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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Mit~ntHon is a fonu ofsilalialmohilily ofpopulatiou lu .. ~lWC(:II one ~~eo~n1phkal 

lmit and another involving a permanent change of residence. (UN: 195H)I. 

Internal migration, in this sense, is residential mobility of population (]·om one corn

munity to another, within the same country .. However, tourists, visitors, commut

ers, etc. are excluded from this definition, since no permanent change of residence 

generally takes place in such cases .. The change in residence results in a redistribu

tion of the population at origin and destination. Thus, along with fertility and 

mortality, migration controls the dynamism of the population of an area. Though 

not given as much importance as f'ertility <md mortality, migration is ;1 major symp

tom of social change, since industrial development is accompanied by a redistribu

tion of'populatio11. 2 .Not being a definite dcn10graphic evc11t, its eslinHtlion is dif"li

cult. Migration is closely associated with economic fluctuations, national and inter

national cve1its. nature of the physical environment, social org;misa(ion of' group~.; 

and geographical, political and population factor, all of which are dynamic.3 ·rhus, 

migration is often unpredictable and its study and estimation becomes difficult. It 

requires more attcnt!on at this juncture since it is closely connected with economic 

!luctuations and important national events. 4 

Migration consists of a variety of movements that can be described in the aggregate 

as an evolutionary and development fostering process operating in time and space to 

correct rural-urban, inter-urban and inter-regional imbalancs. It may also spread 



information when migrants arc more skilled than those living in destination regions 

and may make the latter a dynamic force. s 

On a global scale, the movement and interaction of people has historically, been an 

important factor in world civilization, in the enrichment of cultures and in the spread 

of technology. Migration, thus, represents "an integral and vital part of human de

velopment. Migration has also played an important pnrt in the process or industri:tl

ization and urbanization, initially in western Europe and more recently in many 

other parts of the globe.6 

However, unplanned migration is capable of disrupting the social and culturallegac;, 

of a nation, though the impact would be slow. Migration has an impact on the size, 

composition and rate of growth, distribution and characteristics of til<.: population 

both at origin and destination areas,as well as bringing about a change in the mi

gmnts thc111sdvcs. It is :1 continuous process, though its incidence v;rr ic:; l"ronrti11re 

to time according to the interplay of various factors. More recently, its impact on 

development, urbanisation, existence of urban slums and the incidence or poverty 

has resulted in its being included in urban planning studies. Being considered an 

important symbol of socio-economic developme'nt and industrialisation, it attracts 

the attention not only of demographers, but also of Social Sci~ntists. planners as 

well ;rs administrators. 

The Indian populaticin has long been considered to be relatively immobile considcr

inglhat more than 2/3 of the population remained at their birthplace. 7 In fact, ac 

cording to /,nchi:rri:rh ;rml Bogue, p;rrtition of' the lndi:nr s11hcontincnt into lndi;1 ;rnd 

Pakistan has been one of the important stimulii for the movement of population in 
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India since 1947.8 Gosal and Krishan, examined the different aspects of the pattern 

of internal migra,tion in India from the 1961 census data. They found that 67(YrJ ofthc 

total population was enumerated at the place of birth, 88% within the district of 

birth and 94.5% within the native state.'-' In 1991, according to the census figures, 

73% of the population was enumerated at the place of birth, 84% within the district 

of birth and 91% within the state native state_lfl Thus the proportion of immobile 

population has actually increased. The factors responsible lor this arc almost the 

same as indicated by Davis earlier. The migration of females has long dominated 

the internal migration in India. He attributed this to the marriage of females, to birth 

migration caused by wonH:n tra veiling to their parent's home l(>r conli 11ement. This 

pattern has remained unchanged since the first analysis of Davies. 

Zachariah,Mitra,Gosal & Krisan and others. llowcver, internal migrati!Jn is phc

nomenal in absolute terms and more so if one considers the territorial redistribution 

of population, its impact on development, urbanisation, availability ofinfrastructural 

facilities, the diffusion of culture,and the changing pattern of opportunities in the 

afkctcd arc~1s. The de1nographie implications of" migration can also not he ignon:d, 

in termsof distribution by age, sex, occupation, education, and so on. For all the 

above reasons, migration becomes an important topic of analysis for the population 

geographer. 11 

CHOICE OF STUDY AREA 

The North-West part of India, compnsmg the states of Punjab. Haryana. 

Rajasthan,~I!Jd llimachal Pradesh, were taken up for the study of Jnigr~ltioll. 'I he 

union Territory or Delhi, lying in close proximity to the study arca,aml being tile 

3 



national capital, was also taken up. However, due to lack of data availability at the 

time the work was initiated, Chamligarh was excluded. Being a union territory, 

largely urban, and of small size, it was not considered that it would have much effect 

on the pattern of migration in the Region. Historically the North-West has been the 

gateway to India, and Punjab has thus had a long history of both internal and inter

natinnalmigrntion, doctmH:ntcd more recently nt the time orpnrtition oflndi:1. Ac

cording to the first census of free India, among the migrant population of the coun

try, 8.71 million were immigrants and about 8.23 million immigrants were from 

Pakistan alone( 94.53 % of the immigrant population). While the study area ac

counted for 40.3 1% of the immigrants from Pakistan, the north-eastern states and 

west Bengal accounted for 10.9% and 33% ofthe immigrants respectively. 12 It is 

also well known that this region, especially Punjab and llaryana, attracted a lot or 

migrant workers from western Uttar Pradesh and Bihar. This resulted from the 

development engendered in the area by the introduction of the Green Revolution 

technology in 1965-66. Recently, parts of the Region have experienced growing 

conllict between tilt.: "sons of' the soil"atH..I the "outsiders" - 111igmnt~> f'rotlt other 

states of India. 13 

Haryana and Himachal Pradesh formed part of the erstwhile state of Punjab before 

1966. Delhi being the National capital and in close proximity to Haryana, was also 

taken up. Rajasthan, being a border state and with a history of migratory move

ments, was also included. Together, these states formed a dynamic area of migra-

4 



tion and a broad region to be studied, with migration data for 1991 being available 

from census for all of them. 

0 B.J EC(ri VES 

The IIHlill objectives or llw presenl sludy a're: 

a) To examine the magnitude of migraion· in the study area and to identify any 

changes in its pattern and volume. The study area is hence forth called theRe 

gwn. 

b) To discern the main reasons why people 1hove to the Region under study. 

c) To examine the variations in the pattern oY:;~otal lifetime migration across time 

<md across space. 

d) To understand the variation in the work participation of migrants. 

e) Finally, to identify arc:as of concentration of migrants or, conversely, areas where 

they lack, and to identify changes in such area~. 

The present study is based on census data only. An\attempt has been made to inte

grate !he migration data avai I able li·om the 1971, J9X I and 199 I censuses and to 

derive meaningful interpretations from such temporal 1f!nd spatial information on the 

migration of population in the region. 

Comparison of district level data is limited in scope. ~evertheless, an attempt has 
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been made to find areas of migrant concentration only. 

DATA BASE AND METHODOLOGY 

This section discusses in detail the available database sources for migration, the 

nature and the quality of the data used, their limitations, comparability, and the 

definitions ofterms and conmcepts used in the study. 

Nex l, the sect ion d iscusscs the aclual methodology nwdc usc or i 11 tl1e study. 

I. DATABASE 

a) Sources of Data 

There are a number of sources of data on migration in India relating to age. edu 

calional att:~i111m:nt and eco11omi<.: activity at the time of leaving the con11nuni 

tiesof origin and destination. One of the main sources of macro level migration 

data in India is the census of Population. It collects data on migration regularly. 

and remains the only available source to give detailed data at the district and 

city levels, in a manner <.:omparablc over time. 

Though data on migration was collected from the first census of I X72, the de 

tails collected varied with time. It was only in 1961 that for the first time the 

Census collected inf()rmation on the rural/urban status of the origin and dcstina 

tion, migration at the district level was made possible with the inclusion of the 

6 



number of persons enumerated at birth. Such data facilitates an understanding of 

the pattern of migration by residence, making spatio-temporal comparisons 

possible.ln the case of cities, age, literacy and occupation of the migrant~> were pub

lished. For the first time duration of residence at the place of enumeration was 

classified as less than 1 year, 1-Sycars, 6-10 years, 11-15 years and 16years and 

above. 

In the 1971 census, the questions canvassed in the 1961 census were retained and 

additional questions were includcd.The concept of migration by place of last n.:si

dence was included and was accorded greater importance than the place of birth 

concept. This indicates the last move of people who have moved more than once in 

their lifetime and who may be recorded as non-migrants on the basis of Place of 

Birth concept.Jt thus gives an estimate of return migration. 

In the I <)X I census, the questiotls on llligraliotl wt:rc :1skcd on a sattlplt: h;t~;is. 111 till: 

larger states they were asked in a 201Yr, sample of thc emnneration blocks selected 

systematically. All questions canvassed in thc 1971 census were retained, and an 

additional question was asked on the reason of migration, which was classified as 

Education, Employment, Family Moved, Marriage and Other causes. !\ lew tables 

were prepared giving information on selected characteristics of migrants to large 

cities(population 1 million plus) who migrated for employment. 

In the 1991 census, th~ questions on migration have r~maincd essentially the same 

as in the 1981 census. The scope of the question on reasons for migration has been 
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enlarged and an addition has been made of two categories- Business and Natural 

Calamities like droughts, lloods, f~1111ines ctc. 14 The main change in the I<)<) I census 

is in the tabulation plan. 

b). TABULATION OF MIGRATION HATA 

Starting with 1961, the scope of migration tables has consistently been enlarged 

and refined in each consecutive census. In the census of 1961, there were in all 

six tables on migration, including om: 011 nationality. Till: salllt: was true f(n tile 

1971 census, though I he quest ion on nationality was dropped and an add i tion;d 

question on POLR was included. These tables covered various characteristics 

of migrants like sex, age, marital status, educational attaincml:nts, and 

occupational and industrial distribution of migrant workers. In some cases the 

data were available right upto the district level and city level with population or 

1,00,000 and above. 

In the 1981 census, the nurnhl:rof'migration tahlc..:s rose to 13, hut the infornw 

tion presented was watered down since a number of the tables related to those 

reporting 'employment' as a reason for migration. At the city level, the data was 

restricted to metropolises with a population of 1 ,000,000 and above. This made 

it difficult to analyse migrant charaL:teristics as it was possible to do in the I 471 

census. 

The census of 1991 generated 17 tables on migration, most ofwhich have been 

generated from a HYYo sample ofthe individual slips. 



From the above discussion. it becomes clear that over the period covered in the 

study, not all the data are comparable. However, Table D-1 .Table D-2. tableD-

3 are comparable. The table on migrant workers· and their distribution in vari 

nus industrial categories is partly comparable for different years. 

II. CONCEPTS AND IH:FINITIONS USED 

According to the Census Of India, uptil 1951, a person was considered a mignmt 

if he or she changed residence hom the district of birth to another district or to 

another province or state. Any pennanent or setni-permanent change or residence 

within the district of enumeration did not qualify the person to be a migrant. 

Since 1961, data on migration have been collected by considering each revenue 

village or an urban settlement as a separate unit. A person is considered a migrant if 

his or her place of birth is different from his place of enumeration. This relates to 

the concept or hiJ·th place tlligration. llowcver this killd or tlligrliott gives a crude 

index. 15 The place of birth not only refers to the place of residence or the parents or 

the mother but data comparability is affected even further because in the earlier 

censuses, POB was considered by the status of the place at the time of enumeration. 

In the later censuses, from 1971 onwards, it is denoted by the status of the place ul 

the time of birth. 

While defining a migrant on the basis of Place of Last Residence, a person return

ing to his or her birth place aHer spending a long period of time at other place(s) is 

also considered a migrant. The concept of Place of last residence indicates return 
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migration since it indicates the last move made. In the case of urban agglomera

tions. change of residence fl·om one unit to another within the same agglomeration 

is not considered a migrant. 

A lifetime mignmt is a person whose place of birth or his place of last residence 

is different from the place of his enumeration. They came to the place of cnumera· 

lion at some point during their lives and have been living there ever since, whclhcr 

this happened just a week before the census or a few decades back. On the basis of 

plncL~ of last residence, it is (he unbroken pcriml oftlw shin fro111 tltc pn:vious to the 

present place. 

An immigr·ant is a person who was born in another country and was enumerated in 

India. This definition follows the place of birth concept. The definition based on the 

place oflast residence concept defines the same as a person who moved to India and 

he may or may not be an Indian national. 

The streams of migration rcf'errcd to in the study are the three distance streams of 

migration. These are as follows : 

a) Intra district migration, which is short distance migration, within the district of 

birth. 

b) Inter district mignttion, which is medium distance migration since it consid

ers moves from one district to another, but within the 

10 



c) Inter· state migration 

state or birth. 

which is long distance I11igration. This is the move 

mcnt between states. 

Since destination and residence arc classi lied into rural and urban, it also becomes 

possible to classify migrants on the basis of residence streams into rural-rtmd; rural

urban; urban-rural and urban-urban. Distance and residence streams together give 

invallrahlc inf(mnation on internal migration in the Region. 

Rural and lJ..tnm in the study refer to migrant destination, while t·ural-runtl; ru

ral-urban; urban-rural and urban-urban refer to the movement of mig,rants 

from 

origin to destination. 

In the present analysis, migrants are considered at the place of enumeration or the: 

dcsl i IHltion. 

For the purpose of the study, sex natio has been de lined as the n um her or males per 

1000 females, since movement of males is considered as the true index of migration 

as it represents movement for economic reasons as compared to female migration 

which is primarily explained by marriage migration. 

Worli. participation rate has benn defined as life time migrant vvorkers in Indus-

II 



trial classification in the district per I 00 I i letime migrant workers in that district. 

The census gives data on inmigrants only. Hence the term migrants in the study 

indicate the same unless otherwise spccilied. 

All other definitions follow the pattern laid down hy the census. 

Ill. METI-IOUOLO(; V 

a) lluit area of sd(:diou: 

The present study attempts to spatially analyse the migration pattern in North 

West India excluding Chandigarh, at three different levels: 

I. To understand the pattern of migration in the Region as a whole. 

2. To study the pattern of migration and the variation in it at the level ofthe states 

and union territory. 

3. To examine the pattern of migration at the district level lor a kw selected 

variables among the total liktime 111igrants only. 

The above is the framework to which the study will be confined lor each section or 

the analysis of lifetime migrants by place of birth and place of enui!1Cration. tlw 

migrant workers and the reasons for migration. While the first two would give a 

comparative overview of the pattern of migration in the Region and the changes in 

it, the latter would help identify areas of migrant concentration and any changes in it 

over the period of study. 12 



The <malysis would examine the patterns that emerge in the total lilclimc migrant 

population by both place of birth and place of last residence; by sex, by residence 

and by the broad distance streams. The study area is a region where migration from 

Pakistn has been quite considerable on account of the partition of India in 1947. 

While immigration may not be important for the rest of the country, this may not he 

true for the study area. An attempt will be made to study the pattern of immigration 

also. This would give a geographic perspective to migration in North West India. 

To f"ultill the objcctivcs laid out and <lllalyse thc pattern of' 1nigra1ion i11 the l{cginJL 

data has been used hom the census of population for the years 1971. 19X I and 190 I . 

There has not been any major boundary changes in this period. The stale of" llaryanu 

alone had major changes in district boundaries, when the number of districts changed 

from 7 in 1971 to 16 in 1991. 

Apart from this, additions of number of district is as follows:-

Punjab 1 district, between 1971 and 1981 

Himachal Pradesh 

Rajasthan 

2 districts between 1971 and 1981, 

I district between 1981 and 1991. 

b) Selection of Mig1·ation Tables from Census publications 

For the analysis of magnitude oflifetime migrants, internal migrants by broad streams 

and immigrants, Table D-1 :111d D-2 arc used. There has not bccn a11y change in the 

tabulation plan of table D-1, reporting population classified at the place of birth, 

13 



since 1961. Similarly, table D-2, classifiying migrants on the basis of place of last 

residence and place of enumeration, has not changed since it was first introduced in 

1971. The table gives useful information on return migrants. llowcvcr. it has nut 

been tabulated at the district level and hence is dealt with only brief1y in the study. 

Table D-1 has been used primarily because it is the only data available for compar

ing the level of migration with the earlier censuses. It also helps to understand the 

main current of migration in the study area. The table gives data at the dis1rict level 

whereas table D-2 does not. 

To examine the reasons for migration into the Region, Table 0-3 is analysed l(>r 

total lifetime migrants. internal migrants, and immigratns and internaltnigrants hy 

broad distance streams. This will be done separately by sex and by residence. The 

data is cun1parahk between I <)HI a11d I <J!) I. 

The pattern or distribution or migrant workers and their distribution in the census 

industrial categories is analysed on the basis of the TableD- V of 1 <J71 ~md Tabk D-

11 of 1991, which are comparable. There is a difference in the industrial classifica

tion of migrant workers for this period. In 1971, migrant workers wen: classi lied hy 

all the 9 industrial categories. In 19<J 1. this has been reduced to a four f(Jid classi fi

cation. Migrant workers have been classified as Cultivators, Agricultural labourers. 

Household industry workers and all the other categories have been clubbed under 

Other Workers. In 1971, the tabulati01i is for total and urban areas. The figure of 

migrant workers for rural areas are computed by subtracting the two. 

For analysis of distribution of migrant workers according to industrial categories, 

the 1991 pattern will be followed. The first tvvo categories of 1991 have been com-

14 



bincJ to obtain statistics for migrants engaged in agriculture as well as the other two 

categories listed. These are Household Workers and Other Workers. 

Quantitative and Cartogr·aphic Techniques 

The analysis will make use of simple quantitative techniques and cartographic tech

niques. to support the llndings. 

The quantitative techniques uesd in the analysis include-

• 
i) simple proportions of migrants in the total population of the region and the State 

to examine the proportion of lifetime migrants by sex and by residence among 

the total migrants, internal migrants, immigrants and for internal migrants by 

broad distance streams. This will be done for lifetime migrants enumerated by 

the place of birth and place of enumeration and also by place of bst rcsidcnc~ · .. 

and place of enumeration 

ii) work participation rates will be computed Jt.1r migrant workers fur the Region 

and each state/U.T. to understand the variation in it spatially and temporally. 

It has been defined as lifetime migrant workers per I 00 lifetime migrants. 

iii) the proportion of" migrant workers in each industrial category will he worked out 

with the total migrant workers in the region as the entire universe. This would 

enable the objective of understanding the distribution as well as the eoncentra 

tion of migrant workers at the district level, by the work that they do. 

15 



iv) proportions will also be used to identify the intensity of each reason for migra 

tion with the universe as the total migrants ofthat sex. thus, work participation in 

each Industrial category will be computed as lifetime migrant work participa 

tion in 

lifetime migrants workers of the district in category X 
category X= X 1 00 

lifetime migrants workers of the district 

v) the concentration of migrant workers at the district level will he analysed hy 

computing the Index of concentration, defined as the share of a district in the 

total migrant population of the Region. This ,when mapped, would reveal the 

regional contrasts in the spatial clustering of the migrants. The Index has been 

computed as follows: 

the Index of Concentration f(>r Migrants (ICM) is equal to 

Total Migrant Population in the Region 

Total Migrant Population in the District 
X I 00 

The Index values have been categorised on the basis of mean and standard de vi a-

tion. This would enable the measurement of the extent of spatial concentration of 

the migrants althe district kvd. This part of the analysis will be duJJe only l(;r lilt: 

tot:tllifetimc migrants. intcrnalmigr:mts nnd immi ~~n111ts. The s:nlH' will lw f'ol-

lowed for migrant workers. The immensity of the data, we feel, would make a 

similar comparison by sex and residence differential, and for the distance streams, a 

study all on its own. 

Finally the values of the index of concentration for total lifetime migrants will be 

mapped on a district map of the study area, using choropleth technique of mapping 
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for 1971, 1981 and 1991. The area or the highest migrant concentration or thosl! 

with not such high coJJCenlration, will then hl! identified and taken up f<>r a more in 

depth analysis, depending on the findings. 

LIMITATIONS OF DATA AND METHODOLOGY 

Despite efforts to arrive at a fail safe analysis, limitations do occur. A few limita

tions in the study were related to the following: 

a) Limitations of the database, 

b) Limitations ofthe Methodology. 

a) I ,imitajiuns of tht• Data hast:: 

1. Comparability of the data may he niTccted since in the earlier censuses, the pl<1cc 

of birth was considered by the StatUS of the place at the time of enunJerulion. 

while in later censuses it was denoted by the status at the time of birth. 

11. Change in the tabulation plan or table D-3, which added tvvo more reasons in 

1991, will affect the analysis ofrcasons for migration, especially lor Lrnploy 

ment. This is because the new category of 'Business' in 1991 includes part of 

those migrants who moved for Elllploym~.:nt and f(H Other cau:,es in I <JX I. 

111. the tabulation of migrant workers by industrial categories has been reduced to 

a 4 fold classification in 1991. ·rhis reduces the depth of the analysis to an 

analysis of Agricultural and Non-Agricultural migrant workers at best. 

IV. the lack of inJ(mnation 011 liJdime migrants at th!.! district kveJ will limit the 

analysis of migrant work participation rates at the district level. 
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v. ·rhcre arc inherent drawbacks to the data of migrants by place of birth and 

place of enumeration which limit the analysis. This data is an indirect tool for 

migration analysis. 

vi. the place of birth is very often the place of residence of the mothers parents or 

the place of hospital where delivery takes place. 

Such data lose much of their usefulness for estimating migration. However, it 

is the only data available for comparing the level of migration with the earlier 

censuses and to understand the main current of migration in India. 

vu. Lastly, the data by place of birth and place of last residence relate only to 

inmigrants to a particular district. The census does not give a classification of 

outmigrants since the names of the districts in which outmigrants are born is 

not published. 

LIMITATIONS OF TilE MF.TIIODOLOC.Y 

1. the smallest areal unit for whichdata arc available is the district. Data com 

piled at this level fails to indicate the distances and directions of local migra 

tion which is very important in the Indian context, and in the context of the 

Region. 

u. The frequent changes in the district boundaries introduce an element of non-
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comparability of data recorded at difTerent census points. This creates difficul 

liL'S !'or Colldllclillg lt"llljlOI":tl :;lwfic!; ol" 111igralio11. 

111. Another limitation of the study deals with the exclusion of data for migrant 

workers for 1981. in this census, only those migrant workers were classi fled 

by industrial categories, who reported employment as the reason for migra 

tion. It leaves all those migrants who may not have moved for employment. 

but who may take up a job at the destination. 

iv. Lastly, as a result of' the huge quantity of data analysed and the time period 

covered, the depth of the analysis had to be limited to an analysis of lifetime 

migrants alone. The further subdivision of' the distance streams by resiuencc 

was also excluded. 
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CHAPTER 2 

SURVI~Y OF LITERATURE 

In this chapter , findings of the various studies on migraton m India, conducted 

largely during the recent period have been summarized. However, rd<.:rencc is also 

made to some pioneering works on migratiion. ·rhc literature surveyed has been 

organised iinto national level, stale level and city level units. A rniscellar1eo11s st.:c-

tion deals with literature on topical interest. 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

In the past, there were very few studies on internal migration' in India. due to a lack 

of detailed data. Nevertheless. from 1961. there is a vast literature on internal rnigra-

tion in India. The studies are based on detailed census data available Jl·om 1961 

onwards, data from NSS, urban surveys and village studies and other primary/base 

line survey data. 
;' \:!\ 
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STUDIES AT ALL INDIA LEVEL: 

The early studies on internal migration in India, especially those by Davis (I tJ51 ), 

K.C. Zachariah 1960; 1964) and G.S. Gosal (1961) ainong others, dealt with trends 

in historical migration between regions in India. 

