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% mimmmzFM .

4*1 Befft&lt ion and coneepis

IteempXoymont as understood in theory can he 
classified In nony categoric o such as ©pen, garble*!, visible 

end invisible* She open unea ploy neat cocas under visible 

category revealed in the fore of full con tinuous uneeploynon t. 
the invisible %y#e in the form of disguised unemployment 

results In lov? or aero marginal productivity*

Uneiaployoent as it exists in the west and imderomidtoymerrt 

found in underdeveloped countries like India are baoically 

distinct phenomena* Xt is contended that due to the peculiar 

nature of underdeveloped economies, the unemployment of 

labour-force does not express it-eelf os so cany people out of

gob, but as lack of continuous work* looetly, tfcio to clue to
1preponderance of eel f-omploymcat in agriculture* Hural 

industry and trade are also organised as household enterprises 

based oa family labour* Shis results la sore disguised and 
latent unemployment than open* But, as the econocy gets 

commercial ised and the ties of family kindhip and custom are
substituted tty the *lav;s* of the market, unemployment also

2
tend© to assume more open and less disguised fora*
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Unemployment is tile difference between the labour force 
(supply of labour) end ©ajOLoyiaent (cieoand for labour}# -he 

Supply is the product of population and the participate ion«rate. 
&he decani osy bo treated as the product of capital stock 

end labour intensity« Ao&rtya &m remarks that uncaployDent 
is a state of being without fruitful work and the perception 

of the fruitfulness of work is to large extent, © remit '&£ 
social conditioning# I'he volume of unemployment at any point 

of time can be taken as the difference between the labour 

force available and the number of persons actually employed* 
2h© available labour force includes the asaaber of gerao&B 

eai-idyed in gainful occupation, ao well as the persons who 

are willing to work at the prevailing wage rate, but do not 

get work#

Unemployment is mre complex and its measurement involves 
Quite a few methodological intricaeieo* It is therefore nece­

ssary to understand the concepts to begin with#

A worker or a gal if ally employed person is one at work 
as employer, empLoyee, own account worker or unpaid family 

helper er@aged in fsrs or aoa*-forra occupations.*

All persons who are working, and thane who are not 

working, but seeking and available for work are deemed to be 

in labour force* Correspondingly# the rest of the population
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who do sot ooao under above categorisation are considered to 

fee out of the labour force and hone© do aot figure in esaLoy-* 

aeat ani unemployment statistics* Con ter/ to general belief* 

the compos if ion of i&boup force is not determined fey lower 

or upper age limits such as 13 to 39 years*

She nfieaployed are those who have no work but ere seeking 

work* However, without reference to a tie© dimension ouch a 

definition will have little meaning* lb© activity statue of 

a worker my change iron employed to unoadloyeu after few 

days* io avoid this aobiguity - a reference period* such a© 

year* month or week - is to be specified* In the present study, 

information regarding two reference periods were collected* 
one to ascertain the "usual status" and the other to ascertain 
the "current status"* S’he "usual status" refers to employment/ 

uiieoiloymeiit states prevailing over a long period* say one 

year* or so, and which is likely to continue in future* She 
l! current status" deans the status prevailing during the week 

preceding the survey* Based on "priority criterion"* ^ those 

who have worked even for a single day in the reference- week 
or worked for considerable period in the last one year before 

survey, irrespective of the number of days employed, their 

ago ate sex, are included in the labour force*

It is better to consider a year as reference' period than 

a week as the activity status of rural workforce will chans®



101

frequently# At the sake time it ©ay ret ho valid to conoid or 

that a labourer io active for all the 365 days in a year*

Soco allowance has to ho sad© for non-lahourfor.ee days, iieuos 
4Ashok Eudra used ?Q0 days to mice a person year, whereas
aKent a Abater considered 300 days for male workers and 225

• 6 *days for feaoie workers# Btmttaeharj£& used 313 days for both
nrsale and feisale workers# b&ntssala* OoGfflittee rocossaended the

use of 300 days to ranks one person-year* i'arthasaratby et of*' 

used 300 days and 200 days for smle and female workers 

respectively* Seeeatly the debate on uaeaployoent has shifted 

Its focus ©ore on the incidence- of person-days uneaPLayaont 
than on the number of unemployed persons# In this context 

'the hunter of days that constitute a standard person-year 
has become significant. i'he Sixth Five fear Han ~ Revised 

Braffcs '1930-85 present tables based on 2?tb round of HbS*

If bos ffient-ioned that 273 days of 0 hours each will oak© a
Ostandard person year# ffifeis tee been quoted by Bantwalay 

alec# She rationale behind this lower cut-off point of 273

days to u:akc a .standard person-year is not that clear*
However, it appeals that the authors of this nor© thought 

that probably out of 12 months la a year, workers will actively 

be in the labourforoe for a minima© of 9 months, i.e*, iron 
January to September (calendar year) ox* July to IJareh 

(Agricultural year),# fheo© 9 months make a total of 273 days.
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Out of the remaining 3 months or 92 .noa.-labourfo.roe days 

