
In Nilgiri, the hilly district, most of the people in the
rural areas are engaged in plantations and vegetable
and fruit growing activities, which do not come under
cultivation. In Kannlyakumari district, a large number
of people engaged in agricultural work are labourers
and only a few among them are cultivators. Moreover,
fishing Is also a prominent economic-activity of a larger
number of people in the rural areas of this coastal
district.

Among the districts, North Arcot and South Arcot
have a large number of cultivators, exceeding five lakh,
who are In the age-group 15-59 and are in the rural
areas. Sizable number of 4-5 lakh of cultivators of such
age-group exist in the rural areas of four other districts,
viz., Salem, Madural, Tiruchchirappalli and Ramanathapu-
ram. Nilgiri district has revealed the lowest number of
rural cultivators (4,072). Kanniyakumari (35,181) is the
only other district with a low number of rural cultivators
in 15-59 age-group.

Data on rural population in the age-group of 15-
59 and the number of cultivators among them along
with their percentages are given below for state and

districts.

—_————
State/District Rural Cultivators - Percentage of
population in rural cultivators to
in 15-59 areas in 15-59 population in
age-group age-group rural areas in
15-69 age-group
——
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 18,792,306 4,664,887 24.82
1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu 1,257,737 233,317 18.55
3. North Arcot 1,899,540 516,134 27.14
4. South Arcot 2,088,543 537,440 26.76
5. Dharmapuri 982,397 390,331 39.73
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4 5
6. Salem 302,600 31.83 117,870 28.23
7. Periyar 182,589 29.94 64,709 22.75
8. Coimbatore 130,537 15.24 49,572 14.44
9. Nilgiri 5,694 3.74 983 1.29
10. Madurai 310,032 26.93 125,219 22.74
11. Tiruchchirappalli 382,620 40.87 121,835 31 .15
12. Thanjavur 279,050 27.53 38,002 " .93
13. Pudukkottai 161,711 57.63 44,826 48.32
14. Ramanathapuram 323,662 40.34 128,508 33.34
15. Tirunelveli 220,839 26.69 80,410 18.32
16. Kanniyakumari 35,849 11.66 1,141 2.38
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MAP 62

AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS IN TOTAL AGRICULTURAL WORKERS 1981

This map gives an idea on the extent of agri-
cultural labourers among the total agricuitural workers
(agricultural labourers + cultivators) engaged in
agricultural activities in age-group 15-59 in the
districts. The total agricultural labourers are shown by
bars while the districts are graded In suitable ranges
of percentages of agricultural labourers to total agri-
cultural workers in age-group 15-59.

There are 10.12 million agricultural workers in the
state in the age bracket 15 to 59 and of these, 5.29
million, constituting 52.29 per cent, are agricultural
labourers. The southern-most Kanniyakumari district
with a ratio of 77.86 per cent has the highest
proportion of agricultural labourers when compared to
the rest of the districts. Seven other districts have also
revealed higher ratios than the State average ratio.
Five districts, viz.,, Chengalpattu, Coimbatore, Nilgiri,

Madurai and Thanjavur fall in the range of 60.01-70.00
per cent of agricultural labourers among all agricultural
workers. In South Arcot, Perlyar and Tirunelveli dis-
tricts also, over half of the agricultural workers are only
wage earners working in lands owned by others.

In seven districts, the majority of workers under
agricultural activities are cultivators and the labourers
here constitute less than 50 per cent. Pudukkottai
district has the lowest ratio (27.21 per cent) of
agricultural labourers. Dharmapuri and Ramanathapu-
ram districts have also very low proportions of agri-
cultural labourers (below 40 per cent each).

Data on agricultural workers in age-group 15-59,
those who are working as labourers among them and
the ratio of the latter to the former for each district
are presented below.

State/District Agricultural Agricultural Percentage
workers in labourers in of agricul-
age-group age-group tural labou-

15-69 15-59 © rers to agri-

cultural

1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 10,115,766 5,289,894 52.29
1. Madras 2,155 1,052 48.82
2. Chengalpattu 621,088 373,057 60.07
3. North Arcot 1,013,278 487,291 48.09
4. South Arcot 1,114,157 566,534 50.85
5. Dharmapuri 586,858 191,992 32.72
6. Salem 822,636 402,166 48.89
7. Perlyar 577,930 330,632 57.21
8. Colmbatore 541,268 361,159 66.72
9. Nilgiri 20,246 13,569 67.02
10. Madural 1,089,725 654,474, 60.06
1. Tiruchchirappalli 914,366 409,911 44.83



1 2 3 4
6. Salem 1,475,342 406,412 27.55
7. Periyar 1,005,974 241,278 23.98
8. Coimbatore 934,385 168,869 18.07
9. Nilgiri 198,003 4,072 2.06
10. Madurai 1,673,872 414,406 24,76
1. Tiruchchirappalli 1,583,340 490,054 30.95
12. Thanjavur 1,858,821 302,076 16.25
13. Pudukkottai 564,550 204,286 36.19
14. Ramanathapuram 1,357,491 439,931 32.41
15. Tirunelveli 1,313,352 281,099 21 .40
16. Kanniyakumari 678,954 35,181 5.18
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MAP 61

MALE AND FEMALE CULTIVATORS 1981

This map shows the extent of cultivators among
the main workers in the working age-group of 15-59,
separately for males and females at district level.
Based on the percentages, the districts have been
grouped into five broad ranges under each sex.
Different hatchings and colour shades are given to
distinguish the sexes under each range. The two
vertical bar diagrams represent the number of male

and female cultivators in the age-group of 15-59 in
each district.

In the state, there are 30.66 per cent of culti-
vators among male workers In the age-group of
15-59. Among females, the corresponding ratio is just
22.92 per cent. Dharmapuri and Pudukkottal districts
with a ratio of 60.20 per cent and 57.63 per cent re-
spectively have recorded the highest percentages of
male cultivators among the districts. These two districts
alone have recorded more than half of their male
workers (in the age-group of 15-59) as engaged in
cultivation. In the case of female cultivators too, we
find the highest percentages in these two districts -
Pudukkottal with 48.32 per cent and Dharmapuri with
42.27 per cent. While among males, South Arcot,
Tlruchchirappalll, Ramanathapuram, North Arcot and
Salem districts have also registered comparatively

higher ratios of cultivators than the state average,
among females, the four districts of Ramanathapuram,
Tiruchchirappalli, Salem and South Arcot have higher
ratios than the state, besides the two districts men-
tioned earlier.

The city district of Madras has, naturally a
negligible proportion of cultivators both among males
and females. Nilgiri, Kanniyakumari and Coimbatore
districts have also very low ratios of male cultivators
of less than 20 per cent. The ratio of female cultivators
is also very low (of below 15 per cent) in the above
three districts as also in Thanjavur. The low ratio of
cultivators in Nilgiri district is because of the predomi-
nance of workers In forestry, plantations, orchards and
allied activities, which do not constitute cultivation.
Industries as also trade and commerce constitute the
major economic activity of the people in Coimbatore
district, and not cultivation. In Kanniyakumari district,
fishing and ‘other Services' are prominent.

Data on male and female cultivators in the age-
group 15-59 and their percentages to the respective
main workers of the same age-group for state and
districts are presented in the following statement.

State/District Male Culti- Percentage Female Culti- Percentage

vators in the to total male vators in the to total female

age-group main workers age-group main workers In

15-59 in the age- 15-59 the age-group
group 15-59 15-59

2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 3,743,110 30.66 1,082,762 2292
1. Madras 956 0.12 147 0.15
2 Chengalpattu 207,978 23.41 40,053 15.07
3. North Arcot 433,168 39.65 92,819 2224
4. South Arcot 455,967 43.34 91,656 23.20
5. Dharmapuri 309,856 60.20 85,010 4227

261



3 4
12. Thanjavur 940,263
' : 623,211 66.28
13. Pudukkottai 283,729 77,192 27.21
14.  Ramanathapuram 745,392 293222 39’34
15. Tirunelveli 675,602 374'353 55:41
16.  Kanniyakumari 167,071 130,081 77.86
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MAP 63

NON-AGRICULTURAL WORKERS IN PRIMARY SECTOR 1981

The proportion of non-agricultural workers in the
primary sector and also the distribution of non-
agricultural workers by different types of activities are
represented in this map at the district level. Primary
sector includes the four industrial categories, viz., |.
cultivators, II. agricultural labourers, Hl. livestock, for-
estry, fishing, hunting and plantations, orchards and
allied activities and IV. mining and quarrying. The non-
agricultural activities refer to those under the industrial
categories Il and IV. The total workers under cate-
gories Il and IV are represented by proportionate
circles which are divided into five sectors in proportion
to the total number of workers under the following five
activities: (i) livestock and hunting, (i) fishing, (ill)
forestry, (iv) plantations, orchards and allied activities
and (v) mining and quarrying.

The percentage of non-agricultural workers in
primary sector is represented under six broad ranges
for the different districts with different flat colours from
high to low order of values.

The proportion of non-agricuitural workers to
total workers in the primary sector works to just 4.59
per cent at the state level. Very high percentages of
non-agricultural workers in the primary sector have
been recorded in two of the 16 districts. While in the
hilly Nilgiri (86.61 per cent) district, plantations and or-
chards are prominent non-agricultural activities; in the
city district of Madras (79.78 per cent) fishing is the
chief non-agricultural activity. Kanniyakumari (16.53
per cent), Coimbatore (7.99 per cent) and Tirunelveli
(5.84 per cent) are the other districts with compara-
tively higher non-agricultural workers in the primary
sector. Four districts fall under the range of 6.01 per
cent and above. Out of the 16 districts, 11 districts
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have recorded lower ratios than the state average of
4.59 per cent. The lowest percentage (0.88 per cent)
of such workers is observed in Dharmapuri district.

Livestock and hunting (covering livestock pro-
duction including rearing/breeding of domesticated
animals, birds etc.) in the most important non-agricul-
tural activity in North Arcot with 66.84 per cent of such
workers. In Dharmapuri and Tiruchchirappalll districts
too, such workers form over one-third of their respec-
tive non-agricultural workers. Fishing Is an important
non-agricultural activity in Madras (76.17 per cent),
Kannlyakumari (70.75 per cent) and Thanjavur (69.03
per cent) districts among the primary sector workers.
Forestry has a significantly higher proportion of non-
agricultural workers in the three districts of Periyar
(16.78 per cent), Dharmapuri (16.59 per cent) and
North Arcot (12.20 per cent, ). In South Arcot district
where the lignite mining of Neyveli is absorbing a large
number of workers, 35.58 per cent of the non-
agricultural workers fall under ‘mining and quarrying'.
A comparatively higher proportion of workers under
‘mining and quarrying’ is also observed in the districts
of Salem, Dharmapuri and Pudukkottal. The highest
proportion of workers under plantations, orchards and
allied activities among the districts is observed in
Nilgiri (97.78 per cent). In the districts of Coimbatore
(83.93 per cent) and Madurai (65.51 per cent) also,
the ratio of non-agricultural workers in plantations,
orchards etc. is very high.

The percentage distribution of non-agriculutral
workers in the five categories depicted in the map and
the percentage of non-agricultural workers to total
workers in the primary sector are given for state and
districts in next page.



1 2 3 4
7. Periyar 1,027,620 164,934 16.05
8. Coimbatore 1,346,795 321,990 23.91
9. Nigid 240,350 21,598 6.99
10. Madurai 1,914,732 221,884 11 -59
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 1,487,792 177,033 11 '90
12.  Thanjavur 1,478,849 119,303 3‘07
13.  Pudukkottai 419,437 29,535 7'04
14. Ramanathapuram 1,352,284 232,622 1 7. 20
15.  Tirunelveli 1,446,191 315,806 21“84
16.  Kanniyakumari 393,076 52,872 13. 45
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MAP 65

MAIN WORKERS IN CONSTRUCTIONS, TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND
COMMUNICATIONS 1981

This map shows the percentage of main workers
engaged In cosntructions, transport, storage and
communications to total maln workers as per the 1981
Census at district level. The percentages have been
grouped under six convenient ranges and hatched
from dark to light according to the values as shown
in the legend of the map.

The total number of main workers who are
engaged in constructions, transport, storage and com-
munications in Tamil Nadu is 893,112 and they form
4.69 per cent of the total main workers (19,026,393).
The largest proportion of workers in constructions,
transpor, storage and communications Is noticed In
the city district of Madras (17.23 per cent). In this
biggest Metropolis of the south, large scale construc-
tion activities - both residential and non-residential
buildings like industries, business houses, educational,
medical institutions etc. are carried on. A very large
number of commercial units dealing with transport,
storage and communications and allied activities also
exist here. Next to Madras, we find that in Kan-
niyakumari district the percentage of such workers Is
high, viz., 7.41 per cent. The high ratio of workers of
these categorles in this district could also be attributed
to the fact that the township of Kanniyakumari (the
land’s southern tip) and a few other pilgrim centres

nearby have transformed the district as a great tourist
attraction.

The lowest ratio of 2.12 per cent of workers in

constructions, transport etc. activities is exhibited by
the hilly and backward district of Dharmapuri. Only five
of the 16 districts have recorded percentages above
that of the state average, viz., 4.69 per cent while the
remaining 11 districts, have registered percentages
below this average. Four districts each fall in the
percentage ranges of 3.01-4.00 and 4.01-5.00.

It Is interesting to observe that the predominantly
agricultural and less industrialised districts of South
Arcot, Thanjavur, Pudukkottal, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelveli show a poorer percentage of less than four
per cent of workers in ~onstructions, transport, stor-
age and communications. Tirunelveli district has
comparatively higher ratio of 3.82 per cent In this
group which reveals its increasing industrial and
commercial importance in recent years. The districts
of Coimbatore and Nilgiri in the western region show
respectively higher ratios of 6.31 and 6.37 per cent
of such workers. While Coimbatore is industrially
important, Nilgiri district has a number of tourist
attractions including Ootacamund, considered as the
queen of hill stations.

The statement below gives the number of total
main workers as also the main workers engaged in
constructions, transport, storage and communications
along with the percentages of the latter for state and
districts.

State/District Total Main workers Main workers Constructions, Percentage
Transport, Storage
Communications
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 19,026,393 893,112 4.69
1.  Madras 914,114 157,538 17.23
2. Chengalpattu 1,276,717 74,855 5.86
3. North Arcot 1,712,621 68,455 4.00
4.  South Arcot 1,615,757 39,170 2.42
5. Dharmapuri 833,019 17,655 212
6. Salem 1,567,039 66,434 4.24
7. Periyar 1,027,620 43,803 4.26
8.  Colmbatore 1,346,795 85,030 6.31
9. Nilgirl 240,350 15,313 6.37
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State/District Percentage Percentage of Non-agricultural workers engaged in
of non agri-
cultural workers
to those In pri-  Livestock fishing Forestry Plantations, Mining
mary sector anq orchards and and
(Cat. Il & V) hunting alied activities  quarrying
2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 459 17.68 2017 3.07 49.77 9.31
1. Madras 79.78 14.99 76.17 1.21 6.25 1.38
2. Chengalpatty  4.02 2464 49.62 2.66 7.58 15'50
3. North Arcot 2.12 66.84 1.73 12.20 9'36 - 9‘87
4, South Arcot 3.33 30.29 2113 2.16 10'84 35.58
5.  Dharmapuri 0.88 43.27 0.75 16.59 17.88 21.51
6.  Salem 2.36 1457 3.16 4.76 47.19 30.32
7. Periyar 1.62 30.39 16.29 . ‘
. . 1678 36.17 0.37
8. Coimbatore  7.99 8.84 0.93 1.93 83.93 4.37
9. Nilgiri 86.61 0.88 - 0.01 0.67 ’ |
10.  Madurai 3.48 18.40 ' A 271
. . 0.50 2.88 2.7
1. Tiruchchirappalli 1.05 45.61 ' o .
. : 2.00 6.39 27.22 18.78
12.  Thanjavur 2.60 9.60 69.03 1.44 19.45 0.48
13.  Pudukkottal 1.2 25.88 8.09 8.17 15, 42.30
14, Ramanthapuram 4.34 30.40 47.75 ' o .
15.  Tirunelvell ' e o o
. e 5.84 31.74 25.97 4.89 9.53
16. Kanniyakumari 16.53 0.97 70.75 0.87 2;2; 3.73
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MAP 64

MAIN WORKERS IN MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING
AND REPAIRS 1981

This map shows the extent of main workers
engaged in production processes, viz., manufacturing,
processing, servicing and repairs (including house-
holds industry workers) among the total main workers
in the districts, as per the 1981 Census. Based on the
percentages, all the districts have been brought under
six broad ranges as depicted in the legend of the map.
The yellow coloured circle drawn for each district rep-
resents the size of the workers engaged in ‘manufac-
turing, processing, servicing and repairs’.

There are about 2.90 million workers in Tamil
Nadu who are engaged in the aforesaid activities and
they constitute 15.22 per cent of all main workers.
Seven out of the 16 districts have higher percentages
than the state’s ratio. Madras district, which is the
capital city of the state, stands foremost among all
the districts with a very high ratio of 30 per cent of
the total main workers working in manufacturing, etc.
activities. A number of factories and industrial estab-
lishments exist in and around Madras city empioying
a large number of workers. Madras city region indeed
constitutes the premier industrial complex of the state.
Salem, Coimbatore and Tirunelveli are the other three
industrially important districts with over 20 per cent
of workers engaged In this category. Chengalpattu,
Periyar and Ramanathapuram districts have also re-
corded comparatively higher ratios (in the range of
16.01-20.00 per cent) than the state average (15.22
per cent).

Of the nine districts, which have registered lower
percentages than the state level, the minimum ratio
of just 5.15 per cent is observed in the backward
Dharmapuri district. Very low ratios of less than ten
per cent of such workers are also noticed in South
Arcot, Nilgiri, Thanjavur and Pudukkottai districts.
These districts are generally considered as industri-
ally backward as compared to the other districts of
the state. Agriculture is the major source of livelihood
for the people of these districts. In Nilgiri however,
forestry, plantations, orchards and allied activities are
prominent.

The districts with more than ten per cent of
workers in manufacturing, processing, servicing and
repairs under factory sector alone (barring household
industry workers) have been depicted in red colour.
It may be observed from the map that the seven dis-
tricts (falling in the first three ranges) have over ten
per cent of workers in the factory sector. This denotes
the existence of comparatively larger number of
factories as also factory labourers in them than in the
other districts. .

Districtwise data on total main workers, workers
in manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs
(including household industry workers) and the per--
centage of the latter to the former are presented in
the following statement.

State/District Total Main Workers Main Workers in manu- Percentage
facturing, processing
servicing and repairs
(industry category V)
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 19,026,393 2,896,469 15.22
1. Madras 914,114 274,215 30.00
2. Chengalpattu 1,276,717 242,778 19.02
3. North Arcot 1,712,621 236,921 13.83
4.  South Arcot 1,615,757 105,743 6.54
5. Dharmapuri 833,019 42,876 5.15
6. Salem 1,567,039 336,359 21.46
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4
10. Madurai 1,914,732 77,149 4.03
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 1,487,792 - 60,839 4.09
12.  Thanjavur 1,478,849 50,362 3'41
13.  Pudukkottai 419,437 10,487 '

14. Ramanathapuram 1,352,284 41585 §.50
15.  Tirunelveli 1,446,191 55,275 po
16. Kanniyakumari 393,076 29,108 32?
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MAP 66

MAIN WORKERS IN TRADE AND COMMERCE 1981

This map shows the proportion of main workers
engaged in trade and commerce to total main workers
in the districts of the state as per the 1981 Census.
The solid coloured circles within each district repre-
sent the main workers engaged in trade and com-
merce. The districts have been brought under tive
broad ranges, based on their percentage of main
workers in trade and commerce and are shaded
differently as shown in the legend.