Davies (1 951 ), studied the detailed migration pattern in India, both internal and 

international. He analysed the international movements of population, based on censu:, 

data for the period 1901-1931, in terms of volume and types of internal migration 

and also discussed the causes of an overall immobility of the Indian people. Accord

-ing to his study, the dominant flow of migration prior to 1941 was from wc.:st to East 

and from south to North. The east gained more than 1/2 million lifc1ime net mi

grants. He was of the view that the continuous dependence of most ofthe people on 

agriculture, the caste system, diversity of language and culture, lack of education, 

lovv kvc:l of industrialisation were the main bcturs resulting in lmli;~'s popul:tlion 

being immobile. 2 

Despite being an exhaustive and detailed work, his study refers to migration hcfore 

1931. Also, due to lack of availability of detailed data Ji·01n census statistics, he has 

discussed migration in broad terms only. 

Zachariah (1960, I 964) carried out a more detailed historical analysis Df internal 

migration in India during 1901-1 931. The main emphasis of his analysis was to 

measure and dscribe its magnitude, assess its contribution to the process of popula

tion redistribution and indicate areas of population gain and loss by agr: and sex for 

each of the states. He observed that the in-migrants predominantly comprised young 
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people in the age groups of 15-29 years. Female migration was observed to be more 

erratic, short and inversely related to distance. Though more detailed, his analy::;is 

was based on birth place statistics collected in the census.3 

Saxena (1975) analysed the streams of inter state migration in detail, but his discus

sion regarding intra-state moven1e11ls was confined only to an all India picture. I lis 

analysis of 1961 census data shows that in many states, females have shown a nu

merical superiority over males, both among in-migrants to Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, 

Madhya Pradesh, Mysore, Orissa, Punjab, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh and West Ben

gal and similarly among the out migrants fi·otn Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh. 

Maharashtra, Mysore, Rajasthan, West Bengal and Delhi. Females predominate pri

marily clue to marriage migration. 4 

Gosal & Krishan ( 1975) based on I WJ I census data, enurnerated the 111agnitude of' 

internal migration in India. They attempted to identify pockets of in migration and 

outmigration, to discern the pattern of Rural-Rural, Rural-Urban, Urban-Urban, 

Urban-Rural migration and to predict likely trends. According to the study, a ma

jority of India's population spends the entire cycle of life in or ncar its Place of 

Birth.5 

Ofthc total migrants, 67.o%) were females, this predominance being <•:.;sociated with 

their marriage; for under the system of patriarchal matrimonial residence, it is the 

wife who moves and in the process becomes a migrant. In the Indian context, male 

migration is the h·ue Index of economic mobility. The str:dy further observed that 

migration within rural areas is exceptionally important (73.7%) followed hy migra-
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tion from rural to urban areas (14.6%) & then Urban-Urban(8%) This pattern is not 

surprising since 82% ofthe population lived in villages. Rural-Urban flow was found 

to be male excessive, while migration within rural areas was dominated by females. 6 

This study was an extension of an earlcir work by the authors, where-they had given 

a geographic perspective to the study of migration by basing their analysis on vvhat 

emerged on a map of India prepared from district wise census data for I <JSI. 

Bose (1978) presented the overall picture of internal migration in India in terms of 

the origin, direction, distance and volume of the migration streams hascd on an 

analysis of 1961 Census data. He pointed out clearly that "the predominant female 

migration in India is what may be called marriage migration (on account of village 

exogamy in several parts oflndia) and associationalmigration (accompanying thci;· 

migrant husbands). Economic causes are relatively unimportant in India even in the 

big cities. Female workers constitute only a small proportion of the total female 

migrants.7 He also worked out the outmigration rate and observed th;1t there arc nn 

significant differences between the male & female out-migration rates in the urban 

areas, while in the rural areas female migration rates are higher for female Rural

Rural migration.In a comparative study ofthc migration streams f(>r I <J61 and I <J71.thc 

Rural-Rural migration stream washy l~u· the most preponderant in holh censuses. I r 

we combine with this the urban to rural flow, the proportion constituted by such 

migrants to the total migrants is over 77'Yo in I W> I and 7(J'Yo in I 1J7 I. These two 

streams are intluenced more by social than by economic factors, characterised by 

marriage migration and return migration. It is notable that in many parts of India, 

the customary practice or marriage places a taboo on Jinding a spouse within the 

same village community. This generates marriage migration.8 
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In 1938, Dorothy Thomas, alter an exhaustive study of the prevalent knowledge 

regarding migration, arrived at the conclusion that persons in their teens, twcntic:-; 

and early thirties are more migratory than other age groups.9 

\ 
The National Sample Survey report in 1958-59 reported that among the various 

reasons for female migration, marriage was most important, especially in rural ar-

cas, accounting for 85% females migrating for marriage. 10 

The 13th round of National Sample Survey showed 75.4% of males in India rni-

grated to urban areas in order to gain employment, while 11.6% did so for purposes 

ofedueation. Among the male migrants who had not migrated voluntarily, 43.65'% 

did so along with their earning member and 32.7% were refugees. 11 

The 18th round ofNational Sample Survey reveals that the maximum concentration 

of migrants was reporled in the age group 5-17 for both rural & urban areas. In th:.: 

rural areas, reason for high con,centration of female migration in these ages (5-17 & 

18-24) may be attributed to high incidence of marriage migration in these ages. For 

males, the proportion of migrants in age 18-24 and 25-35 is more because males 'of 

these age groups migrate in large proportion than other age groups. mainly for ceo-

nomic reasons. ;\similar l't:aturc is observed in the urban migration, except that the 

proportion of kmalc migrants in age 5-17 is not as high as in the total population. 12 

Mebrotra (1974) studied migration in India. According to him, migration in India 

has a special significance on account of various factors like influx of refugees from 
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Pakistan, reorganisation of the States/Union Territories, economic development and 

industrialisation, reclassification and Jcclassification of rural and urhan areas etc. 

He analysed place of birth data available from the 1961 census data at the national 

level and tried to co-relate the process and volume of migration with various socio

economic factors. 13 

A study conduckd at the liPS, Bolllhay, revi~.:wed 4 stuclies on the inLL:rnul llJigru

tion in Ceylon (1946-53), India (1941-51), Japan (1950-55) and the Phillippines 

( 1939-48). The main findings were that Indian males were more migratory than the 

females. Women migrated because of marriage, the young adult age group was the 

most mobile. 14 

Premi examined the different aspects of female migration in India during I <)61 and 

1971 under the following heads - Migration streams by residence, Age & marital 

status of the migrants by duration or residence, Activity pattern of migrant work~.:rs. 

He found that in all three distance categories, the bulk of females was in the Rural

Rural stream which could be the ellect of marriage migration due to village ex

ogamy in large parts or the country, espcci<llly North India. Bctwccn I<)(> I <llld 

1971, there is a significant improvement in the sex Ratio in both interdistrict and 

inter-state migration streams, indicating the recent trend towards l~unily migration. 

instead ofheavi1y male selective migration. 15 

In Haryana, four fifths of the migrants are married, while in Himachal Pradesh and 

in Punjab it is about three fourths, when we consider lifetime migrants to rural areas. 

The proportion of unmarried migrants to urban areas is highest in llimachal Pradesh, 
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the reasons for the same were unclear. 

In current distribution, Punjab has the highest proportion of unmarried migrants to 

rural areas, while Himachal Pradesh has the highest proportion of widowed and 

divorced migrants, which reflects, to some extent the relationship between destitu

tion and migration in I Jimachal Pradesh. 

Activity rates were found to be the lowest in Haryana and Punjab among female 

migrants because of (I) a high degree of prosperity among the rural and urban masses, 

(2) wheat cultivation which requires a comparatively less amount of female labOL:r 

than paddy cultivation, and (3) certain cultural norms and values, which inhibts the 

respondents from telling the enumerators that their women-folk work outside home, 

or for aiding family income. 16 

Others, e.g. Kshirsagar, Sumati considered male migration only, since it can be 

considered a sensitive index of Economic opportunities. She took census data f()r 

1961 and concluded that halfthe intra state movement in Punjab is between districts 

and more than half in lh~jasthan is within districts. 17 

Punjab & Rajasthan were found to he net nutmigrating states in I 9() I. 

Premi concluded that while the overall migration rate in India was lower during the 

1960's in comparison to the 1950's, it remained more or less at the same level dur

ing the 1970's. He further observed that though Rural-Rural migration was the domi

nant stream in all three censuses, a substantial increase occured in Rural-Urban & 

Urban-Urban streams also. JH 
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Sinha, in the monograph, discussed in detail, the pattern of Internal migration in 

India and each state. The study is based on census data only, from 1961-S I. Analysis 

of internal migration is restricted to the state level 'alone, since it is felt that the 

district level data arc not comparable due to limited scope. Lifetime migration is 

studied with the help of birth place data for period 1971-81. Reasons of migration 

have also been analysed. 19 

The recent study by Arup Mitra examines the urban employment, mig!·ant labour & 

structural adjustment in India. He uses both census oflndia ( 19819-91) and NSSO 

43rd round survey data (19X7-XX) on internal migration. The study finds thaturhan 

employment structure recorded a deceleration in the share of manufacturing in total 

work force during 1981-91. Employment prospects, especially in the high produc

tive sector in urban areas appear to be bleak. The Rural-Urban migration rates (for 

Economic Reasons) have been modest during the 1980's and the rates arc round to 

decline further during the 90's. Even under the assumption that structural adjust

ment programme would be implemented successfully, the projected proportion ur 

Rural-Urban migrants to total urban population for the year 200 I turns out to he 

lower than what is reported from the 43rd round survey.20 

STUDIES AT INTER- STATE & STATE LEVEL 

Various studies focus attention on inter state as well as intra state flows of migrants. 

Important among these are studies by N.D. Kamble (1973); Sumati Kshirasagar 

(1973) which discuss inter-state migration on the other hand, the studies by K.R. 

Murthy & K.S. Murthy (1980), Prawin Visaria & Devendera Kothari (1984) Ambha 

Roy and R.K. Singh ( 1993) relate to migration flows within a state. 
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Kamble, on the basis of place of birth data attempted to study the volume, direction, 

nature and characteristics of migration apart from an 'examination of its effects on 

residents of destination. It was observed that inter-state migration accounts lor only 

3.2% of the population and the net inflow of migrants has been highest (about 50%) 

in West Bengal, l(>llowed by Maharashtra, Udhi, Madhya Pradesh & Punjab. The 

study also points out the occup<ttional difll:rcnces hctwecn migrants ;~nd non-mi

grants in Maharashtra and West Bengal. While migrants mostly seek employment 

in manufacturing industry, trade, commerce & other services, non-migr<mls concen

trate in agriculture and allied activities. 21 

Kshirsagar ( op.cit ) examined the pattern of male migration in various states for the 

period 1951-61. According to her, 25 million males migrated during I C)) I-(> I ti·01n 

one place to another (intra or inter state), forming II (Yc, of the male population of 

these states. l\1ore than 80(Yo of the movement was intra-state. Rural-lJrhan nmv 

accounted for one fourth of the total movement of males, indicating the shift away 

from agriculture. On the whole, rural population was almost immobile. 92% of the 

males were enumerated at their place of birth during 1951-61.22 

Bhakoo and Gupta analysed the characteristics of migrants from Bihar and U .P. to 

Punjab. These migrants were attracted due to the green revolution in Punjab. 'J he 

analysis is restricted to those who migrated to Ludhiana district in Punjah. A major

ity of the migrants hclonged lo low castes.Thcy were illiterate, young, rnarried males 

who worked as agricultural labourers before their migration.They also attempted to 

identify the factors an<:cting migration. The study is based on survey data for 7 
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villages in 3 blocks ofLudhiana. He used sample percentages and /or averages. and 

used the chi-square test and co-relation to determine the significance of the relation 

between the selected variables. 23 

The study by Murthy & Murthy examined the pattern of internal migration 111 

Maharashtra in relation to age, sex. marital status, R-U residence movements by 

distance and occupation 011 the basis of llJ71 census migration data. So1nc of the 

important findings of the study nrc 

a) female migration, especially in urban areas, was more in Mabarashtra. 

b) inmigrants arc largely from neighbouring states, especially from Gujarat. 

c) The volume of migration is inversely related to the duration of residence in 

the state. 

d) Migrants in economically active age group (25-S<J) arc more 

c) of the 22 districts, 4 received more no. of urban migrants.H 

Gili,S.S. and J\bbi, B.L. examined the impact of migratory labour on the rural 

economy of Punjab State in order to identify the factors associated with the migra

tion oflabour and to examine the impact of migratory labour on the daily, monthly, 

yearly wages, general employment conditions and on the opportunities of the local 

labourers in Punjab,on the attitude of local labourers, how the earnings are utilised 

and to study the impact of migrants on any other issues involved in the phenom

enon. He found that relations between local and migrant labour tend to he hostile 

nnd tense because of the myriad issues involvcd. 2~ 

The study by Visaria & Kothari provides an analysis of migration within and fl"om 

the state of Gujarat. An explanation of the quantum & characteristics of migration 

of Gujarat born population residing at different regions of Uujarat at the time of" 

1971 census forms the core of this study. The study Jinds that the proportion of life-
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time migrants in the population has increased slightly from about 33.0'Yi> ( 1961) to 

33.6'Yo in 1981. This was 20% lor males & over 45% Jor females. 84% of the intra

state & inter-district female migration is accounted for by marriage or family moves. 

Only in the inter district strea111 do we have employment related migration dOJninat

ing.2r. 

The study observed sharp differences in the levels of migration rates in respect of 

caste. The non-scheduled caste persons in the category of others were found to be 

more migratory in character than those of the scheduled tribes. 

There was a marked nssocialion hctwccn education & migration. I knee education 

is found to be an important socio-economic determinant of mobility since data shows 

an over representation of migrants with higher levels of education tlwn the non

migrants. In terms of both age & education selectivity, the less developed region 

experienced net losses of their potentially more productive members of the labour 

force. The industrial distribution of the migrant & non-migrant workers indicates 

that the proportion of migrant work force employed in sccondnry ;md tertiary sec

tors is substantially greater than that of non-migrants in all regions, especially in the 

case of male workers. 

Govindaru (1988-89), examined the volume, pattern and characteristics of migra

tion in the NCR and its co-relation with other socio-economic development vari

ables. He attempted a critique of the prevailing NCR development programmes to 

divert Delhi bound immigrants to ring towns around the metro. He used data from 

the census for 1961, 1971 and 1981 and found a decrease in the proportion of urban 

mak migration in I lei hi, whik in ahsolulc tcr111s they increased. Tl1e lh.:iglll1ottrillj', 
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states ofUttar Pradesh, Haryana, Punjab, Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh contrib

ute 81% of the total inJlow of Delhi. More than 10% of the males moving for 

employment are in the age group of I 5-29 years. On the basis of a co-relation 

matrix, male work participation in the urban manufacturing sector has a high posi

tive cn-rclntinn with mh;tn w;mlmovcmcn1. The vnri;thlcs inn11cncinp rn;dc mipr;t

tion for employment have no influence on urbanward female migration. 27 

Goyal (I 990) studied migration and rural development in Punjab. 1-1<.: attcmptcd to 

study the inter-relationship between rural development and rural out-migration in 

Punjab. Though Punjab is one of the most developed states, it experiences consid

erable out-migration from its rural areas. The paper mainly tries to empirically 

identify the macro-determinants of development affecting out-migration. It thus 

examines village level characteristics which are directly related to rural out-migra

tion. llc concludes that even a reasonably high level of rural (kvclopmcnt h;ts nol 

been able to contain the out-migration of people from the villages of Punjab. Most 

of the indicies of rural development seem to encourage rural out-migration. More 

strong push factors arc male literacy, proportion of male workers in non-agricultural 

sector and the level of development of infra-structural facilities. He concludes that 

in the initial stages, rural development is helpful in containing out-migration, but 

later it aids it.2A 

Roy examined the pattern of women migrant workers of Bihar, based on I 981 cen

sus data. This study reveals that the phenomenon of female migration f(>r employ

ment is quite substantial in some parts of the state, especially in tribal regions. The 

COilditioll of fi.:111ak llligru11t~' is IIlllCh Wor~;e than thai of lll:tle llligr:llll:;, ::iiiCC they 

32' 



arc corlccnlra!c.:d lllainly irr low paid occupations ami are the victims of hoth ceo 

nomic & sexual exploitationY 

Singh (1990) examined the age-sex pattern of interstate migrants in the Indian states 

from census data fi11· I 971 and I 9X I. The analysis was for the sl<rlcs of< iujaral, 

Kerala, Maharashtra, Uttar Pradesh, and West Bengal. The data shows that the 

Indian migrants conform to the universally observed age pattern of over representa

tion of yung adults in both in- and out-migration among states and in sex. The 

propensity to migrate in later ages was 1ound to be surprisingly low as compared to 

children. Variations among states may be due to varying socio-cultural conditions 

of the state. Age curves differ significantly with the level of development among 

males. Very little differences in age pattern was observed for female migrants in the 

stales. The reasons for migration reported nearly three fourths of male migrtion due 

to Employment and family related reasons, while femaks moved due to marriage 

and fa111ily related reasons. ·111 

Singh (1993) cx<tmines the extent of migration in llaryana by lo<.:ation, boundary, 

time & reason specific characteristics; to analyse whether the districts share of mi

grants is in proportion to its area & population & to see the degree of relationship, if 

any between the migrants & economic development of the districts in Haryana. He 

found that there was a need lor planning taking into account the concentration and 

flow ofmigrants in the districts. More educational and employment facilities were 

needed in the rural areas. Funds and resources should be allocated to th<.: l<.:ss devel

oped districts to keep all districts equally developed.31 
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CITY STUDIES 

Another set of studies deals with migration into Indian cities. The city studies which 

are available on migration are briefly given below. They include the studies of P.K. 

Muttagi (1987), Biplab Dasgupta (1987) T.S. Papola & Arup Mitra (1992). 

A n.llH.Iom s<.~mph.: or 521 lllltle ami 4H I k1l1ales tlligrallts surveyed i11 Sale111 city 

during 1980-81 was analy;;r.ed on the basis ofclassification relntnlto rc;1;;ons (;lsso

ciation, marriage, distress and voluntary) for migration. Women were found as out

numbering males in associational migration, both in rural to urban, and urban to 

urban streams. They also formed almost all the marriage migrants. They \Vere more 

numerous in distress migration as well. There were, however, comparatively few 

women among voluntary migrants. The incidence of illiteracy among migrant women 

was generally high. except for voluntary migrants who had completed high school 

education. The share of working women was not negligible but in most cases present 

work-status was <lchievcd aOer migrating. 32 

Mullagi (I 9R7), highlights the fi1cl fl1al tlligralltS flocki11g lo Bo111h;1y ;1re dmw11 

from all over the country. Most of the in-migrants arc young, lack specific skills 

and can be absorbed only in unskilled jobs involving manual labour. ;\s there arc 

fewer jobs than the number of in-migrants, unemployment is rampant. Both natural 

iricrcase of in-migration contribute to the large & growing population of Bombay. 

Muttagi recommends that in order to tackle the problem posed by this influx or 

population it is necessary to develop areas within the Bombay metropolitan region, 

away from the greater Bombay limits. 33 
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Biplab Das Gupta asserts that the tremendous increase in population of Calcutta, 

largely by way of migration does not follow the pattern indicated by the neo-classi

cal theorists, particularly Lewis & Todaro. While examining the relevance ofthese 

models in the context of Calcutta's development, he concludes th<tt nco-classical 

models with their emphasis on econon1ic fitetors like wage diffl:rcnti:tls <~r-c. histori

cal in their approach. 34 

Poapola (1987) concluded that the explosive growth of the low income informal 

sector without a corresponding growth of industries has led to the development of 

dichotomous economic structure in most Indian cities. In order to minimise wage & 

income differentials, there should he strong links established between formal & 

informal sector. According to him, the growth of the informal sector is inevitable in 

the developing countries & would prefer it to result fi·orn industrialisation rather 

than from a la~.:k 0 r j t. J~ 

Arup Mitra ( 1992) examines the urban Tertiary sector employment growing mainly 

in response to labour supply increase resulting from Rural-Urban migration infor

mation for Class I cities of India from Census. He suggests that larger inflow of 

migrant labour from rural areas are found to be residually ahsorhed in low produc

tive trade and tr~msport. However, he argues that keeping in view the magnitudes of 

the migration rates which are low in a large number of cities, it would be utopian to 

think th<tt the urh:m inl'om1al kmal sector workers nn.: rmal migr:111t~;. If, 
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INTER-niSTRICT and VILLAGE LEVEL STUDIES 

Ani! K Gumber ( 1983 ), examined the rates of inmigration, outmigration and net 

migration among diJTercnt districts according to the iildex of level or development 

and found that they dilTered.The net out-migration rate is high in the case of less 

developed districts. On the average, the developing districts showed net out-migra

tion. ·rhe proportion ofRurai-Rural migration and Rural-Urban migration was higher 

in the less developed than in the more developed districts. The less developed dis

tricts recorded net out-migration in all migration streams except for urban to rural 

flow, which might be due to the return migration from developed districts. 

Developing districts have also shown a net out-migration in rural to urban and urban 

to urban migration streams. The streams for the less developed districts reported a 

net in-flow of migrants in all the streams except in the Urban-Rural stream.37 

Obrai and Singh (I 983) studied migration in Luclhiana city. They observed that out

Migration in Punjab's green revolution belt is highly selective. Of the out -migrants, 

95.X~~~~ arc males :tnd 7).TY., arc itt hctwt:t:ll I ?.-?./1 yt::trs. It looks al tllij',ralion front 

rural-urban areas and goes in for an in-depth quantitative analysis. He observed 

rurlltcr tltat XX.7% or 0111 llligr<IIIIS lt:td fimll<llt:dut::tlioii,'1H 

Najma Khan's study of rural-urban out-migration studies the quantum ol'out-migra

tion, the demographic phofile, ofthe sample population, comparison of the charac

teristics of migrants and non migrants at the place of origin etc. The pattern or mi

gration in terms of size of receiving urban centre, direction, distance, duration or 
absence etc. She also attempted to suggest steps to ameliorate the problems created 

by rural out-migration. The study area compaises eastern U.P., from where a sample 

of 20 villages ftm11ed the study area. ·19 



LITERATURE SURVEY 

The above reveals that most studies on migration i1i the Indian context have fo

cussed mainly on the trends in the patterns and the magnitude of internal migration 

in recent years. Ilowcvcr, though valuable, the studies arc of little IH . .:Ip in under

standing the dynamics of internal migration in India since they arc mostly based on 

life-time migrants in response to the qttestion on 'place of hirth'. "llti:; a:;pccl h 

better examined based on micro-level, village studies conducted in India. Most of 

the studies lean heavily in understanding rural-urban migration. Rural-Rural migra

tion and other residence streams are generally overlooked. For the Region also, 

rural-rural migration, which is an important stream here, is overlooked. 

