
Obaater • ¥

5*1 lle&alm as& concepts

&lg$?atl£m Is a fora of geographical mobility across 

specif!eel,boundaries generally involving a change of residence

fron tile place of ferigin* It is a teslo process of social

©tenge i evolving place, people aM duration of otay* Interim!
migration eas trMitio&ally viewed as a socially bencf iciest

process ► vorfccre were shift el fro® is® productivity labour
•%surplus regier# to high productivity labour scarce urea*

So a ties-classical theorist, it is the poorest in the

social biararefy of the village v?ho have tbs greatest reason
oto leave the village and tey their luck elsewhere •‘,* ISigronts 

are dynamic, *!&& bearing per so as, who respond favourably to 

economic stimuli and have high capacity to detach tteeselvcd 

fro® traditional eurrouadlago and adapt thopaelves to un- 

fsailier enviromeate* lEgr&ats typically do not r spree eat a

rondo® cample of the overall populati-o a* On the contrary, they 

teas to be disproportiomtely young, better educated, less 

risk averse and m&& achievement oriented* bhilo cany migrants,
-Aeopcdally la Asia,* are 'unskilled landless peasants, rany 

others possess Job transferable skills, have inereaBingly



more jobs® of schoollug and have ssse regular source of finan­

cial support for the period immediately following migration*

Migration is nria&rily motivate! ■?• by. - economic con si- 

derations ?&ich are finding a 3ab ^ higher ^ageo# Cfoero say be 

noa-e ©©noetic factors also for migration, but th^ are g&ierolly 

secondary factored

2a Indian Census, the statue of migrant is Identified 02 

the basis of e lines? by their birth place or the place of last 

residence* a»& the types of movements Ore studied under the 
following heads3

a) Enrol to rural or rural tuam-cver
b) Enrol to urban or rural push

0} Urban to rural (reverse migration)
d) Urban to urban or urban turn-over,

Migration cm be distinguished generally in tores of 

duration* distance &ml destination* leople migrate ^eueoaaiiy 

to neighbouring dreae for a short duration in the busy season, 

©here their steals are in great demand♦ Shis happens core m 

particular during, harvesting tim* Shore nr© sola© instance® of 

people migrating to distant centres also seasonally for short 
duration»Shia happens In the case of agricultural labourers 
of Bihar ao& Orissa mho go over to Utter fradesb and Ziaijab 

la busy season* Shey go for meetly harvesting operatic is.
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fleasonei migration fsm the villages takes place in the alack 

season ale.©* labasu’ero in the village as they do not have 

adequate Job opportunities within the village during off-season, 

'th^r migrate to to odd Jobs. For ©sample Christian Had&x 
families of da&aaatb^isras district in i%mil Bedn migrate to 

uQigtifeouritsg SasJtap© atstrlet to earry out m&iy tapping oporc.* 

time* Similes? %• some migrate even t© urban ©litres to engage 

in such ©peratioso like road lays, rig, building construction ©to*, 

#.q these migrsmta move, th^r may leave behind their families 

in their as five villages* Shis is soatiy true i?hoa they go over 

to urban centre© at Ion 3 distances* T/hil e they go over to 

ne&rfey placsa, especially rural regions, they prefer to tato 

their families also with thee* Shi© is because other ossfeerc 

of the household can get sobs odd, Jobs at the place of migration 

©ml substmifiate the in ©ora® of the household.. Henoo seasonal 

migration cannot strictly be considered as a short distance 

rural migration*,

-2lio ether on© is & migration for & long durati© r. ixi a
way it can be ©ailed as permanent migration to urban centres.

feoplc migrate to cities in search £ Jobs*2fcle again need not

strictly fee considered in terms of distance* Irrespective of 
the distance peaple migrate to urban cen tree in search c£ 
livelihood# If they stay £qt a iotag dur&tiea at the place ®2 
migration, the-a the type ®£ migration booc-usaa uomjoi ©. permanent 

nature* Some times pecpl© migrate tp even foreign osar, trios*
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lastly tbis kind e:C long duration (permanent) eigratlaa is 

Resorted to iy the Tillags?s as oioglo individual movernnkA. 
r&tfesr than whole sigratiosi* btscmarageu fey the diffi**

euUftea of transport ami higher cost of housing and living* 
thsy p?©>£«r to leave feabind their far* Hies in their native 