In the state, there are 1.61 million persons whose
main work has been reported as ‘trade and commerce’
in 1981 and they constitute 8.45 per cent of all main
workers. Among the districts, Madras - the metropoli-
tan city district, has revealed a very high proportion
of 25.73 per cent of main workers under this category.
Being the premier commercial centre of south India,
there is no wonder that Madras commands such a
high ratio of workers In this category. The city has
a major harbour, railway terminals and good highways
running in all directions which help in hectic trade and
commercial activity. Coimbatore district follows Madras
with a ratio of 10.16 per cent among the districts. This
district, particularly the city of Colmbatore and its
environs are well known centres of industrial and

commercial activity.Madras and Coimbatore districts
put together account for 23.14 per cent of all workers
in trade and commerce in Tamil Nadu and they alone
fall in the highest range of ‘10.01 per cent and above'.
Four districts, viz., Madurai Thanjavur, Tirunelveli and
Kanniyakumari have recorded good proportions of
workers in trade and commerce and are covered in
the range of 8.51 to 10.00 per cent.

Ten districts of the state have revealed lower
percentages as compared to the state average (8.45
per cent) and of these, five fall in the percentage range
of 5.51-7.00. Dharmapuri district (4.77 per cent), which
has large undeveloped and forest” areas (and also
fewer urban centres) has recorded the lowest percent-
age among the districts. Incidentally, it Is the only
district which has registered a percentage of less than
five in this category of workers. A poor ratio of below
six is also observed in South Arcot district (5.44 per
cent).

Data on total main workers, main workers engaged
in trade and commerce and the percentage of the
latter to the former for the state and districts are
presented below.

State/District Total Main Workers Main workers in Trade Percentage of main
and Commerce workers In trade
and commerce to
total main workers
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 19,026,393 1,607,969 8.45
1. Madras 914,114 235,217 25.73
2. Chengalpattu 1,276,717 100,774 7.89
3. North Arcot 1,712,621 113,424 6.62
4.  South Arcot 1,615,757 87,888 5.44
5. Dharmapurl 833,019 39,770 4.77
6. Salem 1,567,039 98,889 6.31
7. Periyar 1,027,620 70,667 6.88
8. Coimbatore 1,346,795 136,788 10.16
9.  Nilgirl 240,350 16,124 6.71
10.  Madural . 1,914,732 175,577 9.17
1. Tiruchchirappalli 1,487,792 107,675 7.24
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2 3 A
12.  Thanjavur 1,478,849 126,419
13.  Pudukkottai 419,437 28,079 8.56
14.  Ramanathapuram 1,352,284 102,436 099
15.  Tirunelveli 1,446,191 130,395 7.58
16.  Kanniyakumari 393,076 37,848 ggg
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MAP 67

MAIN WORKERS IN SERVICES 1981

This map shows the percentage of main workers
fzngaged in “other services” among total main workers
in each district of the state as per the 1981 Census.
Based on this ratio, all the districts have been brought
under six broad ranges as shown in the legend of the
map. The ratio of workers engaged in the four major
groups, viz., (i) Public services, (i) educational and
scientific services, (iii) medical and health services and
(iv) personal and other miscellaneous services, all
fa]ling under ‘Other services’ of workers are shown by
different hatching as indicated in the pie diagrams,
drawn in proportion to the district's size of such
workers.

At state level, 7.75 per cent of main workers fall
under the category of ‘other services’. Of the six
districts, which have recorded higher ratios than the
state average, Madras has revealed the highest
proportion of 25.70 per cent. As Madras is the
administrative headquaretrs of the state and Is a
premier city of the region, we find a large number of
workers under public and other important services.
Kanniyakumari district has also registered the high
ratio of 11.48 per cent. The remaining 14 districts have
each below 10 per cent of their main workers in ‘other
services'. Nigiri and Chengalpattu districts have revealed
fairly good proportions of 9.97 per cent and 9.71 per
cent respectively. The lowest percentage of main
workers in other services is recorded by Dharmapuri
gﬂstrict (4.15 per cent). Low ratios are also observed
in South Arcot (5.53 per cent), Salem (5.30), Periyar
(5.81) and Tiruchchirappalli (5.98) districts which are
located contiguously in the central region of the state.
Agriculture Is the prominent economic actlvity of the
people of these districts. Not much scope for ‘service’
workers are apparently available in these districts.
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At state level, 31.45 per cent of workers in ‘other
services' are engaged in public services, which Include
central and state government services, local bodies
and other administration departments. Being the state’s
capital, Madras city has a number of state and central
government departments. As a result, this city district
has the maximum proportion (46.75 per cent) of
workers engaged in public services. Chengalpattu
district, which encircles Madras, has also recorded
very high ratio of 42.71 per cent of workers in public
services among its total workers in ‘other services'.
Periyar district has registered the minimum ratio (21.40
per cent) under this major group. in Kanniyakumari
district, where we observe a very high literacy level,
as much as 42.76 per cent of the workers in other
services are found working in the educational and
scientific services, and incidentally, this is the highest
ratio recorded for any district under this ‘service’. The
propottion of persons engaged in medical and health
services Is comparatively very low in almost all dis-
tricts. North Arcot district has the highest ratio of 14.32
per cent of workers under this group among the
districts. A very high ratio (41.84 per cent) of
workers in personal and other miscellaneous services
to total workers in other services is observed in Periyar
district. Very low proportion (befow 15 per cent) under
this service group are observed in Nilgiri and Kan-
niyakumari districts.

The percentage of workers engaged in other
services to total main workers and the ratio of workers
in the four ‘major groups’ of services discussed above
1o total workers in other services are given for the
state and districts in next page.



Percentage of
workers in

Percentage of workers in other services engaged in

State District ‘Other services’ Public Educational Medical and Personal and
to total main services and scientific Health Services other mis-
workers services cellaneous
services
1 2 3 4 5 6
TAMIL NADU 7.75 31.45 33.22 10.11 25.22
1. Madras 25.70 46.75 22.73 10.46 20.06
2.  Chengalpattu 9.7 427 29.73 9.46 18.10
3. North Arcot 6.25 25.71 35.46 14.32 24.51
4. South Arcot 5.53 24.20 38.04 8.15 29.61
5.  Dharmapuri 4.15 26.55 40.68 9.18 23'59
6. Salem 5.30 26.07 38.22 11.04 24'57
7. Periyar 5.81 21.40 26.85 9.91 41 .84
8. Coimbatore 8.07 29.16 31.76 10.20 28‘88
9.  Nilgiri 9.97 39.40 37.28 9.38 13.94
10. Madurai 7.54 27.91 32.11 9'86 30.12
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 5.98 25.88 . .
; 38.81 8.89 26.42
12.  Thanjavur 711 31.69 35.96 11.65 20.70
13.  Pudukkottai 6.23 29.81 33.44 9'02 27'73
14,  Ramanathapuram 6.49 27.70 37.42 8.59 25'29
15.  Tirunelveli 7.76 23.79 . .
16.  Kanniyakumari 11.48 31.43 3504 >12 31
. 42.76 11.44 14.37
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MAP 68

MAIN WORKERS IN VARIOUS SERVICES 1981

A set of four maps here portrays the extent of
main workers engaged in certain important services
among those workers falling under the category of
"other Services”, at district level. The four services pre-
sented in these maps relate to those engaged in (i)
public services, (ii) educational and scientific services
(iii) medical and health services and (iv) personal and
other miscellaneous services. Based on the propor-
tions of workers in the four major services, all the dis-
tricts have been brought under five convenient ranges
of varying values for each of the four maps and
shaded accordingly as shown in the legend of the
map.

Of the 14.75 lakh main workers engaged in
“other services” in the state, about 24.68 per cent are
working in public services. While another 26.07 per
cent of them are engaged in educational and scientific
services, just 7.94 per cent are found in medical and
health services. The ‘personal and other miscellane-
ous services’ have in its fold 19.79 per cent of the
total workers in ‘other services' in the state. Thus, the
above four major important services cover together
78.48 per cent of all ‘other service’ workers in the state.

Madras City, which Is the administrative head-
quarters of the state has naturally recorded the highest
proportion of 34.94 per cent of its service workers in
‘public services' which include services In Central and
State Government Departments, Local Bodies, Quasi-
Governmental bodies and the like. Chengalpattu dis-
trict, which has a number of suburban towns of
Madras City, has also recorded the higher ratio among
the districts with 32.78 per cent of workers in public
services. Nilgiri district (30.74 per cent) has also
registered a significantly high ratio of workers in public
services. The lowest percentage of workers under this
service is observed in Periyar district (16.33). South
Arcot, Salem and Tirunelveli districts also reveal less

than 20 per cent of workers in public services.

Under educational and sclentific services, Kan-
niyakumari district with 35.04 per cent of workers
reveal the maximum ratio. Obviously, teachers and
other workers in the field of education are larger in
ratio in this highly literate district of the state.
Dharmapuri district has also a high 33.31 per cent of
workers in educational and sclentific services closely
followed by Tiruchchirappalli (31.01 per cent) and
Ramanathapuram (31.10 per cent) districts. We find
strangely enough a poor ratio of such workers Iin
Madras district (16.99 per cent), which incidentally, Is
the lowest ratio of workers recorded for any district
under this service groups.

North Arcot district with 11.77 per cent poss-
esses the highest ratio of workers engaged in medical
and health services. Sizable proportions of such
workers are also found in Kanniyakumari (9.37 per
cent) and Thanjavur (9.21 per cent) districts.
Ramanathapuram (6.91 per cent), South Arcot (6.39
per cent) and Tirunelveli (6.37 per cent) are the
districts with very low percentages of workers in these
services.

Periyar district with 31.93 per cent tops the list
of districts in the ratio of workers engaged Iin personal
and other miscellaneous services. Nearly one-fourth
of the total workers in ‘other services' in Tirunelveli
and Madural districts are doing personal and other
miscellaneous services. Such service workers form
low percentages in the districts of Kanniyakumari
(11.77), Nilgiri (10.88) and Chengalpattu (13.89 per
cent).

The percentages of workers in the four major
services (discussed above) to total .workers in ‘other
services' in the state and districts are presented In a
table given in next page.



State/District Percentage of Percentage distribution of marginal workers
marginal workers
to total population Primary Secondary Tertiary
1 2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 2.42 85.54 9.91 455
1. Madras 0.42 2.80 55.03 42.17
2. Chengalpattu 251 86.07 9.46 4.47
3. North Arcot 3.23 88.78 8.83 2.39
4. South Arcot 3.33 93.46 2.98 3.56
5. Dharmapuri 2.78 94.56 284 2.60
6. Salem 2.39 85.64 10.44 3.92
7. Perlyar 2.10 83.50 12.711 3.79
8. Coimbatore 1.07 73.03 17.86 9.11
9.  Nilgiri 0.71 73.19 12.88 13.93
10.  Madurai 1.64 89.26 5.24 5.50
11.  Tiruchchirappalii 2.77 9245 4.56 2.99
12.  Thanjavur 2.67 88.76 5.87 5.37
13.  Pudukkottai 4.86 94.59 2.64 2.77
14, Ramanathapuram 3.67 86.62 10.69 2.69
15  Tirunelvell 2.36 63.06 30.03 6.91
16.  Kanniyakumari 1.42 60.33 31.61 8.06
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MAP 70

SCHEDULED CASTES 1981

This map shows the percentage of Scheduled
Caste population to total population at taluk level as
per the 1981 Census. All the 151 taluks, besides
Madras City, have been grouped into six broad
ranges for depiction. Solid red circles of five sizes
drawn within the taluks in the map represent broadly
the proportionate size of the Scheduled Caste
population.

In Tamil Nadu, 8,881,295 population have been
numbered as Scheduled Castes as per the 1981
Census and they account for 18.35 per cent of the
total population. The proportion of Scheduled Castes
population is highest in Madurantakam taluk (38.46 per
cent) of Chengalpattu district. The second highest ratio
of Scheduled Caste population is observed in Tittakudi
taluk of South Arcot district (36.31 per cent). Besides
these two taluks, eight other taluks have recorded over
30 per cent of Scheduled Caste population. They are
Ponneri and Tiruvallur taluks of Chengalpattu district,
Kattumannarkoll of South Arcot district, Sirkazhi,
Nannilam, Thiruvarur and Tirutturaippundi in Thanjavur
district and Ottappidaram of Tirunelvell district. The
proportion of Scheduled Castes to taluk population
ranges between 20 and 30 per cent in 51 taluks spread

over 12 districts. Of these 51 taluks, a good many are
observed in the districts of Chengalpattu (7 taluks),
South Arcot (8 taluks), Thanjavur (7 taluks), North
Arcot (6 taluks) and Tiruchchirappalli (5 taluks).

The largest number of taluks (55 taluks) lie in
the range of 15.01-20.00 per cent and these taluks are
seen In almost all the districts except Madras and
Kannlyakumari. Ten out of 18 taluks in Ramanathapu-
ram district, five out of the total of six taluks each in
Periyar and Pudukkottal districts are. under this range.
In the last two lower ranges, viz., ‘10.01-15.00 per cent’
and '10.00 per cent and below' there are 36 taluks
and these are seen in many of the districts. It Is
noteworthy that all the four taluks of Kanniyakumari
district fall under the last range of 10.00 and below.
Vilavankod taluk of Kanniyakumari district has regis-
tered the lowest percentage of Scheduled Caste
population (viz., 2.81) among the taluks of the state.

Data on Scheduled Caste population and their
percentage to total population for state and districts
along with the number of taluks in each district with
percentages above and below the state average ratio
of Scheduled Castes are presented below:

State/District Scheduled Caste Percentage of Number of taluks with percentage
population 1981 Scheduled Caste of Scheduled Caste population
to total population
Above the Below the
State average State average
(18.35%)
1 -2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 8,881,295 . 18.35 - -
1. Madras 437,916 13.36 - 1
2. Chengalpattu 947,789 26.21 11 1
3. North Arcot 877,804 19.89 8 5
4. South Arcot 1,091,353 25.97 12 -
5. Dharmapuri 276,714 13.86 1 7
6. Salem 560,267 16.28 3 6
7. Periyar 338,477 16.36 1 5
8. Coimbatore 496,855 16.24 3 3
9. Nilgiri 145,174 23.04 4 R
10.  Madurai 695,242 15.33 4 9
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. MAP 69
Percentage of workers in ‘Other Services’ engaged in

State/District Public Services Educational and Medical and Health Personal and MALE AND FEMALE MARGINAL WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL
Scientific services Services other Miscellan- CATEGORIES 1981
eous services ) .
This map shows the extent of marginal workers to males in all districts except Madras. Comparatively
9 3 4 5 among the population in the districts as at the 1981 higher ratios of male marginal workers in primary
1 Census. The marginal workers have been classified activities to total population are observed in Kan-
under primary, secondary and tertiary sectors, with niyakumari (26.04 per cent) and Nilgiri (25.39 per cent)
TAMIL NADU 24.68 26.07 7.94 19.79 male-female break-up orl;y the basis c?f( the industrial districts. Dharmapuri district (with 85.13 per cent)
category to which the work relates and are repre- reveals the highest proportion of females among the
1. Madras 34.94 16.99 7.82 14.99 sented by ple diagrams drawn in proportion to the marginal workers in this sector.
2.  Chengalpattu 32.78 22.82 7.26 13.89 number of marginal workers in each district. Based
3. North Arcot 21.14 29.16 11.77 20.15 on the percentage of marginal workers to total population, Nearly 10 per cent of the marginal workers in
4 South Arcot 18.96 29.81 6.39 23.21 all the districts have been brought under six conven- the state are engaged In secondary sector, which has
. Dharmapuri 21.74 33.31 752 19.32 ient ranges and are shaded differently as shown in in its fold workers in manufacturing, processing,
Salerm 19.67 28 84 8.33 18.61 the legend of the map. servicing and repairs (both household and non-house-
6. ale ' ' ' : hold Industries) along with construction workers. Madras
7.  Periyar 16.33 20.49 7.56 31.93 The total number of marginal workers in Tamil  city with 55.03 per cent reveals the highest proportion
8. Coimbatore 23.22 25.29 8.12 23.00 Nadu as per the 1981 Census is 1.17 million and they of marginal workers in secondary sector, among all
9. Nilgiri 30.74 29.08 7.31 10.88 constitute 2.42 per cent of the state’s population. districts. Comparatively higher ratios of marginal workers
10.  Madurai 22.46 25.84 7.93 24.24 Among the districts, Pudukkottal with 4.86 per cent in this sector are observed In Kanniyakumari (31.61
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 20.69 31.01 710 21.11 has recorded the highest proportion of marginal per cent) and Tiruneiveli (30.03 per cent) districts, of
: : ' workers among its population and is followed by which 26.36 per cent and 26.73 per cent represent
12.  Thanjavur 25.04 28.42 8.21 16.36 Ramanathapuram (3.67 per cent), South Arcot (3.33  female marginal workers. Madras district (20.97 per
13. Pudukkottai 24.00 26.93 7.26 22.33 per cent) and North Arcot (3.23 per cent) districts. Low cent) too has recorded a higher composition of
14. Ramanathapuram 22.29 30.10 6.91 21.15 ratios of marginal workers are observed in Madras females among its marginal workers engaged in
15.  Tirunelveli 18.65 28.71 6.37 24.64 (0.42 per cent) and Nilgiri (0.71 per cent) districts. secondary activities.
16.  Kanniyakumari 25.76 35.04 9.37 11.77
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A large majority of marginal workers (85.54 per
cent) in the state are engaged in primary activities and
of this ratio, female workers represent 74.35 per cent.
Primary activities include cultivation, agricultural labour,
work in livestock, forestry, fishing, hunting, plantations,
orchards and allied activities along with mining and
quarrying. Barring the city district of Madras, the
proportion of marginal workers in primary sector in
the different districts ranges between 60.33 per cent
(in Kanniyakumari) and 94.59 per cent (in Pudukkot-
tai). Besides Pudukkottai, the agriculturally prominent
districts of South Arcot, Dharmapuri and Tiruchchirap-
palil have revealed very high proportions of over 90
per cent of marginal workers in primary activities. The
ratio of female marginal workers engaged in primary
sector is found to be much higher when compared
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In the tertiary sector, which consists of workers
in trade and commerce, transport, storage and
communications and ‘other services', only 4.55 per
cent of the state’s marginal workers are engaged.
Madras city has naturally revealed the highest ratio of
42.17 per cent of marginal workers in this sector, of
which females constitute 17.11 per cent. Nilgiri with
13.93 per cent has recorded the second highest ratio
of marginal workers in tertiary activities to its total
population.

The percentage of marginal workers to total
population and the percentage distribution of such
marginal workers under primary, secondary and ter-
tlary sectors are presented for state and  districts in a
table given in next page. |



3 4 5
11. Tiruchchirappalli 672,697 18.62 7 3
12. Thanjavur 943,343 23.21 11 5
13. Pudukkottal 191,732 16.57 1 5
14. Ramanathapuram 556,291 16.68 7 1"
16. Tirunelvell 589,468 16.49 5 9
16. Kanniyakumari 60,173 4.23 - 4
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MAP 71

SCHEDULED TRIBES 1981

The -proportion of Scheduled Tribes to total
population for each taluk of the state as at 1981
Census is depicted in this map. With reference to this
ratio, all the 151 taluk as also Madras City have been
classified under six broad ranges and are shaded by
choropleth method as shown in the legend of the map.
Red circles in five sizes have also been drawn to
signify broadly the extent of Scheduled Tribe popu-
lation in each taluk.

There are 520,226 Scheduled Tribes in Tamil
Nadu and they constitute a small ratio of just 1.07 per
cent of the total population of 48.41 million, as per
the 1981 Census. There Is no Scheduled Tribe popu-
lation at all in Devakottai and Tiruchchull taluks of
Ramanathapuram district. This Is subject to area
restrictions adopted for such tribes in Census. The
highest ratio (58.82 per cent) of Scheduled Tribes to
Its total population is found in the hilly taluk of Yercaud
of Salem district. This s the only taluk In which such
a high extent of Scheduled Tribes exceeding half of
the taluk's population Is observed. All the other taluks
as also Madras City have a low percentage of
Scheduled Tribe population of less than 10 per cent.
Of the nine taluks falling in the high ratio range of
5-10 per cent Scheduled Tribes, we find two taluks
(viz. Polur and Chengam) in North Arcot district, one
taluk (Kallakkurichchi) in South Arcot district, one taluk
(Harur) in Dharmapuri district, two taluks (Attur and
Rasipuram) in Salem district, two taluks (Gudalur and
Kotagiri) in Nilgiri district and one taluk (Turalyur) in
Tiruchchirappalli district. Twenty-five taluks spread
over ten districts fall in the highest range of ‘1.81 per
cent and above’ of Scheduled Tribe population. All
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these taluks form a more or less contiguous belt in
the north, central and western regions of the state.