H.I~SEAH.CII PROPOSAL 

ln consonance with the literature surveyed, the objectiives layed out and the avail

able data, the pattern of migraton iis to be studied in North-west India. 

The following research propositons need to be investigated to understand the migra

tion pattern in this region. In terms of migration, North-westlndia is an active zone. 

The question to be answered is why do people migrate to this region? 

In this context, it is desirable to study the reasons for migration to the region, in 

terms of sex and residence differentials. It is also desirable to study the variations in 

the reasons for lifetime migrants, internal migrants and immigrants. This would 

giVl' a11 tltHkrst:tttdillg ol'v:tri:ttiotl in ll1c ch:llll_.',llj!. itnpnrl:tllcc of"rc:t::flrt:: with littlt'. 
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Certain areas within the region are likely to be more prone to migration than others. 

This study would examine not only where people mi·grate but also the magnitude 

and extent oflifetime migrants in the region, in each state and district. The variation 

between rural and urban destinations and distance streams analysis throw some light 

on the differing economic and other opportunities available to the migrants in the 

region. Finally, the analysis at the district level would help identify migrant cluster

ing and concentration and a change in it over time. 

If search for work or employment is one of the major causes to migrate, the work 

participation of migrants should he an important area of investigation. Ilcnce, the 

work variation in the work participation among migrants in the region, and their 

distribution in diiTen.:nt industrii:d categories would he an i1nportn11t ;m~:1 of" study. 

The study would be conducted as per the following research design:-

The first chapter introduces the topic and its relevance for study in India. The area 

covered by the present study is defined and the reasons for its selection stated. The 

objectives of the study are outlined brie11y, followed by a detailed discussion of the 

database. This includes a discussion of the datasources, tabulation plan, compara

bility of the data and the terms and concepts used. The methodology, including the 

selection tabulation and organisation of the data for analysis in each chapter, the 

quantitative and cartographic techniiques used,as well as the limitations of the study, 

is described in detail. 
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Chapter Two gives a brier survey of literature on migration fix India. J\ small 

section each, deals with state level studies, city level studies, studies on topical 

interest and those related to component units of the Rcgion.The research proposals 

as well as the design are outlined at the end. 

The third chapter gives an over view of reasons for migration to rural and urban 

des! i nations i 11 lite n:gion, scparatd y J(Jr lllaks ami ll:lttales. I ~a cit S l<tle a11d !J 11 i ott 

Territory is dealt with separately. The reasons for migratiion study, 1/ctiime mi

grants, internal migrants and immigrants is also studied. Internal rnigrants arc fur

ther classifiied into twelve streams by distance and type of residence. 

In chapter Four, the spatial pattern of migration in the region is examined for tlw 

region, for each state in the Region and for concentraton at the district level. 

Chapter Five studies the work participation ollnigrants in broad industrial catego

ries ill the district kvcl. 

Finally, chapter Six provides a suntmary and conclusion to lilt.: study. It nlso point:> 

out avenues for further research on migration in the region. 
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CI-IAPTEH 3 

H.EASONS FOR MIGHATlON 

Introduction: 

This chapter exmnittcs tltc n:asons Ji.Jr ntigratiotl as enumerated in tile Ccttsus. 'lite 

Census of India puhlic:tlions providt: statistics on tile r<.:asons for rnij!ptlion frrJnt 

I 'J81. The various reasons for migration have been classified into: 

a) l·:tnploytliCtll h) l·:dllcatiotl c) huttily Moved d) Marriage, and e) C Jllter C ·all:;c:;. 1 

In the Census of 1991, two additional reasons have been added to the above categories, 

i.e. a) Business and b) Natural Calamities. This chapter examines the reasons for 

migration arnong the male and female migrant population in the Region and itt each 

State therein. The Census table D-Ill does not provide reasons for migration at the 

district leveL hence no analysis cnn he done at the district level. In lite text, lite 

reasons lor migration in the Region have been discussed separately for males and 

females and by residence at destination. The discussion examines the re;tsons for 

migration among total lifetime migrants as well as internal migrants classified by 

streams of residence. t\n analysis of reasons for migration f(Jr inllnip.r:llth h:t'; :tb> 

been taken up. The period covered is 1981 and 1991. Residence stre;un an:1lysis is 

conJined to an analysis of reasons for migration for total internal migrants only. 
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Table-3.1 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Residence 
North- West lndia -1981 

:~TATE TOTAL 1 3 4 
IUT 
fU~GION 
TOTAL 100.0 ll-2. 1.7 19.7 50.9 
RURAL 100.0 ,., 1.0 12.8 65 1 
UHBAN 100.0 2~ l! 3.1 32 8 23 7 

HARYANA 

TOT/\1.. 10()1) llo(t 1 ') /() -~ !"·3 4 
HIJH/\1. I!J!J!J I '' I'' 1'1 4 I) I ~ ~· 

UHBAN 100.0 23 5 2.5 35.5 2!1 /. 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100 () 12 e 1 '3 lfj 6 5?. f) 

RURAL 100.0 10.2 11 16 8 57 5 
URBAN 100.0 31.9 53 31.5 17.5 

PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 10.5 1.3 18.1 4 7 2 
RURAL 100.0 6.2 1.0 14.4 57.6 
URBAN 100.0 19.0 2.1 25.3 26.7 

RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100.0 10.8 1·8 14.3 62.2 
RURAL 100.0 7.3 1•0 10.9 70.0 
URBAN 100.0 22.1 4.8 26.3 35.4 

DELHI 

TOTAL 100 0 27.!i 2.3 41.4 14 3 

RURAL 100.0 20.8 1 8 23.5 44 1 

URBAN 100.0 28.2 2.4 42.4 12 6 

Note:-
1- Derived from table D-3 of Migration Table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part v (a) from each state series lor 1981. 

2. Cn:<:[Jorlcs lor Ron sons lor Mlnhratlon arc : 
1· rmployrunut 2- rtlur;nt!nn 1· f'nmlly IIIOVll!l 

4- Maulnun 5- Otllor c ·•!S 

3- Totallllctlme migrants are taken as 100 
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OVERVJli:W OF H.EASONS FOit MI~RATION 

I. PaUcn1s of Migration: Region 

a) Total Lifetime Migrants 

Table 3.1 and Table 3.2 show the distribution of total lifetime migrant persons by 

reasons for migration, for total, rural and urban areas for I 981 and 1991 respectively. 

Among lht.: li lditnc tnigranl pt:rsons in tilt: J{cgion, 51 'X1 migratcu lin n.:uson:; ol 

Marriage, 20% with the family as associational migrants, 14.4% for other causes, 

13.2'Y<l migrated for Employment and a mere 1.7% for Education. Thus in I <JX I. 

more lhan half the migrants in the Region moved for reasons of Marriag<.:. 

In 1991, (Table 3.2) 58% of the migrants moved for Marriage reasons, I 7'Yo 

as associational migrants with the family, I I% each moved for Employment and 

Other Causes, 1.3% for Business, I% for Education and an insignificant 0.2% moved 

for reasons ofNatural Calamities. Here too. marriage migration is most important. 

lt increased in intensity with time, by 7 percentage points. The intensity of all other 

reasons for the migration of persons into the Region show a decline.! Family and 

associational moves show a decline in importance between 1981 and 1991. In rural 

and urban areas, the reasons for the migration of persons differs. Marriagc, followed 

by Other Causes and Family Moved are important reasons in the rural areas. 

accounting for more than 90% of the migration. In urban areas, Family Moved, 

Employment and Marriage arc important reasons for the movement of people in the 

Region. BL:twccn I <JX I and I <)f) I, M;uTi;t)!.t.: llligr;tfion in the l~t.:~!.illll :·;llllw:; ;m 

increase, while Other Causes, Family Moves and Employment show a decrease in 

their intensity. 



Table-3.2 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrantsby Reasons for Migration, by Residence 

North- West India -1991 

STATE TYPE OF TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

/UT RESIDENCE 

REGION 
TOTAL 100.0 10.8 2.2 1.3 17.2 57 7 02 10 'l 
RURAL 100.0 4.8 1.3 0.8 10.5 72.1 02 1D 3 

URBAN 100.0 21.5 3.9 22 29.6 30 9 0/ 11 / 

HARYANA 
TOTAL 100.0 8.4 3.0 1.1 17.0 62.2 02 80 
RURAL 100.0 4.1 1.9 0.4 9.5 771 0.2 6 5 
URBAN 100 0 111 7 !) ? 11l 11 ') :--,:1 I () / lrJ q 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 100 0 97 2.8 2.3 16.7 57.1 03 69 
RURAL 100.0 7.1 2.2 1.5 14 4 63.3 0.3 11.2 
URBAN 100.0 24.9 6.3 7.4 30.5 20.4 0.1 10.3 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 100 0 9.6 0.8 09 17.1 56 6 02 H7 
RURAL 100.0 5.1 0.4 0.6 12.7 67.2 0 2 13 9 
URBAN 100.0 18.2 1.6 1.4 25.5 36.7 0 3 16 3 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 100.0 7.1 .2.0 1.4 11.3 67.9 0.2 10.1 
RURAL 100.0 3.8 1.3 0.7 7.8 76.2 0.2 5.1 
URBAN 100.0 17.5 4.1 3.6 22.5 41.6 0 1 10.7 

DELHI 
TOTAL 100.0 29.1 4.4 1.4 38.3 19.0 0 1 7 7 

RURAL 100 0 22.1 3.8 0.9 42.0 25.6 0.2 53 
URBAN 100.0 30.0 4.5 1.4 37.8 18.2 0.1 8.0 

Note:-
1- Derived from Table D-3 of Migration tables, for each state series, for 1991. 

2- Calcuorlcs for reasons are: 
1- EMPLOYMENT 2- BUSINESS 3- EDUCATION 4-F/\MILY MOVED 
5- M/\IUli/\GE G- Nil liJH/\L C/\LMiliF.S 1- rYIIIFH C/\USFS 

3- Totallllcllrne Migrants are taken as 100.0 
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i) Reasons For Male and Female Migr·ation: 

Mal'-~ Migrants: 

In 19R I. among males. (Tahk 3.3) JR'Y.) migrated for emj1loyment fi>llowed hy other 

reasons like movement of family (30.1 'Yo), Other Causes (25.9%) Education (4%) 

and Marriage (2%).In 1991, (Table 3.4) 35.1% of the males migrated for reasons of 

Employment, 30% moved with their f~tmily, 22% moved for Other Causes, another 

7% for Business reasons, 3.2% for Education, 2.4% for Marriage and 0.4% for Natural 

Calami ties. 

Female Migrants: 

Among the female migrants in 1981, (Table 3.3) about three fourths (73%) migrated 

for their Marriage alone, which accounts for a large proportion of the migration of 

fcmaks in the Region. 15.1% moved with their family and another 9.3% moved lin 

Other Causes. Only 2.1% of the female migration was for Employment nncl I% for 

Education. In 1991, once again. more than three fourths of the female migrants in 

the Region reported Marriage as a reason for their migration (79%). 12.4° ~migrated 

with the family, 6.3% moved for Other Causes, 1.5% lor Employment and 0.6% 

moved for r:ducation. The new categories of Business and Natural ('a! amities 

accounted for 0.4% and 0.11% respectively of the migrants in 1981. 

Thus, the male migration in the Region is mostly for Employment, l·arnily and 

Associational Moves and for Other Causes, the migration of females is largely a 

result of their Marriage followed by migration with the family. The importance of 

these reasons has only increased between 19RI and 1991. While in the case of 

males, there is a variation in the other reasons reported among female migrants. 

about 90% of the migration is for reasons of their Marriage and moves \Vith the 
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Table-3.3 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1981 

MALE FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 
/UT /UT 

REGION REGION 

TOTAL 100.0 38.0 3.9 30.1 2.0 25.9 TOTAL 100.0 2.1 0.7 15 1 72 8 9.3 
RURAL 100.0 29.5 3.0 29.6 3.3 34.0 RURAL 100 0 1 5 04 R? 82 0 flO 
URBAN 100.0 4!;.1 4 fl 30 4 O.Jl 10 1 IJflRI\N 100 () 4 () 1 7 ·:•, 1 ~<: 1 1":/ 

HARYANA HARYANA 

TOTAL 100.0 38.7 3.4 34.0 2.1 21.8 TOTAL 100 0 2.2 0.7 14 9 73 9 8 3 
RURAL 100.0 31.9 3.2 33.9 3.4 27.6 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 e:1 e2 1 7 7 
URBAN 100.0 45.2 3.5 34.1 1.0 Hl.2 URBAN 100 0 4.3 1 7 :JG ~ 11~ P. 1fJ ~ 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100.0 37.7 3.7 30.6 1.0 270 TOTAL 100 0 1.8 0.7 1'3 3 75 4 8 8 
RURAL 100.0 33 2 2.8 32 5 1.2 30 3 RURAL 100 0 1.5 0.5 11 I) 7l3 G ?. .. 

') 

URBAN 100.0 53.9 6.0 24.0 0.2 15 1 UROI\N 100 0 5.9 3 ~) ~() 4 ::n n 1 ~ -~ 

PUNJAB PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 28.0 2.1 27.3 1 7 40.9 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.8 13.5 69 9 14 0 
RURAL 100.0 19.7 1.7 28.9 2.5 47.2 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.7 9.2 774 i 1 4 

URBAN 100.0 37.4 2.7 25.5 0.8 33.7 URBAN 100.0 3.0 1 5 25 2 49 3 20 'l 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100.0 39.6 6.1 27.2 3.3 23.2 TOTAL 1'00.0 1.8 0.5 104 80.5 68 
RURAL 100.0 33.6 3.9 27.7 4.5 29.1 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.3 7.1 84 7 6 5 
URBAN 100.0 48.4 9.3 26.4 1.5 14.3 URBAN 100 0 3.7 1.6 26 2 60.4 8 1 

DELHI DELHI 

TOTAL 100.0 47.0 2.9 34.7 0.4 15.0 TOTAL 100.0 4.7 1.7 4'3 3 13 1 1::.~ 

RURAL 100.0 50.9 3.5 30.7 0.7 14.3 RURAL 100.0 4.4 0.8 19 6 67 7 7 5 
URBAN 100.0 47.0 2.9 34.9 0.4 15.0 URBAN 100.0 4.7 1.7 52 0 28 0 13 8 

Note:-
1-Derived from table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of each state series, for 1981. 

2-Categories under reasons for migration: 
1- Employment 2- Education 3- Family Move 4- Marriage 5- Others. 

3. Total !lifetime Migrants taken as 100.0 
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family and then.: is little variation in the other tc<~iuns f(>r migration, which together 

account f(ll· about I O'X, of the migration of kmaks in the Region. 3 

Each category or reasons for 111i gration analysed separatt:l y f(Jr nt<tlc:> at HJ fl:lll(.tl es, 

reveals 89.9% ofthe migrants moving for Employment were males. This was 89% 

in 1981. 98.8% of the females moved for Marriage. While 68.3% of the males and 

31.7% ofthe females moved for Education; Business migration resulted in 86.2% 

oft he males and ll.R% of the female migration and an almost equal share for Family 

moved and Other Causes. Not much change is observed in the other categories <'f 

I'C<IS< li1S. 

(ii) Reasons for Rural-Urban Migration: 

Run1l mignmts: 

Migrants in rural areas move largely for reasons ofMarriage,(65.1 1X1), followed hy 

Other Causes ( 13%), Family Moves ( 13%), E;:11ploym~:nt (7.5%) ami Education 

( 1 0'%). These figures were reported in 1981. The pattern was almost similar i:1 

1991, though the intensity or Marriage migration increased to 72.1 %. /\II othn 

reasons show a decrease bet ween 1981 and 1991. Migration to rural areas f(Jr 

Employment d~:crcased by as much as half in this period. 

Urban Migrants: 

Urban migrants reported 33% of the migration due to Family Moves, 24% each for 

Employment and Marriage, I()% for Other Caus<.:s and 3% for Lducation. 'I hcsl: 

figures were reported in I <JS I. In 1991, 31 'Yo of the urban migration was for Marriagl:, 

30% for htmily Mov~:d, 22% for Employment, 11.2% for Other Causl:s, while 

migration for Business was 4%. Migration for Education was 2.2% while for Natural 
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Table-3.4 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1991 

STATE TOTAL 

/UT 

2 3 4 5 6 7 STATE TOTAL 

/UT 

REGION 
TOTAL 
RUHAL 
URBAN 

HARYANA 
TOTAL 
RURAL 
UHBAN 

100 0 
11J(I() 

100.0 

3!j 1 7.0 
23 () () u 
43S 7.7 

:J ~ :J[] 0 7 4 
?.ll :J 1 3 3 !J 

3.5 29.1 14 

(J 4 71 <) 

I) 7 32 4 
0.2 14.6 

1000 31.0 109 29 352 12 04 186 
100 o 24 o 1 o 9 :1 2 :v; ll 1 11 ll r, ?fl r, 
1000 :1~.::1 10.fl ?.7 :14fl O'J ll3 1G2 

REGION 
TO'T/\1. 
llUHAL 
URBAN 

HARYANA 
TOTAL 
HUHAL 
UHBAN 

100 () 

1000 
100.0 

100 0 
1000 
100.0 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 
RURAL 
UHBAN 

100.0 30.2 8.7 5.1 29.9 1.5 0.5 24.1 TOTAL 
100.0 25.8 7.8 3.6 31 !l 1.9 0 6 28.5 RURAL 
100.0 42.4 11.1 9.2 24.9 0.4 0.2 11.8 URBAN 

PUNJAB 

100.0 
100 0 
100.0 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 1000 
RURAL 100.0 
URBAN 100.0 

28.7 2.2 1.7 31.7 4.0 0.5 31.3 TOTAL 100.0 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 1000 
RURAL 1000 
URBAN 100.0 

19.0 1.1 1.4 33.2 5.1 0.6 39.5 RURAL 100.0 
38.1 3.2 1.9 30./. 2.8 0.4 23.4 URBAN 100.0 

30.1 8.1 
21.6 7.2 
40.0 9.0 

RAJASTHAN 
5.3 26.7 3 4 0.6 25.9 TOTAL 100.0 
3.6 27 3 4.6 0.9 34.9 RURAL 100.0 
7.3 26.0 2 0 0 2 15.5 URBAN 100 0 

DELHI 
TOTAL 
RURAL 
URBAN 

100.0 51.6 7.7 1.8 29.4 0.6 0.1 8.8 
DELHI 
TOTAL 
RURAL 
URBAN 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 44.1 7.2 1.4 38.4 0.9 0.2 7.8 
100.0 52.4 7. 7 1.9 28.5 0.5 0.1 8.9 

Note:-
1-Derivcd ·from table D-3 of Migration Tables, of each state series, for 1991. 

2-Categories under reasons for migration: 

FEMALE 
1 

1 0 
3.1 

2 

()4 

0.3 
0.7 

3 4 5 6 

r1r. 1?4 mr 01 

0 4 li 1 f~r, I 1J 1 
1.1 30.0 5G 8 0.1 

.7 

13 06 08 111\ 813 01 47 
1 1 o" on r: ~~ w~ ') 'J 1 ~~ 7 

2.fl 1.0 1 1 2'J 1 '-'' / <J / '/ I 

1.6 0.5 1.2 11.5 79.1 0 2 6 0 
1 1 0.4 0 8 P, 0 ~~3 0 () 2 ') 7 
6.0 1.1 5.5 2'3'i 419 02 8 7 

1.9 0 3 0.6 11 2 77 8 0 1 8 1 
1 2 0.2 0.4 7.1 84 1 0 1 6 9 
3 s o.5 1.0 no r,1 s o 2 11 1 

1.2 0 4 
0.8 0.3 
2.8 0.8 

0.4 7 3 84 5 0 1 
0.3 4.4 r;r; 4 o 1 
1.2 20~~ ')73 01 

6 1 
5 7 
7 l) 

2.9 0.6 0.8 48.6 40.6 0.1 u 5 
2.8 0.8 0.6 45.2 47.4 0.1 3 1 
2.9 0.6 0.8 49 0 39 6 0 1 6 9 

1· Employment 2· Education J. Business 4- Family moved 5- Marriage 
6- Natural Calamites '1- Other Causes 

3. Total llletlmo Migrants arc taken as 100.0 
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Calamities it was reported to be 0.2% of the movement in 1991. 

Thus, Marriage was an important reason for the migration of persons to rural as well 

as urban areas in the Region in 1981, and its intensity only increased in 1991. Family 

Moved and Other Causes also rep011 high proportion, though the intensity of Family 

Moved decreased in the urban areas by about 6 percentage points bctwcc.:n I <JH I and 

1991. 

TIHts, hclwcen rm;d and ttrhan arcas,tlterc is a slip,ltt variation itlll the rca~;ott'; n:pqrlr.:d 

lor migration. While rural migration is largely Marriage migraiton, followed by 

linnily moved and other causes, urban migration is migration with the fi11nily, to 

urban cc11trcs. This is f'ollowcd by bnploylllentntigration, and and lhctl Marriage. 

The reason why the intensity of Marriage migration in the Region has incrcascd 

between I 981 and I 99 I is probably indicative of the increase in female migration to 

urban areas ofthe Region. This is examined in the following chapter. Male migrants, 

both rurl and urban, show an increase in moves f(Jr marriage. The rcasotts l(Jt· this 

also need to be probed. 

b) Reasons for Migration of Internal Migrants: 

TIH' rc:t~:ctll'·! li>t llliJ•,r:tlioJJ !I!II<>IIJ~ tlw ink! Jt:tlntiJ•.r:lltl•: hw: lw<'lt dc·:tll willt "'"Y 

for all streams , all duration of residence and by the three distance streams of 

migration, for 1981 and 1991. The detailed stream wise analysis for c::.H.:h state in 

the Region as well as I(Jr the Region is given in the /\ppt:ndix as Table IIUIItb<..:r 

3.3 to Table number J.o. 

(i) Male and Female Internal Migrants: 

Male Internal Migrants: 

Table 3.1 and Table 3.2 in the Appendix show the distribu(ion of migrants in terms 
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or distance streams by reasons lor migration. Among the males of tire intcmal 

migrants, 42% of the migration is for Employment, 30o/~ is for Associationalmoves, 

21% is for Other Causes, 4<Yo of the males moved for Education and 2% for Marriage. 

in 1981. In 1991, the respective figures in order of importance are 37% for 

Employment, 30% for Family Moved, 19% for Other Causes and 7% for Business. 

Education and Marriage among the male internal migrants accounts for just 3% of 

the migration for each. 

Female Internal Migrants: 

Among internal migrants n~malcs, as is expected, Marriage accoutrts lor a large 

proportion (74%) of their migration. This is followed hy Family Moved ( 14%), 

Other Causes( R'Vc,), Employment (2%) and I% for Education in I 9X I. In I CJC) I, the 

intensity of Marriage migration increased to 80.1% among female internal migrants. 

Migration with the family decreased to I 1.8'%; Other Causes accounted f()r 5.5'Vc, of 

the migration, 1.5% of the internal migrant female was for Employment and all 

other reasons account lor only 1.2% of the migration or female intcrnalrnigrants. 

Th11s. it lwc.onw:; ckar llrattlw p:rllnn ofn·:l';orrs f(,r rniJ•.r:ltinrl i:; :;irnil:u fi>r lifi·tinw 

migrants, as well as, I(Jr internal migrants. An increase is noted in the reasons 

reported, especially Employment l()r males and Marriage f{)r females in both cases 

and the proportions are similar. 