52 soy be apportioned for weakly for the remaining
V

40 daysf foe labourer easy voluntarily abstain from work for 

some days to take part-' in fairs# festival a# aela and religious 

ceremonies* Some days nay be taken &v?ay by reasons of sickness 

ar.d fatigue*. A few other 0%*s will be spent In fulfilling 

oo dal and donee tic obligations# Hence this 273 days of 3 

hours each will reasonably malts a standard person-year'* -be 

same is adopted in the present study for the calculation of 

incidence of im employ meat ty person-days based on usual statue*

labour force multiplied by 273 will give total mm days 

in a year* By deducting the total man days cmpLoyed iron the 

above we gat number of raon-toyn unemployed* She ratio of 

unemployed parse K-dcys over total number of labour force days 

will give the rate of unemployment* She percentage of the

same will give a acre faithful picture of ©bat ray bo termed
10ao incidence of xuaeapi oy aent«

4*2 llethoda of measurement

She- Da nival a Oossxaittoe' * on Unemployment Estimates 

recognises the problem of defining and losGSur Sag imemiiloyjrmt*

M

She lock of homogeneity oaong workers and widely varying 

degrees of response to the labour ‘ market bo tween differont 

categories make the problem of measuring im employment very 

ecuplicatod*
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Varied method^®®?© adopted in the past to measure tbe
12incidence of ummpleytaent* laadetar- and Kafh plead .for 

adoption of poverty nora to ©siisate the desired level of 

additional employment* Shay argue that an adequate level of 

employment Bust b© defined Iri terse of providing minimum 
living* ihey assert that the acceptance of a mational norm 

of minimum desirable level of per capita consume ©spendit ore

automatically gives a sBtio.:al norm of an adequate level of

employment in term® of earnings*

1*5H&3 Krishna enumerates four major criteria by i.hicti 

unemployed may l»a identified* 0?i© is time criterion according 

to which a per do n oiay bo unemployed, if he io gainfully 

occupied during the year for a number oil days leas thorr some 

normal days defined us full emylqyraenx days* fho nest criterion 

is that of the lucerne* A person is considered to he unemployed 

if ho ©eras an income pos? year less than ©0,0© doeiralSLe 

tain tern* She third criterion is of willingness* A person my 

ho called uaesiplayed/nnderenploycct, if be is willing to do 

mom mzzk than‘he is doing at present* According to the fourth 

criterion, a parson may he called unemployed, if ho is 

removable fro© hie present em^Loytiont and his removal would 

would not reduce total output. 2hic to the case of disguised

unemployment*



104

K*M* ila;} ©ugfi®0*® income am recognition aspects for 

measuring unem ploy meat* ’2lm i hcoqo aspect ia related to the 

impact of emoluments or. the nature of work performed* Shis 

concept based oa eont it iu Entity of in cog© has soise analytical 

and pedagogic value, bat teas little to offer beyond that* 

Heoognltioa aspect arises ©at of $ob satisfaction* V/hen the 

occupation fails to satisfy the minimal espcctatiorn of the 

3ol> eeefeer, then as per the recognition aspect, he till! be 

regarded as unemployed* It becomes rather aa open ended 

criterion and one con easily end up eategoricing all occuja* 

iicnally frustrated parsons as unemployed. Even reminirg 

ia this category as misemployed does not solve the problem, 

since the ©xpestations cmd aspirations of may people arc 

mt necessarily related to their capability*

14,

15rarthasaratlf/ ©ad Daesradtea rirona B ao refer ts> throe

norOiS namely in terms of minimum eraploynent, availability and

poverty *Al.i those criteria admissible in themselves are
\

often deficient to apply to til o teetrogeneous and complex 

problem of underemployment that prevails in our country.

cannot l>e separated from causality on the

one band &r& policy on %iw other. In this sense, rural un- 

cisployment carmot be studied in isolation from the conditions 

of the rural ©conovy as a whole, since other factors such oe

the distribution of productive resources and modes of productio:

}
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directly Influence the utllieatios of labour# 8*IL» Uao 

observes' that as mast of the workers ia the rural areas 

were wage paid, It seems the ir income vaa 1 ow, not because 

they were unemployed or lindoremployeci, but because the wag© 

rates were low# i’ho employment vim not a elf created, it wac 

offered in the saarket* Hence 3ar&ekar nm Rath method yields 

as estimate vshicfc ia only an appr-oximat ion of the unemployed. 

$0 be exact, it is only an estimate of the poor ana not of 

uneisployed#

17

Be3 Krisbtfii*o tif.se end willt'igiieos criteria together 

give 'Moo yelaritery flow r-ato, while the time criteria alone 
give the normative How rate, borons?, CVx. 3uirion*° feels 

ttet this willi&gneso criterion is subjective and ©a^ute - 

the preference on the part of 'labour to offer themselves for

extra eeploymeaat is difficult ‘to rely, as the nature of the 
work sad no ^specification of wage makes it aebigous# 

Productivity criterion, on the other hand, is objective and 
©x-poot* She existence of low average and marginal productivity 

however is too obvious to require proof; it is reflected la 

low incomes? ’rfesrefore for too operational purpose of ee&anring 

miousploytao:\i by at&tictical survey, bi?e time criterion may be
deemed to be good alternative over the pxvxi activity, willing-

13ness and income criteria.
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Sr&vitt Vlearia*4' roc&sfc'Hfeat the deters faction of 

seahorn ie activity statue &£ an individual * that is* to 

Identify fcsiu to be is or outsi&o the labour force atsd ©a#Loy©& 
or unotapLoyeci ciurltg a specified period, ©f tine - reculces 

the use of a rasher arbitrary out-off line* Ihe difficulty 

io groats when the jpcfef'ffiice period is longer than say ©so «*©*':. 

ft ess, bo argued that what r<s foresee period one cfeoooao is 

estsireXjf arbitrary am m \rt11 m:g estXaate of unccii&oyQGci be# 

fte ©feiaitivity of the- eat&sat© to the length of the reforms© 

period arises due to the fact that unemployment la not really 

a timeless coaceptf but ®m be thought In %mrm of wai t ire 
farioiis for eijpXcyee-at for hpw iseiff &oox&e# wboo we call as 

'tsri@spl03?edf dopsjMia where o© draw tbo line***i1
3?h® ©atlas* t© of sree&Xy unenployaeat of nmroom by 

eurreiit status fc? defsotiv© beeaoe© it s^asta? ee only it# 

ifici<xmm of anm^loytsczrl eoatimiss for a whole wee!:* s<~e 

k&mj that in Imia say get worls only on eons day©

oaa ® work on other c&ye evm in the m-z® weak* Shorofore* 
what we aead is oa eetimte finish laelude© both ©ontimioue 
aa well as partial imc^iEoyacst*^ Hence for evaluating Ifc* 

r«S.atioaabip between ©coaosie activities &o£i living ©tsaaarua, 
tbs 'usual status5 approach (i«&» iclmtificats. ea of the* uotj&l 

sajfor activity of a perron oves? a relative^ loay period 
QUGti m year) agpe&rs advantesaou©*
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further 4c Indian v Silages» as the overt unc^oloyrjen* 

<lo©e not prevail9 mum^oymnt Is ©airily & fsra si under- 
W&eyaeafe# Hmm penfoosdsf' mm$l@imm% 2?at.« ie the ooot 

0l0Ufl«©ct m it 4nolaa©0 wmm$kt>ymm% as well so msder-

4*3 Mtaeris&aag of uneas&Off&ent

Sois-iitilloats-oa ©a uMer-wtlliestioa of such m 

liqporfceai resource a© faaoaa X&tem? ms lat-la&f ely oomeofced 

T?ltfe the mod© of ©eoncalo organisation* tfaeopioysent ass! 
mider*©aiXeyae?it w®a?o meh oor© a product of the political* 

do eld ogfi eeunosic ©c©tra4cte faced by people particularly 
the matiX poor, rath®? them of^a&ivMu&l e; oioea EBde by 

people* ft* ptotlisa of ua^sgloyacmt is casoivo la qusattan 

aad tiXamti!® la degree* A spoeeat- ©etts&to of uceopXoynent»

©84© by the thirty S©<m4 Hound of Saiionfsl fc&ucsLe Survey#

©hose that mam*® rate of uaaaployooat la 19BO me 0*2 pear* 
esatj ifoioh means 21 olXiioa parsone war© seeking and available 

£oi? \s?$rfe* but v?e3?o usable to fiisl it*

Sbe Bs?&£h five lees llaa 1S?b*3'3 fiscusicsit mmlt& that 

lavooteaat tuj& output have gram at a high rate but the 

productions!* ant the technology mix have been so capital-* 

-iabiamivo that ©raploytaoat did act grow paa?i easso» ihus £ivm 
the rat© of investsoat* ito efficiency, the rat© and pat tent
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of technological change, to use fc&3 Krishna’ a phrase, the 

country has ” skidded' into as unemployment trap iaapite of 

positive income growth”# Frances Stewartworks out that it 
will take about 100 years for the organised sector in India 

to begin to absorb the additions to the labour force assuming, 

on the basis of past trends, that employment in it accounts 

for 6*ti per cant of the labour force and population increasing 

at annuel rates of 1 *9 per cent and 2.2 per cent respectively* 
Ccoiiationo outside agrlei&ture^mye absorbed new entrants to 

the labour force only to a limited extents and most of those 

who are unemployed, underemployed and poor are in the rural 

areas*

She severity of the problem of uneojpOLoyiaent io found to 

too true for different states and more specifioally fox’ laail- 

M&du, whore we find, the incidence of unemployment 1b very high,
i

next only to Kerala end vm&lcherzy and significantly higher 

than the all-Indio, level as shown la the Sable 4*1 *

2dDantwain * points out that among the- states, the highest 

incideaco of unemployment was found both for males and females: 

in Ssoil Karla. and especially in the case of vulnerable groups 

vis*, landless and small farmer households*
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2am© 4.1

Daily status unemployment gates'by States 1977-70 based
OH ii # £># S# 32nd Hound

Qtates/Unioa ^territories
sent Hates

<*>
Share of 
State in 
All India 
unemploy­ment (page)

Shore of 
State in All India 
labour-v 
forceC-)

1 ............2............ 3 4
1 * i’anll 1’fadu 1^*59 16.43 8.65
2» Anafcra Pra&eeh 1c*67 12.37 9.49
3. Kerala 23*69 11.09 3*54
4 * L-Sabaraohtra 7.99 10.16 10.41
‘3» West Bengal 10.13 9.03 7 * 33
6. Bibar 8 *01 8*71 9.01
7* Uttar Pradesh 4.12 7.01 13*92
8* Karnataka 9*36 6.61 5*78
9. Orissa 8*13 3*81 3*03

10* Gu-j arat 6*24 3.8O 4*99
11* load by a Pradesh 3 #09 2*21 8*30
12. BajJastfeon 2.99 1.92 5*26
13. Punjab 4 *82 1*34 2.27
14* Baryam 6.41 1 *22 1*56
13. Delhi 1,0*96 1.10 0.82
16* 3 mmu & Kashmir 5.70 0*92 0.?a
17* Assam 1.01 0*47 2.19
IB* Goa 14*63 0.29 0.16
1S* Pondicherry 22*62 0.20 0.0?
20. Srlpura 5*04 0.19 0.31
21 * Himachal Pradesh 1*92 0.16 0.66
OO' * llanipur 2.00 O.O4 0.10
23* Chandigarh 4 *94 0.02 0*04
24* Aruaaehal Pradesh 0*33 0*01 0,11
25* negbaleeya 0*41 0.01 ■ 0.24
26*. Hagaiand 1*03 . n 0.01
27* All India 8*18 100.00 100 * 00
Souroo: Sixth Five Tea®1 Mans 19S0-85#
notes 1 . She data relate to all ages five am obese •

2* 2o tax fig or os under columns 3 and 4 may not add up to 
100 duo to incomplete data in respect of Union 
i'errilQi’f^ 3, ns negligible.
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fable 4*2 reveals higher incidence of imearloyiaerit is 

both tte# villages tey the first survey is ©sapor i©oa to Hie 

eeeosS survey due to tho adversity of the season m that period* 
She average of both the surveys lor each village (‘fable 4 *3) 
gives & sore balanced -pi&tuz'ejof the situation as this is free 

frora extremities arising out of s@a0ona3.lty*

though both the villages had sore or less the same levels 

of labour force participation ratios* the second village 

shoved higher incidence of unemployment la teres of persona, 

poroorWiayo by current sad usual activity status* despite 

its advantage in term of better distribution of land to!dings* 
superior- soil eoaditisn with greater teelgatlon potential mat 
favourable topping pattern* 2m reason is that in the first' 

village, the marginal farmers and landless agricultural 

labourer ho beholds in ifto total are as high m 63 per cent, 

vjfto arc silling to do asy work birich comes in their way co 

their reserve price is low# while in the second, village sudi 

a group i.e only a srralier proportion l*e* 30 per cent* further 

tlic activity status of the labour force in the first village 

shows a higher proportion of people dependlag on aoa-fesm 

occupations. 2hxle almost all the ssigraato free the second 

village arc seasonal Ggriovitaral labourers to neighbouring 

districts for a short duration, in tho first village* a 

oiseablc portion of migrs&is aro long tern migrBntb employed 

in service sectors in aietent urban centres* isoreov or the
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gable 4*3
levels of nneaploytieat by different criteria

lane of 
the

village

labour 
fore© 
partloi-* 
paties 
ratio

flag© of 
usetsployel. 
persane in 
labourfbree 

(mek)

$ag© of jSago of
•an os ployed persondeys 
persons to un employ- 
popul&tioa ffi€£it(cur- 
Uveelc) rent

Activity) 
Cweels)

g/<c. 0 J-*—

by* iu life our- 
force (usual 
activity)

(year)

" 1 ....... .. ' ■ 2 1 '■ 5 “~i ^ 6

1* 3-ilan**
Sagudi $1*4? 10*69 $.90 56V74 33*31

B* £iri« 
yur $0*28 41*9$ 21.0S $7*69 46*Ao

Source* Sho household survey 1931-3 2

preset® of eo dally migiaaL groups aueb as scheduled castes 

and also the diver© ifled caste eoupocities of the population 

of the second village* . bring restriction© on these lees pri­

vileged groups in their occupational patterns and laud omer- 

ship* Whereas the homogeneity o£ caste structure in the first 
village Mid the absence of eeheunlod castes in the population 

do bot give rise to above sentioiisd problems#

4 *4 iielegaiaanta , of uneadoyaoat
She Committee of esp^rts^ oa ivaeadaycicmi estimates 

criticises tb© one diaenaibeal approach c£ the Hunaiag 

0&aei©»io» to estimate uaeisplsymat at the end of the Slav, 

period as highly aggregative and simple*, It reo eases cad to



give tip this practice in the light of eaeio-eeoaoa le condi­

tions oi the rural soonest in which un employment ©slate# Hence 

it suggested to ®&®p$ editable measures to estii-site and Quantify 

the dimensions uam^Lofmmt at the disaggregstire level* It 

ie better to identify the unemployed by their location age, 

seas., occupation and more importantly the constrainto - social, 

eoa&osie* educational, aa3 cultural «• fe?oo which they suffer ee 

well &a their capabilities* Hence it ie preferable to knot?

■about uuetnploy mant with lie social, economic and demographic 

btio&©rarua&* She hypothesis is that reset of the unemployed would 

be landless agricultural, labourers, that they would belong to 

the low caste groups ana they would be mostly illiterate#

De&oar&gfaie factors>flw»^n#»>'uii.wa»fcii<y>ii«T'>iji»wrii,M»)i*ji|iiii h»ii *wv»tthww

labour supply depend© o r# its own teal, especially when 

the labour mark efcs are uastsbie ©at fragmentary * I'bio is parti­

cularly important in. th® rural eoonosgr where the major economic 
activitie© are often Irregular aad sporadic with pronounced 

seasonal fluctuates© leading periodic entry cud withdrawal

from thaLahour to 

of ten wosien, who

rc.c, qb pscially on the part of marginal labour®.'1 

Shift baclf and forth between what is reported
as domestic t/orf 

ki‘mx gainful worh*

as outoicis the labour force)

Pesele labour fere© participation ratios vary over a wide 

rang© toeing partly determined by cultural factors* females ia



rural areas prefer v/ork is the fares rather than tee non-faro
K

occupations* Ifery few female workers are willing to move out­

side the village* unless* there are opportunities for family 

migration. Hence inciaencs of meapXoyseat is greater for 

females as evident from ‘i'&hle 4 *4

2a the first village, v/bile the incidence of unemployment 

fey person-day0 according to ucuaL activity is 29 par cent for 

rodeo, it is 94 per cent for females* for the second village, 
the respective fig area are 3? per cent and sQ per cent* Shis 

trend m found to he true Irrespective of the ag© group and 
eoonomi© olosa to which they belong* further* higher incidence 

of meaploymeat is found for those who are in -fee ege-groap of 

less than 14 years and above 59 years* who can not take- to tire­

some and full time yob d^pal to youngsters sad snboequently 

their labour farce participation ratio will also be compara­
tively low* for these who ore la the most active age-group of 

£6-35 years* the incidence of unemployment is the lowest. In 

the case of female© in the age groups of 15-25 and above 46 

years the unemployment rate is more than 50 per cent*

Social status

Gnats continues to play a decisive rolo in influencing 

tbs formtism of groups and in aeteraistng social behaviour* 
Groups belonging to castes which arc at the bottom of the 

social hierarosy suffer &m added tiioaclvantage®. rajority euo&g
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the margined fepamra m*o dram from groups tifeleb are sot very 

inferior In' social hierarchy* Cast® per s© does not contribute 
to the ©eonoaif baetomr&neae q£ t bis group* Sh© lawless 

labourers ©a the other feud are drawn* in large numbers tree 

eastc-o which are conaidered socially inferior snob ao echoidled 

castes*

In the last fifty years or 00 in railage India* the pheao- 

aenon of oast© tea assumed new eooiieiaio end political Emotions 
la order to adapt itself to tbs changing tines + A significant 

aspect of this changing role of the ©set© is the emergence of 
a *doainant oast©’ ia each regie% which act© as a iiaeon 

between the villages mu the government ss cell as a leader 

group in the villages* la these capacities* the doainaat group 

©jsfloito the other groups openly or elmdlestiaely * Such a 

dominant caste seed not necessarily be a high caste* However, it 

©et© the tenor of living in the villages*

Hence the population of the surveyed villages were 

©Lass if led into four distinctive seta5 dominant* secondary, 

topiary and scheduled eaeteo* She highest incidence of us- 

employsent ms found with dominant groups in the first -mid 

second village as 41 and 49 per cents respectively* la the case 

Of Inferior oast© groups* tfea incidence! of unemployment is less 
aril looser with the esccSptim of scheduled caste© to the 

second village* who are with 93 per cent of unemployment, go 

Bom from fable 4*$*



fable 4.5

Incldeeico of unemployment (uaemplgyea geraon«.aayB.as per cent 
Of persou^aaye fa Xabmir force) according to usual activity 
fas different caste groups*■ iini««■!/wi »i mtilgimmiiniw m»uniim wilfttiii.i urtm in i«nu «i nwrni i.ilioipii

Casio Economic classes
Groups

farmers
sraau.
far-*
mors

uscuum
for­
mers

l&bour-
ore

Baas
'"(CTt’iielvdr iviX

t 2 3 4 5 6 7 B

1» Bilandegudi 
i)Soainaat 37#?1 44*03 (§3*03 44*16 29.09 53*22 4a* 93

itjaecondaxy 61*54 1.10 22.45 23.13 *» 23*17 •■v* v,o
iii)’i!ertiary mm 44 *03 - 45*05 ** 4n* 2d *93
iv)Sctedule&

castes «•» - Mil* « -
MX ?e*40 39*14 22.65 43*40 29*09 33*12 30.31

2.*Sirivu»

i)£malnant 46*59 40.01 48*63 55*31 km Ml 4a * 6u
11} secondary 41.41 69*70 41.76 «* 4 4 *41

til tertiary mm - 45*12 20.91 29.27 29*30
iv)Seise&itle&

castes mm mm 55 *20 36*19 32 9 Go
£11 46 #03 49.7a 49*75 54*71 23*51 40*73 46.33

Sources SJfee household survey 1981-02#

In the ease of secondary and, tertiasy oast® groups from both 

villages, as tost of %hm take to aos-fora occupations end 

some of them are artisans s&& less attached to 1 ones with higher 
propssslty to migrate, face leaser incidence ofjxnenploy snnt. 

Uherees the oedediilecl casts groups constitute the socially 

wA economically leas privileged o irate*. of the society end
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their Bri&axgr oocupatisn eo dependent labourer are noddy
alloyed .as casual agricultural labourers @s& toddy tappers* 

She©© eocoimt tor the higher incidence of imeaployoaut la thoir 

case.

Bducatioaal attajameafet ii'naiiiMw'I— mim-wi *m ■ wfcti'iitjumumum.* mnw—ai *m t«—»»wMaw»*

It Is quits but natural a© the levels of education 
improves? the perspective about thoir horigono will be widened 

which will result to greater laborer force particlpat ion ratios 

and ultimately less incidence ploy sent* Incidence of
uaeiaploy£a®t ie inversely related to educational attainment©•

Sable 4*6 shows that in the first village* the incidence 

of unemployment is 44 per cent ami become© insignificantly

small in the ease of labour force educated apt© and above

secondary level* Xs the aeecmd village* the highest for 

illiterate© in 43 per cent and It gradually declines in
the

primary

and middle school level educated labour force and becomes- 30

per cent for secondary and above levels *

I'his overall trend i© sapfc or lass found in both villages 

for different economic classes also with the exception of

tac&iua farssere in the first village and small farmers and 
agriculture! labourers in the second villas©* Blrto say be due 
to the indue Ion of school going children* who are port tioe 

jobbers as eatMscfs ©to* m& got included in the labour force.
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fame ,4*6
iBGl&miQe eg uaeag&oyg&gat (uznaagfoyed as per omt of
pex^oa*£l%ys in lafeg&r force) aaeardfag to >ieual activity for 

lovelo of efltrea'felogal att&i&sent *

Edaestioasl Economic <classes
attalaaeat Mas’giial

farmers
Small

fame?©
MetUma Agrl, 
farts© £© laboar- 

ors

Arti-
882©

-----

Qthoro All

" ' i' r ’ 2 ' 3 : 4 5 7 t*
1 .Silaida^udi

i)I2JLitaratc 41*33 44 *61 24*1& 43*32 47*77 47*47 44*47
ii^iasagy 36*21 31*61 33*23 30*69 20,33 31.32 31 *62

ill}!5idcll0 27*16 17.53 13*70 46*35 Mr 23*13 n»r* :jj ".'J
iv)&eeoaiai'y 

t% above 23*08 tm 17*53 - - 1,13
Ml 33*40 39*14 22*65 43*48 29*09 33*12 30*31

2*StrlMig
i) Illiterate 52*26 47*69 60*73 54*60 49*49 29,21 49*24

13*91 61*62 37*73 61 *54 £5*55 6*29 32*76
iil)EMS3,e 34*31 37*63 25,67 12*41 12*09 40.70 31 *0?
iv)Sec3r.dory 

& ^tsove 56*04 56*04 19*51 ** - 12*09 29.6?
Ml 46*63 49*73 49*75 54*71 26*91 46,75 46,03

Soloes ffli© household survey 1981«-02.
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Bcoctnaio Qlmm®

It Is gm orally presumed that Snci&eses of uaeofiioyoem'; 

for differs tit oeo morale classes -based ©n occupation anti land 

else trill fee varied 'end also expected to b© relatively of 

higher aagsititude for isirgiml farmers sad agricultural 

labourers* Contrary to this belief $ the inside isse of usieaploy- 

©ent for different ©©onvsafe classes in the survey villages 

were found to bo sore or less equal on different counts aicta as 

in terns of unemployed per cons as well as persons days hy 

current- anti usual activity status# ihe sa&e was found to be true 

with their respective labour force participation ratios also,, 

as evident from the Sable 4*7*

With the exception of artisan© in the first and eeoo M

villages, the level of unowplcyseat for different economic 

classes is raore or lees unitors* i-aetg tha% the agricultural 

labourers show slightly higher percentage ©ver other ©eonosl©

groups vis*, 43 per cent and 35 per cent in tiio two villages 
respectively*.-In the first village, tcoggiml and small fariaers

report about 39 per omt &£ unsiapXcyessi, while it ie around 
30 per cent for the same group in the sec one village* ffat 
aed&aa farsere of the first village showed the lowest incidence

of unomgloyment while for the case group in the second village, 

it is as high as 5$ par cent like any other farming groups
within the village* However one thliti is certain tint the
cultivator fesasehoMe report greater degree of unemployment
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fable 4*7

Incidence of imcaglDyraeat by differ eat ncras for different oeosoraie
classes.

(wec&) Cfc'ceSO (yoar)
Economic ©Lasses Sa-bour force 

goriieipar* 
bion Eatle

fSage of 
m
employed 
person© 
to labour 
force

f^ag© of 
mi**
©oploytiout 
by geraon** 
days by 
©urgent 
activity

fage of un- 
e-aploy&erii 
by parson- 
aays by usual 
activity

’ i 1 2 i 4 5

1 *
i) Marginal

Parsers 49*29 12*32 36*02 pi; .f-f V
iii Smil famors 11*54 32*96 39*14

iii) Hediisn farmers m»s& 4*00 25*71 22.65

IV) Agricultures, 
labourers 52 S3 IS *90 37*70 43*43

v) Artisans 31 «"22 19*04 29* C9
vi) Others 92*56 1*3% 20*92 33*12

m 51*47 4 0^69 34*66 33*31

2* Sirlsur
i) Marginal fares era ' 58 «f4 29.17 35*63 46.0b

li) Si^ail • fames?© 55*60 ' 23*83 52.24 49.78

iii) licSlm fartser© 44*95 18*28 42.70 43.73

ivj Ag^ioulturoX
labourers 50*4? 5*56 29*10 54*71

v) Artisans 4b *5? 9*80 42.Q6 a; *91

vi) Other© 50*54 29*68 39*19 40 S3
Sliih 50*21 20*96 43*46 40.83

Sources She household a-arv©y 1901-B2.



than nQn~evd.iivs$»r fcousekwlds, bofl&uce of tbe aeagoaolity of 

agricultural ©aployoeat and iaa&e^asoy s£ the o^sao of productio 

evt their disposal*

$iea ©sect 2a different occupation© by the population fell 

into twe broad oatogorie© namely ©eonowicaily active end An~ 

active ims-dayo* the for a® include© day© a post is mw^-faru, in 

ether people©* farm, days ©pent ©a eelf employ meat ana non- 
^elf-omi&oyaaat m& ©caking work* Eoasasioaily iinactive sa-

’-daya include time spent in atteMing ©tlacatioesai institution, 

domestic work sad masher of days act available far wort: due to 

other reasons* She eeoQvStieally active san**days are oaatributei

by group© such a© ©qployena, etapluyees, owa account word ora and 

unpaid helpers in ftosa and non~i’e.rs activities*

Sabi© 4*3 stows higher incidence of uneajd.oy»cnt for 

labour force engaged in faming activities irrespective of their 

occupational status# Peoaleu wer e found with greater user.picy- 

Taont incidence than their ecuate-rparts in all categories of 

oceugatioiasi status* Xn the first village, among different 

Occupational group©* unpaid family 'helpers showed highest inci­

dence of unemployment* as they vjere solely dependent on farming 

op (nations * ‘foie is not the esse with the naeond village vfi. jare 

the highest Incidence of meagfi-oyeant was found 3a toe category 

of eccxjomicslly better off group like employer© whoso reserve 

price is high end leisure preference to greater* khereao, the
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gable 4 *8
Incidence of mmi&oytacat (traeoglsyedl peroosi-dayo as per cent of 

gereon-gays la le^iour force) according to usual activity for 

different eoonogie statue-

Activity Status 1» Sila&dagu&i

©ale

o-Sale
birlTor

"I?©-
OSlc

Peroeue
*~“““ 1 “' *~r~ i£ r 4 3 0 .....7 ' ^

53.29 79.02 43.43 82*73 34*31 03*52

On Iraru 33*29 ?a.02 56.32 36.81 34*31 36*31

Ssa-ferm «nr - «* 33.54 ** 95.54

Ei*30 67*53 42*11 30*21 53-27 24-16

Oa Ian 46.25' 39.32 56*80 45.51 57*96 51.-17

iJ&ja-f&m M* «# 12*15 -
Ill-Own account worker

27*29 46*89 33-43 37*Og *44 46*70
Q& fare 33.69 52*39 3S-33 44 *4 5 5*44 47-72

Soti-fara 2*40 19.31 .6*35 6.55 - 6-33

JT-bnp&M beXsar 59.21 60.04 99*33 34.10 . 47*70 43-71

On far© 39*21 60.04 35*93 97.10 47*41 45*53

Son-farm * - -M0 45*03 56.20 40*78

Am 30.04 51-62 33*51 30*72 57.78 40*03

Sources 2»e boueeholS eurv^ 1931-82*
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oategesy of ec^oyees ia the ©ocPiid village showed the lowest 

iaoi&eaaoe of uaea^&yiaeabt as most of tbea are gomti -sated %- 

aocialXy osrgInal groups ouch as scheduled castes, who cenft 

afford to remain without gainful tforls*

Oofthuaptioa. expenditure let els
She level of monthly per capita consumption expend it are 

(KP0B) of a household i© widely used as a proxy for income# 

Since the cor^umptius? expenditure on food is the raj or coqi.o- 

seat of the family budget of weaKnr sections especial ly m 

rural areas, is a good indicator of levels of living* la 

table 4*9 data m to employment hair© bees tabulated for seven 
ooatimstts monthly |>ss> capita ©speauitas?© C ©s food) intervals 

arranged la ascendl^ order, which ©feus the incidence of ua- 

ecijiLoyEioat iii terms of per0to«*£leys for each LiPCB group* It 

appears that for the two survey villages, there is no clear 

tod consistent relationship between i!#3MJ*X?« intervals and 

incidence of imemployneiit.* S-feo same io true at the &ie- 

aggaeegated level for different econolaio eiassee fhr varied 

KI®$ interval a in hath villages*
-5£ between MHjb

Hence the ©aid inverse relatioaship4" ^and toemployi:ent 

is not forth**coming* Hcaes association between income and an*- 
employmeat is not simple aril, direct* even the preoiaaed func­

tional relationship between thm ie also disputable m there 
is no otosistsat bren-u between these two#



Saoleenee o£ tmsapOLoyiaeat (uaeQi&o-grefl person-days e& peg cgat of 
pegBon»a%ys la labour £oa?ce) appareling to usual activity for 4 lt‘Ce­
rent snonfcbly per capita sspanaltuge groups ( XlfOB)

fiXXage/^ SoanoEilc clashes
^^TUr.C.E.

^ In £3*
Xfarglfj&X
farsa&rs

Baa&l
iCyrraers

Hediuffl Agril. 
fariasra labourers

Arti- 
• Baas

OtilorO All

2 3 4 3 6 1

1 *6ils®la®idi

Z»osb tstem 32 64*2':) 34*67 *-* §0*56 53*0? — 54*1 j

33-4S 40*46 6B.64 32*60 19.70 32*60 46.71

49-64* 40.92 3u*9l 44.44 37*29 3O.4O 23.0S 36.C-J

65-3G 16.33 22.47 00*39 43*22 *N» 35*6y 29.PG

G1—90 60.10 «* 40*93 *■»

97-112 ‘ 20.32 67*03 16*90 «*. • - 21 *01

113 & above 43*6*3 160 90.05 ** 67 *05 pii.Oy

All 33*0? 42 .SO 25*61 45.00 32.30 35*05 05»-.'y

2,airivwr

isesa ttor* 52 «=• mm «•* * «* *«■

33*40 43*03 40.05 33*46 57.66 *• 0.42 41 *25

4-<f —64s 43*03 4*6.34 44*47 63*37 39*50 35*56 43*76

65—SO 60.13 46.02 43*4b 59.09 30.40 - 51.17

31-96 41 *39 64*13 62*04 42*65 31.32 o-G • 15 5~.- * <’j1

97-112 <■* «* 43*03 45*05 mm 50.50 46.77

113 & above 36*04 12*09 4S.29 65 *20 mm 35*35 43*53

All 30*23 51 *92 46*91 56 *';?3 52* >^4 36*74 47*57

Source 3 i'fee fecmsebolti survey 1901 **32 
* Xtsvert# line*
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4*3 Pond, calces

Proa this study m incidence of im employ no at, the 

following eoneius lone can fee drowns

(1) For the sake of seaeariog tmoaploymeat the labour- 

force status of tU© individual is irport&st# Sue to Drscloaiaaooe 

of sel f-oaplc-f nicmt in the unorgBxiised sector and seasonal 
vor Satisis* weekly (current) statue is not sufficient * ffhio i& 

two short a perioa # Act ivity status also is subject to charge 
£requ«itly* It is preferable to rely on usual (aamial) activity 

status*

(2) Out of the four (time* ^JXlisgness, income arri pro­

ductivity ) criteria* the time criterion is reliable* In a 

survey study similar to the present one, other criteria tiers 
found to be difficult to measure*

(3) Incidence of uneaplcyment fey percentage of person© la 

the lafccurforce will fee tm un&ereotima la rural areas the 
disguised uaesii^oyisest is a ooncm feature* Hence measurement 

of trn employment 'ey person-days in the labourforoe will give a 
more faithful picture* Shic will include uneijldycent and 

under c® $L cyme nt •

(4) It is preferable to reckon person-daya ‘in toms of 

the standard peaaen-srcsF rather than the too short period of 

reference i*o*, weekly statue* Again it is more logical to ueo 

273 days of 8 femire each as a standard person-year rather than



Pldcjzst
using 500 days m5 figure o^ztb' day a in a year make

allowance .for voluntary withdrawal frets Xabourforco tor sick* 
e©s©} boll&ays ®uu|, rituals*

(5) ftea survey ztsveal© that is tb©a© villages there is a 

higher i&tfi&eae© of unoaplosr&eat sasoies the children. below the 

age of 15 soft aaa&tsg the eld people whs are above the age of 55- 

Sttlo tm& be because of their inability to t&heup certain types 

of jobs requiring vore rtgpureus work, or toe preferences of 

the esplqyers for youthful work©* Hence imesployeeiit incidence 

is higher*

(S) Most of the wefiien worker© are unpaid family helpers.* 

fheir salary and withdrawal £eoE2 the iabourforee is Intermittent. 
Shis can see higher Incidence of unemployment in the case of 

female vimlzem in the rural area©*

(7) heaa dominant paste group© of the ySiagco report 

lessee? Inoi&sn ce of uner^ley^ois# However the scheduled caste 

groups ia the seeond village report higher unemployment rote 

m their hold over the productive as eatu is negligible*

Cm) Xte incidence of unesyXoyrsenb decreases uitfc the 

increasing levels of educational attainment*

(9) i3hs agricultural labourers in both tfe0 villages are

found with higher incidence of iihokployment9 on they do not 

have any hold over productive assets.



(10) in the first village* the- unpaid family helpers ore 

found with higbes? incidence of unen^oytae&t* on th© other head* 

s. in the second vllXeget tfee employers report higher incidence of 

unenxjloy&ent*

(11} 2 he hyps thesis of negative association between higher 

consumption expenditure levels and ineidene© of unemployment 

3s not found to be valid* Is the preset study, as the monthly 

par capita consumption expenditure on food Increases, the 

incidence of unemployment toes not shew any significant trend.
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