There are 10 taluks which have recorded be-
tween 1.41 and 1.80 per cent of Scheduled Tribe
population. These taluks are spread out in six districts
of which two, viz., Chengalpattu and North Arcot have
three such taluks each. Thirteen taluks are observed
to be in the range of 1.01-1.40 per cent and 17 taluks
in the range of 0.61-1.00 per cent. A very large number
of taluks fall in the last two lower percentage ranges.
There are 36 taluks under the ratio range of 0.21-0.60
per cent. These taluks are seen In every district except
Madras and Nilgiri. Nearly one-third of the taluks of
the state (49) have an insignificant ratio of Scheduled
Tribes, viz., '0.20 per cent and below’. The taluk with
the largest number of Scheduled Tribes in the state
is Attur (35,745) In Salem district and Kallakkurichchi
taluk in South Arcot district has the second largest
number, viz., 28,496. There are three other taluks, viz.,
Harur (Dharmapuri district), Namakkal (Salem district)
and Turalyur (Tiruchchirappalli district) which have
each a considerable Scheduled Tribe population of
20,000 to 25,000. There are seven more taluks which
have returned sizable Scheduled Tribe population of
20,000 to 25,000.There are seven more taluks which
have returned sizable Scheduled Tribes of 10,000 to
20,000.

The number of Scheduled Tribes along with their
percentage to total population for the districts along
with the number of taluks having a percentage above
and below the average Scheduled Tribe ratio of the
state (viz., 1.07 per cent) are given in next page.



State/District Scheduled Percentage  Number of taluks with per-  No. of taluks
Tn_be popu-  of Scheduled centage of Scheduled tribe
lation, 1981 Tribe popula- population
tion to total
tribe popu-
population Above Below PoP
the state the state
average average
(1.07)
1 2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 520,226 1.07 -
1. Madras 5373 0.16 - 1
2. Chengalpattu 46,050 1.27 9
3. North Arcot 83,690 2.12 9 :
4. South Arcot 53,775 1.28 3 .
5. Dharmapuri 46,074 2.3 4 :
6. Salem 122,444 3.56 7 ’
7. Perlyar 15,191 0.73 2 :
8. Coimbatore 22,358 0.73 2 :
9. Nilgiri 20,874 3.31 3 .
10. Madurai 13,646 0.30 )
11, Tiruchchirappalli 48,294 1 .34 1 12
12. Thanjavur 6,012 0.15 : 0
13. Pudukkottai 1,516 0.13 - 0
14.  Ramanathapuram 6,617 0'20 - o
15. Tirunelveli 11,854 0.33 1 8
16. Kanniyakumari 6,358 0.45 1 "
- - 4
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MAP 72

MAIN WORKERS, MARGINAL WORKERS AND NON-WORKERS IN
SCHEDULED CASTES 1981

This map depicts the extent of main workers,
marginal workers and non-workers among the Sched-
uled Castes at district level. Circles in proportion to
the strength of Scheduled Castes have been drawn
for each district and these are divided into three
sectors to represent the main workers, marginal
workers and non-workers. The sectors representing
main workers and non-workers have been sub-divided
into males and females. While main workers and non-
workers are shaded in colour, females among them
are distinctly shown by additional black dots. Marginal
workers are denoted by blank sections without any
male-female distinction as their ratio is very low.

In Tamil Nadu, there are 4,073,288 main workers
among the 8,881,295 Scheduled Castes as per the
1981 Census and they constitute 45.86 per cent.
Among them 28.76 per cent represents males and
17.10 per cent females. The highest ratio of workers
among Scheduled Castes is recorded in Periyar
district (56.60 per cent), Of this ratio 33.98 represents
male workers and 22.62 represents female workers.
The second highest percentage of workers among
districts Is seen in Coimbatore district (51.67 per cent),
of which 30.96 per cent are males and 20.71 per cent
are females. Besides these two districts, Thanjavur
district also reveals a high percentage of workers
among Scheduled Castes, viz., 50.24 in which 31.03
per cent represent males and 19.21 per cent females.
Nine of sixteen districts have revealed a higher
percentage of workers above the state average (45.86
per cent) while the remaining seven districts have
percentages below the state average. The proportion
of male main workers Is higher than that of the female
main workers in all the the districts.

Marginal workers among the Scheduled Castes
constitute a poor ratio of 3.23 per cent in the state
and of this, males constitute a very low percentage,
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(0.49) while females constitute 2.74 per cent. The
highest ratio of 5.86 per cent of marginal workers
among Scheduled Caste is found in Pudukkottal
district. Male marginal workers form 0.69 per cent
among the total Scheduled Caste population of this
district while female marginal workers form 5.17 per
cent. A remarkable percentage of marginal workers of
4.77 per cent is noticed in Th::njavur district (males
0.53 per cent, females 4.24 per cent). Madras has the
lowest ratio of 0.62 per cent of marginal workers
among the Scheduled Caste population. It is signifi-
cant to note that among the marginal workers, female
ratio is higher than the male ratio in almost all the
district, the two exceptions being Madras and Nilgiri
districts.

Non-workers constitute 50.91 per cent of the total
Scheduled Caste population. While the male non-
workers constitute 21.26 per cent of all Scheduled
Castes, females form a higher ratio of 29.65 per cent.
The highest ratio of 74.73 per cent of non-workers Is
recorded by Madras district. Among them, females
represent a higher ratio (45.69 per cent) than the
males (29.04 per cent). Seven districts have a higher
ratio of non-workers than the state average (50.91 per
cent) while the other nine districts have a lower
percentage of non-workers. The lowest percentage of
non-workers among the Scheduled Caste population
is seen In Perlyar district (41.16 per cent).

The proportion of female non-workers to Sched-
uled Caste population is seen to be higher than that
of males In all the districts.

The total Scheduled Caste population and per-
centage of main workers, marginal workers and non-
workers among them for state and districts are given
in next page.



State/District Total Scheduled [Caste Percentage of
population 1981
Main Marginal Non-
workers workers workers

1 2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 8,881,295 45.86 3.23 50.91
1. Madras 437,916 24.65 0.62 74.73
2. Chengalpattu 947,789 40.72 357 55.71
3. North Arcot 877,804 42.60 3.32 54.08
4. South Arcot 1,091,353 46.48 414 49.38
5. Dharmapuri 276,714 4429 3.07 52.64
6. Salem 560,267 43.80 258 47.62
7. Periyar 338,477 56.60 2.24 41 . 16
8. Coimbatore 496,855 51.67 1 .20 47. 13
9. Nilgiri 145,174 42.61 0'93 56. 46
10. Madurai 695,242 49.84 2'07 48.09
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 672,697 47.54 3'26 49.20
12. Thanjavur 943,343 50.24 4‘ 77 44-99
13. Pudukkottai 191,732 40.71 5‘35 53.4
14. Ramanathapuram 556,291 45.89 4'71 49' :
15 Tirunelvel 589,468 49.60 206 47‘:2
16. Kanniyakumari 60,173 34.19 2.28 63.53
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MAP 73

MAIN WORKERS, MARGINAL WORKERS AND NON-WORKERS IN SCHEDULED
TRIBES 1981

This map portrays the extent of main workers,
marginal workers and non-workers among the Sched-
uled Tribes at district level. The same cartographic
technique as in the previous map has been used in
this map also.

Among the Scheduled Tribes Population of the
state, (520,226), there are 250,771 main workers and
they constitute 48.20 per cent. Of this ratio, 31.12 per
cent represents males and 17.08 per cent females. Of
the 16 districts, South Arcot, Salem, Coimbatore and
Nilgiri have a high proportion of main workers (50 per
cent and above) among their respective Scheduled
Tribe population. Salem district has recorded the
highest ratio of 55.18 per cent of main workers, of
which males alone constitute 33.16 per cent and the
rest, viz., 22.02 per cent represents female main
workers. There are eight districts with a ratio of 40
to 50 per cent, one district under 30-40 per cent and
three districts in the range of 20-30 per cent of main
workers among their respective Scheduled Tribe
Population. Kannlyakumari district has recorded the
lowest percentage of main workers (27.92 per cent).
The extent of female main workers among the Scheduled
Tribes is much less than the corresponding male
workers in all the districts.

Marginal workers form a low proportion of just
3.11 per cent among Scheduled Tribes of the state.
Female marginal workers constitute a higher ratio than
males in the state and the districts. The highest
percentage of marginal workers (6.73 per cent) Is
noticed in Pudukkottal district, of which males repre-
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sent 1.19 per cent and females 5.54 per cent, followed
by North Arcot district with 4.59 per cent of marginal
workers. Besides these two districts, four other dis-
tricts (viz., Chengalpattu, Dharmapuri, Salem and
Tiruchchirappalli) have recorded equal or higher ratios
of marginal workers than the state average (3.11 per
cent). The rest of the districts (10) have registered
lower percentages of marginal workers than the state
average. The lowest ratio of less than one per cent
of marginal workers is recorded by Madural district
(0.64 per cent).

Non-workers form 48.69 per cent among the
Scheduled Tribe population of the state. Of the 48.69
per cent of non-workers in the state, only 19.32 per
cent represents males and 29.37 per cent are females.
The highest percentage of non-workers among
Scheduled Tribes (70.74 per cent) is recorded in
Kanniyakumari district, followed by the city district of
Madras (70.07 per cent). There are four districts (viz.,
South Arcot, Salem, Coimbatore and Nilgiri) with lower
percentage of non-workers among the Scheduled
Tribes than the State level (48.69 per cent). The lowest
ratio of non-workers among the Scheduled Tribes is
observed In Salem district (41.59 per cent). The
proportion of female non-workers is uniformly higher
than that of males in all the districts.

Data on Scheduled Tribe population along with
percentages of main workers, marginal workers and
non-workers among them for state and districts are
given in next page.



tional changes in regard to rural (3 villages) areas
transferred from Chengalpattu district to Madras

Municipal Corporation have also not been considered

here.

State/District Percentage to total population 1981 Percentage growth during 1971-81
Hindus  Muslims Christians Hindus Muslims Christians
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 88.86 5.21 5.78 17.29 19.78 18.17

1. Madras 84.36 8.11 6.72 27.29 24.25 31.13
2. Chengalpattu 92.17 3.09 454 2792 4113 43.35
3. North Arcot 90.19 6.90 263 17.03 24.70 17'17
4.  South Arcot 92.30 3.84 3.63 15.90 21.68 15.80
5. Dharmapuri 94.28 3.87 1.82 19.03 0' 18 103 ‘60
6. Salem 96.37 222 1.36 14.71 24‘34 19.65
7. Periyar 95.54 2.43 2.02 15.22 1 8' 10 7.34
8. Coimbatore 91.58 462 3.73 18.22 29. 10 20. 74
9.  Nilgiri 78.27 9.31 12.17 30.60 22.92 13.92
10. Madurai 90.93 4.57 4.48 15.25 15.80 2.97
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 89.26 4,72 5.96 ‘ Not availaﬁ 1'
12.  Thanjavur 88.71 6.98 4.16 Not avail ble

13.  Pudukkottai 88.58 6.59 4.76 Not avallable

14. Ramanathapuram 87.26 6.84 5.89 16.49 12 1 :

15.  Tirunelveli 80.81 6.90 12.27 12‘14 - 2
16.  Kanniyakumart 56.99 4.23 38.77 16'80 149':; 12.22
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MAP 75

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY LANGUAGE MAINLY SPOKEN IN THE
HOUSEHOLDS 1981

This map shows the distribution of population by
the chief languages of the region based on the
languages returned as mainly spoken in the household
in each district as per the 1981 Census. Data on
language mainly spoken in the household’ were
gathered through the 'Household Schedule’ from all
except Institutional households and population cov-
ered by institutional households are hence not In-
cluded for this map. The five major languages, viz.,
Tamil, Telugu, Kannada, Malayalam and Urdu which
cover almost the entire population of the state (a little
over 99 per cent) are shown separately and all the
other languages have been grouped under “Others”.
Based on the proportion of persons speaking the
major languages, all the districts have been brought
under two distinct groups of percentage ranges and
given colour shades/hatches, as shown in the legend
of the map. For convenience, languages with less than
One per cent of speakers in the districts are not shown
in the map.

The chief language of the state, viz., Tamil Is
spoken by 85.35 per cent of the state’s population in
their households. While Telugu speakers constitute
8.30 per cent, speakers of Kannada, Urdu and Ma-
layalam languages form respectively 2.39, 1.80 and
1.20 per cent of the population. Persons speaking
other languages constitute just 0.96 per cent of the
state’s population.

The ratio of Tamil speakers is the highest, viz.,
98.13 per cent in Pudukkottai district, closely followed
by Thanjavur district with 97.42 per cent. All the
Coastal districts (except Madras and Chengalpattu)
apd the interior district of Tiruchchirappalli have very
high ratios of Tamil speaking people than the rest of
the districts of the state. The lowest percentage of
Tamil speakers Is recorded by Nilgiri district (45.13 per
cent). Coimbatore (63.70 per cent), Dharmapuri (70.60
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per cent) and Madras (74.98 per cent) are the other
districts with less than 75 per cent of their respective
population, having Tamil as the main spoken language
in the household. Speakers of Telugu constitute the
highest percentage in Coimbatore district (22.31 per
cent). Dharmapuri (15.67 per cent), Periyar (13.16 per
cent), Madras (12.06 per cent) and Chengalpattu
(11.45 per cent) are the other districts where sizable
proportions of Telugu speakers are observed.

Nilgiri district (28.41 per cent) has the maximum
ratio of Kannada speakers. “Badaga’ language speakers
in this district have been grouped with Kannada
language. Dharmapuri (8.99 per cent), Coimbatore
(8.16 per cent) and Periyar (5.97 per cent) are the
other districts with comparatively higher ratios of
persons speaking Kannada. '

Persons speaking Malayalam in their households
form highest percentage in Nilgiri district (17.45 per
cent). Kanniyakumarl district which was a part of the
former Travancore-Cochin State before the state's re-
organisation has 9.81 per cent of the population who
speak Malayalam. Coimbatore (3.88 per cent) and
Madras (3.25 per cent) are the other two districts with
considerable proportions of Malayalam speakers. Urdu
speaking people are found In sizable proportions in
North Arcot (5.99 per cent), Madras (5.02 per cent)
and Dharmapuri.(4.01 per cent) districts. As one would
expect, it is in the metropolitan city of Madras, a high
ratio of 4.03 per cent of the population speak various
other languages (other than those discussed above).
A faily good proportion of ‘other’ language speakers
is also observed in Madural (2.22 per cent) and Nilgiri
(1.83 per cent) districts. '

The percentage distribution of population by
languages mainly spoken in the household Is pre-
sented for the state and districts in next page.



tate/District Total
State/ o o Percentage of
Tribe . Main Marginal Non-
population Workers Workers Workers
1 2 3 4 5
TAMIL NADU 520,226 48.20 an 48.69
1. Madras 5,373 28.77 1.16 70.07
2. Chengalpattu 46,050 44.51 3.53 51 '96
3. North Arcot 93,690 45.87 4.59 49.54
4. South Arcot 53,775 52.24 2.42 45'54
5. Dharmapuri 46,074 47.37 3.51 49' 12
6. Salem 122,444 55.18 3.23 41 .59
7.  Periyar 15,191 44.89 2.40 52'71
8. Coimbatore 22,358 51.43 1 .97 46.60
9. Nilgiri 20,874 50.87 1 .56 47‘57
10. Madurai 13,646 43.96 . '
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 48,294 42.90 ot 2540
12.  Thanjavur 6,012 37:07 :13:1;(1) 2:1399
13.  Pudukkottai 1,516 29.62 6.73 253
14.  Ramanathapuram 6,617 46.20 1‘53 :3'17
15.  Tirunelveli 11,954 42.73 1'86 -
16.  Kanniyakumari 6,358 27.92 1 '34 5(5);;
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MAP 74

RELIGIONS 1981

This map shows the population by major relig-
ions at the district level as at 1981 Census. Hindus,
Muslims and Christians are the chief religious groups
of the state and they together nearly add up to the
population. These three religions have been shown
separately and the population following the rest of the
religions have grouped under a single category ‘others’.
Squares proportionate to total population have been
drawn for each district and these are divided into 100
equal parts, each such division representing one per
cent. Based on the proportion of population under
major religions as also others, the squares have been
given different colour shades, as shown in the legend
of the map.

In Tamil Nadu, of the 48.41 million population,
43.02 million (88.86 per cent) are Hindus. Among the
districts, the highest proportion of Hindus Is recorded
in Salem district (96.37 per cent), followed by Perlyar
district (95.54 per cent). Six other districts, viz., Ch-
engalpattu, North Arcot, South Arcot, Dharmapuri,
Colmbatore and Madurai have recorded over 90 per
cent of population as Hindus. Kannlyakumari district
With 56.99 per cent reveals the lowest ratio of Hindus.
Madras district has 84.36 per cent of its population
as Hindus. One can easily observe from this map that
Comparatively higher proportions of this population
under ‘Hinduism' is recorded in the northern districts
than in the districts of the southern region.

At state level, Muslims form a ratio of 5.21 per
cent among the population. Considering all the dis-
tricts, we find that the proportion of Muslims ranges
between a high 9.31 per cent in Nilgirl district and a
low 2,22 per cent in Salem district. Madras city has
8.11 per cent of Muslims among its population. There
are five other districts which have recorded a higher
ratio of Muslims, viz., 6.50 to 7.00 per cent of
population.

Christians form a ratio of 5.78 per cent at state
level. Kanniyakumari district with 38.77 per cent has
the highest proportion of Christians among the dis-
tricts. Tirunelveli (12.27 per cent) and Nilgiri (12.17 per
cent) are the two other districts which reveal a sizable
ratio of Christians among their population. Very low
proportions of Christians are found in Salem (1.36 per
cent) and Dharmapuri (1.82 per cent) districts.
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Persons professing other religions form insignifi-
cant proportions at state level. Nearly 50,000 Jains are
found in the state. While nearly 23,000 Jains are
concentrated in Madras city alone, 5,000-10,000 Jains
each are recorded in Chengalpattu, North Arcot and
South Arcot districts. Buddhism in the state has only
735 followers and 317 of them are recorded in Madras
city. Madras and Chengalpattu districts together account
for 61.50 per cent of the total Sikh population in the
state (4,395). Thus, as seen from the map, the three
major religions Hinduism, Islam and Christianity cover
practically the entire population in the various districts.

The decadal increase in the population of Muslims
during 1971-81 is observed to be a little higher than
the other two, viz.,, that of Hindus and Christians.
Muslims have increased by 19.78 per cent as against
17.29 per cent and 18.17 per cent among Hindus and
Christians respectively. Among the districts, Nilgiri
(30.60 per cent) has the highest growth rate among
Hindus while the lowest growth rate is found In
Tirunelvell (12.14 per cent).

The decadal growth rate among Muslims is found
to be very high in Chengalpattu district (41.13 per
cent), followed by Coimbatore district (29.10 per cent).
Madras, North Arcot, South Arcot, Salem and Nilgiri
districts have also registered higher growth rates
among Muslims, ranging between 20 and 25 per cent
during the decade 1971-81. The decadal increase in
the Muslim population in Dharmapuri district is mar-
ginal (0.18 per cent).

Christians have more than doubled during 1971-
81 In Dharmapuri district where a growth rate of 103.60
per cent is noticed. Chengalpattu and Madras districts
have also recorded high growth rates with 43.35 per
cent and 31.13 per cent respectively of Christians
during the decade. The lowest growth rate among
Christians is found in Periyar district (7.34 per cent).