Uistancc Strca ms of M igr:alion: 

Table 3.5 and 3.6. show the distribution ol'migrunts of each sex in dilfcn:ntrnigratiun 

streams by reasons for migration. The pattern of migration varies with an increase 

in migration distance li·om intra-district to the inter-district stream. 
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Table-3.5 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants of each Sex in different 
migration streams by reasons for migration -TOTAL 

REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1981 

MALE FEMALE 
STATE 1 2 3 4 5 TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 TOTAL 

REGION 
Intra Dlstt. 33.1 4.8 30.1 3.4 28.7 100.0 1.3 0.5 9.7 81.3 7.2 100 0 
Inter Dlstt 41.1 5.4 30.0 2.3 21.3 100 0 2.1 0.9 13.5 76 5 7 1 1000 
Inter State 54.0 3.0 27.3 0.9 14.6 100.0 4.6 1.3 29.7 55 3 9?. 100 0 

HARYANA 
Intra Distt. 33.1 4.5 34.1 3.2 25.1 100.0 1.4 0.6 10.1 80.4 7.6 100 0 
Inter Distt. 40.1 5.4 32.2 3.2 19.6 100.0 1.6 0.7 10.6 80.7 6.4 100.0 
Inter State 53.3 2.4 29.4 1.5 12.1 100.0 4.2 0.9 21.4 66.3 7.2 100.0 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
Intra Oistt. 27.2 3.7 17.1 1,5 30.8 100 0 1.0 0.5 9.3 81.5 7 8 100 0 
Inter Distt. 50.1 5.0 25.7 0.6 18.7 1000 4.1 1.5 24.4 60 2 9.8 100 0 
Inter State 44.3 2.8 24.2 0.5 28.2 100.0 4.0 1.6 32.5 47.0 14 9 100 0 

PUNJAB 
Intra Distl. ?.4.3 2.2 33 ll /9 3G 9 100 () 1 2 0 7 10 f) 7fJ 7 fJ 8 1f)(JfJ 
Inter Dlstt. 31.9 3.5 34.9 1 9 27.9 100 0 1.8 1.2 15 0 73.7 83 1000 
Inter State 55.6 2.4 23.7 0.9 17.4 100 0 5.1 1.3 24.6 59.4 9.7 100 0 

RAJASTHAN 
Intra Dlstt. 35.7 6.9 26.9 4.4 26.1 100.0 1.4 0.3 7.7 84 3 6 3 1000 
Inter Distt. 46.4 6.7 26.6 2.6 17.8 100 0 2.5 0.7 13.2 772 6 5 100 0 
Inter State 47.3 3.6 27.6 1.8 19.8 100.0 3.6 1.1 18.8 68.4 8.0 100 0 

DELHI 

Intra DisH. 11.2 1.5 68.0 0.4 18.9 100 0 2.0 1 0 63 () /1 r) 1/ ~ 1fJfl r) 

lntor DIRft. 100 f) 11Jf)fJ 

Inter St~le 56.8 3.3 27.7 0.4 11.8 100.0 5.5 1.8 46.3 35 9 10.9 100.0 

Note:· 
1-Dr.rlvod from Migration tahloa Part v (a) SnrlnB of each Slalo/U.T. from Tahl!! 0-3 on Rcanoro" fr,r Mlurallon, 191!1 

2-Catcgorics of reasons for migration are-
1- Employment 2- Education 3- Family moved 
4- Marriage 5- Other Causes 
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Table-3.6 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1991 

M_~_1t= U_I\'LA_L_E 
STATE 2 3 4 5 6 7 TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 TOTAL 

/UT 
HEGION --·------·----··-·~----- -----· 
Intra DisH. 22.4 6.5 4.2 31 2 4.3 0.6 30 0 100.0 0.9 0.3 0.4 6.5 85.9 0 1 58 100 0 
Inter Distt. 35.2 7.1 4.8 30.7 2.6 0.5 19.2 100 0 1.5 0.4 0.7 9.9 82 3 0 1 52 100 0 
Inter State 50.2 8.2 2.3 28.2 1 0 0.3 99 100 0 3.2 0.7 O.ll 2fl ~ 59 1 () :> ~' 1n<1 n 
HARYANA 
Intra Dlstt 21.4 12.2 3.7 40.5 1.9 04 19 9 100.0 0.7 0.4 0.6 7.6 87 1 0 1 3.6 100 0 
Inter Distt. 31.4 11.3 4.7 36.5 1 6 0.3 14.2 100.0 1.0 0.5 0.6 7.6 87.5 0.1 2.7 100 0 
Inter State 41.7 11.5 2.1 31.3 0.9 0.5 12.0 100.0 2.7 1.0 0.7 18.6 61.9 0.2 4.4 100 0 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
Intra Dlslt. /.0.7 6.9 [.)3 35 7 23 08 /13 4 HJOO 09 0.3 Oil 7 5 e~; 1 rJ;; ~~ 2 1()()1) 

Inter Olstl. 41 5 9.2 66 26.7 0.9 0.2 14.8 100.0 3.1 0.8 2.4 21 6 65.6 0 1 '3.4 100 0 
Inter State 36.5 11.4 3.5 23.9 0.6 0.4 23.7 100.0 4.0 1.4 2.1 29.0 53.2 0.2 10.0 100.0 
PUNJAB 
Intra Oistt 19.8 2.3 1.8 ~2.8 6/. 0.6 36 5 100 0 11 02 05 7 ~ P;1? 0 1 7 1 1fJ()I) 

Inter Oisll. 32.0 2.6 2.4 33!) 3.5 OG ?.5.ti 100 () 1 9 0 3 0 7 10.7 79 9 () 1 64 100 () 
Inter State 51.9 2.3 1.5 26.3 1.9 0.5 15.6 100.0 4.9 0.4 0.7 21.1 65.6 0 3 7 0 100.0 

RAJASTHAN 
Intra Distt 24.4 7.7 5.5 26.2 4.4 0.6 31.3 100.0 0.8 0.3 03 5.2 87 4 0 1 59 100 0 
Inter Distt. 37.8 8.4 60 27.2 2.6 0.7 17.4 100 0 1.6 0.5 0.6 9.9 81 8 01 56 100 () 
Inter State 38.9 9.3 4.1 27.6 2.1 0.3 17.7 100 0 2.4 0.7 0.9 14.4 75.5 0 1 60 HJO 0 

DELHI 
Intra Dlstt. 23.5 4.7 1.2 54.4 1.1 0.4 14.9 100 0 1.5 0.6 0.6 51.4 41.2 0.2 4.6 100 0 
Inter Distt. 100.0 
Inter St<~to 56.0 8.3 2.0 28.2 0.5 0.1 4.9 100 0 3.1 0.6 09 48.0 4:\" () 1 ~ () 1nn·o 

Note:· 
1· Derived from census Migration tables Part v (a) Series of each State/U.T. from Table D·3 on Reason for Migration. 

2· Categories for reasons are: 
1- EMPLOYMENT 2- BUSINESS 3· EDUCATION 4- FAMILY MOVED 
5· MARRIAGE 6· NATURAL CALAMITIES 1· OTHER CAUSES 
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(i) Male Migrants: 

Among the intra-district migrants in 1981, 30% of the males migrated with their 

family, 33% moved for Employment, 29% for Other Causes, 5% for Education and 

3% moved for Marriage. The pattern for reasons for migration is almost similar in 

the inter-district stream for male migrants. Among the inter-state male migrants, 

more than one-half (54%) migrate for Employment, 27% with the family and 15% 

for Other Causes. 3% move for Education and I% for Marriage. 

Thus, all three distance streams show a similar pattern of reasons for migration 

among males. The dil'lerence lies in the increase in intensity of' Employment as a 

reason for migration with an increase in migration distance. Family Moves, Other 

Causes and Marriage as reasons for male migration decrease with distance. Inter

district male migrants account for a higher share moving for reasons of Education, 

indicating well developed educational facility in the Region that attracts migrants 

from within as well as from other states. 

In the intra-district stream 40% move for family reasons, 22% for Employment, 

31% for Other Causes, 7"/o l'or Business ami 4% each for Education and Marriage. 

Thus, there is a sharp decrease in male migration for Other Causes as the distance 

increases ll·orn the intra- district strcam .. The inter-district stream shows 35'!1,, migration 

for Employment, 31% f()r Family Moved, 19% for Other Causes, 7% f{Jr Business, 

5°/., for Education and 3% for Marriage. In the inter-state stream 50% oft he migration 

is for Employment, 2WY., with the Family, 10% for Other Causes, R% for Business, 

2% for Education and I% for Marriage. 
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Female Internal Migrants: 

Among the internal female migrants in the Region, as expected, Marriage accounts 

for more than 80% of the moves. This proportion increases to more than 90% in the 

intra state streams if we also take the category of family moved into consideration. 

Thus, internal female migrants in the Region move mainly for these two reasons. 

In the intra-district stream, in 1981, 81% of the females moved for Marriage, I 0% 

moved with the Family, and 7% for Other Causes. The rest 1.8% moved for reasons 

of Employment and Education, in ord~:r of importance. The inter district str~:am 

accounted for a similar pattern among the internal female migrants, though the 

intensity for Marriage migration decreased to 76.5%, while Family moved increased 

to 13.5%. Othe Causes reported 7.1 %, Employment 2.1% and Education I%. 

In 1991, 86% of the internal female migrants moved for their Marriage, 7% moved 

with their family as associational migrants and 6% for Other Causes. 1.7% of the 

intra district 1bnale migrants moved for reasons of Employment, Education, Business 

and Natural Calamities, in order of importance. In the inter district stream also, 

Marriage accounted for 82% of the moves of females. Family and associational 

moves accounted for another I 0%, Other Causes reported 5%. 2.8'!/o orthc migration 

was for Employment, Education, Business and Natural Calamities, in order of 

importance. In the inter state stream, 82% of the migration among the internal 

female migrants in 1991 was for Marriage, 19% was for Family Moves, 45% for 

Other Causes, 3% for Employment and 21.9% was for Business and Education. 

Thus, with an increase in migration distance from the intra district to the inter state 

stream, the importnce of Marriage migration among the females decreases while 

migration with the Family, for Employment and for Education increases in 1991. 
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Thus, while male internal migration is for reasons ofEm'ployment, and associational 

moves with the family, female migration is for their Marriage, especially in the intra 

state streams, and specially the rural-rural stream and urban rural stream, where the 

other reasons account for hardly 2% of the migration of females. More variation in 

the reasons or migration across categories in the inter state stream for hoth males 

and females. Thus, an analysis of reasons for internal migration is largely an analysis 

or the reasons lor inter state 111 igratiun. 

When the distance streams are cross classified by the residence streams, the dynamics 

for the reasons for internal migration become clearer. Table 3. 7 shows the distrii ., 1tion 

of internal migrants by streams of origin and destination, for total internal migrants 

in the Region only for All streams, All duratiuon of Residence. 

The rural-rural stream accounted lur 63% of the Marriage migration in 1981, lollowed 

by the urban -rural stream (46%) and rural-urban stream, (26%). Family Moves 

accounted for 37% of the movement from the urban-urban stream, 27% in the rural

urban stream, 21% in the urban-rural stream, and 15% in the rural-rural stream. 

Employment accounts·for 29% of the migration in the rural-urban stream, 22% in 

urban -urban stream, 14% in the urban-rural stream and 6% in the rural-rural stream. 

In 199 I also, the rural-rural strealll accounts f(Jr the highest share of the Marriage 

111igration (75'Y.,), followed hy the urban-rural stream (53.4'Yr,), urhan-urhan stream 

(35%) and rural-urban stream (31 %). Employment migration is highest in the rural

urban stream, followed by the urban-urban and urban-rural streams (26%, 19% and 

10% respectively). Rural-rural stream accounts for the lowest value of Employment 
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Table-3.7 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by Reasons for Migration, for Migration, 
for all Stroams, all duration of Residence Streams. 

! North- Wost India -1981 and 1991 

STATE YEAR RESIDENCE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 8 6 
LUI SIBfAM f 

REGION 
1981 R·R 100.0 6.4 1.0 1!>.2 62 5 

R-U 100.0 28.6 3.6 '}6 7 211 1 
U-R 100.0 14.4 1.8 21.1 46 3 
u.u 100.0 22.0 2.8 36.7 25.4 

SUB-TOTAL 100.0 6.4 1.0 16.2 62.6 
REGION 1991 

R-R 100.0 4.3 1.2 0.7 90 75.4 0.2 
R-U 100.0 25.5 4.3 2.6 28.2 31 9 . 0.2 

· U-R 100.0 10.0 2.3 1.4 20.2 53.4 0.2 
U-U 100.0 19.1 3.8 2.0 15.2 34 9 02 

SUS TOTAL 100.0 .10 9 23 1 3 166 50 7 01 

Note:· 
1-Derlved from table 0-3 of Migration Tables, Part v (a) from each sta~e/U.T. aerlea for 1881 and 1891. 

2·CIItegorlts of reason• are: 
1- Employment Z· BUSINESS 3- EDUCATION 
4- FAMilY MOVE II· ·MARRIAGE 8· NATURAL CALAMITIES 
7- OTHER CAUSES 

3· Total lifetime migrants are taken •• 100 
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migration. Family moves in the rural-urban stream account for 28% of the migraiton, 

20% in the urban-rural stream and 15% in the urban-urban stream. 

Between 1981 and 1991, the proportion of migrants moving for marriage has 

increased in all the residence streams except in the intra district rural-rural stream. 

Employment Migration has decreased over the decade. Family moves increased in 

the rural-urban stream but decreased substantially in the urban-urban stream. Among 

the internal migrant persons, Employment migration and Family Moved as a reason 

for migration has increased. 

c). Reasons For Immigration 

i) Male Female Immigrants: 

Male Immigrants: 

Among male immigrants in 1981, the major reason for immigration was reported as 

Other Causes (59%),Family Moves accounted for J0%1, Employment for cyy,J, 

Education for 0.8% and Marriage for 0.3%. In 1991 ,·Other Causes was 51%, Family 

reported 0.5% of the migrants moving in each category under reasons for migration. 

ii) Female Jminigrauts: 

Among female immigrants, Other Causes for migration was 53%, Family Moved 

34%, Employment. accounted for 1.5% of the moves, Marriage 11% and Education 

I%. In 1991, it decreased to 36.5% for Other Causes. Family Moved was36%, 

Marriage 25%, Employment 2%, Business I% and education 0.4%. 

An extremely sharp decrease was noted in immigration for Other Causes among 

males and females and this decrease is sharper among females. Among males, 

increased immigration is due to an increase in Employment and Family Moved as 
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Table-3.8 

Distribution of Immigrants by reasons for migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1981 

.MAl,._~ FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 
/UT /UT 
R~N ----- R~m<.m -~--------

TOTAL 100.0 8.7 0.8 29.7 0.3 58.6 TOTAL 100.0 1.5 0.8 33.5 10.9 53 3 
RURAL 100.0 6.9 0.4 21.7 0.3 65.7 RURAL 100.0 1.6 0.3 22.8 13.0 62 3 
URBAN 100.0 9.8 1.1 34.9 0.4 53.9 URBAN 100.0 1.4 1.0 39 1 9.9 4fl 6 

HARYANA HARYANA 

TOTAL 100.0 7.3 0.8 49.5 0.6 41.8 TOTAL 100.0 1.4 0.7 49.1 14.6 34.3 
RURAL 100.0 5.7 0.6 53.3 0.5 39.9 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 49.0 18.7 30.6 
URBAN 100.0 8.3 1.0 47.4 0.6 42.8 URBAN 100.0 1.4 0.8 49.1 12.6 36_7 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100.0 64.3 1.1 14.0 0.3 20.4 TOTAL 100.0 24.6 1.3 37.9 13.8 ?2.;, 
RURAL 100.0 72.3 0.9 11.0 0.3 15.5 RURAL 100.0 36.0 1.2 33.9 12.9 16 1 
URBAN 100.0 31.5 2.1 26.2 0.2 40.3 URBAN 100.0 3.9 1.4 45.1 15.3 34.2 

PUNJAB PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 2.2 0.3 11.0 0.2 86.4 TOTAL 100.0 0.4 0.2 10.5 7 1 18 9 
RURAL 100.0 1.4 0.2 12.1 0.2 86.1 RURAL 100.0 0.3 0.2 11.5 86 79 4 
URBAN 100.0 3.2 0.3 9.5 0.2 80.8 UlmAN 100.0 0.4 0.3 q !i 56 84 3 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100,0 10.0 1.0 34.1 0.0 35.2 TOTAL 100.0 1.6 1.0 36 7 19.2 40.7 

RURAL 100.0 6.5 0.4 33.7 0.5 19.9 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 32.1 23.6 42 3 

URBAN 100.0 13.1 2.7 34.4 0.6 49.0 URBAN 100.0 2.2 2.6 40.4 15.5 39 3 

DELHI DELHI 

TOTAL 100.0 15.2 1.4 51.3 0.3 31.8 TOT.'l.L 100.0 2.1 1.3 57 9 10.6 28.4 

RURAL 100.0 40.3 1.7 29.7 0.3 28.2 RURAL 100.0 4.6 1.0 56.0 13.1 25.4 

URBAN 100.0 15.1 1.4 51.4 0.3 31.6 URBAN 100.0 2.1 1.3 57.7 10.5 26.4 

Note:-
1-Derived from table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of each state series, for 1961. 

2-Categorles under reasons for migration: 
1- Employment 2· Education 3- Family Moved 4- Marriage 5- Other Causes 

61 



reasons for immigration. Among females it IS due to Marriage and Family 

Moved.Table 3.8 and Table 3.9. 

l{casons for Rural Urban lmmign1tion: 

In 1981, male immigrants to rural areas report 66% imrnigiration for other cuases, 

22% for Family Moved, 7% for Employment, and 3% for Education and marriage. 

In 1991, decreas-e in immigration for Other Causes fell to 52%,irnmigration due to 

F:.uuily Jnoved increased to 34'Yo. IO'Yowas ({)r Employment, 3'Yo Uusiness and U.4'XJ 

Education, 1.34% of the male immigration was for Marriage. 

Female Immigrants: 

Among female Immigrants to rural destinations, 62% report Other Causes, 13% 

moved for Marriage, 23% moved with the Family, 2% for Employment and 0.3% 

for education Education. In 1991, 32% only reported Other Causes as a reason for 

immigrtion, 37.2% reported Marriage, 2.7% Family Moved, and 2.5% reported 

immigration for Employment, I% moved for Business and an insignificant 

proportio11 moved li11· Fduc:tt ion. 

Among Urban lmmigrantsMales, again 53.9% is for Other Causes, 35% for Family 

moves, I 0% Employment and 2% Educaation. In 1991, a total of' 50'Ytl moved for 

other causes, 32% lor family reasons, 14% for Employment and 3% fur Business. 

Education 0.5% and Marriage I, I%. 

Among Urban Immigrant Females 49% was for Other Cuases, 39.1% for Family 

Moves, 10% for Marriage, 1.4% for Employment, I% Education. In 1991, 38% 

immigration was for Other Causes, 40% with family, 18% for Marriage and 2% for 

Employment. 
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Table-3.9 

Distribution of Immigrants by reasons for migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1991 

MALE FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 6 7 
/UT /UT 

REGION REGION 
TOTAL 100.0 12.5 2.5 0.5 32.5 1.2 0.0 50.8 TOTAL 100.0 2.2 0.7 0.4 35.9 24.7 0.0 36.5 
RURAL 100.0 10.0 2.4 0.4 33.9 1.3 0.0 51.9 RURAL 100.0 2.5 0.8 0.3 27.3 37.2 0.0 321 
UHBAN 100.0 13.9 2.6 0.5 31.7 1.1 0.0 50.2 URBAN 100.0 2.0 0.6 0.4 40.~ 18.4 0.0 38 3 

HARYANA HARYANA 
TOTAL 100.0 8.3 3.8 0.6 35.6 0.7 0.0 51.0 TOTAL 100.0 1.7 0.9 0.2 34.9 22.6 00 39 7 
RURAL 100.0 6.4 4.2 1.3 38.3 1.0 0.1 48.8 RURAL 100.0 1.5 1.2 0.2 32 5 31.0 0.0 33 6 
URBAN 100.0 9.3 3.6 0.2 34.0 0.6 0.0 52.3 URBAN 100.0 1.8 0.7 0.2 313.2 18.1 0.0 43 f) 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 100.0 46.0 11.8 2.9 13.6 0.6 0.0 25.2 TOTAL 100.0 14.6 4.2 4.6 35.1 18.1 00 23.4 
RURAL 100.0 53.4 12.5 0.7 11.5 0.6 0.0 21.3 RURAL 100.0 20.4 5.9 0.6 34 2 19 6 00 1~ 3 
URBAN 100.0 25.0 9.6 9.0 19.5 0.5 0.0 36.3 UHBAN 100.0 5.0 1.5 11.2 36.13 15 5 0.0 30 3 

PUNJAB PUNJAB 
TOTAL 100.0 9.4 1.0 0.2 34.5 2.0 0.0 52.9 TOTAL 100.0 2.1 0.3 0.3 27 1 35.8 0.0 34.4 
RURAL 100.0 6.1 0.4 0.1 37.6 1.7 0.0 54.1 RURAL 100.0 1.7 0.2 0.2 25.7 41.8 00 30 3 
URBAN 100.0 13.2 1.7 0.2 31.0 2.4 0.0 51.5 URBAN 100.0 25 0.4 0.3 21 5 29.8 0.0 38 5 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 100.0 10.9 4.2 0.6 26.5 0.8 0.0 57.0 TOTAL 100.0 2.2 1.1 0.4 28.5 27.8 0.0 40 0 
RURAL 100.0 6.5 3.5 0.2 23.8 0.6 0.0 65.4 RURAL 100.0 2.1 0.9 0.5 21.1 35.0 01 40 4 
URBAN 100.0 14.5 4.8 0.9 28.7 1.0 0.1 50.1 URBAN 100.0 2.3 1.3 0.4 34.2 22.0 0.0 39.8 

DELHI DELHI 
TOTAL 100.0 16.7 2.0 0.4 32.1 0.5 0.0 48.2 TOTAL 100.0 1.7 0.5 0.3 53 6 6.9 00 35 1 
RURAL 100.0 46.9 5.2 1.4 25.5 1.7 0.0 19.3 RURAL 100.0 5.6 1.3 0.4 55 3 18.2 00 19 2 
URBAN 100.0 16.3 2.0 0.4 32.2 0.5 0.0 48.7 URBAN 100.0 1.6 0.5 0.3 53 6 8.8 0.0 35 3 

Note:-
1. Derived from Table D-3 on reasons for for Migration, from Migration Tables, of each State series, 1991. 
2. The categories of reasons are 

1- EMPLOYMENT 2- BUSINESS 3- EDUCATION 
4- FAMILY MOVED 5- MARRIAGE 6- NATURAL CALAMITIES 
7- OTHER CAUSES 
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From the above discussion on Immigrant reasons for migration, it becomes clear 

that Other Cuases predominate, especially in rural areas. This does show a decrease 

between 1981 and 1991, but it continues to be the dominant reason for immigration 

to the Region. Other important resons for immigration are Family Moved, Marriage, 

especially for females in Rural areas is an important reason for immigration. Male 

immigration to Urban and rural areas shows inc1'eased Employment immigration. 