Villages* 2hey visit their SasHles one© in a while far a 

abort stay* the a they go baols to their urban ^oba* However 

they mdse periodical reaittanees to their families* At- the 

outset* it can fe© said that migration cannot bo dieting*iohed 

strictly in terns of distance sad destination* But it can he 

classified in terms of the nature sad the durations of the 

3oh i*e*, seasonal or perennial*

Migrants una&eo&gaBled fey other ries&are c£ the family 

and aovisg singly* c&y bo termed as Independent migrants. Voeien 

and children in the family take to migration*mostly dne to 

their econooic and see Sal dependency tilth tb a head of the 

'household* am they can bo turned as linked nioraats*

5*2 ffhooriee of Migration

Until recently* research m internal migration in 
developed countries has feces dominated largely by the work of 
goographors, and demographers and sociologists* kuraerous 

theoretical models of migration have bees developed* 2hcy 

can b© grouped into social models end ecosoaio eodele* Hie



different social yodels which are relevant con be incorporated

into on© general theory of migration *

Per imps the first attempt to develop a theory of migration 
ms Hawaeteir^s psceentatidt^ of laws of migration in the

late nineteenth century, generalisaiio?-s which largely haw 

withstood the test of time* bosfcing from the so-called flaws'*
r-

and 'additional empirical generalisatioao» Everett b* fee'" 

presented his theory of aigratidn in 1966* He attempted to

develop a truly general theory which axp&aitjed internal and 

inter-national migr&tlaa in and between both developed and 
developing areas over a long period of history* lee’s 

conceptual fi’aoevjorh ia sufficiently broad to incorporate

other serial models* She framework fhcusses un, migration 
deei04of**®ahi;-<g; m& pres acts four general factors which 

influence aigratlos decisions* origin factors * destination 

fetors si intervenieg obstacles end personal factors* factor 
characteristics of the sending region are high

1 on wages, poor ©lisa to* topology, ana in©!̂  Ul x*'©creational,

e&ucstimial and csacntiity facilities* factors associated with 

the area of destination are high wsg est lew nna^riloycont, 

flood dilute end so forth* Intervening variables include the

distance anS tfc© east of sieving-* Various rasoarchsrs have

added late?veniijg ©pportimit.ioB between origin mil deotina** 
tion, as determinants of the Haw between these tea pc into.
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A alteration of tbs ind ividu&l model of nlgratioa
decisionmaking is Sodaro’e postulate that miration responds

nto cTii'frmm cea la esc looted rather than actual earnings. 

BKPect-ed game as?# n©a0ty?e4 by the difference in real incomes 

b«tv?«ea work opportunities In serdigg aad receiving rogioa© 
aM the probability of the new ©igrants obtaining a Job la 

the area of destination^ t the regional level, this would 

isply that eispb&sis seed© to be give© to both unemployment 

wage or iueose level#* fiio e&aet spool, float Ion of the 

interadtion of times two variables would depend on how 

OKpectations are f^ruod by diffsraat individual© onS how 
such individuals are distributed in theft© two population.

ffhe prioary import*® s® given to ecosc-aie factors is
csoecm to Boat theories of nigra tlonVf he major s&oeptiarx Is
the role of cities per e© in attracting nigr-eato* It has

been hypothesised that this of feet is inport&nt, tedependant
of tie econo©!© opportunities offered by cities* , ibis is

referred to as the tfeity lights** hypotbosio* ffo© importance

of the ,5 bright lights” by pot heals- 3a ©tressed, for oxaapie,
7in Xqy gad fcxeides«

St: tics© thesrotioaX nodels do not provide a eleso-out 

answer aosicerairg the migration dseis lo as» * iOV?evoi:, an 

attempt has been nad© to interpret the 2&eidcacc of nig-.mtis.ri 
in this study 3n tho light of above mentioned theoretical

franework*



litfe tteo mounting pressure of population on lam an 
rural areas# particularly those areas where lane holdings in 

general are small aril land productivity to poor# seasonal 

migration for mxk outside the village and to far off places 

imo become quite sig&ifleant#

5*3 Katfooflolagc; of th& present study

Bor the purposes of this sioayf we feat® defined 

migrant as an tsa&tvi&u&X whs is living &my from the .nucl ear 
family# does not share the roof for toe night or partake' food 
froo the asm© kitchen, hat miiivatua tic connection with 

tfea family by contributing to the consuwptiou ©spend it firs 
of the ffesily tfemagh periodical remittances# unlike the 

carried away daughters or- ©one bolding independent householos., 

Wlis have severed their links with the main family* only i 30b 

migrants’ were coma id ©red hero and eomsaitere were excluded*

fbsse who went for work in nearby places within the 

district ©r to the adjacent districts# and caae back after 

Short duration or season war© termed as seasonal migrants* 

Such migrants usual, ly move to caja same additional in cone

clurir& the period wheu their services are not required wltfaia 
the village. Such move© are, in general, as>t distress or event 

specific uove&# but re flection of the imeese uaxicisiag actives 

v£ the individuals eoncorued* "rbie is mostly rural to rural
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©igrattcm is the off-season, «bea their talent is £©un« to 

fee surplus, locally#

i*©F*g term si^jantss v/ere those who wat to urban centres 

for a greater duration* Borne of tboa weat ©iron overseas* 
Sjbeir resai stances vm& periodical e»& their visits to 'ate

fatally \mr% only osoe is a- ye&s? or two* Shoy would fee raootly 

engaged is aoa-agricaltwrsl. ooeupatioae at their deetlLiatio ~i

She details about migrants mu% sigrati&s were collected 

in tms first survey for the present etuoy, costly from the 
ami-iTigresite of the houseboM who tsete present at the time of 

enquiry sad, not aeeesc&rily from the migrants the&selvoe 

directly* Ho question on migration were cehce in the second 

survey*

S*4 IneMesiea„oi..M3^tto

bpto 1961, the Census data In India, ©n migration
was collected tssougfe the particulars q£ lc« birth planG*
significant feature of 1$71 Census was that besides pasticil-era 
on birth pines, inferoatibn about th© glee© of the last 

residence i$as also caLXeet-ed and in tfce ease of differcncs 

between the place of Ge&cue mmwm%Qn aid place of last 
residence or place of birth,- or both, the- person ase treated

as a migrant*
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£13$ Census figures of 1961 end 1971 imicaled tho.t total 

migration bad iia fact decreased fey 2 per cent* Iron 31 per­

cent to 29 per scat* ffee decrease ssay be attributed to rural, 

dovelopsaeat pragraaices taking place under the l?ive Year Hans. 

Shis say also be due to the cities reach near saturation point 

la their capacity to absorb adttitioaal labour force from rural 

areas* However raral-to-rurai migrations was still quite 
large M both the decade© (1931-61 cad 1361*71), being around 

779 of ttse total migration*. Ibis bad dispelled tfa© popular 

notion belt about the rural-urban influx*'’''

4a per the Census of Ini la 1971 s aigroato accounted for 

2$0 of the total popilatto??* Among the© 23 Per cent wore 

recorded as laigrbntt- within the state feoi^n dories* She sigreato 

ivom other state© formed orly 3 per cent* Similarly for the 

state of Sasrll Oa«lu also migrants accounted for 29 per cent 

of the population, out of which only 2 per omit were nigrants 

fr^fa other states to TsmiX tfa&u* ffeue, intra-state elgretisn 

soeas to fee a do&in&rrfc feature*

f/itfrin the state of fomil Hadu, Haaonathapursm oM 

firunelfeli distx'ict© showed greater outmigratory trends, 

kss&aatbaspuraia 1® one of the districts where outssigrotaiy
if'

tenlencies from rural tracts are found to be of Importance* *

As io mil known, this district is mted fox’ its severe drought© 

and, hence is a .fcadecsrfi pocket of fossil Uadu especially in terns 

of - agricul tural• prail nativity* Hence emigration for job
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opisort unities outside the region i© important far this area.

Tm %m villages cAimm for analysis la tb e present 

study broadly reflect the general- chare cter iat Acs of tlaaa~ 
thaperam district ir$ vibich they ©re located, -such kg frequent 

droughts* day farmiris, high degree of maeremploysg r.t and 

loc income* Sa tte first village, out off? households, 28 

households reported miration, whereas in the ceeond village, 
20 household© out of 72 reported migration# la the first 

Tillage 42 out of 421 per eons Migrated far Jobs# trfcilo 
In the second village, 45 persona out of 560 reported to be 

migrants* In the first village 223 persons, cad in the*

'Second Tillage, 191 persons isere In the labour force# Ihus,

10 per cent aad 12 per scat of population aril 19 pot cent end 

23 per ©eat &£ the labour force £r©o the first and the

second Tillage respectively we-r© reported to be the migyunty.
m ©bom la Sable 5*1*

Sable 5*2 shoves the distribution of migrant© for these 

tm Tillage© m tt® basics of their deetiaailo as and distances* 
While in the first Tillage long distance urban oriented 

migration is fiomiaant, la tho second Tillage, short diotanoo 

seasonal migration for agricul tural operations nas none 
Significant#
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5*i

Stakes? of tscraoeli^Ws* population psemm .In X&fcourferee*in 11 mnfi -.iirriiMinu iiri«-M-rinwiiwi.Mii^i i>ni'niiiii»rrn.iinij|i hi hi *■ iiiiiiiiriiiij»iiwl.miiinnin>MHiiiiiiiHi hi mnnii       iM;Hiriirn nmn r-r~i t~ti - i‘— • ■ -- --

mggayrcs sr£ tholy gc~gcoat&ge.

Tlll&go t'Qpvl®*’ SWfesfcr $ of ol*» $ of of
house** tion fore© migrs grant laigygmts aigrs&to
hole© <per~ (pei— -at©. houses to 'to tel to peroons

mm) Bum) {per- hold® to popula- in labour**
sous) total tion force

boas©
hsM© __ _

“1 z ‘j 4 6 1 •>' ■O
1 *Sl©n&&«* 

g&tii 11 421 z2.‘j 42 36*36 3*9S 10’ *35

£«fl£i*lyur 12 360 191 43 27.73 11.% 22*31

Sources She hou&ehol<i msprm 1SB1«*32.

gpftla 5.2

Distribution of S&gga&ta teased on distance unci Oegtiaatloa

Village Kursk 
eiigSTcmis 
{pQ$mn&)

Srbsn
ralgrsats
(persons)

Overseas
migrants 
{persons)

fatal
migrcuais 
(persons)

' 'i............ " 2 ' *3— 4

1. SSXan&aga&f 16 1S *7f 42

2* Siri^mr 41 2 0 43

Sa-d-t-Ca-- * 'JVjfc- SoOiAj^. ! °l £r\ — <kr2-
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9*5 Factors affeetlng ntm&tim

Family ®%z® &fid sigr&tiou* Sabi© 5*3 presents the 

wutBfeoa?' ©f migrant© per feally :fbsr all the iiousetolcl© 1a tbo two 

irlX-lages* £mqber of migrants per household appear to b© largo 

for larger furdlioo ia the aise group .of 6-9 in the first tillage 

&»d <Mf la the oeeoad tillage* For very large facilieo i«e»» 

faailiea with 3 ossbera ©ad key oik!* the presort ton of migrant is 

©D&ll, tot tteea tli© ausabe# M sued imiXios are also very scull 

i& oua? eaisple*

Faailg gj&e» and nigratloa

Village Avera- 2To*of ilO-iSf IlCMOf Average 7o*of
g© house- Far- oigra- olgrento per

©ise 
t groups, 
iporaono)

sis©
(©dr­
ees©)

feolcia com nts
(psp-

- ©oaa)

household 
(persons)

,IL 1 ■ ”1 ------------ g 3 4 3 6
I »0:y.aucIiiai€d

4-5
6-7
£5—9

tO & ■4*

1-3
4**5
6-7
fi—9

4f

2*1 is 25 0 0*00
4*S m 123 11 0,41
6*3 24 152 16 0,67
0*2 11 SO ■14 1,27

10,3 3 . 31 1 0,33
3*5 77 421 42 0*33

2,6 17 44 10 0*59
4*3 as 113 12 0*4-6
6*4 at 135 19 0*90

6 4a 2 0,33
10,0 2 so 0 0*00

5*0 ?2 360 43 o»co

Oourcei fha bouaobol.il mirvi® 1931-32*
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JBfetrilmtioa of mtmm ts 'by use sac* ms

Yiixm®

/^Age-group 
Isi years

!To«of sigrsats 
(persons).

Sa.t©' festal© TcomL

Percent
persons

©0© ©f Kl^ra'atx. to 
la -Isfaourforee is. 

espeot-ive groups 
yeiseiie ii'-otixi

. 1 2 3 .......4:,.......,-.... 3 6 ---- 7=Tt
1 •OilaMeaiidl

Jiseo then. 14# 1 0 1 100,00 09* OO 20.00

15-25 17 1 IS 36*96 3*15 ci p-* Ci,"j

26-35 14 2 16 33*90 7*40 24*24

3S-43 5 0 5 25*00 14 *71

46-#) 1 0 1 5*36 - 4*17

60 4 a^-o^e 1 0 1 23*00 0* *1/ 'Xi§ <*« * «* 4/

*1X 39 3 42 30*47 •s * c-7 «v •it * ' St

2*&iaferur

Less tsfeah 14®' 0 1 1 «MK 50*00 r* ~ 1? «*?

15-85 10 7 w 32*26 22*90 27*42

26-35 6 5 13 33*33 10*92 23*49

36-45 5 3 0 2Q.00 23*09 21.09

46-59 2 1 3 19*33 14*29 15 * ov

60 & aijstf© 1 .0 1 35*33 <#* 25*03

AU 2fi 17 43 26,30 20*99 22*51

Spurge* Stoa ftou&efeoM curves. 1901-32,

0 ftJJo *0 'eased only oa da© eteervatiori*
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sf glgraats fey age ar4 oagi 2b to to cb«a 

in Sable 5,»4» Xt M seen that tt&ci th® first v&leg© out© 

migration. is p^Gd&mimnt'* Sigrafc ioa to this village is urban 

oriented long distance migration, la s?biob ease, the migrants 

prefer t a keep their fasrilics in their nature, village* Xs the 

socond village short distance rural~rural migration is predoL-riapit 

and to this ease \3® find that sale© sad feaaies 'both take part 
la ©Igratic^ tmngh the number of migrant littLes s&& Blight 

edge over the number of migrant iwe&es* is both the villages 

the age-group 13-45 to predominant mo fig the migrants*

11Caste and social composition of migrante:• hm points out 

that the vuluise of migration varies directly tilth the diversity 
of people * ®he impact of ‘mobility ferae* mi different eouau- 

nitiss is not the same* Marginal social grougo have greater 

tend easy to stigmta* YmtosiM* Meat if i«© limltcsif Obriatiesae,

Siadara as sBlgr&t2.e8a prose ©ecaasitleo# gaehariafe observes, '• 
^analysis of religious Ida of aigrants (in mliich deco*

gratis controls eotjOLd mt fee adequately labssoOaee&i showed 

that pa?op®saitiea to migrate were relatively greater aco-rc 

minority ratigioup groups* • ^

•lllgr&ilao in the first village to highly esnceirtruvod to 

a single ©ante group* vis*, Volcyara* Shey constitute d4 per* 
cent of the population of tbo village* fhus, the D&gsrity tf 

sigroat© in the first village arc feoia the dcaiaout group*

„JL # _

tec
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fhe aecoa&ary caste group ©ost/risiag of the TallolfiB cad the 

tertiary @eoup of •3»tiioi?a%fai>1 Mu^te esa iraSiam*© oooe *>•*& 

lr,-1h© order of rggaking 3a respset of incidence! of aigretten. 

She- first village So®© ss$ l»ve scheduled caste popuQLatiou*

la the seeorja village, Cb© • ascln^t oast© group io 
fc-aravarc, arrl tfeo ackers ©f this group shot? little aigrattor* 
£fee Cliriat-tan i«fedfcr& 3&g asuptliuie the socomarj group, bav* 

tile feigtout proportion of talgraataS is popf&atio iWisaris of 

tertiary group, being the village artist®, did not report 

any migration* 2be ©efeefiiaied caste population ehows greater 
intensity of migration as expeotei, teeing the oaroirnl social 

groi# in the village (Xatele 5+5)

p«3
Caste"*groap^-?3iae diatriteatica of migrants smatllUlll'.ll III—n>n ■»IM**M»**W***«**!***IW!»*»*WMW**M**».*in. lW8*' iHHU*M«.*WW<*«MW^Wa—

t fn&iig p&^mntages

Village/

Caste
groups

Popula­
tion 
(per- 
Sms)

labour 
feres 
i per* 
sons)

30«0£
migra­
nts
(per*
sous)

$3 of Riigraaio to * 
H'opila*’ labour- 
tlea force

in f 5' 4 5 0
i»SilEOi deguCi«a»i*taunin«» a*^.*'*' umiH'un^rtwtrjwifioin,

Dominant 355 152
*?Y~

JK? IQ, 70 19*79
Secondary IQ ■* ■*<* 3 7*69 19*73
'icartiexy m m 1 3*70 ' '■ * 53
SeteedteXed Caste —1~ — ——All 423 223 42 9.5b 1‘c- mO £
pis® -c.
aomumat 197 1-00 6 3*Cp 6.00
Sdcvameap 30 46 24 30.00 52*1?
i-ertiory , 33 70 0. a _ r*r, 0*00
Soheduled Caerfee 50 29 13 26.00 44.03
m 360 191 43 11*94 22.51

Sources She heusehoXS survey 1 §31-32.
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Bduoatioasl attainhonto s £li©' educational 'attainoeixts

of the JBigpeats clay-ends ©a the nature of srigratio n* la general 
long distance utffesn sfgr&nis o&y have a higher odacnticnai
oo&poaitien than the population fron which the^ aro drawn* 

Sat iw to rural seasonal ulgrctioR for agricultural ana 

other u»&fc£Li«& Jobs J3%~ even show the revere© tend©; idea* 

Shis is gmmmlly a«ea frea the study of toe ivo village© in 

our cos©* In the first village the al£p?atta 1© predcciaotrll

urban oriental a as we ©e© froa the Sabi© 5*6 that the educes

ticaal composition of ifiorant© le better than the educatieaol 

status of tfc© total, labourforc© 5a the village*la the oeooad 

village crlgrtatio© 1# susetly seasonal and we see £roc ifee tab},© 

referred t© above that proportion of ill item tea aocng the 
migrants is titan the proportion of Illiterates enorg

the labourforce in the village#

Blptrlhatlon of slgga&ta ter soonotiio classes s ihe 

grouping of households 4a the two villages into distinct 

©coacsaie class©© bused on the sis© of land held and the
primary ©ecttp&tiim of the household (fable 5*7) eljotm that 

in the first village {Artisans arc topping the list in iueiuenco 

of saigmtion followed by staaXX, Es©dita% &t$ msf^laal farmers*
£4he lowest Inei&sne© of migration mao fauna ir> the case of 
'* other©1 a»a agricultural labour households* In the second 

Villas© tfao tread is different* Ihe noa-oultivator households
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Muo&tioual attainacats of Bigvmis

(Tillage

/i/BuCiGtlOQel 
./ Gtta;irserits

Sfo.of iareae** Uo.fff
Bepcoao tag© of migrant
in ecXaaa persons
labour* - 2 by
fore© by eduea-
education- tlonal
cl cate-
categories goriea

S'eroesv* 
tag© of 
CjOlUSEJ

4.

Sereeutiagos 
of uigrtmto 
to lafoourfor- 
ce its reepee* 
tive educa­
tional cate­
gories

................. 1..............“....... J S 3 4 5 b

iiJMaalsaai^
Illiterate 144 04*5? 21 50*00 47 *73

Srleary level ' ,31 22*6? 9 21.43 ' 17*65

OMdle'levsl B2 9*0? s 19*05 36*36

SeeaMary level 
and above 6 2*69 4 9*32 1(3.6?

' AU 223 100*00 42 100*00 16.83

Illiterate m 61*78 29 6? *44 24.3u

srlmry level 4? 24*61 !»#$W 18*60 17.02

Kiddle level go 10*4? 5 11.63 25*00

Secondary level 
end above 0 5*14 1 2*33 16*67

All 191 100.-00 *fy 100,00 22.51

^ouffoei Tm household survey 19B1-62*
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fable, B«?

listrifoution of ©ifjraata for different ecoaoraic el&stee—hhwh .umi >i»|iwwi"**"i' iiiuwi"»im»niiininM*> Hi'Hnnm.! 'iwiwintML.i»mi»»..WM»i i            » mwmfwtcn

¥i2X&§© Uiatrifeutiem of slgra&ts t?o«of labour ^erooiitof.o
oii tse 0a® xo of di-St&nm migrants^ faros of iaicrr,~

Sce&oai© {persons) (j&eroaws) (i;er- nto to
// classes short It-oso- oversea® * sons) labour

/ fils- <2io- force
atsmes tBiiea

T _ a .3 *----- s> 0 ’ ' 7 ' ' '

1» Btlendumiit
i) Marginal 

farcer© 3 5 3 13 n 17 .01

3.1) Small farmers 3 4 2 3 2S 32*14

ill) tlefiiam farces ** 2 1 3 13 23*<3!

tv) AgrieulWal
1 afe oarers 3 3 1 9 ?5 12*00

v) Artisans 3 2 4* 3' 11 45.43
vi) Others 3 ©*- 3 23 13 *C4

AU 16 19 ? 42 223 1j *i>3

i) Ma*fisal
farmers 4 «$» ' #** 4 26 ip. >;■>

11) Small farram-a 2 **■ «JUt 2 36 S*56
111) M-adium £am©,as 1 1 «Mr 2 51 3.92

iv) Agyienltural 
labourers 10 ** - 10 30 *? 'ft *• *t7yy*yj

v) Artisaoe - - •4* w* 5

vi) Others m 1 «# 25 39 64 *10
ah 41 S - ‘ 43 191*T* 22.51

• Sonreet £be Jaouieehold; curve*?’
i9si«*aa*
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report greater aigretios* 2fee residua category vis*, ‘others* 

shows biguoat proportion of -algra-ticm followed- by ugricijiturai 

labour fcoueetieMe and ffiarglaal facers* Is the eac© of saall 

am aetliuu farmer households, it is inaignlilecu’tly seal! 

and with ortio$n households,. it ia totally ail, ttius, boro 

also it is sees that the Incidence of aigratioa o& different 
ecaa ooic olaooes Is related to tfea nature of migration which 

is very filffcr-e&t in tfcc tm villages* Jd&bcwrferc© part£o&dar> 
tlon aaosg oigreoats s Labour force participation spang migrant 
boue®hoi4s la slightly higher In both the villages{2al5i© 5*8)

gable 3*8

labourforce farfef etpalfo?* ratio and migration

Village Labourforce 
pariioipetion 
ratio Ms all 
feouseholuB

Labaurfcre© 
participation 
ratio for oi- 
grant house­
holds

^ o£ migranto 
to screens la 
migrant house­
holds

1 2 5 . 4 .

1 *Silimdagudi 52*97 54*49 23*6©

g*0lr%ur 53*06 53*4© 41.75

Sources fho ho behold survey 1931-62****^M*M*ifc’7*i*HJMa*fc

acmthly per capita consumption eKgsadlture levels 

and migration s
Sable 5*3 sfesms tfc© distribution of migrants for inter-

PCX5vale of moa t l&y^o&ptta oeaaaia^ioa <»p«a&ltare« la the first
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1 CTO

triglier proportion of E&grsnta CS7*14‘^) ©re teo-2 the* 

bouse&a&I© tsboee isc&tbly per capita osnuuD^feitn egcpeuaituge 
level is below -fee ossirs&i© ciiiiiaucj of fef$4( povc^l^ Ui-©)*

In the second village* tb© proportion of >t2%raato ore? fxaiTl to 

be higher la the ease of faoilioa whose oosthly per capita 

consumption expend iSuro. level is higher tb&a iMo cut-off line 

of fo#.64s

5*6 Conclusions

She following cone! onions <3&» be craivu f^aa the 
foregoing analysis 4

(t) fearly eae-fiftfc* of the iaboisrforee froa the survey ed 

village do isot fled ©cough oconoaie support op their uorsoete&d 

cud they tiigrate to seek e&picyaenfc ©leewim5e*

(2) larger auijfeer of aigpaiite are 150s© fatillies i« the 

Sis© greup of €-*9 percon©* Bence big fuslllefl are ©ore olgreUae.?. 

prone*

Co) Host of the aigrast labourers frcta the surveyed 

villages found to be active youths in the age gnu,? of 

15-45 years*

(4) She u;avglnal sceiel groups such as scheduled caste 

■population gbcwed high incidence of migration*
(5) She educational coopcsition of tbs rrigrante is better

Bluest; ioanithan the ©dueafiamii status of total labonrforee*



attaiBiaofttQ of the otgrartts found to vary tuo type o.

pigratxos*

(6) Slie a©eti^t$o» eeati duration of aigrsti&a to not. 

elsllor for dlfforeat ‘eq&noafta classes end eaafesecpeatly the 

incidence of migration ■vanlea- far differexit ecoropio eiaaoee.

(?) 2he labour fores participation ratio for the oxgraut 

households were slightly higher tboa the non^igyaat households*

'($) Senate- sf liartag (isjaicatsd fey the per capita ceacunp- 

tion cKpeaSiture) do not soea to fee associated, v/ith oigrution* 
i'fe© incidence of nigra tioa twios mar© significantly by the 

distance, duration aafi deatixatloa of migration-*
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