The percentage of population under major relig-
lons to total population and their growth rate during
1971-81 are presented below for state and districts.
The decadal growth rates for Tiruchchirappalli, Thanjavur
and Pudukkottai districts are not given in the statement
as comparable data for 1971 are not available for these
districts due to jurisdictional changes. The Jurisdic-



State/District Tamil Telugu Kannada  Malayalam Urdu Others
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 85.35 8.30 2.39 1.20 . 1.80 0.96

1. Madras 74.98 12.06 0.66 3.2 5.02 4.03
2. Chengalpattu 84.43 11.45 0.32 117 1.65 0.98
3. North Arcot 83.48 9.14 0.66 0.12 5.99 0.61
4. South Arcot 94.10 3.57 0.19 0.17 1.78 0.19
5. Dharmapuri 70.60 16.67 8.99 0.13 4.01 0.60
6. Salem 84.22 9.97 3.21 0.30 1.53 0.77
7. Periyar 79.34 13.16 5.97 0.39 0.97 0.17
8. Coimbatore 63.70 22.31 8.16 3.88 1.21 0.74
9. Nilgiri ( 4513 5.47 28.41 17.45 1.7 1.83
10. Madurai 83.26 9.60 3.99 0.21 0.72 222
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 92.62 4.87 0.48 0.32 1.27 0.44
12. Thanjavur 97.42 1.20 0.09 0.08 0.33 0.88
13.  Pudukkottai 98.13 0.93 0.28 0.07 0.21 0.38
14. Ramanathapuram 91.77 6.41 1.08 0.07 0.13 0.54
15.  Tirunelveli 95.88 3.34 0.17 0.16 0.22 0.23
16. Kanniyakumari 89.84 0.15 0.01 9.81 0.03 0.16
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MAP 76

LITERACY 1981

This map depicts the literacy rates in the districts
of the state, as revealed in the 1981 Census. Children
of four years and below have been excluded from the
total population while working out the percentage of
literates for the purpose of this map. Districtwise
percentages of litrates have been calculated and
grouped into six broad ranges. Different shades of
hatchings are given as per the legend of the map.

The ratio of literates to population in the state
works to 52.63 per cent. Eight out of the 16 districts
of the state have recorded higher literacy rate than
the state average. The literacy rates vary considera-
bly from a high 75.98 per cent in the city district of
Madras to a low 33.26 per cent in Dharmapuri district.
The high literacy rate in the capital city of Madras is
quite understandable since it has got many industrial
establishments, business houses, Government offices,
etc., besides a large number of educational institutions
which all provide an excellent attraction to educated
people of other areas. The southern-most Kanniyakumari
district (which was a part of the Travancore-Cochin
state and now Kerala, before the reorganisation of the
states) reveals characteristics similar to that of Kerala
and has recorded the second highest literacy rate of

72.02 per cent. Nilgiri is the only other district, which
has over 60 per cent of literates in the state. Tirunelveli
(58.83 per cent), Coimbatore (58.38 per cent), Thanjavur
(56.36 per cent), Chengalpattu (54.48 per cent) and
Madurai (53.34 per cent) are the other districts which
have registered high ratios over the state’s average.
Tiruchchirappalli and Ramanathapuram districts have
also shown literacy rates of over 50 per cent. in all,
it is noteworthy that 10 out of the 16 districts have
returned over half of their population as literates.

The lowest literacy rate of just 33.27 per cent is
observed in Dharmapuri, which is considered as a
backward district of the state. During the last 1971
census also, this district was at the bottom among the
districts in respect of literates. South Arcot district has
also recorded a low literacy ratio of 42.03 per cent.
Four other districts, besides the above have low ratios
of less than 50 per cent literates.

The population excluding 0-4 age-group and the
number of literates along with the percentage of the

latter to the former for state and districts are presented
below.

State/District Total population Number of literates Percentage
(excluding Population
of 0-4 ages)
TAMIL NADU 43,014,323 22,637,659 52.63
1. Madras 2,949,543 2,241,149 75.98
2. Chengalpattu 3,186,541 1,735,904 54.48
3. North Arcot 3,853,528 1,805,086 46.84
4. South Arcot 3,676,232 1,545,288 42.03
5. Dharmapuri 1,741,074 579,163 33.26
6. Salem 3,108,094 1,352,381 43.51
7. Periyar 1,884,672 823,494 43.69
8.  Coimbatore 2,783,424 1,625,083 58.38
9. Nilgiri 566,923 356,168 62.82
10.  Madurai 4,027,916 2,148,345 83.34
1. Tiruchchirappalli 3,230,157 1,647,804 51.01
12, Thanjavur 3,630,772 2,046,358 56.36
13.  Pudukkottai 1,015,476 447,619 . 44.08
14, Ramanathapuram 2,930,665 1,511,473 5157
15, Tirunelveli 3,167,331 1,863,450 58.83
16, Kanniyakumari 1,261,976 908,894 72.02
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1 2 3 4

7. Periyar 56.78 51.05 77.16

8. Coimbatore 70.34 59.37 81.01

9. Nilgiri 75.17 70.67 79.78
10. Madurai 67.00 58.56 81.50
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 65.41 58.46 84.48
12.  Thanjavur 70.10 66.35 82.49
13.  Pudukkottai 61.14 57.66 83.20
14. Ramanathapuram 67.31 61.63 81.11
15.  Tirunelveli 71.76 67.21 80.07
16.  Kanniyakumari 77.26 75.23 86.98
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MAP 79

CHANGE IN MALE LITERACY 1971-81

This map portrays the variation in the effective
male literacy percentages in 1981 in the districts as
compared to those in 1971. Due to vast improvement
in educational facilities in the last few years an
increase in the literacy rate among males is observed
in all the districts in 1981 as compared to the rates
in 1971. The districts have been brought under five
broad ranges in accordance with the percentage gain
in the literacy rates in 1981 and shaded from high to
low values as shown in the legend of the map.

At state level, the male literacy rate has increased
from 59.55 per cent in 1971 to 65.58 per cent in 1981,
showing an increase of 6.03 per cent. The gain in the
percentage of literates among males in the districts
varies between 3.15% In Madural district and 8.71%
in Thanjavur district. Chengalpattu district with a gain
In the male literacy rate to the tune of 8.50% and
Pudukkottal district with a gain of 8.18% have also
recorded remarkably high Increase in their male
literacy ratios besides Thanjavur. Six more districts
have also improved their literacy percentages among
males In 1981 over 1971 at a rate higher than the
state’s average percentage gain (6.03 per cent).

The lowest gain in the percentage of male
literacy in the last decade is recorded by Madurai
district (3.15 per cent). Madras, Ramanathapuram and
Kannlyakumari districts have also registered a com-
paratively poorer gain of less than five per cent each
in their male literacy in 1981 over the corresponding
ratio in 1971. Madras and Kanniyakumari districts have
already achleved very high literacy rates and they
occupy the first two positions among districts in 1981
Census as also in the previous Censuses. One could,
therefore, expect only a marginal increase in the
literacy percentages in these districts, and this is
particularly so in regard to male literacy rates, which
are already at a high level.

The total male literates in the state have in-
creased by 3.48 million during 1971-81. Madural
district with 1.37 million has the largest number of male
literates, followed by Madras and Thanjavur districts
with 1.28 million each.

Effective literacy rates among males in 1971 and
1981 Censuses and the gain in percentage during
1971-81 are given below for state and districts.

Percentage of male literates

Gain in the percentage

State/Distirct of male literates
1981 1971 in 1981 over 1971
1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 65.58 59.55 6.03
1. Madras 83.74 79.66 408
2.  Chengalpattu 67.60 59.10 8.50
3. North Arcot 61.17 55.04 6.13
4.  South Arcot 56.44 51.15 5.29
5.  Dnarmapuri 4472 36.92 7.80
6. Salem 55.46 48.55 6.91
7. Periyar 56.78 49.03 7.75
8. Colmbatore 70.34 63.89 6.45
9. Nilgirl 75.17 67.28 7.89
10.  Madurai 67.00 63.85 3.15
1. Tiruchchirappalli 65.41 60.17 5.24
12.  Thanjavur 70.10 61.39 8.7
13.  Pudukkottal 61.14 52.96 8.18
14.  Ramanathapuram 67.31 63.99 3.32
15.  Tirunelveli 71.76 66.12 5.64
16.  Kannlyakumari 77.26 73.74 352
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MAP 77

CHANGE IN LITERACY 1971-81

This map depicts the percentage variation in the
literacy rate in 1981 as compared to the co'rrespond-
ing rate in 1971 at the district level. Population und.er
the age-group of 0-4 have been excluded while
working out the literacy ratios. Based on the percent-
age gain, all the districts have been grouped under
five broad ranges and are shaded accordingly.

The state has recorded a good increase of 7.23
points in its literacy rate during the last decade, (from
45.40 per cent in 1971 to 52.63 per cent in 1981).
A fairly good increase in the ratio is observed in almost
all the districts of the state in the literacy percentage
in 1981 over the rate in 1971. Seven out of the 16
districts have revealed higher variation in their ratios
than the state average. Thanjavur district with a gain
of 10.19 per cent has registered the highest increase,
followed by Chengalpattu district with 9.21 per cent
and are covered under the range of 9.01 and above.
The three western districts of Periyar, Coimbatore and
Nilgiri have recorded an almost uniform increase of
about 8.5 points each in their literacy ratios during
the decade and are covered in the range of 8.01-9.00.

Of the nine districts, which have decadal per-

centage increase below the state average level, five
are observed to be in the lowest range of six per cent
and below. Among these, the southern most Kan-
niyakumari district has recorded the minimum gain
(5.06 per cent). This district, which was a part of the
erstwhile Travancore Cochin state, had a very high
literacy rate (of 66.96 per cent). In 1971, in tune with
the higher literacy rates in Kerala. In 1981, though the
gain in the literacy ratio is the lowest, Kanniyakumari
district continues to occupy the second highest rank
in literacy (72.02 per cent) among the districts, next
only to Madras (75.98 per cent). Madras district has
continued to be the premier district in literacy in Tamil
Nadu in 1981 Census also with an impressive 75.98
per cent, marking a gain of 5.78 per cent over its 1971
rate. It is significant to note that Dharmapuri district,
which Is considered as an under-developed district has
revealed a good increase of 7.19 points in its percent-
age of literates, in 1981 over that in 1971, which is
very close to the state’s average (7.23 per cent).

The literacy percentages in 1971 and 1981
Censuses and the gain in the ratio during 1971-81 In
the districts are given below.

State/District Percentage of literates (excluding 0-4 ages) Variation (gain)

in literacy per

1981 1971 cent 1971-81

1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 52.63 45.40 7.23
1. Madras 75.98 70.20 5.78
2. Chengalpattu 54.48 45.27 9.21
3. North Arcot 46.84 40.19 6.65
4, South Arcot 42.03 36.22 5.81
5. Dharmapuri 33.26 26.07 7.19
6. Salem 43.51 36.07 7.44
7. Periyar 43.69 35.18 8.51
8. Coimbatore 58.38 49.92 8.46
9. Nilgiri 62.82 54.33 8.49
10. Madural 53.34 48.09 5.25
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 51.01 44 .56 6.45
12.  Thanjavur 56.36 46.17 10.19
13.  Pudukkottal 44.08 36.10 7.98
14. Ramanathapuram 51.57 46.26 5.31
15.  Tirunelveli 58.83 51.66 717
16.  Kanniyakumari 72.02 66.96 5.06

]
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MAP 78

MALE LITERACY 1981

The effective literacy rate among males (i.e.
excluding children of 0-4 age-group) in the districts
along with indication of such rates separately for the
rural and urban areas is depicted in this map. Based
on the literacy rates among the males, all the districts
have been grouped under six broad ranges and
shaded by choropleth technique as per the legend of
the map. The two side lapping bars represent the

literacy rates of males in the 'rural' and ‘urban’ areas
of each district.

The male literacy rate for the entire state stands
at 65.58 per cent. Nine of the 16 districts have higher
Proportions than the state average.. Madras district
with 83.74 per cent has recorded the highest male
literacy rate, followed by Kannlyakumari district with
77.26 per cent and are covered under the range 75.51
and above. These districts have always recorded
higher literacy levels than the rest of the districts.
Nilgiri district where the literacy rate Is 75.17% and
the district Tirunelveli with 71.76% literates form the
range 70.51-75.50. Five districts namely Coimbatore
(70.34%), Thanjavur (70.10%), Chengalpattu (67.60%),
Ramanathapuram (67.60%) and Madural (67.00%) are
Covered under the range of 65.51-70.50 per cent. The
lowest male literacy rate is observed In Dharmapuri
district (44.72 per cent). It is the only district where
We can observe over half of the male population (of
five years and over) as illiterate. South Arcot, Salem
and Periyar are the other three districts that have

registered low male literacy rates between 55 and 60
per cent.

The male literacy rate in the urban areas of the
state stands at a high 80.91 per cent as against a low
57.83 per cent in the rural areas. The southern-most
Kanniyakumari district is the most prominent among
all the district in the case of both urban and rural male
Iteracy rates with 86.98 per cent and 75.23 per cent
respectively. All the southern districts along with
Coimbatore, Tiruchchirappalll and Thanjavur districts
in the central region and Madras and Chengalpattu
districts in the north have recorded very high male
Iteracy rates in urban areas, exceeding 80 per cent.
The lowest male literacy rate in the urban areas for
any district is revealed by Salem (72.45 per cent).
Dharmapuri district has registered a literacy rate of
74.47 per cent among its urban male population.

In the rural sector, Niigiri district (70.67 per cent)
has recorded the second highest male literacy rate,
next to Kanniyakumari district (75.23 per cent). Tiruneiveli
(67.21 per cent), Thanjavur (66.35 per cent) and
Ramanathapuram(61.63 per cent) districts have also
registered falrly good ratios of male literacy in their
respective rural areas. Only Dharmapuri and Salem
districts (with 41.61 per cent and 48.54 per cent
respectively) have recorded low rural male Iiteracy
rates that are less than even 50 per cent.

The effective literacy rates for males in total, rural

and urban areas are presented below for state and
districts.

Percentage of male literates (excluding 0-4 age-group)

State/District
Total Rural Urban
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 65.58 57.83 80.91
1. Madras 83.74 - 83.74
2. Chengalpattu 67.60 58.47 81.48
3. North Arcot 61.17 56.68 76.11
5. Dharmapur 44.72 41.61 74.47
6. Salem 55.46 48.54 72.45
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MAP 80

FEMALE LITERACY 1981

The proportion of literates among female popu-
lation (excluding 0-4 age-group) is portrayed in this
map at district level. All the districts have been brought
under six broad ranges in accordance with their ratio
of female literates. Two side-lapping bars drawn for
each district represent the female literacy percentages
in the rural and urban areas separately.

The female literacy rate in the state stands at
39.37 per cent. Seven of the 16 districts have revealed
higher rates than the state average. Very high literacy
rates of over 65 per cent among the females are
observed in the districts of Madras (67.63 per cent)
and Kanniyakumari (66.69 per cent). Incidentally, these
two districts alone have recorded over 50 per cent of
literacy among the females. Fairly good literacy ratios
among the females, ranging between 40 to 50 per cent
have also been registered in five districts, viz.,
Chengalpattu, Coimbatore, Nilgiri, Thanjavur and
Tirunelveli.

Of the nine districts having lower rates of female
literacy than the state average ratio, five districts fall
In the ranges of 30.01-35.00 and 35.01-40.00 per cent.
South Arcot, Dharmapuri, Periyar and Pudukkottai
districts, generally categorised as backward districts,
have recorded very poor rates of less than 30 per cent
of literates among females. Among all the districts
Dharmapuri has registered the lowest ratio of 21.33
per cent. It is the only district in Tamil Nadu, where
over three-fourths of the female population are illiter-
ate.

The female literacy rate in the urban areas of the
state is far higher (60.45 per cent) when compared
with a poor 29.10 per cent in the rural areas. Kan-
niyakumari district which was part of the former
Travancore-Cochin state (before the state's reorgan-
isation) is the only district with a very high female
literacy rate both in rural (64.45 per cent) and urban
(77.16 per cent) areas, which is similar to the high
rates existing in the southern part of Kerala. It is indeed
significant to note that in all the districts of the state,
female literacy rates exceed 50 per cent in the urban
areas. Considering the rural areas alone, we observe
very poor female literacy rates in almost all the
districts. Kannlyakumari is the only exception to this,
where we see a higher female literacy rate of over 60
per cent in rural areas also. Nilgiri (42.36 per cent)
and Tirunelveli (40.40 per cent) are the other districts
where the rural female literacy rates are somewhat
good. Literacy rates ranging between 30 and 40 per
cent are recorded among the rural females of Thanjavur
and Coimbatore districts. Chengalpattu district (29.1S
per cent) has revealed a ratio which is just above the
state’'s average (29.10 per cent). Five other districts
have not registered even one-fourth of their rura
females as literates. Dharmapuri district, with 18.13 pe
cent, stands at the bottom of all the districts in the
case of rural female literacy rate also.

The effective literacy rates of females in al

districts with rural and urban break-up are presentec
in the following statement.

Percentage of female literates (excluding 0-4 age-group)

State/District
Total Rural Urban
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 39.37 29.10 60.45
1. Madras 67.63 - 67.63
2. Chengalpattuy 40.68 29.19 59.17
3. North Arcot 32.16 25.85 53.15
4.  South Arcot 27.22 21.38 58.09
5. Dharmapuri 21.33 18.13 52.39
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1 2 3 4
6. Salem 30.99 23.26 50.14
7.  Periyar 29.99 23.48 53.73
8. Coimbatore 45.77 31.86 59.89
9.  Nilgiri 49.88 42.36 58.10
10.  Madurai 39.33 27.36 60.58
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 36.43 26.71 64.18
12.  Thanjavur 42.46 36.56 61.96
13.  Pudukkottai 27.16 22.17 59.97
14.  Ramanathapuram 36.31 28.15 57.31
15.  Tirunelveli 46.57 40.40 58.41
16.  Kanniyakumari 66.69 64.45 77.16
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MAP 81

CHANGE IN FEMALE LITERACY 1971-81

The percentage 'variation in the eftective
literacy rate among females in 1981 as compared to
the corresponding rate in 1971 is depicted at district
level in this map. Quite an impressive increase in the
female literacy ratio is observed in 1981 in almost all
the districts of the state over similar ratio in 1971,
Based on the percentage gain recorded in the decade
all the districts have been brought under five broac;
ranges and shaded accordingly.

The state has revealed a remarkable increase of
8.45 per cent in its female literacy ratio during 1971-
81 (from 30.92 per cent in 1971 to 39.37 per cent in
1981). Six of the 16 districts have recorded a higher
increase than the state average. It is significant to note
that the predominently agriculture-oriented district of
Thanjavur has registered the highest gain of 11.58 per
cent in its female literacy ratio. Coimbatore and Ch-
engalpattu, the districts well up in industrial progress
are the other two districts which have gained over ter;

points each in the percentage of female i
ter
the last decade. aes in

Of the ten districts, which have gained a ratio
of less than 8.45 per cent (state average), South Arcot
(647 per cent) and Dharmapurl (6.50 per cent
districts have recorded the minimum increase. Kan-
niyakumari and Ramanathapuram districts have isO
registered very low increase of less than seven per
cent in their female literacy rates. The remaining 8IX
districts have improved their rates by 7 to 8 per cent.

In 1971, Kanniyakumari district, had the highest
female literacy rate (59.99 per cent). It was then
followed by Madras City district with 59.65 per cent
But in 1981, with a female literacy percentage exceed;
ing that of Kanniyakumari district, Madras (with 67.6°
per cent) occupies the prime position among té
districts of the state.

The effective female literacy rates in 1971 8‘"‘
1981 Censuses and the gain in the percentage dur ‘t“
1871-81 are presented below for state and districts

Shate/District Female literacy per cent (excluding 0-4 ages) Percem
1981 o during 197181
TAMIL NADU 9.7 — 4—;;-5-/
1. Madras
2. Chengalpattu 3;:2 59.65 7.98
3. North Arcot 3216 30.59 10.09
4. South Arcot 27 22 2484 7.32
5.  Dharmapuri 21.33 20.75 6.47
6. Sale?m 30.99 14.83 6.5(;
7. Peflyar 29.99 20.82 9.1 ;
10. Mla%lzrai 19.88 ighlg 9.39
' 39.33 '
1. Tiruchchirappalli 36.43 3214 719
12.  Thanjavur 42.46 28.74 7.69
13.  Pudukkottai 2716 30.88 11.58
14.  Ramanathapuram 36.31 19.43 7.73
15.  Tirunelveli 46,57 29.40 6.91
16. Kanniyakumari £6.69 37.90 2%
$9.99 )
/
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MAP 82

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 1981

This map gives us an idea on the educational
attainment of the people at district level. Persons with
different educational levels have been grouped under
five categories, viz., () Primary and middle, (i) Ma-
triculation/Secondary, Higher Secondary, Intermedi-
ate/Pre-University, Non-Technical or Technical Di-
ploma/Certificate not equal to degree (i) Graduate
and above (iv) Literates without educational level and
(v) litertes. For each district the above five categories
are represented by columnar diagrams drawn by solid
coloured vertical circles of equal size, each repre-
senting specified persons, as shown In th legend of
the map.

Of the 48.41 million population of the state, 25.77
million constituting 53.24 per cent are llliterates. The

_ literate and educated persons constitute 46.76 per

cent of which 14.17 per cent represent literates without
any level of education. The latter includes persons who
have attained literacy through formal as well as non-
formal education, but without attaining any educational
level. While 22.97 per cent of the population have
studied upto primary and middle level, 8.35 per cent
have studied above this level but below graduate level
(including persons holding technical or non-technical
diplomas/certificates, not equal to degree). Persons
who have attained graduate and above level of
education constitute a mere 1.27 per cent of the total
population at state level.

Madras district with 30.25 per cent has the
highest ratio of persons with educational level upto
primary and middie level and Kanniyakumari district
stands second in this regard with 28.39 per cent.
Coimbatore, Nilgiri, Thanjavur and Tirunelveli are the
other Important districts where over 25 per cent of
population have studied upto this minimum level of
education. Dharmapuri district with 13.32 per cent has
recorded the lowest ratio under this educational level.

The ratio of population in the higher category viz.,
Matriculation and above but below graduate level is
found highest in Madras (20.05 per cent) followed by
Kanniyakumari district (12.52 per cent). Chengalpattu,
Coimbatore and Nilgiri are the three other districts
which have registered above the state’s average ratio
(8.35 per cent) in this level.

Of the total 6.13 lakh graduates in the state, the
largest number of 1.70 lakh are found In Madras
district. They constitute 5.18 per cent of the population
of this city district. Chengalpattu, Coimbatore, Nilgiri,
Madural and Kannlyakumari are the other districts with
over one per cent of their respective population with
graduates and above level of qualification. The highest
ratio of persons who are literates but have not attained
any level of education is found In Kanniyakumarl
district (21.16 per cent). Comparatively high ratios of
such persons (of 15-20 per cent) are also observed
in Coimbatore, Nilgiri, Thanjavur and Tirunelveli dis-
tricts. In all the above discussed categories of edu-
cational level, Dharmapuri district, which is generally
considered as the most backward among all, has
recorded the lowest percentage. About 71 per cent
of the people in this district do not know how to read
and write. South Arcot, Salem, Periyar and Pudukkot-
tal are the other districts with comparatively poor
literacy rates. Between 60 and 65 per cent of the popu-
lation of these districts are illiterates. Madras with
31.60 per cent and Kanniyakumari district with 36.15
per cent have recorded the minimum ratios of illiter-
ates. These two districts have always maintained
comparatively high literacy rates among the districts
of the state in the last many Censuses.

The percentage distribution of popualtion among
the five different educational groups discussed above
is given in the statement for the state and districts in
next page.



State/District Percentage distribution of population with level of education
[ i 1] v A
Population Primary  Matriculation/ Graduate  Literataes llliterates
and Secondary/ and above  without
Middle Higher educational

Secondary/ level

Intermediate/

Pre-University

etc.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

TAMIL NADU 100.00 22.97 8.35 1.27 14.17 53.24
1. Madras 100.00 30.25 20.05 5.18 12.92 31.60
2. Chengalpattu 100.00 22.79 10.07 1.28 13.86 52.00
3. North Arcot 100.00 21.02 6.37 0.68 12.82 59.11
4. South Arcot 100.00 18.58 5.66 0.66 11.88 63.22
5. Dharmapuri 100.00 13.32 410 0.42 11.16 71.00
6. Salem 100.00 19.48 6.91 0.94 11.96 60.71
7. Periyar 100.00 19.60 6.12 0.73 13.36 60.19
8. Coimbatore 100.00 25.31 10.51 1.60 15.68 46.90
9. Nilgiri 100.00 26.89 11.18 1.41 17.04 43.48
10. Madural 100.00 24.20 7.79 1.24 14.13 52.64
11. Tiruchchirappalli 100.00 22.68 8.25 0.98 13.71 54.38
12. Thanjavur 100.00 25.59 7.78 0.93 16.06 49.64
13. Pudukkottai 100.00 18.73 483 0.60 14.54 61.30
14. Ramanathapuram 100.00 23.15 6.38 0.91 14.87 54.69
15, Tirunelveli 100.00 26.92 7.03 0.93 17.26 47.86
16. Kanniyakumari 100.00 28.39 12.52 1.78 21.16 36.15
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MAP 83

URBAN LITERATES PER 1000 OF POPULATION IN AGE 5-14 OVER LITERATES
PER 1000 OF POPUALTION IN AGE 15-34 1981

This map shows the variation in the proportion
of literates per 1000 persons in age-group 5-14 over
similar ratio in age-group 15-34 in urban areas at
district level. A deficit in the ratio of literates in the
age-group 5-14 over 15-34 age-group is observed in
all the districts. This slightly lower ratio in younger age-
group of 5-14 may be ascribed to the fact that many
children are enrolled in schools in later ages of 6 to
10 years and even beyond and they also attain literacy
Ieyels only after 3 or 4 years at school. Further, after
Primary or middle level, more educated youth of the
higher age-groups, 15-34 move into urban areas for
higher studies and also in search of employment
Opportunities. All the districts have been brought under
six broad ranges of deficit in ratio, in accordance with
thelr shortfall in the ratio of literates in the younger
age-group of 5-14 over that in 15-34.

In the urban areas of Tamil Nadu, a shortfall of
80 literates per 1000 persons is noticed in the age-
group of 5-14 asg compared to the corresponding ratio
in 15-34 age-group. A higher deficit than this in the
ratio is observed in seven out of the 16 districts.
Pudukkottal district has revealed the highest deficiency
(124) In the proportion of literates In 5-14 ages over
15-34 age-group. Madras is the only other district,

—

which has shown a deficit of (-111) -over 100 literates
per 1,000 persons. Five districts, viz., Tiruchchirappalli
(-79), Thanjavur (-83), South Arcot, Ramanathapuram
and Tirunelveli (-81 each) which are all contiguous and
extend from central region of the state towards the
southern part, have recorded deficiency ranging between
76 and 85 literates per 1000 persons in the younger
age-group.

Of the nine districts, which have revealed lesser
deficit in the proportion of literates than the state
average (-80), Salem (-33) has registered the mini-
mum. Kanniyakumari district has recorded the highest
ratio of literates per 1000 of population among the
districts both in the age-groups 15-34 (901) as also
5-14 (849) and it reveals a variation of only 52 literates
between these age-groups. With the exception of
Kanniyakumari, all the other 7 districts which have
recorded a shortfall of less than 75 literates per 1000
persons in the younger age-group of 5-14 over that
in 15-34 ages are all located as a contiguous block
in the northern and western parts of the state.

The proportion of literates per 1000 of popula-
tion in the two age-groups of 5-14 and the shortfall
in the younger age-group over that of the older one
are presented below for the state and districts.

State/District Urban literates per 1000 persons in Variation in the
age-group ratio of 5-14 over
15-34 age-group
5-14 15-34
TAMIL NADU 718 798 - 80
1. Madras 730 841 -111
2. Chengalpattu 715 789 - 74
3. North Arcot 675 733 - 58
4. South Arcot 694 775 - 81
5. Dharmapuri 661 772 - 61
6. Salem 666 699 - 33
7. Periyar 692 749 - 57
8. Coimbatore 743 804 - 61
9. Nilgiri 708 778 - 70
10.  Madurai 722 808 - 86
1. Tiruchchirappalli 759 838 - 79
12. Thanjavur 729 812 - 83
13, Pudukkottai 700 824 -124
4. Ramanathapuram 715 796 . -8
15, Tirunelveli 706 787 / ~man N
6. Kanniyakumari 849 901 ",‘:,AJ-‘-""*\": N\
S
]
301 N (
>



MAP 84

RURAL LITERATES PER 1000 OF POPULATION IN AGE 5-14 OVER LITERATES
PER 1000 OF POPULATION IN AGE 15-34 1981

This map portrays the variation in the ratio of
literates per 1000 of population in age-group 5-14 over
similar proportion in age-group 15-34 in the rural areas
of districts. Due to increase in educational opportu-
nities in rural areas and introduction of free education
upto secondary level, more and more children have
started attending schools in the vilages and are
acquiring literacy and higher levels of education. This
is reflected in the Census data also where we find a
higher literacy ratio in the younger age-group of 5-
14 than in the older age-group of 15-34. The migration
of a large number of educated youths of 15-34 ages
to big urban centres towards higher studies and
employment also contributes towards a higher literacy
ratio in the younger age-group of 5-14 in the rural
areas. All except South Arcot and Nilgiri districts reveal
an excess of literates per 1000 persons in the age-
group 5-14 over similar ratio in the age-group 15-34.
Barring Madras which is entirely urban, all the other
15 districts have been brought under six convenient
ranges (five under excess and one under deficit)
based on variation in the proportion of literates in the
two age-groups.

At state level, we find an excess of 18 literates
per 1000 persons in the rural areas in the age-group
of 5-14 over the corresponding ratio in 15-34 age-
group. Salem district with an excess of 60 in the ratio
of literates in 5-14 age-group reveals the maximum
variation among the districts, followed by Periyar

district with an excess of 53 points in the ratio.
Dharmapuri (47) and Chengalpattu (35) districts too
have recorded sizable gains in the proportion of
literates in 5-14 age-group over 15-34 age-group.
North Arcot and Tiruchchirappalli are the two other
districts which have revealed an excess in the ratio
higher than the state's average gain (18). Five districts
which have recorded an increase in the ratio that is
below the state average gain of 18 literates per 1000
population in the younger age-group over the older
age-group in their respective rural areas fall in the
same range of 12-19. Kanniyakumari district with a
gain of six per 1000 literates in the 5-14 age-group
has the minimum ‘gain’ in ratio among the districts.
This district has recorded the highest proportion of
literates per 1000 in both the age-groups 5-14 (803)
and 15-34 (797). There is thus fittle scope for further

big ‘gain’ in ratio in the younger age-group in this
district.

The two districts which have revealed ‘deficit’ Of
loss’ in the rural literacy ratio in the younger age-
group of 5-14 over that of 15-34 are Nilgirl (5 per 1000
and South Arcot (2 per 1000) districts.

‘ The proportion of literates per 1000 of popula-
tion in the two age-groups, 5-14 and 15-34 and the
variation in the younger age-group over that of the
older one are given below for state and districts.

-
State/District Rural literates per 1000 of population Excess or deficit
(+ or -) In ratio
§-14 age-group 15-34 age-group in 5-14 age-group
in 1981 in 1971 over 15-34
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 524 506 +18
1. Madras N - -
5 Chengalpattu 540 505 +35
3. North Arcot 505 481 vad
4 South Arcot 420 422 -2
5. Dharmapuri 391 344 +47
o Salem 492 432 +60
> periyar 498 445 +53
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1 2 3 4

+12

8. Coimbatore 558 5425 i

9. Nilgiri 646 224 e

10. Madurai 509 e

11.  Tiruchchirappalli 523 503 o

12. Thanjavur 605 593 o

13. Pudukkottai 467 456 o

14. Ramanathapuram 525 513 T

15.  Tirunelveli 622 609 e
16. Kanniyakumari 803 797
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MAP 85

PRIMARY SCHOOL ENROLMENT OF BOYS 1981

This map gives an idea on the extent of school
enrolment of boys in the age-group 5-14 who are
literates and who have studied upto the primary and
middle school levels of education in the difierent dis-
tricts of Tamil Nadu. Based on the ratio of school
enrolment of boys, all the districts have been brought
under six broad ranges and hatched as shown in the
legend of the map.

At state level, 23.89 per cent of boys in the age-
group 5-14 are observed to be attending schools. A
higher enrolment ratio than this state average has
been registered by seven out of the 16 districts of the
state. The highest enrolment ratio is observed in
Kanniyakumari district (30.94 per cent), which is
closely foliowed by Madras city with 30.91 per cent.
Nilgiri district with a ratio of 27.82 per cent occupies
the third position among the districts. Thanjavur and

Tiruchchirappalli - districts have also recorded fairly
good ratios of over 25 per cent.Nearly one-fourth of
the boys in the age-group 5-14 are attending schools
in Chengalpattu and Coimbatore districts also.

Of the nine districts which have revealed lower
enrolment ratios than the state average ratio (23.89
per cent), five districts have registered proportions
exceeding 22 per cent and the three others have ratios
between 20 to 22 per cent. Dharmapuri district has
recorded the lowest ratio of 16.26 per cent and It is
the only district in the state, where we find an
enrolment proportion of less than 20 per cent.

Data on boys in the age-group 5-14 and the
extent of their school attendance with educational
level upto primary and middle schools along with their
ratios are given below for state and districts.

State/District Boys in 5-14 age- Literate boys 5-14 Percentage

group (Primary and middle of enrolment

level) attending schools in schools
TAMIL NADU 5,873,950 1,403,197 23.89
1. Madras 380,543 117,637 30.91
2. Chengalpattu 446,453 110,882 24.84
3. North Arcot 552,242 124,633 2257
4. South Arcot 529,977 106,077 20.02
5. Dharmapuri 267,095 43,443 16.26
6. Salem 406,678 93,424 22.97
7. Periyar 221,597 47,348 21.37
8. Coimbatore 339,609 83,691 24.64
9. Nilgiri 79,195 22,035 27.82
10. Madurai 566,236 132,138 23.34
11. Tiruchchirappalli 422,575 107,389 25.41
12.  Thanjavur 486,872 127,403 26.17
13. Pudukkottai 148,345 32,326 21.79
14, Ramanathapuram 409,179 96,258 23.52
15. Tirunelveli 445,834 105,438 23.65
16. Kanniyakumari 171,519 53,076 30.94
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MAP 86

PRIMARY SCHOOL ENROLMENT OF GIRLS 1981

This map which is similar to the previous map
for boys, shows the extent of school enrolment of girls
in the age-group 5-14 who are literates and who have
studied upto the primary and middle schools levels
of education In the districts of the state. All the districts
have been grouped into six broad ranges in accor-
dance with the ratio of schools enrolment of girls.

In Tamil Nadu, only 16.09 per cent of girls in
the age-group 5-14 with primary and middle school
level of education are found to be attending schools.
A higher proportion than this state average has been
recorded by seven of the 16 districts. As in the case
of boys, Madras, Nilgiri and Kanniyakumari districts
along with coimbatore district fall under the highest
range of 18.50 per cent and above. Among them,
Madras and Kanniyakumari districts occupy the first
and second places with 28.40 per cent and 28.00 per
cent respectively. The levels of literacy and education
have been always higher in these districts as com-
pared to the rest of the state, due to the existence
of comparatively larger number of educational insti-

tutions and facilities. Tiruchchirappalli, Thanjavur and
Chengalpattu districts have also recorded fairly good
ratios of over 16 per cent.

Of the nine districts, which have registered lower
enrolment ratios of girls than the state average ratio
(16.09 per cent), Salem, Madurai and Tirunelveli
districts have revealed very close ratios with that of
the state. The lowest ratio is observed in Dharmapuri
district (8.73 per cent). Pudukkottai which has also
poor ratio (9.69 per cent) is the only other district
where the ratio stands below 10 per cent. In South
Arcot district too, the ratio is low (11.15 per cent). Gen-
erally, we find that in all the districts, the ratio of
enrolment of girls in 5-14 ages in schools is far below
that among boys.

The following statement shows districtwise data
on the number of girls in the age-group 5-14 and the
number and percentage among them who are literate
and attending schools with primary and middle school
level of education.

State/District Girls in 5-14 age- Literate girls (primary/ Percentage of
group middle level) enrolment in
attending schools schools
TAMIL NADU 5,681,609 914,360 16.09
1. Madras 365,253 103,727 28.40

2. Chengalpattu 432,022 70,342 16.28

3. North Arcot 541,061 69,889 12.92

4. South Arcot 514,003 57,326 11.15

5. Dharmapuri 261,279 22,805 8.73

6. Salem 380,167 60,381 15.88

7. Periyar 214,454 29,616 13.81

8. Coimbatore 333,693 65,939 19.76

9. Nilgiri 77,566 17,424 22.46

10.  Madurai 541,814 85,827 15.84

1. Tiruchchirappalli 406,753 67,528 16.60

12 Thanjavur 475,549 78,590 16.53

13.  Pudukkottal 142,479 13,806 9.69

14. Ramanathapuram 397,805 56,472 14.20

15, Tirunelveli 431,628 68,183 15.80

16.  Kanniyakumari 166,082 46,503 28.00
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MAP 88

EDUCATIONAL ENROLMENT OF FEMALES AT MATRICULATION/SECONDARY,
HIGHER SECONDARY AND HIGHER LEVELS 1981

The extent of educational enrolment of females
in the age-group of 15-24, who have studied upto
Matriculation/Secondary, Higher Secondary and higher
levels of education is portrayed in this map at district
level. Based on the ratio of enrolment, all the districts
have been brought under six broad ranges and are
shaded as indicated in the legend of the map.

In Tamil Nadu, there are 2.36 lakh of females in
the age-group 15-24 who are qualified upto Matric/
Secondary, Higher Secondary and higher levels of
education and who attend schools/colleges. They
constitute 5.09 per cent of the total female population
in the age-group 15-24. Madras district with 12.59 per
cent has the highest ratio of female enrolment in such
educational institutions. It is closely followed by
Kanniyakumari district with 11.82 per cent. Compara-
tively larger number of educational institutions exist in
these districts, which also have the distinction of
possessing very high literacy levels, when compared
to other districts. The three contiguous western dis-
tricts of Coimbatore (6.10 per cent) Madurai (5.98 per
cent) and Nilgiri (5.69 per cent) have also recorded
faily good ratios of female enrolment in higher
classes. All the above mentioned five districts have
revealed higher ratios than the state average ratio

(5.09 per cent) of enrolment of females in 15-24 age-
group.

Of the 11 districts which have -registered lower
proportions of female enrolment than the state’s ratlo,
six districts have ratios between four to five per cent.
The lowest percentage for any district is recorded by
Dharmapuri (1.71 per cent). This district stands at the
bottom of all districts in literacy rate also with very
poor percentage. South Arcot (2.74 per cent), Periyar
(279 per cent) and Pudukkottai (2.15 per cent)
districts have also registered very low ratios of female
enrolment. The districts with very low proportions of
less than four per cent of educational enrolment of
females in the age-group of 15-24 with such higher
educational level are all seen to be in northern part

of the state, the lone exception being Pudukkottal,
which is in the south,

Data on female population in the age-group
15-24 and the number among them who are enrolled
in educational Institutions with qualification of matri-
cuation/secondary, higher secondary and higher levels
of education, along with their percentages are pre-
sented below for the state and districts.

State/District Females (15-24 Females enrolled in Percentage of
age group) Matric/Secondary, enrolment
Higher Secondary
and Higher levels

TAMIL NADU 4,632,935 235.954

1. Madras 347.957 43,792 12'23

2. Chengalpattu 338,311 15,551 4.60

3. North Arcot 394 549 13,820 3.50

4. South Arcot 377.955 10,370 274

5. Dharmapuri 172.001 2.944 1.71

6. Salem 325.314 13.253 4.07

7. Periyar 194,851 5,428 2.79

8. Coimbatore 309,140 18,872 6.10

9. Nigii 70,049 3,989 5.69
10 Madurai 435,631 26,054 5.98
11. Tiruchchirappalli 338,344 16,256 4.80
12.  Thanjavur 398,457 16,421 412
13. Pudukkottai 103,861 2,233 215
14. Ramanathapuram 323,002 13,430 4.16
15. Tirunelveli 351,944 15,617 4.44
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MAP 89

TEACHERS PER 1000 OF STUDENTS AT PRIMARY, SECONDARY, UNIVERSITY
LEVEL AND OF ALL GRADES PER 100 SCHOOLS 1981

Four small maps presented here depict the
teacher-student ratio at the primary, secondary and
university levels of education and also the ratio of
teachers of all grades per 100 schools and other
educational institutions at district level. 'Other educa-
tional institutions’ referred here include special schools
like those for physically handicapped, pre-primary
schools, jail/reformatory schools, orlental and handi-
craft schools. In all the four maps, the ratios have been
grouped under five broad ranges and are drawn by

using choropleth method, as given In the legend of
the maps.