Rural male immigration is primarily due to family moved. 

b) Patterns of Migration:States 

Total Lifetime Migrants: 

The variation among the component state/union territory units in the Region is brought 

out by an analysis of reasons for each State/Union Territory. Here, only the Male 

and Female and Rural and Urban reasons are examined. 

Among the states, in Haryana, 53.4% migrated for Marriage, 20.3% for Family 

Moved, 12.6% for Employment; 12.2% for Other Reasons and 1.5% for Education 

in 1981 Table 3.1. In 1991, it increased to 62% for Marriage, 17'% for Family 

Moved, 8.4% for Employment, 8% for Other Cuases; Business reported 3% and 

Education 1.1 'Yo. Table 3.2 

Himachal Pradesh reported 53% of the migration for Marriage, 19'% for Family 

Moved, 14% for Other Causes, 13% for Employment and 1.6% for Education. In 

1991, 57% of the migration was f()r Marriage, 17% was for Family Moved, I 0'% filr 

Employment, 7% for Other Causes, 3% for Business and 2.3% was for Education in 

Himachal Pradesh. 
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Punjab had 47% migration due to Marriage, 23% due to Other Cuases, 18% as a 

result of Family Moved, 11% for Employment and 1.3% moved for Education in 

1981. In 1991, the share of Marriage migration increased to 57%, followed by 

Family Moved 17%, Other Causes 15%, Employment 10% and Business and 

Education less than 1% each. 

In Rajasthan, in 1981. Marriage migration was 62%, followed hy 14% for family 

Moved, 11% each for Other Causes and Employment and 2% for Education. In 

1991 ,it was 68% for Marriage, 11% for Family Moved, 10% for Other Causes, 7°/o 

for Employment, 2% of the migration was for Business and 1.4% was for Education. 

Delhi reported the highest proportion of migrants who moved for reasons of Family 

Moved (41%). Employment migration was 28%, 14% each moved for Marriage 

and Other Causes, and 2% moved for Education, in 1981. The 1991 figures showed 

a decrease for reasons of Family Moved, other reasons were 29% for Employment, 

19% for Marriage, 8% for Other Causes, 4% for Business and 1.4% for Education. 

Male migrants (rural) reported 3.33% migration for Marriage in 1981 and 1991 it 

increased to 3.85%. 0.82% of urban migrants in 1981 moved for Marriage and it 

increased to 1.41% in 1991. All other categories of reasons for male and female 

migration dccrcascd,cxccpt marriage. 

Thus, among all the component units of the Region, Employment migration was 

highest in Delhi, which is largely urban and also enjoys a special status since it is the 

capital of the country. Family Moved and Education were also highest in Delhi at 

both census points. R~~asthan reported the least migration with Family Moved and 

Other Causes. Punjab reported the least migration for Employment and Education. 

Delhi was least for Marriage. Rajasthan had the highest migration for Marriage and 

Punjab for Other Causes. This is probably a spill over from partition, when tho.se 
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who came after pmtition and tile t\\O v. with Pakistat• ;ettlc · in Punjab. This 

reasoning is strengthened since in 1991, <his category sh<·,ws a ·crease of 8.2?/o 

probably becuase of death of survivors of those who c·ame at the , i1ne of partition. 

Marriage is the most important reason for migration among migrants in all states, 

except in Delhi. where it. is Fnmily Moved. Employment. migration was lcnst 

important in case of Punjab in 1981 and ; · ':creased for all states between 1981 and 

1991. Delhi showed an increase in Employment migration between 1981 and 1991 . 

This was despite the fact that some of the migrants who were included in the 

category of Employment in 1981 may have been categorised as Busim:ss migrants 

in 1991. 

(i) Reasons for Male -Female Migration: 

Male Migration: 

Among Male migratns to the States/U.T. (Table 3.3 and 3.4) Employment as a reason 

of migration was most important in Delhi (47'Xl). This was lollowcd by Rajasthan 

(40%). It was least important in Punjab (28%). Himachal Pradesh and Rajasthan 

had high proportions or Employment mit, 1on in I <JX I. In I 991, the i1nporturJ<.:e of 

Employment migration increased in Delhi alone. All other states showed a decrease 

for reasons stated earlier. The decrease was maximum for Rajasthan and least ~or 

Punjab. 

Family Moved was also an important reason for migration among migrant males in 

Delhi in 1981, followed by Haryana. It was least in Rajasthan. In 1991, Delhi 

showed a decrease in migration \ I> · w Family by 8% points while in Punjab it 



increased to 32%, and it increased by 35% in Haryana. All other States showed a 

marginal decrease in Family Moved as a reason for migration. 

Other Causes reported 41% in 1981 in Punjab, 27% in Himachal Pradesh, 23% in 

Rajasthan and 22% in Haryana. Delhi was the least with I 5% migration for Other 

Causes. In 1991, all States showed a decreasein this except Rajasthan (26%), which 

showed an increase of3% between 1981 and 1991. What these causes could be is 

not very clear and would need further probing. It would also vary, depending on the 

. level of development in the States. 

Education migration among males was 6% in Rajasthan, 4% in Himachal Pradesh, 

3% each, in Haryana and Delhi and 2% in Punjab in 1981. It decreased in 199 I 111 

all States, except in Himachal Pradesh, where it increased to 5.1 %. 

Marriage migration was the least important reason for male migration, and reported 

3% migration in Rajasthan and only 0.41Xl in Delhi in I 981. The other States varied 

in between, 2% each in Haryana and Punjab and 1% in Himachal Pradesh. In 1991, 

its importance decreased in lluryana, while all other States/U.T., cxc~..:pt Punjab, 

showed a marginal decrease in Marriage migration. In Punjab, Marriage migration 

among males increased. by t wicc what it was in 1981. 

Female Migrants: 

Among female migrants, Marriage was by far the most important reason, reporting 

more than 79% of female migration in each state in 1981, which incre<::sed further in 

1991. The order of importance for Marriage migration was Rajasthan (80.5%), 
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Himachal Pradesh (75%), Haryana (74%) and Punjab (70%) in 1981. Delhi reported 

the least (31 %). The maximum increase in Marriage migration was reported in 

Punjab (more than 5%). In Himachal pradesh it increased marginally in 1991. The 

ranking also changed, with Haryana replacing Himachal Pradesh in 1991 .. 

Family Moved wns n:portcd as the next 111ost illlportullt. rcw;on rcpoltilll!,- t1 1J/I'X, in 

Delhi, 15% in Haryana, 14% in Punjab, 13% Himachal Pradesh and I 0% in Rajasthan 

in 19R1. A mariginal dccrase in Family moved as a reason for mivralinn was 

noticed in Delhi and Haryana, while there was hardly any change in the other States 

between 1981 and 1991. 

Other Causes reported 14% in Punajb, 13% in Delhi, 9% in Himachal Pradesh, 8% 

in Haryana and 7% in Rajasthan in 1981. In all the five component units, there is a 

decrease in this reason between 1981 and 1991. The decrease is sharp in the case of 

Punjab, probably due to the component of deaths among survivors of immigrants 

from the time of partition in I 947. 

Empolymcnt and Education report a very miniscule share of lcnwlc migration in the 

States/U.T. in 1981. The highest migration for Employment is in Delhi (5%), 

followed by the others which account for about 2'Ycl each. It is almost the same in 

1991. Education reports 2% in Delhi in both years and the order of importance 

decreases for Punjab, Himachal Pradesh, Haryana and Rajasthan, where it is only 

0.5%. 

Thus, while Employment is the major reason for male migration, Marriage is most 
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impant for females. They account for between 47% and 28% of male migration in 

Delhi and Punjab, and between 81% in Rajasthan, to 31% in Delhi among female 

migrants. 

(ii) Reasons for Rurai-U rban Migration : 

Rural Migration: 

Between rural and urban destinations, variation occurs in the reasons across the 

states. While Marriage migration was important in rural destinations, Family Moved 

was the important reason for urban destinations. 

Among migration to rural destinations, Marriage migration accounted for 70%of 

the migration in Rajasthan, 66% in Haryana, 57% in Punjab and Himachal Pradesh 

and 44% in rural Delhi. In 1991, the importance of Marriage migration increased in 

Haryana and Punjab by 10% points and by 6% points in Himachal Pradesh and 

Rajasthan in rural areas. It decreased by 18% points in rural destinations of Delhi. 

Family Moved as a reason for migration reported the highest proportion to rural 

arcns in Delhi (24'Y..), f(JJiowt:d by llimadwl Pr:Hksh ( 17%). Punjab (I !J%), llary:ma 

(13%) and Rajasthan (11 %). In 1991, an 18% point increase is noticed in moves 

with family as associational migration to rural areas of Delhi, followed by Himachal 

Pradesh (14%), Punjab (13%), Haryana (10%) and Rajasthan (6%). 

Other Causes report 21% in Punjab, 14% in Himachal Pradesh, 12% in Haryana, 

11% in Rajasthan and 10% in Delhi. There is a substantial decrease in this value in 

all the states, in some cases by half. The maximum decrease is seen in Rajasthan but 
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the reason for this is not clear. 

Employment reports 21% of the migration in Delhi, 1'0% in Himachal Pradesh, 8% 

in Haryana, 7% in Rajasthan and 6% in Punjab. A marginal increase is noticed in 

Delhi, while all other states reported a decrease. This is probably because of separation 

of Business into a separate category from Employment. Education reported the 

least share of migrantsin rural areas in 1981. The maximum was in Delhi (21%) and 

it gradually petered out to 1% for 1-laryana , Punjab and Rajasthan. 

Urban Migrants: 

Among urban migrants, Family Moved and Marriage reported the highest share 

varying among the states, depending upon the extent of female migration. Family 

Moved as a reason for migration was 42% in Delhi, 36% in Haryana, 32% in 

Himnchal Pradesh, 26% in Rc.~jasthan and 2YYr, in Punjab. In l <JCJ I, all n:port a 

decline in this reason. The maximum decrease is in Delhi and Haryana between 

1981 and 1991. Marriage migrants reported 351% in Rc.~jasthan, 27% in Punjab, 25% 

in Haryana, 17% in Himachal Pradesh and 13% in Delhi in 1981. In 1991, all the 

States experienced an increase in Marriage migration. Punjab h:td n I 0% poinl 

increase, followed by Haryana (9%), Rajasthan (6%), Delhi (6%) and Himachal 

Pradesh (3%). Employment migration was higest in Delhi (28%) followed by 

Himachal Pradesh (32%), Haryana (24%), Rajasthan (23%) and Punjab (19%). 

Migration for Other Causes reported the maximum in Delhi and Himachal Pradesh 

(14% each), followed by Haryana and Punjab (13% each) and Rajasthan (11 %).in 

1991. Education, the least important reason of all, varies between 5.3% in Himachal 

Pradesh and 2.1% in Punjab with 4.9% in Rajasthan and 2.5% in Haryana. In 1991, 
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it decreased for all, except for a 2% rise in Himachal Pradesh between 1981 and 

1991. 

Thus, States show variation between rural and urban areas in terms of the 21~/r, 

reason reported. The variation across categories for states is more similar in rural 

are:ts lhan in urban. 'Fnmily Moved' is nwximum l'or Ddhi nnd il dccn·:~::cd in 

1991. Employment and Other Causes too, show a similar trend. Marriage is highest 

in R<~jasthan and Educ~ttion, surprisingly is maximum in Himachal Pradesh and 

Rajasthan. 

c) Reasons For Immigration: 

Other Causes repot1cd the highest reason for immigration in R~jasthan among males 

(57%) and least in Himachal Pradesh (25%). Family Moved reported 38% in Harya!1a 

and 12% in Himachal Pradesh. Employment immigration was 46% in Himachal 

Pradesh and 8% in Haryana. Among females, Family Moved was 53.5% in Delhi 

and 27% in Punjab. Marriage immigration was 36% in Punjab and 9% in Delhi. 

Table 3.8 and Table 3.9. A comparison ofthe reasons for migrtion among the internal 

migrants and the immigrants showed that they varied tremendously. 

SUMMARY: 

In the Region under study, Marriage was f(>Lmd to be the most important reason for 

migration of people. It resulted in half the movement in 1981 and about three-fifth 

ofit in 1991. This was followed by Family Moved which accounted for onc-fi fth ~>f 

the migration in 1981 and it decreased to less than that in 1991. Other Causes 

reported less than one-fifth of the migration in 1981 and it decreased to about one

tenth in 1991. Employment migration in the Region resulted in the migration of 
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13% of the people in 1981 and this decreased to 11% in 1991. The Category of 

Business accounted for another 2% in 1991. Education was the least important 

reason for migration because of which 2% of people 'moved in 1981 and only 1% in 

1991. 

Among mules, Employment is the most importai1t reason, accounting for two-lirtl1 

of the moves in both censuses. This is followed by Family Moved. However, 

female migration in the Region is largely Marriage migration. Three-fourths of the 

female migration in 1981 and four-fifths of it in 1991 was due to this reason. In 

Punjab, an increase is noticed in Marriage as a reason for male migration, in all 

streams of residence. Family Moved accounted for a little more than one-tenth of 

the female migration in North-West India. While, among male migrants, Employment 

is more important among urban male migrants, Marriage is more important among 

ruml female migrants. 

It was found that with an increase in distance, the importance of Employment 

migration increased , while that of Marriage decreased, among males and females. 

Employment was an importatit reason for migration in the urbanward streams of 

migration, both, rural-urban and urban-urban, especially among males. Marriage 

was dominant hugely in the rural-rural and the urban-rural streams among kmalcs. 

The reasons for immigration were quite di ffcrent. More than half the male 

immigration was a result of movement for Other Causes, while three-fifth of it was 

as J\ssociational moves and one-tenth was for Employment. Among females, Other 

Causes accounted Jor halfthe in~migration in 1981 and it decreased to two-fifth of it 
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in 1991. The importance of marriage, as well as Employment among female 

immigrants almost doubled to 25% and 23% in 1991. Among males. Other Causes 

and Family Moved were important in rural and urban'destinations and Employment 

only among urban immigrant males. Marriage was more important among rural 

immigrants whik Family Moved among urban kmalc immigrants. 

Among the States. l·:mplnyn1ent migration was most important in lklhi, especially 

among urban male migrants. It was least important in Punjab among rural migrants 

in 1981 and 1991. Marriage was important in Rajasthan among rural and urban 

migrant females. It was least important in Delhi, in urban areas in both censuses. 

Family Moved was important for all States, accounting for between one-tenth and 

two-f"tlths of the male and female migration in each state in 19X I and I 991. 

Among rural male immigrnnls, Employment reported n high share in llinl:Jdl:tl 

Pradesh and in Delhi (53% and 47% respectively) in 1991. Among female 

immigrants to rural areas also, Employment reported 20% in Himachal Pradesh and 

G<Y<> in Delhi in 1991. The reasons lor migration among rural and url~an migrants 

diller in the degree or importance. While Employment was found to he more 

important among urban migrants, marriage was more important among rural migrants. 

Among the immigrants, however, Family Moved and Other Causes, were equally 

important in all states in the Region. 

NO'I'I~S 

l. 'Other Causes' includes those migrants who arrived at their destination to mud 

relations, go on pilgrimage, to sdettlc alter retirement, to settle alter the t \\'O 
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wars with Pakistan; and in the case of a number of married women. to deliver 

the child at their parents home. It may also include those who are in a state of 

flux at their new destination and are unable to indicate the exad reason for 

migration. 

2. The new category of Business. in 199l.draws migrants from the 19S I categories 

or Employrncnt and Other Causes. lienee in 1991, the share or both is S<.:Cll to 

dccr<.:asc. Note: sine<.: those r<.:porting Naturl Calamiti<.:s as a r<.:ason for migmtion 

is not more thanb 0.5%, hence negligible,it is ignored in the analysis for 1991. 

3. Derived form Table LJ-lll on Reasons Jor Migration, Census ortndia, 19<) I ,fi·orn 

the Migration Tables of each respective state and the union territory of Delhi. 

The figures for each state were added up to give the total for the Region. 
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(:JJAPTER 4 

SPATIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF MIGRANTS 

lntn1duction: 

This chapter is a study of the magnitude and extent of migration in North-West India 

to identify areas within the Region which are more prone to migration than others. It 

would also examine the pattern of migrant distribution for the Region and for each 

state and union territory therein in terms of lifetime migrants, internal migrants by 

streams and for immigrants by sex and by residence. The district level analysis would 

throw light on the spatial variation in the concentration of lifetime migrants f(Jr the 

period under study. 

PATTERNS OF MIGRATION: REGION 

a) Total Lifetime Migr·ants: 

In the census of 1971, 166.8 million people( constituting 30.4% of the total popula

tion of the country), were cnurm:ratcd at places other than their place of'hirlh 1
, IH.:nce, 

were termed as lifetime migrants 2.The number of migrants in the country increased 

to 204.3 million people at the 1981 census, constituting 30.5% of the population of 

the country. Accordiing to the census of 1991, about 232.11 million people . 

constitutiing 27.6X '%of the total population of the country, were reported as mi

grants by the above criteria (Table 4.1 ). Thus the proportion oflifetime migrants in 

the total population of the country remained more or less the samcbctwccn 1971 and 

1981 and decreased between 1981 and 1991 . 
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Table-4.1 

Life time Migrants In the Total Population, by Sex and Residence 

India and North-West India 1971-91 
(Place of Birth and Place of Enumeration) 

%Lifetime Migrants INDIA %Lifetime Migrants N W India 
Type of Year p M F p M F 
Residence 
TOTAL 1971 30.4 16.9 42.5 33.5 /01 40 (l 

1981 30.7 18.0 44.2 33.2 194 48 G 
1991 27.4 14.6 41.0 31.5 16.4 Ml4 

RURAL 1971 28.2 14.1 43.1 30.2 13.4 48.9 
1981 28.4 12.6 44.9 30.0 12.2 49.5 
1991 25.7 10.0 42.4 29.0 9.6 50.5 

URBAN 1971 39.3 37.5 41.3 43.8 414 4fj 7 

1981 38.3 35.0 42.0 41.4 27.3 4'32 
1991 32.2 27.6 37.3 37.1 31.5 43.6 

Note:-
1- T/R/U Migrants Includes 'unclasslflable'. 
2- The term 'migrants' refers only to lnmlgrants, unless montlonod otherwise, since tho census ulvca data only on lnmlgrants. 

3· The table Is derived from Migration Table, of each state series. Table D-1 of1971, 1981 and 1991 have been used. 

Table-4.2 

Life time Migrants in the Total Population, by Se)< and Residence 

India and North-West India 1971-91 
(Place of last residence & Place of Enumeration) 

% lifetime Migrants INDIA %lifetime Migrants N W lndi~ 
Type of Year p M F p M F 
Residence --------·- -------
TOTAL 1971 30.6 19.0 35.1 34.1 20.6 49 4 

1981 31.2 182 45.2 33.9 198 49 6 
1991 27.7 14.8 41.6 31.8 18G 49.fl 

RURAL 1971 :Jfl :1 14 f) 4:1 4 ·:r;ll 1 . ~ t: 11 ~ j ; : 

1901 209 l?fl 11S U 30 8 1// '/) 1 

1991 26.1 10.2 43.0 29.5 99 512 

URBAN 1971 40.0 38.1 42.1 44 9 421 48 /. 
1981 38.8 35.3 42 8 416 377 4') '! 

1991 32.3 7.77 37.5 37.1 31 s -13 7 

Note:-
1- T/R/U Migrants includes 'unclassifiable'. 
2- The term 'migrants' refers only to lnmigrants. unless mentioned otherwise, since the census gives data only on 
lnmlgrants. 
_J. The table Is derived from Migration Tabled, of each state series. Table D-1 of1971, 1981 and 1991 have been used. 
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In the Region under study, following the above criteria, the total lifetime migrants 

numbered about 19 million people in the census of 1971. They accounted f()r 33.5 % 

of the population in the Region and 11.42% of the migt'ant population oft he country 

(an increase of J8<Yo f In 198 I, the corresponding figure was 24.69 million mi-

grants, constituting 33.15 <% of the population of the Region and 12.13 1Yr, of the 

miigrants in the country. This represents an increase of 29.9% in the lifetime mi-

grant population of the Region between 1971 and 1981. In 1991, the migrants fur-

ther increased to 30 million persons accounting for 31.5% of the region's total popu

lation and 13.1 %of the migrants in the country .In the last decade, there has been an 

increase of 21.5% in the lifetime migrants in the Region. Thus, in the Region, the 

proportion of lifetime migrants remained almost the same between 1971 and 198 I . 

It decreased somewhat between 1981 and 1991. 

However, the proportion oflifeime migrants in the total population has always been 

more for the Region than for the country. This is especially true for urban male 

migrants and urban and rural female migrants. The decrease in the proportion ofthe 

lifclillll' tnigranls fi,rlhc cotltllry lt:ts ht:t:ll 111on~ :>ll:tl)l tl1:111 itlla:; hct.:ll i11 ll1c: l{t.:gioJJ. 

The Region experienced an absolute increase in the lifetime migrants by more than o 

million people in the last decade alone. As one would expect, thc proportion of" 

female migrants in the Region is more than the male migrants. The dillcrence be-

tween the two is about three times (48% and 16% respectively). While migrants to 

rural areas(29%) is less than those to urban areas (37%)inl991. Bct\vccn 1971 and 

1991, the increase in the absolute lifetime migrants in the Region was 58%, while 

for the country it was 38%. This was more among female migrants in the Region and 

among urban migrants (68% and 82% respectively). 
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Table 4.2 indicates the lifetime migrants in the country as well as in the Region, as a 

percentage of the total population, where the migrants have been tabulated on the 

basis of place of last residence and place of enumeration 4 . A com pari son of Tabk 

4.1 and Table 4.2 shows a similar pattern. The proportion of migrants by this criteria 

is only marginally more than that hy place of Birth concept. This would indic:11l: ll;at 

in the country, and in the Region, there is not very significant return to birth place, for 

which Tnhle D-~ W:ls t:tlwl:tt(·d. Th('il' sllnrl' ill tilt' tol:d popttlntiollllf'llw J{qJ.ioll :111:1 

in the total migrant population of the country is also similar to that by the place of 

birth concept 5 . The Table indicates a decrease in the movement of return migrants, 

which is almost similar in extent and magnitude to that by place of birth concept. 

The increase in the lifetime migrants in the Region (also for the country) has been at 

a decreasing rate 6 . The increase has been more among migrants to urban areas and 

among female migrants. In fact, the maximum increase is noticed among femafes 

migrating to urban areas, while males migrating to rural areas show the least in

crease. In 1981-91, the Region experienced a decrease in the male migrants to rur0.i 

ureas ( -2.X'Yt. in Tahk tl.l Ultd .. 1.:-i'Y., ill T:tl•k !J.2 itt tit(: 1\ppt.:ttdix ). 

Table 4.3 shows the broad streamwise breakup of migrants in the Region by place of 

birth, between 1971 to 1991. An increase is noted among internal migrants in the 

Region, while immigrants show a halving at each census. Among internal migrants, 

a decrease is noticed among the intra-district migrants, while the inter-state migrants 

show some increase , as does inter-district migration. The increase in inter-district 

migrants and inter-state migrants was more in 1971 as compared to 1981. It can 

probably be attributed to an increase in the number of districts in the.: states in the.: 
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Table-4.3 

Distribution of Lifetime Migratnts in the total population, by broad streams North West India 
1971-91 

(Place of birth and Place osenumeration) 
TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRASTATE INTER IMMIGRANTS 
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE 

TOTAL 

RURAL 

URBAN 

Note:-

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

1971 33 5 /91 16.3 60 llfl '1/ 
1981 33.~ 30 3 1tifi 7.0 /IJ 2 u 
1991 31.5 29.7 14.6 7.1 8.0 15 

1971 30.2 27.8 18.6 5.4 3.7 23 
1981 30.0 28.4 18.0 6.5 3.8 15 
1991 29.0 28.0 17.6 6.6 39 08 

1971 43.8 33.3 8.8 7.8 16.8 0.4 
1981 41.4 35.1 9.0 8.3 17.9 61 
1991 37.1 33.6 8.0 81 175 32 

1-Unclaeftlllahlo llli!JrHIII" nrc hu:lwi<HI Ito 'lollll Mlurnnln, 
2- The term 'Migrant' refers to lnmlgrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census gives data for in 

migrants only. 
3- Derived from census series for each state/U.T .. Data used has been taken from the Migration Tables, Table D-1 of 

1971, 1981 and 1991. 
4-Stmarns of migration refer to migration distance, and have been explained in chapter' 1, pp.10-11. 

Table-4.4 

.Distribution of Lifetime Migratnts in the total population, by broad streams North West India 1971-91 
=-:==-=-=---::-:-=-=-=---::~.Place of Last Rosluonco and Pineo of Enumeration) 
TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS 
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE 

TOTAL 

Note:-

1971 
1981 
1991 

34.1 
33.9 
31.8 

30.8 
31.7 
30.4 

DISTRICT 

17.3 
16.6 
15.2 

DISTRICT 

6.4 
7.3 
7.2 

7.2 
7.8 
8.0 

2.9 
2.1 
1.3 

. 1-Unclasslflahlo migrants arc lncludod In Total Mlgrant9, 
2-The term 'Migrant' refers to lnmlgrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census gives data for In migrants 

only. 
3-Derived from census series for each state/U.T.. Data used has been taken from the Migration Tables, Table D-2 of 

1971, 1981 and 1991. 
4-Streams of migration refer to migration distance, and have been explained In chapter 1, pp.10-11. 
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Region.As a result a decrease is noted in the intra-district migrants and a corre

sponding increase in the inter district stream 7• Intra-state movement in the Region 

accounts for a much larger share than the inter-state movement. 

Among migrants to rural areas of the Region, immigrants show a sharp decrease, 

while internal migrants have increased. Among internal migrants, Intra-distri<.:t mi

grants have decreased, and an increase is noticed umong inter dist.rict. a11d i11tcr sl:.tl.c 

migrants. 

Immigrants show a much sharper decrease among urban migrants than among the 

rural migrants. Internal migrants account for a much larger share of the lifetime 

migrants and this has remained almost the same over the period of study. It increased 

slightly over 1981. The reason for this, however, is not very clear. I I ere too, the inter 

district and inter state migrants have increased at the cost of the intra district mi

grants. 

While among rural m igranl s, 1 he proportio11 of' migrant~; decreases wi 1 II :til i JJcrca:;c 

in the distance from the intra-district to the inter-state stream, the opposite is true for 

migrants to urban destinations. l Jrhan migration is largely a result of' inter state 

movement, while rural migration results from intra-state movement. Intra-state move

ment shov.'s a uccreasc. 

Table 4.4 shows the stream wise distribution oflifetime migrants defined by place of 

last residence, for total lifetime migrants in the Region. Here too, internal migrants 

account for a larger share of migrants as compared to the immigrants. The share of 
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internal migrants has remained almost the same upto 1991. A decrease in the int~r

nal migrants is noticed as distance increases from the intra-district to the inter-state 

streams. lmmigrants also show a decrease, though it is not as sharp as was ohs<.:rvcd 

in the Table 4.3. 

A comparison of the Tables 4.3 and 4.4 reveals clearly that though th<.: stream wise 

breakup of intemal 111igran1s rcporls n larger value hy lhe Place of I .:1·-;l lksidc11u.· 

concept, the difference is not as sharp as compared to that in Table 4.3. Thus, the 

proportion of return migrants among internal migrants in the Region is not signifi

cant. However, immigrants to the Region show a larger share in Table 4.3 than in 

Table 4.4, which would seem to indicate the extent of migration due to partition of 

the country. As a result, immigrants by place of birth show twice the share than 

immigrants by place of last residence. I Iowcver, both have decreased and almost 

levelled out during 1991. This could be as a result of a gradual decline of survivors 

among immigrants by place of birth, who came largely due to the purl.il.ion of India R_ 

The least migration is observed in the inter-district stream in the Region. 

b) Internal Mignmts: 

Table 4.5 shows the stream wise breakup ofthc internal migrants in the Region, by 

place of birth concept. About one half the migrants changed their residence within 

the district of enumeration, a little over one-fifth changed their residence within the 

state of enumeration, but outside the district of enumeration. The rest moved across 

the state boundaries. Between 1971 and 1991, there was a decrease in the intra

district movement among both, males and females. This decrease was distributed by 

an increase in the inter district and inter state streams, and more in the latter case. 
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Table4.5 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by Residence Streams, 
North - West India 1971-91 

1971 1981 1991 ----------
TYPE OF p M F SEX p M F SEX p M F SEX 
RESIDENCE RATIO RATIO RATIO 

AILSHV\M:; 
R-R 6/.6 46.3 76.0 242 62.0 40.0 70.8 225 601 351 68.9 180 
R-U 15.5 28.6 10.3 11C6 16.4 32.8 12.6 1036 19.6 361 13.7 928 
U-R 5.4 6.1 51 477 56 57 5.6 403 5.4 53 5'j 343 
U-U 11.6 19.0 606 873 14.0 21.6 110 782 14.9 23.4 11.9 693 
Sub-total 16.5 4.7 11.8 397 22.5 6.4 16.1 399 28.3 7.4 210 352 
(in millions) 
INTRA OISTHICT 
R-R 83.1 68.8 86.9 215 79.1 62.2 83.6 197 78.8 59.0 83.3 150 
R-U 9.6 20.1 6.8 806 113 23.2 61 7'$ 121 26.9 8.7 697 
U-R 4.3 5.8 3.9 404 4.8 57 4.5 332 4.6 5.3 4.4 277 
U-U 3.0 5.3 2.4 603 4.6 9.0 3.7 635 4.6 87 3fl ~AS 

Sub-total 00.1 42.2 61.6 272 512 37.6 56.6 265 49.2 34.a 543 22rJ 

INTER DISTRICT 
R-R 62.2 42.1 69.9 233 59.9 40.7 66.8 218 58.2 34.7 64.9 151 
R-U 15.6 26.9 112 927 16.9 28.7 12.7 805 18.0 3~ 'l 137 eee 
U-R 7.1 8.0 6.8 453 7.2 7.5 7.1 374 68 6.7 6.8 2~3 

U-U 151 23.0 121 736 15.9 23.1 13.4 016 7.0 2!i 6 146 !Jjj 

Sub-total 20.6 20.2 20.8 386 23.2 21.4 23.9 357 23.7 20.3 24.9 287 

INTERSTATE 
R-R 35.0 23.1 44.9 435 29.7 192 38.5 417 27.7 1G'l :!1)1 •lrr .,;) 

R-U 29.5 39.1 213 'lrYII 33.1l 43 fl 255 14:ll1 ~.5 44 I ~fi I 1~/4 

U-R 6.6 5.6 7.4 637 5.8 4.7 6.8 001 5.9 4.7 68 525 
U-U 29.0 322 26.3 1033 30.6 32.4 29.2 930 31.9 33.8 30.4 847 
Sub-total 23.3 37.5 17.6 845 25.6 41.0 19.5 638 27.0 44 8 20 7 7<)2 

Nolo: 
1-Unclassllloblo migrants oro excluded. 
2·'Migrant' refers to inmigrants, since census gives data only on In migrants. 
3-Derived from Migration tables,of each State series for component units, from table D-1 of 1971, 1981 and 1991. Ther 

figures for each State were added to give the Totan for the region. 
4-Streams of mlgraion have been d!scussed In Chap':er 1, pp.10 .. 11. 
S-Ail Streams subtotal Is in millions. It is the de 1omlnator for the subtotals for all other streams . 
6-Residence streams are: R-R= rur~' -rural; R- U= 1 ~ral-urban; U-R= urban -rural and U-U= urban -urban. 
7-Sex Ratio= male migrants per 1000 female mig 1 ants. 

R2 



(i) Male and Female Migrants: 

Male -Female Migrants: 

In all the three distance categories, the majority of the male migrants were found in 

the rural-rural or the rural-urban streams. With the increase in the distance from the 

intra-district to the inter-state stream, more males were to be found in the rural -

urban stream. The proporton of male migrants in the urban to urban stream also 

incn:ascd with distance. Between I <>7 I and I <J<) I, the rural-urhan and ttrhan-ntral 

movement shows a decrease in all distance categories. A decrease is also noticed 

among the rural-rural male migrants. Thus urban-urban stream shows increase in 

male migrants in all three distance categories. 

Female Migrants: 

Among female migrants in the Region, in all three distance categories, the majority 

ofthe female migrants are to be found in the rural-rural stream, which could probably 

be a result of their marriage due to the system of village exogamy that prevails in 

North India. While rural to rural migration is more prominent in the short, intra 

district movements, urhan-urh:m movement gains in i111portancc with :ttl incre:t;;e i11 

distance. 

Thus, while males dominate the urbanward movement, females pr<.:dominatc in the 

movement to the rural areas. This finding is supported by the reasons for migration 

which showed increased male migration to the urban arcas for Employrncnt, whik 

female migration to the rural areas is for Marriage. 

In the intra-district stream, the value of sex ratio for the lifetime migrant persons for 

the Region is between 200-250 males per I 000 female migrants. In the inter-slate 

83 



Table-4.6(a) 

TYPE OF YEAR 
RESIDENCE 

TOTAL 1971 
1981 
1991 

RI.JRAL 1971 
1981 
1991 

URBAN 1971 
1981 
1991 

Note:• 

Sex Ratio among Lifetime Migrants in North-West India 1971-91 
(Place of birth and Place of emuneration) 

TOTAL INTERNAL INTRASTATE INTER 
MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

505 398 272 386 858 
454 399 265 357 838 
379 352 226 287 762 

303 256 223 252 464 
270 238 204 233 442 
209 192 166 165 382 

1049 1014 753 828 1305 
951 918 717 708 1166 
841 819 652 593 1047 

1-Unclasslfiable migrants are Included In Total Migrants, 
2·The term 'Migrant' refers to lnmlgrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census gives 

grants only. 

IMMIGRANTS 
STATE 

1226 
1242 
1183 

1317 
1366 
1316 

1165 
1167 
1115 

data for In ml 

3-Derlved from census series for each State/U.T ... Data used has been taken from the Migration Tables, Table 0-2 of 
1971, 1981 and 1991. 

4-5ex Ratlo In Male migrants per 1000 female migrants. 
5-Streams of migration have been discussed In chapter 1 pp. 12. 

Table-4.6(b) 

Sex ratio among Life time Migrants in North West India 1971-S1 
(Place of last residence and ~lace of enumeration) 

TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL [NTRASTATE INTER 
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

TOTAL 1971 471 418 292 409 870 
1981 447 411 288 369 838 
1991 379 357 236 294 762 

Note:-
1 :unclasslfiable migrants are Included In Total Migrants, 

IMMIGRANTS 

1278 
1317 
1230 

:;:.The term 'Migrant' refers to In migrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census 11rints data for In 
migrants only. 

3-Derlved from Migration Tables, of each State series, from table D,2, for 1971, 1981 and 1991. The figures for each 
State were added to give Region total, Then Sex ratio was computed. 

4-Same as In table 4.6 (a) 
5-Samo as In table 4.6 (a). 
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strc<llll, the sex ratio'' is about 8()9 males per I 000 ICmale migrants. Thus, as t11c 

distance of migration increases from the intra-district to the inter-state stream, there 

are more male migrants as compared to the female tnigrants. Betwccn 1971 and 

1981, there has been a decrease in the sex ratio, indicating an increased female mi

gration or family migration, instead of male selective migration Tahle 4.6. ln all 

residence categories, the highest sex ratio is in the rural-urban stream. Although it is 

positive and htvours males in the inter-state streams, it is less than 1000 in the others. 

The sex ratio is also high in the urban-urban stream, and it is least in the rural-rural 

stream. Between 1971 and 1991, there has been a decrease in the sex ratio in all 

residence streams, indicating increased family migration as opposed to selective male 

migration. The rural-urban stream among migrants moving across state boundaries 

continues to be positive and favourable to males, though it shows a decrease in the 

value ofthe sex ratio between 1971 and 1991. 

PATTEHNS OF MI<;RATION: STATE 

Compared to the average for the Region, the migration rates are found to be higher in 

Delhi (50%) and in Punjab (36%) in 1971. Rajasthan had just 30% migrants in ~ts 

population, while Haryana and Himachal Pradesh had rates close to the Regional 

average of 33.5% . Between 1971 and 1991, there was not much variation in the 

migration rates among the states in the Region. Himachal Pradesh did report an 

increase in the proportion of its lifetime migrants, as a result of an increase in thc 

female migrants to urban areas 10
. See Table 4.8. 

(i) Male and Female Migrants: 

Among male migrants also, Delhi (50%) , Punjab (24%) and Himachal Pradesh 

account f()r a higher share of migrants, even more than the Regional average. 
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Table-4.7 

Lifetime Migrants in the Total Population, by Sex and residence. 
North West India 1971-91 

1971 1981 1991 
TYPE OF STATE p M F SEX p M F SEX p M F SEX 
RESIDENCE IUT. RATIO RATIO RAllO 

TOTAL Haryana 32.6 18.5 48.9 438 32.0 17.3 49.0 405 31.0 13.8 51.0 313 

HimachaiP. 33.2 19.5 47.4 430 35.5 20.6 50.9 416 34.5 185 50.9 373 

Punjab 36.3 24.3 50.3 559 34.9 21.7 49.9 496 34.2 18.5 521 402 

Rajasthan 29.6 13.6 47.5 315 29.8 13.5 47.6 308 28.1 10.9 471 254 

Delhi 49.9 49.7 !0.1 1240 47.6 47.3 48.3 tZI1 40.2 39.6 40.9 116( 

RURAL.. Horyana 29.2 13.0 47.8 312 28.0 1v.7 47.7 255 27.0 7.1 50.2 163 
HimachaiP. 31.1 159 48.6 350 33.7 17.3 152 349 32.3 14.8 50.0 299 

Punjab 32.8 17!1 50.0 411 32.1 15.9 50.3 358 31.8 12.9 53.2 273 
Rajasthan 29.1 10.7 49.2 236 29.1 1QI 411.6 219 21.7 7.6 4,9.6 100 
Delhi 37.6 24.4 53.6 552 36.2 23.3 52.1 $1 43.1 36.5 51.3 882 

URBAN Haryana 48.6 44.2 53.9 001 46.4 40.4 53.5 890 43.3 34.6 53.3 746 
HimachaiP. 61.2 62.2 69.8 1389 57.4 55.8 59.4 1183 57.5 54.4 612 1(l)9 

Punjab 47.9 45.0 512 1027 42.3 36.8 48.7 874 40.0 31.7 49.8 736 
Rajasthabn 32.9 27.1 39.5 783 32.3. 25.7 39.8 735 29.7 21.9 38.4 649 

Delhi 51.3 52.3 49.6 1327 48.7 49.'2 48.0 1268 39.9 39.9 39.8 1208 

Note:-
1· 'Unclasslflable' migrants Included In the T/M/F and P/MIF. 
2- The term 'migrant' refers to lnmlgrants only, unless specified otherwise, since tho Census gives data for In-

migrants. 
3· The table has been computed usln!J data from census se1.1es for each state/U.T.Data used has been taken fr~m 

Migration Tables, Table 0-1 of 1971,1981 and 1991. 
4· Sex Ratio has been computed as male migrants per 100Q female migrants. 
5· Total l'opulatlon has been taken from the PCA for therespectlve year. 
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Female Migrants: 

Among the female migrants all the states report higher proportion of migrants than 

the regional average in all the three time points. The highest share is for Punjab in 

1971, followed by Delhi, Haryana, Rajasthan and Himachal Pradesh. In 198.1, 

however, the order changed to Himachal Pradesh, Punjab. Haryana. Delhi and 

Rajasthan. In 1991, the order ofthe states reporting the highest prop011ion of migrants 

was Punjab (52%), Himachal Pradesh and Haryana (51% each), Rajasthan ( 4 7(X,) 

and Delhi (41 %). Between 1971 and 1991, Delhi alone experienced a decrease in the 

proportion of female lifetime migrants. Thus, while there is not much ch<mge in the 

proportion of lifetime migrants among male migrants, female migrants '.'ary among 

states between 1 971 and 1991. 

(ii) Rural-Urban Migrants: 

Rural Migrants: 

Among migrants to rural destinations, Delhi (38%), Punjab (33%) and Himachal 

Pradesh are found to have higher migration rates than the Regional av<.:ragc, at all 

the three census points. Haryana and Rajasthan have rates below 30%. Between 

1971 and 1991, rural migration rates have increased for Delhi, from 3R% to 43%, 

while the other states do not show much of a variation. 

Urban Migrants: 

Among urban migrants, the order ofthe states with migration rates above the Regio~al 

average is Himachal Pradesh (58%), Haryana ( 43%), Punjab ( 40%) and Delhi ( 40%). 

Rajasthan alone has urban migration rates less than the average for the Region. 

Between 1971 and 1991 ,Delhi experienced a decrease in the proportion ofliktimc 
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migrants, from 51% in 1971 to 39% in 1991.All the states experienced a 

decrease between 1971 and 1991, The maximum being in Delhi by 11.0% points. 

Table 4.4 in Appendix 3 shows that while there has be.en an increase in the absolute 

number of migrants in all the states, this increase has been at a decreasing rate. There 

was a 50% increase in urban migrants to Delhi in 1971-1981. which decreased to 

20'Yo in 1981-1991. 

Thus, the pattern of migration to the rural destinations is unchanged among the 

states,between the period of study, except in Delhi. Urban lifetime migrants have 

decreased in all the states. The reason for this is, however, not very clear. 

The sex ratio(Table 4.7) umong the migrants is positive h>r Delhi, where it has always 

been above 1000, especially in urban destinations. While it has been quite high in 

the other states, Rajasthan had a low sex ratio of315 male migrants per I 000 female 

migrants in 1971, which decreased to 254 in 191) I. /\II stales expericncc:u a ucclillc 

in the sex ratio, inuieating an increase in female migration to the statt:s, which may 

be because of Marriage in rural areas and Family Moved in urban areas. 

Rural areas in each of the states had a low sex ratio, between 552 in Delhi and 236 in 

Rajasthan. These reduced further to 299 in Himachal Pradesh and 163 in Haryana 

between 1971-1991. Delhi experienced an increase in the value ofthe sex ratio because 

of increased male and female migration to rural Delhi. 

Urban areas of Delhi and Himachal Pradesh showed male selective migration \Vith 

very high sex ratios. Punjah. which had a positive ratio of I 027 in I 971 had a ratio of 
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736 in 1991. This would indicate an increase in Family Moves and female migration. 

However, the reasons for this need to be further probed in detail. 

c) Distance Streams of Migration: 

Table 4.8 shows the break up of lifetime migrants into internal migrants and 

immigrants, and also the broad streamwise break up of internal migrants for each 

state hdwecJJ l <J7l um.l I <J<J I. 

As expected, internal migrants account for a higher proportion oflifetime migrants in 

each state as compared to the immigrants. Delhi (36%), Himachal Pradesh (34%) 

and Punjab (31% ), account for a higher share of migrants as compared to the Region. 

Between 1971 and 1991 Punjab experienced a gradual increase in internal migration, 

while it remained almost unchanged in all other states. 

Immigrants were found to be high in the migrant population in Delhi, Punjab and 

Haryana. However, bet ween 1971 and 199 I, all the three slates show a sharp reduction 

in migrant population. 

d) Residence Streams of Migration: 

Among the states, variation in migration rates existed largely in the short intra-district 

stream and in the inter-state stream. Tlu-ee fourths ofthe migrants in Himachal Pradesh. 

two Jiilhs of them in Rajasthan and one half of the migrants in Punjab moved within 

the district of enumeration, largely from one rural area to another. 

In the inter-state stream, Delhi had almost 98% migration and Haryana had 32c% 

migration. The other stutes m:cotlllled for ulilllt: mme II ~:ttl otw lentil nf"lltc 111igt :tli()tl. 
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Table-4.8 

Lifetime Migrants In the Total Population, by Streams. 
Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Rajasthan & Delhi 1971-91 

STATE YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRASTATE INTER IMMIGRANTS 
MIGRANTS MIGRANTS STATE 

INTRA INTER 
IN STRICT DISTRICT 

HARYANA 1971 32.6 27.0 132 5.4 8.5 5.4 
1001 32.0 28.5 10.8 8.6 91 3.5 
1001 31.0 28.9 9.8 9.7 9.4 2.0 

HIMACHAL 1971 33.2 31.8 23.7 4.2 3.8 13 
PRADESH 1001 35.5 34.2 24.9 5.2 4.1 1.3 

1001 34.5 33.6 23.9 5.4 4.3 0.9 

PUNJAB 1971 36.3 28.3 15.8 8.2 4.3 7.9 
1981 34.9 29.8 15.5 9.0 51 5.2 
1001 34.2 31.4 16.3 9.6 5.5 2.7 

RAJASTHAN 1971 29.8 28.7 191 6.2 3.3 1.0 
1931 29.8 29.0 1as 7.0 3.6 0.7 
1001 ?8.1 27.5 17.6 6.6 3.3 0.4 

DELHI 1971 49.9 36.8 1.6 35.2' 125 
1981 47.6 40.0 2.4 37.6 •7.5 
1981 40.2 36.1 0.8 35.3 4.0 

Note:· 
1· 'Unclasslflable' migrants are Included In the TIM/F and P/M/F. 
2- The term 'migrant' refers to lnmlgrants only, unleas specified otherwise, since the Census gives data for Inmigrant& only. 
3· The table has been computed using data from census series foreach State/U.T. Data used has been taken from Migration 

Tables,Table D-1 of 1971, 1981, 1991. • 
4. Streams of migration refer to migration distance and have been explained In Chapter 2, Pp.12 .. 
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Most ofthe migration in Delhi was rural to urban (51%), followed by urban to urban 

movement. 

In 1971 and 1991, all the states experienced an increase in the inter-district migration 

and a decrease in intra-district movements. Table 4.9. Inter-state movements did not 

vury ntuch. Thl!rc was nu change in inter-district migration in Rajasthan a lou~:. Whik 

intra-state movement was dominated by rural to rural migration,thc intensity of this 

decreased between 1971 and 1991. Rural to urban migration, however, registered an 

increase. In Delhi, the increase was in urban to rural migration, especially among 

males. Movement acros~{state boundaries to Delhi was largely a result of an increase 

in rural to urban migraiion. Jn the other four states, inter-state migration showed an 

increase in the urban to urban component. Detailed sexwise break up for 1971 and 

1981 is given in Appendix Table 4.6 and Table 4.7 

There was a sharp increase in the sex ratio with an increase in distance from the intra-

district to the inter-state stream. Table 4.1 0. However, the sex ratio decreased between 

1971 and 1991. Delhi has the highest sex ratio (1168) while in R~jasthan it wasjust 
I 

254 in 1991. Between 1971 and 1991, there has been a reduction in tht.: sex ratio 
! 

which is most sharp in the case of Punjab and Haryana. Immigrant sex ratios arc 

high. Himachal Pradesh has an immigrant sex ratio of 2023 in 1991, which would 

seem to indicate heavy male selective immigration to the state in 1991. 

PATTERN OF MIGRANT CONCENTRATION 

In this section, an attempt is made to measure the magnitude of spatial concentration 

ofthe lifetime migrant population, both at the state level and at the district level. The 

ind~:X ol" CUilCCIIIntlion COlllpllled shoW!-! lhe shall: of' a di~11in.:l in lite lnl:d Jifi.:litlle 
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· ;:-ble-4.9 

Dis~ribution of Internal Migrants by Distance and Residence Streams 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI-1991 

HARYANA HIMACHALPRADESH PUNJAB RAJASTHAN DELHI 
TYPE OF p M F p M F p M F p rJI F p M F 
STRM. 
ALL STREAMS 
R-R 62.2 33.3 70.4 79.4 61.1 85.8 60.0 41.6 . 66.6 70.9 47.7 76.7 8.9 7.6 10.3 
R-U 18.4 38.0 12.9 8.7 17.6 55 17.6 29:5 13.3 14.0 29.2 102 50.3 54.6 45.2 
U-R 5.4 5.3 55 6.6 113 4.9 6.7 6.5 6.7 5.3 55 5.3 2.9 : 2.6 3.3 
U-U 13.9 23.5 112 5.4 10.0 3.7 15.8 22.5 13.4 9.8 17.6 7.8 37.9 35.2 41.1 
SUB-TOTAL 4.8 1D 3.7 17 0.5 13 6.4 17 4.7 121 2.4 9.7 3.4 1.8 1.6 
(In Millions) 

INTRA DISTRICT 
R-R 74.8 42.2 91.7 90.3 77.6 93.4 73.2 56.5 78.0 80.6 61.4 84.4 33.6" 19.4 41.0 
R-U 16.8 43.6 111 5.6 13.8 3.6 14.3 26.0 10.9 113 26.6 8.2 7.9 6.4 8.7 
U-R 4.0 4.6 3.8 3.0 5.8 2.3 51 4.8 51 4.3 4.6 4.2 47.1 60.3 40.4 
U-U 4.5 9.6 3.4 t1 2.8 0.7 7.4 12.6 6.0 3.8 7.3 31 113 13.9 9.9 
SUB TOTAL 33.9 27.0 35.8 71.1 53.0 775 51.9 44.0 54.8 63.9 54.2 66.3 2.2 1.4 3.2 

INTER DISTRICT 
R-R 67.9 34.0 73.4 60.7 45.9 70.6 52.4 35.7 57.9 56.7 32.3 64.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
R-U 157 38.0 117 18.6 27.9 12.4 18.8 29.9 151 18.8 34.2 142 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-R 52 5.0 52 101 11.9 8.9 7.4 6.8 7.6 6.9 6.3 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-U 117 23.0 9.7 10.6 14.3 8.2 21.4 27.6 19.4 17.6 27.1 14.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 
SUB TOTAL 33.7 23.2 36.6 16.0 24.5 13.0 30.5 2M 312 24.0 27.9 23.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 

INTERSTATE 
R-R 43.8 28.1 51.8 42.0 38.6 44.9 34.1 23.6 41.4 48.1 ~.1 55.6 8.3 75 9.3 
R-U 23.0 34.9 16.9 135 15.3 11.9 25.1 34.7 185 1&7 29.2 14.3 51.3 55.3 46.4 
U-R 27.3 5.8 8.0 22.2 23.8 20.8 102 8.8 111 7.8 6.9 8.2 1.9 17 21 
U-U 26.0 312 23.3 22.3 22.4 22.3 30.6 32.9 29.0 25.4 33.8 22.0 38.5 35.5 42.2 

.. ~UB TOTAL 32.4 49.7 27.5 129 22.5 9.5 17.6 27.3 141 120 17.9 10.6 97.8 98.6 96.8 
Note:-

1-The term 'Migrant' refers to in migrants only. 
2-Unclassifiable Migrants are excluded. 
3-Distance and Residence Streams are as discussed in Chapter 1. 
4-Denominator for Subtotal is the total of all Streams. 



Table-4.10 

Sex Ratio among the lifetime migrants North West India 1971·91 
(Place of birth and PlACe of enumeration) 

INTRA INTER 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 

HARYANA 1911 542 356 264 245 645 
1001 405 348 267 247 593 
1001 313 282 2130 179 509 

HIMACHAL 1911 439 397 ;'74 893 1013 
PRADESH 1001 416 384 272 746 905 

1001 373 353 242 663 834 

PUNJAB 1971 677 430 331 466 653 
1001 496 409 315 393 843 
1$1 402 356 286 327 001 

RAJASTHAN 1911 332 296 246 353 S31 
1001 308 294 236 362 519 
1001 254 246 201 297 416 

DELHI 1971 1'ST7 1265 595 1308 
1001 1211 1219 802 1253 
1001 1167 1166 516 1100 

Note:-
1· 'Unclasslflable' migrants are Included In the T/MJF and P/MJF. 
2· The term 'migrant' refers to in migrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the Census 

Inmigrant& only. 

11ll 
1132 
1008 

21139 
.2414 
2023 

1294 
1299 
1272 

1197 
1234 
1162 

'\167 
1'1a:i 
1163 

collects data for 

3· The table has been computed using data from census series for each State/U.T. ·Data usod has been taken 
fromMigratlon Tables, ; Table D-1of 1971, 1981, 1991. 

4. Sex Ratio is defined as Male Migrants por 1000 Female Migrants. 
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migrant population or the Region. 

a) State Level Patterns: 

The state level patterns are presented separately for the three census years. 

Temporal Profile : 

In 1971, the state of Rajasthan had more than 4m1o of the total lifetime migrant 

population of the Region. The states of Punjab and I laryana ami the uniott territory of' 

Delhi had 27%, 171Yo and II% concentration of total lifetime migrant population 

respectively. Himachal Pradesh had the lowest concentration of6%. 

During 1981, Rajasthan had a high concentration of 41% of the lifetime migrant 

population. Punjab, Haryana and Delhi, each, had a concentration of24%, 17% and 

12% of the lifetime migrant population respectively. Himachal Pradesh, once again. 

showed the lowest concentration of6%. 

In 1991, Rajasthan had 41.3% of the total lifetime migrant population concentration 

in the Region. Punjab, Haryana and the union territory of Delhi had a medium to 

high concentration of 23%, 17% and 13% respectively. Himachal Pradesh, once 

again, had the lowest lifetime migrant concentration of 6%. 

Thus, between 1971 and 1991, the order of the states. from high to low concentration. 

has not changed. However, there is some variation in the magnitude of concentration, 

especially in Punjab and Delhi. While it has gradually increased in Delhi, a decline 

in observed in the case or Punjab. R<~jasthan shows the highest rnigrant concentration 

but it has the lowest share of migrants in its total population. Between 1971 and 

I<)\) I I his hns 1'11rlhcr d('cn:a:;ed. 
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Table-4.11 

Lifetime Migrants In the Total Lifetime Migrants In the Region, by Sex and Residence 

HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI 1971-91 
1971 1981 1991 

Sl'ATE p M F p M F p M F 
!UT 

""HARYANA 
TOTAl. 11.2 16.4 17.6 16.8 157 172 11.0 14.8 17.9 
RURAL 18.4 18.8 182 17.5 16.6 17.8 175 14.1 181 
URBAN 14.6 14.0 152 1&.3 14.8 1&.8 16.3 15.2 172 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 6.0 5.7 6.2 6.2 5.9 6.3 6.0 5.9 6.0 
RURAL 7.6 8.5 7.4 8.3 101 7.8. 7.9 10.6 7.4 
URBAN 2.5 2.9 2.1 22 2.4 2.0 2.4 2.7 2.1 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 25.9 29.1 24.4 23.7 25.5 22.9 23.1 24.1 22.8 
RURAL 25.8 32.3 23.8 24.2 30.0 22.6 23.6 29.3 22.5 
URBAN 26.0 259 26.2 22.9 219 23.8 22.3 20.7 23.6 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 40.3 30.3 45.0 41.3 31.6 45.7 41.3 30.5 45.4 
RURAL 470 38.6 49.6 49.0 41.4 51.0 48.9 40.2 ~.7 

URBAN 25.3 21.8 28.8 27.1 23.5 30.4 27.7 23\1 30 9 

DELHI 
TOTAL 107 18.5 7.0 12.0 21.4 7.9 12.6 24.7 8.0 
RURAL 12 1.8 1.0 1.0 1] 0.0 2.1 5.8 1.4 
URBAN 31.6 35.4 27.7 32.6 37.4 28.1 31.4 37.5 26.1 

NOTE:-
1· 'Unclasslflable' Migrants are Included In T/RIU and UMIF 
2- The table has been computed using data from each State Series Migration Table, table 0-1 of 1971 and 

0-1 of 1981 and 1991 
3- The denominator Is Lifetime Migrants In the Region. 
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(i) Male- Female Concentration: 

Among males, in 1991, the highest concentration was to be found in Rajasthan 

(30.5%), followed by Delhi (24.7%). Punjab (24.1 %). Hhryana (14.S%) and llimachal 

Pradesh (6.0%). Between 1971 and 1991, Punjab and Haryana showed a reduction 

in the male migrant concentration. Among the females too, the maximum concentration 

was found in Rajasthan (45.4%), followed by Punjab (22.8%), Haryana (17.9%), 

Delhi (8.0%) and Himachal Pradesh (6.0%). Thus, while Delhi shows a ma:le 

concentration that is three times that of females, Rajasthan has one third more female 

migrant concentration. Himachal Pradesh alone, has a balanced concentration of 

males and females. 

(ii) Rural-Urban Concentration: 

The order of states showing the concentration among rural migrants is R~jasthan 

(48.9%,), followed by Punjab (23.()<),.-;,), Haryana (27SYo) Ilimachal Pradesh (7.9'!/r,) 

and Delhi (2.1%) in 1991 . Between 1971 and 199 I , there has not been much change 

in this pattern, except to show a reduction in it in Punjab, especially among males, 

and nlso in T laryana. 

Among migrants to urban destinations, Delhi (31.4%) shows the highest concentration. 

followed by Rajasthan (27.71Yo), Punjab (22.3%), Haryana (16.3%) and Himachal 

Pradesh (2.4%) in 1991.13etwecn 1971 and 1991, the migrant concentration has shown 

a decrease only in Punjab. 

Thus, R<:\iasthan shows the maximum concentration of migrants and a subsequent 

increase in it. The union territory of Delhi also shows an increase in the concentration 

of urban migrants between I 071 and I 091. Punjab, however, shows a decrease ·in 
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this concentration. 

b) District Level Patterns: 

In 1971, Map I (a) the lifetime migrants were concentrated in 44 districts of the Region, 

with the index values ranging between 0.8 to 3.87%. The lifetime migrants in the 

remaining 12 districts ofthe Region constitute a very small proportion of the Region's 

migrant population. About SO'Yo of the migrants were concentrated in 14 districts 

and three fifths of them were concentrated in 21 districts of the Region, primarily in 

Delhi, in Punjab and in I laryana, each with a concentration more than 2%. They 

form an almost contiguous belt in the mid-section of the Region, and form a corridor 

upto the border of Punjab with Pakistan. The districts of Delhi, Hisar, 1-'irozpur, 

Jaipur, Kamal, Ganganagar, Amritsar, Ludhiana, Jalandhar had a high concentrati~m 

of migrants (over J'Y<1 of the migrants in the Region in I <J71 ). The districts in llimudtal 

prdesh and the arid and semi-arid areas ofRajasthn had medium to loe concentration 

or migrants in 1 <)71. Delhi hadthl: maximum COJICl:lltrtion. 

In !l)~ I, Map I (b) the migrants were found to be more evenly concentrated. 50 

districts in the Region showed index values ranging between 0.8 to 3.97%. The 

remaining 14 districts constitute an extremely small share ofthe Region's migrants. 

51% of the migrants were found concentrated in 18 districts alone. Once again, 

41 districts account for more than three-fifths of the lifetime migrants in the Regio_n. 

These lie mostly in and around Delhi, in Punjab and Haryana and Rajasthan. 1 () 

districts accounted for another 25% ofthe migrants in the Regionin 1981. The districts 

in Punjab and in Haryna which had medium to high concentration in 1971 show a 

decrease in the same in 1981. The districts of Jodhpur, sikar, pali in Rajasthan show 

higher value of concentration in 1lJ~ 1 as compared to llJ71. 
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CONCENTRATION OF 01' LIRmME MIGRAI'ITS I 97 I 

MAP i 
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NORTH WEST INDIA 

CONCENTRATION OF OF LIFETIME MIGRANTS 1991 
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In 1991, Map 1 (c), 48 districts had migrant concentration ranging between 0.8 to 

4.33%. While the remaining districts (20) had a very small share of the migrant 

concentration. Once again, Delhi showed the maximum concentration. Most of the 

districts with high were around Oelhi, in Haryana and also in Punjab. Districts in 

Rajasthan around Jaipur also show an increase in concentration bctwc<.:n I <J71 to 

1991. /\bout sm;o of the migrants were f(Jund concentrated in I H districts of the 

Region, including Delhi, and districts in Punjab, llaryana and R<~jasthan. I Rother 

districts, mostly in Rajasthan, had 25% of the concentration of the Region's lifetime 

migrants. Pali in Rajasthan and Faridkot in Pu~ab show increase .in migrant 

concentration in 1991. Districts in Haryana show a consistent decrease in migrant 

concentration, which could be a result of the increase in the number of district 

boundaries. 

Thus, from the above it becomes clear that while in 1971, more districts (2 I in all) 

had higher concentration of more than 2% of the migrants, in 1991, only I 0 districts 

had an index value more than 2% concentration. Thus, the migrants seem to be more 

concentrated in fewer districts of the Region in 1991. There is not much change in 

the concentration pattern between 1981 and 1991. From the three maps, it becomes 

clear that Delhi emerged as the largest migrant core in the Region, attracting the 

largest number of migrants. This was f(JIIow<.:d by Jaipur and Ganganagar, both in 

Rajasthan. Ludhiana and Udaipur also attracted a fair share of migrants. 

Delhi enjoys a special status, being the national capital. It is higly urbanised and 

attracts a lot of inter-state migrants from rural areas and from neighbouring urban 

areas11 . While most of the migrants from rural areas are males, females dominate 
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the urban to urban movement. Ganganagar was originally an arid district, experiencing 

out migration, to neighbouring districts orl'unjab. Since I<-J21, siJK:c the tkvdopmcnt 

ofthe Gang Canal,12 the population has inr:r•.'ased termedously. Jaipur is the capital 

ofRajsthan and a world famous tourist centre. Hence, it has a large concetration of 

migrants. Ludhiana was at the heart of the Green Revolution in the mid-sixties and as 

such experienced large scale migrations, mainly from Bihar and Uttar Pradesh. These 

districts, along with Amritsar, Firozpur and Gurdaspur also sheltered immigrants 

from partition, most of whom settled into agriculture or moved to other occupations 

in the urban areas. 13 Udaipur, in Rajasthan, is an almost isolated distirct of migrant 

concentration. The most probable reason for this is its museum of minerals as well as 

the agriculturally developed base in a semi-arid zone. 14 Most of the districts in 

·Himachal Pradesh and the arid and semi-arid zone of Rajasthan do not attract migrants, 

for obvious reasons. 

SUMMARY: 

The North-western part of India experienced a slight decrease in the proportion of 

migrants between 1981 ami I <)I) I, while there was not IIJLH.:h change in til(: proportion 

of migrants between 1971 and 1981. The Region always had a higher share of 

migration than the country, by both place ofbirth and place oflast residence concept. 

There was an increase in the absolute number of migrants (6 million), which has 

been at a decreasing rate, more among females and among urban migrants. While 

females outnumber the male migrants, urban migrants are more than migrants to 

rural destinations (ratio is 1:1 and 2:1 respectively). 

There is not very significant return migt ;ni. •n to the Region. Internal migrants accou.nt 

100 



for a much larger share of population than immigrants. The former has increased at 

each census, while immigrants show a sharp decrease, almost halving each decade. 

Inter-state migration in the Region is increasing, while intta-district movement shows 

a decrease. This can be attributed to change in district boundaries and increase in the 

number of districts at each successive census. Thus, inter-district migrants show 

some increase in their proportions in the period of study. 

The increase in distance results in a decrease in migration to rural destinations, while 

the opposite is true among urban migrants. The majority of the male migrants are 

found in the rural to rural stream or in the rural to urban stream. An increase among 

male migrants is observed in the urban to urban stream as also among female migrants. 

Males dominate the urbanward movement, and females predominate the ruralward 

movement. 

The sex ratio points to an increase in family migration and female migration and a 

decrease of heavily male selective migration. Rural to urban movement is still 

dominated by males. 

Among the states, Delhi and Punjab had higher migration rates than the average for 

the Region, while Haryana and Himachal Pradesh had migration rates close to it. A 

change is noticed in the migration of females in the different states, as it is among 

migrants to urban destinations. Delhi alone shows a positive sex ratio and Rajasthan 

has always had an extrctnely low sex ratio. All the slates show a decrease in the sex 

ratio between 1971 and 1991. 

Between 1971 ans 1991, Punjab experienced a gradual increase in internal migration, 
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mainly of Delhi, Punjab and Haryana aaccounted for a larger share of immigrants as 

these were the areas where they initially came and settled. 

All component units experienced an increase in the urban to urban movement and 

Delhi accounted for a high share of inter-state rural-urban movement also. All other 

states had high rural-rural movement followed by urban-urban movement. Delhi 

experinced an increase in the urban-rural movement between 1971-1991, especially 

among males. Intra-state movement increased in the urban-rural stream and decreased 

in the urban-urban stream, while in the inter-state migration, an increase is observed 

in the rural-urban stream in Delhi. 

Rajasthan had the highest concentration of migrants in the Region at all thn.:e census 

points nnd llimachal Prmlc~;h, had the least. In fit<.:t, this order has not changed. 

between 1971 and 1991. At the district level, Delhi stands out as the major centre of 

concentration of migrants in the Region since 1971. This is in keeping with its 

importance as the national capital and a highly urbanised area of the country. Jaipur 

and Ganganagar in Rajasthan, and Ludhiana in Punjab also show very high 

concentration or clustering of migrants. The districts in llimachal Pradesh and the 

arid and semi-arid belt ofRajasthan have low to very low concentration of migrants. 

There is an area around Jaipur in Rajasthan which shows increase in migrant 

concentration between a 1971 and 1991. This includes the districts of .Jodhpur, Sikar, 

Churu, Pali, Ajmer, Chittaurgarh, Bundi etc. The reasons for the increase in 

concentration in this area needs to he examined. 
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NOTES AND REFERENCES 

1. Discussed in Chapter I ,pp. 9. 

2. Discussed in Chapter I ,pp.l 0. 

3. See Appendix 4, table 1 for Decacal change in lifetime migrants by place of 

birth and place of CIIIIIIH:mtion. 

4. Discussed in Chapter I ,pp.9-l 0. This gives the extent of return migration and 

was tabulated to enumerate those who spent a major part of their life away from 

theirbirthplace and returned to it after retirement. 

5. Result dcrived !'rom Tabk U-1 and 0-2 for I<J71, I<JXI and 19')1 l'rom Migra 

tion tables, of each State series. The figure of lifetime migrants of each state 

was added to get the total for the Region. 

6. Table 4.1 and Table 4.2 in the Appendix. 

7. Census or India, Census monograph No.2, Internal Migrationinlndia 19o 1-X 1: 

Ananalysis,S.K. Sinha, pg.l5 . 

R. Ccllsusol'llldia, J<JSI, Vol VIII op.cit. pgHS. 

9. Sex ratio is defined as male migrants per 1000 females migrants. 

I 0. Sec 1\ppcmlix 4.4 lor the llimachal Pradesh. 

11. Table 4.9 in the text. 

12. Rajasthan District Gazattecr for Ganganagar, 1972, pp.61-62. 

13. Punjab District Gazatteets for Ludhiana, .lalandhar, pp 19 and pp.26. 

14. R::~jasthan District Gazattecr I(Jr Udaipur, 1979, pp. 163. 

103 



CHAPTER FIVE 

ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF TilE MIGRANTS 

ln India female migration has been largely a result of Marriage, while male migration 

is the true indicator ofmigrution for economic reasons. The data analysed in ch;qJicr 

three of the present study bears out this fact when we consider North- West India. 

However, it may be that a number of female migrants engage themselves in some 

economic activity or the other at the place of destination. 

The present chapter examines the activity pattern of the lifetime migrants, internal 

migrants and immigrants, at destination, in order to find out how many oft.hcm work 

and what kind of work they do. At the district level the analysis is restricted to 19<J I 

only. An attempt has been made to find out migrant worker concentration as \veil as 

migrant work participation in Agricultural and Non- Agricultural activities. I louschold 

industry is small scale industry. akin to rural based industry. 1\ lnrgc tlltmhcr ofdi~-:tricts 

of Punjab, Haryana and Rajasthan had this as a well developed sector. l-Ienee, this is 

dealt with separately. 1 The analysis is restricted to total lifetime migrant workcrs 2;11 

the district level. In 1991, the Census classifies migrant Workers into Cultivators 

Agri<..:ultural Workcrs. llousehold Industry Workers ami Other Workers. J·or tl1is Study 

the first two Categories have been clubbed as Agricultural Workers. 

I. MIGRANT WORK PARTICIPATION 

(a) REGION: 

In 1991, out of a total ol'33.4 million workers in North- West Jmliu, only X.5 million 

were migrants(25.6 1% of the total workers). This proportion was 221Yo among male 
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workers and 37% among females. Among rural workers it was 19% and 44<Yo among 

the urban workers.3Thus, a larger share of the female migrants, especially in the 

urban destinations, were enumerated as workers. 

TAHI .E 5.1 shows a comparison of the work participation rates for the total population 

and the migrant population in 1991. It reveals that migrant work population is less 

than that of the total population (if the migrants are excluded, it is 3R.3%). Male 

migrant population is higher than that of the total pvpulaticm of mnli!S ill the total 

Table! 5.1 

\Vm·l{ participation nttcs of the Total population and of the Migrant Population, 

North-West I ndia-1991 . 

'Type of . rota! Population Migrants 

Residence p M F p M F 

·rota! 35.0 49.7 1 X.6 2X.J 65.7 13.9 

Rural 37.4 49.8 23.6 24.0 61.3 16.1 

t Jrhan 2<).X 4<).4 7.0 35.() ()X.X 7.7 
Note: I. \Vork lt:ll·tkipalicm rate has hr<~n cumputcd as total wurkcrs (migrant wnrkc~r·s) per 100 total popul~tion 

(lifdime migrants). 

2. Source: derived fnmr data from l':1pcr 3 of 1991 on workers and their distribution. :\ligrant workers arc 

from table I>- II nf the l\-li~.:ration Tables of 1991, from c:1ch state suics. ltcgionlol:rls h:IH hn~11 <·omputnl 

by adding the totals for each stale. 

population. However, more females, in the total population, are engaged in economic 

activity as compared to migrant kmalcs. Between rural and urban areas, migrants to 

rural destinations show a lower participation as compared to the rural population. 

Migrants to urban destinations show a higher participation in ccoJlUIIlic activities 

than the urban population. 

Thus, while the economic participation of the total population in the Region is more 

than I hat of the migrant popul:llion, males migrating to rund and urhan arc;1s contrih11tc 
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much more to the ccono1nic activity than the males in .the total population of the 

Region. 

A. TOTAL MIGRANTS 

In 1971, according to the census, 5.5 million migrant workers were enumerated in 

tile lkgion. Tiley accotJJlted li1r 2H.2'Y., ol' lite I i kt i111e Jllignutt:> '1 in No1 til- We: it ltH.Jia 

in 1971. See Table 5.2. In 1991, 
Table-5.2 

Life time Migrants work Participation Rate by Sex and by Residence 
North-West India 1971 and 1991 

1971 1991 
TYPE of Type of p M F Sex p M 
Population Residence Ratio 

F 

a.) Total TOTAL 28.2 69.5 8.7 3767 28.1 65 7 139 

RURAL 23.4 68.2 96 2194 24.0 613 o1 
URBAN 38.8 70.9 5.6 13123 35.6 68.8 7.7 

b) Internal TOTAL 25.9 66.2 8.9 3119 27.5 65.0 141 
Migrants RURAL 21B 65.3 9.8 11ID 235 6)1 162 

URBAN 36.3 67.3 5.4 12483 35.0 68.5 7.7 

e) Immigrants TOTAL f:IJ.? 00.6 51 12843 43.8 74.3 7.0 
RURAL f:IJ6 00.5 3.0 18433 46.8 779 5.6 
URBAN f:IJ.7 00.7 6.7 1(Ji'ffi 421 7?? 7.7 

Sex 
Ratio 

17% 

eoa 
7513 

1EE6 
737 

7/.95 

12?.112 
1814 
11!7ff) 

-------~-· ----· -------·--
Note:-
1- In 1971, data for migrant workers Is derived from table D-V, Migration Tables, Part II- D (ii) of each State series. 
2-ln 1991, data for Migrant Workers is derived from table D-11 of MigrationTables, of each State Series. 
3- Migrant work participation migrant workers per 100 migrant population. 
4- Sex Ratio "' male migrant worker per 1000 fomnlo migrnnt workor. 

the number of migrant workers in the Region increased to 8.5 mill ion migrant workers. 

This was an increase of more than 50% in two decades (54.5%) in the population of 

working migrants. Table 5.1 in the Appendix shows that most of these migrant 

workers (55%) are engaged as Other Workers in category Ill, IV, V(b), VI, VII, VIII 

and IX of the Industrial Classification of workers in 1991. About 43% were engaged 

as Agricultural workers inthe Region in 1991. Household Industry workers accounted 
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for just 1.5% of the working migrants in 1991, and their share decreased from 2. 9'Yo 

in 1971. 

(i) M~1le- Female Mignmt Worl{ers: 

Male worker·s: 

Among male migrants in the Region, in 1971, 4.3 million were enumerated as workers, 

COIISiilulillg (,!).5'% or lilt.: IIIHk lllignml populatioll ill lite l{egioll. Ill I 'JCJ I, tllt.:ll 

number rose to 5.5 million, resulting in an increase of 2X%, in two tlce<Hks. M;dc 

migr<1nt workers accounted for 65.7% of the male migrnnts in 1991. Tnhlc 5.1 in the 

Appendix shows that most of these males were engaged as other workers, and that 

their share increased between 1971 and 1991 in the Region by almost 12%. Males in 

household industry fell by one-half and a 10% decrease was noted in the proportion 

of Agricultural workers. 

Female migrants: 

In 1971, only 1.1 million female migrant workers were enumerated, constituting 

3.7'!/c, oftlw migrant ICnwlcs in the l{cgion. In I 1) 1) I, their lllltnhcr rose to l.l million. 

Thus female migrant workers almost doubled in two decades. They accounted for 

14% of the migrants in the Region. 

Thus, male inigrant workers outnumbered the females by about two times. Whik 

they both experienced an absolute increase, the proportion of male migrant workers 

fell while that of females almost doubled. As is to be expected, most of the female 

migrants were engaged as Agricultural Workers (80%), in 1991, and just 20% worked 

in the secondary and tertiary sectors, which have been clubbed together as Oth.er 

Workers. 
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(ii) Rural-lh·ban Mi~rant Workers: 

Rural Workcl's: 

The 1971 census reported 3.1 million working migrants in rural destinations. 

constituting 23% of the rural working population. In 199 I, there was an increase in 

this value to 4.7 million migrants in the rural areas, constituting 24% of the rural 

migrant population. 

This resulted in an absolute increase of51.6'Yo over the two decades and hy I 'Yr1 only, 

in the proportion ofthe rural migrant workers. Most of the increase among the vvorking 

migrants in the rural destinations was in Agricultural workers (71% in 1971 and 

74.7% in 1991). Those engaged as other workers was just 24% in 1991 and had 

decreased from 1971. 

lJ•·han Workc1·s: 

Among urban migrants, the 1971 census reported 2.3 million as workers, their share 

in the urban migrant population coming to 39% in 1971. The number of urban migrant 

workers increased to 3.X million in the I l)() I census, an ahsolutc incn:asc oU>S'Y<J in 

the migrant workers to urban areas. This constituted 35.6% of the urban migrant 

population. Migrant workers engaged as Other Workers, largely in the tertiary sector 

and in manufacturing, accounted for 94% of the migrants in urban areas of the Region. 

Thus, while the proportion of rural migrant workers experienced a slight increase of 

1% over two decades, the migrant workers in urban areas showed a reduction in this. 

This was due to a reduction in the proportion of urban male migrant workers. While 

most of the urban male and female workers were engaged as Other Workers, Those 

in rural areas, especially female workers, worked largely as Agricultural workers. 

Males in rural areas reported a shift from Agriculture to Other Workers between 

I ()71 and 1991. 
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Table-5.3 
Lifetime Migrants Work Participation Rate 

Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Rajasthan and Delhi 1971 and 1991 
STATE 1971 1991 

TYPE OF p M F p M F 
RESIDENCE 

HARYANA 
TOTAL 23.2 68.6 3.5 ?.2.6 653 93 
RURAL •J81 68.3 3.3 17.7 63.6 10.3 

URBAN 36.0 69.0 4.4 32.0 66.3 6.4 

HIMACHALP. 
TOTAL 42.3 70.6 29.5 37.5 63.6 27.2 

RURAL 42.2 715 31.2 37.2 63.7 28.7 

URBAN 43.0 67.8 8.7 39.6 63.5 13.7 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 26.5 70.4 1.7 20.8 63.3 3.7 

RURAL 21.2 69.4 11 151 59.9 2.9 

URBAN 38.1 71.6 38 31.5 66.7 5.6 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 24.8 f151 111J 28.1 GO ~1 187 

RURAL 23.3 66.2 12.8 27.8 59.8 22.4 

URBAN 30.9 63.0 5.6 29.1 6?.1 75 

DELHI 
TOTAL 45.2 75.7 7.6 45.0 75.3 9.8 

RURAL 26.6 63.1 6.8 36.6 70.9 7.4 

URBAN 46.8 76.3 7.7 46.0 75.9 101 

Note:-
1- In 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table 0-V, Migration Tables, 

Part II- D (ii) of each State series. 
2- In 1991, data for Migrant Workers is derived from table D-11 of Migration Tables, 

of each State Series. 
3- Migrant work participation = migrant workers per 100 migrant population. 
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I b) Internal Migrant Workers: 

Among internal migrants in the Region, in 1971. work participation \Yas 30.1 %. 

There were in all4.7 million migrant workers in the Region. More than one half the 

number were engaged as Other workers and about two-fifths as Agricultural Workers. 

The census enumerated 8.0 million migrants as workers in 199 I. They accounted 

for 28% of the internal migrants. This resulted in an absolute increase of 7U'Y.J over 

two decades. I kt ween I <J7J and I <J<J I , there was I i ltle vuri ali on i 11 tlic: J istri hution 

pattern of migrant workers in broad industrial categories. 

I c) Migrant Workers in Distance Streams: 

Table 5.3, shows the proportion of internal migrants and immigrant workers. As the 

distance increases from the intra-district to the inter-state stream, there is an 

improvement in the work participation among migrants. The improvement is much 

more sharp between inter-district and inter -state streams in 1971. Jn1991 ton, this 

holds true, though the inter-district stream shows the least participation in economic 

activity in the Region. 

Table 5.2 (b) shows the distribution of internal migrant workers in 1971 and 1991, by 

sex and by residence strcams.ln 1971, out of 17.6 million internal migrants in thr.; 

Region(constituting 91% ofthe lifetime migrants in the Region),only 4.6 million 

were enumerated as workers. They constituted one-fourth of the internal migrants pf 

the Region and 83% of the economically active migrants found here. In 1991, they 

experienced an increase of 3.4 million in the internal migrant worker~. They, thus. 

constituted 94% ofthe economically active migrants and 27.5% of the internal migrant 

population in the region. 

Between 1971 and 1991, North-West India c:xperienced an ahsoluk increase of 1.4 
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million migrant workers. It represented an increase of only 1.6% in the proportion of 

the working population among the internal migrants. 

(i) Male- Female Worl<.ers: 

Male Wurl<c•·s: 

In 1991, the census reported about 5.0 million male internal migrants as workers. 

they constituted more than three-fifths of the male internal migrants in the Region 

and were engaged largely as Other Workers. This was more in urhan than rural 

areas. 

Between 1971 and 1991 , although the absolute male migrant working population 

increased by 44%, their proportion in the internal migrant population decreased by 

about 1.2%. Again a shift was noted from Agriculture to Other Workers, mainly in 

the rural areas. 

J?emale Workers: 

Among female internal migrants, the 1991 census 3.1 mi Ilion as hcing economicatl y 

active. They constituted 14% ofthe female migrant population and 99% of the working 

female migrants in the Region. Most of the female internal migrants were cngagcd 

as Agricultural Workers both, in 1971 and 1991, and there has been little variation in 

it in this period. Only 18% worked as Other Workers in I 971 and 1991. 

Between 1971 and 1991, the female working migrant population has more than 

doublcdfrom1.1millionin 1971 to3.1 million in 1991 (anincrcascofiR21Yt,). Their 

proportion in the total female migrant population has also shown an increase of 5%. 

It would be interesting to find out whether this increase in the working li.:malc migrunt. 

population is a result of the 73% incrcasc in the migrant kmales, or whether migrwHs 
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Table-5.4 

Internal Migrants Work Participation Rate, 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI .1971 AND 1991 

1971 1991 

STATE TYPE OF p M F p M F 
/U.T. RESIDENCE 
HARYANA 

TOTAL 20.5 64.8 3.5 21.7 64.3 9.4 
RURAL 17.0 65.5 3.4 17.1 62.4 10.4 
URBAN 32.5 63.5 4.2 31.3 65.5 6.5 

HIMACHAL P. 
TOTAl 41.6 69.8 29.6 37.0 62.8 27.2 
rural 41.5 70.4 31.2 36.6 62.6 28.6 
urban 42.8 67.6 8.4 39.3 63.4 13.6 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 21.5 63.7 1.6 19.0 61.3 3.7 

RURAL 16.4 61.9 1.1 13.3 56.7 2.9 
URBAN 34.1 66.1 3.7 30.3 65.6 5.7 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 24.1 64.5 11.9 27.9 60.4 19.7 
RURAL 22.8 66.3 12.9 27:7 59.3 22.4 
URBAN 30.0 61.4 5.6 28.7 61.7 7.6 

DELHI 
TOTAL 43.7 73.2 7.1 45.1 75.8 9.6 
RURAL 26.3 62.9 6.8 36.5 69.8 7.4 
URBAN 45.6 73.9 7.2 46.3 76.4 10.0 

Notr.:M 
1-ln 1971, dftttl for migrant workara Ia dMiv()d hom tabla D·V, MIQrntlrm lnblos, Por1 II- 0 {II) or ftztr:h Otate urlo&. 
2-ln 1991, dota for Migrant Workers Is derivod from table 0-11 of Migration Tables, Part V(a) of t!lach State Series. 

3- Migrant work participation migrant workers per 100 migrant population. 
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who came here before have recently taken up some economic activity?4 

Between male and female internal migrants, it becomes clear that there has been a 

sharper increase in the female internal migrant workers as compared to the males. 

the proportions in terms of absolute increase does not suggest a sudden influx of 

female migrant workers hom other parts ofthe country. Both, male and female internal 

migrants, have increasingly been taking up some economic activity. While males, 

even i 11 rural areas, arc moving to secondary and tertiary a eli vi ties, the kmak working 

migrants continue to predominate as Agricultural Worl<crs. 

(ii) Rural-Urban Migrant Workers: 

Rural Migrant Workers: 

In the rural internal migrant population, the 1991 census enumerates 4.5 million 

persons as being engaged in some economic activity. This showed an absolute increase 

of 1.8 million rural migrant workers moving to the Region from various parts of the 

country( in percentage terms, it is 66.7%). They accounted for 24% of the rural migrant 

population. Between 1971 and 1991, there has been a proportionate increase in the 

rural interal migrant workers, by 2%. The table shows clearly th<d"this is a result of 

increase in the female migrant workers to rural areas. Most of them <~rt.: engaged aS 

Agricultural workers (89% in 1971 and 91.3% in 1991 ). Rural male migrans indicate 

a shift from Agricultural occupations to other work in rural areas, between 1971 and 

199 I. 

Urban Migrant Worl{crs: 

The urban migrants from within the country reported 3.5 million person as being 

economically active, consituting 35% of the urban migrants. Though in absolute 

terms, there is an increase of 1. 7 million urban working migrants, in terms of proportion 
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to total urban migrants, there is a decrease of 1.3%. 

Thus, between 1971 and 1991, ther is a proportionate fall in the work participation 

among those moving to urban areas of the Region. Most of those moving to urban 

areas are engaged as other workers, in construction, trade, transport and manufacturing 

etc. 

The difference between rural and urban areas in terms of work participation of internal 

migrants is quite marked. Work participations are higher in urban areas as compared 

to rural areas of the Region. However, between 1971 and 1991, while rural working 

migrants increased, those in urban areas decreased. The increase resulted from a 

sharp increase among female internal migrant closely follows that of the total lifetime 

migrants. The increase among internal migrant female workers was noticed in 

Agricultural workers in Rural areas. While the proportion of male working migrants 

showed 1 ittle variation between 1971 and 1991. 

4. In this respect, working female migrants by duration of residence, would have 

yielded good results. Was the move to work a voluntary decision or was it forced 

upon them? Which area experienced the maximum increase in this among the States? 

c) Immigrant Workers: 

Immigrants account for a very small share ofthe migrants in the Region. However, it 

is important for the Region, to look at their work participation.5 

(i) Male-Female Workers: 

Male Workers: 

Male immigrant's economically engaged, show a very high proportion of74% of the 

immigrant population (O.Smillion persons) in 1991. However, they accounted for 

just 22% of the male working migrants in the Region in 1991. 

Between 1971 and 1991, data indicates a decrease in the share of male immigrants 
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Table- 5.5 

Immigrants Work Participation Rate, 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, RAJASTHAN, PUNJAB AND DELHI -1971 AND 1991 

1971 1991 

STATE TYPE OF p M F p M F 
/UT. RESIDENCE 

HARYANA 
TOTAL 50.2 88.7 4.1 39.4 73.3 4.8 
RURAL 51.3 90.3 2.1 40.3 74.3 .3.5 
URBAN 49.4 87.5 5.3 38.9 72.7 5.5 

HIMACHAL P. 
TOTAL 67.9 85.8 23.4 64.6 80.7 31.2 
RURAL 77.6 90.3 32.6 72.4 85.8 39.3 
URBAN 47.0 72.5 13.3 46.5 66.5 17.9 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 51.8 89.4 2.6 4-1.4 75.9 3.8 
RURAL 51.7 90.5 1.4 46.1 77.5 2.3 
URBAN 52.1 88.0 4.4 42.6 74.0 5.2 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 44.7 76.0 5.9 45.0 76.6 8.7 
RURAL 43.8 72.3 6.3 49.5 80.9 12.9 
URBAN 46.2 82.8 5.2 41.4 73.1 5.4 

DELHI 
TOTAL 51.4 86.3 9.5 43.6 70.6 11.1 
RURAL 50.2 71.6 9.4 48.7 76.1 8.7 
URBAN 51.4 86.4 9.5 43.5 70.6 11.2 

Note:- 1- In 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table 0-V, Migration Tables, Part II- 0 (ii) of each State series. 
2- In 1991, data for Migrant Workers is derived from table 0-11 of MigrationTables. Par1 V(a) of each State Series 
3- Migrant work participation e migrnnt workers per 100 migrnnt populaHon, 



reported as workers. The decrease in proportionate terms was about 12.3%, which is 

quite sharp. In absolute terms also male immigrants workers registered a fall by 0.4 

million workers. Most of the male immigrants were engaged as other workers ·in 

urban areas (93% in 1971, which increased to 94.1% in 1991). While 66% ofthe 

working male immigrants were engaged as other workers in I<)<) I . 36'Y<J worked as 

Agricultural labourers and Cultivators. 

Female Workers: 

Among female immigrants, a very small proportion is economically active (7% in 

1991 ). However, in absolute numbers, there was a decrease in the female immigrant 

workers, while in proportionate terms, they increased by 2%. 

Between 1971 and 1991, the proportion of working female immigrants to the Regicn 

has increased and is largely concentrated as other workers, and 20'Yo is engaged as 

Agricultural workers. 

Thus, between male and female immigrants, work participation rates among males is 

substantially higher than among female immigrants (male immigrant workers out 

number the females by 11:1 ). While male work participation shows a decrease, it 

has actually increased lor female immigrants. Male work participation as other workers 

has increased while a larger share ofthe female immigrants are engaged as Agricultural 

Wokers. 

(ii) Rural-Urban Workers: 

Rural Workers: 

Immigrants to destinations reported 47% participation. Only 0.2 millions rural 
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immigrants were reported as workers. They consittute a mere 4% of the lifetime 

migrant workers in the Region. 77% were engaged as other workers, 94% for males 

and 97% of the females. 

Between 1971 and 1991, the share of immigrant workers to rural destinations has 

decr~ased by 0.2 million n1igrants (decrease of 48%). This is largely a result of a 

dcrease among male immigrant workers to rural areas. Their classification into hro:.1d 

industrial categories rcv<..:als, that migrants in rural areas arc moving towards 

Agriculture as well as other jobs while those engaged in Household industries is 

decreasing. 

Urban Workers: 

In 1991, work participation among urban immigrants was 42%). These worker:; 

accounted for 3%of the urban migrant workers in the Region. Nine-tenths of the 

urban immigrants are engaged as other workers and their share has only incrc;1scd 

between 1971 and 1991, among the sexes. Between 1971 and 1991, urban work 

participation showed a decrease of9% while in absolute numbers it was 0.5 million. 

Thus, urban immigrants reported a lower work participation than rural immigrants in 

1991. However, the decrease in immigrant workers between 1971 and 19SII was 

much more in urban than in rural destinations. Male immigrants in rural and urban 

destinations report much higher participation in economic activity than their female 

counterparts. Most of the immigrants to urban destinations are engaged as other 

workers, while those to rural destinations are engaged largely as Agricultural Workers. 

A decrease is noticed among male and female immigrants engaged as Household 

lnd11stry Workers. 
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(_b) STATE/ U.'l'. 

The state differentials in work participation is examined separately for lifetime 

migrants, internal migrants and immigrants. 

A ) Total Migrants : 

Compared to the average for the Region, the work participation rates arc f()und to be 

higher in case of Delhi (45%), followed by Himachal Pradesh (37.5%) in 1991. 

Rajasthan reported a value lor work participation which is equal to the average for 

the Region in 1991. Punjab reported the least value of 20.8% participation in 

Economic activity of the migrants in the same years, while in Haryana it was 22.6 1~) 

in 1991. More than 95% of the migrant workers in Delhi were engaged as other 

workers in the well developed Tertiary sector. This was the same for males and 

females in 1991 . 

In Himachal Pradesh, Agricultural Workers dominated in 1991, as they did in the 

case of Rajasthan. In I laryana and in Punjab, there has heen a decrease in rlligrants 

engaged as Agricultural labourers and a eonsequesnt increase in the proportion of 

other workers between 1971 and 19C) 1. The data would seem to indicate u gradual, 

but undeniable shift from Agriculture to other work in Secondary and Tertiary sectors 

between 1971 and 1991 in these two states. 

Between 1971 and 1991, there has been a reduction in migrants work participation in 

Punjab, Himachal Pradesh and 1-Jaryana, in that order. R~jasthan alone shows an 

increase in migrants work participation in 1991, from 24.8% to 28.1 1%. In Delhi, 

work participation rates of the migrants h;we not varied over this period, and" ii. 

continues to be quite high. 'fhis is to be expected, considering that the Union Territory 

of Delhi occupies :1 nodal position on the s11h-contilll:lll and i:; IIH~ capil;d c.r· lht: 

country, with a large urban population and a well developed Tertiaty sector.6 Table 
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(b) STATE/ U .T. 

The state differentials in work participation is examined separately for lifetime 

migrants, internal migrants and immigrants. 

A) Total Migrants: 

Compared to the average fl_tr the Region, the work participation rates are found to be 

higher in case of Delhi (45%), followed by Ilimachal Pradesh (l7.sry,,) in I 1J1J I. 

R<~jasthan reported a value lor work participation which is equal to the average I<Jr 

the Region in 1991. Punjab reported the least value of 20.8% participation in 

Economic activity of the migrants in the same years, while in Haryana it was 22.6% 

in 1991. More than 95% of the migrant workers in Delhi were engaged as other 

workers in the well developed Tertiary sector. This was the same for males and 

females in 1991. 

In Himachal Pradesh, Agricultural Workers dominated in 1991, as they did in the 

case ofH:\jnslhnn. In llnry:mn nnd in P11njnh, there hm; heen :1 d1~crc:t::r· in tnivmnl'l 

engaged as Agricultural labourers and a consequesnt increase in the proportion of 

other workers between 1971 and 1991. The data would seem to indicate a gradual, 

but undeniable shift from Agriculture to other work in Secondary and Tertiary secto;··~ 

between 1971 and 1991 in these two states. 

Between 1971 and 1991, there has been a reduction in migrants work participation in 

Punjab, Himachal Pradesh and J-Iaryana, in that order. Rajasthan alone shows an 

increase in migrants work participation in 1991, from 24.8% to 28.1 %. In Delhi, 

work participation rates of the migrants have not varied over this period, un<f it 

continues to be quite high. This is to be expected, considering that the Union Territory 

of Delhi occupies n nodal position on the suh-contincnt and is the capital of the 

country, with a large urban population and a well developed Tertiaty sector.6 Table 
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5.3 shows work participation of Intcmal migrants, while Appendix 5.3 gives the 

distribuion of internal migrants workers in broad Industrial categories in Haryana, 

Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Rajasthan and Delhi in 1971 and 1991. 

(i) Male and Female Migrants Workers 

Male Workers: 

Among male migrants, Delhi alone reported a value of work participation much above 

the average tor the Region in 1991. 75% of the male migrants in Delhi were found to 

be workers,7 in 1991. