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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The classical economists had visualised the process 

of transfer of labour as CJ generally frictionless which 

involves only cost of adjustments that was marginal in 

their analysis. They postulated that the forces of 

demand and supply will transfer labour from places whE?r.e 
• ... • ,- ...... ' ) j i 

it was abm.mdant to the places where employment was .!'fiit~; ·!''l· 
\.J,, ,!, / " ... ·-~ . ' 

available at a higher wage rate. This was a part· of· 

their 'laissez-faire•· thimking. · 

The· "laws" of migration, as stated in Ravenstein 

(1885) and the" "general" framework of migration analysis 

proviCied in Lee- {1966) 1 -indicate a built-in tendency 

for migr.ation to. increase over time both in absolute 

as well as in relative t~~.r.,s , with the levels of economic 

development. Their. theoretical formulat•ons have helped 

in d~riving several simple and intuitively valid hypothe­

ses. These however are of limited. use in policy analysis 

because they do not specify the inter-relations between 
I 

dependent and independent variables and do not help in--· ,..-, 

deciding the quantitative importance of factors~ 

1. Lee, E.s. (1966), "Theory of Migration", in 
_Qem22~~~ No.~~ ~r-47-57 • 

. -

,, 
' 

i 
/ 

' 
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It would be pertinent to take note of the neo-
-

classical two-sector model, with automatic price-adjust-

ment mechanism, allocation efficiency assumptions and 

full employment implications and also examine whether 
1 

they provide answers to the questions that arise out of 

a concrete third world situation like tAat of India. 

This model given by Lewis (1954) 2 and later forma­

lised and extended by Fei and Ranis (1961) 3 postulates 

that the process of 1 abour trans fer as well as the 

growth of employment in the modern sector are brought 

about by the growth of •Output in the_ modern sector, 

and the speed at which these both occur is given by 

the rate of capital accumulation in the modern sector, 

which in turn depends on the 'exc.ess of modern sector 

prof its over wages. Although the Lewis-Fei-Rani s model 
')-

is simple and it conforms to the western experience, 

it seems at variance with the realities of migration 

and underdevelopment in most of the contemporary thirGI 

world countries. 

2. Lewis, W.A. (1954), ·~conomic Development with 
lJnlimited su~plie~ o~_ Labour" ~n ..:!'E~.¥l~.b~..§!~ 
School of-Economic and social Studies, May 1970, 
pp.541-5~------~-------------------
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It has been observed that in several of the under-

developed countries, even when capital and profits of 

the industry: increase, employment and output remain 

constant. Moreover, the asslll1'lption of • surplus 1 labour 

in rural areas and full employment in urban areas do 

not reconcile with the reality of open unemployment 

and no s~plus labour in rural areas. Moreover, the 

assumption of constant wage also does not seem realistic. 

In the Indian rural context 1 Alagh-Bhaduri-Bhalla 14 

would support this kind of analysis. They argue that 

higher investment and concentration of mo:lern agricul­

t ur ai inputs in a few pockets, and ~consequent producti-

vity and wage differentials will attract migrant workers 

from other regions. This exclusive emphasis on wage-

differentials and the' assumption of full or near full 

employment, as implicit in neo-classical models, are 

unrealistic in the context of the institutional and 

economic structure in most of the third world countries. 

In the Caf?e of India, for example, Dandekar and 

Rath ·(1971) note that the poorest ten per cent of 

4.. Alagh, .Y.K., Bhaduri, A. and Bhalla, G.S. (1978), 
. "Agricultural. Growth .~d Manpower ·Absorption in · 
~ nd ia ", ~I@bo_9;£_ Abs or:e!!.2!!_#;_!Edi a!!.-!2£!~ ul~~E~ ,.._ 
~~~El~!Ery ~~v~~i~t1~, International 
LaboU: Office, Ba~gkok. -



urban areas are worse off than the poorest ten per 

f 1 . 5 
cent o the rura areas. Bardhan notes that during 

the sixties the percentage of people below even the 

barest mit:1imum acceptable level of living had gone 

up by 40 per cent in India as a whole and by 143 per 

cent for Punjab and Haryana, the t-hrobbing hearland 

of •Green Revolution • and also that the real wage rate 

of agricultural labourers in these areas had go:rte 

6 
down. The results of the 27th, 32nd and, 38th rounds , 

of the National ·sample survey (N.s.s.) 7 show that male 

unemployment rates by current status, -in urban areas 

ar_e high and fast ·increasing as compared to those in 

the rural areas, and it may be observed that the rural 

male. unemployment rates in many of the agriculturally 

developed states ar~ fairly high as compared to the 

same for All India and also in comparison with the 

agriculturally backward sta~es. 

Now ·_the question arises as to why people migrate, 

even when their joining the ranks of poor and 

----------
5. Dandekar, V.M. and Rath, N •. {1971), E,9~£_:Ey_in 

JE~~,- Indian Schoo~ of P:<:.>li~ical ,Ec~nomy, Poona. PP. 31-32 

6. · Bard han; P.K. ·(1970), -·"Green Revolution and 
Agricultural Labourers .. ,- Economic and Political 
~~_!y, vol":s!.-Nos. 29-~1,: July 1970, pp. 123 9-46. 

7. Central statistical Organisation (India), Ministry 
of Planning (1983), !-!:l~~~lts_2! La~_:!;, .. thr~ 
_Quenq lenni a.L~.!. S. s.!. En~~E,!-~.2__2E_~1EYme~...2.!E 
Q!!~~E~Y!E~~, 3"Stn roan , Jan.-Dec., Report 
No. 135. ·· ~ ··· ·· · 
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jobless at the place of destination seems quite likely? 

Why people migrate to urban areas on the face of worse 

misery prevaili~g there? Why should migrants go to 

the "Green Revolution'' areas where poverty is increas-

"ing and wage rate declining? And. how do the migration 

analyses reconcile the reality of Aiqb and fast increas-
. 

ing unemployment rates in urban areas compared to their 

rural counterparts and that of high unemployment rates 

in agriculturally developed states as compared to the 

agriculturally backward ones. 

Harris and Todaro in their two-sector model 8 

contend that migration proceeds in response to the 

·urban-rural differences in expected earnings, which, 

they postulate, arise out of the provision of politi-

cally determined minimum wage in urban areas, with 

employment rate acting as an equilibrating force. 

Through this model' they sought to explain what they 

called 'the curious phenomenon' of high level of 

rural-urban migration and even- its acceleration on ,, 

the face of positive marginal products in agriculture 

and increasing levels of urban utlemployment, in the 

less developed countries. It was based on a model 

8. Harris, J.R. and Todaro, M.P. (1970), ''Migration, 
·Unemployment and Development: A '!We-sector Analy­
Sis", Ami:i?rfcan Economic Review;· voH 6o;··March# 
pp. 126-=42:-- -- . 

....... . ~. . 



G. 

of labour migration which Was\ strictly Concerned with 

the formulation of .a theory of urban unemployment in 

the developing countries. 9 

Todaro also tries to give an •empifically test-

able model' to explain, what he sees as a contradiction, 

massive and even increasing (f.:~al-urban migration, 

inspite of r~sing levels of unemployment and.under­

employmen t i~ many dev-eloping countries during the 

.. t• 10 
S 1X 1es. He concludes that in the decision to migrate 

the 1-ndi vidual has to balance the probabilities and 

risks of being unemployed or underemployed for a consi~ 

derable period against a positive wage differential. 

Basing hi-mself on the more realistic situation of 

longer time horizons for potential migrants (especially 

in view of· the fact that vast _majority are between 15 

and 24 years), Todaro argues that the decision to migrate 

should be represented on the basis of a "permanent 
.. 

income 11 calculation. He expects income to rise over 

time ... As long as the present value of the net stream 
. ' 

9. Todaro, M.P. (1969), "A model of Labour Migration 
and Urban Unemployment in Less Developed Countries", 
American·Economic Review, vol.59, · pp.138-48. - ~~- -- ·. ..._ "" 
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of expected urban income over the migrant•s planning 

horizon exceeds that of the expected rural income. 

the decision to migrate would be taken and can be 

justified in terms of pure financial returns. 

As opposro to wage-adjustment bringing the equili­

brium {competitive mod.el), Todaro argues that rural­

urban migration itself must act as the ultimate equili­

brating force with the assumption of inflexibility of 

urbari wages downwards. He observes that rural-urban 

income equilisation can take place by decline in urban 

job probabilities, resulting from rising urban unemploy-

ment. · 

Ever since the publication of the celebrated. 

paper-by Harris-Todaro {1970), the .. Expected Income 

Differenti'al 11
, has beenr·the centre piece of migration 

functions incorporated in many analyses of the develop­

ment problems ·in the less developed countries. The 

examples are the papers by Srinivasan and Bhagwati 

(1976) and Kaushik Basu (1980). However, the doubts 

about:;•expected inc-ome dl'fferential' being the key 

var iabie in understanding the rural.::.:tJrban migration 

for . employment were raised by Sundarrm (1963 ). who found 

negligible and falling migration of rural job seekers 

into urban rndia during 1963-64 to 1973-74 despite 

sizable and~non-declining expected wage differentials, 



. I 

8 

in an an·alysis (based on 28th Round· National Sample 

. survey on Internal Migration, ~97 3-7 4). 11 Kund u 

(1986) 12 highlights the slowing down of the inter-state 

mobility in India, specially for the male population, 
I 

on the face of rising_disparity in terms of per capita 
I 

income and labour productivity. In the light of this 

. trend, he cautions against the dangers of the policy 

-
of u.."'lbalanced development and the s.trategy of agricultural 

devel'opment which have accentuated horizontal as well as 

vertical inequalities. In fact, -in a recent paper 

·sundaram13 questions the very relevance, at least in 

the Indian context, of development models which postulate 

the transfer of workers from rural to urban areas as 

the principal mechanism of relieving the pressure of 

excess labo.ur on land and thereby raising productivity 

and income in agriculture. This he argues on the basis 

of rural-urban migration for··employment, as proportion 

of gross outflow of migrants, and also in relation to 

the growth of the rural work force. He suggests the 

11. Sundaram, K. (1983), ''Rural-Urban Migration: An 
Economic Model and Indian Evidence, " Mimeo., April 
1983. ?a..s.si~ · ,. "' - ·· · 

12. Kundu, Amitabh (1986), ''Migration·, urbanisation and 
Inter-regional Inequality: The Emerging socio-poli­
~ical challenge:•i, Ec_§_!!_£>mi£_and_E_2];;_!tical~~.!Y, 
vol. 21, No. 46, N.: ov. 15, :P>P· 2oos..:. 8. . · . 

13. Sundaram·; K. (1986), "Agriculture~Industry Inter­
relation: Iss~es. o~ M~gration", 1hvit7d_J22!?~.2E 
~~ rtl.£>E.!~_EcE~~~-f;?!l2.E~, N.:ew. Del h1, Dec. · l-5. 
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possibility of other factors, like language and cultural 

differences or 'discontinuity' or 'break' in continuum, 

given by the concentration of rural and urb?n population 

at two extremes in terms of size of .population settlements, 

as peing dominant. 

To understand the validity, or otherwise, of various 

conflicting formulations it is necessary to make a compre-

hensive and rigorous analysis of migration and the socio-

economic factors operating behind it. As a matter of 

fact, in the present Indian context, the question of 

population mobility is intractably linked with the 

problems of assimilation of nationalities, obli~eration 

of regional identities and elimination of ethn~c, racial, 

caste and communal bigotary and discord which are 
. -" 

assuming an historical importance. 

The development of capitalism knows two historical 

tendencies. T~e first is the awakening of national 

life and national movements, the struggle against all 

national oppression and the creation of nation states. 

The second· tendency relates to the development and 

growing frequency of international intercourse in every 

form, the breakdown of parochial barriers and hidebound 

national conservation. Lenin analysed the immigration 

satistics of the United States of America to give a 

rough idea of the scale which the general process of 
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assimilation of nations assumes under advanced capita- . 

lism. 14 He also dubbed as progressive the migration 

of peasants and workers from Great Russia to Ukraine, 

and the consequent assimilation, in the event of a well 

defined process of economic development which was taking 

place in Ukraine at that time. 15 

The all India united struggle of almost all nationa-

lities against the colonial rule an:d the achievement· of 

the political independence were expressions of the first 

tendency. The question whether the second tendency 

operates in India or not brings into focus the dialectics 
I 

of economic development and migration in India which is 

the centraL point of many questions arising out of the 

present reality. Whether the growth of national discord 

and strife that is ·taking place in many of the third 

world countries in general, and India in particular, 

is reflected in the changes ln the migration pattern. 

What are ·the forces that stand for discord rather than 

assimilation, and what are the forces that stand for 

genuine unity as well as independence of nation ali ties, 

14 •. Lenin, V.I. (1913), "Critical Remarks on the 
~ ational que~tion ~, .!?EE~shchin_!~, Nos. 10, 
11 and 12, Reprint by-·Progress Publishers in 
1951, p.18. " . 

1s. 1El~·, p.2o. 
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regions and .races, and other general categories, on 

a reasonable basis? What are the peculiarities of the 

Indian situation which set limits to 'the above noted 

historical tendencies of a developing capitalism? 

Before one attempts the concrete q.ue~s~ions of 

the political economy, the process of economic develoP-

ment, its regional pattern and peculiarities need to 
'I . 

be studied in conjunction with the regional· structure 

and pattern of migration in it. '!'his is the ov·erall 

objective which has guided our thinking on the topic. 

The second chapter attempts to explore in detail 

i 1 f . ti ' 16 d . i the reg ona pattern o m~gra on an urban~sat om 

and the peculiarities of spatial and temporal variations 

in it. It is an analysis for all India and also for 

all the states. 

A detailed analysis of the migration scene, in 

all the class I cities of India for 1961 and 1971, and 

in ail the metropolitan cities for the entire study 
./ 

periOd has been made separately. The dimensions of 

short distance versus long-distance migration and 

the rural-urban differences in them have been dealt 

16. Throughout th¥tudy, migration refers to the 
change of the place of b.irth and omly the internal 
male population has been considered, unless other­
wise mentioned. 
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with in entire_;ty. The trends of different streams 

of migration - migrants of current a~d inter-censal 

period, ·and net inter-state migration - have been used 

to support the main arx}umetr:t:s. The third chapter . 

analyses the broad contours of the Indian economy in 

an attempt to understand the economic underpinnings of 

migration and also in order to be able to understand 

the complexity of spatial and temporal variations in 

migration and urbanisation in India. The inter-relation 

between the migration pattern and its socio-economic 

characteristics of the regions has been examined. The 

effort in the fourth chapter is to bring out the main 

results of the district-level analysis for Rajasthan 

in tne all India context of migration, urbanisation and 

economic development. The fifth chapter briefly notes 

the main findings of the study. 



CHAPTER II · 

THE· REGIONAL PATTERN OF MI'GRATION 
AND URBANISATION IN INDIA 

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 

If we have a general fOOk at the migration scene 

in India (Table II.l), we find that the percentage of 

migrants. in the male population, in crural as well as urban 

areas, declined ~hroughout the sixties and seventies. The 

rural and urban male population itlcreased by 23 and 37 per 

cent respectively during the sixties. The growth rates 

for corresponding migrant population were 10 and 16 per 

cent respectively. The gap of growth rates being wider 

in the '·case of \lt"'ban areas, the percentage of migrants" 

in urban populatibn fell more sharply. In the next decade, 

there was a spurt in growth of migrants in urban areas 

but it was still l~wer than the growth of urban population. 

In the seventies, the growth of male population and male 

migrants in rural· areas were 15 and 6 per cent respectively, 

the differential growth resulting in a steeper decline in 

the ratio of male migrants to male population in rural 

areas. 

The growth of urban population during· the seventies 

has been phenomenal and historic, in the sense that no 

other decade of,the century has experienced such a high' 

grow~h of urban population, except that 1941-Slrecorded 

a slightly higher urban growth, which has been attributed 
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TABLE II. 1 

Pattern of Migration by P·.O.B. and Growth Rates - 1961, 1971, 1981 

Year Popu- Migrant Male Rural Urban Male Rural Urban 
lation popu- popu- Male Male migran- male male 

lation lation ts migrants mig.rants 

1961 439:00 144.80 226.00 183.20 42.80 46.90 28.00 18.50 
(33.0) (20.7) (15. 3) (43.2) 

1971 . 548.00 166.8 284.00 225.30 58.'70 52.70 30.80 21.40 
(30.4) (18.6) (13. 7) (36.5) 

1981 . 665.00 204.20 343.00 260.00 83.90 62.10 '32.70 29.30 
·(30.7) ( 10.1) (12.6) (34.9) 

Growth 
Rate 
1961-71 24.83 15.19 25.66 22.98 37.15 12.36 10.00 15.68 

1971-81 21.25 22.42 20.77 15.40 42.93 17.83 6.17 36.92 

---------~-~-----------------------------------------·-------------------------

Note: 

Source: 

1. International migrants are inqluded. 

2. Figures in brackets are pecentages to the corresponding total 
population. 

1.. Census of India, 1961, Vol. 1' I11dia, migration Tables, part 
(c)(iii) Table D~ri. 

2. Census of lndia, 1971, se'r. '1' India, Part II D(i) "Migration 
Table D-I. 

II-

Tables" 

3. Census of India, 1981, Ser. 1," India, "Reports and Tables Based on 
Five per cent data". 
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to.the partition of India and inadequacies in the 

application of a uniform definition of arban place in 

1951 census. The ratio of urban to total population 

· Cx 18 ): in Indi_a has continuously increased in the past 

two decades from about 18 per cent in 1961 to 20 per cent 

in 1971 to about 24 per cent in 1981, the increase during 

the decade 1971-81 being almost double of the same during 

1961~71, both in absolute and percentage terms. The 

figures (Table II .6) show that a noticeable j wnp in the 

rate of increase in.this ratio has taken place for all 

the states except Nagaland, Tripura, Tamil ~.:-adu and 
- . 

Punjab where although the increase in this indicator 

is recorded, the rate of increase has gone down drasti­

cally in. the case of first two, moderately in 'the case 

of the third and marginally in the case of the last. 

But urban growth cannot be accounted by rural to urban 

migration only. 

Male migrations across all distances have been 

dealt ·at aggregate level and for long-:"distance and short­

distance separately. Rural-urban differences regarding 

' 
these and the distri-bution of migrants· further in var i:ous 

streams have been discussed. The pattern of decline in 

migration, across all distances separately for the total, 

rural and urban population of India has been followed by 

a reference to the distribution of current and inter-
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censal migrants in different streams. 

A ful~ discussion on the relative position of ' 

differ~nt states regarding migration levels and an 

·analysis of the pattern of temporal chang'es i:r:1 migratioR 

structure has been attempted in the all India context. 
·-

The distribution ·of the volume of total internal male 

migration of India into different ·component, and 

categories and the changes in it over time and the 

situation prevailing in the states in this regard has 

also been discussed. A separate: section on lifetime 

inter-state male out-migration and in-migration contains 

the state-level profile of lifetime inter-state out-

migration from rural and urban areas and their grow.th 

rates, as also an analysis of· the lifetime inter-state· 

male net migration and the decadal rate of it for 

different states. The chapter ends with a detailed 

discussion on the migration scene in all class I cities 

of India in 1961 and 1971. The temporal changes in 

levels of lifetime male migration, as well as levels 

of lifetime interestate male migration•in'all the 

cities, and the growth rates of migrants, int~r-state 

migrants and male population in them. have been analysed 

in the context of sharp decline in migration levels 

and the urban specificness of the declilile during 1981-71. 

For all cities anq urban agglomeration with more than 
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one milliom population, an analysis for the entire 

study period is pres,ented separately. 

The rural-urban dimension along with the distance 

of migration have been 'exami:med in details in two ways -
. 

first, in relation to the size of population and second 

in relation to the volume of internal migration. The 

migrant-ratio in total population, the migrant-ratio 

in rural areas and the migrant-ratio i~ urban areas were 

calculated, each with respect to total internal migrants, 

inter-state migrants,' and intra-district migrants. 1 Then 

eadh category of the ,migrants was calculated as percen­

tage of the total int~rnal migrants. The international 

migrants were excluded from· the whole analysis so as to 

clear any doubts regalrding the extent of decline caused 

by the death toll of 1a certain proportion of international 

migrants coming to India at the time of partition of the 

country, and also to neutralise the different proportions 

of international migrants in different states from 

affecting adversely the comparability of migrant ratios 

over time and space. In general, the exclusion of inter­

national migrants depr·esses the common denominator i.e. 

population, as also the total number of migrants, but 

1. Migrant rati0 was defined as percentage of migramts 
in the male popul.ation. Terms 'migrant ratio' and 
'migration ratio.• have been used inter-change¢>1y. 
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leaves unaffected the number of inter-state and intra-

district migrants, so, this will su.ppress the migrant 

ratios w.r.t. total internal migrants arid spur~ those 

w.r .t. inter-state and intra-district, migrants, depen­

ding on the size of international_migration and popu­

lation in rural and urban areas. (See Tables II.4 and 

II.S) 

_!,11 India 

·In all types of migration in India ·{fetal internal 

migration, inter-state migration, intra-district migra­

tion) the ratio in urbari areas is higher than rttral. 

areas for all the three points of time, which is quite 

understandable, though the difference has come down 

specially w .r.t. inter-state migration, mainly due to 

differential declirae in the rl!lral and urban ratios. It 

is also true for the states with a few exceptions· 

(Table II .s). The difference of migrant ratios {X3-x
2

) 

is positive' for all the states at all times, except 

·for Manipur and Tripura in 1961 and 1971. In 1981, 

they" ·also follow 'the all India pattern. The difference 

is greater for the backward states like Bi h.ar, or iss a 

and uttar pradesh, and low for the developed states 

1 1 ke 'Mahar·as htr a, Karnat aka and Delhi (see Figures 2. 1 

and 2. 2) • The same is true for inter-state migrants, 
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without any exception. In case of intra-district 

migrants the opposite (the ratio in rural areas being 

higher th,an that i:n urban areas) is true for Ker ala, 

Mahar as htra, Manipur. Tripura and west B~ngal for three 

points of time, for Madhya Pradesh in ~961 and 1971, for 

Jammu and Kashmir in 1971 and· for Delhi in 1981 • . 
The inter,-state migrant ratio is lower t.han the 

intra-district migrant ratio in the total male PC?Pula­

tion of India, for all the three points of time 

under consideration. This statement holds for all 

the .states except Delhi, where almost half the popu­

lation is inter-state m~grant, for all the three 

points. West Bengal was an exception to it only in 

1961. This phenomenon of lower percentage of long­

distance migrants than short-distance migrants in the 

population, holds good in rural areas also for the 

all India and for each state (except Delhi) for 1961, 

197land 1981 separately. Bat in the urban areas of 

India, quite contrary to wh.at prevails in its total 

and rural population, the inter-state migration ratio 

is 'distinctly higher than the intr a~distr ict migration 

ratio, except in 1981 when even in the urban areas 

the intra-district migration ratio was slightly· higher 

than the inter-state migration ratio, the reason being 
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a sharper decline in the level of inter-state migration, 

than intra-district migration during 1971-81. The 

states which follow this all India trend of higher 

levels of long-distance than short-distance migrants 

in the urban population are Madhya Pradesh, Maharasht:ra, 

West :Bengal, Delhi for all the three times. Assam, 

Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and Meghalaya follow this 

for the time points for which figures are available. 

In urban areas of Punjab and Nagaland also the inter­

state migration levels· have become higher than their 

intra-district migration levels since 1971. 

The ·fact of lower ratios in rural. than urban areas 

is further corroborated when we see that the share of 

rural to rural stream has gone down for migration of 

all distance - intra-district, inter-district and inter­

state during 1961-71 (Table II.2). It is important 

to note that the growth rates of'-both rural to urban 

and drban to urban inter-state migrants is lower than 

the growth of urban population. Similarly, the growth 

rates of rural to rural, and urban to rural streams 

is less than the growth of rural population. These 

support the observation that ratios of inter-state 

migrants to urban population and inter-state migrants 

to rural population have declined over the past two 

decades. This table brings to attention two points. 

Firstly, slow growth of rural to rural migrants during 
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'TABLE TI.2 

Percentage Distribution of Birth Place Migrants by 
Different Streams, and Growth Rates, 1961~ 1971, 1981 

..... --.------:......----------. --------------------------------------
~~:!~~af?;a.t:'Qn Strea~s 1961 1971 ~981. Grwoth Rate of Migrants r?}..:;.. ..... . 

(!,;"/-.:- l:: ' . H·~-;r. ~, '\e 
H r:? ~ ., >~ __ Jt: 
\:~· ·i~, ·~~ trict 

~:~~ .. -R 
:2'~ R ~ U 
3. U - ·U 
4. U - R 

Percents to • 
total mig! ants 

Inter-district 

1. R - R 
2. R - u 
3. u - ··u 
4. u - R 
Percents to 

~ total migrants -
1.0 Inter-State 
-~ 

1. R- R ·t 

:t:: 2. R - u 
3. iJ - u 

\- 4. u - R 
Percents to 
total migrants 

Source: 
I. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

7.3. 75 
16.58 
5.54 
4.22 

54.44 

42.13 
32.86 
19. 48. 

5.54 
26.78 

28.27 
41.72 
25.94 

4.07 
. 18.78 

Census 

71.72 . 
17.58 

4.60 
6.10 

53~ 58 

37.22 
33.11 
22.03 

7.64 
27.23 

25.89 
39.36 
28.58 

6. 17 . 
19.19 

of India, 
Part II-C (iii)' 
Census of India, 
Migration Tables, 
Census of India, 

64.75 
21.33 
7.12 

. 6. 79 

49.33 

32.66 
34. 80 ' 
24.79 

7.74 
30.84 

20.68 
41.97 
30.47 

6.02 
19.83 

1961, Vol. 
Table DII. 
1971, Ser 
Table D1. 

1981, Ser. 

1 

1961-71 

1 

1 

11.67 
21.75 
-3.08 
65.98 

4.80 
19.52 
34.15 
63.59 

6.84 
10.07 
28.54 
16.86 

India 

India, 

India, 

1971-81 

-6.12 
33.75 
70.36 
22.69 

18.57 
42.05 
52.09 
36.96 

-1.20 
31.91 
31.91 
20.80 

Migration T~le, 

part II DC(i) 

"Reports and Table-
based on Five Per cent Data". 

DISS 

304.809544 
R1895 Mi 

i llllii/11/11//lllil/i 1/i//li/il//ii /1/il II/!! ill! 
TH2519 
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the sixties and an absolute dec line in its number 

during the seventies. secondly, the slow growth of 

rural to Urban and· urban to urban migrants across 

states, the rates being significantly lower than the 

corresponding intra-district and inter-district figures. 

continuous Decline in 
!:1.!g£~I!.2n-Levels: --

The above discussion portrays the differences 

regar.ding the lev~l of migration (covering movements 
' . 

across all distances), long-distance migration (covering 

movements across states), and srort-distance migration 

(movements within the district) observed in India's 

total population. However, the phenomenon of a conti-

nuous decline ir:1 migration levels in India, over both 

the periods is characteristic of all types of migration 

in its total rural and urban population separately, 

though the quantum and rate of decline may differ. 

(Table II.S) •. For example, during 1961-71 the urban 

migrant- ratios of all types (X 3, x6 , x 9) fell more 

drastically than their rural counterparts (X 2, x5 , 

x 8 ). 1 In the next decade 1971-81, however, the rural 

ratids ·recorded steeper declines than their urban counter-

parts, except the inter-state rural migration ratio 

(X5 ) ·wh~ch despite a heavy decline was far behind ·its 

Gr:bari counterpart·. It is to be noted· that during 

1971j81 the migration levels in rural areas, specially 
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th~ inter-state migration· levels t:lave suffered a far 

more severe decline than was witnessed during the 

previous decade. This urban specificness of the decline 

during 1961-71 and the rural specificness of it daring 

1971_;81 need to be interpreted in terms of socio-economic 

changes that the country was experiencing. However, it 

is important to note that this rural urban dichotomy 

does not exist when we consider inter-state migration 

alone. Here the rate of decline for all ratios is 

heavier in the latter than the former decade and the 

decline in urban ratio is distinctly steeper than its 

rural counterpart in both the period under consideration. 

The jump both in the volume of decline and the rate of 

decline in. the already low level. of tnter-state rural 

. migrant ratio make it a focal point of debate as to 

why migration in rural areas, specially across state 

is s9 badly affected. But it would be relevant to 

mention that the all India pattern of decline in various 

ratios of life time migrants is confirmed even when we 

consider the current migrants (with less than one year 

at t~e place of enumeration) and inter-censal migrants 

(arriving at the place of enumeration after previous 

census} separately. Table II.3 shows that the percen­

tage;of current inter~censal migrants have gone down in 

all the streams suggesting that migration during seventies 

is lower than the same during sixties. The spatial 
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, TABLE I I,- 3 

Per~entage Distribution of Current and Inter~censal Migrants 
by Place of Last Residence by the 
Place of Enumeration, 1971, 1981 

Migration Streams Type of Place of Enumeration 
(POLR) 

Rural Urban 

1. Total Migrants, 
a. Current (R) 
a. Current ·( U) 

b. Inter-censal (R) 
Inter-censal (U) 

2. Intra District 

a. Current (R) 
Current (U) 

b. Inter-censal (R) 
Inter-censal (U) 

3. Inter-district 

a. Current (R) 
Current (U) 

b. Inter-censal ( R) ' 
Inter-censal (U)' 

4. Inter-State 

a. Current (R) 
Current (U) 

b. Inter-censal (R) 
Inter-censal (U) 

------l-------------------

M 

11.93 
18.90 

53.05 
'67 .19 

10.30 
15.62 

51. 11 
64.30 

16.15 
20.04 

58.42 
69.53 

16.28 
24.86 

57.55 
70.42 

197L 1981 

F 

5.27 
10.21 

34.49 
49.95 

4.80 
8.88 

33.62 
46.83 

6.80 
11.06 

37.16 
52.89 

8.33 
14.33 

40 .. 42 
57.32 

M 

9.96 
14.24 

49.95 
63.20 

8.32 
11.81 

47.53 
61.30 

./ 

13.28 
14.60 

40.09 
64.56 

16.32 
19.96 

54.83 
65.65 

F 

3.14 
6.56 

3f.50 
46.05 

2.73 
5.58 

30.~5 
43.89 

4.13 
6.85 

33.32 
47.53 

6.29 
9.96 

37.20 
51.32 

M 

7.81 
9.55 

50.44 
56.78 

8.46 
1Q.48 

53.25 
60.00 

7.26 
. 9. 80 

49.59 
59.09 

7.57 
8.76 

47.52 
52.39 

1971 

F 

5.72 
7.21 

44.33 
52.44 

5.17 
7.11 

41.99 
51.38 

6.01 
7.35 

46.22 
53.91 

6.88 
7. 08 

48.01 
51.11 

M 

5.77 
6.63 

49.65 
52.58 

6.61 
7.90 

52.35 
56.38 

5.42 
6.80 

49.83 
54.83 

1981 

F 

4.47 
5.30 

44.43 
49.82 

4.18 
.5. 67 

42.61 
50.21 

4.49 
5.23 

46.35 
51.01 

4. 94 5 .. 27 
5.48 5.05 

4'5.32 .46.16 
46.83 47.51 

Source: 1. Census of India, 1971 Series 1; Indian Migration Table 5, part II D(1) Tabl~ DI 
2. Cen~us of India, 1981, Series 1, Ind~a, Report and Tabls Base on Five Percent Data. 



pattern of the decline of migration in India in the 

light of. above findings will be attempted in the next 

part iof the chapter: 

~~}9E.SQ!_ R ati 2..§._;:__§ t a!~ 
1~~1-~ehav~: 

on the basis of migration figures for 18 states 

which exclude the four states Assam, Haryana, Himachal 

Pradesh and Meghalaya for which data for one of the 
! 

three poi'nts of time are not available, an analysis of 

the levels of different migrant ratios, differences 

·among states as regards the value of each of the nine· 

migration indicators and also with regard to the ratio 

of u~ba~ to total. population, the decadal percentage 

change in these indicators and differences among states 

on this count has been made. The inter-temporal cor-

relation coefficients among various indicators based on 

the figures for these 18 states for 3 points of time 

have been discussed. To avoid the loss of information 

separate correlation matrices for 3 points, based on 

19 states for 1961, on 22 states in 1971 .and 21 states 

in 1981 have been computed. 

The average of all states for different migrant 

ratios, except for inter-state and intra-district migrant 

ratios in.rural areas, are higher than the corresponding 

all I'ndia figures. This exception may be due to high 
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values of these variables prevailing in comparatively 

smaller states, thus jacking-up the values. Now the 

question arises as to how tmiform is the distribution 

of these indicators around respective mean values? 

Let us have a look at the following results based on 

18 comparable states. 

Migrant ratio (x1 ) 

Migrant r'atio in 
rural areas (X 2) ' 

Migrant ratio in 
urban areas (X3 ) 

. Inter-state migrant 
ratio (x4 ) 

Inter-state migrant 
ratio in rural areas 
{X5) 

triter-state migrant 

20.03 18.41 18. 28 48. 25 4 2. 89 48.44 

14.8214.1213.28 31.47 34.13 '40.36 

3 6. 7 8 3 3. 7 8 31. 58 3 5. 17 .4 3. 6 2 3 9. 41 

5.54 5.58 5.43 189.58 167.67 171.03 

2. 36 2. 6 7 2. 6 8 15 7. 11 16 3. 3 4 17 2. 7 3 

ratio in urban areas 13.22 13.38 10.68 93.60 111.51 100.30 
·cx6 > 

i:ntr a-district mig­
rant ratio (~) 

Intra-district'" migrant 

1 0. 50 9. 21 8. 5 1 3 6 • 6 2 3 8. 6 8 4 1. 94 

ratio in rural areas 10.01 9.53 8.10 45.28 40.94 45.20 
·ex a> 
fritr~-district migrant 
ratio in urban areas 12.93 10.02 9.98 42.02 41.72 44.88 
·cx9) 

20.49 22.59 26.36 90.64 80.71 68.52 

., 

------------------------------------------------------------
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The coefficients of variation tell us that the intra-

district migrant ratio (~) is more uniform in its 

distribution across the states than the migrant ratio 

cx 1 ) and the ·inter-state migrant.rat.:i..o {X4 ). 

The spatial distribution of intra-district migrant 

ratio is signi~icantly less unequal than the total 

and, inter-state migrant ratios. When -we see the level 

of dispersion experienced by the rural migrant ratio 

(X 2 ) .and urban migrant ratio (X3 ) we find that the 

corresponding inter-state ratios (X5 and x6 ) and intra­

district ratios Cx8 and x9) have higher value of dis­

persion, the gap being wider in the case of rural ratios. . ' 

The dispersion of values of urban migrant ·ratio Cx
3

) 

is slightly more than that of rural migration ratio 

Cx 2 ) in 1961 and 1971 but the reverse is true for 1981. 

But~ in the case of intra-district migrants the rural 

ratio is slightly more diversely distributed than the 

urban ratio. 

During 1961-71 the dispersion w.r.t. migrant 

ratio, (x
1

) and inter-state migrant ratio (x4 ) narrowed 

down. HoWever, it increased w.r.t. all other migrant 

ratios. During 1971-81 the level of dispersion decreased 

~or urban :migrant ratio (x3 ) and inter-state urban 

migrant ratio (X6)· This ·means that during 1961-71 

migrant ratio ·c:x:
1

) and inter-state migrant ratio Cx
4

) 



. T~BlE 11.4 
Ufetioe Male Migrants as Percentage o! Total Male Population in the Stabs and Union Territories 

1961, 1971, 1981 . . 

lritra-
State/U. i. Mi ~rants Rural Urban Inter-State Inter-State {Rural) Inter-State turban) lntra-Di strict Intra-district !Rural i di stricf {Urbani 

l,l IX.i IX.l - \l,J (l,) IX. I IX,) IXol IX. 

-mr---mr·-·mr rm---rm-·-rqgr- m:r---mr-----mr mr--rm--·rqsr rm-~-rm---rm rm-·-rm-~-rm -rm--rm--Hsr -rm---rm---rm m;r·-·rm--mr 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------·----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------' . . 
I. Andhra rr adesh 21.24 21.23 20.50 17.55 17.83 15. B4 38.40 35.62 55.53 1.40 1. 42 1.32 0. 66 0.68 0.64 4.80 4.22 3.49 1Ul 14.37 13.1! 13.46 13.61 11.82 18.26 16.63 17.27 
2. Assu 29.42 26.52 f 26.&4 26.95 f 59.01 53.41 i 5.37 3. 65 • 4. 24 5.35 i 17.27 16.&2 • 12'.58 14.29 I 12.64 14.36 I ll.SB 13.61 + I 

3. Bihar 12.56 9.73 &.53 9.65 6. 72 5. 00 40.99 :14.56 51.64 l.b2 l.2t>. LiO 0.65 \1, so U9 9.17 i. 66 5. 71 7.15 5.26 3.64 6.f3 4.65 2.96 14.17 10.29 7.91 
4. 6ujarat 2\i. 60 20.19 20.52 14.11 i3.i5 1:::.61 38.45 36.20 35.39 2.81 3.(17 3.50 0. 97 0. 98 1.19 7. 92 B. 29 8.47 10.81 9.85 9.5(1 9.8(1 12. ib B. 70 13.64 11.39 1!.21 
5. Haryana 18.53 17.23 12.'18 H•.6& 44. iS 40.43 6.04 6.53 4. j(l 3.43 14.98 16.57 6. 79 4.26 4.41. 3.39 8.53 7.32 
b.· Jauu & Kasheir 13.30 ll.Bi 10.07 l i. 71 i\1,54 B. 75 2!.V9 17.29 15.00 ·<).85 !. 68 1.32 0.55 !.34 \>. 90 2.33 3.15 2.88 7.31 6. 31 5. 36 7.16 6.38 5.34 B. 11 5. 97 5.47 
7. Hi .. chal Pradesh 19.53 2V, 56 15.91 17.34 ~~.2~ 55. B5 3. 79 ~ .. 85 2.3~ 2. 63 20.95 17.26 9. 99 l\1.52 . 9.61 10.05 14.53 15.56 
B. Karnataka 23.78 23.22 22.36 19.80 19.44 17.12 37.21 ;,•,6L 34.95 4.31 '· 75 3. 95 2.44 2. iB 1.13 10.63 8.51 6.33 n.a3 13.80 12.12 13.50 n.69 11.37• 14.9::. 1\.12 13.92 
9. Keral a 20.20 17.02 15.61 i9. 44 i6.51 14.43 24.38 19.64 20.66 1.47 Hl l. 36 l. 25 (1.9~ 1.16 2.66 2.36 2.(19 1>.30 10.03 12.16 13.~3 1\•.25 12.50 13.15 8.90 10.66 
iO. ~aohya Pradesh 23.16 21.21 19.66 j9. ;r, 17 .bl 1~·?1 44.36 38.87 36.4~ 4.29 _, .. ~(· ;..~-'t..) 2.12 1.69 I. 41 H.bo 14.16 11.06 13.37 !1.66 J(i·;5B . 13.b3 12.10 10.39 11.87 l(J, 72 ll.3C• 
Ji. Hahar ashtr a 3i. 73 29.67 32.29 21.77 2(1 ... t.;,•.!l 54.61 48.97 47. 02• 7.18 7.35 7.62 1.35._ I. 46 l. 93 20.56 19.28 17.45 14.02 12.56 13.71 . 15.64 lUI 16.03 10.30 9. 23 9. 71 
12. "ani pur 14.56 16.71 11.12 14.51 ib.ii iV. 36 15.04 15.02 i3.25 i. S2 !..01 2.27 i.lb 2. 78 i. 66 S.lB 4.52 3. 97 l1.5B 10.68 6.11 12.37 11. 17 b. 46 6.53 7. 54 S.OB 
j3. Orissa 13.90 1i .40 15.B:~ ll.b7 14.48 11.66 ·n.47 46.69 ;~.97 1.72 2.06 2.2B 0. 95 ~·\!3 1.11 !2.(1\• l2.&Q 10.40 9.25 II. 72. 9.22 '6.61 11.20 B. !2 17.83 lb. 67 16.90 
H. flegha!aya 32.8l 26.62 30.30 22.8-1 46.96 44.34 6.H 6.79 , •• 2 3. 79 2:-.02 l9.9B 19.39 13.81 20.69 13.95 1 Lv6 13.18 
15. Punjab 27.59 21.45 il. J ~' 20.07 17.79 15;91 56. 3B 15.00 36.78 2.90 : .• 71 4.4B 1.41 1.70 2.26 8.60 ·10.10 10.!7 7.75 7 ."32 6. 96 7.11 6.57 6.23 10.16 9.n 8.91 tv 16. Na9aiand ll.27 22.81 2B.2B 11.75 14.66- '2i.36 52.79 79.05 61.76 4. 42 1 i. 03 11.30 3. 01 l. 99 i .49 25.80 52.71 29.74 6. 21 6.69 10.51 4.86 S.BB 9. 21 26.76 12.34 16.80 
17. RaJasthan 13.72 !5.81 13.45 lt•. 77 10.66 !0.11 23.03 26.29 25.66 2.33 2.21 2.56 l.bi 1.37 1.42 4.73 6.04 5. 77 6.55 7.25 6. 76 6.01 6.82 6. i\• 7.65 9.22 9.25 OJ 18. Ta~i 1 Nadu 16.92 20.27 19.56 !US 14.61 13.13 34.11 33.07 ~2. 4~' L8v I. 91 1.34 0.61 0.63 (>.52 4. 99 4.61 4.02 11.36 ll. 53 10.26 10.14 10.66 9. 36 11.66 E.C.4 12.(\7 
19. Jripura 49.n. 45.63 33.7\1 48.69 45.ft3 3Z:B3 59.96. 52.61 40.78 1.99 1.86 1. 70 1.8(• 1.63 !.46 3.85 3. B4 3. 59 -12.93 8.03 7.26 13.78 8.50 7. 57 5.06 3.BB 4.92 

.2(1, llttor Pradesh . 12.31 9. B5 ), !9 B.BO 6.B6 4.61 34,72 27.54 20.31 1.08 0.96 O.BO 0. ;7 (l. 45 0.42 4.% 3. 97 2.47 6.23 4.59 3.25 5.63 4.08 2. 66 10.0(• 7.62 5.% 
2i. !lest Bt11gal 29.66 21.25 19.92 19.66 14.51 12.94 56.n 36.94 38.03 B. 45 6.11 4.7& !..06 2.6B l. 36 n.o3 15.54 13.56 7.55 6.29 5.37 B. 09 7.30 5.52 6.11 3. 54 5.00 
22. [;el h1 bLOB 49.72 47.30 20. 3(1 24. ;o 2:-.26' 66.06. 52.58 49.18 ~~ .83 36.49 .)tl.\.!~ 16.48 19.25 19.95 4(1.43 36. iq ~9.44 4.41 1.12 1.9! 2.16 3.91 2.44 4. 69 O.BO !.90 

INDl A 20.62 j6.93 17.64 i5.25 14.\oB 12.06 43.62 :.7 .54 34.94 3.46 3.38 3.2\t 1.36 l. 33 i. J1 12.34 11.22 9.4:. 9.98 9.13 6.15 9. 60 7:62 7.61 l 1.62 9.87 9. 73 
-

---------------------------------:-:---------------------------------------------:;---------------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------------------:;.,----------------------------

Note: I. - Not Avai labie 
2 • : No Census. 
3. uncorrected for boundary chankes. Pooulation and oigrant fioures treated here include international 

Assa~ where census could 't ta. e p! ace. _ · 

4. ~igrants and population treated here include internation·ai miQrarih. 

Sources: I. Census of India, 1961, Vol. 1, lndia:·Mi"gration Tables, Part ll..Criiii Table 0 Ill 
2. C~nsus of India, 1961, Vol. i 1 india: General Population Tables Part If Alii., Table A-I. 
: .. Census oi lndia, 1971 ser. 1 1ndia. o! 11.- D\i) ~igration-Tables, Table D.l. 
l. Census of India, 19Bl, ~igration Tables- State Yolumer !Unpublished) 
5. Census of lndia, l98i, Pruary Census Abstract of !nola• 

'i grants, Fi9ures for • 
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became less unequal in their respective distributions 

across states, ·whereas during the next decade their 

urban counterparts did become so. 

1o~.§de£!_§nd L.§~g§..!.-!:1!9-r at.!2E 
1o!r!~J.n dif~n.U_!~: 

·Table rr.s summarises the migration scene in 

different states of the union ·of India. Delhi~ Maharash-

tra and Karnataka maintain their first, second and third 

positions, respectively with respect to the migrant. 

·ratio (X1 ) consistently in 1961, 1971 and 1981. However, 

their positions w.r.t. other ratios change. For example, 

Delhi•s position w.r.t. migrant ratio in rural areas 

~x 2 ) ls quite vaicilating - from 6th position in 1961 

lt became first in 1971 but again:~it went a little back . 
to 2nd place in 1981, and also it faces a neck-to-neck 

competition with Maharashtra and orissa, for the second 

position in urban migrant-ratio. Delhi has the distinc­

tion ·of having.the largest proportion of long-distance 

migrants and the smallest proportion of short-distance 

migrqnts in its population consistently1 for all points 

of ti;me under consideration. The above statement holds 

even when migrant-ratios in rural areas and those in 

urban areas are considered separately. 

· The State of Maharashtra, having the second 

largest proportion of migrants in its population, has 

third position w.r.t. inter-state migration, consistently 
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T Alllf 11.~ 

llff T!Kf .JKTfRHAL x.4lf ff/iiR~S AS PfRCfftTA<Jf OF m<RW.4L ~AL£ fOPi!LATiaH JH THf STATES A~'D UH/OH TfiiRJTOR/fS UF /HOJA - 1961,1971,19al 

_______________________________________________ .._ ______________________________________________________________________________ 
SWf/bT 11/GRMTS RURAL URBAH /HTfR-STATf rm~-mrr lh7fR-STATf /HTRH/STRJCT i!TRA-PJSTRJCT /liTRHJSTRJCT 

IX,! (X,} .. IX,) KJGRAJo7S IRUR~LJ IURBAJ/J (X,) IRoR.4V IURBMI 
IX,J fX.I IXil cx.J rr.1 

------------ ------------- ------------- --------------- --------------- --------- ----- ------- -----

196/ 1171 /981 1961 1971 1981 :. 1961 197/ 1981 1961 1971 1981 1%1 1971 118/ /961 1971 /981 1961 /971 198/ 1961 1971 1981 196/ 1971 198/ __________ ,.. ______________________________________________________________________ ..:,. ________________________________________________________________ 

/. k6ora rra6esh 11.18 11.15 li1.# 17.51 /7.80 15.80 JS.14 J5~42 J5,5t1 /.10 1.42 1.31 0.66 O.b8 0.64 •• 81 ·4.44 3.49 /4.01 H.38 13./i JJ.Ii 13.8111.83 18.31 16.68 1i .28 
1 • . ~m 23.43 14.38 H~,t 21.so n.4o H.A. 47.82 45.01 H •. d. ~.81 4.97 H •. o. 4.54 3.56 H.A. l/.99 90.61 u. /3.64 /S.B H.A. /3.S3 /5.26 H.A. /5./2 /6.06 N.~. 

J. War 17.20 9.;F 8.38 9.4$ 6.~9 4.93 39.65 33.6~ H./6 /.63 1.18 1.10 0.85 o.w 0.39 7.38 7.78 ~.75 7.17 ~.28 3.64 6.~ 4.66 1.99 . H;49 /0-44 7.97 
•• oujarat 19.11 19.67 20.18 13.99 /3.61 /3.~/ 36.85 34.99 34.69 .1;83 3.09 3.51 0.98 0.98 1.19 8.13 8.45 8.56 /0.99 9.92 1/.}5 9.83 9./S 8.71 14.(10 1/.6/1/.33 
s. Harym H.A. /U3 /U8 H.A. /0.13 9.07 /i •. ~. iB.26 34.18 · u. 6.36 6.56 n.A. 4.23 3.49 H.A. /4.98 18.3/ H.A. s.~ 4.41 u. 4.58 3.4i H.A. 8.53 8.01 
6. Himbal Pradesh u. 18.04 /9.10 H.A.' /4.74 H~V2 H •. 4. 59.29 SJ.79 "-A. J.Bi 3.92 ff •. 4. 1.J1 2.67 H.A. ll.5i 18.08 H.A. 10.18 10.71 H •. 4. 9.76 10.11 K.A. IS.# 16.39 
i. ,lanu & Kash1ir 17.02 11.07 1.61 10.56 '9.90 8.36 19.25 Ji./6 14.78 0.86 1.70 /.33 O.S6 l.Ji 0.90 2.39 3,11 1.90 7.43 6.36 ~.38 7.1~· 6.43 5.36 8.JO 6.0$ s.~ 

e. l·amt1ka 13.59 2!.15 22.28' 19.61 19.38 17.0$ J7.0/ J4.S1 J4.8~ 4.32 3.76 J.16 2.44 2.18 2.13 10.67 B.SJ 8.34 /3.86 H.81 11.13 /J.S3 13,70 //.38 14.98 H.H /3.94 
7. l:mia 20.07 16.9J 1S.54 /9 • .34 16.44 14.38 24.11 19.11 20.5~ 1.47 1.21 /.J6 /.16 0.99 1.19 1.67 1.J9 2.10 /3.3110.01 12.17 /3.34 10.16 12.SI 13.111 8.92 10.69 

10. Hlohya Pr a6!Sh 22.63 20SI /UJ 19.17 1i .20 1S.08 12.JO J7.4ll 3S.it) . 4.31 -3.8J . J.44 2./1 U9 /.II 17.11 /4.~0 11.20 13.46 /1.96 /0..2 /3.66 11./6 10.41 12..31 /0-98 11.45 
· 11. Kahamhtr a JJ.Oe 19,39 J1.99 21.64 li1.JO 23.71 5J.33 48.C~ 46.43 . 7.5/ 7.40 7.65 /.38 1.46 /.93 21.97 19.6117.64 /4./S /1.6~ 13.77 /S.66 14.24 16.04 JO.S9 9., 9.F2 

12. ~~~ipur H.SJ /S.SO 10.73 1J.66 15.76 10.05 11./1 13.83 /1.61 1.S4 J.tlS 7.28 1.17 :1.82. /.66 5.36 4.~8 3.99 /1.99 10.84 6.1! 12.49 //.33 6.SO 6.76 7.64 S./1 
13. KPghaiaya !.A. 18.07 13.S1 H.A. 26.10 20.26 li .. t 3':3U1.41 H.A. 6.86 7.07 ~ •. 4. J.62 3;92 H •. t 16.33 11.39 H.A. 20.!10 14.01 u. 11./2 14.42 N.A. 12.6S 14.1/ 
14. Hagaland /2.07 16.9{. 26.i13 9.24 1.34 20.20 ~~ .99 76.71 s9.9e 1.56 /1.#1 /1.52 J./0 5.30 7.60 28.3' Si.S9 31.14 6.41 6.91 10.71 5.00 6.14 9.34 19.39 1J.i1 17.~ 
15. [fris:a JJ.6J 17.0115.6(: JJ.i6 14,17 11.41 41.72 4~.95 IUQ /.73 2.!!1 1.7i MS /,01 I./I 11.16 12.78 10.47 9.28 11.77 9.15 8.63 1/.15 8.1~ /B.Ob 17.10 1i .0/ 
16. Pu•!ab /F.S9 /3..49 /7./9 JJ.SJ 11.12 Jl./1 43.49 35.70 30.91 3.14 !.OS 4.7' /.52 1.F1 2.38 11.14 II.BI-11.11 &.i.e 7,49 7.38 7.70 7.1!2 6.57 13.16 11 .JB 9.73 
/7. Rajasth1D /i./(1 12.73 /7.0/ 9.50 iO.JO 9.66 16.38 15.71 24.41 l.Ji 1.24 2.38 1.60 1.38 1.43 6.42 6.30 ~.87 6.66 7.3~ 6.F3 us 6.86 6.13 10.J1 9.6/ 9.4/ 
HI. T~Pii liaou 18.67 /9.96 19.04 IJ./2 14.36 12.74 33.70 32.66 31.86 1.60 1.91 1.69 0.64 0.63 ti.$2 5.03 Ul 4.05 /1.44 1/.57 10.71 10.16 /o.B') 9.10 14.76 13.12 11.17 
19. Trirura. 12.09 /l.SJ J4.J(1 23.13 17.56 11.05 18.21 17.24 16.~1 3.(15 1.83 1./9 2.69 1.H l.Fi 7.87 6.7/ 5.06 /9.63 12.11 9.41 10.54 /7.56 7.68 /0.33 6.78 6.94 
10. iitl!r Praoe:,h 11.66 9.02 7.18 SA7 6.21 4.46 31.63 1S.5t. 19.43 /.0'1 0.97 \1.80 0.47 0.45 0.11 5./2 4.06 2.50 6.17 4.64 3.:16 s.6t 4.11 2.{.6 10.31 7.W 5J7 
11. ~Ill .B119al 22.U 14.91 14.53 14.24 9.51 8.90 47 .0{. 7i ,Q8 30.1~ U4 6.6/ S,Q8 3.17 2.83 /.42 28.17 17.82 IS.?! 8.J5 6.80 5.73 8.6J 7.72 s.n 7Ai 4.00 5.63 
n.Dflhi S2.0S 41.79 43.13 18.95 13.45 11.58 ~7 .tl7 45.28 4U6 46.61 H .~2 4/.04 16.16 19.19 20.13 51.15 «.36 42.80 5.43 1.17 2.0'1 {./9 3.96 1.# 5.93 0.93 2.(i(, 

I~DIA 18.0$ 17.49 /6.64 14 •. J1 /3.07 //,39 40 .• 17 34.9S 33.12 3.56 3.44 3.24 1.40 /,3$ /.111 13.25 11.68 9.68 10.lS 9.31 8.13 9.88 9.06 7.67 
.. 

12.47 10.28 9.99 

~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

h'ote : I. Population 1nd 1i~rant figures for t~is table nclude ,internatiO>ai •iyrants ano arr not corrected 1M any boundary chang~<. 
' 2, Tht fiyum for 119mts ~~ li.LF •. 4. and foa,ram anli Pi• arr mlulied lin 11{.1). Himhal Praoe>o "" mluoed fm the study iD 196/. Harym and fteghlaya lffre not il u-

istence of separate states in /96/ , 
3. The mm in 1981 could not oe held in .~m duo to disturbed conoitim, 

Source: I. Cmus of India, /9M.'Vol.l India: ftigration Tables, part 11-f liiill Table P-Jil. · 
1. Census of India, 1%1. Vol./ lnliia ; Gmral Po;.ulation Tables, Part 1 .4 li.l, Table·' -1 
·J. Census of lnoia, 1971. Series I - lnriia, ffigratio.n Tables Part ll- P (iJ, Tablt D./ 
I. Cmus of India, 1981. Kigrati011 Tables, PartY- A & i11 fabit D- I {rot state rolum IUI,published!, 
5. Cmus of 1ndia, 19v1. SeriPS 1 lndia, part 11 B Iii lro,aru emil abstract genml population. 
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for all points of time under consideratioN, and on. an 

average a third position w.r.t. intra-district migration. 

Karnataka which has the~.i~~h'ird position regarding the 

migrant ratio Cx 1 ) and the migrant ratio in rural areas 

Cx 2 )-,· maintains the 4th place consistently w.r.t. all 

intra-district migrant ratios {x7 , x8 an~ x
9

), is, nowhere 

near the to w.r.t. inter-state migrant ratios Cx4 , x5 

and x6 ). 

:uttar Pradesh, Bihar, Jammu and Kashmir are the 
i . 

states which record the lowest levels of migration most 

consistently, w. r. t. almost all the migrant ratios. 

However, it does not apply to urban migrant ratio (x3 ) 

in the case of Uttar Pradesh and to all the three ratios 

in urban areas (X3 , x6 , X9) of Bihar. In Uttar Pradesh 

the migrant ratio in urban· areas, though 20 to 25% 

below the corresponding all In?ia figures at the three 

points of time, is not one of the lowest in all the 

states. In Bihar urban migrant ratios (x 3) is just 

below the corresponding all India levels. The intra­

district migrant ratio in urban areas (x9} for Bihar 

in 1961 and 1971 was 16% and 3% respectively above 

the corresponding all India-figures and in 1981 it 

went ·20% below the all.India level. SoJ in the other­

wise lov/ migration land of Bihar ; urban migrant ratio 

(X 3} and intra-district migrant ratio in urban areas 
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(-;, . 

(Xg') ·are exceptionally high. However, the ratio of 

long-distance migration in urban Bihar tends to become 

harmonious with levels of other ratios in the state, 

in that it nas been 23%, 34% and 41% below the all 

India level in 1961, 1971 and 1981 respect! vely. 

An interesting fact about Andhra Pradesh is that 

it has one of the lowest proportions of inter-state 

migrants and one of the highest proportions of intra­

district migrants, in its total, rural as well as urban 

population. The same is true for Kerala except that 

its intra-district migrant ratio in urban areas is not 

very high perhaps due to the nature of rural-urban settle­

ment 'prevailing'there. In a striking contrast to the 

above pattern in Andhra Pradesh and Kerala, west Bengal 

has one of the highest proportions of inter-state migrants 

and one of the lowest proportions of intra-district 

migrants in the total, rural as well as urban population. 

It is despite the continual decline of migrant-ratios in 

general and particularly of inter-state migrants during 

past two decades. 

Rajasthan has consistently been among the states 

having one of the lowest migrant ratios, except for 

the inter-state migrant-ratio in rural areas (x
5

) where 

its level is above the all India level. On the contrary. 

Madhya Pradesh has consistently been among those having 



the highest migran_t ratios, except that inter-state 

migrant ratios in rural areas Cx5 ) and'intra-district 

ratio in urban areas (X 9) are,relatively speaking, 

not so high. 

!~ Pattern of._Te!!ll?.9ral Changes 
i n_M±gf:_§.nt_Ra_!ios :~e States 
.£.9.!!l.l?~3.5L with ~ he_ All India 

__ Tab;Le II.~ __ g~ves the percentage decadal variation 

in_ m.igr:-al_lt __ rat.:tos. Th!§! r~rparkable fact .of a continuous 

·qecli.I1~. over_ pot_h th~ per:- i¢s in each ~ype of migration 

~n t~tal rural, as w~l1 as _urban populat.ton, vlhich we 

gbserveq at all India J.eve~ is fully true for the states 

of Uttar __ Pra9,~~l1 .. and Bih_ar, ___ ~hich al~<?. have the lowest 

l~vels for a~f!19S.t._ al-! tl_'le migr13,nt ratios }?ut're]_,atively 

ngt SO ,lO\tJ. fig\_l,res f()r urb_an migrant ratio consistently 

at tbe. thret;:l __ poii1t.s of t.i,me,_ as __ alsq. ~or Karnatatca and 

':l'r:- ip_ur a, _ whi~h _hav~ C()I!lparat.t vely_ big 'he~ __ levels qop.sis­

t~nt),y __ fqr 9-i~fe_r:-en:t _poin-t;:~ of t.:tme specia:Lly_ w.r.t. 
. . 

rural_m~grants __ and par'!:i.cu?:-.ar:Jy 0~. ipt,ra-qistr ict 

variety,. __ Gujarat ang __ J8!fllllu and K~shmir follow the 

_a11_I~I'ldi~_ t:r;~n.d, ~xc~pt _tt}at _g.ll __ the inter_-state _ 

migx;-~nt ratios_ shq~ an :f,.ncr~ase rather than decline, 

over both _t_~ periO(is _fqr Guj~at, 9nd_ over 1961-71 

for ~he Jammu and Kashmir (Figure 2. 3). 

pet hi,_V'fhiqf:l_ has __ t he higl:lest levels o~ long­

distance migration and ·the lowest levels of short-
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7. Janu ~- hashtir 
s. Korn•laka 
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16. mjab 
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19. Tripura 
20. Uttar ?raoesb 
21. '-est BPnyai 

12. [itJfu" 
All InT•Iii 

nott: i~id 

S0cufce: ibJo 

Hiomt Ratio 
. {!:,1 

1961-71 1971-81 

.m -3.71B 
U!SS ~.A. 

-Zi./95 -11.603 
-1.205 2.S93 
~.A. 2.513 

•••• 5.876 
-7.904 -ra.rfi'i 
-J.P-65 -3.75fi 

-15.645 -8;21\> 
-9.103 -6.025 

· ·-s.~J8· S.B;? 
+H.Si.Q -30.77~ 

H.A. -14.B71 
40.>14 58.196 
24.572 -s.m .. 

-28.597 27.1(10 
4.344 .6i8 
6.909 -4.609 

-23.116 ·-180.26 
-22.6+2 -20~3>> 
-31.951 -2.549 
,Jl,{)j .795 

·- -7 ;61 -4.66 

7ABl£ 11.6 

Permtave f•ecadai •ariation i> Kivmt Ratio;: 1%1-71, 1971-Bi 

~iomt Ratio in 
Rural Arm 

!X,.l 

ijiomt Ratio in Mer-State 
urba> Arm nigra~tRatio 

IX,i 1.<•' 

lntwState 
niomt Ratio 
in.Kural A!ea 

IX,.i 

Inter-State 
!iorant .<atio 
irJ. iir~ar~ .k!ea 

IX,.i 

lntra-t1i;trict 
Kiorant Ratio 

·o:7.J 
intra-District 
niomt Ratio 
in"Rara1 Areas 

IX.> 

l>tr a-District 
Kigrant Ratio 
Ratio in iirban kea 

{X,) 

1961-71 1971-81 196i-7i i971-ii1 ili-1-71 i971-Bi i96i-71 19/H1 19£1.71 1971-81 1961-/1 1971-81 1961-71 1971-61 1961-71 . 1971-81 

1.598 -11.136 ~7.374 .m 1.+29 -7.042 3.030 -5.11\12 -7.£92 -21.396 .419 -6.762 ?.S9S -14.399 -8.902 3.597 
+UB6 li..4. -5.5/i. n.A. -14.605 n.A. -21.S~O ~.A. -10.778 !'.A. 12.390 u. 12.786 H.A. 6.217 ~.A. 

-J0.26S -2S.190 -iS.H2 -7.0(1{; -21.590 -1!.(;(. -41.176 -12.[-th) -I6.;5J -l6.16i -76.3~0 -3.061 -2).64() . -35.6J7 -27.950 -13.659 
-1.7Ji -.i35 -5.0<7 -.SS7 9.157 13.592 .Oi.JO 21.+29 3.9Jt. 1.302 -'i.ou 31.4()7 -5.900 -5.838 17.071 -2.m 
n.A. -11.339 H.A. 20.948 h' •. 4. 2.821 H.A. -J7.m. -~:.A, 22.230 !.A. -19.231 n.A. -24.072 ii •. ~. S.15B 
!..4. 6.68~ ~.A. -9.76 -~·f~ J.2'i1 w.A. russ ~.A. -20.718 u. 5.106 n.A. +.6Jl A.A.- 6.1S3 

-{ .. 25(1 -15.55{. -Jt .. 051 -1L63~ 1! .t-.14- -21.765 141.071 -j3.JJ3 33.473 -9.(i91 -1Urii1 -15.4()9 -1J.J1tl -16.641 -1~~~q~ -'i.m 
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distance migration for 1961, 1971 and 1981 in its 

tot,al male population,· rural male population and urban. 

male population separately, firmly marches along the 

all India trend of continuous decline. However, the 

rural migrant-ratio (X2 ) and the three intra-district 

migrant ... rq.tios {~, x8 , X9), vlhich are not so important 

and relevant indicators of-migration in Delhi, had a 

decline which was not continuous for both the decades. 

I . 
· '.A more than 90% of Delhi • s population and about 

95% of its total in~ernai mal~ migrants have been 

living in its urban· areas, consistently for past 

2 decades all along our study period. In such a 

situation the increase in the rural migration ratio 

{X 2 ) and intra-district migramt ratio in rural areas 

·{x:8 Y 'during 1961-71 and a decline in them during 

. i97i-.81 which are not in conformity with the all 

India trend of continuous decline can be ignored as 

insignificant violation. Similarly, because only an 

insignificant 3 to 4 per cent of the total internal 

male migrants of Delhi. are short-distance (intra-Delhi) 

migrants, and also because there was a sharp decline 

in intra-distr i.ct migrant ratios in its total and 

urban population {X71 ~9 ) during ·1961-71 the increase 

during decade 197f...:·tH ·in'these two ratios cannot be 

taken aS· a serious violation of the all India trend. 
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Even in these cases the urban-specificness of the 

decline in 1961-71 and the rural-specificness of it 

during 1971-81, wl1ich we observed at all India .level, 

exists. So we can say that Delhi, by and large, 

observes the all India trend of decline. 

Maharashtra is ye~ another high migration area, 

maintaining second position regarding levels of 

migrants and third position with regard to inter­

state and intra-district migrants. In it only two 

indicators, namely the urban migrant ratio cx
3

) and 

the inter-s~ate urban migration ratio (X6) conform to 

the ~11 Indj_a trend of continuClas decline in both 

the decades. As opposed to the all India trend of 

an increasing rate of decline in inter-state. rural 

migrant ratio (X5 ), Mahar ashtr a registers one of the 

fast~st increasing r·ate of increase in this ratio. 

Level$ of migration across all distances and in total 

rural as well as urban population, except inter-state 

migration in rural areas, declined· in Maharashtra 

during 1961-71. Sav~ for two exceptions mentioned 

above, 
\ 

all other ratios experienced an increase during 

west Bengal registered sharp decline in all 

types· ··of m-igration ratios in its urban· population 

and the migrati~:m-ratios proper in total _and rural 
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populatiol'l CX 1 and x2 ) duril'lg 1961-71. Its inter­

state migrant-ratio in total population fell for both 

the periods and same in the rural population during 

1971-81. Of the North-eastern s'tates. Manipur records 

an outstanding dec·line in·all,except urban, ratios 

during 1971-81 whereas it was a thorough exception 
e,~ \l t-'1"1 e.:~c..es 

to decline during the previous decade. NagalandAa 

·decline of same order in inter-state urban migration 

ratio. Nagaland does not register a decline in most 

of the migrant-ratios, except a decline during 1971-81 

in its urban migrant ratio (X3 ) and inter-state urban 

migrant ratio (X6 ). Duringi961-71 ®rissa and Andhra 

Pradesh ~_ad increase ln all their migration ratios, 

except intra-district urban migration ratio in the 

former and except fer all ratios in urban areas in the 

case of the latter. During the next decade, however, 

they no more remained 'exceptional to the all India 

trend.; 

A· remark to note about Punjab is the continuc5us 

increase over both the periods in the ratios of long­

distance migrants in its total and rutal populations 

(X
4

, x5 ), the rate of increase during 1971-81 in the 

former being down by 30% _and the rate of increase in 

the latter cx5 ) up by 3d% as compared to the earlier . 
decade, whereas the corresponding ratio· in urban areas 
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records a low growth duri:ng 1961-71 and .a negative 

growth during. 1971-81. Incidentally, Punjab has 

recorded an outstanding decline in its urban migrant 

ratio (x3 ) during both the decades and :i,n the intra­

district urban migrant ratio (X 9 ) during 1971-81. 

While analysing all India figures, ·we noted 

the urban-specificness of decline in the migration 

rati9s during 1961-71 and the rural-specificness of 
; 

decline_in them during 1971-81. It will be pertinent 

to mention states which go against the all India trend 

of urban-specific decline during ·196_.1-71, i.e., whose 

rural ratios vary more in the negative direction or 

less in the positive direction as cQmpared to their 

urban counterparts. ·Such exceptions w.r.t. migration 

ratio (x2, x 3) are Bihar, Tripura and Uttar Pradesh. 

Assarri, .. Bihar,''Keral-a; Madl;lya Pradesh, Rajasthan and 

Delhi are _so w~r .. t~ inter-state migration ratios 

Cx5 , 'x6 ); and Madhya Pradesh, Manipur, Nagaland w.r.t. 

intra:..:dlstrict ·migration ratios (x8 , x 9). 

During 1971-81, the states whose urban ratiosr 

move ~ore in the negative and less in the positive 

direction, as compared to theirrural counterparts, 

1. e., those defying the all India trend of rurc~l­

speci'ficness of decline, -are.Gujarat, Himachal Pradesh, 

Maharashtra, Punjab and Nagaland w.r.t~ migrant ratios 
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(x 2, x 3 ); Haryana and Tami 1 Nadu w.r. t. inter-state 

migrant ratios {x5 , x6 ) and Himachal Pradesh, M.aharashtra 

and Ker ala w .r. t. intra-distr ic.t migrant ratios (X:8 , x9 ) • 

.fE!!l:Eonents and C2_!~S!,9Eie~ 
,PEO,EOr_!:j.on of t,9B1 Internal M_!gr_g.nts: 

'The majority of the internaJ:~ale migrants in 

India were found residing in the rural areas in 1961, 

1971 ·~md 1981 (Table II.7). It .is true for all the 

states, except Maharashtra, West Bengal and Delhi 

which had the majority of them living in urban areas 

at all points of time and also excepting Gujarat and 

Tamil Nadu which had slightly less than half of their 

migrants in rural areas in 1971 and 5% less than the 

half .in 1981. The states which have consistently higher 

percentage of their total internal migrants living in. 

rural areas are Tripura, Assam, Kerala, Manipur, 

Meghalaya, Jammu·& Kashmir. Inc1dentally, the states 

of Bihar, Uttar Pradesh and Jammu & Kashmir which have 

lovl. and declining levels of migration, par.ticularly 

so in the rural areas, have high, but fast declining, 

proportion of their total internal migrants in rural 

areas. This confirms once again that these are the 

states of low and declining levels of migration in 

rural areas. 
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The share of total internal migrants in the rural 

areas has declined over time, the decline during 1971-81 

being four times, in absolute as well as percent·age 

terms. of decline experienced during the previous de~ade. 

It is generally true for all states, except that 

Rajasthan, West Bengal and Delhi during 1961-71, and 

Himachal Pradesh and Maharashtra during 1971-81 recorded 

small increases. The order of declime was highest in 

Bihar, Madhya Pradesh. Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. 

Incidentally. these are the states where migrant ratios, 

particularly rural migration ratios are declining fast. 

The decline in the share of rural areas in the 

vol urrte of total internal migrants, and as a corollary, 

the increase in the share of urban areas is clearly 

seen ;even when we consider the long-distance and short-

distance migration separately, except for a small 
,I 

·upswing in. inter-sta1te rural proportion (x
13

) in 1971. 

Th~ proportion of ·inter-state to total internal migrants 

·cx12r shows an upswing during 1961-71 followed by a 

slight fall~ The proportion of inter-state migrants 

in rural areas·. (x
13

) also shows an upswing during 

1961-'711 but then, ln the next decade there is decline 

five times the initial upswing. It makes the earlier· 

evidence of steeper fall in long-distance migration 

in rural areas, even stronger. The upswing in the 
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value of these two variables {X 12, x 13 ) during 1961-71 

and ci decline in the next decade is also observed by 

· Andhra Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir, Maharashtra, Nagaland, 

Tripura, West Bengal and Delhi. Bihar and Maharashtra 

observe this pattern in the behaviour of the proportion 

of inter-state to total internal migrants (x
12

) but 

w. r. t. the proportion of inter-state migrants in rural · 

areas to to~al ~~:pternal migrants (x
13

), they follow 

different pattern. Bihar sho1.vs continuous decline 

while Maharashtra shows the opposite trend. 

' 1
This supports our earlier contention, on the 

basis of the· behaviour of inter-state rural migration 

ratio r(x5 ), that the levels of long-distance migration 

are c!ontinuously declining in Bihar and continuously 

increasing in Mahar as htra. 

·The proportion of migrants in urban areas to 

total
1 

internal migrants (x 14 ) increased during both 

decades for India and for most of the states except 

West :Bengal and Delhi .whic;::h show a decline during the 

entire study period in the proportion which is already 

quite high in their case and also excepting Maharashtra, 

an another high migration state, which shows a decline 

in it during 1971-81. 

.The proportion of intra-district to total internal 

migrants. (x 15 ) in India shows a continuous de~line. 



It was 54.66% in 1961, 53.22% in 1971 and came down to 
•i 

49.45% in 1981. It is true for. states except Andhra 

Pradesh, Assam, Orissa, Pur1j ab and Rajasthan which show 

an increase in 1961-71 and decline in the next decade 

and Kerala ~continuous ii:1crease during the s~udy period. 

Similarly, the decline in the ~ntra-district proportion 

in rural areas (x
16

) is observed by all states, exce-pt 

Assam and Delhi during 1961-71 and Kerala during 1971-81. 

:tntra-district migrant in urban area as proportion_ of 

total internal mrgr_a~ts Cx 17 ) shows decline in 1961-71 

and upsurg~ during 1971-81.' Many states follow this 

trend but the states of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Karnataka, 

Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Punjab and Tripura show a 

contil)u6us increase rather than a broken one. 

Lifetime Inter-State Male 
:QE!m iSlE a tJ.§n aE9_:!§1JE a _!:.!EE : 

The inter-state in and out-migration cancel each 

other'··. at all India level buit when states are considered 

the both will be different and then states can be 

compared with each other and useful inferences can be 

drawn. This section contains the profile of lifetime 

inter-state male out-migration from rural and urban 

areas and their growth rates, as also the analysis of 

the life-time inter-state male net migration and the 

decadal rate of it for different states. It must be 
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seen in the context of our discussion ,'i~/~arlier parts, of 

the relative position of different states regarding 

migration levels and the pattern of temporal changes 

in them during the study period. 

The spatial profil~ of .the rate of out-migration 

from rural areas and urban areas {Table II. 8) further 

confirms the trends in the levels of migration and 

temporal changes therein, for different states which 

we discussed earlier. The states which have low levels 

of migration in their population report steeper decline 

of long-distance in migration in them, sach as Bihar, 

Himachal Pradesh, K.erala, Rajasthan and uttar Pradesh 

have high rural as well as rural outmigration rates 

in 1971 and 1981. The case of Punjab and Haryana 

which have high out.::..rnigration rates in unique because 

of their being part of the same state along with 

Himachal Pradesh till 1966. The exceptionally low 

rates of out-migration in rural as well as urban areas 
. 
of Madhya Pradesh and orissa, accompanied by the fact 

of relative~y high migration levels in Madhya Pradesh 

and oriya contrast of low migration levels in rural 

areas and high levels in urban areas makes it all the 

more necessary t~o look deeply and minutely in the 

sociO-economic structure of these states. 
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TABLE II. 8 

Lifetime Interstate Hale Migrants From Rural and Urban Areas 
(Per cent) and Their Growth Rates - 1971-81 

Growth Rates for migrant 

States Rural Outmig- Urban Outmig'- Rural Rural Urban Urban 
rants·to pop- z:ants to pop- to to to to 
ulation Illation Rural Urban Rural Urban 

--------
1971 1981 19(1 1981 

Andhra Pradesh 1. 84 1. 81 4.07 3.42 3'. 33 23.72 15.65 27.31 
Bihar 4.06 3.50 5.90 6.66 -29.08 37.60 71.78 72.20 
Gujarat .2. 61 2.34 4.60 3.82 19.17 7.81 21.39 16.30 
Haryana 5.11 5.12 10.76 9.36 22.09 22.00 37.20 39.08 
Himachal Pradesh 5.47 5.67 27·. 28 25.60 18.14 29.76 54.69 19.09 
Jaminu & Kashmir 0.96 0.87 4.96 3.88 55.76 -8.75 63.22 . 5.58 
Karnataka 2.39 2.84 6.39 5.00 40.06 :42.05 11.09 18.37 
Kerala 3.59 3.29 14.67 12.42 -3.05 8.53 -9.70 20.29 
Madhya Pradesh 1. 21 1. 66 3.49 2.95 53.88 80.20 43.68 27.11 
Maharashtra 1. 43 1. 47 2.81 2.57 5.15 37.46 14.82 29.95 
Manipur 1. 03 1. 33 2.96 1. 06 30.08 72.11 63.95 247.72 
Meghalaya 1. 89 0.25 8.61 3.75 -89.53 -27.56 -66.59 -3.15 
Nagaland 1. 04 0.72 3.76 2.61 -39. 2.5 92.17 -29.58 114.81 
Orissa 1. 93 1. 63 4.43 3.60 -32.76 3.5. 69 -8.57 50.19 
Punjab 6.98 5.67 13.00 10.28 -0.87 -10.59 -5.52 17.51 
Rajasthan 3.97 3.52 7.82 5.80 -3.01 20.96 3.42 20.16 
Tamil Nadti 1. 99 2.08 4.27 4.53 2.19 34.99 38.66 34.54 
Tripura 1.73 0.83 4.88 3.15 -54.91 11.31 155.29 37.34 
Uttar Pradesh 3.52 4.00 B. 17 7.23 2.75 45.80 19.38 42.80 
West Bengal 0.96 0.88 2.69 2.72 -9.48 42.92 13.55 33.22 
INDIA 2.69 2.76 5.49 4.99 -1.20 31.91 20.80 31.91 

Source: 1. Census of India, 1971, Series 1, ·India Migration Tables, Part II, Table D-I 

2. Census of India, 1981, Series 1, India, "Report and Tables Based on. Five Per-
cent Data", Table D-I. 
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In the absence of . a clear-cut pattern of inter­

state variation in the qrowth rates of migrants in 

diffe!rent streams, we discuss a few examples only •. 

One,. 'Madhya Pradesh, experienced a phenomenal increase 

in the n~~er of out-migrants in all the streams, 

specially from the rural areas while Orissa had a 

fast 'growth in its urban to urban out-migration compo-

nent. Second, Bihar, Orissa, Kerala, Rajasthan and 

Uttar Pradesh had a negative or almost zero growth 

rates in their rural to rural outmigration stream. 

Third, Punjab experienced negative growth rate in all 

but Urban to urbam migration stream. 

The picture with regard to lifetime inter-state 

male net migrants and the decadal rate thereof (Table 

II.9 ·an~ Figure 2.4) generally supports the observations 

made i above. 

our earlier note that less developed states like 

Bihar~and U.P. have low and fast declining-levels of 

migration in--their population is corroborated by the 

negative figure for net inter-state migration in·their 

case. In fact, of all states showing negative net in­

migration Tamil Nadli is the only one which does not come 

in the category of less developed states. The only 
. . 

other backward state having positive net migration in 

1981 is Orissa. In fact Orissa had very few ~et migrants 
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TABLE I I. __ 9 

Lifetime Interstate Mal~ Net Migrants and the Decadal Rates 
1971-.,1971-1981 

States Net mig-
rants 

1971 

Andhra Pradesh -178721 
Bihar -908347 
Gujarat 64740 
Haryana 278873· 

Net mig-
rants 

1981 

. -237170 
-976053. 

190140 
.289926 

Estimated 
net deca-

da.l mig-
rants 

-74784 
.-165099 

129016 
29183 

Decadal 
rate of 

migrants 

0.34 

Karnataka 62808" 92256 33630 

-0.57 
0.93 
0.54 
0.22 

Kerala -449054 -455482 -51574 -0.49 
Madhya Prade.sh 634144 510968 -62767 -0.29 
Maharashtra 1596912 1977008 494611 1. 89 

0.88 
0.62 
0.14 

Orissa 17785 113175 97273 
Punjab. 247583 276520 44918 
Rajasthan -217530 -186174 19277 .. 
Tamil Nadu -90327 -153669 -72114 -0.35 
Uttar Pradesh -1362285 -2053328 -835908 -1.78 
West Bengal 2825443 2821105 207118 0.88 

Note: Net migrant figures are obtained by subtracting the 
outmigrants from the immigrants. Survivors among the 1971 
mig~ants have been computed by multiplying the net migrants 
by the survival ratio of 1971...,81, the later being the 
proportion of male aged ten and above in 1981 to the total 
male population in 1971. Net decadal migrants have then 
been obtained by subtracting the survivors among the 
migrants of 1971 from the net migrants of 1981. Decadal 
rate of ~igrants is the percentage of decadal migrants to 
the population of the states. 

Source: 1. Census -of l~dia 1971, Series 1, India, Migration 
Tables, Part II-D(i), Table D-I. 

2. Census of .India, 1981, Series 1, India, "Report and 
Table Base,d on Five Per cent Data". 
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ia 1971 but the number iacreased dramatically. The 

0 bservatioa which can be made about Punjab is that it 

had a 'very few net migrants during 1971-81, its decadal 

rate of met migration being quite low among the.in­

migrating states. It is all the more interesting to 

see that the better part of the net in-migration into 

Punj c3b had gone to its rural areas, than its urban areas, 

thus jacking up its rural ratios, especially inter-state 

rural and lowering the urban ones. Karnataka has 

improved its male migration rate. Rajasthan has 

e~perienced positiv~ decadal growth rate of. net in­

migrants although the state was out-migrating in 

character in 1971 and 1981. In fact, about Rajasthan 

it would be more apprepriate ·to say that level of its 

net fnter-state migration has become less negative. 

It is the only state which despite being outmigrating 

in character, has a positive decadal rate of inter-

state migrants, whose level of outrnigration has declined. 

The r:easons for it need.~ to be explored into the changes 

in Rajasthan's economy during the seventies. Quite 

opposite to It, Madhya Pradesh was in-migrating in 

ch9racter in 1971 and 1981 but experienced a negative 

decadal growth rate of net in-migrants. 

E.l-.9fat1_g!!_in Cl~_!L_!_Qrban Units: 

All India migration level in urban areas is higher 

than '-the same in rural areas. It is true for migration 
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across all distances for all the points of time covered 

in this study. Almost all the states follow this 

relation w.r.t. total male migration-except Manipur 

asd Tripura in 1961 am.d 1971. But tmey also fell in 

lise :i:m 1981. 
,.,/) . 

The levels of lo .-distance migration 
~ ....... u~· 

in urban areas of India are 8 to 10 times higher 

than the same in rural .areas. All the states have 

higher levels of inter-state migration in urban -than 

in rdral areas. 

Almost 6 2% of the urban male population of India 

1 ives ··in urban- uaits haviag population of one lakh 

or more, called Class I urban units. These cities, 

individually as well as collectively, play prominent 

role 'in the economic life of the country. The economic 

under-pinnings of their r.el ation with hinterland, make 

them the nerve-centres of regional economies. Migration 

in them reflects the pull and push of economic forces 

all around. Before one embarks upon the study of 

socio-economic forces that work between the rural and 

the urban in general and amongst different types of 

settlements in particular, it would be pertinent to 

focus on the pattern of migration in the metropolitan 

cities and class I urban units and to situate it in 

relation to the general pattern of migration. in 

India. 
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·The levels of migration and the levels of inter­

state migration in the male population of class I urban 

units, amd the inter-state component as percentage of 

total.~1nale migration in each of class I cities were 

ascertained. These three were called the migrant 

r atid, inter-state migrant ratio. and the inter-state 

component respectively. 

·The. information on migration in each of the class I 

units was specially tabulated both in 1961 and 1971 

censuses. The number of cities covered in this category 

were · 1 0 8 in 196 1 and 14 7 in 197 1. 

However, according to the 1981 census tabulation 

plan,· migration figures at the city level will be 

availaple only for the cities with population of one 

million and above~ In such category 12 cities of 

India are covered. Keeping in mind these data cons­

traints, a study of 108 citi~s for 1961 and 1971 was 

undertaken and then that of all metropolitan cities for 

all the three points of study period. However, there 

were two major problems which had to be· settled. 

Firstly, the concept of city/town group of 1961 had 

given place to the concept of city/urban agglomeration 

in 1971. The urban agglomeration of 1971 were usually 

amalgamations of more than one urban units. Eight of 

the 108 class I urban units of 196,1 had no separate 



existeace in 1971. The seven of them became parts of 

the Calcutta U.A. and the two separate units of New 

Delhi and Delhi municipal corporation now made one Delhi 

U.A. Even many of the remaining cities/town groups of 

1961 had as. their 1971 counterparts, thanks to the 

change of concept cities/U.As. which covered far more 

area. However, the extent to which the particular 

constituent 111nit of 1971 city/U.A. con:bributes to ·the 

total male population of the city/U.A • .in 1971 could be 

taken' as the measure of confidence with which we can 

comp~e the 1961 migration figures for this constituent 

unit with the 1971 migration figures for the city/U.A. 

of which it is now a part. Such a criteria, in fact, 

will 'take into account the change in coverage due to 

the application of different concepts of urban areas. 

It was found that 23 of the cities/U.As. of 1971 were-­

comparable with their respective 1961 counterparts and 

anotHer three were barely comparable. The results for 

the 74 comparable cities were analysed. However, the 

inferences ··regarding migration trends have also been 

drawn wherever possible, for town which are not comparable. 

The second problem relates to the different concepts 

of migration 'on the basis of whfch data for cities in 

different censuses were tabulated. The 1971 and 1981 

censuses tab,ulated the data· for migrants to cities/U.As. 
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by t~e place. of last Residence (POLR) only whe.reas 

for 1961 migration figures for cities/town groups are 

available byPlace of Birth {PCB) alone. It was resolved 
-. ' . -.? ,;.., 

by converting the ·~POLP.)data into POB data through an 
l 

adjustment factors based on the difference of 'data by 

two concepts in the ~ban areas of the district{s) to 

which a particular city/U.A. belongs. Table II.10 and 

Figures 2.5, 2.6, 2.7 and 2.8 succintly portray the 

migration situatioa in the class I cities in 1961 and 

. .!;r,S!~ls__2f M,!gr ati on_ in 
.f.!2ss _,!_~rb_g!}_l!n its: 

For both the points of time, 1961 and 1971 sepa­

rately, there is a 9reat disparity among the cities 

regarding the levels of migration in their male popu-

lation. There are cities like Durg, Thana which had 

almost thi:-ee-fourths' of their male population as migrants 

and in contrast to it, Srinagar had less than 5% and 

Ramprir around 10% of its male population as migraBts. 

For majority of the cities, the level of male migration 

was below the corresponding'all India level of migration 

in urban male population both for 1961 and 1971. It is 

pertinent to mention that for 87 out of 100 cities taken 

in the study the level of migration in 1971 was lower 

than their respective 1961 levels. It becomes clear if 

we compare figmres 2.5 and 2.6. 



100 0 200 )00 400 soo 
Kms 

INDIA 

PERCENTAGE OF LIFETIME 
MIGRANTS IN MALE POPULATION 

OF CITIES 
1961 

INDEX 
(In percentage) 

ABOVE 75·0 

6()-Q-75·0 

,5·0- 60'0 

- 30'()-45-() 

IJ]]] . 15·0 - 300 

L: ~ ~ ~ ::1 BELOW 150 

NOll:; THE ~ !GU'E NUMBER 
ALON& WITH CITY 
lllliCArE5 M SEA~<~: 
NUMBER OF OTl E5 
useo­
,,.. ,.-p.eL.E ll-10 
(1%1) 



\2_) 0
0. 

INDIA 

PERCENTAGE OF LIFETIME 
MIGRANTS IN MALE POPULATION 

OF CITIES 
1971 

INDEX 
(In percentage) 

-ABOVE60.0 

R so-o- 60-o 

- 40"0-50'0 

- 30"0-40"() 

~ ·2o·o- 30·0 Ed 
1: :: : : :] BELOW 20'0 



There are some ci"ties which have consistently 

highest levels of migration and there are cities which 

have consistently lowest levels of it im their male 

population in 1961 and 1971, although there are a few 

which fluctuate. 

! ' 

Durg (60), Thana (7 2), Greater Bombay (9), Vij aya-

wada.(47), Deihi (10) and.Bhopal (42) are among the 
both 

top 10 cities with highest migration-levels atLthe times. 2 

' The ~arne kind of consistency is maintained by srinagar 
' 

(35), Rampur (88), Moradabad {53), Bikaner {69), Shah-

Jahimpgr (95), Jodhpur {50), Bareilly (49) and Agra 

(23) as the cities having the lowest migrant ratio in 

i96i 'as well as in 1971. Most of the highest ones, 

except Durg and Delhi improve their· rank position. 

Ambala Cantt (107) and Ahmedabad (44) which are among 

the ten highest in 1961 ·lose that~ status in 1971 by a 

narrdw margin. Ludhiana (39), Kota (68), Vishakhapatnam 

(45) 
1
and Nasik (53) are amoRg the highest ten in 1971 

only. of· the cities falling below the criterion of 

temporal comparison Gauhati (76), Jamshedpur {33) and 

Raipur (73) figure among the· highest for both the periods. 

Among the lowest ten, Srinagar and Rampur maintain the 

2. Throughout the chapter, the figures in the bracket 
against class I cities indicate their respective 
·serial codes i~ 1961 as given in Table II. 10. 



TABLE 11.10 

Percentage of Inter-State and Total Lifetime Migrants in Male population of Cities/Town Groups/ 
Urban Agglomerations; Inter-State Component and Growth Rates - 1961-1971 

------------------------------------------------------·- .. -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1901-71 Variation IN 1961-71 PerrentaQe IH Sro•th Rates 19b1-71 

Variation 
Ci ty!To•n fiistrict/State ··Total Inter- Inter- City/Urban Aggloae- Total Inter- Inter- Total Inter~ Inter- Total Inter- Inter- Inter Total Kal~ 
£roup •igrant State State rahon •igrant State State . 1igrant State State ~igrant State State Stab aigrants· popu-
19bl ratio &igrant toaponimt 1971 ratio migrant to1ponent ratio aigrant toaponent ratio aigrant toaponent aigrants lation 

ratio of aigr- ratio of Aigr- ratio of mig- ratio of aig-
rants ants • ·rants rants 

-------------------------------------------------------------o.------------------------·-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
I. Calcutta Calcutta fii.Bl 49.lb 36.08 73.40 I. Calcutta U.A.• 27 .l(l 15.71 57.97 -22.06 -20.37 -15.n -44.87 -5b.46 -21.02 3.65. 31.25 138.06 
2. Ho•r ah Howrah lUi 53.78 M.69 bl..5o - fDi stfi cts: 
o. South -T•enty four 44.13 12.70 28.77 Calcutta, Twenty four 

Suburban Paragans IW.S.l par agans, 
4. Bhatpar~ -do- 63.17 50.19 79.45 . Hoogl y, 
5. South Du•-Du• -do- 52.90 . 17.57 33.21 Hpwrah, and Nadia 
6. Kaaarhati -do- 49.06 29.15 59.41 
7. Barden Reach -do- 46.59 30.12 b4.43 
B. Bara Nagar -do- 51.58 23.10 44.79 
9. Greater 6. Boabay 66.96 37.52 56.03 2. Sreater Boabay 59.85 33.19 55.47 -7.11 ·- -4.33 -0.56 -10.62 -i1.5~ -1.00 27.56 26.85 44.18 

Bombay !Kaharashtral 
10.Delhi Kuni- 5:1.34 47.76 89.54 3. Delhi U.A. 46. 79. 42.55 90.94 -b. 55 -5.21 1. 4\l -12.26 -10.91 1.5b 89.31 78.35 103.31 

icipal Corpn. Delhi !Delhi l 
!!;New Delhi Delhi !Delhi l 74.51 70.19 94.20 
12. ~adras Kadras IKadras) 37.08 10.84 29.23 4. Kadras U.A,i 36.30 9.03 24.89 -0. 7B -l.Bl -4.34 -2.10 -16.70 -H.BS 53.85 BO.bb 84.53 
13. Hyderabad HyderabadiA.P. l 25.55 6.57 25.72 5. Hyderabad U.A.• 23.54 8.10 3 •. 40 -2.01 1. 53 8.68 -7.87 n.29 33.75 100.86 5\•.20 62.98. 
14. Ahoedabad ilhaedabad 51.20 li.47 34.12 b. Ah~~edabad U. A. 43.39 15.5) 35.75 -7.81 -1.% 1.63 -15.25 -11.22 4. 78 32.72 26.65 49.46 

!Gujarat l 
15. Bang a! ore ~angal ore 41.35 21.46 51.91 7. Bangal ore U. A. 38.35 17.02 44.38 -3.\10 -4.44 -7.53 -7 .2b -2(:,59 -14.51 21.05 41.61 52.68 

C ~ Trust IMysorel 
~oaro Area 

16. Kanpur town Kanp~r !U.P. l 47.99 5.54 11.54 8. Kanpur U.A. 23.b7 . 4. 71 .13.20 -24.32 -{\.83 I. bb -50.68 -14.98 14.38 12.73 -I. 46 32.bl Group 
Poena fHaharasntr'al S0.05 17. Poona 12.63 25.22 9. Poona U. A. • 4b. 68 H.99 32.10 -3.37 2.3b 6.88 -6.73 18.b9 27.29 t3o:Js 80.83 93.88 

lB. Nagpur Nagpur!~aharashtral 43.23 13.6b 3!.bG 10. Nagpur U.A. 34.45 9.:£2 26.77 -B. 78 -4.44 -4.83 -20.31 -32.50 -15.28 ~1.6\l 16.17 45.77 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------::--:--------------------------------------------------------------------------"'---------------------------------------------------

CJ1 
~, 
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City/Town 
6roup 
19bl 

District/State Total Inter- Inter-
oigrant State State 

ratio oi grant cotponent 
ratio of oigr-

rants 

City/Urban Aggl ooe­
ration 

197! 

Total Inter- Inter-
oigrant State State 

ratio oigrant cooponent 
ratio of oigr-

ants 

196!-11 Variation IN 

Total Inter- Inter-
ti grant State State 
ratio tigrant cooponent 

ratio of ~ig-
rants 

196!-71 Percentage IH 
Variation 

Total Inter- lnter-
ai.grant State State 

ratio Digrant co1ponent 
ratio of oig-

rants 

Srowth Rates 196!-7! 

Inter Total nai e 
State migrants popu-

aigrants lation 
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20. Coimbatore Coiabatore iT.H.) 4~.8! 

21. 1'\adur ai nadurai !T.N. I 33. 3! 
22. Jaipur ·• • Jaipur (kaj.) 29; b3 

. 23. Agra town Agra W.P.) 26.3! 
gr·oup 

24. Varnasi town 
Sroup 

25. Indore 
26. Jabalpur 

to•n group 
27. illlahabad 

town group 

i/arnasi iU.P.i 2B.2i 

indore (~.PI 40.00 
Jabal pur in.P. fi__ 43.35 

ill i ahabad iii.r •. i 31.26 

28. Surat Surat ISuiaratl 28.47 
29. Patna lH.C.) Patna !Bihar) 39.77 

and Patli-
putra Housing • 

. colony 
3(1, Baroda 
3!. Tiruchira-

palli 
32. Amri tsar 
33. Ja~shedpur 

34. Ernakulas 
:15. Sri nagar 
3b, Sale• 
37. Trivandrum 

38. S•al i ar 
39. ludhi ana 

Baroda {i)ujaratl 41.72 
Tiruchirapalli 36.78 
!T.H. i. . 

AAri tsar JPuniab)- · 36.16 
Singhbhau1 !Bihar} 57.44 
Ernakulat IKPral;i) 33. !3 
Srinaqar (J~KI · u.s 
Sal eA iT. H. I 26. b6 
Trivandrua 33."49 
!Keralal 
G•aliar l~.~.l 31,51 
Ludhiana iPunjab) 49 •. 27 

!5.9! 
!.98 
7.21 
7.07 

5.6! 

21.13 
23.03 

5.35 

35.50 
5. 94 

24.33 
26.28 

19.86 

52.82 
5!.05 

17 ,\>9 

8.55 30.02 
5.16 12.99 

~!. 75 
3.67 

!0.18 
32.67 
2.65 
0.51 
1 .. 99. 
. 7.5 

2B.Ib 
9.99 

28. !b 
56. BB 
7.99 

lM< 
7.45. 

22.39 

!7. 94 56.94 
10.59 2!.19 

12. Coimbatore U.il.i 
!3. ~idurai U.A. 1 

!4. Jaipur U.A. 
15. AgraU.A. 

i b. ~aranasi U. A. 

!7. indore U.A. 
16. Jabalpur U.A. 

19. Allahabad U.A. 

20. Surat li.A. 
2!. Patna U. A. 

'22. Yadodara U.A. 
23. Tiruchirapalli U.A,i 

24. Aari tsar U. A; 
25. Jatshedpur U.A.i 
26. Cochin U. A. • 
27. Srinagar U.A. 
26. Saleo.U.A.• 
29. Tri vandrua 

30. l>•aiior U.A. 
. 3l. ludhiana .U.A. 

38.89 
32 •. 82 
27 .oo 
19.7b 

15.56 

"34.38 
38.73 

20.40 

1!.26 
!.72 
6.66 
4.19 

3. 3! 

!6.5! 
19.63 

4.59 

29.0! 
5.24 

24.66 
2!.11 

2!.27 

48.(\3 
50.68 

22.48 

32.44 12.7(1 39.!4 
30.62 3.5! 1!.40 

. 3B.B4 
35.73 

29.52 
45.61 
!9.22 
~. bv 

18. 9b 
. 23.5! 

26.15 
50.88 

11.05 
3. 48 

11.85 
2!. !6 
3. 72 
1.56 
!.87 
5~50 

28.46 
9. 73 

40.14 
46.38 
!9.34 
34.24 
9.84 

23.39 

!4.81 5b.b4 
! 7.78 34. 95_ 

-5.92 
-0.49 
-2.£-3 
-6.55 

-12.71 

-5.62 
~4.62 

-10.88 

-4.63 
-(\, 26 
-0.55 
-1;88 

-6.49 
-o. 70 
0.33 

-5.07 . 

-qo JAI 

-4.62 . -4.79 
-3.40 -0.37 

-o.n 5.~-9 

3.97 4.!5 9.!2 
-6.95 -!.65 -!."59 

-2.88 
-;.OS 

-6. 9b 
-!!.63 
-1:.. 91 
-0.05 
-7.7 

-··· -'1.99 

-(1, 70 
-0.19 

1.67 
-!!.06 

1.(!5 
-(1. !2 
-2.00 

0.30 
-0.26 

11.98 
-!0.50 
1!.35 
23.3(! 
2. 39 
!.00 

-5.36 -3.13 -0.3 
1;61 !.19 13.46 

-13.21 -29.! -18.28 
-!.47 -!3.13 -1 J. 78 
-8.86 -7.63 • !.36 

-24.90 -40.74 'c!9.29 

-44.96 -4!.00 7. !0 

-14.05 -2!.26 -9.07 
-!\•.bb -H.7b -~.72 

-34.78 -!4.21 31.54 

!3.94 48.58 30.36 
-22.50 -3L98 -12.24 

-6.90 
-2.85 

-19.25 
-20.59 
-41.99 
-1.07 

· -29. 8B 
-29.60 

-5.96 
-5.18 

!6.40 
-35.23 
40.37 

205.66 
-6.03 

-26.70 

!.07 
-2.60 

42.54 
-!8. 45 
!42.05 
m; 98 
32.08 
4. 47 

-17.01 -!7.45 -0.53 
2.05 67.89 62.63 

81.49 
45.81 
53.S! 

-24.50 

!22.14 
b5. !2 
51.25 
-4.35 

155.94 
67.56 
·62.24 
27.35 

-25.68 -30.79 . 25.73 

13.86 25.24 45.72 
27.90 28..!4 50.07 

6.14 -17.i7 2b.07 

159.4! 99.00 74.64 
-7.28 5. 61 36.27 

49.85 
75.87 

57.52 
-0.09 

m.n 
3b3.b7 
58.15 
23.67 

48.29 59.29 
eo. 63 as. 95 

10.53 35.36 
22.52 - 54.28 

1!5 .• 96 272.28 
48.14 50.63 
i9.73 68.35 
19j9 ~ 6B.b7 _ 

!6.31 16.91 40.88 
259.08 120.76 113.77 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------..; _________________________________ _ 

- C.r'l 
c.n 
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1961 
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Total Inter- Jnter-
aigrant State State 
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ratio of aigr-
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1961-71 Variation IN 

Total Inter- lnter-
aigrant State State 
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ratio of tig-
rants 

196!-71 Perc~ntage IN 
Variation 

Total Inter- Jnter-
aigrant State State 
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rants 

Srowth Rates !9bH1 

Inter Total "ale 
Statt tigrants popu-

aigrants lation 
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• U1hasnagar Thana !Hah.l 35.91 !7.50 49.57 ~~. U1hasnagar U.A.t 52.75 2~.59 39.91 16.64 5.79 -9.66 · 46.89 32.53 -19.49 933.07 !1B~.12 679.66 
,2. Bht>pal tll!ln Schore 1".P.l SQ.H 28.24 56.33 34. Bhopal U.A. 48.47 24.00 49.51 -1.67 -4.2' -6.82 -3.33 -15.01 -12.11 54.n 75.48 81.52 

group 
43. Hub! i Dharwar IHysorei 36.89 6.'i9 16.92 
44. Heerut to•n ~eerut tu.P.J. 3B.~1- 1!.16 29.9 

group 
45. Yi sakha-

patn~B 

46. Hysore 
H. Vi jaya•ada 
48 •. Ca i i EUt 

49. P.areilly 
to"" group 

5\1. Jo~hpur 

51. Rajkot 
52. Jullundur 
53. "oradabad 
54. J{asil 
ss. 6untur 
56. Kolhapur 
57. Aj~!r 

~6. Ranchl 
59. ill igarh 
bO. Durg to•n 

_- group 
61. Asansol 
62. 6or akhpur 
o>. Ja~nagar 

6<1. Fhavnagar 
65. Saharanpur 

Visakhapatna~ 41.99 
IA.P.i 
~ysore l"ysorel 30.51 
Krishna IA.F.l 61.77 
Kazhikode !Keralal 25.32 
Fareilly <U.F.) 23.18 

Jodhpur !Raj.! 22.41 
Rajkot !6ularatl 39.93 
Jui iuhdur !Pun.! 42.45 
1\nradabad !U.F.l !7.2'1 
Hasik !"ah.! 46.29 
Suntur IA.f.l 47.93 
Kolhapur ("ah.l 39.07 
iljm !Raj.) 35.65 
Ranchi \Bihar) 40.68 
tlligarh !U.P.l 32.56 
Ourg tu. P.) 65.15 

6.51 15.5\l 

5.48 17.97 
3.89 6.29 
2.92 ll.Sl 
4.1B ·1B.04 

5.57 
3.67 
7.64 
2.72. 
6.38 
2.74 
7.42 

12.11 
·.11.Sl 

·U4 .· 
i>1.~52 

24.84 
9.20 

18.47 
15.71 
L\.79 
5.71 

"1"-99 
· n .. 11 _ : 

2£.29 .. 
~.96 c 

72~24 . 

Burd•an IW.B.l 
Sorakhpur IU.P.l 
Jasnagar { Guj. l 
Bhavnagar 16uj.l 
~haranpur IU.P.l 

n.s9 iB.¥9 36.06 
14.36 
21.18 .. 

. 43.55 - &.25 
30.12 c.S4 
28.0il 2.i>7 
24.\IB 6.2\; 

9.51 
2~. i3 

35. Hub! Hiharwar• 
o6. Heerut U.A. 

36.85 
32.66 

37. Vi sakhapatnaa U. A. 45. OJ 

3B. Hysore 30.67 
39. Vi jayawada U.A. . 49.35 

· 40. Caiicutt 15..47 
41. 6areilly U.A. 18.40 

42. Jorlhpur !B. 7'5 
n. Rajkot 37.78 
44. Jullundur 36.27 
45. noradabad U.A. Jot. 41 
46. Nasik IJ.A.t 44.24 
47. 6untur. 42.23 
48. Kolharur U.A. 35.41 
49. Ajaer U.A. 25.43 
SO. ·Ranthi U.A.• 40.46 
51. Aligarh 28.78 
52. ·ourg Fhilai Nagar ll.i!.6B.49 

53. Asansol U.A.t 
54. 6brak~pur U.A. 
55. Jatnagar U. A. 
56. Bhavnagar U.A. 
Si. Sahar anpur 

24.04 
30.83 
2b. 78 
24.48 
25.38 

5.82. 15.79 
9. 48 28.83 

8.19 

5.53 
3.30 
1.40 
3.52 

4.2(• 
3.60 

11.91 
1.37 
8.(•1 
2.53 

1(1,89 
9.07 

11.07 
2.54 

44.46 

12.87 
4.46 
5.34 
2.53 
4.6. 

18.17 

18.04 
b. 75 
9.08 

19.15 

22.40 
9. 53 

32.65 
9. 53 

18.11 
5.9S 

30.74 
35.65 
27.35 

S.B3 
64.91 

53.57 
14.45 
19.94 
10.32 
IB.30 

-(1,\14 -1.16 -3.1;:> 
-5.45 -1.98 -1.07 

3.\oB 

0.16 
-12.42 
-9.85 
·4.78 

-3.66 
-2.15 
-6.12-
-2.88 
-i.os 
-5.; 

-3.66 
-10.22 
-0.22 
-3. 7B 

-1b.b6 

-49.55 
-12.i2 
-3.94 
-3.6 
1.30 

l.bB 

0.05 
-0.59 
-1.52 
-0.66 

-1.37 
-{).07 
4.(•7 

-1.:.5 
1.63 

-0.21 
3. 47 

-3.04 
-0.44 
I. ~.(1 

-17.06 

-5.22 
-1.79 
-1.2\l 
-0.14 
-1.56 

2.67 

o. 07 
0.46 

-2.46 
Lit 

-2.44 
0.3~ 

'14, 3B 
-6.iB 
4.32 
0.27 

19.75 
2!.6B 
-(1.94 

4.8) 
-7.33 

15.51 
-t..o> 
-L~4 

0.81 
-7.43 

-0.11 --16.62 -16.54 
-14.23 -17.28 -3.58 

7.C.3 25.81 

o. 52 (1.91 
-20.11 -15.17. 
-38.90 -52.05 
-20.62 ciS. 79 

-16.33 -24;60 
-5.38 -1.91 

-14.56 51.91 
-16.66 -49.63 
-4.43 25.55 

-11.89 -7.66 
-9.37 46.76 

c28.67 -25.10 
-0.54 -3.82 

-11.61 144.23 
-19.5& -27.75 

-67.33 -28.86 
-29.21 -28.64 
-12.82 -18.35 
-12.82 -5.24 

5.40 -25.16 

17.23 

0. 39 
7. 31 

-2i. 32 
6.15 

-9.82 
3. 59 

77.86 
-39.34 
31.33 

4. 73 
179.71 
155.19 
-3.32 

122.98 
-10.15 

40.75 
M3 
b.30 
8.52 

-28.90 

89.96 127.64 133.18 
.11.56 15.7 34.89 

151.24 

42.96 
29.57 

-i7.16 
1.10 

10.56 
53;39 

148.38 
-27.09 
172.37 
33.72 

107.09 
-7.20 

103.25 
228.54 
22.56 

66.00 
-6.14 
29.09 
23.% 
-5.9! 

114.32 

42. 3B 
20.68 
5.26 

-4.74 

22.55 
48.11 
39.67 
20.16 

107 .'cO 
2i.65 
27.9 

-11.57 
110.25. 

19.24 
36.06 

17.96 
-B. 73 
37.79 
!4.25 
22.25 

99.72 

41.61 
51.30 
72.29 

• 20.00 

46.48 
56.52 
63.48 
44.19 

116.95 
44.90 
40.26 
23.95 

11!.43 
34.93 
69.16 

133.26 
28.93 
SB.05 
3!.05 
25.49 

--:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.----------------------------------;.. _________________________________________________________________________________________ _ 
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Ci ty!To•n 
6roup 
19bi 

District/State iotai Inter- Inter-
migrant State State 

ratio oigrant component 
ratio of oigr-

rants 

City/Urban Aggl oae­
ration 

Jq]J 

Total Inter- Inter-
li grant State State 

ratio 11igrant co1ponent 
ratio of aigr-

ants 

1901-71 Variation IH 

Total inter- lnter-
ai grant State State 

ratio tigrant col!j)onent 
ratio of oig-
rants 

19bl-71 Percentage IN 
Variation 

Total Inter- lnter-
•i grant State State 

ratio tigrant cotponent 
ratio of aig-
rants 

6ro•th Rahs J9b1-71 

Inter Total "a! e 
State 1igrants popu-

tigrants lation 

_______ .. ___________________________________________________ ":_-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
66. "anqalorp South '""ara 34.97 12.0'- 34.38 

fHysWl!~ 

67. 1\eigaua town 1\elgilbalftysorei 3S.B2 11.n 33.50 
group 

68. Kota 
69. Fitaner · 
70. liiiain 
71. Narangai 
72. Thana 
i3. Raipur 
74. Cuthf. 
.75. [>?hra Dun 

TD•n group 
7b. oauhati 
7i. Jilansi Tl'l!n 

grDup 
78. Atravati 
7'. ~al ega on 
BO. Raiahtundry 

Bl. Tuticorin 
to•n group 

S2. Saya 

- Kota (~astilan l 
i!ikani!T I Raj.! 
liiiain !lli.P.) 
Warangil <A.P.l 
Thana flllll, l 
Raip!lr Ill. P. l 
Ctitta~ ffirissa! 
lrehn'illn HU.l 

KaArKp tijss;ai 
•n;msi iii.P.i 

Amravati (~ah.) 

HasH 'llah. l 
fast S!!!a•ari 
iA.P.J 

44.33 
21.21 

13.44 
4.87 

39.63 14.25 
27.64 2.08 
68.03 -_ 21. B 
54.42 24.95 
35.02 4. 72 
42.85 14.•17 

59.46 
37.88 

48.52 
44.15 
43.00 

2!. 79 
18.00 

7.86 
10.56 
2.ES 

lirunelniy !T.N.l 4!.74 2.07 

30.32 
22. 9b 
35. JB 

7.45 
31.06 
45.66 
13.47 
33.78 

36.65 

16.20 
T.93 
b.63 

4.95 

83. iieliore town 

6aya lilillar i 30. 6\• 
Nortldrrot !T. H. i 29.75 

3.55 
~.3 

11.60 
J4.4b 

group 
84. ,!11\agaipur 
85. Akola 

-86: Jauu 
87. Kakinada 

fA.f'. l 
88. Raapur 

~agat]!U iBi har i 25. 92 
iiiola ;{fa I\, l 50. 55 
Jansau Gm 49.77 
us! lli!iavari 39.28 

llai!JIIr i!l.P.! '1!. 79 

3.09 
9.84 
6.52 

. .1. 78 

11.93 
!9. lb 
13.1 
4.54 

2.0. 17.46 

58. "angalore U.A.• 

59. Bel gauo U. A. · 

60. Kola 
61. Bikaner U.A. 
62. Uiiain U. A. 
63.- Waranga! 
64. Thana U.A •. 
b5. Raipur U.A. • 
66. Cuttak U.A. 
67. · DPhra Duri U.A.• 

68. 6auhati U.A.• 
69. Jhansi U.A. 

70. A1ra•ati 
7l. ffalegaon 
72. Rajaaunory U.ll.• 

73. Tuticorin U.A.• 

74. 6aya 
75. Vellore U.A.• 

76. Bhagalpur 
77. Akola · 
7B. Jammu U.A._ 
79. Kakioada 

80. Raspur 

32.10" 11.07 34.49 

15.60 11.30 21.59 

45.49 
17.97 
3!.99 
i'.SO 
66.68 
47.45 

. 41.09 
-17.80 

57.13 
27 .5i 

4? .. 06 
33.Sb 
43.71 

24.66 
30. 9(1 

21.29 
43.45 
37.19 
36.37 

10.23 

15.83 
5.(15 
9. 92 

. 1.72. 
Zi. 70 
22.45 
B.lb 

L\"(18 

22.06 
9.11 

4.96 
7.12 
2.69 

1.06 

2.05 
4.59 

2.20 
5.n 
7.14 
LBO 

3_4.81 
28.11 
31.00 

7.04 
3i.S9 
47,31 
19.85 
27.37 

38.65 
3:\.11 

11.52 
21.22 
5. 94 

3. 2B 

8.3(1 
14.85 

9. 96 
13.19 
19.19 

4. 95 

2.57 25.15 

-2.87 c0.9b 0.11 

-20.22 -0.63 -11.91 

1.16 
-3.24 
-7.84 
-3.34 
0.65 

-6.97 
6.07 
4.95 

-2.33 
-10.37 

-5.46 
-1\1,59 
-o. 71 

2. ~9 
0.18 

-1.33 
-0.36 
o. 57 
-2.5 
3.44 

-1.39 

0.29 
-8.89 

-2.9(1 
-3.44 
,o, 25 

4.49 
5.15 

-4.78 
-0.41 
0. 53 
1.45 
6.3B 

-6.41 

2. 00 
-14.42 

-us 
-2.71 
-\l.69 

-9.51 -1.01 -1.67 

-5.94 
I. JS 

-4.b3 
-7.10 

-12.58 
-2.91 

-1.65 

-1.50. -3.~·0 

o. 29 0.39 . 

' -·0.89 
-4.11 
0.02 
0.02 

o. 51 

. -1.97 
-b.17 
b.09 
0.41 

7.69 

-8.21 -7.98 . 0.32 

-56.45 . -5.26 -35.55 

2.b2 
-15.26. 
-19.66 
-1!.99 

0.95 
-12.81 
17.33 
11.55 

-3.92 
-27.31 

-! 1.25 
-23.98 

1.65 

17.78 14.81 
3.69 22.43 

-30.39 -13.36 
-17.31 -5.10 

2.70 1.71 
-10.Q2 3.16 
72.88 47.36 
-9.61 -18.97 

1.33 5.46 
-49.39 -30.33 

-3b.B9· -2B.BB 
-32.57 -11.32 
-a. 77 -10.40 

-22.76 -48.79 -33. n 

-19.41 
;>:.Bb 

-17. Bb 
-14.04 
-25.27 
-7.40 

-42.25 
b. 74 

-28.80 
-41.76 

9. 5\• 
1. !2 

-28.44 
2.69 

-16.51 
-32.21 
46.48 
9.03 

-13.23 24.75 44.04 

38.08 37.67 50.00 

40.72 !17.02 48.Sb 

118.3b 
47.30 
2.% 

10.51 
116.77 

36.3?· 
139.37 
20.79 

_83. 60 
-40.83 

-10.28 
S.OB 

33.84 

90.21 
20.39 
1B.B7 
17.l0 

11:..12 
3UB 
62.37 
58.94 

74.14 
-15.07 

26.2\• 
18.49 
-19.29 

BS.3B 
42.09 
48.02 
33.\!i 

111.11 
53.75. 
:m.41 
42.46 

81.23 
17.49 

42.20 
55.90 
46.84 . 

-2b.B7 10.-19 43.08 

-30.34 
50.15 

-14.84 
-14.06 
75.20 
34.85 

49.93 

-2.69 
54.01 

2.05 
2b.8S 
!9.58 
23.48 

4.09 

20.75 
46.28 

24.26 
47.57 
bO.OO 
3~.34 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~----------------------------------------------------.:.----------



------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------:--------------------------·--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1961-71 Variation IN 1961-71 Percentage IN 6rowth Rates 1961-71 

Variation 

City!lown District/State Total Inter- inter- City/Urban Agglote- Total Inter- Inter- Total· Inter- Inter- Total lnhr- Inter- Inter Total Kale 

ilroup aigrant State State ration migrant State State migrant State State sigrant State State State ai grants popu-

1961 ratio ai grant coaponent i 971 ratio Digrant component ratio migrant component ratio ai grant co1ponent aigrants Ia !ion 
ratio ol tigr- ratio nl migr- ratio o! sig- ratio of 1i g-

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------or-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------·----------------------
"> 

89. Udaipur Udaipur !Raj.! -30.19 5.57 18.45 Sl. Udaipur -26.59 4.~1 16.22 -3.60 -1.26 -2.23 -li.92 -22.62 -12.08 15.69 31.59 49.41 

90. Kharagpur ~ilinapnre !N.£.! 37.~4 16.98 45.36 82. Kharagpur 30.99 lB. 7B 60.61 -6.45 j .so 15.25 -17.22 10.60 33.61 1 b. 75 -12.62 s. 57 

91. Alleppey AlleppE; !Keraia) n.7e 1.63 6.85 B3. A!ieppey 15.68 0.97 6.2(1 -8.10 -(..06 -\1.65 c34. 06 40.49 -9.48 -31.19 -24.00 15.30 

92. Sagar to•n Sagar !K.P .l 31.86 9.44 29.62 84. Sagar U.A. 32.30 1(1,66 33.00 0.44 1.22 3.38 l.Z.S 12.92 11.41 i2. 78 55.11 52.97 

group 
93. Patial a i'atiala !Punjalll 48.17 12.i2 26.41 85. Pa!iaia U.A. 41.90 13.-7\;· ·32.56 - -6.27 0.9B 6.15 -13.01 7. 70 23.28 n.7B 1&. 62 3;, 10 

94. imaarlnaqar Ahtadnagar !~ah.l 41.96 lO.Bb - 25.88 86. Ahaadnagar U. A. • 41.55 12.98 31.23 -(1,43 2.12 5.35 -1.02 19.52 20.&7 55.55 28.90 30.2-3 

95. Shahiahanpur Sll~hiahanpur 22.24 2.36 10.60 87. Shahjahanpur U .A. 16.02 1.42 8.43 -6.22 -0.94 -2.17 -27.90 -39' 83 -2(1,47 -24.70 -9.66 25.H 

town group (U.f.l CJ1 
96. Surd wan !Jurdwan IIi. B.! 42.91 15.60 z.us 88. Surd• an 22.84 6.92 30.30 -2\>.07 -8.69 -6.05 -46.77 -55.64 -16~64 -;1.50 -29.83 31.84 

97. Nag~ic"oil - Ka.1yaf.uaari {i.H.J 26.41 4.09 15.<7 89. Nag~rtoi 1 23.62 4.10 1) .20 -2.59 O.i)i 1. 73' -9.80 0.24 !LIB 3~.55 20.14 33.21 0..) 
98. Thanjavur ih!niavur !U.! 37.57 2.2' 5.95 90. Thanjavur ;.3. 96 !.n s. 09 -3.61 -0.51 -0.86 c9 ,6 -22./b -14.45 -2.25 14.26 26.40 

99. Kathura town Kathura !U.P. i 32.17 B.BB 27.61 9i. Mathura U.A. 23.97 6.37 26.56 -8.20 -2.51 -1.05 -25.48 -26.26 -3.80 -16.59 -lUI 16.36 

9roup 
- li\O.Kurnooi J:urnool !A.P.J 36.64 3.69 1\1,02 92. i:urnool 3L35 2.98 9.51 -5.29 -0.91 -1. il -14.43 -23.39 -10.45 -~.20 15. 4~ 34.92 

101 .Neiiore liellore !A.P. i 41.07 7.34 17.87 93. Nell ore 39.&2 5. 75 14.89 -2.45 -1.59 -2.99 -5.96 -21.6& --16.n -3.02 16.49 23.87 
102.iiarbhanga itarbhanga !Bi harl 28.Bl 2.06 7.16 94. Dharbha nga 32.93 1.(11 4.58 4.12 -o.8·7 -2.58 14.30 -5(1.9) -36.03 -35.44 0.87 -,1.83 

103.Elaru lint 6odawari iAPl 38.93 1.33 3.41 95, El aru 36.98 1.19 3.23 -1.95 -0.14 -O.lB -5.00 -1\1.52 -5.27 5.60 11.40 17.28 
'}04.~uzaffarpur llozafiarpur !Bihl 48.46 4.62 9.53 96. Muzaffarpur 41.25 3.85 9.34 -7.21 -0.77 -{1.19 -14.87 -16.66 -1.99 -17.83 -16.16 16.42 
!05.J(oiar Sold Kolar !Mysorei 28.89 22.06 n:n 97. Kolar Sold fields• 25.52 16.47 6;.53 -3.37 -5.59 -11.64 -1Lb6 -25.33 -15.50 -37.89 -2~.49 -16.79 

fi Pl ds 
1\lb.Mirupur-t:lll Hinapur ([I.P.i 26.75 1. 75 9.:14 ~B. Hir2apur-cu1 12.61 LIS 9. 35 -16.H -0.57 O.Oi -56.13 -32.57 0.10 -27 .9(1 -27.92 . 9.38 

-vi D~hyachal · --vindhyachal-

10/,,;mbala Cant~ i!l!Dil a !PuDiab i 53.10 26.03 ;9,02 99. Aobal a. Cant!. 41.05 29.71 72.37 -12.05 3.68 23.35 -22.69 14.1~ 47.63 17.72 -20.27 
'· 14 

11\S.Banliar Xrishna !A.F .; :\2.78 1. 73 5.29 100. Kachi i i patnam 40.6:\ 1.18 2. 90 7.65 -o.ss -2.39 23.94' -31.79 -45.18 -24.25 3B.02 j 1.~5 

!nasuir- IBandar) 

patana»l 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------..;.-------------------------



Notes: 1. Figures of •igrants in U.A.s of 1971 are not necessarily coap..Jrabie to t~e corresponding figures for city/towngroup of i9bl. However,. t~e figures for ali the Liass I urban 
units of 19bl which are included in any 1971 U.A. are s~o•n against the latter. . . 

2. T~e 1971 census tabulated the data for tigrants to cities/U,A.> by POlR only, •he-reasfor 19bl the data are available by PGB alone. Ho•ever, the 1971 data on •igration to urban 
areas, at district level, are available both by ?OB and by FOLR. The ratio of difference, of t~e aigration figures by the t•o concepts (POB-POLRJ, to the tigraticn figure by 

.POLR [i.e., •o•-•0 '-"'"'''-"l indicates the extent of adjushent nece>sary in data by ?GLR to aake thee co1p2·able.to data by POB. The po>itive value of this adjust!lf!lt factor 
•ill inflate and the negative value oill defl'ate the oigrant figures by POLR to equote thu to the oigrant figure by ?OB. ihe adjusts~\ factor •as calculated, s$arately for 
inter-State and total 1igrants to urban areas, for each distict. The adjust•ent factor calculated for a distirct oas applied to adjust data for the city/U.A. cn•i!ll} Ulld~r thaf 
district. in case of U.A.s of C.alcuita and ~adras involYing more than one district each, a co;bined weigl\ted average ot the adju>t~ent factors of ail the districts, in the 
territory of •hich the U.l1. falls, •as calculated, •eightage given in proportion to the nale population of the u.;,, coaing under a district. 

,., The population treated here does not indicate actual population nf townlto•n group/U.A. because of exclusion of persons'•ith Iii unrecorded R/U cia%ification.ofPOai'POLR, liil 
uncl·assifiabie FuB/POLR iiiil POB/POLR outside india. Moreover. 1961 finur~>< •"rlude persons w_ith unstated duration of residence and 1971 census uses unifor; wlti,litity of 5 
for e>ti•ation. 

t, liot Cosparable 

a ilarginaliy belo• cooparabiiity criterion. 

Source 1. Census of India, l9bl, ~igration Tables: INDIA, VoL!, Pt. 11-C(ii"il, 

2. Census of India, 1971, Nigration Tables: INDIA, S~r. 1; India Pt.!Hiil. 

3. Census of India, 1971, Kigration Tables, Part !I-D(il !Volumes for the States to which the Class I cities belongi. 

;, ·Mitra, 11sok, 1960, Population and Area of Cities, Towns and Urban Aggloaeration 09B2-l97ll 1 An ICSSR JNU Study, Booilay, Allitd. 
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first and second positions respectively, whereas all 

.others improve their respective rank positions. Agr a 

is the 11th lowest migration city at both times. Mirzapur­

cum-Vindhyachal (106), Varanasi (24), and Belgaum (67) 
. . 

are the three cities which experienced a bi<!J erosion 

of around 50% in their levels of migration and earned 

the status of being among the ten cities with lowest 
1 

migration ratios. 

·Bhagalpur (84) also experienced a decline in 

migration ratio but it was not enough to keep it in 

the category of the lowest. However, the actual level 
l 

of migration given by the migration ratio, deteriorated 

in 1971 for all the top ten as well as for the lowest · 

ten. 

lE~~r-State M~aE~-~2ti~: 

Most of the' cities have long-distance migration 

levels in them which are lower than the corresponding 

all India level of long-distance migration in urban male 

popuiation both for 1961 and 1971. For majority of the 

citi~s, 74 out of 100 to be exact, the 1971 levels of 

inter-state migration were lower than their respective 

1961 ·levels {Figures 2.7 and 2.8)• Among the top ten, 

seven cities·..: Durg (60), Del hi {10), Greater Bombay 

{9), Bhopal (42), Arnbala Cantt (i07), Bangalore (15) 

and. Thana (72) are-common-at both t.:LmeEf. Indore (25), 
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Sholapur (40), and Jhansi n7) were among the top ten 

only' in 1961 whereas Kharagpur (90), Ll.!ldhiana (39), 

and Kolar Gold Fields (105) were among the highest in 

' 1971 ·only. The three cities which are not upto the 

cr iteriom of temporal comparability b1.1t still have the 

highest levels of long-distance migration are Jamshedpur 

{33),! Raipur (73), and Jabalpur (26). 

Similarly among ten cities with the lowest inter-

state migration ratio seven occur consistently at both 

the times. These are: Srinagar {35), Eluru {103), 

.Alleppy (91), Bandar (108), Mirzapur-cum-Vi·ndhyachal 

(i06), Gaya" (81) and Darbhanga {102), Aligarh (59) and 

Kaki~~da (87} in 1961. and Mor adabad (53) and War angal 

·(71) 'in 1971; were among the lowest. TWo cities which 

occUr consistently for both the times as the .lowest, 

but which are not in the category of comparability, are 

Madurai (21) and Salem (36). 

The fact which emerges from the above discussion 

is that the five cities of Durg, Delhi, Thana, Greater 

Bombay, and Bhopal are among the top ten w.r.t. migrant, 

·ratio as well as inter-state migrant ratio for both the 

points of time under consideration.· Moreover, Srinagar 

is the only city which has the lowest levels of migratiqn 

by both the measures, at both the points. It is interes­

ting 
1
to mention Vijayawada, one of the highest wr.t. 
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migrant-ratio, around 6 0% and 50% of whose male popu-

lation in 1961 and 1971 were migrants, has inter-state 

migrant ratio as low as 4% and 3%·respectively. In the 

same ·style, the cities which have the lowest inter-state 

migration ratio at both times, namely, Elaru,· Bandar, 

Gaya ;and Darbhanga have migration levels almost equal 

to the all India urban. Agra, Jodhpur and Bikaner are 

among the cities with half the all India level w.r.t. 

migrant-ratio and inter-state migrant ratio both. 

One -significan~ fact about the spatial pattern 

_of migration of cities is that those with the highest 

levels w.r.t. both indicators are either in the developed 

state (e.g. Delhi, Thana, Bombay) or are the industrial 

centres of otherwise backWard states (e.g. Durg, Bhopal). 

Out of the eight cities, with lowest migration ratios 

at both times, five are located in uttar Pr~desh, two 

in Rajasthan and one in the Jammu & Kashmir - all in 

relat'j,.vely backward states. Simil-arly,· of the six 

cities with the consistently lowest inter-state migrant~~~--·. 

ratio at two times, two each are from Bihar and· And hra 

Pradesh, one each from Uttar Pradesh and Kerala. 

i 

The two-third majority of the·· cities followed 

the trend of decline. However, 23 cities recorded 
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increasing ~.r.t. migration ratio and 26. cities w.r.t. 

inter-state migration ratio. Surat (28), Ludhiana 

( 3 9), Ul hasnag ar (41) 1 Vishakhapatnam (45) 1 Kota (6 8), 

Thane!: (72), Cuttack (74), Sagar (92), and Mysore (46) 

were ·the only nine cities which registered increase 

w.r.t. both ratios. Surat and Ulhasnagar recorded 

the highest increases in both the ratios. Ludhiana 

recorded highest increase w.r.t • .inter-state migration 

ratio and the lowest increase w.r.t. migration-ratio. 

s urat also recorded higher increase in inter-state 

migration ratio than the same in the total migrant 

ratios. one thing·· common to all of these nine is that 

they have comparatively higher levels of migration 

in their male popul~tion, one of them, namely, 

Thane, being one of the highest w.r.t. both the ratios. 
\ . 

Kanpur, Varai1asi 1 . Allahabad, J amshedpur, Vij ayawada1 

Ajmer·, Durg-Bhillainagar 1 ,Jhansi are those which expe-

rienced ·decline of highest· order w. r. t. migration 

ratio as well as their inter-state migration ratio. 
' ' 

A look at the distribution of inter-state compo­

nent of migration for the cities, shows that those of 

the cities having highest and lowest inter-state 

migration ratio, also behave in the same manner w.r.t. 

inter-state component. 



§.f9~~.!:L.£L.!1.2!!q-d_!s t ~s;e m§le _mig;:__§.!}_!:, 
_:!:_g.:!:al_!llal~ migE_g.nt_§_.2!}d mili.-I?EJ2Ela ti .Q!!: 

Fifty .five out of the hundred cities, experienced 

growth of their ma~e population which was higher than 

the .growth of urban population for India as a· whole. 

Ludhfana, Vishakhapatnam, and Thane registered around 

100% growth. Only a few, namely~ Sholapur, Kharagp'ur 1 

Alleppey, Jhansi, Mirzapur-cum-Vindhyachal and Ambala 
,. 

experienced less than 20% growth iB the male population. 

'only in six cities n~e ly Belg a urn (67), Kota (6 8), 

Thane (7 2), Sagar (92), and Bandar (108) the growth of 

migrants was greater than the growth of male population. 

In all other cities growth of male migrants was less 

than :the growth of male population. In fact, there 

were 20 cities where the growth of migrants was negative, 

meaning thereby that the absolute number of male migrants 

in them in 1971 was lower than the number in 1961. In 

14 out of these 20 cities the magnitude of inter-state 

migrants also declined. The cities with the highest 

negative growth in total as well as long-distance migration 

were 'Varanasi, Alleppey, Bandar, Kolar Gold Fields, 

Mirzapur-cum-Viridhyachal,·'where in each of th.em the 

number of migrants of both categories fell by a quarter. 

Ajmer (57), Mathur a (99) and Gorakhpur (62~~· registered 

. mod.erate declines in -.bOth. Agr a {23) 1 JhaflSi (77) 1 

Gaya '(82), Shahjahanpur (95), experienced higher rate 
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of declit'le in the number of int~r-state male migrants 

than in the -number of total male migrants. 

Jamshedpur {33). Moradabad (53). Tuticorin (81) 

and Bhagalpur (84) are the four cities which had 

positive growth of migrants but the number of inter-

state_ migrants in them declined. On the other hand, 

there were 6 cities where inter-state miqrants were 

qrow ing but the number of total male migrants was 

declining •. They are Kanpur (16), Lu.eknow (19). Allahabad 

' 
(27 ).: Bar:eilly (49), Kharagpur (90) amd Ambala Cantt 

1101). Most of ·the cities w_!lE!r,e the absolute number 

of ·inter-state and total migra:nts was falling were i:n 

the relatively backward states of Uttar Prades.h, Bihar; 

Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh. 

~jgration in ~E2Eolitan Cities: ' . 

. Table II.11 gives the-migration situation in the 

metr~politan ·cities. Figures 2. 9 and 2. 10 portray the 

latest migrant ratios and inter-state migrant ratios, -

respectively. 

Bombay, Del hi and Pune stood first. s'econd and 

th'ird· .. ··'l·.r •. t. -male migrant ratio consistently for all 

the three points of time. Delhi had the highest inter­

stat~ migrant ratio followed by Bombay, Pune was 6th 

w .r. t. inter-state migrant level· in its male population 

at all times. ·For the third place in this respect 
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TABLE '1 I • 1 1 

AND T
OTAL LIFETIME MALE MIGRANTS IN METROPOLJSES OF INDIA AND GROWTH RAT~S .­

PERCENTAGE OF INTERSTATE 

City/TownGro~o~th 

I I ~611 
1. Calcutta 
2. Ho.,.rah 
3. South Subarb<"on 

5. South Ou!"''-l!u'll 

6. Kar'larhatt 

7. Garden R'!ach 

S. Baranaqt~r 

9. Greater BorP~aby 

1\!. Delhi H..,,ici·JH11.Co.r~. 

II. Hew Del hi 
12. Madra~ 

Di~trict!State 

Calcutta 01. B.l 
1--iOIIrah !W. B, \ 
T"enty FOur 
Parganas 1\LB.) 
Twenty Four 
Parqanas (W, 9.) 
T~o~ef1ty F'bur 
Par:ganas CW •. B.) 
T1o1enty Four 
Pargancos OJ.B.l 
hu~nty Four 
Parganas 1\L P.) 
f"'"'nt·f Four 

Inter 
State.> 

36. QS 
34.-71 

12. 71) 

5(1. I 'I 

17.57 

29. 15 

3.(1.12 

Parqanas t\L 1:1.1 23. 1(\ 

Gl"''?dter Bomb<>Y H1ah.l 
-DE>Ihi !Delhi) 47.76· 
i>eihi !Del hi l ](L 19 
i1adr ... s IM?.dra.,.l 

1901 
·ro·t~W-;;:state cit·,tu.A District/SLate 

Colllponc.>nt· (J9il-I~S11 
49.1b iZ.,4(l t. Calcutta U.A. Calcutta, T11enty, 

Four Pargnas, Hoogl y 
Howrah, Hadi a. CW. 9,) 

53. i9 64. 5(1 

44. I~ 18.77 

b3." 79. <5 

52.9t) Z.L2t· 

46. sq b4. 43 

51.58 44. 7q 

53.34 
74.51 

2. Greater C-o111bay Seader 8o•bay{ltah:J 
~'·Delhi U.A. Oelhi !Delhil 

4. tiadras LI.H, t.adras, Chengleput 
(f ami l Nadul 

1901 

N.A. 

31. Sl 
N. A. 

10.81 

- 13. BH?alore C and 
fown ?.oard Ar'!a 

14, .!lydraOad 

5. B<'ngalon li.A. Bangalor IKarnatakal 21.40 

Hyderabad {t\.P.) .b. ~yderabad U.~. Hyderabad,Rangareddy 6.57 
tandhra Pradesh) 

IS. Ah.,.edabad Ah!lledabad !Gujaratl 
Ka,pur !U. P. 1 

i. Ah:o!!dabad l!. 4. 
6. i:anour U. A. 

Ahmedabad IGujaratl 
Kanpur w: P.l 

17.;) 
s." 

12.63 
13.66 
b. 34 
7. 21 

lb. Y.anpur Town Group 
17, E_oona Poona ll'lah.) 9. ?une U. A. Pune lhharashtra 

Haqpur 111aharashtra 
lucknow IU.P.l 
Jafpur tfl:ajast.an) 

16, Naqpur 
19. luc~.now lown. Group 
2\l, Ja iour 

Naqpur (Mah. J 
luckno" fli,P,} 
,l;upyr IRajasta,) 

1(>. Nag our U. A. 
ll. Luc ~noM U. A. 
12. Jai our U.A. 

1971 and lq£11 figures are not cor~~parable ~1th the corr~~p(lnding ligures for 1961. nlsc, 
co~canble "ith IHI-BI qro.,.th rat~~. 

1961-71 growth rate r.ot. 

a t1argina11y below CO."'oarablity criterio, 
H.A. Hot Available 

Hates l. The U.A's of Calcutta and [lelhi have lllNe than Of\E' class I urban \tnits uch as their p;6J counter-parts, The 
19bl figur~s. for the iatler have been ~ho'lln separately. 

2.The 1q71 and 19BI censuses tilbulated the data for <1119rants to cttiesiU.H's by f'OLA only, whereas for 19bl 
~igration fiqure~ ilr'? available by POB ait'ne. llo.wever, for 19il and 1981, thl" distrsct level data on aigration 
to urb<C~n areils an avaiable both. by PCIB cond FOLR. fhe ntio of difference, of the "iqraUon fil}ures by the two 
concepts !POB- POLRJ, to the I'IIIQratior'l Hqure.by POUt {i.e. POS-POUliPOUl) indic•tes the e:oct~nt of a adjus.t­
C'II!nt necessary in data by POLR to 1!\.ll~e the111 co~~~oparable to data by POE!. ihe P05itive value of this adJustnent 
f~ctor wi~l inflate and the negative valu~ of it ~o~ill deflate the tdgran·t figures t!y POLR, to tqu 11 te 'thu to ... 
r11qrant ftgure by F'OS. The adjustJtent factor ~o~a3 calculated, separately for inter ~t.te and total 11 igrants to 
urtlan areas, for each dis~r.ict. ihe adjushent factor olculated ft.ra district was applied to adjust data for 
thP. clty/U.ft, ct-,.ii'IQ under that district.. In CHe of the LI.A.s of Calcutta, l'ladras a,d Hydrabad, involving •ore 
t~l.'n ~ne distr~ct each, ~ coAbined weighted ""·ar.t~ge of the adjus~l\rnt factors of all the districts, in the ter­
ntor~e~ of wh1eh a particular U.A. folh, was calculattd, lfiHQhts to the aale J)O)ul.a:ion of the .U.H. ca.•i.ng 
under a district'S. 

1-. The populatiton tretthd here does not indicale thp .1ctual popuhtion of to .. n/town grottp/U,A. bl!cauu (a) for all 
three censust>s those ~tith POB/POLR outsid'E' ln,'ia ha'lle been e"cJuded, Cbl l9bJ· and .971 censuses uclude oales 
whose q/U classicfication of P09 Wd\ not reported, Ccl return~ •lith unctassifiablll' r-oe were excluded fro• 1901 
figures and those .,.ith unclasSifiabte POlR from 1971 figure~, and <dJ JQ6J figures hclude those with unstated 
duntion of residince. t1oreov@r, the opoosite o.J lbl and lcJ hold~ for 1981 figur~~. while 1991 fiqurn in­
cludes those with unstated duration of rnidenc:e. Thh liwdtaticon on cotnpuabiJity hnwsoever sa•ll, reeains. 

Source :1. Censu5 of lndic1, 19[)1, thgration iables: HIDIA, Vol.!, Pt. II-C iiiil. 
2. Cen<;u!l of India, t9ft, 11igration Tables: INOlA, Ser. 1; India Pt. 11-0 fil 
3. Census of .India, 1971, 11iqraUon Tablet, .Part 11·[1 10 <VoluiiP!I for tht Shhs to which the Cl•s~ I Citiu 

belong), 

4, Ctnsus of India. 1981, t1iqra~iort Tabhs, PartY- A~ B, <Uripublishtd Yoluus for ttle 5 tatn to "hic.h the 
ntropoJ ises btlonql, 

S. ftitra, A~ho~ •. 1980, Population and Area of Cit in, Towns and Urb•n Aqglo1111eration .£1982-19_71)
1 

·An ICSSR JNU 
\Study, ,ilol'lbay, Allied. 

1971 

15.71 

33.19 
41.55 

1%1 

i7 .23 

31.\H 
<2.16 

B. J(• 5. 19 

15.51 13.04 
4. 71 3. 31 

14.99 IV. e. I 
9, 22 lCI.SS 
5.85 :>.":.6 
b. bb 7. bB 

1961 

N.H. 

bb.n 
/l, ~. 

37 ,QB 

·25. 55 

':11.2\\ 
~i. ~q 

Stl.(•S 
4J. ~;. 
..~. 03 
29. b3 

fotal 

27. II) 2b. bot 

59. BS 53.67 

-t6. '' 'Ia. 12 

36. 3(1 33.25 

}8.35 n .!.s 

Z3.S4 iO,O::i 

.;: •. 19 :.o. \i3 
35. b.D 27. -+(• 
~o. oa ""· 3\1 
H. 45 ::: L s~) 

',32.H 1S.'Ii:l 
~7.00 25.6S 

.I9b1 - 1971 - 1981 

lntE'r-~tatE' Ntgrants 
-'S '1. o i \ ota I 1119r aa~ s 

1%1 1971 1961 

.N.A. 57.97 b4.b9 

50.03 SS.H 57.02 
N.A. ~0. 94 87. 6ll 

29.23 24.6~ 22 . .:-o 

5i.9l H.36 43.52 

H; i2 ~.5. 75 37 .• Bb 
tt.S-l t3.2o 12.oa 
25.22 32.2i.> :'2'.92 
31.6\1 20.77 ::;3~.\H 

15.52 10.~\7 13 .• 95 
2;.n H.6b -~s;s:; 

Gio,.tb-r.llt~s 
of tntu-SUli 
siQ_r ants 

l9bl-71 l ~71 -91 

3..05 47.90 

li.SI> 
S9 •. H 

53-.SS 

H\\).60 

20..51 
63.1)5 

il.tC 

32.i2 27.6~} 

12.73 -It\. 24 
3\).15 5.19 
-l.b\l 6\ ... ~I) 

1S.25 -23.06 
SJ..H Sb.5Z 

c 



67 

Bangalore and Calcutta have neck-to~neck competition. 

:The lowest migrant-ratio was recorded hy Hyderabad 

for all the three time ~oints, followed by Jaipur in 

1961 and 1971 and by Lucknow in 1983. The third lowest 

was Calcutta. With regard t0 inter-state migrant-

ratio Hyderabad was the third lowest and Lucknow was 

the second lowest ·for all time points covered in the 

' study. Kanpur held the distinction of having the 

lowest level of long-distance migration in its male 

population throughout the study period. The migration 

ratio for all the cities declined continuously through­

out th~ study period except that Delhi U.A. and 'Jaipur 

U. A. :have small increase in 1971-!h. Highest decl_ine 

is-recorded by Kanpur U.A., Lucknow u.A.. and Ahmedabad 

U.A. For most of the cities~ the decline during 196i-71 

1s more than the same during 1971-81. 

As regards the inter-state migration ratio, the 

1981 levels for all cities are lower than corresponding 

1961 levels except that Jaipur U.A. experienced an 

increase over time in this respect. 

Grm>~th rates of mal~.!!l ... !9E~ts 
~E.9: rna le poJ.?2~;?!! : 

All metropolitan cities except Kanpur and Lucknow 

had qigher than the all India rate of <jrowth of urban male 

population as well as maie migrants in 1961-7-1. During 
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the next decade, however, all except Delhi, Bangalore,, 

Pune and Jaipur had growth of ·their male population as 

well as growth of male migrants which was significantly 
I 

lower than the corresponding all India levels. In fact, 

the two of them1 the laggards since 1961-71 decade, 

namely Kanpur and Lucknow, experienced a decline in the 

number of inter-state and total male migrants, and their· 

male :population growth was half the same for the all 
f 

India urban male population. 

It can be said that the metropol~tan cities with 

high )evels of migration and high growth of inale migrants 

and male population, namely, Qreater Bombay, Delhi, and 

Bangalore belong to relatively developed parts of the 

country whereas those with low and fast declining levels 

of migration in their population, experiencing low growth 

of male migrants and male population like Kanpur and 

Lucknow belong to the relatively ba4kward state of Uttar 

Pradesh. 
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CHAPTER III 
\ 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONTEXT OF 
MIGRATION IN INDIA 

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 
The p~pose of this chapter is to look at the broad 

contours of the Indian economy in an attempt to under­

stand the complexity of spatial and temporal variations 

in migration and urbanisation in India which we observed 

in the earlier chapter. The level and sectoral structure 

of income, the pressure on land, the labour productivity 

and landproductivity in agriculture and the development 

of irrigation in each state were examined. It is followed 

by a 'discussion on male employment in non-household manu-

factliring and the rates of ma~e unemp~oyment aea ~be 

re.t.es ef male unGA:~J3l9yffien't in the rural .and urban areas 

sepal:' ately for all states. ~part from these variables 

relating to income and employment structure, some other 

variables like road length per 100 square kilometres, 

hospitals per lakh of population, per capita expenditure 

on education were also considered. The per G~pita 

expenditure on education in rural areas was compared 

with the same for total population. The regional 

dime~sion of the economy and the changes occurring in 

it over time have been analysed, and the rural-urban 

differentials discussed, wherever it was possible and 

relevant. The idea in doi.ng so, is to explore the 
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TABLE III.::l. 
.Levels of Inter-State Disparity in Various 

Socio-Economic Indicators 

' 
1961,1971,1981 

---rea:r--------------.....:----------coefiTcren~or-vEiriation* 

Indicator . -rgsr------rg~ 1981 
~ercemaseof-iiiaie'"'"------------~---r27-:au--rnr.zg----fl1.4o-
workers 1n non-household manu- , 
facturing (X2s) · 

Percentage of urban male 
workers in non-household manu­
facturing (X2s) 

Average area under agri­
culture per worker (Hectare) 
( X2 1 ) . 

Aveiage.agricultural out~ut 
per.worker (In Rupees) (X2s) 

Average agricultural ·. 
~ield (Rs./Hectare) (XIs) 
Percentage of area under 
irrigation (X3o) . 

' Average ~er capita 
Income (X31) 

Share of primary sector 
in NSDP at constant prices (X32) 

Share of secondary sector 
NSDP at constant price (X33) 

Share of tertiary sector 
in NSDP at constant prices (X34} 

Road length per 100 
sq. kms. ( X3 s ) 

Per capital ex~enditure 
on Education (1n Rs.)(X3B) 

Per capita expenditure on 
edn. rural areas (Rupees) (X37) 

Hospitals per lakh 
population (Xas) 

Rate of male unemploy­
ment in rural areas 

! 
Rate of Male une~~loy­
ment in urban areas 

I ~ 

730.39 

33.73 

26.31 

35.84 

58.25 

34.68 

29.39 

42.60 

31.72 

15.89 

83.63 

109.43 

36.60 

1972-73 

53.97 

48.92 

* Based on 15 States Comparable over time. 

32.79 27.6 

46.50 50.90 

61.62 74.33 

34.62 56.29 

66.77 72.20 

34.27 39;86 

31.33 34.30 

33.96 29.39 

37.96 35.36 

74.16 196.62 

90.00 38.78 

96.14 

56.83 

1977-78 

58.65 

61.74 

N.A. 

60.59 

1983 

61.29 

50.03 



The States with the highest per capita income 

levels at all points of study period are Delhi,. Mahara-

shtra, west Bengal, Gu.j"arat and Punjab ar:rl those with 

the lowest levels of it are Manipur, Bihar, Orissa, 

Madhya Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh (Table III.2). It 

can generally be said that the.States· with high P.C.I. 

have high levels of migration in their male population 

and those with low levels of P.C.I., low levels of 

migration in them. Alth~~ugh the rural-urban, short­

distance and long-distance migration proportions will 

have 'significant regional variations. Migration in 

ur~an ?X"eas {x3 ) is more strongly positively correlated 

with P.C.I. ievels than the migration in rural areas 

(X 2) :is with the P.C. I. 4 But the coefficient of cor­

relation of inter-state migration in rural areas <xs) 

with P.C.I. is slightly higher than the some of inter­

state migration in urban areas (x6 ) with the P. c.r. 

The per capita income level is more negatively related 

with :Xs and x9• Long-distance migration has high cor­

relation and -short-distance migration has moderately 

negative correlation with income levels. This means 

--------
4. Mention of the correlations in the chapter 

has been made only of those coe-fficients that 
are statistically significant at >s per cent 
level, unless otherwise specified. The U13x113) 
correlation coefficient matrix is given in 
Append~x II. 
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that at higher level of P.C.I., the level of l<;mg-

distance migration in male population is high and 

opposite is the case with the short-distance migration. 

The high levels of long-distance than short distance 

migration in Delhi and west Bengal, which are the 

states ·with highest per capita income is a case in 

point. But it must be mentioned that the States with 

highest levels of per capita income also have a conti-

nuous decline in migration ratios. However it can be 

said that the low-income states of Bihar, Uttar~,pradesh, 

Rajasthan and Kerala are associated witq the symptoms· 

of low migration levels and steeper declines in them, 

high-inter-state outmigration from rural as well as 

urban areas and a negative net inter-state migration 

in their male population.· . ~ ,~ 

sectoral Shares in Net 
~t;§Je Domestic Pr~Ect: 

Table III. 2 and Figures 3. 1, 3. 2 and 3. 3 show 

relative contribution of primary, secondary and tertiary 

sectors in NSDP of various states. The states of Uttar 

Pradesh, Bihar and Rajasthan have lowest levels of per 

capi~a income and highest share of their Net state 

Domestic Product (NSDP) comes from the primary sector 

(Table III.2). These are the states with consistently 

low s·hare' ofr the· secondary sector in NSDP, although 
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Bihar and Rajasthan have relatively higher share., 

almost comparable to that of west Bengal and Maharashtra., 

of NSD~ coming from the .tertiary sector. Incidentally 

these are the states which have the lowest levels of 

migration; exhibit steeper decline in them, have high 

rural as well as urban-outmigration, and have experienced 

a negative decadal migration. The re~atively high 

shares of tertiary sector in Bihar and Rajasthan can 

be related with their fast g:z:owing urban (to total 

population)ratio {x18 ) as also with the dichotomy 

they 'exhibit, of having the lowest migration levels iN 

rural areas and higher migration levels in urban areas. 

The other states with low per capita inc'ome, bigger . . 

primary sector, smaller secondary.and tertiary sectors 

like ·Madhya Pradesh, Orissa, Assam, Tripura which 

although do not follow this kind of relation so strictly, 

but belong to the same category. 

The states of Delhi, Maharashtra, west Bengal, 

Guj arat and Tamil Nadu are the states having high levels 

of per capita income at all the thr~e points of time. 

They 'have consistently the lowest share of primary 

sector and consistently the highest .shares of secondary 

and tertiary sector in the Net State Domestic Product. 

Punjab is the only state, among the states with the 

highest per capita income, which maintains high share 

of primary sector, significantly lower share in the 
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secondary sector arid slightly lovJer share in the tertiary 

sector as compared to the other high per capita income 

states. Karnataka, another high income state, has 

significantly higher share of primary sector and signi­

ficantly lower share of secondary sector and is among 

the states having the lowest share of tertiary sector 

in the NSDP. 

Our correlation results tell that the share of 

primary sector in NSDP has a negative and significant 

correlation with the migration lever in total male ~ 

popuiation in rural as well as urban areas. The share 

of tertiary sector has higher positive correlation vlith 

migration levels in male population than the share of 

secondary sector has with' it. But if we consider male 

migration in rural and urban areas separately, secondary 

sector seems to be more positively correlated than the 

tertiary sector. The correlation of sedondary sector 

with long-distance'migration, specially in urban areas 

is high, as also that of tertiary sector with long­

distance (specially in rural. areas) seems significant 

and high. 

Te!£1122r al_fhange ~-1E_.§~.£!.~£..91 S _9~~: 

If we have a look at the Table· III. 3, we find · 

that the decline in the share of primary sector in 

NSDP during 1971-81 has taken place for all states 

... ·~ 
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except Manipur which had already a decline during the 

earlier decade. Out of the eighteen states for which 

sectoral shares were available for all three points, 

nine experienced decline in share of primary sector in 

NSDP. 'for both the decades. Of these nine, eight h~d 

continuous increase in their secondary as well as. 

tertiary sectors. 

In chapter I I-, while discuss img the temporal 

changes in migration ratios we had noted that the 

state of Bihar, Uttar Pradesh and Tripura went against 

' 
the All India trend of urban-sp~ficness of decline 

in migration ratios. Uttar Pradesh ancreased share 

of its secondary and tertiary sectors in the NSDP and 

a corresponding fall in that of the primary sector 

throughout the study period. Bihar and Tripura expe-

rienced decline in tertiary sector during 1961-71 

but not in the secondary sector. Suggesting some 

sort of economic magnetism in the urban areas of those 

states compared to the rural areas, where migration 

was declining continuously "o..~•(drastically. Or could 

it be said .that the declines in th~ already voluminous 

primary sector during both decades·in Uttar Pradesh 

and during 1961-71 in Bihar and Tripura were strong 

enough stimuli for higher outmigration from rural 

than urban areas. 



The states which did not exhibit this urban-

specificness of decline in long-distance migration 

during 60s were Assam, Bihar, Kerala~ Madhya Pradesh, 

Rajasthan, Delhi. Assam and Delhi::l~o...."e:-'a continuous 

decline in primary as·well as secondary and a continuous 

increase in the tertiary. In Kerala and Madhya Pradesh 
. 

primary sector declined continously but the two other 

sectors increased shares'. For Raj as than and Bihar 

primary sector declined in 1981. During 1961~71 Bihar's. 

tertiary s~ctor declined and Rajasthan's secoNdary 

and tertiary both declined. 

One thing which comes out clearly j,_:g that a11· 

these- states which show a lack of urban specific decline 

in migration during. 1961-71 have high shares of primary 

rather than secondary and tertiary sectors in their 

NSDP, with the,exception of Delhi. Delhi's case is 

Uiiique in that its tertiary sector is a lan elastic;tty..: 

government machinery which does not move out juSt by an 

industrial stagnation as was witnessed during mid-sixties. 

During 1971-81 we find that most of the states 

impro'Ve their shares of secondary sector and have a 

decline in shares of primary sector. The rural speci-

ficness of decline in migration is noted for all India 

and 'for all states except Guj arat, Himachal Pradesh, 

Mahar as htr a, Punj ab and Nag al and w. r. t. Migration 
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ratios (x1, x 3). Haryana and Tamil Nadu resist this 

rural specificness of decline w.r.t. long-distance 

Cx
5

, x6 ) and ~imac!1al Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Kerala 

do sd w.r.t. short-distance migration {X8 , x9). These 

exceptions must be seen in relation to the changes 

that .are ta~ing place in the agriculture of these 

states, which we do in the next section. 

~E.:i c Lil ~~_g.nd 21~r a t_!on: 

The district-level study, by Bhalla and Alagh 

(1979), reports that there is a large concentration 

of outpu.t in the high productivity districts and that 

simultaneously these are the very dist:r:icts which make 

use of the major proportion of modern inputs. Less 

than half of the cultivated are·a in India produce two-

thirds of total outplit, but at the same time holds three-

fourths of fertilizers, tractors and irrigation engines 

and accounts for more than three-fourths of total irri­

gated area of India. 5 · our own results (Table II I. 1) 

sl')ow that disparities in the levels of agr icul tur al 

development have increased significantly throughout 

the study periods. 

There is a high inequality in the distribution 

of land. The latest agricultural census {1981) tells· 

5. Bhalla, G.S. and Alagh, Y.K. {1979), Performance 
of Indian Agr ic ul ture: A Di strict-\..rise Study. ~P·14- 19. 
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that marginal land-holders (having land 0 to 1 hectare) 

who are 56.6% of the total operators have only 12.5% 

of th,e agricultural· area, whereas a small rninori ty of 

larg~ size land holders (having 10 hectares and above) 

who are just 2. 4% of the total number of land holders 

possess 22.8% of the agricultural 6 
area~ Barely one 

- per cent of the total arable land in the COUrltry which 

is less than one half of one per cent of the land 
.;•y 

7 declared surplus, has been redistributed. 

The concentration of agricult~al development in 

a few pockets combined with the unegalitarian pattern 

of ownership, cultivation and tenancy and ~he most dismal 

record of land reforms is usually justified by some 

economists on the plea that the ef'fects of prosperity 

will 'percolate down to the areas out~side the pockets of 

• s~ed-fertilizer-technological' concentration, through a 

'i•suction mechanism" whereby the regions with high and 

growing land productivity are able to attract migrant 
I 8 

workers from other regions.· However, a few others 

6. Agricultural situation in India, Aug. 1985, Direc­
torate of Economics and statistics, Dept. of 
.Agriculture and Cooperation, Ministry of Agricul­
,ture & Rural Dev~lbpment:pp.Ljo_1- 412.: 

7. Govt."of India, Ministry of Agriculture, Dept. 
of Rural J?evelopmeht, .Annual Report, 1985-86, p. 29. 
r··· . ' ... , -. 

s. Alag h, Y .K., B had uri, .f\.. and Shalla, G.S. ( 197 8), 
·"Agricultural Growth and Manpower .Absorption in 
.~:ndia ", · 'LaE_9~~so:r;,-:eti,.S?!!~-Indian Agric~_!_!_p-~·,·­
s~~-Explo~QEX: !~!~e!!92E.s?!!, Internat1onal 
'Labour- Office, Bangkok. · 

... ~ . . ..... ,. ' . . :· . 
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doubt that this kind of mechanism will produce re­

distributive effects. In fact, a study ~yJBurdhan 

shows that in the 60s the percen-tage of people below. 

even the barest minimum acceptable level of living 

had gone up by 40% in India as a whole and by 143% 

for Punjab and Haryana, the throbbing heart-land of 

·'Green Revolution •. 
9 

'Here we are not doing the full threadbare analysis 

of this political economy, but restrict ourselves .to 
• 

see as to what kind of relation certain indicators of 

agricultural development (Tablesiii.4 and III.S) have 

' 
with 

1
the structure and pattern of migration in India, 

as discussed in the chapter II. 

Four indicators namely, the area under agriculture 

per w,orker . (x 27 ), Agricultural output per worker {x 28), 

Agricultural-Yield ·per hectare (x 29 ) and the percentage 

of area under ·irrigation (X30 ) were-taken. The first 

three indicators are based''on''the area and production 

,of 19 principal crops. A three-year average of area 

' 
and production of each of these crops for each point 

of the study period was taken to. neutralise the very 

short-run fluctuations. The output of crops was valued 

9. Bardhan, P.K. {1970), ''Green Revolution and Agri­
cultural ~a~o~ers ":., ]$.Q..E~.!S:~§.!}g_fQ_li~ic2..!~!:~kly, 
vol.5, No?.29-31, qi.ily 1970, pp.1239-46. . 

'I') 
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84· 

TABLE' I II. 5 

PERCENTAGE OF AREA UNDER IRRIGATION AND PERCENTAGE DECADAL RATES OF CHANGE -
1961-1971...:1981 

------------·----------~----..;_:---------~----...------\ -----· 

StatejU.T. (X3o )· Percent Change 

1961 1971 1981 1961-71 1971-81 

1. Andhra Pradesh 26.98 28.23· 32.24 4.63 14.21 
2. Assam 27.85 25.59 21.54 -8.12 -15.83 
3. Bihar 25.67 25.55 35.51 -0.47 38.98 

"4. Gujarat · 7.27 . 13.11 20.92 80.33. 59:57 
5. Haryana N.A. 42.97 59.24 N.A. 37.86 
6. Himachal Pradesh 13.92 16.30 16.08 17.10 -1.35 
7. Jammu & Kishmir 41.70 37.39 42.52 -10.34 13.72 
8. Karnataka 8.39 11.09 13.75 32.18 23.99 
9. Kerala 18.50 19.84 10.92 7.21 -44.96 

10. Madhya pradesh 5.73 8.06 12.47 40.66 54.71 
11. Maharashtra 6.00 7.61 10.53 26.83 38.37 
12. Manipur 41.98 46.43 46.43 10:60 0.00 
13. Meghalaya N.A. 22.84 24.87 N.A. 8.89 
14. Nagaland N.A. 20.00 39.86 N.A. 99.30 
15. Orissa 17.43 18.78 19.82 7.75 5.54 
16. Punjab 41.70 71.26 80.~0 70.89 13.25 
17. Rajasthan 13.36 14.05 . 19.54 5.17 39.08 
lB. Tamil Nadu 41.07 42.02 47. 9?' 2.31 14.11 
19. Tripura 5.21 9._17 11.79 76.01 28.57 
20. Uttar Pradesh 29.52 41.72 54.89 41.33 31.57 
21. West Bengal 24.85 26.43 26.76 6.36 1. 25 
22 .. Delhi 39.08 59.26 91.38 51.64 54.20 

I ---------------------------/-_;_. _____________________________________________ 

Note; 

Source; 

The percentage of area under irrigation refers to Net Irigated area as 
percentage of Net Cropped Area. 

1. Central Statistical organisation (India) Ministry of Planning 
1963 Statisti~al Asstract of India 1963 

I 

2. Central Statistical organisation (India) Ministry 6f Planning 
19.64 statistical Asstract of -India 1964 

I 

3. Central Statistical organisation (India) ministry of planning 1972 
statistical Asstract'of India 1972 I 

4. Central Statistical organisation (India) ministry of planning 1984 
statistical Asstract of lndia 1984 
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at ~f:.,970-7 3 constant prices., 

Punjab and Delhi are among the states having 

highest area per worker whereas Tamil Nadu aad West 

Bengal are among those reporting the lowest area per 

worker lout the similarity among these four is that 

they all have highest output per worker, highest yield 

per hectare and highest percentage of agricultural 

area und~r irrigation (Table III.4 and III.S). The 

6t her _conspicuous thing is that Guj arat and Raj as than 

are among the states which have the highest area per 

worker whereas for Bihar and Kerala opposite (having 

the lowest area per worker) is true but commong thing 

for them is that they have the lowest levels of output 

per worker, lowest yield per hectare and lowest·per-

centage of agricultural area under irrigation. 

The first group of four mentioned here has high 

ratios of migrants of all kinds, except that Tamil Nadu 

has low level of long-distance migrants and Del hi and 

. -
west Bengal have low levels of short-distance migrants, 

particularly in their rural areas. The second group 

of four consisting of Gujarat, Rajasthan, Bihar and 

'kerala generally belong to the category of low migration 

states. Uttar Pradesh is more close to the second group 

in this connect~on. 
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It can be said on the basis of our analysis in 

the earlier chapter that the agriculturally less­

developed states of Bihar, Uttar Pradesh, Rajasthan 

and Kerala have net negative migration in 1971 as well 

as in 1981. Bihar, Uttar Pradesh and Kerala also do 

have ·a negative decadal rate of migrants (Table II.9). 

uttar Pradesh which has the lowest values for all 

indicators of agricultural development, incidentally 

has the highest negative migration, and also the 

highest negative decadal rate of migration. 

One thing abou~ the temporal ch~nges in migration 

levels is that the declines are more in the states 

which report low area under agriculture per worker, 

some of these being agriculturally developed like 

Tamil Nadu and West Bengal while others are agricul­

turally backward like Bihar,· Kerala or uttar Pradesh. 

On the other hand, Punjab, which is one of the states 

with highest area t:ID.der agriculture per worker, has 

continuously increased long-distance migration level 

specially in its rural areas. Same is the case with 

Del hi, which has the highest area per worker and has 

kept high position of migratiGn·levels despite fluc­

tuations in rural areas." Guj ar at which has highest 

area under agriculture per ·wo'rker, shows an increase 

in its long-d.istance migration ratios ·but Bihar which 

is also an agriculturally back\'\fard state like Gujarat 
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. 
but has lowest area per worker, shows heaviest declines 

in migration levels s~ecially in the rural areas. On 

the basis of the fact of higher dec.lines in migration 

' ratios in general, and the rural migrant ratios in 

particular, in the sta:tes where, area under agriculture 

per worker is low, it can be argued that the· pressure 

on la:nd is a deciding factor as far as migration is 

concern~d. 

This argument is further strengthened if we consider 

the net decadal inter-state ·migration and the decada:l 

rate of inter-state migration (Tabie (TI. 9) whlch we . ~ 

discdssed in the earlier chapter. For f?Xample, Rajasthan 

and Gujarat which are less endowed with development in 

agriculture but have the highest area per worker, have 

a po~i tive decadal rate of inter- state migrants. On 

the dther hand Tamil Nadu, which has highest values for 

all indicators of agricultural development but lowest 

area under agriculture per worker, has negative net 

intei-state migration throughout the study period. 

The above discussion shows, ceteres poJ:"ibus, higher 

the .area under ·agricult.ure per worker, higher will be 

the migration levels and lower will be the declines 

in them·. 

!~~E2E2l CEangeE_in_~g£iculture: 

· ·' Tables III. 4 and III. 5 present the changes in 

variables of agriculture· over time. During the sixties 



the area under agriculture<per worker (x27 ) shows an 

incr~ase <for all <the states except that in Karnataka 

and west Bengal it declined< 2 to 3 per cent and Kerala 
I 

where it went down by a quarter. During the seventies,. 

however, all states except Punjab and Uttar Pradesh show 

a dedline. Thus, Punjab and Uttar Pradesh are the only 

states which show a continuous increase in the area 
' 

under' agriculture per worker whereas Karnataka, Kerala 
OYie..s 

and West Bengal are the only~which show a continuous 

deciiJne. 

The other th~ee indicators show a continuous 

increase for most of the states. ·The agricultural 

output per worker {X28 ) shows a< continuous increase 
I 

for all the states. except that it dec1ines by around 

20% i 1n K~rala and Maharashtra although during the next 

decade they register an increase of 42 and 376 per cent 

respectively. During the seventies also all states 

show 1increase in this variable, except for marginal 

declines for Madhya Pradesh and West Bengal. :No state 

shows a continuous decline in this indicator and the 

ups and downs in Maharashtra and Kerala can be attri­

buted to the bad years during 1970-73. So it can be 

said that all states have increased agricultural output 

per worker. The agricultural yield per hectare (x29) 

shows· a continuous increase for all .states except 



·as· 

during tbe sixties, Orissa; Maharashtra, Karnataka 

experienced some decline which is more t~an compensated 

by high r·ate of incre.ase during the next decade Hhich 

is many times the initial rate of decline. The percen-

tage of agricultural area under irrigation (x30 ) has 

alsoishown increase for all states except a decline in' 

Assam. for both decades and in Bihar and Jammu and :Kashmir 

during the sixties and in Himachal Pradesh during the 

seventies. 

The rural specific decline in migration levels , . . 

during the seventies despite the fact of ·increase in 

1 abour and land productivity and irr igati·on intensity, 

makes the decline.in the area under agriculture per 

worker cx27 ) all the more significant factor. However, 

this 'is.'riot}.to deny the role of the other three indicators 

of agricultural development. For exal)1ple, Punjab and 

Uttar ·Pradesh both register an· increase in the area 

per worker. But Punjab,which is agriculturally more 

developed,could attract a~d bring long-distance migrants 

in its rural areas during the seventies whereas Uttar 

Pradesh could not do that. 

The coefficients of correlation of migration 

ratios with the area under agricult~e per worker 

Cx 27J are higher than the set with any other indicator 

of agricultural development (see Appendix 3 (ii~) ~'.: It 
\~· 
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again supports our hypothesis that the land pressure is 

the most important factor deciding migr_ation levels. 

specially in the rural areas. This also brings into 

focus the question whether the "suction mechanism" as 

propounded by 1 Bhalla-Alagh-Bhad~i• 10 is the most 

important fa.ctor in migration. 

A glance at the Table III.6 shows that Delhi, 

west Bengal and Tamil Nadu are the states with highest 

percentage of workf:orce, rural as well as urban, in non-

household (Non-HH) manufacturing occupation at all 

points in the study period .. · Kerala and Punjab are the 

states with highest percentage of their respective rural 

workforce in non-household manufacturing, whereas 

Mahar:ashtra and Guj arat have highest percentage of urban 

workforce in non-household manufacturing occupation. 

Thes~ above mentioned states experience continuous 

increase in these variables, except that west Bengal 

during the sixties observes decline in non-HH manufac-

turing proportion of its workforce in rural' as well as 

urban areas. These are the states with high levels of 

migration and for all these states, except Tami 1 Nadu 
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TABLE lll.b 

PERCENTAGE OF MALE iiORKFORCE IN NOli-HOUSEHOLD iiANUFACTURifiG SECTOR AND PERCtfiTASE DECAOAL VARIATiON THEREIN -
1961-197H981 

Peruntage Change 

Stah!LI. T. Rural IX.,) Urban o,.) -----Rlir ar -, K ;;r------------oro aii-1 x;~ r --
m1-------mr-~-1~1l1- J%r----1m----~-1~Br H"bF7r---mH1 Wb1:7r-mFBr 

.• 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1. Anrlhr a Pr arlesh 1.65 2.50 3.42 13.60 11.n 19.30 51.515 36.800 26.691 12.014 
2.Assam !.59 !.59 N.A. !3.67 13.!5 tl.A. 0.0\•0 u. -5.191 H.A. 
3.Bihar 1.45 1.39 < 2.35 !9.13 lb. 56 19.42 -4.EB 69.065 -l3.m 17.271 
4. Gujar at 2.~>:2 3.00' 5.99 30.42 31.02 ~5.18 48.515 99.667 1.972 !3.411 
5.Haryana N.A. 3. 37. 5.54 H.A. 22.69 27.56 H.A. 643.92 H.A. 2.146 
b. Hi '-achal Pr arlesh 0.83 1.38 < 3.67 !2.46 9. i7 12.66 &b. 265 !65. 940 -21.599 29. SBO 
/,Jammu & Kish~ir o. 73 'l. 76 3.50 14.99 13.77 16.09 141.(196 98.864 -8.139 16.948 
B. Karnataka !.55 2.30 3.52 19.20 21.19 17.58 49.387 53.043 10.365 -17 ,()36 
9.Kerala B.35 9.64 9.96 19.00 19.46 21.98 15.173 2.282 2. 721 12.9~.0 

IO.Madhya ~radesh 0. 44 0.94 !. 78 20.21 20.26 22.07 113.6:!·6 89.362 .247 6.934 
11.11aharas tra l !.66 2.81 4.99 30, ss 32.80 33.49 . 51.075 77.368 7. 365 2.104· 
12.Manipur 0.34 1.16 j l.H I. 95 7.32 5. 32 247 .• 059 22.034 m.3ss -27.322 
13.Meghalaya 0.20 0. 57 (1, 64 6.0B 9. 56 9.52 185.000 47. 368' 57.237 -(),4JB 
l4.~agaland 0.20 1), 77 ~:U 6.(•8 4.59 e. 20 2B5.000 110.369 -24.507 78.649 
IS.Onssa 0.38 1.23 15.36 IU3 17.18 223.680 75.610 -5.404 19.238 
lb. Punjab . 2,47 3; 16 4.97 19.61 25.B 25.87 27.935 57.279 2a.m 2.945 
17. Rajasthan 0.75 1.23 2.81 13.26 15.71 19.84' 64.000 126.455 18.298 26. 2S9 
18. Tail Hadu 3.02 4.63 b.03 2L3i 24.10 27.63 53.311 30.239 13.092 14.647 
19. Tripura 2.13 !.H !. 78 10.60 6.98 4.01! -32.394 23.611 -15.263 -54.566 
20.llttar Pradesh ' 1.34 !. SB 2. 71 16.71 11.17 19.59 17.910 71.519 -40.299 75.360 
21. lie~t Ben9al ' 4.00 3. 77 5.45 34.29 33.59 34.97 -5.750 44.562 -2.041 4.108 
22.Delhi 14.90 16.66 17.95 21.67 22.83 28.96 .. 12.566 7.145 s.m 26.936 

Source: I. Census of India, 1961, J~dia, ~ol. I, Part II Bii), General Economi,t Tables, Table P.-Jil. 

2. Census of India, 1971, India, Series I, Part li BiiilA, General EconoAic lables 0-lll. 

3. Cen~us of india, 1961, Part Ill A and B, vol. I, General Economic Table •S-Ill <Unpublished State Volumes). 
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and Kerala, the estimates of net decadal inter-state 

migration and the decadal rate of inter-state migration 

are positiye. 

On the other hand, the North-eastern states of · 

Manipur, Meghalaya, Nagaland ·and Tripura as well as 

Himachal Pradesh which have_ the d:'owest percentage of 
·/ 

their rural as well as urban male workforce engaged in 

non-household manufacturing, record the lowest level 

of migration. The percentage of rural workforce in non-

household manufacturing has as high as 8 value of the 

coefficient of correlation with migration ratio, has 

even ·higher correlation with inter-state migration 

level, especially those of rural areas and negative 

correlation with short-distance migration. The percen-

tage of urban workforce in non-household manufacturing 

(x 26 ) has moderately positive correiation with migration 

levels in urban areas, although the correlation of x
26 

with intra-district migration ratio (X9 ) is negative. 

E at~-9iJ~~~~E.9Y.ll'~E! 
.§!29-~lSE~tio~: 

1The rates of male unemployment separ.ately for 

rural and urban areas and temporal changes therein 

have been presented in Table III.7. 

At the all India level the rate of male unemploy­

·ment is higher in urban than the same in rural areas. 
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TABlf IIL7 

HAlf UmPtal'Kfh1 RATES AJiP CiiMuf5 - 1972-IJ, 1977-78, 11B3 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
C~anqes in liale ~~o•Jent Rates ! chanQe in iiale iinelpiotnRt Rates 

Slateiii.T. Rural v'rban Rural Urban Rural Urban 

1972-!J 1m-1s 1983 1971-13 19!7-78 1983 1912-JJ 1917-78 1972-73 1977-78 1972-73 1977-78 1972-73 /9i7-78 
to to to to to to to to 

1977-78 /983 1977-lB 1983 1977-79 1983 1977-79 1963 
I!,J 1Xn1 il,.l IX:n1 IX., ()'2•) 

----------------------·· -- -----'----------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------------

L fiiHihra Pradesh 6.90 ~.67 5.59 6.87 6.77 4.95 -1.23 -(;,OB -{1.10 -LR1 -17.83 -I .41 -/.% ~26.88 

2. Assn L46 0.76 (1.88 1.4~ 1,9(1 u~ . -(1./0 U2 0.-15 3.44 -47.95 147.37 31.03 m.cs 
J. Fih~r S.67 S.73 2.14 5.10 U6 4.24 0.06 -J.4? -(i,S4 -0.31 /.(1(, -60.11 -/0.~? -7.(J2 

· 4. ~ujaral JAF 4.49 3~02 ~.78 3.49 5 .• 50 1.01 -1.47 -1.29 2.{1/ 29.01 -32.74 -39.62 ~U9 

S, Har~ana 1.25 3.99 3.41 ,2.]9 3.67 4.61 i.74 -{1.58 O.R8 0.?4 77.33 -H.54 JLS4 25.61 
~. Himhal Pm'esn 0.61 2.03 1.17 uo 3.71 4.27 IA2 -0.86 2.2i 0.~6 m.79 -42.36 H/.33 /5.09 
7' ,lanu a KishMir 5.2; 4.94 8.36 2.95 4./5 "3.29 -0.30 J.42 1.20 -{I.F6 -5./3 69.23 4(1.68 -10.11 

' F. Karnal aka 4.6S 4.49 4.69 4.70 5.73 .6.34 0./7 0.21 1.03 0.6(/ -3.66 4.69 21.91 /{1.65 
9, Ktrala 2.,84 13.70. J'J.J6 11.53 13.76 11.76 v.B6 -0,31 . 1.23 -1.00 6.70 -2.26 9.81 -7.17 

J[l, naoh~a pradesh 1.19 (1,); 1.56 1.51 3.44 3.~S1 -(I,JS "0.3B o.n 0.37 -11.42 -19!59 36.51 10.76 
' JJ. Ka.~aras.ntra ~.60 3.;14 3.99 S.H 5.47 Ul -2.16 0,$5 0.33 -1.15 -38.57 15.91 6.41 -]1.02 

/2, naoipur 6.30 J.Fi (1,48 us 0.63 0.13 -4.49 -1.34 -1.61 -(1,40 -7L16 -73.63 -]2,{j(J -63.45 
IJ, ileg .• ala~a li.$0 0.00 0,38 1.29 0.14 Ul -{1.32 /.2(1 -1.15 2.~8 -6t00 63.33 --£9.1S 1771.43 
J4, Hagal and H.A. li.A. H.4, u. L4, H.A. 1\,A, '.li.A. h'.A. H.A. li.A. H.A. L~ H.A. 
iS. Orissa 6.31. UJ 5,07 4.14 4,40 6.21 -1.7? [I,S7 ""\1,54 . 1.81 . -28.37 12.61 -<i.93 41.36 
16, Pur.jab ],{<9 2.94 4,(18 3.84 2.45 3.90 (1,(1$ 1.14 -1.39 1.45 1.73 38.78 -36.70 59.18 
17. gaj as I han 3.15 1.65 3.(11 3.53 2.67 u~ -{l.6(i 0.44 -{1.66 (1,3/ 18.% 16.60 -18.70 0.00 
15. ; a~i 1 Hariu 7,/9 8.36 11.(~'- 5.97 S,Q4 9.41 1.17 J.H 1.07 1.39 16.27 43.S4 34.67 17.29 
19z T r ipur a 3.44 2.61 '1.24 ~,/J 0.26 4.4(; -{1.83 -I.J7 S.SJ -5.86 -14.13 -52.41 116.91 -51.11 
2\i. Uttar PraoPsh• 1.95 1.46 7.16 z.n .3.49 3.95 (l,SJ -0.30 0.86 0.46 26.15 -J/.2(1 31.70 13./8 
11. Wfll 8engai 

' 
U3 5.7(1 8.80 Ul 1.05 7.51 -1.53 3.10 -4.78 6.46 -21.16 54.39 -S/.99 615.14 

22. Deii1i ' 7,54 3.60 0.91 J./5 .4.11 2.47 1.06 7 ,JJ ti.96 -1.79 41.73 103.06 29 .S4 -42.51 

Soum: Central Statistical Urgan,ia!ivD <Jno'ia, Kioistf~ ~f Plmin9, i983, Ke• rc.;u/ts ot' last tnm guinquersnia1 H.S.S. fDQuiriH on ftplo~m! aDd 
UnmionfRL 30th Rou~d, ,Jan-Pre, 1983, Rep~rt ~t•. J/5, 
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It has increased continuously in urban areas.· And 

in r:ural areas also, the 198:· rate of male unemploy-' . . . v 

ment is· sl~ghtly higher than the 197 2-73 rates. 

The states of Kerala, Andhra Pradesh and Tamil 

Nadu observed the highest rates, and Meghalaya, Assam 

and Himachal Pradesh the lowest rates of male unemploy-

ment consistently. for all the three Natj_onal Sample 

Survey (Nss) rounds, in rural as weli as urban areas. 

It can generally be said that the states with highest 

male unemployment .rates have lowe~ percentage of long-

distance migrants as compared T.vith the states with 

those recording lowest male unemployment rates. 

The correlation results also support this obser­

vation. There is a negative but weak relationship 

of migration ratios and unemployment rates, a madera-

tely negative correlation of inter-state migration 

ratio with unemployment in rural areas and a positive 

correlation of unemployment with short-distance migration. 

f 

However, the relationship between unemployment 

and migration cannot be static one. only. If we see 

the temporal changes in migration levels (Table II.5) 

and changes in unemployment over time (Table III.7) 1 

we find that the highest increase in unemployment 

rates are almost surely associated with declines in 

migr~tion specially the long-distance migration. 
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If the changes in unemployment situation between 

' 
1972~73 and 1977-78 are considered, we find that the 

states with highest unemployment rates and those 

regi'~tering big increases in them observe decline in 

their migration levels. · 

This applies to the states of Kerala, Andhra Pradesh 

and Tamil Nadu which have highest unemployment rates 

both in rural and urban areas separately. It also 

holds true for the states of Haryana, Himachal Prades h1 

Bihar and Jammu and Kashmir which registered highest 

increase in rural male unemployment rate and also for 

Himachal Pradesh, Tripura, Kerala, Jammu and Kashmir 

which did' so with respect to 'urban male unemployment 

rates. 

we find that short-distance migration increases 

with a decline in unemployment rates, whereas the long-

distance migration does not do so. The typical examples 

are Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Tripura. we can 

think of it as a phenomenon wherein if there is a decline 

in unemployment rates the local response in the form of 

intra-district migration is more likely than any all 

India effect through long-distance migration. 

S.s>~_!.!;E£lth ~E5L~22.E atio!}: 

Table III. 8···shows the road le~gth per 100 square 

kilometres in.' various states in 1961, 1971 and 1981. 
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l. 
2. 
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6. 
7. 
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10. 
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12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 

Source: 
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TAB:LE III 8 

ROAD LENGTH PER ~UNDRED SQUARE KILOMETERS - 1961--1971-1981 

State/U.T. Road Length in (Kms.) Percentage variation 

---------------
1961 1971 1981 1961-71 1971-81 

' Andhra Pradesh 19.q6 32.65 46.78 66.07 43.28 
Assam 23.94 51.70 66.35 115.97 22.08 
Bihar 46.56 .47.01 48.10 0.97 2.32 
Gujarat 13. 09' 24.91 30.86 90.30 23.89 
Haryana ' N.!L 28.09 54.17 N.A. 92.84 
Himachal P,radesh 14.00 24.38 36.91 74.14 51.39 
Jammu & Kishmir 4.72 7.81 5.31 65.47 -32.01 
Karnataka 32.59 38.04 58.81 '16.72 54.60 
Kerala 50.28 142.41 274.93 183.24 93.06 
Madhya pradesh 10.71 16.98 24.20 58.64 42.44 
Maharashtra 16.61 20.37 58.56 22.64 187.48 
Manipur 14.00 .25. 30 . 23.72 80.71 -6.25 
Meghalaya N.A. 14.00 23.23 N.A. 65.93 
Nag a land 15.00 30.74 37.92 i04.93 23.36 
Ori'ssa 20.08 42.83 77 .17. 113.30 80.18 
Punjab 24.89 118.85 9l.66 377.50 -22.88 
Rajasthan 12.04 18.05 21.18 49.92 17.34 
Tamil Nadu 36.47 

1/ 
51.30 102.05 40.66 98.93 

Tripura 14.00 55.58 76.03 297.00 36:79 
Uttar Pradesh 33.59 44.48 51.99 32.42 16.88 
West Bengal 74.03 47.00 64.21 -36.51 36.62 
Delhi 187.71 195.15 1064.73 3.96 445.60 
INDIA 21.64 25.97 20.01 

' 
1. Central Statistical Organisation (India), Ministry of Planning, 
1984, Statistical Abstract of India., 1984 

2. (lndia), Ministry of Transport and Shipping, 1965, Basic Road 
Statl5tics of India. 

3. Transport Research Division, (India), Ministry of Shipping and 
Transport, 1971, Road Statistics of India. 
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Delhi, Kerala and Tamil Nadu are the states with the 

highest length of roads per 100 square kilometres 

at all points in the study period. From 1971 onwards 
I 

Punjab, Tripura and Assam also emerge as the states 

with 'highest incidence of roads per 100 sq. km. We 

know these are the states which have high migration 

ratios except that in Tamil Nadu and Kerala inter­

state rnigration'ratios, specially inrural areas is 

v.ery 'low. 

The states'with lowest length of roads per sq. 

km.· are Jamm11 and Kashmir, Madhya pradesh, Raj as than 

and Gujarat. 
. . 

we can say on the basis of the results 

in the previous chapter that these states have low 

and declining levets of migration in their male popu-

lation. · 

. The road development is associated with increase 

in migration levels can be substantiated by the fact 

that in Delhi, Maharashtra, Punjab, Tripura, Assam 

arid Orissa the r·oad length h-as recorded higher increases. 

These are the states with relatively stable migration 

ratios at relatively. higher levels. we also.find that 

states like uttar Pradesh and Bihar which have low 

and declining levels of migration also have saort and 

slow growing road length. 
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so we can say that road length is a meaningful 

socio-economic factor as far as migration, specially· 

that 'of long-distance, is concerned. The correlation 

results also support this observation. It has very 

high 'correla~ion with migration.';~:atio (X
1
), still 

higher correlation with urban migration ratio Cx
3

) 

and very high correlation with inter-state migration 

ratiq (x
4

) and extremely high with the inter-state 

migr~tion ratio in rural areas CX5 ). However, its 

negative correlation with short-distance migration· 

is urider stand able. 

~E~Eitals and Population Mobili!Y: 
I 

Table III.9 gives the number of hospitals per 

one lakh of-population (x
38

). we find that Delhi, 

Punjab .and Manipur have rnore ho~pitals per· lakh popu­

lation than any other states at all points in study 

period. Except for. Manipur which has low pe~centage 

of long-distance migrants "J,speci ally so in urban areas, 

the other two have high migration levels with high and 

I 

increasing proportion of inter-state migrants i~ them. 

on the contrary, the less-developed states of Uttar 

Pradesh, Bihar and Madhya Pradesh have low and declining 

nllinber of hospitals-per lakh of population. 

The increase recorded by Punjab, Maharashtra, 

Del hi~ which already have high"' values of this variable, 



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
1. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 

Note: 

Source: 
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TABLE III.9 

HOSPITALS PER LAKH POPULATION - 1961, 1971, 1981 

State/U.T. 

Andhra Pradesh 
Assam 
Bihar 
Gujarat 
Haryana 
Himachal Pradesh 
Jammu & Kishmir 
Karnataka 
Kerala 
Madhya pradesh 
Maharashtra 
Manipur 
Meghalaya 
Nagaland 
Orissa 
Punjab 
Rajasthan 
Tamil Nadu 
Tripura 
Uttar Pradesh 
West Be~gal 
Delhi 

,, 

1961 

1.05 
1.99 
1.16 
1. 49 
N.A. 
N.A. 
1. 59 

'1.83 
0.87 
1. 49 
1. 95 
5. 26 .. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
l. 37 
2.41 
2.04 
1. 53 
3.57 
1. 15 
3,31 
2.00 

X3s 

1971 

1.48 
3.69 
0.62 
2.03 
1. 06. 
5.16 
4.52 
1. 50. 
2.42 
0.66 
1. 44 
2.97 
3.14 
6.86 
1. 36 
1. 54 
2.07 
1. 14 
2.98 
1.14 
1.05 
2.61 

1981 

1. 98 
N.A. 
0.99 
3.68 
1.65 
3.39 
5.41 
2.37 
4.74 
1.15 
3.98 
3.50 
2.98 

12.28 
1. 82 
4.99· 
1. 53 
1. 44 
3.37 
1. 37 
1.10 
5.31 

Percentage Variation 

1961-71 

40.95 
85.43 

-46.55 
36.25 
N.A. 
N.A. 

184.28 
-18.03 
178.16 
-55.71 
-26.15 
-43.54 

N.A. 
N.A. 

-0.73 
-36.10 

1.47 
-25.49 
-16.53 

-0.37 
-68.29 

30.50 

1971-81 

33.78 
N.A .. 

59.68 
81.28 
55.68 

-34.30 
19.69 

. 58.00 
95.87 
74.24 

176.39 
17.85 
-5.10 
79.01 

-33.82 
224.03 
-27.10 

26.32 
13.09 
20.18 
4.76 

103.45 

While calculating the number of hospitals, a hospital was assigned 
weight=1, and a dispetisary a weight = 1/3. 

Central Statistical Organisation (India), Ministry of Planning. Statistical 
Abstract of India (for years 1961, 1971 a~d 1981) 
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and Kerala and Gujarat may be related with the high 

and stable level of migration in first three and 

moderate and fairly stable levels in the last two. 

The correlation of this variable with migration­

ratios- is very weak but still we can include it in 

t-he 'set of variables of sociO-economic development, 

the combination of which influences migration levels 

and changes in them. 

]~J?~ndi_!.!:!f~_9..!}~du.f2.!.!£!1 
.§.!.1£.21.4-gr a tion: 

~This section contains an anaiysis of the ~rends 

in the per capita expenditure on education 9n total 

and rural population separately. The amount of per 

capita expenditure and the changes in it over time 

have been discussed, along with the difference of per 

capita expenditure on education in rural areas and 

the population as a whole. But the per capita expendi­

ture 'on education in rural areas could not be calculated 

for 1981 because the ministry of education has stopped 

publishing expenditure figures for education in rural 

areas separately since 1970. The results are presented 

in Tclble III .10. 

The states of Delhi, Manipur, Tripura, Maharashtra, 

and Nagaland spend the highest per capita amounts of 

money on education at all points in the study period. 
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!able ill. 1(), 

Percapita Expenditure on Education and Changes 

States/U. T. S. Perrapita Expenditure Pernpi ta · Absolute Oiff- Difference as Z of Percentage Decadal Change i 
(ill Rupees! Expenditure· erence Rural Expenditure 
h .. In Rural Areas X3, - x37 (Per Capital (h,l (Rur all· X:s7 

(in Rupees) · 
h7 

1961 1971 1981 1961 1971 . 196, 1971 1961 1971 1961-71 1971-81 19b1-7i 

I. Andhra Pradesh 7.14 14.28 40.78 2.95 9.38 U9 4.90 142.0~. 52.25 100.00 185.57 217.97 
2. As sa~ 7.56 . 19.88 9.00 4.12 13.16 3.44 6.72 B3.50 51.(15 62.% -54.73 219.42 
~. Bihar 4.Bb. 9.35 33.68 2.23 5.30 2;63 4.05 117.94 76.42 92.38 260.12 137.67 
4. Sujrat . 9.19 24.4~ . 50.51 5.07 22.97 4.12 1. 46 81.26 6.36 165.83 1\\6.75 323.06 
5. Haryana . . -H;i!. 10.81 54.10 ll.A • 11.22 H.il. 9.59 H.A. 85.47 N.A. 159.97 N.A. 
b. Himachal Pradesh N.A. 42.23 92.40 u. 29.90 fl. A. 12.33 N.A. 41.24 H.A. IIi!. BO N.J\. 
7. Jammu ·~ Kashmi r• 5. 74 23.45 67.32 3.30 7.41 2.44 . 16.(14 73.44 216.46 308.54 IB7.08 124.55 
B. Karnataka 7.49 20.30 44.50 U2 7.94 .U7 12.36 140.06 155.67 171.03 119.21 154.44 
9. Keraia 11.47. 29.53 84.04 7.74 22.46 3.73 7.07 207.51 31.48 157.45 184.59 i90.1B 

10. 1'\adhya Pradesh 6.24 15.65 31.84 2. 77 8.58 3.47 7.07 125.27 62.40 150.80 103.45 209.75 
11. Maharashtra 12.37· 32.08 61.05 3.90 17.02 B. 4·7 !5.06 217.18 86.48 159.34 90.31 336.41. 
12. !ianipur 14.06 50.14 113.80 8.15 42.B4 5.93 7.30 72.76 17 ,(i4 250.10 126.96 425.04 
13. Meghalaya N.A. i3.16 70.21 lU .. 12.95 H.A. 0.21 u. 1.62 H A m:.s1 H.A. 
i4. Nayaland 11.65 43.33 157.66 (), 15 36.40 I!. SO 6.93 7666.66 19.04 271.93 263.86 24166.66 
15. On ss~ 4.25 12.79 39.59 2.04 7.20 2.21 5.59 108.33 77.64 200.94 209.30 252.94 
lb. Punjab 9.27 29.40 70.81 3.97 16.20 5. 3(1 13.20 133.50 B1.4B . 217.16 140.95 308.06 
17. Rajasthan 6.29 18.(11 41.95 2.48 8.92 3.81 9.09 .153.63 101.91 186.33 132.93 259.68 
IS. Tami I lladu 9.43 n04 47.77 3.79 17 .ll s;6; 4.n 146.81 28.81 m.n 116.74 351.45 
19. Tripura 13.63 38.34 m.45 5. 31 20.16 8.32 12.18 1:.6. 69 46.56 181.29 195.91 892.66 
2(1, Llttar Prad~sh 5.38 . 13.06 29.58 1.61 6.15 3.~7 6.!9 234.16 100.65 142.75 126.49 281.99 
21. West Bengal 9.76 19.00 46.50 4.28. 12.20 5.48 b.BO !2S,04 55.74 94.67 155.26 165.05 
12. Oelhi · 38.11 107.20 101.98 n.1s 6S.Bb 14.96 41.3~ 64.62 62.77 1B1.29 -4.87 184.49 

Jndi a 7.84 19.78 N.A. 3.19 II. 27 4.65 8.51 145.77 75.51 152.30 H. A. 253.29 

Source : i. tiinistry of Education (IND!Ai 1 1964. Education in India 1060-61 liol.L 
~· Nin_i,st_ry of Education and Soc1ai wei fare, (JRD]AJ, 1915. "EducaLon 1n India 1%9-70. 
~. ""'-''""""~~ t11 . c....._~-.,... E ' .-...f- 1 . 
' . . h)c:..c.-\ t'r? ~d...\.-~ ,· ~- \c;,l'l-1'\..--. 
~. ~~ '"S"' 1"'1-- . . '- -. . Ec:h.A..c:.. -'"--- Cl.. ~ ~ \..1\{" . . 

, l . 1\ H~""'- ~ t;-~c...-'~,..........L 
~ *' \\'(..,cl ~~"''\" ....,r., 
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These are the very states which spend the highest 

amounts on education in rural areas also, except·that 

Nagaland iB. 1961 used to spend miniscule amounts, per 

capit"a, in.·rural areas and Maharashtra' s expenditure 

i:n rural areas is lower than that of Tripura, Guj arat 
I 

in 1961 and Hii;Tiachal •Pradesh in 1971. On the other hand 

Bihar', Orissa, Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh are the 

states which spend the lowest amount of money, per capita, 

on education in total and rural population separately. 
I 

Rajasthan and Jammu and Kashmir are the two other states 

with :comparatively lower expenditure on education. trle 

find that the states with high overall expendit~re on 

educa'ti-on are marked by high expenditure in rural areas 

and those with low overall expenditure have, low 

experidi ture in rural areas. But for all the states 

the per capita expenditure on education in rural areas 

is. ldwer than the amount of per capita overall expendi-

i ture, although the difference, in absolute and relative 

terms, may show quite different values for different 

stat~s. Moreover, for all the states except Gujarat, 

Nagal:and and Tamil Nadu the difference has increased 

in 1971 as compared to the same in 1961. 

The amount of difference of overall and rural is 

greater for Delhi, Maharashtra, Tripura for both;_·':§..' 

the points of time.· The other states with highest 
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difference are Nagaland in.1961 and Jammu and Kashmir, 

Punj cib and ·Karnataka in 1971. The lowest difference 

. in t,his respect is observed by Jammu and Kashmir, 
I 

Madhya Pradesh, Bihar at both the times, Orissa and 

Assam in 1961 and Gujarat and Andhra Pradesh in 1971. 

However, the absolute difference of expenditure 

in total and rural areas may net be important as it 

is affected by levels of expenditure. So, we take the 

difference (x 36-x37 ) as percentage of expenditure 

in rdral areas and find that Maharashtra has the 

highest difference, in absolute as well as relative 
I 

terms. In these relative terms the state of Uttar 

Pradesh,,Maharashtra and Rajasthan have the highest 

difference of overall and rural areas, and. Guj arat and 

Manipur have the lowest, for all the points in study 

period. The other states with highest difference, in 

relative terms, are Kerala, and Nagaland in 1961, and 

I -· 
Jammu and Kashmir and Karnataka in 1971. The other 

states with lowest expenditure are Delhi, Jammu and 

Kashmir and Assam in 1961; and Meghalaya and Kerala in 

1971." we find that Nagaland and Kerala have bridged 

the gap'whereas in Jammu and Kashmir it has increased. 

we can say that the states with highest per capita 

. expenditure OB education, generally, have high migration 

levels in their population and those with low. expend~ture 
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have low levels of migration., Similarly, the states 

with high per capita expenditure on education in rural 

areas record high migration in their rural population 

and those with low value of it have low migration 

levels in::-r.u.ral population as compared to all India 

rural and also in comparison with migration levels in 

their own urban areas. Ne can also say that the states 

with :high expenditure and high gap of overall amd rural. 

experidi ture have high and increasing levels of migration 

both in rural an.d urban areas. The typical example of 

this ,is Maharashtra. The states with low overall per 

capita expenditure on education, like Bihar, Madhya 

Pradesh· and Uttar Pradesh, and those with low expenditure 
. . 

in rural areas, like Bihar and Jammu and Kashmir have 

low migration levels.· 

we can also see that the highest percentage 

vari a~on in per capita expenditure on education Cx36 ) 

are associated with high and stable or increasing 

levels of migration. Punjab and Maharashtra are examples 

of it. On the contrary, those With lowest levels of 

per capita expenditure and lowest decadal changes in 

overall acid rural expenditure. per capita, are associated 

with 'low and declining migration levels. 
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CHAPTER IV 

MIGRATION, URBANISATION AND ECONOJ'1IC 
DEVELOPMENT IN RAJASTHAN (.A DISTRICT 

LEVEL ANALYSIS IN THE ALL INDIA CONTEXT 

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 

'Tl':le growth rate of population in Rajasthan has 

' 
been :above the all India growth rate, except during 

1911-21. The gap has been the widest during 1971-81 

and except for the tiny states of Manipur, Meghalaya. 

Nagaland, Sikkim and Tripura, Rajasthan has recorded the 

highest growth in this decade. During the last two 

decades the growth of urban popuiation has been pheno-

menal. It has been significantly higher than the corres-
. I 

pending all India growth rates which were themselves the 

highest in the century. The growth of urban population 

was higher than the growth of total population during 

these decades. According to an estimate by B.C. Meht-a, 

urbari population· is expected to increase by 115% during 

the last 30 years of the present eentury whereas total 

population will increase by 65 per cent. 1 

·A look at the Table IV. 1 reveals that in most of 
of 

the districts also, 'the growthLurban population was 

significantly higher than the growth of total population. 

However, the districts of :Bi kaner and Churu, which 

1. :B.C. Mehta (1983), "Population of Rajasthan in 
2001", paper presented.·::;·at.~th.e XIII Raj as than Eco~ 

'nomic conference; :March. 



TABLE !V.I 
DECENNIAL 6RO~TH RATE OF POPULATION AND THE URBAW POPULATION 6ROW1H {!9~1-1981) 

SroKth ofP~pulation Urban Population Growth -
State/Distt. 1901-11 1911-21 1921-31 1931-41 19~1-51 1951-61 196!-71 1071-81 1901~11 1911-21 1921-31 1931-41 1941-51 195!-61 1961-71 1971-81 

1. Sanganagar 
2. Bikaner 
~. · Churu 
4. Jhunjhunun 
S. Al war 
b. Bhar atpur 
7. S11ai lladhopur 
B. Jai pur 
9. Sikar 

· 10. A~er 

ii. TonK 
12. Jaisalmer 
13. Jodhpur 

· !4. Nagaur 
· 15. Pal i 

lb. Barmer 
17. Jaior 
18. Sirohi · 
19. Bhilllare 
20. Udaipur 
21. Chittaurgarh 
22. Dungarpur 

. 23. Bans11are 
24. P.undi 
25. Kot a 
26. Jhal a Mar 

RAJASTHHI~ 

43.7 
-8.6 
15.1 
B.! 

-4.7 
-8.5 
-ti.B 
-S.B 
-O.b 
-3.2 
46.0 
15.4 

BiU 
6.7 

315 •. 9 
-4.3 
i0.7 

51C..4 
25,7 
2),7 

59.0 
13.4 
27.7 
16.3 
18.9 
+6. 7 

-17.2 
-3.9 
-0.1 
-4.3 

-i !.4 
-iL 7 
-10.1' 
-18.0 
-1.5 
-3,7 
-7.7 

-20.6 
-12.1 
-12.8 

. -11.7 
-6.0 
-7.2 
-9,5 
6.2 
6.2 
6.6 

!B. q 
17.1 

-14.5 
-2.8 
-O.b 
-6.3 

102.5 54.6 
18.2 34.3 
22.3 24.6 
14.8 21.1 
6.9 9.8 
2.1 16.3 

10.1 13.0 
li.S 13.9 
12.7 17.9 
15.2 14.9 
ib. 5 10. 9 
13.6 J.;,, ~ 

i6.0 25.9 
16.6 1: .. s 
17.~ 17.4 
9.5 -128.0 

15.B 14. i 
14.B B.B 
14.4 19.3 
14.4 19.3 
14.4 1B;5 
2V.2 20.5 
18.7 15.1 
15.9 15. i 
7. 2 13.2 

10.2 !3.5 
14.1 1B.l 

iB.O 
B.B 

15.(1 
i9.9. 
2.0 
5.4 

12.1 
2a.3 
1\1, (1 

20.2 
3.4 

13.1 
2(1,4 
Hi.4 
19.0 
21.(1 
15. \l 
22.9 
15.3 
17.6 

12.4 
16.9 
12.5 
5.4 
B.l 

15.2 

Source; L C~nsus of lnrli a, Rajasthan Ser. 1B,_P+l Sen~ral R~port, 1971 

64.b 
29.6 
25.9 
22.2 

26.7 
23.3 
24.B 
2!.3 
19.1 
22.3 
28.6 
~.1. 7 
22.4 
21.9 
36.1 
29.2 
21.6 
lB.S 
22.7 
21.7 
32.(1 
,).). ~ 

2(i,5 

26.6 
21.9 
Z6.2 

34.4 
28.9 

29.1 
27.6 
29.6 
26.5 
30.5 
27.1 
17.5 
25.7 
18.B 
30.2 
35.0 
£(1,4 
19.2 
22.1 
2(1,3 
2!.e 
26.4 
2&.4 
30.3 
37.7 
32.B 
34.6 
26.B 
27.8 

44.51 
46.57 
34.51 
28.40 
25.31 
2b.09 
2B.41 
37.91 
3l. 69 
24.73 
25.24 
42.49. 
43,35 
28.70 
31.12 
43.76 
35.14 
27.54 
24.i14 

3C•.21 
. 28.40 
35.31 
30. b4 
35.45 
25.85 
32.3B 

11.67 
5.18 

11.62 
2.30 

21.72 
-14.08 
-6.7S 

. -15.75 
L20 
4.68 
1.69 

-7.21 
0.63 

-4.58 
-2. ~·2 . 
-2.99 
'7.09 
3.24 

-6.49 
-2PB 
-H.35 

144.22 
45.77 
3. L2 
1:66 
9.90 

-4.63 

2. Census oi India, Raja<;than, Ser. 1B, Part I, Final Total:., 198! iHinrlii (for 1981 data.) 

48.75 
24.33 
36.19 
-8.43 
-3.59 
-7.88 
-6.76 
-7. C•~ 
-4.13 
15.45 

-12.59 
-2'9. 97 
-9.39 
-3.13 

-12.22 
0.11 

~11.96 
-2.93 
\).93 
7.34 
7,\13 

iS. 12 
10.33 
. 7 ;o2 
-4.52 
-B.BB 
-\1.03 

12B.75 
23;80 

19.93 
5.09 
1.33 

lLBB 
17.78 
18.24 
10.29 
15.39 
25.55 
25. I·i 
26.11 

. 14.36 
16.42 
16.76 
lQ.2B 
!L15 
17.75 
30.00 ' 
2. 73-

!9.3B 
21.18 
14.99 
. 3.85 
!7.21 

78.45 
59.21 
37:42 
15.62 
13.16 
iS.7& 
10.49 
1B.14 
J4.92 
lB. 76. 
9.94 
(•.20 

29.35 
13.62 
28.03 
35.31 
17.23 
9.35 

20.56 
26,04 
30.24 
B.6i 

20.57 
9.50 

21.94. 
. 7.82 
n.n 

88.95 
8.91 

19.99 
49.73 
5.55 

...... •c-
L\1.0~..1 

42.54 
bb.b9 
37.33 
4i.5B 
iL !5 
12.64 
32.63 
24.B7 
64.19 
lril.?B 
\l.33 

5(1.61 
t8.5& 
&5.85 
2\1.59 
13.73 

. 20.83 
36;(•5 
.42. 20 
74.53 
39.sq 

64.94 
2&.20 
12.39 
-9.27 

-11.07 
4.49 

-O.tO 
14.69 
-3.\)9 
11.6\• 

\1, 94__ . 
3.8~ 

iB.7B 
21. i7 

-14. B6 
2L19 

-1!.90 
2B.9P. 
-6.03 
, B.12 

7. !B 
-1.53 
2b.H . 

. 8.34 
43.11 

_-Z::..7B 
11.1)4 

53.23 . B0.29 
26.13 36.16 
24.31 33.29 
27.27 55.27 
14.36 50.01 
3(1.66 26.55 
47.B1 42.05 
49.38 66;2'[. 
23.56 57. C•B 
16.19 ~(1.69 

46.79 31.75 
78.42 27.33 
3B.B5 54.\>B 
2B.43 53.()0 
41.31 115.72 
41.5't 7IJ..97 .... 
19 . .48 m. 49 C: 
31.12 26.22 c 
83.35 61. BB 
36.69 5B.&7 
44.59 65. 9& 
45.99 4!.16 
33.73 66.20 
2"6.69 52~31 

71. 62 . 77. 00 
56.63 55.5& 
38.47 57.15 
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already had a high proportion of their population 

'• 
1 iv ing in urban areas, were exceptions to this trend 

,, 

d ur irdg 1961-71 as well as 1971-81, and the districts 

of BUndi and Jaisalmer, which had a.low proportion of 

their population living in urhan •areas, violated the 

' trend during 1961-71 and 1971-81, respectively. The· 

district-level urban population growth is also shown 

in f£gure 4.1 •. 

The fast growth of urban population has resulted 

in ari increase in urban ratio of Rajasthan from 16. 25 

in 1961 to 17.60 in 1971 to 21 in 1981, the decadal 

rate :of increa~e in it matching almost of the same for 
i 

India. A look at the Table IV.2 reveals that the six 

distriicts of Rajasthan'namely Bikaner, Ajmer, Churu, 

Jodhpur, Jaipur, and Kota have urban ratio consistently 

higher than the all India urban ratio at all points in 

the ~tudy period, whereas Ganganagar am· Jhunjhunu have 

urban ratio equivalent to that of Rajasthan. 'Although. 

the dispersion of· urban ratio at district level' in 

Rajas:than is lower than the dispersion experienced by 
I 

this ratio at state level for India, and the spatial 

distr'ibution is becoming less une.qual over time (Table 

IV.3)' there exist sharp differences (see figure 4.2). 

For example, as Opp.osed to the districts mentioned above, 

whicH have urban ratio higher than the all India and 
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TABLE IV.2 

Proportion of Population Living in Urban Areas (Urban Ratio) 

District Urban Ratio (X 18) Dec ada! .Percentage 
variation 

t9'61 1971 1981 1961-71 1971-81 

L Ganganagar 14.5(i 16. 6(1 20.61 ,14. 48 24.16 
2. Bikaner 42.30 41.40 39.48 -2. 13 -4.64 . 
~. Ghuru 31.60 29 .. 60 29.22 -6.33 -1.28 
4. Jhunjunu 17.70 17.40 20.74 -1.69 19;20 
5. Alwar 8. 10 9. 10. 11.08 12. :::.5 21. 7 6 
6. Bharatpur 13.70 13.80 17.07 0.73 2:<. 7 0 
7. Sawai' ~laqh u p.ur 10.20 11.90 t:!-.42 16.67 12.77 
8. Jaipur 26.30 • .30. 00 36.56 14.07 21.87 
q Siqar 17,50 17. (l(l 20.25 -2.86 19. 12 

1 i). Ajmer 37.40 37.60 42.80 0.53 13.83 
11. Tonk 14.70 17.40 18.36 18.37 5.52 
12. Jaiselmer 9.70 14.60 13 ~ 5.5 50.52 -7. i 9 
13. Jodhpur 29.90 31.90 34.77 6.69 9.00 
14. NagQ..I.\.r 12.90 12.30 14.56 -4.65 18.37 
15. Pal i 9.50 11. 30 18.42 18.95 63.(11 
16. Bar m.er 6. 10 7.30 8.78 19.67 20.27 
17. Jalor 4.50 4.40 13.06 -2.22 83.18 
18. Sirohi 16.40 17.90 17.90 9. 1,5 0.00 
19. Bhilwara 7.30 11.00 14:39 50.68 30.82 
20, Udaipur 10.90 12.30 15;07 12.84 22.52 
21. Chiturgarh 9.50 10.40 13. 18 ,9 .4 7 26 .. 73 
22 .. Dungerpur 5.30 5.90 6.46 11. 32 9.49 
.,~ 

L .) " Ban·swar 5.20 5. 10 6.22 -1.92 21.96 
24. Bundi 1 '5. z.o 14.&0 17. I) 1 -4,58 16.51 
25. k,ot a 18.90 24.(1(; 31.9~. 26.98 33.04 
')' LO, Jhalawar 7.70 9.50 11;66 23.38 22.74 

Rajasthan 16.25 17.60 21. (i(l 8.29 19.34 
INDIA '17. 98 19. 91 23.70 10.73 19.05 

Source,: i. Census of India, 1971 1 Series 18; Rajasthan General Report, Part 1 • 

2. Census of India, 1981, Series 18, R<~jasthan, Provisionai Population 
Tbtals, Paper 1 of 1981. 



TABLE IV_3 

AVERAGES OF, AND LEVELS OF DISPERSION IN, MALE MIGRANT RATIOS AND URBAN RATIO '­
- 1961, 1-971' 1981 

Ratio/Year 

1961 

1. Migrant Ratio (Xl) 12.05 

2. Migrant Ratio in (Xz) 9.68 
Rural areas 

3. Migrant Ratic3- in 25. 00 
Urban areas (X3) 

4. Inter~State Migrant Ratio 2.12 
( X4) 

5. Inter-State Migrant-Ratio 1.42 
in Rural Areas (Xs) 

6. Inter-State Migr~nt Ratio 5:50 
in Urban Are3s (Xs) 

7. Intra-District Migrant ~atio- 6.69 
(X7) 

B. Intra-District Migrant Ratio 6.14 
in Rural Area (Xe) 

9. Intra-District M~grant Ratio 10.12 
In Urban Areas (Xs) 

10. UrbanRatio (X1o) 15.50 

Average 

1971 

12.91 

10.34 

25.61 

2.02 

1. 23 

5.61 

7.58 

7.20 

10.40 

16.70 

1'981 

12.49 

10.11 

25.05 

2.08 

:1:.41 

. 5. 37 

6.77 

6.15 

10.42 

19.29 

Coefficient of variation 

1961 

53.39 

60.78 

36.58 

173.11 

243.15 

95.20 

27.18 

32.67 

26.29 

65.41 

1971 

: 43.66 

50.50 

33.65 

118.74. 

171. 71 

74.39 

42.02 

47.88 

31.07 

59.36 

1981 

44.62 

52.74 

31.75 

108.65 

150.35 

69.09 

35.09 

53.29 
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equivalent to the value ef it in Raj as than the lowest 

urbari ratios consistently experienced by' Jalor, Banswara, 

Dungarpur, Barme:t and Jhalawar in 1961, 1971 and 1981 

are even less than half of ·the urban ratio of Rajasthan. 

Table IV.2 shows that for all districts, except 

Bi kaner and Churu ~ .. t1e~~~arginal but continuous decline 

was experienced, the lirban ratio iB 1981 is higher than 

the correspond± ng 1961 figure. In fact, out of the 

t~enty four such distt~'icts seventeen districts registered 

a coritinuous increase in the urban ratio; six districts 
i 

whicq had decline in 1961-71 registered very high • 

increases in it during. the next decade whereas only . ! 

one district, Jais almer, had a decline in urban ratio 

duri:dg 1971-81, although it had an increase 'of over 

50% in the previous decade. 

Out of the 24-districts, which show an increase 

in urban ratio dur iBg the study period, 18 show a de-finite 

and significant acceleration in the decadal rate of 

increase, for 5 districts the rate of increase shows 

a dec) ine and only in case of Jaisalmer a decline during 

the latter period opposed to the· heaviest increase in 

previous decade is observed. The highest decadal rates 

of increase in urban ratios were registered by Kota, 

which had one of the highest values of urban ratio and 

by Bhilwara and Jhalawar, which had one of the lowest 
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. urban ratios. But the question arises as to how the 

high:or low growth of urban population in the districts 
-

of Rajasthan is related with the levels of urbanisation 
I 

in them. Let us consider the following results: 

------Dec ad algrowt 11-----------------------­
Urban 
ratio 

of urban 
population .1951-61.1961-711971-81 

---~-----------------:-- .., _______ ......_ ____________ _ 
1961 

1971 

1981 

0. 3 2 9 - 0 • 27 9 - 0 • 3 2 3 

D.358 -0.094 -0.322 

0.352 ~0.071 -0.186 

The 1951-61 trLban growth seems to be related positively 

with .the level of urbanisation. However, the signifi-

cantly negative coefficients of correlation of the 

1961 'urban ratio with the growth of urban population 

during the subsequent decades of sixties and seventies, 

a similar value of the coefficient of correlation of 

the 1971 urban ratio with the growth of urban population. 

during the seventies, can be taken .to mean that the 

high gro\-Ith of urban population in post-1961 period is 

taking place in the districts with low rather than high 

urban ratio. It is necessary to know the structure 

and pattern of· migration in Rajasthan in the proper and 

relevant socio-economic context in order to understand 

the true nature of· urban processes in the state. 
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The objective of this chapter is to take note of 

the district-level migration pattern in Rajasthan and 

to see whether its relations with certain socio-economic 

variables are~'· 'similar to, or different from the relation-

ships we observed in the state-level analysis for India. 

Unfortunately, the data on per capita income and the 
. I 

sectoral shares qf income, unemployment rates, per capita 

expenditure on education and ·also on per capita expendi­

ture 'on education in rural areas. are not available at 

district level· and consequently the per capita availabi-

i 
lity 1 and the sectoral structure and composition of income 

and the temporal changes in them, the unemployment 

situation in rural and urpan. areas separately, as also 
0 

the per capita expenditure on education, which we found 

helpful in the earlier analysis for states of India, 

are being left out here owing to the ab~e-stated data 

limitations. However, a discuss-ion on relation of 

migration structure with the behaviour of the indicators 
t 

of agricultural development in various districts at 

various points in· study period and an analysis of the 

structure of male employment in non-agriculture and 

non-household manufacturing, occupations, in rural and 

urban areas separately has been done. Apart from these, 

two other indicators are - road length per hundred 

square kilometres and hospitals per lakh of population 

were also considered. 
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Migration Patt~_!.E_Rajasthan: 

In the earlier chapters we discussed R?jasthan 

in the context of all India trends and in relation to 
I 

the other statese We find that all migration ratios 

in Rajasthan, except the inter-state migration ratio 

-in rural areas (x5 ) were significantly below the corres-

' ponding all India, levels, although the gap has narrowed 

down ~during the study perio;t, except again in the case 

of inter-state rural ratio (X5 ) which maintains higher 

than all India position (see Table IV.4). Rajasthan 

had Bigh rural as well as urban out-migration both in 

1971!as well as 1981, although it had a positive decadal 

growth of net migrants. As opposed to the all India 

trend of continuous decline in all the migrant ratios, 

Raj a~than had continuous decline in its migration ratios 

. in urban areas {X3, x6 I Xg) only. All other ratios, 

parti!cularly those of rut ai areas registered an over all 

increase during the study ,period, except •that long- . 

dist~nce migration levels in rural areas show a marginal 

decl~ne. This continuous decline in migration ratios 

in urban areas has to be taken note of in a situation 

of Rajasthan where urban processes are widening and 

deepening. since we have already done state-lev.el 

analysis in earlier chapters, it would be pertinent to 

proceed to district level analysis. 
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_t1:j.g£~ io~ ti ..Q.§.LDi s _1r i~ 
.!;~~el Beh~.££: 

Before we go to the discussion on levels of 

diff~rent migrati<;>n •.r:atios, let us have a look at 

the mean values and see how uniform are the distribu-

tions of these indicators around respective mean values. 

The' Table IV. 3 shows that the' average for inter..:. 

state migration ratios (X4 , x5 , x6 ) in 1981 were lower 

than the corresponding aver age in i 961, al t h:oug h the 

actual figures for Rajasthan (Table IV.4) show that 

inter-state migration ratio Cx4 ) in 1981 was marginally 
. '') 

above the same in 19 ,.-1. So, we can conclude that 
.I 

during the study JP& iod there was a decline in the 

long~distance migration levels in Rajasthatistotal male 

population as also male population in rural and urban 

areas separately. 

As regards the uniformity or otherwise, of distri-

butions of these variables across districts, the level 

of dispersion measured by the coefficient of variation 

show~ that rural migrant ratios (x 2, x5 and x 8 ) were 

more 'unequal in their distributions as compared to 

thei~ urhan counterparts {X 3, x6 and x9). A comparison 

of figures 4. 3 and 4. 4 '1.-viil help to grasp the broad 

rural-urban dissimilarity in migration levels. we 

can also say that the dispersion 'level experienced 

by irltra-district migration ratios. Cx7 , x2 and x9 ) 
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are significantly less than their counterparts - migrant 
i 

ratios {X1 , x 2 and x 3) and the ratios of long-distance 

migration· {X
4

, x
5

, and x6 ). But at the same time, it 

is ttue that all ratios, except intra-district migrant 

rati ds (X,, x8 , and x 9 ), show a decline in disparity 
I . 

over the study period, whereas these three ten.d~to become 

less uniform over time. 

If we compare the disparity in spatial. distribution 

of these migration ratios, across districts with the 

disparity across states which we discussed in chapter II, 

we find that the migration ratio (X 1 ) during 1961 and 

1971, the migrant ratio in rural areas (X 2) throughout 

the s1tudy :period, migration ra1t:.i.o in urban- areas (x3 ) 

in 1961, the inter-state migration ratio in rural areas 

(X5 ) 'in 1961 and 1971 and the inter-state migrant ratio 

iri urban areas (X6 ) in 1961, were significantly more 

uneqclal as compared to the level of disparity experienced 

at state-level. we can conclude that migration levels 

in rural areas, specially w. r. t. long-distance mi,gr ation, 

·vary :much more across districts as compared to the 

variation of their urban counterparts and also as 

compared to the variation levels across states in this 

regard. 
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Table IV.4 exhibits the migration sceae in the 

d istr:i cts of Rajasthan. The figures 4. 3, 4. 4 and 4. 5 

also 'highlig!'lt the sF>atial temporal v ari at ions in rural 

migration, urban migration.and long-distance migration 

levels, respectively. Ganganagar and Kota are the 

districts which have the highest values of all migration 

ratiOs consistently in 1961, 1971 and 1981. Ajmer, 

Bi ka~er. and Jhalawar also have highest value. of migrant 

ratio (X
1

) consistently for all the three points of time 

in the study pe~iod. Ajmer has· relatively low migration 

level in rural areas whereas w.r.t. urban migrant ratios 

Cx 3, 'x6 and x 9 )ri,t ·figl:lres among the highest in 1961 

btit due to tne "decline it experiences in all its migration 

ratios over time, it does not s~and among the highest 

at the next two points in the study period. Bikaner 

has the highest values of migrant ratio in rural areas 

(X 2 ) and intra-district migrant ratio (x8 ) consistently 

for" all points in the st1.1dy period, highest value of 

inter-state migrant ratio (x4 ) 'and intra-district 

migr~nt ratio (X7 ) in 1961, but its migration ratios 
.... ,.. 

in urban areas are very low. The low migration ratios 

in urban areas Cx 3, x6 and x9 ) of Bi kaner and the 

decLining over 1ri Aj riier, despite their having highest 

values of urban ratio Cx18 ) indicates the low share of 



i'ABLE IV.4 

LIFETI~E mERHAL HALE H1GRA~7S AS FERW!Tf<IE vF iiAiE POPULiiTlvW lniGRPJiT RATWSJ, I~ RUP..~L AiiD URSA~ /ti/EAS: 
- 1961, 1971, 1981 

--------------~---- I/ ---~-------------~-------------------------------------------------------------
·---+- ,0~ v 

Vi str icts Hi 1rani:< 
IX,J 

Rural 
l'Xz.l 

m1 1m 

Irdu-Siati Inter-St;t~ fntwStafe IRmJJ IntwSiate iu'rban} Jntra-Dislrici Jn/ra-distrid IR-uraiJ l!,ira·tlistrict lliriJaDi 
n·Ji IX.J IX,.J IX,) !X7J IXs.i . IX,.l 

1961 1971 19SI 19BJ 1_961 i97i 19S1 1961 1m 1981 1%1 1971 1'i81 1%1 1971 1981 19"61 1971 19S1 1:161 1971 1:181 1%1 1971 i981 

-------------------------------=-------------------------------------------------------------------------

i. G2~9anagar 
1. Bikmr 
:i, Churu 
4, .lhunjhUI>U» 
S • .Ai~ar 
6. Bharatpur 
! , S11a1 nadhopur 
S. ,liiipur 

J/.68 J2.07 32.32 
16.54 15.4·1 1+.61 
Ul g,si 7.9? 
7.70 3.(i1 3.~ 

6.58 8.81 8.17 
9 ~25 8~31 LJJ 
B.Rl 9.48 UO 

1i.B2 17.43 14.02 

JUS 29.J4 30.98 
12.62 13.16 1J.82 
!.16 6.99 6.74 
5~27 6,47 5.97 
7.16 7,(i4 t;,11 
7.42 6.83 us 
6.76 7.(19 5.06 
).77 6.61 6.61 

:J. Sikar . 7.10 6.81 6.44 S.!O 1..01 5.27 
W. Ajm !U~ 15.33 JU9 1 .tti 7.·15 · 7.i15 
11. Tonk 9.% 9.19 8.B4 9.20 7.83 7.08 

54.6ll 45.64 40.55 19.34 1l.$i) !i.64 
21.91 18.81 JS,B(f 7.16 2AJ 2.2+ 
14.16 12.22 10.19 · 1.ll7 1.04 0.97 
18.7:! 15.2117.71 1.42 1.70, LIB 
24.59 'i6.+1 l4,J1 J.B~ l.£1 1.91 
20/tl 20.12 1j,JJ 
26.gJ 27.14 24.(18. 
7:1.50 26.16 76.85 
13.84 10.73 11.(15 
J.i.i8 __ ~ 2Z.fi.4 
13.9015.71 16.45 

7 .. 33 2,59 2~51 

Lt12 1.03 i .. VI 
l.S'J 7.16 1 ,)(i 
OAB 0.51 0.4-5 
3.52 :;, oz 7 .J5 
0.41 0.75 (1.4;] 

17,97 _W.97 10.n 17.29 'lii.11 17.51 11.11 105 15.45 
0.7(1 0.70 1.11 1.10 4;90 3.95 7.1\i ?.J) 6.1~ 
0,67 0.68 O.i.J 1.98 1.91 1.79 5.16 4.71 4.71 
t1.80 1.07 0.97 1.25 5.02 ~.7R 4.73 4.71 Lll 
LSI !.Btl 1.41 5,64 6.32 5.91 5.08. U7 4.66 
l'.(i5 1.72 1.51 7.!J 9.33 J.-16 J.JJ 1.% S.l-1 
0.43 6A1 (1.4\1 5.N 5,61 Ul 5.49 6.46 -i,il\1 
0,25 O.JO OAJ 6.6~ 6.55 t..6J 6.34 6.26 6.08 
0.2'1 (1,32 (1,]6 . 1.36 .1.+1 1.22 4.64 4.21 3.8:1 
ti .. Jti" . (I.#JU 0 .. 71 1 .. 35 I .. t-~ 5 .. 19 - t?.3i 7 .. 7.3 6A5 
o.u 0.15 0.1?, 1:74 3.19 1.37 5.6(1 5.(14 4.92 

11.51 14.95 16.44 
7.98 8.62 7.(16 
4.42 4..l1 4.45 
{~b5 4~28 ~. 3.J2 
4.36 4.35 J~6(l 

., n' • c• 
J,)b ~--·+ 

SAl :·=·.:L66 
4.40 5.13 4.77 
J.S5 J.97 3.43 
6.16 5.66 5.40 
5.53 4.78 4.19 

8.711?55 11.71 
1 .Sil s.6J •.es 
6.85 5.!.9 5.J4 
9.65 6.72 :1.12 

13.18 14.48 Jt.J7 
4.22 2.95 9.67 

11.75 IJ.n 11.74 
12.02 J./1 8.J6 
8.46 5.39 5,7\1 

12.25 9.9[1 7.83 
.. 5.74 6.2{ 7.7(1 

12, ,iais<her 9.+113.57 15.?1 8.12 8.63 !J.~ 22.74 3UO Jt1.7il · ii.M i.J:i 0.94 o.:E 0.10 0.16 U9 7.76 U2 5.94 6.81 I,~J 5.9\1 S.6J 6.71 6.JI JUS 1i.6'i 
IJ. ,iQo1,pur 10;/(i fJ,(li' 10.92 6,19 8.53 8.!)7 71.54 1i'.J6 16.;'3 1.59 1 •. 34 1.22 .0.16 (1.15 (l,Jil 5.(17 J.B7 3,1] 5.6~ $,92 
1>. !'2gm 8.19 7.07 8~10 l.JS 7.95 7.16 15.11 16.10 JJ..i5 0.35 0,37 0,3.) O.i4 0,12 0.22 1.72 !AS 0,% 6-21 i..SS 
J), f~il 12.52 E.Ol 13.9B JO.Sl 10.5B HU2 28.55 3i.35 JO.SJ 0.51 li.F4 i.% tU9 0.62 0.£.1 1.67 2,52 J,\li 8.60 8.42 
16. Baran · US 9.7J 9.31 6.fil 8.01 7.51 Ji .• Ol JUS 32.83 0.26 0.36 O.JJ 0.12 -O.ig 0.16 1.50. 2.SS 2.01 5.05 6.76 
17. Jaior J(l,JO 8.66 !II.(~> 9.92 ~.BS 8.36 18.08 25.20 2B.1J 0.,0 0.59 ti.il 0.35 0.56 0,61 1.42 i.W 2.56 US S.w 
iB. Siroili 14.# 16./J 15.1>1- . 10.58 13.15 12.17 H.Oi JJ.i~ 30.71 2.07 1.52 2./ii - li.7S 1.29 1.47 8,61 B.H UO 8.65 9.77 
19. iJ,\ii~•ra 1.% 11.47 12.20 . 6.95 10.27 l'Uli 211.61 30.18 29,42 0.44 0.63 0.71 1),19 O.Jil O.!J . 3.52 3.33 3.07 5.60 S.S4 

20. !i~p.!!i_____ 8,96 10.56 11.92 ,_.c 6.SJ 8.57 S.9~1....:·c;:2~?'-·.~i1-.:;1;-;:+.:..;-w~28,:.;.2~1-:-'0.";;YB~·-;O.:_;.i.l1~·.,..:J;.:..:;;JO_..;..o.~35:;,.., ~(1.:.,;.49;;....,;(1,:.:,7~J--;'4.-:;:22~J..~L'·~J~ 6A6 7.52 
2i. Cnittaurgarlt JL.JB 13.76 l/.64 11.20 f'/:48-TI.ee 2i.l9 2+.6$ .lS.17. · 1.87 2.12. 3.41) 1.60 1.78 2.H 3.87 5.05 1.J1 6.95 i.B1 
72, Dungarpur 7.1S70.t1 10.31 6.21 20;05 6.95 23.69 25".95 2B.97 - O.Jl 0.48 i),$ tlA7 O.J2 O.SB 2.38 n5 $,04 5.19 JB.4 
23. Bamara 8.iki 7.8110.90 7.35 7.M 9.58 19.64 13.27 29.64 1.08 1.10 J.8J i.l.S7 0.19 U6 ~.86 6.79 9.88 5.62 5.71 
24. Buldi 14.09 1S.33 16.4<. 11.9018.00 14.87 76.53 2J.S:J 24.33 1.1J 1.76 2.39 0.69 11.58 2.11 3.65 2.51 J.JS 7.51 9.86 
£;., KDta 27.0'1 71.14 22.21 17.34 15.96 15.35 4J.ii!i 41.90 36.72 3.77 4.il2 5.:11 i.t<':i 1.94 2.51 l2.Hl 1J.t<':i 11.18 Ji.39 10.98 
76. Jhaimr 14.&2 JJ.li 10.% 13.68 11.59 8.89 2s.g; 2?.45 26.47 3.74 no ?.SS JAO 7.82 2.37 7.93 7.82 6.SJ US 8.04 

R.4.1ASiHAii 12.10 J?.?J 11.81 9.S(i 10.10 9.66 26.38 25.22 24.41 2.37 7.24 1.35 Uil 1.J6 1.43 6.42 6.30 5.87 6.66 7.J5 
ALL I#VIA JB.OS 17 .4? 16.64 14,37 13.Cfi 11.39 40.11 :;us n.12 3.56 M'! J.74 tAo 1.35 Uv 1J.J5 11.66 1.68. 1\l,JS ?.31 

-
!iot~; 1. Population -~0 Ji~rant figures for this table exclude international ligrards -~d .,~ n<•I corrtiateri for any boundari Chilnges. 

2. lbe figures ior Jigra~b iD ii.f..f.A., and Goa, Pa1an ar10 vlu are PXcluded fro~ 1%1 aiHnilia fiQures. 
J. The 1931 fi~urts fDI l»dia miude Assat ~~~re census couid not be held du~ io oisturbe•i con<iiti;,ns. 

Source; L Cemus of !Diiia, 1961, Vol. XIr, Rajasthan: itigrativ~ Tables, Part lll CliiJ, Table D-lii. 
7. Census of Jnoia, 1971, Suies 18, Rajasthan, ffl'gratioD Tables, Part 11-[), Tabies 11-1. 
J. Cmus t1f india, 11811 Series IS, iiajastha», ffigration Tables, Part V A & B, Tab!~ DI. 
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migration in their urban growth. Jhalawar is among 

. the highest w.r.t. x4, x5 and x6 but its high levels 

in 1961 w.r.t. x2 , x3 and x8 experience fast declines 
i 

over the next two decades. 

There are a few more observations that can be 

made ·about some other districts. Bundi recorded the 

highest levels w.r.t. migrant ratio (x
1

) and all migrant 

ratiOs in rural areas (x
2

, x5 and x8 ) consistently in 

1961,. 1971 and 1981.· Similar is the case with Chittor-

gar~, Bharatpur has one of the hi<ghest values of inter­

state migrant ratios (x4 , x5 and ~), although other 

indicators shmv below· average values. On the ether 

hand ,Pali experiences high levels of short-distance 

migr~tion (~, x8 and x9 ) and low levels of long­

distance migration (X4 ,· x5 and x6 ) in' its total rural 

population and for rural and urban areas separately. 

Sikar and Jhunjhunu have lowest values w.r.t. all 

migrant ratios, ·consistently at all points in the study 

period, except that in Jhunjhun~ district inter-state 

migration ratio (X4 ) and inter-.state migration ratio 

in rural areas (x
5

) '·are not among the lowest and its 

inter-state migrant ratio in urban areas (x6 ), for which 

it had one of the lowest values in 1961, increased very 

fast. This exception may be due to educational insti-

tutions·run by the Birlas, and seeing the temporary 



119 

and esoteric nature of these migrations, vJe can ignore 

this exception. Rharatpur, Alwar and Churu have low 

migrant ratio: . .._ (x
1

) and 10\...r rural migrant ratio (X 2 ) 

in 1971 and :1981. They have consistently lowest levels 

of short-distance migration especially in the rural areas. 
l 

Nagour has one of the lowest values of all migrant· ratios 
I 

in its urban. areas (x3, x6 and. x 9 ) and also the lowest 

valu~ for inter-state migrant ratio (X4 ) and inter-state 

migrant ratio in rural areas (X5 ) consistently through-
r 

out t"he study period. Tonk generally recorded low 

values for all migration ratios t~roughout the study 

period. It can be put in the category of Sikar and 

Jhunj hunu. Barmer, Jalor, Pali and Bhilwara have the 

iowes't values of inter-state migration ratio (X~). 

swai'~~·adhopur has low values of migration ratio (x 1 ) 

and of all the migrant ratios in its rural areas (x
2

, 

,!he_gattern of _ _!em£2£al sEanges 
_!_g Mig£ a ti on ~.!.2: 

Let us have a look at Table IV.S in order to 

know "the changes in migration situation at the district 

level'. Ajmer which had relatively low migration levels 

in rural· areas and high· migration levels in its urban 

areas experienced a steep and continuous decline in 

each 'indicator during 1961-71 as well as 1971-81. 

I • 



TABLE IV ,5 
Percentage Oecadal Changes in nigrant Ratios, 19b1-7i, 1971-61 

-o i~ t~i ~ t---------------------~: ----------------x~---------------i~----------------- i~ ---- ------------i ~ -- --------------i: ---------------- i~-----------------x ~--------------- x~------
19bHI lq]l-Bl 1961-Jl 197i-Bl 1'161-71 l97i-Bl 1961-J1197i-BI 19bHI i97!-B1 1961-71 197l-S1 196!-71 1971-81 1961-71 1971-81 1961-71 l97Hli 

------- ... ----_:. ------------------------------------------------------------------ ---------------::::---------- ----------.------ ... _ ----------------------------------------------------------
1. 6anganagar -14.'il9 \dB -15.57 5.59 -1b.oil -1!.15 -35.~7 -b.BB -38.95 -(•.~·6 -26.31 -12.136 30.96 ·· 6.19 · 29.e.9 9.97 42.7\l -6.61 
2. Bikaner -6.35 -5.68 ~.ZB 5.02 -14.15 -1&.00 12.50 -7.1l2 0.00 50.57 345.45 19.39 -6.46 -1&.:'·7 8.02 -!ll.l(l -27.82 -13.85 
3. Churu -6.59 -6.93 -2.37 - -3.5S -13;70 -\1,70 -2.80 -6.:73 1.49 -7,;,5 -3S) -6.2B · -8.72 0.00 -2.49 3.25 -\6.93 -'5.27 
4. Jhunihunun 4.03 5.87 22.77 -7.73 -18.63 16.35 23.24 Lll 33.75 -9.35 3(ii.6\i -4.71! -0.42 3.4!) 17.26 13.08 -30.36 35.71 

. 5. Aim 2.66 -7.26 -1.68 -1:'..07 7.52 -8.06 ·\9.46 -\: .. 5/ 19-.il -21,67 12.06 7.91 3.H -11.57 -0.23 "15.40 9.Bb -14.57 
6. Bharatpur -iO.ib -1L07 -7.95 -27.fH -4.05 -3.93 -i3.46 -3.09 -6.3~ -19.25 19.77 ~20.04 -B.59 -17.33 -6.06 -3Q.09 -13.13 6.79 
7. s~ai Hadhopur 7.46 -!9.83 ·· 4.57 -28.63 1;16 · -1i.27 i.OI) -1.94 -\2.50 -4./b . -2.26 -il.H 1B.03 -25.93 \4.44 -33.09 18.55 -11.77 
6. Jaipur 5.16 12.7'1 \4.56 ().00 -11.32 2.&4 14.89 24.\10 20.00 43,77 -13.55 1.22 -l.2b . -2.BB 16.59 -7.02 -25.79 -6.28 
9. 5ikar -4.08 -s.n . 5.44 -12.3\ -22.47 2.% &.25 -9.80 10.34 -18.7~· 4.35 -i5.2ll -9.27 -7.60 3.!2 -\3.60 -36.29 5.57 

10. itjmer -15.86 -7.74 -!2.35 -1.26 -19.75 -\9.34 -14.2il -22. i9 0.0\1 -30.00 -16.()7 -32.25 -13.10 -10.79 -8.12 -U9 -18.69 -21.39 .. 
\1. Tonk -7.73 -3.Bl -15.81 -9.55 i3.02 4.71 82.93 -3&.00 4.17 12.00 121.53 -57.05 -10.C.Q -2.38 -14.34 -10.25 8.12 23.00 ..... 
12. Jaisal~er 43.75 17.24 6.26 56.20 72.82 -2i.BS iCI7.B1 -29.32 -39.39 -20.00 104.73 -26.29 14.65 9.10 -4.58 19.54 78.29 3.91 -~ 
13. Jodhpur 3.46 61.36 3/.BO i.6~ -1&.81 -9.63 -15.72 -13.96 · -&.25 ~3.n -22.91 -19.36 ~.23 -0.17 36.51 -5.02 -26.&1 -8.27 C 
i<i. liagaur ·n-.10 -10.69 7.72 -9.94 11.85 -20.41 5.71 -\0.81 57.14 0.00 '-15.70 -33.79 5.46 -l5.il 3.B7 -16.83 16.08 "13.52 
15. Pali 3.99 7.37 -2.22 -4.35 i!.S6 -4.14 64;7\ · 26.19 513.97 -1.61 50.90 19.44 -2.09 -1.7B . -&.3\\ -B.Ctb !'..24 -9;93 
16. Bmer 34.21 0.82 31.53 -6.12 21.64 3.89 38.~6 -8.33 50.0\l -11.11 3.20 -22.09 33.66 3.85 37.1(1 -/.i\1 3.B2 30.44 
17. Jaior -15.92 \5.~7 -20.5& 6.\•9 39.36 12.02 47.50 30.51 60.\•0 8.93 -8.45 96.92 -2b.B3 \5.74 -30.56 6.45 39.45 21.07 
\8. Sirohi 15.85 -6.69 24.29 -7.45 -2.82 -7.08 2!.74 8.73 65.36 13.95 -5.46 !.97 12.62 -16.07 19.&7 -15.17 -'l.BS -20.05 
19. Bhilwara 56.&6 -2.!7 . _4/,77 \7.72 46.36 -2.52 4Z..iB 12.70 57.89 143.33 -5.4(1 -J.Bi 52.50 -11.01 49.90 -19.26 :,a.oo "·" 
20. Utiaipur 17.86 i2.BB 25.48 -C..53 -6.55 iS.&! 14.10 46.07 40.00 ~B.9B -12.55 18.70 16.41 2.66 2~.73 -4.&6 -14;n i9.B5 
21. Chittaur~arh 12.97 26.20 11.43 19.23 \3.13 43.08 14.46 6\1.36 11.25 36.52 30.49 89.50 12.37 17.03 \1.69 \2.95 14.&1 3\•.68 
22. liungai'pur !85.~5 ·49-.49 222.87 -55.36 9.54 11.64 -15.79 85.42 -31.91 6i.25 ·19.75 76.84 255.30 -59.06 286.07 -61.09 14.69 -15.17 
23. BansMara -1.63 30.50 -4.22 3&.08 !S.4B 27.59 1.85 66;36 -9.20 55.~9 39.71 45.51 -LH9 2U7 -2.99 26.63 13.6& -2 . .79 
24. Bundi 33.64 -iZ.59 51.26 -17.39 -10.25 2.16 55.75 35.80 128.99 3.3.54 -23.01 52.94 31.29 -35.40 35.78 -39.88 8.26 -iO.BO 
25. Kota 0.23 0.~·2 -H.54 -3.22 -2.5B -JU.6 98.72 9.75 2.65 29.38 \4.79 -\9.51 -:: .• 60 -11.1\ -0.82 -17.73 -1U3 0.96 
26. Jhalmr -10.39 -17.9& -!5.28 -23.30 i.i2 -10.12 -11.76 -13.6; -17.(16 -17.72 2.0! -!2.6& 0.75 -24.38 -3.72 -29.87 27.87 -7.99 

RAJA5THJ\H 4.34 0.63 &.32 -Ub -4.4(i -3.21 -5.49 6.25 -\3.75 3.62 -l.B7 -6.83 10.36 -7.08 15.29 -lO.b<l -7.33 -2.08 
ALL-illuil\ -7.61 -4.86 -9.05 -12.85 -13.00 -4.95 -3.37 -5.81 -3.57 -l\.\1 -11.85 -17.12 -10.05 -11.&0 -8.30 -15.34 -17.56 -2.62 

-----------..:.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------
Note: lbi d Source: ibid 
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Ganganagar which had highest values w.r.t. all. migration 

ratios, recorded decline in migration ratios proper 

x2 and x3') and the levels of ,long-Q.istance migration 

X 5 
and x6) hut its short-distance migration ratio 

X 
8 

and Xg) increase continuously except that intra-

di.§)trict migration ratio (x 9 ) shows a sharp decline 

during 1971-81. Decline in long-distance migration 

ratios and increases in short-distance migration in case 

of Ganganagar district are more :P>rominent during sixties 

than during seventies, although inter-state migratioB 

ratio (X4 ) records steeper declines during both the 

decades. Kota i.s another district which had highest 
I 

values for all migration ratios at all points in the 

study period. In it the migration level (X
1

) shows .a 

m~ginal increase whereas long-distance migration leve·l 

(x4 ), particularly in its rural areas (x
5

) show a high 

and ciontinuous increase, although all other ratios 

experience a moderate rate of decline. In its case 

x5 increases the rate of increase in the latter decade. 

Bi kaner which 1 ike Kota had highest values of all ratios, 

experienced a continuous increase in its long-distance 

migration, specially in the rural areas. Bundi which 

had the highest levels of short-distance as well as 

long-'distance migration in rural areas in 1961 records 

furtt"ler continuous increase in them, rate of increase 
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being higher during sixti~s than seventies. Jhalawar 

which had one of the highest values of all migration 

ratios, records decline in all migration ratios, except 

an increase in •intra-district migration ratio in urban 

areas l{x9 ) during sixties. Its inter-state migrant 

ratid in rural areas (X5 ) <registered s:teeper declines. 

Sirohi is the only district, with ;ne of the highest 

valu~ of migrant ratios which registered increases in 

. all the migrant ratios, except the urban o:r:1es (X3 , x
6

, 

x9 ). : We find that from among high migration districts, 

Kota,' Bundi, Bikaner and Sirohi record increase in 

inter-~tate rural ratio {X5 ) whereas Ganganagar, AjJ11er 

and Jh?lawar register declines in it. 

It would be pertinent to ·note that Si kar which 

is among the districts with the lowest values w.r.t. 

all migrant ratios, suffers further erosion in all of 

them,: except for a small increase in x8 during the 

severities,. Similarly Churu, which is another low 
' ' 

migration district, records declines in all its migrant 

ratids. On the other hand, Jhunjhunu like Sikar, has 

the lowest values w.r.t. all migrant ratios, records 

incr~ase in all its ratios. except urban migrant ratio 

(X 3 ) and ifltra-district urban migrant ratio (x 9 ). 

From among the districts with the lowest migration 

ratios sikar and Churu suffer erosion in levels of 



migration, long-distance as well as short-distance, 

in rural as well as urban areas, whereas Jhunjhunu 

which also has the lowest values of all migration 

ratios, shows an increase in all of them except in 

urban migrant ratio (x
3

) and intra-district urban 

migrant ratio (X 9 ). 

I 

Now, a few. more observations that can be made 
' 

about increase in migr.ation levels. Chittaurgarh is 

the only district with'comparatively high migration 

levels, and which has specially high[_iJ):t;e~;;;}3t'ateemigra-
. ' 

~j.0'n~~ln~f-.liral areas, recording continuously high 
; 

increases in all migration ratios during the study 

• __!_.,. per lv-..le Moreover, the rates of increase in all migra-

tion 'ratios during seventies is higher than tre rates 
I 

of increas.e in them during the ear~ier decades. on 

the other hand, Banswara and Dungarpur, which had very 

low. values for all migration ratios in 1961, record 

increase in all of them during the study period. The 
1 

long...:,distance migration in their urban areas show a 

contdnuous increase in both the decades, the rate of 

increase went up in the latter decade. Jaipur had very 

high levels of migration in urban areas and low migratior 

level' in rural areas and experienced increase in all 

its rural ratios (X
2

, x5 . and x8 ) whereas all its urban 

r~_tios (x
3

, x6 ·and ·x9 ) ·decline. Its, migration level 

{X
1

), partic\ilarly long-distance migration .!X4 ) 

.... " I 
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increases in both the decades and the decadal percen-

tage rate of increase increases in the seventies but. 

its short-distance migration level {X7 ) declines at a 

' 
moderate and increasing rate. Jaisalmer, Jodhpur, 

Barmer and Bhilwara have considerably low migration 

level's except high intra-district urban migration ratio 

(X8 ) 'in the case of the latter two~ All of them record 

increases in most of their migrant ratios. The decli-

I 

ning migrant ratios in case of Jaisalmer are inter-
I 

state rural {X5 ) and intra-district rural (X8 ). Jodhpur 

experiences deciine in long-distance as well as short 

distance migration ratios in urban areas, the rate of 

decline in case of x6 is faster during the latter 

decade, whereas the rate of decline in x: 9 s· _o111s down. 

In Ba'rmer and Bhilwara, the exception to. the all round 

increases in m-igration is the long-'distance migration 

,in urban areas ·rx6 ). Pali continuously improves its 

migration ratio ·ex~) whereas Jalor experiences a 

moder'ate declinein'it during.1961-71 followed by 

' 
moderate increase during the next decade. But common 

thing between them is that their rural migrant ratio 

(X
2

) declines. and urban migrant ratio {X 3) improves 

' 
dtirlrig the study period 1961-81. Moreover, a dichotomy 

of increase in all inter-state migration ratios (x4 , 

x
5 

arid x
6

) and a decline in all intra-district migration 
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ratios (X7 , x8 and x 9 ) is common to them, although 

intra-district urban ratio (X9 ) in Jalore district 

shows a continuous increase, rather than a decline. 

While analysing the all-India figures we noted 

the urban specificness of decline in migration ratios 

during 1961-7 i and the rural specificness of decline 

in triem during 1971-81. Both ·of these tendencies were 

also' confirmed by the state level and city-level analyses. 

The lirban-specificness of decline in any particular 

district means that the urban migrant ratios m?ve more 

in negative direction or_ less in positive direction as 

compared to their •rural counterparts. Similarly, obser-

ving the rural specificness of decline in migrant ratio 

would mean that the rural ratios move more in negative 

and less in positive direction'as compared to their 

urban counterparts. 

It would be pertinent to mention the districts 

which go against these trends, Jaisalmer, Nagour, 

Jalor, Dungarpur and Kota are the five districts which 

viol~te -both these trends w .r. t. X2 and x3• Apart from 

these districts Alwar, Bharatpur, Tonk, Pali~ Chittaur­

garh 'and Jhalawar violate the urban specificness of 

declfne in migrant ratios during 1961-71 but observe 

the iural-specificness of decline. The five districts 

Bikarier, Ajmer, Jodhpur and Bhilwara observe the 
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urban specificness of decline during 1961-71 but they 

violate the rural specificness of it during the next 

decade. we .can say the majority of the districts observe. 
I 

the Urban specificness of decline during the sixties, 

and rural specificness of it during the next decade we 
I 

noted. for· all India and majority of the state. 

Aforesaid t;-end were violated by Jaisalmer, Banswara 

anci.Kota in relation to migrant ratios (X 2 and x3 ) and 

inter-state migrant ratio Cx5 and x6 ) •. The five districts 

namely Tonk, Ganganagar, Bikaner, Swai-Madhopur and 

D:unga:r:ptJ.r gon't follow any of tht::se all. India trends 
I 

with 'respect; tox5 . and ~. . Out .. of these the first did 

not follow the _urban spec~ficness duri:ng the sixties, 

tl}e. n~xt .i:vJO._ viq:l.at~d. 'the trend of r~ral specificness 

during _the_.seventj.,esand.the l-ast two were in line with 

bqth .. 'the all Indi9, trends with respect to migrant 

·ratios x 2 and X3 ). 

We find that districts of Bharatpur, _ Chi~taurgarh, 

Jl1al.::twar. v.tolate the urban specificness w.r.t. migrant 

r~tios prop~r (X 2 and x3 ). and inter-state migrant ratios 

Cx5 and. x6 ). While Ajmer, Jodhpur and Bhil\l'lara resist 

the r~ral specificness of declil}e for migrant ratios 

{X 2 a11d x3 ) and also fof inter.-st<3.te migrq.nt rat;ios 

(x
5 
and~), Jaipur does so w.r.t. inter-state ratios 
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only. we can say that the trend of urban speci ficness. 

of decline d~ing the sixties and that qf rural specific-

ness of decline in the next decade exist when we consider 

long-distance migration separately. 

' ' 

.§.2S.!Q-E E~.f£_.§!: t t_!gg of M igE.§t i 52!} 
§£~e in Rajasthan: 

·Rajasthan is characterised by ~c.onomic underdevelop-

m~nt and institutional backwardness.. It .t_s one of the 

states wi,th the lowe;:>t level of per C?-pita income and 

the primary. sector provides it the highest share of 

NSDP. It consistently ~-igures among the states with 

low ~hare of _secondary sector in NSDP, . although it has 

relatively higher:- share of tertiary sector in -NSDP. The 

share of ter~iary sect9r in NSDP of Rajasthan is as 

~""' high asAthe case of west Bengal and Maharasht:r:-a. 

In ~act,_ i"ts per capitat_ncome (PCI) has been 

declining ()v~r ti~e. The fj,gures for PCI at constar1t. 

(1_970-71) 
. -t--ro 1'\'\ 

prices are. availableA. 197 0-7·1 onwards_ only. In 

each 'year_, from l971-72tot981-82, __ the PCI_has been 

lowef than the 1970:-71 figure of rupees 620. In chapter 

III we notice __ that the average of 19$0-81 and 1981-82 

PCI was 3.3 per cent belo~ the average of 1970-71 and 

1971-'72 PCI (Table III.3) •. That chapter reveals that 

it wa:s 21 per cent belQ11 the- corresponding all India 

level! of PCT (Table III. 2). The index number of PCI 
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(197 0-71=100) was 94 in 1981-82. During 197 9-80., and 

1980-81 it was 86 and 90 respectively. In 1960-61 

Rajasthan ranked 6th place among the major 17 ~tates. 

' 
in respect of PCI. In 1975-76 its rank was 9th. If 

we consider three years' (1978-79'to 1980-81) average 

PCI the rank of Rajasthan was 11th among the major 17 

states of India.: 
I 

The unsatisfactory income profile, coupled with 

the backwardness of the state in terms of other socio-

ecenomic indicators we discussed in chapter III, 'can 

be related with the decline. in the already low levels 

of al'l its migrant ratios dtrring the seventies~ except 

a small increase in inter-state rural migrant ratio 

{X5 ) .: This exception is insignificant because the 

smaii increase in seventies is preceded by a many-fold 

decline during the sixties. The high estimates of net 

outmigration from its rural and urban areas of Rajasthan 

is also to be noticed as a supporting point. 

Mi_g:_E_stio_!} in Relatio!!_!g~ricul­
~~2!_Develo2~~~!_lE~§iasthaE: 

In 1981-82 the agriculture and allied activities 

contributed :> 1. 45 per cent at 1970-71 prices, to total 

NSDP 'of Rajasthan. Agriculture and animal husbandry 

account for·about seventy per cent of the state's 

workforce. In order to understand the migration 

situatiOQ of the state it is necessary to examine 
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closely the agricultural situation in Rajasthan and 

also the spatial and temporal variations in it. 

'A comparative study of area and production of 

different_crops in Rajasthan indirectly brings the fact 

to the notice that its share in the country•s production 

of main crops is very low, compared to its share in the 

. d . 2 area un er maln crops. 

The agricultt1ral production in Rajasthan is highly 

unstable. There exist glaring regional·disparities 

in .its agricultural development. There is no secular 

trend in area and production of crops in its. For 

example, the index.of area under all ~rops is largely 

determined by the food grains group. With the triennium 

1967...:68 to 19'69-70 as the base year, the maximum index 

of area under food grain was 118.48 in the year 1973..:.74 

and the minimum value of it was 95.82 in 1968-69 in the 

periOd 1967-68 to 1979-80. There 'have been fluctuati-ons 

in al'l three indices of area, namely food grain, non-

3 foodgrain and all crops. 

2. Acharya, s.s. (1983),- "Agricultural Development 
10£ Rajasthan.- Some Issues 11

, paper presented 
in the seminar held at· HCM state Institute of 
Public ~dministtation, Jaipur. on March 10-12. p. :l-f. · 

3. ,Directorate of Economics and statistics, Raj as than, 
_Jaipur, 1981,- 11Agricultural Index Nurribers of 
Rajasthan, 1967;.:,68 to 1979-80", p.14. 
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The levels of. inter-district inequality meas1.1red 

by the coefficient of variation, in the agricultural 

output per worker and the yield per hectare, were_ higher 

than 1the levels of inter-state inequality in them in 

1961,' 1971 and 1981 {Tables III.1 and IV.6). 

In the Sixth State Five Year Plan, under the head 

Agricultural and .Allied activities, the Command Area 
i 

Development {CAD) received the highest priority consti-
! 

tutir:ig 4. 88 per cent of investment, whereas the Drought 

Prone Area Programme {D.P.A.P.) and D.D.P. (1. 95%) was 

listed next in the priority followed by Rural Development 

Programme {1.39%). The minor irrigation (1.25%) 4 was 

put next to them~ The idea of C.A.D. invisions a 

larger concentratio~ of output and modern input-use 

· in a :few pockets of high pr.oducti vi ty. 

The structure of land-holdings is quite unequitable. 

While marginal and small holdings (0-2 hectare), number­

ing about half of the total land- holdings, occupy less 

than lone-tenth land, big holdings (10 hectares and above) 

claim about 11 per cent of the total holdings occupying 

nearly half of the land. 5 ___ ._ ____ _ 
4. Draft VI Plan (1980-85) and Annual Plan 1981-82, 

~aJ asth?n, p. 22. 

5. _!\_gricultU£..§,1_§_!_!_gat];_9E_E2_India, l~ugust 1985. 
:Oirectorate of Economics and statistics, Depart­
ment of Agriculture and Cooperation, Mini~try of 
Agriculture and Rural Development. 
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TABLE IV.6 

LEVELS OF DISPERSION IN SOCIO-ECONOMIC V,ARIABLES - 1961, 1971, 1981 · . ~ { 

Variable/Xear 

1. Percentage of male workers 
in non-household manu~ 
facturing (RUral Areas) (X19) 

2. P~rcentage of maleworkers 
in non-household manu­
facturing {Urban Areas) :(X2o) 

3. Percentag~ of ~ale workforce 
in non-agricultural 
occupati6ns (Rtiral) (X21) 

4. Percentage o£ male workforce 
in non-agricultural occu­
pations(U~ban) (X22) 

5. Average area under 
agriculture per worker 
(Hectare) (X2 3) 

6. Average agricultural out~ut per 
worker (Rs) (X24) 

7. Average·agriculture yield 
( Rs . /Hect) ( X2 5 ) 

8. Percentage of area under 
irrigation (X2s) 

9. Road length per 100 sq. kms: 
(X2 1 ) 

10. Hospitals per·lakh 
population (Xza} 

I 

Coefficient of Variation 
1961 197~ 1981 

58.45 42.10 34.66 

35.17 39.69 25.48 

56.20 34' .. 46' 29.10 

8.35 9:12 6.90 

54.75 38.62 46.45 

61.86 93.36 

59.03 73.49 86.12 

94.55 83.74 68.64 

. 47.41 68.90 33.61 

77.79 25.18 24.56 
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The underdeveloped agriculture of· Rajasthan, 

marked by unstable production, regional inequalities, 

lop-sided priorities, and an antiquated frame of land­

hol?-ings, has one more speciality to its credit. The 

' . minimum guarantee against price fluctuations and a 

price support for agricultural produce are missing 
' 

in Rajasthan. A look at the agricultural index numbers 

of Rajasthan reveals that high prcduction of crops is 

usually accompanied by fall in prices. One example 

of the relation among the area sown, agricultural 

' 
prodtiction, agricultural productivity and agricultural 

prices will help us to understand-it. In 1970-71 the 

area 'under crops was very large (Index Number 109.77) 

and the agr-icultural. production was the maximum (Index 
I 6 

No. 180.97). 

In 1970-71, the land productivity of agriculture) 

was also the highest of the period. The index number 

of it was 161.33. However, the price response to this 

food..:crop year was disappointing. The index number of 

harvest prices of all crops was 89.21 in 1970-71. 

6. In this section, the observations about the 
~agricultural index numbers are based on an 
analysis of period from 1960-61 to 197 9-80, 
with the triennium 1967-68 to 1969-70 as 
the.base period. see Appendices III to XI 
in D.E.S. Rajasthan {1981). · 
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·rn the previous chapter we noticed that Raj as than 

has one of the highest agricultural area per worker 

{X
2

) in 1961, i971 and 1981. On the other hand, 

Rajasthan is listed among states with lowest values 

of the other three indicators namely, output per worker 

{x 24 )', yield per hectare (x25 l, and .percentage of area 

under irrigation {x26 ). Furthermore, we find that 

the area under agriculture per worker, output per worker 

and yield per hectare show high rates of increase during 

the sixties. However, during the next decade the first 

of these three suffers a decline, the rate of increase 

goes down drastically in the case of the second and 

moderately in the case of the third. The percentage 

of area under irrigation increased much faster during 

the seventies than during. the' six.ties. 

It is generally true for Rajasthan that the 

sixties were the years of agriC:ult ural development 

due to institutional reforms and greater availability 

of mOdern agricultural inputs. But from the mid­

severities there is a stagnation in the agricultural 

production. While Rabi production attained a plateau, 

the kharif prO::luction was still susceptible to the 

vagar.ies of monsoon. The increase in migration level._, 

in rt.lral areas (X 2 ), particularly in the short-distance 

migration in rufi:il;" area {X8 ) during the sixties and 
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a decline in them during 'the seventies seems to have 

some· rel-ation with the above-stated reality of agr icul-

tural development during sixties and a stagnation since 

mid-seventies. 

b.9E!£El tg£~ ang_Migra tion 
at District Level: ----- -

we will utilise table IV. 7 and IV. 8 to understand 

the ~patial and temporal profile of agri9ultural develop­

ment in Rajasthan. Ganganagar, Bundi and Kota are the 

districts with the highest values of all the four indi-

caters .of agricultural development under consideration 

consistently in 1961, · 1971 and 1981. Jhunjhunu, Sikar 

and Nagour are districts· with the lowest values of all 

the indicators of agricultural development. T.IJe observed 

in the first part of this chapter that these agr icul­

t.urally most developed districts have the highest levels 

of migration, short-distance as well as long-distance 

in rdral and urban areas, except that "the urban ratios 

are riot equally high in Bundi. we also noted that the 

above noted three agriculturally ·most back\-Jard districts 

had the lowest levels of short-distanc~ migration in 

their rural and urban areas. 

The four western Rajasthan districts of Jaisalmer, 

Jodhpur, Nagour and Barmer have the highest area under 

agriculture per work.er (X 23 ) in 1961, 1971 and 1981. 



TABLE IV. 7 

AVERAGE il6R!CULTLIRAL AREil AND OUTPUT fER ~OllKER, Y!Eln PER HECTARE- 1961 1 1971 1 1981 

Distrid .~YET age area unrlt>r 
Agriculture per 

Average Agri tl•l turol 
output per l:N·ker IRs! 

Average Agritullural 
Yield IRs.!Hectare 

Percentage Variation in 

]. Sang an agar 
2. Bikaner 

'· Churu 
4. Jhunjhunun 
5. AI •or 
6. Bharatpur 
7. Swai Hadhopur 
B. Jaipur 

9' Sikar 
10. fli•er 
1\. lonk 

12. Jaisalt:er 
13. Jr.dhpur 
14. · Nagour 
15. Fali 
16. Bar mer 
17. Jalor 
lB. Sirohi 
19' P.hi h~ar a 
20. lldai pur 
21. Chi t\aurgarh 
22. Dungarpur 
23. Bans war a 
2~. Bundi 
25. Kote 
26 Jhol a war 

RAJASiH:iN 

IX,I 
19&1 19?1 l9Sl 

~ .. ft6 3.37 2. 99 
2. 24 2. 31 2.21 
I. 81 2. 30 2.69 
o. 9(1 ].60 J. BO 

' I. 17 i.9B 1.5!· 
1.30 1.66 ··J.3B 
1.23 i.il I. 42 
1. (15 1. 50 1. 28 
L o:. I. 59 I. 78 
L3~ I. 64 1 • .)) 

i.B7 2.44 2. 1• 

4. 43 2. 99 3. 95 
2. ~i 3.11 2. 46 
2. t.3 2.16 1.67 
us 2.27 I. 53 
~'I,:.;_\ . 4. 09 3. 92 
L99 3.20 2. 3B 
L32 1.64 LiB 
0. 70 I. 11 (1,86 
M7 (>.68 O.BI 
!), 92 i..IB l.(l(o 

0.74 1.01 ll.9b 
0. 87 ]. 30 1.13 
1. 71 2.19 1. 62 
1.64 2.40 1."95 
1.31 1.62 ]. 25 
]. 4 7 2.02 L13 

1961 

186(> .. 40 
185.\>6 
25\l. 44 
204.14 
517. 9<) 
921.71 
691.29 

. 549.45 
315.21 
482.44 
99(..>7 

402.97 
246. i2 
35b. 03 
477.49 
369' 19 
472.69 

1237.09 
.516. C.7 
326.10 
651.56 
640.26 
B2U3 
1~64, BB 
1061.57 
933.52 
563.85 

11,,1 
1971 1981 

3667.22 3329.78 
146.24 219.84 
3'05. 60 506. Bi 
43l.b0 646. 9(> 

177b.22 H59.B3 
3090.53 1425.63 
1393.&5 llBUO 
1050. 77 1008. B6 
556.89 t-29.75 
mus 521.33 
1417.98 107b.57 

12!.16 6t..B9 
759.73 264.63 
668.62 m.so 

1062.10 591.16 
1115.2(> ~·39' 77 
1491.23 721.22 
1022. OS 710.35 
685.62 70~·. 19 

1069.26 1286.33 
1450.72 9~\0, 85 
Bll. 51 B5B. 68 

1238.76 643.69 
46?7. B8 4637.55 
1706. b7 156&. iO 
1335.39 916.48 
1046.75 1186.62 

. . 

Average Agricultural Yield 
Area per M<Jrker ·output per HDrker 

!X., I il,l 1!,.1 (!,,1 
1%1 1971 1%1 1961-71 1971-BI i9bl-71 1971-81 19&1-71 1971-81 

599.55 1087.53 1113.96 10.13-11.18 99.70 -9.20 Si. 39 2.43 
62.79 63.21 99.44 3.12 -4.33 -20.98 50.33 -23.65 57. ~2 

137.68 n2.o5 175.06 27.07 2S. 65 22.03 65.64 -3.65 3J.97 
225.56 269.27 359.10 77.78 12.50 111.42 49.68 19.38 33. :.6 
469.67 696.1:1 1076.56 69.23-22.73 224.19 -6.55 90.~0 20.36 
if!) ,,2 1850.80 7036.11 27.69-16.37 234.22 ,,,, 7Z 161.63 1.9b 
615. ;,.; 616.16 S:.Z.15 39.02 -16.90 1~1.60 -15.00 32.99 1.% 
522.08 699.36 787.42 42.66 -1U7 91.24 -3.99 33. 9& 12.59 
306.67 349.35 3S3.bl 54.37 ii. 95 7&. 67 13.06 13;92 J.22 
370.07 604.97 '·B9 .12 26.15-16.90 173.89 -60.55 117.52 -51.66 
528.27 561.34 503. iB ;.o,;s -12;3\i 43.09 -24.\16 10.05 -13.44 
91.10 75, Bb 16.92 -32,51 31; 11 -45. 12 -69.75 -16.92 -77.09 

I 14. 46 H4.~i 1G7.11 34.63 186.99 -65.17 113. 15 1 1 .), i 5 -55. 98 
135.17 11]. 98 222.21 -17.87 -1: .• \3 87.(<(1 -37.61 56.82 4. B3 
267.61 476.60 386.72 27.53-32.60 12U2 -45.37 78.09 -18.86 
110.91 40. so Bb. 65 22.82 -4.16 202.07 -69.53 -63.68 113.95 
237:72 166. Ob 305.54 b\1, 80 -25. b3 217.16 -51.49 96,90 -34.72 
937. 7ft 624 .. 32 600.65 24.24 -20.05 -17.38 -3\i,SO -3.3.42 -3.79 
732.93 600.34 615.\16 58.5) c22.52 7i. 51 -20.60 9.20 1.84 
S7S. 54 1213.24 15BU3 sq; -7.95 227.89 20.47 110.60 3(1.61 
JOB. IB 12~.3. 3!· 946.82 28.26 -15.25 122.65 -1.4,46 ;us -n.n 
860.16 8l{i,l4 697.37 36.H -4.95 27.22 5. 42 -5.82 10.77 
945.09 955.19 744.33 49.4:. -J:..OB 50.3\i -31.99 1.07 -22.0B 
BOO. 37 2139.95 28&6.15 28.07 -26.03 242.73 -o. 86 167.37 33.91 
646.56 . 710.62 612.87 46.34 -18.75 60.77 -7.03 9.94 14.?>6 
718.54 m.i3 735.11 38.93 -31.32 42.28 -31.37 2. (i~. 0.27 
~.84. 00 518.00 6B4.00 37.42 -14.36 B5. 63 13.36 34. 9\J 32.05 

-------------------------'"------------------------------------:..--------------.------------------------------------------------------------------------------
~otes: ]. The 1961 figure~.ior 1.vera~e area under aQricultur~ per ~or\er, agricultural o~~pu~ per •orhr ynd avera~~ ~~ricultural yield IRs.!H~ctarel ar.e 

ayera~es for 19ou-o1, 19& -62 and 1%2-6~., The 19.11 flijures are aHrages for 19,0-11 and 1972-,3, lhe 1%1 ngures are average. for o980-BL AI•D 
h61- 2. . 

1. The estimates of ar!?a 1 output. and yield are· based on 15 principal ,crops. 

·'· The aQricultural output ""' col cui a ted· at the aver·a9e 1970-73 pri[es. 

4. Fi~urEs 1or Raia~thl.n H'2 ba.setl en i9 crops and for that reason are not strictly co~parable to Hoe figures for districts. 

s~urce: 1. P.halia, 6.5,and ~lagh, Y.K., 1979, Perfor~ante of Indian Agriculture: Di~trict-»ise Study. 

Census of india, 1961, Rajasthan, VoL !.IV, hr\ II Blil General Econooic Tabies, Table B-Ill 

Census of lnlia, !971, Rajas\hao, Seri'es-!B, Par\ II Biiil General Econo~ic T1bles, TaDle B-Ill 

2. 

4. Census of India, 1931, Rnjas\han, Series-IS, Part Ill A~B, Voi.1iil Seneral Econoffiic Tables, Table B-ill 

·'· Directorat" of Econo~ics and Statistics, Rajasthan,. Statistical Abstract of Rajasthan for years 1%2, 1963, 1971, 1973, 1982. 
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TABLE I 'i; \3 

PERCENTAGE OF AREA UNDER IRRIGATION AND PERCENTAGE 
DECADAL RATES OF CHANGE- 1961, 1971, 1981 
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Sourc~: 1~ Directorate of Economics and Statistics, India, Min~ 
istry of Agriculture, 1970? Agricultur-al Statistics 
o·f Indi 2. 

2. Directorate of Economics e.nd Statistics, Government 
o{ f~.:)j<:1st.hr.:w,~ 1.9T5~, .~3-t.i:~ti~;~.\::ic:al Ab£,tr·;:,c\: of H<::l.)as-­
t.hc:,n? t S?? .. 

~- Directorate of Economics e.nd Statistics, Government 
of Rajasthan, 1982, .Statistical Abstract of Rajas­
thf.)rl ~ t 98?" 
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But these di'--stricts have the lowest out~ut per worker 

(x
24

) the lowest yield per hectare (x 25 ) and the _lowe.st 

percentage of area under irrigation <x26 ). Except 

N agour~ the a?ove-mentioned western districts are· 

experiencing further decline or stagnation in their 

labour productivity, land productivity and percentage 

of ar'ea under irrigation. 

The four southern Rajasthan districts of Bhilwara, 

Udaipur, Chi tta\Jlrgarh and Dungarpur have the highest 

values of output per worker {x24 ), yield per hectare 

-cx
25

) and high percentage of area under irrigation 

{x 26 )' consistently. But the agricultural area per 

worker is the lowest -in them at all points in the study 

period. These districts record increase in all the 
I 

indicators of agricultural development. The increase 

in migration levels is taking place in the above-mentioned 

two groups of western district~/ and southern districts.· 

The fact of increase in migration levels of agricul-

tural'ly backward and stagnating districts, speak of the 

possible importance of area under agriculture <x23 f' 
determining the migration levels. 

' 
Ganganagar where continuous agricultur?l develop-

ment has been taking place but the area under agriculture 

per worker {x
23

) declined during 1961-81, experiences 

decline in m1gration levels, particularly the inter-
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state migration levels. Kota is .also agriculturally 

developed and makes further strides in this respect 

over time. Unli.ke Ganganagar, the agricultural area 

per worker .<x23 ) increases in it. We find that long..;. 

distance migration level in rural areas (X5 ) of Kota 

increases, whereas it (x5 ) declined in Ganganagar. 

While this Felationship- of area under agriculture 

per worker (x23 ) and the migration levels, is similar 

to the one we observed at state-level for India; the 

generalisation that the land-pressure is the most 

important factor deciding the migration levels, cannot 

be made with equal confidence for the districts of 

Rajasthan. Mos.t o"f the districts of Rajasthan are 

agriculturally backward and have very high area 

available for, and coming under agriculture. t"ie 

find that during the sixties -due to large-scale area 

expansion in agriculture, the inter-district disparity 

in this respect went down almost on-e-third. High 

area under agriculture per worker became almost a 

commdn factor. On the other hand worker productivity 

and land productivity increased differentially over 

space and the distribution became more skewed. The 

figur'es 4.6 and 4.7 highlight this growing inequality 

over 'space and time. At the district level in Rajasthan 

the deciding factor became the output per worker {x
24

), 
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rather than the agriculture area per worker {x 23 ). It 

'. 
is slightly different from the all India results where 

land-pressure is the most important deciding factor. 
I 

It needs to be studied in detail as to in which districts 

and in what time horizons the land-pressure will become· 

i 
more important and relevant factor of migration. 

The correlation results also support these obser-

vations. The correlation results (Appendix IV.1) show 

that the agricultural output :per worker· (x24 ) and percen-
. . 

tage of area under irrigation . (x26 ) are becoming more 

important factors related with migration. In 1961 the 

\•Jorker producti -yi ty (X 24 ) was the only indicator of 

agr icultura1 development -vJhich. had significantly positive 

' ' 
relation \vith the migration levels. Next to it in 

importance was the agricultural area per worker (x
23

), 

although its relation with migration levels was not 

significant even at 10 per cent level of significance. 
! 

In 1971 and 1981 also the worker productivity (x24 ) 

maintains the high and significant correlation with 

migration levels. The coefficient of correlation of 

agricultural area per worker (x23 ) with migration 

levei's, declines continuously-from 1961 to 1971 and 

from '1971 to 1981. On the other hand the coefficient 

' 
of correlation of the percentage of area under irrigation 

. . . . \ 
{X 26 ) ' . .vith migration levels in 1971 anO. 1981 were higher 
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than the 1961 counterpart. It seems that on the whole 

with the expansion of irrigation and increase in output 

in sixties and seventies,. the area under agriculture per 

work~r Cx 23 ) has become the less relevant and less 

significant indicator of agricultural development in 

Rajasthan as far as migration is concerned. It is quite 

understandable in a situation of erratic rainfall, 

uncertain and unstable agricultural. production in the 

state • 

.Qs;s~l?..§.!i on 2.L§!E.11S:.:LU£~- and 
l1i.2£.9~ion: 

'In the absence of the data on sectqral shares of 

i ncorrre at district level,. 'we Vl ill COnsider the percent age 

of male workforce engaged in non-agricultural occupations 

and the percentage of male workforce engaged in non­

household manufacturing. We find from t.able IV.6 that 

the inter-district differences as regards these two 

indicators have narrowed down. 

1:}_9Q~griculture V'lorkforce 
2.!2£_012E.:2ti.2!}: 

Table IV; 9 gives the structure of non-agricultural 

workforce in rural and urban areas separately for all 

the districts of Raj as than. Agriculturally backward 

districts have low proportion of their urban workforce 

in non-agricultural occupations {x 22 ). However, the. 

picture regarding rural areas is- not-that clear-cut.· 
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PERCENTAGE OF MALE WORK FORCE IN THE NON-AGRICUL~URAL OCCUPAliONS AND 
PERCENTAGE DECADAL C~ANGE l~~~AEJN ~ 1961-1971-1981 

D:isi:Tic:t Fi'ur·~~] 

'\>:;:!1. 

1961 iC/71. l. '?81 

Ur·b~:\n 

< x=,.:oi 
J.<:1f:-l .l.!:J'i' l 

' . 

Pe1··c:entage (~h~nge 
RL~ral Ur·ban 

1981 1961-71 1971-81 1961-71 1.971-81 

--------------·--------------------------J-·-----------·------------------··---------------------------------------------
1 ... Ge.ngane:1g2r 
2"' Bikt;\n\2}'' 
._: .• Churu 
4. JhunjhL,nun 
5. Al''''""'-
6.. BharLltpur 
7. Swai Madhopur 
8 •. Ja:iput·_ 
'7 Si.k?.r 

10. Ajmer 
11. Tonh 
12~ Jaist?.lme.-· 
l.3;~ ,JOdhpur 
14. Nag;;\Lir 
l5 .. P21li 
1 b. Be\r,ner 
17 .. J~Jcw· 

18. Sirohi 
19" 
2(i. 

21. 
22. 

24. 
25. 
26. 

Bhi lY..'a,--a 
UdC\ipur 
Chi.ttaurgc;r·h 
Dung a,- pur 
Be.nsv~r.r a 

Bundi 
i<ota 
~o.lha} f.:IWC\t-

14.98 
26.5GJ 

.' .. \){'.:.• 

1lL 37 
18. ::''·1 

9.9;::: 
1.8 .. 07 
~26 ~ 78 
1?'--6(:; 
27 ,;.~~5 
J.t:,;•,. 76 
l~h .. 73 

11. 7C'i 
~;(l ~ .~:.2 

8 .. 65 
11 ";,:;:; 
47- 0~.2 
1<i~:?J 

1 :>. 69 
1 ~5" 7~: 
8. o:z 

. 7 ~ 5'-:7 

26~94 

ti3.81 

l 0. ~53 
11. [i.e:. 

6., Bt_~ 

1)~1:.·~2 

:l0-60 
.l_:.) .. 8~i. 

. 21" 6() 
.1.9 ,. ~5? 

"23. 20 
16· .. :~7 
19 .. 46 
j.<). 7:\ 
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8.47 
:lb. 81~ 

18.,92 
18. :~.6 
l ~; .. o:: 
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·-.•-. "':·~ .,:.:. . .::.,. ... :.,_, 

2() .. 6~.::: 
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ltl . 
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::.o. ?7 
J4.~0 l 

lEt,. 51 
2F3,. J.f:3 
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1 !5" f37 
::::2. {.)~) 

20.00 
H3 •. 86 

1~~;., 20 
:.::::: .. 69 
23.69 

l~l'L 14 

7E3. 01 

80.01 
1:36.27 
9{:;. 17 
{·]2 .. ·0 .. ~·. 
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94. r:::; 
c_:;.q ~ 1 ~:5 
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'.18" 9~;. 
H~:.. ':Y? 
DO. :~:1 
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':11 ":3'1 
~79. 77 
E~5~ ~2B 

93. 7~~; 
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··-;2~ B:~:; 

~5:.- :::o 
--~:. 77 

6 .. ::.~~~. 

-··l~~~- 29 
-19. :'_\4 

:t(lH ~:;~::. 
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··~58. "36 

1::: .. o:·~ 
--c.;~ 0 1 
-·2. 08 
44.97 

·-::i7 .. 04· 
·--L;'S1 
4.27 

-4.,.,l5 

'1" T:': 
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-..Jot,.__,._;. 

--0. j 8 
·- 2 ~: .. .ol:}.ci~ 

···21. 05 
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4:5. :l5 
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~~::on ~.54-

~;21" 64 
JlO. 50 
58. 1:'· 
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:::8.:58 

L 1:::; 
tjl. tA 

! -5-137 
61. a:•; 
21.04 

:zs .. '-18 
76.70 
EH. tO 

h .. OO 
16~20 

11_... :25 

16.09 L 41 
--·10" 92 13 .. 22 
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-2.38 -0.16 
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5 .. 08 -·5 ... 65 
-·:2. 1 B ·-(>. 3<:. 
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We find that the districts with the lowest proportion 

of their rural workforce eng~ged in non-agricultural 

occupations belong to two extremes. The agriculturally 

most developed districts like Ganganagar, Dungarpur 

and Bharatpur as also the backward ones like Churu, 

Barme'r and Jodhpur fall in the same bracket. It can 

be observed that the districts with the highest prop<?rtion 

of rural workforce in non-agricultural occupations (X
21

) 

are mostly backward agr.iculturally \.vith the exception 

of Kdta. 

1
The high proportion of workforce in non-agr icul-

tural occupations cannot, perhaps, be related with 

agricultural development. It seems that quite often 

that 'agricultural backwardness rather than agricultural 

devetopment is associated with it. The continuous 

decline in x
21 

and stagnation in x
22 

of the agricul­

turally developed districts bear testimony to the point. 

The correlation results (Appendix IV.l) also support 
\ 

theii observation. There is a weak positive relation 

of x2 1 and x
22 

with the indicators of agricultural 

development. 

The general trend of decline in the proportion 

of non-agricultural ·workforce, in rural as well as 

urban areas, dtiring the sixties in most .of the districts 

of Rajasthan indicates that non-agricultural sector during 
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the decade'Estagnated as compared to the agricultural ....,. __ _,-

sector. But the fact of decline in the percentage 

of non-agri-Cultural workforce in urban areas <x22) in 

many idistricts during the seventies points that the 

stagnati6n of sixties did not change to any better 

situation. The look at table IV. 9 and the correlation 

results in Appendix IV.1 reveals that in the districts 

of R~jasthan these two indicators are not at all 

positively related with the migration levels. 

Workforce in Non-Household 
M:anu"facturi~_and 'Mj-.9£2§n 
in_g~.§_§~an: 

Table IV.10 gives the proportion of non-household­

ing rrlanufacturing in the workforce of various districts 

of Rajasthan '.:],.n the rural and urban areas separately. 

Pali, Ganganagar, Swai~Madhopur, Ajrner, Bundi and 

Udaipur have the highest percentage of its workforce 

in rUral as well as urban areas, engaged in non-house­

hold manufacturing. Incidentally, all these are agri­

culturally developed districts. On the other hand, 

Jaisalmer,- Churu and s'arrner which figure consistently 

in 1961, 1971 and 1981, among the agriculturally most 

backward districts, have the lowest percentage of male 

workforce in non-household manufacturing. 

Of all the indicators of agricultural development, 

the worker product;ivity1 i.e., agricultural output per 

worker (x24 ) seems- to be most strongly correlated with 



TABLE IV.10 

PERCENTAGE OF HALE WORKFORCE IN NON-HOUSEHOLD MANUFACTURING AND 
PERCENTAGE DECADA~ VARIATION - 1961-1971-1981 

District RURAL URBAN RURAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE 
( Xl9) (Xz o) (Xl9) (X2 (}) 

1961 1971 1981 1961 1971 1981 1961-71 1971-81 1961-71 1971-81 

., 

1. Ganganag,;·r. 1. 48 1. 31 2.46 16.28 16.73 18.96 -11.79 87.79 2.76 13 .. 33 
2. Bikaner 0.61 0.75 2.51 10.50 10.08 13.30 22.95 234.67 -4.00 31.94 
3. Churu 0.16 0.45 1.14 7.76 8:59 11.25 181. 25 153.53 10.70 30.97 
4. Jhunjhunti'n 0.77 1.11 3.69 1.11 9.04 14.47 44.16 232.43 -13.33 60.07 
5. Alwar 0.73 1.18 .. 3.32 12.98 11.05 20.25 61.64 181.36 -14.87 83.26 
6. Bharatpur 0.41 0.78 2.03 11.99 13.59 18.27 90.24 160.26 13.34 34.44 

~ 7. Swai Madhopur 1.47 1.15 2.56 14.67 14.26 17.15 -21.77 122.61 -2.79 20.27 
8. Jaipur 0.38 1. 58 4.50 17.45 18.93 25.45 315.79 18L81 8.48 34.44 ~ 
9. Sikar 0.75 1. 49 3.15 10.29 11.63 14.31 98.67 111.41 13.02 23.04 .p. 

10: Ajmer · 1. 30 1. 73 4.28 14.07 17.31 22.87 33.08 147.40 23.03 32.12 
11. Tonk 0.47 1.11 2.82 13.40 12.99 21 .. 15 136.17 154.05 -3.08- 62.82 
12. Jaisalmer · 0.04 0.56 2.03 8.76 3."26 9.69 300.00 262.50 -62.79 • 197.24 
13. Jodhpur 0.44 0.71 1. 61 11.73 14.62 18.59 61.36 126 .. 76 24.64 27.15 
14. Nagaur 0.42 0.93 2.51 13.91 18.2.0 21.01 121.43 169.89 30.84 15.44 
15. Pali 1. 49 2.59 3.64 20.57 2!?.73 23.93 73.83 40.54 25.09 -7.00 
16. Barmer 0.19 0.61 1. 07 7.48 10.75 23.87 ' 221.05 75.41 43.72 122.05 
17. Jalor 0.54 1.19 1.82 4.56 7.36 9.30 120.37 52.94 61.40 26.36 
18. Sirohi 0.72 2.02 3,82 8.89 7.52 13.30 1-80.56 89.11 12.41 76.86 
19. Bhilwara 0.72 1.19 2.93 16.71 21.13 21.56 65.28 146.22 26.45 2.04 
20. Udaipur 0.88 1. 37 3.01 11.39 15.17 17.70 55.68 119.71 33.19 16 .. 68 
21. Chittaurgarh 0.66 1. 42 2.80 11.81 12.27 15.05 115.15 97.18 3.87 22.66 
22. Dungarpur 0.53 0.68 1. 72 10.23. 10.56 14.99 28.30 152.94 3. 23 41.95 
23. Banswara 0.26 0.58 1.48 6.84 8.72 15.28 123.08 155.17 27.49 75.23 
24. Bundi 1.10 1.28 3.09 23.45 22.67 21.78 1. 82 175.89 -3.33 -3.93 
25. Kota 1. 24 1. 71 4.06 11.67 23.64 23.52 37.90 137.43 102.57 -0.51 
26. Jhala.war 0.69 1. 45 2.62 12.11 16.80 17.40 110. 14 80.69 38.73 3.57 

RAJASTHAN 0.75 1.23 2.81 13.28 15.71 19.84 64.00 128.46 18.30 26.29 

Source' Same of Table IV.A. 
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the vvorkforce in non-household manufactur?-ng occupations. 

From "Table IV.lO we find that the districts with high 

proportion of workf.orce in non-household manufacturing 

' 
have the higher lev~ls of male migration in them. On 

the other hand the districts with low proportion of 

workiorce in non-household manufacturing have relatively 

lo~1er levels of male migration in them. For the districts 

of Rajasthan the proportion of male workforce in non-

household manufacturing has a positive correlation with 

most 'of the migrant-ratios. The percentage of rural 

male workforce in non- household manufacturing (x19 ) ha~ 

significantly positive coefficient of correlation with 

migration ratios. However, its urban counterparts 

Cx
20

)1 has positive but not significant relation with 

migration levels. These· results conform to what we 

found in our state-level analysis for India. However, 

the lower value of coefficients of corr~lation of x
19 

' 
and x20 with the inter-state migrant-ratio (X

4
) as 

compared to.the intra-district migrant ratio (~), is a 

relationship contrary to what we observed at the state-

level for India. 

1n9i~2~~of Road Develo2m~~ 
and Health in relation to 
E}g~§tion in Raj2_§than:-

A look at tables IV.11 and IV.12 reveals no 

significant pattern of;relationship of these indicators 
/ 
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TABLE IV .11 

' ROAD LENGTH PEH. HUNDRED SQUARE KILOMETERS - 1961, 1971, 1981 
-----------------,------------------------~------------------------------

District Road Length Percentage . 

1. Ganganagar 
2. Bikaner 
3. Churu 
4. Jhunjhunun 
5. Alwar 
6. Bharatpur 
7. Swe.i Madhopur 
8. Jaipur 
9. Sikar 

10. Ajmer 
11. Tonk 
12. Jaisalrner 
13. Jodhpur 
14. Nagaur 
15. Pali 
16. Barmer 
17. Jalor 
18. Sirohi 
19. Bhilwara 
20. Udaipur 
21. Chittaurgarh 
22. Dungarpur 
23. Banswara 
24. Bundi 
25. Kota 
26. Jhalawar 

1961 

5.71 
3.44 
4.63 
8.11 

15.64 
16.93 

8.24 
9.55 
9.36 

17.75 
7.70 
1.80 
7.58 
9.15 
9.99 

33.84 
6.39 

13.43 
59'. 47 
17.91 
18.20 
18.99 
14.31 
13.53 
11.72 
18·. 06 

(In Kilometres) Variation 
CXz 1 ) 

1971 

7.09 
4.08 
5.13 
9.08 

15.68 
18.33 
8.85 

10.09 
9.45 

19.44 
8.98 
2.02 

. 8. '71 
9.82 

13.57 
. 4. 77 
7.26 

14.13 
10.88 
18.60 
19.33 
18.69 
15.39 
13.98 
13.84 
12.20 

1981 

9.86 
5.28 

-8.23 
12.80 
19.09 
18 .. 52 
10.13 
14.54 
13.14 
19.96 
10.68. 

5.15 
17.53 
12.11 
15.48 

9.57 
11.86 
17.15 
13.93 
19.44 
12.45 
25.01 
14.73 
16.36 
11.75 
12.33 

1961-
71 

24.17 
18.60 
24.21 
11.96 
0.26 
8.27 
7.40 
5.65 
0. 96. 
9.52 

16.62 
12.22 
14.91 

7.32 
35.84 
24.22 
13.62 

5.21 
14.09 

3.05 
135.73 
-1.58 
7.55 
3.33 

18.09 
-32.45 

1971-
81 

39.07 
29.11 
60.43 
40.97 
21:68 

1. 04 
14.46 
44.10 
39.05 

2.67 
18.93 

154.95 
101.26 

23.32 
14.00 

100.63 
63.36 
21.37 
28.03 

4.52 
-35.59 

33.81 
-4.29 
17.02 

-15.10 
1.07 

---------------------------7----,~--------------------------------------------

Note: 1961 figures refer to 1962-63 whe_reas those for 1971 refer to 1970-71 
and 1981 figures r~fer to 1980-81 

Source: Directorate 'of Economic~ ~nd Statistics, Government of Rajasthan, 
Statistical Abstract of Rajasthan for years 1963, 1973, 1982. 
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TABLE IV. 12 

HOSPITALS PER LAKH POPULATION - 1961, 1971, 1981 

: ' ________________ .... _____________________________________ _ 

Districts 

1. Ganganagar 
2. Bikaner 

,3. Churu 
4 .' Jhunjhunun 
5.; Alwar 
6. Bharatpur 
7. Swai Madhopur 
8. Jaipur 
9. Sikar 

10. Ajmer 
11. Tonk 
12.l Jaisalmer 
1.'3 .~ Jodhpur 
14.' Nagaur 
15 .· Pali 
16. ·Barmer 
17 .' Jalor 
18-.: Sirohi 
19. Bhilwara 
20. Udaipu1~ 

21. Chittaurgarh 
22. Dungarpur 
23. Banswara 
24. Bundi 
25. Kota 
26. Jhalawar 

. ' 

1961 

1. 06 
2. 03 
1. 67 
1.40 
2.02 
1.39 
1.17 
1.32 
1. 22 
2.42 
0.60 
1.10 
2:37 
1.39 
1.49 
0.62 
1.28 
2.84 
1. 97 
1.43 
3.20 
8 . .49 
1.05 
4.33 
2.13 
2.65 

( Xz s ) 

1971 

1. 17 
2.45 
1.26 
1.46 
1. 70 
1. 43 
1.40 
1.60 
1. 12· 
1.71 
1.49 
2.99 
1. 70 
1.16 
1.73 
1:49 
1. 44 
2.12. 
1. 93 
1. 53 
1. 65 
1.32 
2.02 
1.85 
2.10 
1.55 

0.98 
1.48 
1.58 

•. 1. 67 
1.49 
0.96 
1.30 
1.39 
1.45 
1.91 
1. 73 
2.58 
1.17 
1.30 
1.92 
1. 06 
1. 21 
1.89 
1. 67 
1.26 
1. 05 
1.12 
1. 58 
1.63 
1.55 
1. 82 

Percentage 
Variation 

1961- 1971-
71 81 

10.38 
20.69 

-24.55 
4.29 

-15.84 
2.88 

19.66 
21.21 
-8.20 

-29.34 
148.33 
171.82 
-28.27 
-16.55 

16.11 
140 .. 32 
12.50 

-25.35 
-2.03 

6.99 
-48.44 
-84.45 
92.36 

-60.89 
-1.41 

-41.51 

-16.24 
-39.59 
25.40 
14.38 

-12.35 
-32.87 

-7.14· 
-13.13 

29.46 
11.70 
16.11 

-13.71 
-31.18 

12.07 
10.98 

-28.86 
-15.97 
-10.85 
-13.47 
-17.65 
-36.36 
-15.15 
-21.78 
-11.89 
-26.19 

17.42 

Note: While calculating the number of hospitals, a 
hospital was assigned ~eight-=1 and a dispen­
sary weight = 1/3. 

Source: Directorate of Economics and Statistics, 
Government of Rajasthan, Statistical Abstract 
of Rajasthan for years 1961, 1971, 1981. 
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with the level's of migration. The results in Appendix 

IV.l show that. there is a we·ak negative correlation of 

th_ese tw<;> indicators with migration levels, .except for 
1).' 

a weak positive C:orrel atl:on:~w itt'i _migr a·t:ibn ,_i:B.i.u:tban 
- --- -·-- -- ... - < •• • - _, ~~ ~ • ..._ 

areas (x,3), especially with the short-distance migration 

levels in urban areas (x9 ). It seems that these factors 
I 

in themselves are not any deterrnining factors as far as 

migration is concerned. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION 

The study identifies certain important trends and 

permits generalisations which have major policy.::5impl i-

cations. 

contrary to the general notion that with development, 

the level of interaction increases, the percentage of 

lifetime migrants of long-distance as well as short-

distance in India's rural as well as urban male population, 

declined throughout the sixties and the seventies. This 

is corroborated by several other. findings. The growth of 

male migrants was less than the growth of male population. 

The· grovvth of rural tci rural and urban to rural streams 

of male migrants was less than the grovvth of rural male 

population. Similarly• the growth of rural to urban and 

urban to urban sitreams of male migrants was less than the 

growth of urban male population. Furthermore, if we 

consider the percentage of current and inter-censal 
.. 

migrants in these streams separately, vie get confirmation 

of the declining tendency of male migration. 

For all types of male migrants in India, migrant 

ratio in rural areas is less than the same in urban 

areas. The difference is greater for backward states 

and lower for the developed states. The inter-state 
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migrant ratio is lower than the intra-district migrant 

ratio in·the male population of India. ·similar is the case 

with its rural male population. This is true for almost 

all the states. 

However, in the urban areas the long-distance migration 

levels were higher than the short-distance migration 

levels in 1961 and 1971. But in 1981,_ the urban areas 

also r-ecorded levels of long-distance()migration which 

were lo"ver than the short-distance migration levels. The 

higher percentage of long-distance than short-distance 

migrants in the urban areas is observed in the developed 

and the developing states. The share of long-distance 

as well as short-distance migrants in the total internal 

migrants residing in rural areas of India and most of 

the states, has been declining. It implies that inter-

district movements have become more usual. 

The rate of decline in the'(,+~:vels of migration in 

the male population of India has been more drastic in 

urban areas during the sixties and in rural. areas during 

the seventies. This rural-urban dichotomy holds even 

when we consider long-distance and short-distance migrations 

separately. During 1971-81, the decline in long-distance 

male migration levels in rural as well as urban areas, 

has been greater than during th~ earlier· dec~de. 
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" There is a clear-cut difference in the migration 

situation of developed an_d backward states. The developed 

.states generally have the highest migrant ratios and 

particularly high inter-state migrant ratios in rural 

as well as urban areas,· whereas the backW.ard states 

record the lowest values of these ratios. States in 

the latter group experience steeper rates of decline 

in their already low levels of male migr?tion than 

·developed states. In backward states the declines in 

male nG.gration levels have been steeper in rural areas, 

during 1964:-71 as well as 1971-81. This means they 

violate the urban specificness of decline in male 

migration levels which is observed for 'all India and 

for the developed states during 1961-71. In the 

relatively backward states the share of rural" areas 

in the total internal male migrants declined during 

the study period, whereas for a few deve~ed states 

it has increased. The backward states have recorded 

distinctly high levels of rural as well as urban out-

migration, zero or negative growth of rural to rural 

outmigration and negative net inter-state migration 

and a negative decadal rate of inter-state migration 

in their internal male population. 

0 uY study of the c 1 ass .I cities for 196 1 and 1971 

' 

and of all metropolises for 1961, 1971 and 1981, after 
out 

carry~ngLnecessary adjustments for the ceanges in the 
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concepts O:f,E"urban area• and 'migrant•, discovered a few 

importamt trends. 

Tl"ilere is a great disparity among the cities regarding 

the levels of fitlgr ation as well as the levels of long­

distance migration in the male population. In most of 

the c:ities, these levels are lower than the. corr6i!sponding 

figures for the all India urban male migration· in 1961 

as well as 1971. Moreover, the ievels of migration and 

long-distance migration in them in 1971 were lower than 

the corresponding levels in 1961. The cities with the 

highest and lowest levels of migration have considerable 

rank-consistency for 1961 and 1971. One significant fact 

b t th ti 1 t f · · · r.'r~ i · · h a ou e spa a pa tern o m1.grat1.on 1.n....:,.c-~t. es 1.s t . at 

those with the higlilest levels w.r.t. 1z>oth the indicators 

are either in the developed states or they are the 

industrial centres of the. otherwise backward states. 

The majority of cities experienc~d declines' in the 

migrant ratio as well as in the inter-state migraBt ratio. 

A few, which registered increase is bot~ of these ratios, 

had consistently higher levels of migration in 1961 and 

1971. 

The majority of cities experienced growth of male 

population higher than the growth of urban male popGlation 

of India as a whole. However, for all except six cities, 

the' growth of male migrants was lower than the growth of 
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the male population in them. In fact, in one-fifth of 

the total cities, the growth of male-migrants and inter­

state male migrants was negative. Most of these cities, 

· with a falling number of migrants belong to the relatively 

b ack:W ard states. 

Migration level in almost all metropolises declined 

in the s'ixties as well as the seventies. For most of the 

metropolitan cities the decline im migration levels in 

the sixties was .steeper than the decline during the 

seventies. In 1981, the inter-state ratio in almost 

all metropolises was lower than the corresponding figure 

of 1961. Most of the metropolises during the sixties , 

experienced growth rate of male migrants and male population 

lower than. the corresponding figures for urban areas of 

India. However, during the seventies the opposite was 

true. The metropolises with high levels of migration 

and high growth of male population belong to the relatively 

advanced states whereas those with low and fast declining 

level's of male migration and experiencing low growth of 

male migrants in them belong to a relatively back\rJard 

state. 

The states with the lowest lev·els of per capita 

income (P. c. I.) the highest shares of lt!'ne primary 

sector and-the'~lowest shares of the secondary sector 

in their net state domestic product (N.S.D.P.), observe 
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the lowest levels of male migration and exhibit·steeper 

declines in them; have high rural as well as urban male 

outmigration and observe negative net inter-state decadal 

migration. On the other hand, the states having high 

levels of P.C.I., the lowest ·share of primary sector 

and the highest share of secondary and terti~ sectors 

experience the diametrically opposite migration scene 

consistently in 1961, 1971 and 1981. However, it must 

be mentioned that the states with the highest levels of 

P.C.I. also have a continuous decline in migration ratios. 

The states with low P.C.I., bigger primary sector and 

smaller secondary sector but proportionately high 
I 

tertiary\ sector exhibit a dichotomy of having the lowest 

migration levels in rural areas and higher migration levels 

in urban areas. 

The correlation results elaborately confirm these 

relationships. Migration ratio (X 1 ) has positive relation 

with P.C.I. The migration level in-urban areas (X
3

) has 

higher positive relation with P.C.I. than does the 

migration level in rura~ areas (X 2). _ At higher level 

of P.C.I., the level of long-distance migration in male 

popuLition is generally high and opposite is the case 

with short-distance migration. The levels of inter-sta~ 

migration in rural areas (X
5

) are more positively related 

with P.C.I. than are the levels of inter-state migration 

in urban areas (X6 ) • 

. ~. 



The share of the primary sector in N.S.D.P. has 

high negative correlation with male migration in total 

male population and in rural as well as urban male 

population. The share ·of the tertiary secto~ has 

higher positive correlation with migration levels in 

male populatio:a than does the share of the sedo.ndary 

sector. HGMever_, if we consider rural and urban areas 

separately the reverse would be the case. correlation 

of the share of the secondary sector is NSDP with long­

distance migration, especially in urban areas and the 

correlation of the share of the tertiary sector i:a N.S.D.P., 

especially in rural are.asare hi<;_fb. and significant:. 

The increase in the share of the secoEdary sec tor 

and declir1e in the share of the primary sector in N.S.D.P. 

Of the most backward states during the sixties are 

associated with higher rural than urban OQtmigration 

and the lack of urban specificity of male migration 

levels during the decade. Similarly the states which 

did not exhibit the urban speci·f ic ity of decline in long-_ 

di stan.ce migration levels during the sixties· are associated 

with decline in the share of their primary sector in 

N.S.D.P. The lack of urpan specificity is true for 

the st·ates with high shares of primary sector. During 

1971-81, the rural specificity of decline in male migration 

is associa~d with the general·trend of decline in the 

share of the.primary sector, and improvement in the share 

of the secondary sector· in the N.S.D.P. 
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Disparities in the levels of agricultural develop­

ment have increased significantly throughout the study 

period. There is high in.equal'ity in the distribution 

of larld. The concentration of agricultural development 

in a few pockets, the unegalitarian patterns of ownership, 

cultivation and tenan.cy and the most dismal record of 

land reforms are some of the salient features of the 

political· economy of agr icultl.llre in India. 

The agriculturally less developed states have n.et 
' 

negative migration in 1971 as well as 1981 and a negative 

rate of migrants for 1971-81. Declines in migration 

levels are mo~e promiaent in the states which report 

lower area under agriculture per worker, irrespective 

of the fact whether they are agricultQrally developed 

or backward. Those with highest· area under agriculture 

per worker continuously increase long-distance migration 

levels especially. in the rural areas. The states with 

I 

the lowest area under agriculture per worker have negative 

net inter-state migration and a n.eg~tive decadal rate 

thereof. The declin.e in area per worker during 1971-81 

is significantly related with the rural-opecificlty of 

decline in migration levels during the decade. correlation 

results also tell that land-pressure is the most important 

factor deciding migration levels especially in rural areas. 

The percentage of male workforce in non-house-hold 

manufacturing is positively related with the male migration 

levels. The relation is stronger in rural areas than in 
I 
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urban areas and is all the more valia for long-distance 

migration. whereas s'Aort-distance migration is negatively 

related with the non-hoa.sehold manufacturing occupations. 

It can generally be said that the states with highest 

unemployment rates have lower 'percentage of long-distance 

migrants as compared with those recording lowest male 
I 

unemployment rates. The highest increases in unemployment 

rates' are almost certainly associated with declines in 

migration, specially long-distance migration levels. With 

any decline in unemployment rates, local response in,the 

form of intra-district migration is more likely than any 

all Tndia effect through long-distance migration. 

Road development is associated with increase ~n, 

or stability at higher levels of migration, especially 

long-distance migration. Availability of roads and 

hospitals can be included in the set of variables of 

socio-economic development the combination of which 

influences the migration levels. 

For all the states the per capita expenditure on 

education in raral areas was significantly lower than 

the corresponding figure for the state as a whole. High 

per capita expenditure on education and high increase 

in it are associated with high and stable or increasing 

levels of migration. 

The growth of popu.lation during the present century 

has been higher for Rajasthan than for all India. During 



the last two decades, the growth of the urban population 

in Rajasthan has been significantly higher than the growth 

of popl11ation in it. This is true for most of its districts 

also. This urban growth was sigmificantly higher than the 

corresponding all India growth rates which in turn were 

highest in the century. The urban ratio in Rajasthan. 

and most of its districts as well, has experienced accele­

rated incre'ase~ The 1951-61 urban growth seems to be 

related positively with the level of urbanisation. ~owever, 

higher growth of urban population in the post-1961 period 

is taking place in the districts hitherto less urbanised~ 

In Rajasthan, all the male migration ratios, except 

the inter-state migration ratio in rural areas (X5 ), v~re 

significantly below the corresponding all India levels 

in 1961, 1971 and 1981. It recorded high rural as well 

as urban out-migration both in 1971 and 1981, although 

it had a positive decadal rate of net migrants. As 

opposed to the all India trend of continuous decline 

in all migration ratios, Rajasthan had continuous decline 

in its migration ratios in urban areas only. All other 

ratios, particularly those of' rural areas registered an 

over all increase during the study period, except that 

long-distance migration level in rural areas show a 

marginal decline. The long-distance migration levels 

suffered decline during the study period iri Rajasthan's 

total male population as also the male population in -

rural and urban areas separately. 
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Migration levels in rural areas, specially the 

long-distance migration levels. vary much more across 

the districts of Rajasthan or compared_to the variation 

of their urban counterparts and also as·compared to the 

variability across states in. this regard. 

The majority of. districts of Rajasthan observe 

the- urban speci ficness 0f decline during the sixties, 
' 

and rural specificness of it during the next decade 

which we noted for all India and m~erity 
o...J." -...... ~ 

of these 

states. These tendencies are· also perceptible when we 

consider the ,long-distance migration alone. 

The very low and declining levels of P.C.I. of 

Raj ast_han, very high share of primary sector in its 

NSDP and its backwardness in terms of other socio-

economic indicator-s ha~e been accompanied by the decline 

in the already low levels of migration in and hiqh 

estimates of net outmigration from, its rural and 

urban areas. 

The share of Rajasthan in the country• s production 

of main crops is very low as compared to its share in 

the· area under main crops. The agricultural production 

is highly unstable. There is no secular trend in area 

and production of crops in Rajasthan. Glaring regional 

disparities exist in its agricultural production. The 
~-

levels of inter-district inequality for Rajasthan in 
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the agricultural output per worker and the yield per 

hectare were higher than the levels of inter-state 

inequality for India in these indicators in 1961• 1971 

and 1981. 

The lop-sidedness of the policy of larger concen­

tration of output and modern i_nput use in a few pockets 

of high productivity is all the more accentuated in the 

drought-prone and famine-hit conditions of the geographically 

vast Raj as than. According to the latest agr ic ul tur al 

census, the structure of land-holdings in Rajasthan is 

highly unequitable. The fact that high production of 

crops is usually accompanied by fall in prices means 

that even the minimum. guarantee against price fluctuations 

and a minimum of price support for agricultural produce 

~ are missing in Rajasthan. 

In Rajasthan, the sixties are associated with 

agricultUral development. Since the mid-seventies 

there is a stagnation in its agricultural production. 

This fact seems to have some relation with the increase 

in migration ievels in rural areas (X 2 ) and particularly 

in the short-dista-nce migration levels' in rural areas 

(x.8 ) during the sixties and a decline in them during 

tlie c'seventies. .•. 

The- agriculturally most developed districts have 

the highest levels, and the agriculturally most backward 



161 

ones record the lowest levels of male migration, short-

distance as well as long-dis~ance, both in rural and 

urban areas. Increase in- migration leveis is seen for 

the districts experiencing expansion in the area under 

agriculture per worker, whether they belong to the group 

of agriculturally developed and progressing or to the 

group of agriculturally backward and stagnating districts. 

On the other hand, the decline in the area under agriculture 

per worker for individual districts is accompanied by 

decline in migration levels. This relationship is 

similar to the one noted in the state-level analysis for 

India. However, most of the districts of Rajasthan are 

backward, cover a large geographical area and have a 

very high area available for, and coming under agriculture. 

In Raj asthan,due to large-scale area expansion during 

the ·sixties, the inter-district disparity in agricultural 

area per worker has gone down and its distribution has 

become more uniform. On the otber hand. labour productivi tyCL~d 

\>'Yoch.,.c.t·,..,it'j •. f... in agr 1cultt:Ire increased differentially OVE;!r space and 

their distributions became more skewed. 

The stable hiqh and significantly positive correlatior 

of the agricultural output per worker with male migration 

levels in 19611 1971 and 1981 and the decline in the 

coefficient of correlation of area under agriculture 

with migration levels from 1961 to 1971 and from 1971 to 

1981 can be taken to mean that the opportunities of 
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productive employment in agriculture or a lack of these 

is, in general, the most important factor effecting 

mobility in the districts of Rajasthan whereas the land­

pressure is not as oppressive and constraining a factor 

~s it would seem to be in the state-level analysis for 

India as a whole. It should be seen in relation to the 

special sit~ation of erratic rainfall, uncertain and 

unstable agricultural production in the peculiar geo­

physical sett~ng of Rajasthan. Nevertheless, the 

generalisation that, ceteris paribus, higher the area 

under agriculture per worker, higher will be the male 

migration levels and lower the decline in these migration 

levels is too well es~ablished by our overall analysis 

·to be rejected merely by the correlation results of 

district-level analysis for Rajasthan~ 

It can be observed that the agriculturally backward 

distrl.cts, generally, have 1~ proportion of their urban 

male workforce ana high proportion of rural male workforce 

in non-agricultural oc~upations, although the position 

is not very clear-cut specially w.r.t. rural male-work­

force. Statistically, both these indicators have a 

weak positive relation with the indicators of agricultural 

development. The general tr.end of decline in the proportion 

of non-agricultural workforce, in rural as well as urban. 

areas, during the sixties in most of the districts of 

Rajasthan indicates that non-agricultural sector during 
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this decad~ stagnated more as compared to· the agricult-ural 

sector. But the fact of decline in the percentage of non-

agricultural workforce in urban areas in many districts 

during the seventies also points that the stagnation of 

sixties did not show any significant improvement. These 

two indicators of non-agricultural workforce are not at 

all positively related with the migration levels. 

In Rajasthan, the employment in non-household manu-

facturing occupations as percentage of rural male work-

force and as percentage of urban male workforce, is more 

strongly positively related with worker productivity in 
o-..~--r\c...\.\.1...-tu..-ye,. , tl.-,. ... ""' O..'Y'-j o~e.."l' \~ic.cd:"o..,.... of-

"agricultural development. Tllese indicators have positive 

relation with the levels of migration in population. These 

results are in conformity with the state-level analysis for 

India. Availability of roads and hospitals does rtot seem 

to have any poSitive or significant relation with the 

migration levels in the districts of Rajasthan. 
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