The number of teachers per 1000 students at the
primary level of education in the state (i.e. standards
I-VIll) stands at 27. There are 8.19 million students and
221,675 teachers at primary level of education in the
State. The highest ratio of teachers per 1000 students
(31) Is observed in Tirunelvell district. In North Arcot
and Nilgirl districts too, this ratio Is comparatively high
(29). While four districts have the same ratio as for
the state, viz, 27, seven others have recorded ratios

belcw the state’
s average ratio of 27 at primary level
of education. g P

The ratio of teachers per 1000 students at
Secondary level of education (i.e. standards IX to X!I)
I8 50 for the state as a whole. Among the districts,
"I‘e highest teacher-student ratio is observed in Kan-
nlyakumarl district (61) while the lowest is recorded
N Thanjavur district (42). The second high teacher-
Student ratio in this level of education in seen in Nilgiri
district (59). Five district, viz., North Arcot, Dharmapur,
,z::em' Coimbatore and Ramanathapuram fall in the
allo range of 51-55. While the ratio range of 46-50
Covers seven districts, the lowest range 45 and below

———————

consists of the two districts of Chengalpattu (45) and
Thanjavur (42).

In the field of higher education at university level,
there are 163,271 students and 13,122 teachers in the
state and this works to 80 teachers per 1000 college
students. The highest ratio at university level among
the districts Is observed in Nilgiri (139) and it is fol-
lowed by Ramanathapuram with a ratio of 93. There
are eight districts with ratios falling between 80 and
90 teachers per 1000 students at university level of
education. The lowest ratio is recorded in Chengal-
pattu district (70).

The total number of schools and other educa-
tional Iinstitutions in the state is 36,995 as in 1981.
There are 269,926 teachers employed in these schools.
The proportion of teachers per 100 schools and other
educational Institutions stands at 730 in the state.
Madras city, has revealed a very high ratio of 2,062
teachers per 100 schools among the districts. The next
highest ratio is deserved in Kannlyakumari district
(1686). Besides the above two districts, Coimbatore
(861) and Nilgiri (808) also have a comparatively
higher ratlo. Four districts, viz., Chengalpattu (722),
Salem (796), Madurai (797) and Tirunelvell (732) fall
in the ratio range 701-800. The lowest ratio is recorded
by Dharmapuri district (452).

Data on the ratio of teachers to 1000 students
each at primary, secondary and university level and
the ratio of teachers per 100 schools are given below
for the state and districts.

State/District Teachers per 1,000 students at Teachers of all
grades per
Primary Secondary University 100 schools
level level level
1 2 3 4 5
e —————
TAMIL NADU 27 50 80 730
1. Madras 25 50 75 2,062
2. Chengalpatty 26 45 70 722
3. Nonth Arcot 29 52 78 658
4. South Arcot 25 50 73 610
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MAP 87

EDUCATIONAL ENROLMENT OF MALES AT MATRICULATION/SECONDARY,
HIGHER SECONDARY AND HIGHER LEVELS 1981

This map depicts the extent of educational
enrolment of males in the age-group of 15-24, who
have studied upto Matriculation/Secondary, Higher
Secondary and higher levels of education at district
level. All the districts have been grouped into six broad
ranges in accordance with the ratio of enrolment, as
indicated in the legend of the map.

At state level, there are about five lakh males in
the age-group of 15-24 who have qualified upto
matric/secondary, higher secondary and higher levels
of education and who were attending schools/col-
leges in 1981. They constitute just 10.86 per cent of
the total male population in the age-group of 15-24
(4.6 million). Eight of the 16 districts have recorded
higher ratios than the state average ratio of enrolment.
Madras district with 18.33 per cent has revealed the
highest ratio of enrolment of males of 15-24 ages in
higher educational institutions. Kanniyakumari district
has also registered a high ratio of 17.28 per cent.
Comparatively wider educational opportunities for higher-
level education exist in these districts and they also
possess a very high literacy level and desire for pursuit
of higher education. Six more districts, viz., Coimba-
tore, Nilgiri, Madurai, Tiruchchirappalli, Thanjavur and
Ramanathapuram all in a contiguous belt extending
from the western to the eastern and south-eastern
regions of the state, have also registered fairly good

ratios of male enrolment in higher level classes. Each
of these districts reveal a ratio of 11 to 12 per cent,
which is higher than the state average ratio (10.86 per
cent). The enrolment discussed here includes atten-
dance of professional institutions like medical, engi-
neering, etc. colleges.

Eight districts have revealed lower percentages
than the state’s ratio and of these, Dharmapuri {5.51
per cent) has registered the lowest ratio. Pudukkottai
(6.67 per cent) and Periyar (7.10 per cent) districts
have also very low percentages of male enrolment in
higher levels of education. North Arcot, South Arcot
and Salem are the other districts which have recorded
low proportion of male enrolment (of less than ten per
cent). Very low ratios are indicative of poorer enrol-
ment in higher educational classes among males of
15-24 ages. All the districts with less than 10 per cent
of enrolment are observed to be in the northern pan
of the state, the lone exception being Pudukkottai in
the south.

Data on male population in the age-group
15-24 and the number among them who are enrolled
in educational institutions with qualification upto matric/
secondary, higher secondary and higher levels of
education along with their percentages are given
below for state and districts.

2 3 4

9. Nigiri 66,315 7,650 11.54
10. Madural 434,253 48,230 11.11
11, Tiruchchirappalli 334,564 37,348 11.16
12, Thanjavur 400,759 47,243 11.79
13.  Pudukkottal 100,103 6,675 6.67
4. Ramanathapuram 299,069 35,204 nm
15.  Tirunelvell 305,329 31,484 10.31
16.  Kanniyakumarl 143,833 24,858 17.28

State/District Population of males Males (15-24) with Percentage of
(15-24 age-group) Matric/Secondary, Higher enrolment
Secondary and Higher
level qualification
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 4,602,077 499,829 10.86
1. Madras 349,615 64,094 18.33
2. Chengalpattu 348,433 36,356 10.43
3. North Arcot 401,870 35,306 8.79
4. South Arcot 379,496 31,945 8.42
5. Dharmapuri 183,407 10,106 5.51
6. Salem 340,316 31,965 9.39
7. Periyar 196.636 13,956 7.10
8. Coimbatore 318,076 37.405 11.76
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1 2 3 4 5
5. Dharmapuri 25 54 83 452
6. Salem 27 54 86 796
7. Perlyar 27 49 75 556
8. Colmbatore 26 51 80 861
9. Nilgiri 29 59 139 808
10. Madural 27 46 82 797
11.  Tiruchchirappalli 28 50 82 700
12.  Thanjavur 26 42 75 700
13.  Pudukkottal 24 48 89 489
14. Ramanathapuram 28 54 93 593
15.  Tirunelvell 31 50 87 732
16.  Kanniyakumari 27 61 82 1,686
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MAP 90

LITERATES HOLDING NON-TECHNICAL AND TECHNICAL DIPLOMA OR
CERTIFICATE NOT EQUAL TO DEGREE 1981

This map portrays the proportion of literates
holding non-technical and technical diploma or cer-
tificate not equal to degree per 10,000 literate persons
at district level. All the districts have been brought
under six broad ranges In accordance with the
Proportion of persons holding diploma or certificate
not equal to degree per 10,000 literates. Circles in pro-
Portion to the total number of such diploma or cer-
tificate holders have been drawn for each district with
different hatchings to indicate the extent of non-

technical and technical diploma/certificate holders
among them. .

In Tamil Nadu, there are on an average 55
persons holding technical or non-technical diplomas
or certificates not equal to degree for every 10,000
literates. The proportion is higher than the state
average In six of the 16 districts. The highest ratio of
105 i3 observed in Kanniyakumarl district, followed by
Madras with 101 such diploma or certificate holders
for every 10,000 Iterates. Chengalpattu, Tiruchchirap-
palli, Coimbatore and Tirunelveli are the other four dis-

trlcts’ Which have recorded higher ratios over the
State’s average.

Of the ten districts which have registered lower
Proportions than the state average, Pudukkottal district
has revealed the minimum ratio of 21 diploma or
Certificate holders per 10,000 literates. Periyar district

districts have ratios ranging between 31 and 40
persons with such qualifications among 10,000 liter-
ates. In the state, there are 1.24 lakh persons holding '
technical/non-technical diplomas/certificates which are
not equal to degree. The largest number of nearly 23
thousands of such persons are found In Madras
district, where comparatively more educational and
employment opportunities exist. Very large numbers
ranging between 10 and 20 thousands of diploma or
certificate holders are found in each of the districts
of Chengalpattu, Tiruchchirappalll and Tirunelvell.

Among the total diploma or certificate holders in
the state, persons having technical diploma/centificate
form a sizable proportion of 88.44 per cent. The
highest ratio of 94.64 per cent of technically qualified
persons among such diploma/certificate holders is
recorded by Nilgiri district, closely followed by Tirunelvell
district with 94.39 per cent. Literates with non-technical
diploma/certificates form a comparatively highest ratio
in Madurai district (19.34 per cent). Such persons
constitute less than ten per cent in the districts of
Madras, Chengalpattu, Nilgiri, Ramanathapuram and
Tirunelvsli.

The proportion of literates holding technical or
non-technical diploma or certificate not equal to
degree level per 10,000 literates and the percentage
distribution of technical and non-technical among

(With 28) has also recorded a very low ratio. Five  them for the state and districts are presented below.
e ————
State/District Ratio of literates Percentage distribution of diploma
holding non-tech. or certificate holders
or tech. diploma/
cert. per 10,000
literates Non-technical Technical
\
1 2 3 4
\
TAMIL NADU 55 11.56 88.44
1. Madrag 101 6.57 93.43
2. Chengalpanu 76 8.50 91.50
3. North Arcot 32 15.71 84.29
4. South Arcot 44 17.21 82.79
5. Dharmapurl 37 12.52 87.48
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State/District al;-d izf ::’ersons Ratlo of Percentage distribution
T
dipl omga :gu‘;'e/ 3'&':0(;‘:0'”/ of graduates in
to graduate dipioma to
level and above 10,000 Iit- Rural Urban
educatad orees ereas
persons
TAMIL NADU 612,793 271
23.28 76.72
1. Madras 169,812 758
2. Chengalpatty 46,115 266 - 100.00
3. North Arcot 30,177 167 o To6
4. South Arcot 27,764 180 36.10 63.90
5.  Dharmapuri 8.346 144 42.45 57.55
6. Salem 32,333 230 54.47 45.53
7. Periyar 15,015 182 40.23 59.77
8.  Colmbatore 48,938 201 38.44 61.56
9. Nilgiri 8,910 250 16.59 83.41
10, Madural 56,376 262 31.94 68.06
1. Tiruchchirappal 35,347 215 2.71 77.29
2. Thanjavur 37,816 185 2855 71.45
13.  Pudukkottai 6,896 154 39.52 60.48
4. Ramanathapuram 30,232 37.96 62.04
15.  Tirunelvell 33,416 20 4265 67.32
16.  Kannlyakumari 25,298 ;;: 27.68 72.32
64.34 35.66
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MAP 92
TEACHERS PER 1000 OF POPULATION 1981

This map gives us an idea on the number of
teachers available for every 1,000 population in the
districts as at 1981. Data on teachers include all
teachers at university level, Including teachers in train-
ing, physical and oriental colleges and In all school.
Teachers in professional institutions like Medical and
Engineering are however excluded. Based on the ratlo
of teachers to population, all the districts have been
brought under five groups and deplcted by choropleth
method, as shown In the legend of the map.

On the whole, there are 2.83 lakh teachers, giving
a state average of six teachers per 1,000 population.
Among the 16 districts, Kanniyakumarl district, which
has a very high literacy level, has revealed the highest
Proportion of eight teachers per thousand of popu-
lation. Nilgiri and Tirunelvell districts have also re-
corded comparatively higher ratios of seven teachers
each. Eight districts have registered a proportion of

~ 8ix teachers per,1,000 of population, which Is equal

to the state's average ratio. Among these, three
districts, viz, Madras, Chengalpattu and North Arcot

are lying contiguously in the northern part of the state
and the remaining five districts lie in the central and
southern reglons, also contiguous to one another.
South Arcot, Salem, Perlyar and Pudukkottal districts
have a ratio of five teachers each. The lowest ratio
of four teachers per 1,000 population Is recorded in
Dharmapuri district, well known for its economic
backwardness.

Madurali district (27,851) has the largest number
of teachers among all the districts. Tirunelveli district
has also a large number of teachers (25963). Seven
districts have between 20 to 25 thousand teachers
each and another three districts have between 10 to
20 thousands. The remanining four districts have less
number of teachers of below ten thousand each and
of these, Nilgirl has the smallest number of teachers
(4,417).

The 1981 population, the number of teachers and
their ratio to 1,000 population for the ‘state and districts
are presented below.

State/District Population No. of ' Ratio. of

1981 teachers teachers

per 1, Qo

- population
TAMIL NADU 48,408,077 283,048 6
1. Madras 3,276,622 20,902 6
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 20,176 6
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 24,564 6
4. South Arcot 4,201,869 20,597 5
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 8,814 4
6.  Salem 3,441,717 17,909 5
7. Perlyar 2,068,462 9,619 5
8.  Coimbatore 3,060,184 16,982 6
9 Nigri 630,169 4,417 7
10.  Madyral 4,535,897 . 27,851 6
:; Tiruchchirappalll 3,612,320 21,879 6
* Thanjavur 4,063,545 24,136 6
13, Pudukkottal 1,156,813 5,966 5
:;- Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 21.511 6
- Tirunelveli 3,573,751 25,963 7
6. Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 11,762 8

e,
315



2 3 4

6. Salem 43 1553
7. Periyar 28 . 84.47
8. Coimbatore 61 18.32 81.68
9. Nilgiri &1 10.62 89.38
10. Madural 39 5.36 94.64
11, Tiruchchirappalli 66 19.34 80.66
12.  Thanjavur 32 15.60 84.40
13.  Pudukkottai 21 14.85 85.15
14.  Ramanathapuram 37 18.91 81.09
15. Tirunelveli 61 9.20 90.80
16. Kanniyakumari 105 1:2 94.39
. 86.78
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MAP 91

LITERATES HOLDING UNIVERSITY DEGREE/DIPLOMA OF THE GRADUATE LEVEL
AND ABOVE 1981

This map depicts the ratio of persons hoiding
university degree/diploma of the graduate level and
above per 10,000 literate population in all the districts
of the state as per the 1981 Census. A ple diagram
has been drawn for each district in proportion to the
district’s size of persons holding degrees/diplomas of
graduate level and the diagrams has been divided Into
two sectors each showing percentage share of rural
and urban literates in above levels of education. The
rural sector has been shaded to differentliate from
urban. Based on the ratio of persons with degrees/
diplomas to 10,000 literate population, all the districts
have been grouped Into six broad ranges and shaded
according to their value, as shown In the legend.

At state level, there are 271 graduate level
degree/diploma holders per every 10,000 literate
persons. Madras (758) has the highest ratio among
the districts. Colmbatore (301) and Kannlyakumarl
(278) are the other two districts which have recorded
higher ratios than the state's average. The remaining
13 districts have lesser ratios than this. The signifl-
cantly high concentration of graduates and technically
educated persons In Madras clty Is obviously due to
the industrial and commercial character of this big
metropolis which is also the state’s headquarters.
There are many other educational Institutions and
research centres here. Due to the existence of wider
Opportunities for employment of educated persons,
there is a high concentration of Individuals possessing
qualifications upto graduate level and above. Chen-
galpatty (266), Madural (262) and Nilgirl (250) districts
have also registered fairly good ratlos of graduates per
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10,000 literates. Seven districts of the state have poor
ratios of less than 200 and of these Dharmapuri has
recorded the poorest ratio (144).

Madras city (169,812) has the largest number of
persons holding university degrees/diplomas of the
graduate level and above. This city district has about
28 per cent of the state’s graduate population (612,793).
Madural district occuples the second position with
56.376 graduates. Chengalpattu and Coimbatore districts
also have a substantial number of such qualified
persons, ranging between 40 and 50 thousands each.

Barring Madras district which Is entirely urban,
Kanniyakumari (64.34 per cent) and Dharmapurl (54.47
per cent) districts have recorded over half of their
graduates in their respective rural areas. In all the other
districts, persons holding degrees or diplomas equal
to degree are concentrated more in the urban than
in the rural areas. South Arcot and Salem districts
have, however, recorded over 40 per cent of their
graduates in rural areas. The lowest percentage of
graduates In rural areas is seen in Coimbatore district
(16.59 per cent). In this industrialised district we find
83.41per cent of the graduate level qualified persons
in the clties and towns.

Data on the number of persons with university
degree/diploma of the graduate level and above, their .
ratio to 10,000 literates level and above, their ratio to
10,000 literates of all levels and the percentage
distribution of graduates in the rural and urban areas
for state and districts are presented in the next page.



MAP 93
CENSUS HOUSES AND THEIR USES 1981

This map shows the distribution of occupled
census houses into five groups according to their uses
as per the 1981 Census at district level. Five bars are
drawn as per the proportion of absolute number of
census houses used under different categories. These
pars are shaded with different hatching as shown in
the legend of the map. Scale showing absolute figures
of census houses is given in the left side of the bar
diagrams. The five important uses of census houses
are represented by five adjacent vertical bars, drawn
for each district, as shown in the legend of the map.

Houses are predominantly used for residential
purposes. This is reflected by a very high proportion
of 87.8 per cent of houses falling under the category
of ‘residence’, at the state level. Dharmapurl district
with 92.5 per cent reveals the highest ratio of resi-
dentlal houses. Comparatively higher proportions of
census houses under residence are also recorded in
South Arcot and Niigiri districts with 91.4 per cent
each. The lowest ratio of houses used as ‘residence’
among the districts Is observed in Tirunelvell district
(80.7 per cent).

Houses used as shop-cum-residence and work-
shop-cum-residence (including household industry)
form 4.8 per cent of all occupied census houses in
the state. The highest percentage of such houses
among the districts is observed in Tirunelveli (11.1 per
cent). Perlyar (6.8 per cent), Salem (6.5 per cent) and
North Arcot (6.0 per cent) are the other districts which
have recorded sizable ratios of houses under this
category. Nilgirl district with 1.4 per cent has the

lowest ratio of houses under such combined use along
with residence.

The highest proportion of houses under the use
‘hotels, sarals, tourist homes, restaurants, etc. Is
noticed In Pudukkottal district (3.3 per cent) with
Kanniyakumari (3.1 per cent) having the second
highest ratio among the districts. Strangely enough,
the lowest ratio of houses under this group Is observed
in Madras City district (1.1 per cent) which, being the
premier metropolitan centre attracts lots of visitors and
tourists throughout the year. Generally, the southern
districts have revealed higher percentages of houses

under this group than the districts in the other parts
of the state.

Madras district has the highest ratio of houses
used as shops, business houses and offices (5.9 per
cent). it is followed by Kanniyakumari district with 5.4
per cent. Houses which are used as factories, work-
shops and worksheds are found in comparatively
higher proportions in Madras and Coimbatore districts
(2.7 per cent sach) than in other districts. It Is well
known that these two districts are more developed
industrially when compared to the rest of the districts.
South Arcot and Dharmapurl district reveal poorer

ratios of houses with use as factories workshops and
worksheds (1.1 per cent).

The percentage distribution of census houses
used for the various purposes which are discussed

above for the state and district is presented in the next
page.
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State/District Percentage distribution of census houses used as
i -cum- Hotels, Sarais, Shops ex- Factories
Rest|dence rse};?gezzz Dharmashalas,  cluding workshops
Workshop- Tourist homes  eating and work-
cum-resi- and Inspection  houses, sheds
dence in- Houses, Restu- business v
cluding rents, Sweetmeat houses
Household shops and Eat- and offices
Industry ing places, v
i Places of enter-
tainment commu-
nity gatherings and
places of worship
m
1 2 3 4 5 6
TAMIL NADU 87.8 4.8 2.2 33 19
1. Madras 88.3 2.0 1.1 5.9 27
2 Chengalpattu 88.4 4.6 2.2 3.1 1.7
3. North Arcot 87.0 6.0 20 3.1 1.?
4. South Arcot 91.4 3.4 18 23 1.
5. Dharmapuri 92.5 2.3 2.1 2.0 1.1
6. Salem 87.0 6.5 20 2.2 23
7. Perlyar 86.7 6.8 1.9 27 19
8. Coimbatore 87.0 5.4 1.7 3.2 2.7
9. Nigiri 91.4 14 1.9 3.7 1.6
10.  Madural 89.2 3.4 2.1 36 17
11. Tiruchchirappalli 89.3 4.0 2.3 2.7 1.7
12 Thanjavur 88.8 3.1 27 3.6 18
13. Pudukkottai 89.6 21 3.3 3.1 1 51)
4. Ramanathapuram  86.7 4.7 26 39 2,
15. Tirunelveli 80.7 11.1 25 3.9 1.8
16.  Kanniyakumari 84.8 4.7 3.1 5.4 20

]
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MAP 94
AMENITIES IN URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 1981

he avallability of

map gives us an idea on t

meTz:sthe gaglc amenities like electricity, tollet'an:'

Z(r)lnklng water In the urban households at dlstlrlctmeg/er

as recorded during the 1981 Cer;?usl. Ihﬁ at:tgezl; et
h distric

rban households in eac .

?;s:nted by a rhombus diagram, In which each sn;;l:

‘thombus’ represents 10,000 households. The [rt\'um

of urban households, In which the (tjhrtee argetr; ; :; al;;

hown by dots an
avallable. Electricity is s 1S and olots oy
hile flat yellow colour Is @
:a}pt:;\‘gldv: having drinking water facility and are
sggzﬁmposed on each other, as shown in the legend

of the map.

t state level, nearly 1.99 million out of the  3.23

mllllo: urban households4(ccl'>t:\s;n“;1rt‘lggt§:r.‘539 g:lro ;et?\tl
the 434 citle \

g&ﬂ?tsugf ZIoelgtsrigty connection In their houses. \;Vhlle
a little over 1.65 million urban hosueholds (51.2h Tgr
cent) have toilet facility, only 1.46 million hkclmse ot;
(45.20 per cent) have the source of drin n% walt
within their premises. Among all districts, th e ¢t:hy
district of Madras, which Is entirely urbanl,1 as n'e-
largest number of households which have the :mend
ties of electricity, tollet as also drinking waular. Mroc;J
68 per cent of the 6.28 lakh households in Ma ras;
city have power connection. While 76.14 per cent of
households of Madras have tollets in their premises,
65.47 per cent households have drinking water sou:‘ce
within thelr premises. Besides Madras, thef otb:r
important districts with 65 to 68 per cent lo bl;: n
households with power connection are Coim orei
Tirunelveli and Kanniyakumarl. In all districts exce;‘;f
the hilly district of Nilgiri, more than 50 per cent

urban households have electricity connections. In
Nilgiri district, only 29,930 out of the 60,270 (49.66
per cent) households In the urban areas have elec-
tricity in their houses.

Toilet facility within the urban households is
observed to be the highest, viz, 76.14 per cent In
Madras. The ratio exceeds 50 per cent in the case
of four other districts, viz,, North Arcot, Dharmapuri,
Colmbatore and Kanniyakumari. The ratio is the lowest
in the towns of Ramanathapuram district (26.65 ' per
cent) and second lowest in Pudukkotti district (39.46
per cent). The most important amenity, viz., drinking
water Is avallable not even in half of the urban house-
holds in the state (45.29 per cent). In Madras clty, we
observe the highest ratio of drinking water source
within the premises of households (65.47 per cent).
in no other district, drinking water facllity exists in
more than 50 per cent of urban households. In the
towns of nine districts, 40-50 per cent of households
enjoy this facllity. Very low rates (25-30 per cent) are
observed in Pudukkottai and Ramanathapuram dis-
tricts. The amenities in the urban households In many
‘of the districts of the State need to be.improved further
in the coming years in order to enable the inhabltants
of these places to have these basic amenities and thus
enjoy a better standard of living.

Data on number of urban households and the
ratio among them possessing the amenities of elec-
tricity, tollet and drinking water within their premises

are presented for state and districts in the following
statement.

No. of Percentage of households having the amenity
State/District rban

households Electricity Tollet Drinking water
source (within
the premises)

1 2 3 4 5

TAMIL NADU 3,225,060 61.59 51.27 45.29
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2 3 4 5
2 Chengalpattu 284,700 58.09 47.46 z.;g
3. North Arcot 193,845 59.64 52.86 49.99
4. South Arcot 129,040 55.30 45.76 40.80
S. Dharmapuri 36,260 60.69 52.77 32.43
6. Salem 214,345 58.96 41.31 46.82
7. Periyar 102,445 60.68 43.73 40.95
8. Colmbatore 324,970 67.49 51.21 32.32
9. Nilgiri 60,270 49.66 47.74 2 .82
10. Madural 327,635 61.25 47.96 40.91
1. Tiruchchlrappalll 198,120 57.30 46.67 44.27
12, Thanjavur 185,600 54.21 46.20 23'58
13.  Pudukkottal 30,420 55.39 39.46 26.62
14, Ramanathapuram 198,160 57.11 26.65 35.14
15. Tirunelveli 264,890 65.46 40.52 34'54
16. Kannlyakumari 46,775 65.01 51.16 .

|
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MAP 95

AMENITIES IN RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 1981

This map shows the extent of avallabllity of the
two important basic amenities of electricity and drink-
ing water among the households in the rural areas of
the districts. The total number of rural households In
each district has been represented by a rhombus
diagram In which each small rhombus represents
10000 households. The number of rural households
in which the two amenities are available within the
premises, is indicated separalety. Households having
electricity are shaded by black dots and the house-
holds having drinking water are represented by flat
orange colours and are superimposed on each others.

At the state level, we find that only around one-
fourth (26.03 per cent) of the total of 7.03 million rural
households have electricity connections. The percent-
age of households in which the drinking water facility
is avallable within the premises, is much less. Only
13.41 per cent of the rural households have this facility
within their premises.

Nilgiri district with 45.52 per cent has the highest
ratio of rural households which have power connec-
tion. Tirunelveli (39.18 per cent), Coimbatore (38.06
per cent) and Periyar (30.46 per cent) are the other
three districts which have also recorded fairly good
ratios of rural households enjoying the facility of
electricity connection. North Arcot, Dharmapuri and

Kanniyakumari districts have also registered a higher
ratio Is this regard over the state average ratio (26.03
per cent). South Arcot (18.07 per cent) and Pudukkot-
tai (18.09 per cent) districts have very poor ratios of
rural households with power connection, thus Indicat-
ing their backwardness in this sphere.

The drinking water source within the premises,
which again is a basic amenity needed by every
household, is available 1o 24.13 per cent of the rural
households in Thanjavur district which is the highest
ratio recorded among the districts. Besides Thanjavur,
the other important districts with 15-20 per cent of
households with the amenity of drinking water within
their premises are Chengalpattu, Salem, Coimbatore,
Nilgiri and Kanniyakumarl. Ramanathapuram district
(5.25 per cent), which Is known to be one of the dry
regions of the state, has revealed the lowest percent-
age of rural households with this amenity. Madural
(7.44 per cent), Tiruchchirappalll (9.26 per cent) and
Tirunelveli (7.31 per cent) are the other districts which
have registered very poor ratios of this basic amenity.

Data on the number of rural households and the
percentages among them who enjoy the facility of
electricity connection and drinking water source within

the premises are presented below for the state and
districts.

State/District Rural Percentage of Rural Households having
Households the amenity of
Electricity Drinking water
source (within the premises)
TAMIL NADU 7,029,500 26.03 13.41
1. Madras Entirely Urban .
2. Chengalpattu 459,075 2469 15.14
3. North Arcot 692,915 26.19 13.96
4 South Arcot 723,750 18.07 14.43
5 Dharmapuri 349,250 28.33 13.73
6 Salem 585,180 2452 16.32
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2 3 4
7. Periyar 397,270 30.46 14.92
8. Coimbatore 351,340 38.06 17.51
8. Nigiri 66,290 4552 18.78

10.  Madural 629,420 24.75 7.44

1. Tiruchchirappalli 604,060 23.36 9.26

2. Thanjavur 688,020 22.03 24.13

3. Pudukkottal 200,190 18.09 10.23

14, Ramanathapuram 519,220 23.40 5.25

5. Tirunelveli 527,695 39.18 7.31

16.  Kanniyakumari 229,825 27.30 17.29

321



MAP 97
URBAN HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED 1981

This map depicts the urban households by
number of rooms occupied, as per data gathered
during the 1981 Census, at the district level. The extent
of households occupying one, two, three and more
than three rooms is shown by shades in a rhombus
shaped diagram (each pocket of which represents 4
per cent of the households), drawn in proportion to
the district’s size of urban households. Figures at the
top of the diagram denotes total number of urban
houeholds in a district. Institutional households and
houseless households are excluded from considera-
tion for the purpose of this map. The ratios of
households with no exclusive rooms and ‘unspecified
number of rooms’ could not be shown in the map,
as their proportions are negligible. The pockets of
each rhombus have been shaded as per the percent-
age share of urban households occupying rooms as
mentioned above which are shown as per the legend
of the map.

Almost half of the urban households in the state
have only one living room. While 27.64 per cent of
the households live in two roomed houses, 12.53 per
cent are living in the three roomed houses. Roughly,
one out of every ten urban households possesses
more than three rooms. In seven of the 16 districts
over half of the urban households have only one living
room. The highest ratio of one roomed households
is observed in Thanjavur district (67.12 per cent). The
lowest percentage of such households is noticed in
Kanniyakumari district (21.82). Nilgiri district has also
recorded a low ratio of 39.46 per cent of one-roomed

households.

The proportion of urban households having two
rooms ranges between the high 30.58 per cent in
Coimbatore district and the low 19.82 per cent In
Thanjavur district. Over 30 per cent of urban house-
holds with two rooms are also found in Madras,
Dharmapuri and Salem districts. The highest percent-
age of households among the different districts, with
‘three rooms’ and ‘more than three rooms’ (viz., 21.52
and 31.46 per cent respectively) are recorded by
Kannlyakumari district. Tirunelvell (18.04 per cent) and
Nilgiri (16.85 per cent) are the other districts which
reveal falrly high ratios of households with three living
rooms. The lowest percentage of three-roomed house-
holds Is noticed in Thanjavur district (7.54). Very low
percentages of such hoseholds (less than ten per
cent) are also observed in North Arcot (9.56) and
Ramanathapuram (9.42) districts. The lowest propor-
tion of urban households having more than three
rooms Is also recorded by Thanjavur district (5.52 per
cent). South Arcot district has also registered a very
low ratio (5.77 per cent) of households having more
than three living rooms. Nilgiri district (15.31 per cent)
has the second highest proportion of urban house-
holds with more than three living rooms and it stands
next only to Kanniyakumari district (31.46 per cent)
in this regard.

The percentage distribution of urban households
with different numbers of rooms are given below for
the state and districts.

State/District Percentage of urban households with
No exclusive One Two Three More Unspecified
room room rooms rooms than number of
three rooms
rooms -
1 2 3 4 5 6 ' 7
TAMIL NADU 0.01 49.95 27.64 12.53 9.87 N
1 Madras - 45.14 30.05 13.04 11.77 N
2. Chengalpattu - 49.02 20.00 12.41 9.57 -
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3 4 5 6 7
3. North Arcot - 54.83 25.96 9.56 9.65 -
4, South Arcot - 53.05 28.21 12.97 577 -
5. Dharmapuri - 44.44 30.53 13.74 11.29 -
6. Salem - 45.51 30.44 13.76 10.29 -
7. Periyar 0.01 48.48 29.87 12.73 8.91 -
8. Coimbatore N 4454 30.58 14.38 10.50 -
9. Nilgiri 0.02 39.46 28.36 16.85 15.31 -
10. Madurai 0.07 57.17 26.15 10.12 6.49 -
11. Tiruchchir- - 58.75 23.60 10.34 7.31 -
appalli
12. Thanjavur - 67.12 19.82 7.54 5.52 -
13. Pudukkottal - 57.17 23.88 10.88 8.07 -
14 Ramanatha- 0.01 59.11 25.20 9.42 6.26 -
puram
15. Tirunelveli 0.01 40.94 27.13 18.04 13.88 -
16. Kanniyakumari' - 21.82 25.19 21.52 31.46 0.01

N = Negligable percentage
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MAP 96
RURAL HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED 1981

This map shows the number of living rooms
available In the households in the rural areas of the
districts as per the 1981 Census. The extent of rural
households having one, two, three and more than
three rooms has been indicated by shades in a
rhombus-shaped diagram (divided into 25 equal parts
each representing 4 per cent), which has been drawn
in proportion to the district’s size of rural households.
Barring institutional and houseless househoids, the
rest of the households have been considered for the:
purpose of this map. As the proportions of households
with ‘no exclusive room’ and ‘unspecified number of
rooms’ are either nil or negligible, hence these could
not be depicted in the map.

In Tamil Nadu, as much as 62.90 per cent of the
rural households have only one living room. While
24.63 per cent of the households have two living
rooms, 12.46 per cent have three or more rooms to

live in. This gives us an idea on the poor living space.

now existing in the rural households of the state and
the need for vast improvement of better housing
facllities for the rural population. In 11 of the 15
districts (barring Madras, which is entirely urban),
more than 60 per cent of the rural households have
only one living room. The housing conditions could
be deemed extremely poor in Thanjavur, Pudukkottal
and Tiruchchirappalll districts where over 70 per cent
of the rural° households are living in single-roormed

tenements, many of which may probably be huts. It
is observed that Kanniyakumari district has the best
housing condition in the rural areas as compared with
the rest of the districts. In this small district more or
less equal proportions of the rural households are
found living in one, two, three and more than three
roomed houses, the largest ratio of 28.64 per cent of
households enjoying two-roomed houses. Good housing
facllities are also observed in the hilly Nilgiri district,
where 20.15 per cent of the rural households are
occupying houses with more than three rooms. While
15.55 per cent of households in Nilgiri district ive In
three roomed houses, 27.17 per cent have two-
roomed houses. Only 37.12 per-cent of the house-
holds are found living in single roomed houses In this
district. Comparatively better facilities are also ob-
served In Tirunelveli district where over half of its rural
households, live in two or more roomed houses. In
Coimbatore district, only 55.18 per cent of the households
have reported to be having one living room. While
30.66 per cent of the households in this district have
two rooms, 14.16 per cent have three .or more rooms.

The percentage distribution of rural households
into households having one, two, three and above
three rooms as also those with ‘no exclusive roony
and ‘unspecified number of rooms' are presented
below for the state and districts.

State/District Percentage of rural households with
No exclusive  One Three More Unspecifield
room room rooms rooms than number of
three rooms,
rooms
1 2 3 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU N 62.90 2463 753 4.93 0.01
1. Madras Entirely Urban
2. Chengalpattu N 60.61 27.18 7.08 5.13 -
3. North Arcot - 64.71 24.07 6.14 5.08 -
4. South Arcot - 67.44 24.86 5.08 2.62 N
5. Dharmapuri 0.01 66.04 23.66 ' 6.14 4.15 -
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
6. Salem N 63.11 26.05 6.84 4.00 N
7. Periyar - 62.99 26.37 7.00 3.64 -
8. Coimbatore - 55.18 30.66 9.20 4.96 -
9. Nilgiri 0.01 37.12 2717 15.55 20.15 -
10. Madural 0.01 ©63.25 26.00 6.90 3.81 0.03
11. Tiruchchira- N 73.64 18.71 475 290 -
ppalli
12.  Thanjavur N 77.85 15.01 4.70 2.44 -
13.  Pudukkottal 0.03 77.33 15.86 4.25 245 0.08
14.  Ramanatha- - 61.70 27.13 7.94 3.23 -
puram
15.  Tirunelveli - 43.15 33.10 15.00 8.75 -
16. Kanniyakumari N 22,99 28.64 2258 25.77 0.02

N=Negiigible percentage
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MAP 98

PERSONS BY RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 1981

This map shows the number of households In
the rural areas according to the size of persons, viz.,
households with one, two, three, four, five and ‘six or
more' persons. The number of households in the rural
areas of the districts falling under each of the above
six sizes are represented by six bar diagrams drawn
in proportion to their number.

In the rural areas of the state, there are 7.04
million households of the six sizes represented. It is
observed that the households with the biggest size of
‘six and more persons’ constitute the highest percent-
age, viz., (30.90). It is obvious from this that a large
majority of the households in the rural areas of the
state are comparatively bigger in size. While four
member households form 18.20 per cent, households
with five persons constitute 17.02 per cent. Single
member households form a low ratio of 6.73 per cent,
while two and three member households exist to the
extent of 12.09 per cent and 15.06 per cent respec-
tively among the rural households of the state. It is
seen from the above data that the percentages of
households generally increase with the increase in the
size of the households upto four members and the
proportion decreases slightly in the case of five
member households. A sharp increase is then ob-
served in the percentage of households of ‘six and
more’ persons. While this trend is observed in most
of the districts, in the exceptional cases, viz., North
Arcot, Dharmapuri, Pudukkottai and Kanniyakumari
increased percentages of households have been
registered along with the increase in household size
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in respect of all the sizes indicated. The highest ratio
of rural households in all the districts is found in the
largest sized households of six or more persons, the
lone exception to this trend being Periyar district. In
Periyar district, the largest proportion of households
in the rural areas (22.79 per cent) is seen to be the
four-member households.

The lowest percentage of single member house-
holds in rural areas is recorded by the hilly Nilgirl
district (4.23 per cent). Kanniyakumari district has also
registered a very low ratio (4.28 per cent) of single-
member households in its rural areas. The highest
percentage of this type of households is found in

Tirunelveli district (8.64 per cent). Perlyar district has

the distinction of having the highest percentage of
households in three sizes, viz., two, three and four
member households as comapred to the rest of the
districts. Big-sized households are common in the
rural areas of Kanniyakumari district and this Is seen
from the fact that 40.10 per cent of the rural house-
hqlds of this district have six or more persons and
this is the highest for any district in Tamil Nadu.
Between 35 and 40 per cent of such big-sized house-
holds in rural areas are also recorded by the three
agriculturally prominent districts of North Arcot,
Dharmapuri and Pudukkottal.

The percentage distribution of the rural house-
holds classified under the six sizes, discussed above
for the state and districts are presented in 2
statement given in next page.

State/District Percentage distribution of rural households
One Two Three Four Five Six or
person persons persons persons persons more
persons

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TAMIL NADU 6.73 12.09 15.06 18.20 17.02 30.90

1. Madras - - - - - -
2. Chengalpattu 5.58 11.38 14.74 17.25 16.82 34.23
3. North Arcot 5.79 10.69 13.61 16.82 17.32 35.77
4 South Arcot 5.15 10.82 14.43 17.44 17.25 34.91
5. Dharmapurt 5.99 9.46 1213 16.17 16.75 39.50
6. Salem 8.48 14.03 16.23 21.01 17.52 22.73
7. Periyar 7.48 14.42 18.20 22.79 17.43 19.68
8. Coimbatore 6.91 12.82 156.79 21.31 18.37 24.80
9. Nilgiri 423 10.23 13.98 18.84 18.68 34.04
10. Madural 6.97 12.41 14.84 17.86 17.02 30.90
11. Thruchchirappall 8.00 12.75 15.97 18.54 17.10 27.64
12 Thanjavur 6.11 12.88 16.36 18.40 16.85 29.40
13. Pudukkottai 6.49 10.01 13.19 15.98 16.33 38.00
14. Ramanathapuram 7.68 12.28 14.80 17.02 16.19 32.03
15. Tirunelveli 8.64 13.81 15.56 17.04 15.54 29.41
16. Kanniyakumari 4.28 8.72 12.75 16.35 17.80 40.10
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MAP 100

MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS PER 10 000 OF CENSUS HOUSES 1981

This map-gives an idea on the number of medical
institutions per 10,000 Census houses as at 1981 in
each district. The medical institutions include hospitals
attached with teaching institutions, district and taluk
headquarters hospitals, Govt. dispensaries, hospitals
and dispensaries run by Corporation, Municipalities
and Panchayats, Primary Health Centres, ESI (Employ-
ees of the State Gowt. Insurance) run hospitals/
dispensaries and other types of medical institutions,but
excluding private nursing homes. Based on the ratio
of medical institutions to census houses, all the
districts have been brought under six broad ranges,
as shown in the legend of the map.

The proportion of medical institutions per 10,000
census houses for the state stands at 2.10. Eight of
the 16 districts have higher ratios than this state
average ratio. The small and mountainous Nilgiri dis-
trict has shown the highest ratio of 3.39 medical
institutions per 10,000 Census houses. Pudukkottal
(2.96) and Thanjavur (2.79) districts have also revealed

fairly good ratios of over 2.75 medical Institutions. The
lowest ratio (1.34) is observed in Periyar district which
alone is in the range ‘Below 1.50'. 'Nhile four districts
are in the ratio range of 1.51-1.80, three others fall
in the range of 1.81-2.10. Madras, Coimbatore and
Tirunelveli districts are in the middle range of 2.11 to
2.40 medical institutions per 10 000 census houses.

in the state, there are 2096 medical institutions
as at 1981. Thanjavur district (237) has got the largest
number of such medical institutions among the dis-
tricts, followed by North Arcot (198), Madural (176),
Ramanathapuram (172) and Tirunelveli (172). There
are five districts, viz, Dharmapuri (77) Periyas and
Pudukkottal (67 each) Nilgiri (43) and Kanniyakumarl
(42) which have less than 100 medical institutions.

The number of occupied residential houses,
medical institutions and the ratio of .such institutions
per 10 000 census houses for state and districts are
presented in the following statement.

I

State/District No of occupied No. of medical Ratio of medical

residential institutions institutions per

houses 10 000 census

houses -
1 2 3 4

TAMIL NADU 9,982,996 2,096 2.10
1, Madras 620,241 147 237
2. Chengalpattu 722,977 131 1.81
3. North Arcot 779,543 198 2.54
4. South Arcot 830,129 138 1.66
5. Dharmapuri 374,342 77 2.06
6. Salem 797,523 131 1.64
7. Periyar 499,174 67 1.34
8. Coimbatore 669,971 160 239
9. Nilgiri 127,023 43 3.39
0. Madurai 947,758 176 1.86
11. Tiruchchirappalli 788,516 138 1.75
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12, Thanjavur 848,827 237 279
13.  Pudukkottal 226,552 67 2.96
4. Ramanathapuram 700,788 172 2.42
5. Tirunelvell 783,332 172 220
16.  Kannlyakumari 257,300 42 1.63
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MAP 99
PERSONS BY URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 1981

This map gives an idea on the extent of urban
hosueholds under different sizes of persons in the
districts. The urban households (i.e. those in cities and
towns) have been brought under six sizes of one, two,
three, four, five and six or more membered house-
holds and are represented by six bar diagrams,
proportionately drawn with reference to the number
of households in each size, as in the previous map.

In Tamil Nadu, there are 3.24 million urban
households as per the 1981 Census. The largest
among them and forming about one-third of these
households (34.74 per cent) are big-sized with six and
more members in them. A low ratio of just 4.66 per
cent are single member households. The percentage
of households is found to increase alongwith the size
of the households from single member households
upto households with four persons. There is then a
decline from 17.98 per cent (4 member households)
to 17.08 per cent (5 member households). A similar
trend in the percentage of households of different sizes
as described for the state above, is observed in most
of the districts also. The ratio of households with five
persons is found to be higher than four-member
households in the case of North Arcot, South Arcat,
Dharmapuri and Pudukkottal districts, which are
exceptions from the general trend described above.
Madras district (3.09 per cent) has registered the
lowest proportion of single member households among
the districts. Nilgiri, Pudukkottai, Ramanathapuram

and Tirunelveli districts on the other hand have over
six to seven per cent of such single-member house-
holds in urban areas. In Perlyar, the ratio of house-
holds with two (13.72 per cent), three (17.37 per cent)
and four members (20.72 per cent) is found to be the
highest among the districts. The lowest ratio in the
case of two member households is recorded by Kan-
niyakumari district (8.03 per cent). In this district, the
ratio of urban households with six and more persons
(40.40 per cent) is the highest when compared to the
rest of the districts. The ratio of households with four
and five persons is observed to be the same (17.47
per cent) in Kanniyakumari district.

We do not observe wide variations among the
districts in the proportions of households with three,
four and five persons. Apart from Kanniyakumarl
district which has 40.40 per cent of its urban house-
holds with six and more persons, very high ratios
ranging between 35 and 40 per cent of such large-
sized households are observed in nine other districts.
The lowest proportion of urban households under this
big size is recorded, by Periyar district (25.53 pe!
cent).

The percentage distribution of urban households
under the six different sizes discussed above, I
presented for the state and districts ina table giver
in next page.
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State/District Percentage distribution of urban households

One Two Three Four Five Six or
person persons persons persons persons more

persons

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

TAMIL NADU 4.66 ©10.89 14.65 17.98 17.08 34.74
1. Madras 3.09 8.89 13.52 17.98 17.65 38.87

2 Chengalpattu 4.38 10.76 14.91 17.93 16.91 35.11
3. North Arcot 4.45 9.92 13.52 16.21 16.42 39.48
4. South Arcot 4:45 10.01 13.52 16.97 17.08 37.97
5. Dharmapuri 5.44 10.62 13.70 16.27 16.46 37.51
6. Salem 4.87 12.00 15.79 19.65 17.99 29.70
7. Periyar 5.66 13.72 17.37 20.72 17.00 25.53
8. Coimbatore 4.79 11.11 15.58 19.86 17.91 30.75
9. Nilgiri 6.10 10.15 13.51 17.71 17.00 35.53
10. Madurai 3.89 10.58 14.06 17.79 17.52 36.16
L8 Tlruchchirappalll 5.78 12.32 15.62 18.25 16.52 31.51
12: Thanjavur 5.05 10.83 14.50 16.84 16.80 35.98
13. Pudukkottal 6.32 10.71 13.35 16.07 16.09 37.46
14. Ramanathapuram 6.45 12.80 15.08 16.77 15.88 33.02
15 Tirunelvell 6.36 13.28 15.89 17.41 15.74 31.32
16. Kanniyakumari 3.36 8.03 13.27 17.47 17.47 40.40
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MAP 101

HOSPITAL BEDS PER 100 000 OF POPULATION 1981

The number of hospital beds available per
100,000 of population in each district as at 1981 is
depicted in this map. The beds available in hospitals
attached to teaching institutions, district and taluk
headquarters hospitals, hospitals and dispensaries run
by Corporation, Municipalities and Panchayats, Pri-
mary Health Centres, Employees State insurance
hospitals/dispensaries and other type of medical in-
stitutions, excluding private nursing homes, have been
taken into account for the purpose of this map. The
ratio of hospital beds to population is an index of the
medical facilities available. All the districts have been
grouped into six broad ranges on the basis of their
ratio of hospitals beds per 100,000 of population.

There are 46,734 hospital beds available in Tamil
Nadu and this works out to 97 beds per 100,000
population. Among the 16 districts of the state, six
districts have higher ratios than the state average. Ma-
dras city has the highest ratio of beds (352) per
100,000 of population. It is the only district which

has more than ten thousand hospital beds (viz. 11,533)
per every lakh of the population. Nilgiri (138) Kan-
niyakumari (132), Madurai (114), Thanjavur (106) and
Coimbatore (101) are the other districts with compara-

tti)vezly good bed-population ratios exceeding one hundred
s.

Of the ten districts which have registered lower
ratios than the state level ratio, while two districts fall
in the range of “76-200”, five are under “51-75" range
of hospital beds. The remaining three districts, viz.,
Dharmapuri, South Arcot and Salem have poorer
ratios of 50 and below. Dharmapuri district has the
lowest ratio of just 28. Nilgiri (867), Pudukkottai (678)
and Dharmapuri (555) are the smaller districts of the
state and they have less than 1000 hospital beds each.

Th? population as per the 1981 Census, number
of hospital beds available and the ratio of beds to

100 000 population for state and districts are given
below.

State/District Population

Number of Ratio of beds per
1981 hospital beds 100,000 population
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 48,408,077 46,734 97
1. Madras 3,276,622
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 1 ;i?g 323
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 4'071
4, South Arcot 4,201,869 1'929 e
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 '555 2
6. Salem 3,441,717 1,608 33
7. Periyar 2,068,462 1 ,227 59
8. Coimbatore 3,060,184 3'035 101
9. Nigii 630,169 867 138
10. Madurai 4,535,897 5,164 114
11. Tiruchchirappalli 3,612,320 2,305 64
12. Thanjavur 4,063,545 4313 106
13. Pudukkottai 1,156,813 678 59
14, Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 2,277 68
15. Tirunelveli 3,573,751 2,832 79
16, Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 1,874 132
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MAP 102

INCREASE IN HOSPITAL BEDS PER 10 0000 OF POPULATION 1971-81

This map shows the variation in the number of
hospital beds avallable per 100,000 population in 1981
in the districts when compared to the corresponding
ratio in 1971. This gives us an idea on the improve-
ment or otherwise of medical facilities to the people
In the districts of the state. In 1971, number of beds
available in all medical institutions, including private
nursing homes, have been taken Into consideration.
But in 1981, data on number of beds in private nursing
homes (of private practitioners) are not available and
hence these could not be taken into account. Based
on the variation in the ratio of hospital beds to
population in 1981 over 1971, all the districts have
been brought under six broad ranges, three under

‘gain’ and three under ‘loss’, as shown In the legend
of the map.

At state level, we observe an increase of eight
hospital beds per 100,000 population during 1971-81.
Ten out of the 16 districts of the state have shown
an increase In their ratio of beds to population in 1971-
81 and of these, six districts have revealed higher
Increase than the state average. Coimbatore district
with a gain of 30 hospital beds per lakh of population
stands at the top showing the highest increase among
the districts and is followed by Madurai (29) and Niligiri
(28) forming the highest range of 21 and above beds
per 100,000 of population.

In the city district of Madras too where a number
of big hospitals and other medical institutions exist,

we observe a good increase in the ratio (20). Tirunelveli
and Dharmapuri districts have also increased their
ratios substantially by 17 and 12 beds respectively
during 1971-81 and are placed in the range of
11-20. Four districts are covered under the last range
of gain i.e., 10 & below hospital beds per 100,000
of population. These are Tiruchchirappalli (7), Salem
and Thanjavur (6 each) and Ramanathapuram (2).

Of the six districts which have shown a decline
in their proportions of hospital beds to population, Ch-
engalpattu district had the maximum decrease of 25
beds.This district had a sizable increase in population
during the 1971-81 decade and apparently the in-
crease in beds has not kept pace with the increase
in population. Periyar and Pudukkottai districts have
shown a decline in ratio of 12 and 11 beds respec-
tively. While North Arcot, South Arcot and Kan-
niyakumari districts have recorded a decrease of 7,8
and 2 beds respectively.

In 1971, there were 36 852 hospital beds in the
State. This has increased t046,734 during 1971-81. An
increase of over one thousand beds is observed in
each of the three districts of Madras (2961), Madural
(1823) and Coimbatore (1246).

Data on number of hospital beds per 100,000

- population in 1971 and 1981 and the varlation in 1981

over 1971 are presented for state and districts in the
following statement.

State/District Number of beds per 100,000 population Variation
in the ratio
1981 1971 1971-81
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 97 89 + 8
1. Madras 352 332 + 20
2. Chengalpattu 67 92 - 25
3. North Arcot 92 99 - 7
4. South Arcot 46 54 - 8
5. Dharmapuri 28 16 + 12
6.  Salem 47 41 + 6
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7. Periyar 59 7 -12
8. Coimbatore 101 Al +30
9. Nilgiri 138 110 + 28
10. Madurai 114 85

11. Tiruchchirappalli 64 57 "2
12 Thanjavur 106 100 v
13. Pudukkottai 59 70 "o
14, Ramanathapuram 68 66 -1
15. Tirunelveli 79 62 2
16. Kanniyakumari 132 137 : 1;
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MAP 103
REGISTERED MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100 000 OF POPULATION 1981

The ratio of medical practitioners per 100,000 of
Population In the districts as at 1981 Census Is
depicted in this map. All the districts have been
grouped under six broad ranges with reference to thelr
I'aﬁlo of medical practitioners and are shaded accord-
ngly.

There are, on an average, 85 medical practitio-
ners per 100,000 of population in Tamil Nadu. Six of
the 16 districts have revealed a higher ratio than the
state average. Among these, the city district of Madras
has registered the highest ratio of 213 medical prac-
titioners per lakh of population. A large number of
hospitals and nursing homes with specialist doctors
of every type and modern equipment for a variety of
dlagnosis treatment, besides good facilities for medical
research exist here. There Is also a large inflow of
patients from the mofusil areas to Madras for availing
better treatment facllities avallable here and these
indeed must be the main reason for such a high ratio
of medical practitioners in Madras city. Kanniyakumari
and Coimbatore are the two other districts where the
ratio exceeds 100. Kanniyakumarl district, though
smaller in size has a nhumber of big-sized villages with

a high literacy rate and it Is obviously well served by
doctors and medical care Institutions. However the
number of doctors per 100,000 of population iIs also
good In the districts of Thanjavur (98), North Arcot
(89) and Madural (88) in comparision to the remaining
10 districts. Coimbatore Is the second most urbanised
and industrialised district of the state (next to Madras
district) and it is also well served by many nursing
homes and doctors.

Of the ten districts where the ratio of medical
practitioners is below the state average (85), South
Arcot, Dharmapurl and Pudukkottat districts have
recorded very low ratlos of less than 50 medical
practitioners per one lakh of population. These three
districts have very low ratlos of urban populdtion. Five
districts are found in the range between 66 and 80
medical practitioners per 100,000 of population.

Data on population, number of medical practi-
tioners and the ratio of the latter to the former (per
100 000 population) are presented below for state and
districts.

State/District 1981 population No. of Registered Ratio of medical
medical practitioners practitioners per
100,000 of
population
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 48,408,077 41,077 85
1. Madras 3,287,622 6,986 213
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 2,424 67
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 3,928 89
4, South Arcot 4,201,869 1,903 45
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 984 49
6. Salem 3,441,717 2,451 71
7. Perlyar 2,068,462 1,457 70
8. Coimbatore 3,060,184 3,153 103
9. Nilgiri 630,169 377 60
10. Madural 4,535,897 4,006 88
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11. Tiruchchirappalli 3,61 2,5320

12. Thanjavur 4,063,545 o o

13. Pudukkottai 1,156,813 e o

14. Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 > pl

15. Tirunelveli 3,573,751 e >

16. Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 3;22 77
, 113

MAP 104
PRIMARY HEALTHlCENTRES PER 100 000 OF POPULATION 1981

The proportion of primary heqlth centres per
100,000 of population is depicted in this map at district
tevel. The primary health centres, which are run by
the Panchayat Union counclls, (i.e. Block Development
Offices) are the basic health units started under the
community development scheme In the rural centres,
three decades ago- For the purpose of this map, the
primary health centres only have been considered and
the sub-centres functioning under them have not been
taken into account. All the districts have been brought
under five broad ranges, in accordance with their ratio
of primary health centres per lakh of population.

At state level, we observe an average ratio of 0.79
primary health centres per 100,000 population. The
city district of Madras, which commands the facllity
of a number of big Government hospitals and private
nursing homes, has no primary health centre. Of the
remalining 15 districts, 11 districts have revealed higher
ratios than the state average ratlo. Perlyar district with
a proportion of 1.16 primary health units has the
highest ratio among the districts. Salem is the other
district besides Periyar which has got a ratio of over
one primary health unit per 100,000 popuiation. Niigirl

and Ramanathapuram districts have also registered
faily good ratios, (very nearly one). Seven other
districts have recorded ratios between 0.80 and 0.90
health centres.

Ot the four districts which have proportions
below the state average, Kanniyakumari has the lowest
ratio (0.63). Coimbatore district has also revealed low
ratio (0.69) of primary health centres to population.

There are 383 primary health centres in the state.
North Arcot district (38) has the largest number of
such centres among the districts. In seven other
districts, there are 30-35 primary centres each. The
smallest number of centres (6) Is found in the small
and hilly district of Nilgiri. Kanniyakumari district has
also a low number, viz., 9. The other two smaller
districts, viz., Pudukkottal and Dharmapuri have 10 and
16 health centres respectively.

The 1981 population, number of primary health
centres and the ratio of the latter per lakh of population
are presented in the following statement for state and
districts.

State/District 1981 population No. of primary Ratio of
health centres primary health
centres per
100,000 of
population
1 2 3 4
TAMIL NADU 48,408,077 383 0.79
1. Madras 3,276,622 - -
2. Chengalpattu 3,616,508 27 0.75
3. North Arcot 4,414,324 38 0.86
4, South Arcot ' 4,201,869 34 0.81
5. Dharmapuri 1,997,060 16 0.80
6. Salem 3,441,717 35 1.02
7. Periyar 2,068,462 24 1.16
8. Coimbatore 3,060,184 21 0.69
9. Nilgiri 630,169 6 0.95
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10. Madurai 4,535,897 35 0.77
11. Tiruchchirappalli 3,612,320 31 0.86
12. Thanjavur 4,063,545 34 0.84
13. Pudukkottai 1,156,813 10 0.86
14. Ramanathapuram 3,335,437 32 0.96
15. Tirunelveli 3,573,751 31 0.87
16. Kanniyakumari 1,423,399 o] 0.63
£
: Cab
=
L. v V4
\ P
W
ﬁ‘ . T -.
[ T
, v o
. S
At
T Q ¥
A \ o ]
" &
/

338



	1487570953
	1487570954
	1487570955
	1487570956
	1487570957
	1487570958
	1487570959
	1487570960
	1487570961
	1487570962
	1487570963
	1487570964
	1487570965
	1487570966
	1487570967
	1487570968
	1487570969
	1487570970
	1487570971
	1487570972
	1487570973
	1487570974
	1487570975
	1487570976
	1487570977
	1487570978
	1487570979
	1487570980
	1487570981
	1487570982
	1487570983
	1487570984
	1487570985
	1487570986
	1487570987
	1487570988
	1487570989
	1487570990
	1487570991
	1487570992
	1487570993
	1487570994
	1487570995
	1487570996
	1487570997
	1487570998
	1487570999
	1487571000
	1487571001
	1487571002
	1487571003
	1487571004
	1487571005
	1487571006
	1487571007
	1487571008
	1487571009
	1487571010
	1487571011
	1487571012
	1487571013
	1487571014
	1487571015
	1487571016
	1487571017
	1487571018
	1487571019
	1487571020
	1487571021
	1487571022
	1487571023
	1487571024
	1487571025
	1487571026
	1487571027
	1487571028
	1487571029
	1487571030
	1487571031
	1487571032
	1487571033
	1487571034
	1487571035
	1487571036
	1487571037
	1487571038
	1487571039
	1487571040
	1487571041
	1487571042
	1487571043
	1487571044
	1487571045
	1487571046
	1487571047
	1487571048
	1487571049
	1487571050
	1487571051
	1487571052
	1487571053
	1487571054
	1487571055
	1487571056
	1487571057
	1487571058
	1487571059
	1487571060
	1487571061
	1487571062
	1487571063
	1487571064
	1487571065
	1487571066
	1487571067
	1487571068
	1487571069
	1487571070
	1487571071
	1487571072
	1487571073
	1487571074
	1487571075
	1487571076
	1487571077
	1487571078
	1487571079
	1487571080
	1487571081
	1487571082
	1487571083
	1487571084
	1487571085
	1487571086
	1487571087
	1487571088
	1487571089
	1487571090
	1487571091
	1487571092
	1487571093
	1487571094
	1487571095
	1487571096
	1487571097
	1487571098
	1487571099
	1487571100
	1487571101
	1487571102
	1487571103
	1487571104
	1487571105
	1487571106
	1487571107
	1487571108
	1487571109
	1487571110
	1487571111
	1487571112
	1487571113
	1487571114
	1487571115
	1487571116
	1487571117
	1487571118
	1487571119
	1487571120
	1487571121
	1487571122
	1487571123
	1487571124
	1487571125
	1487571126
	1487571127
	1487571128
	1487571129
	1487571130
	1487571131
	1487571132
	1487571133
	1487571134

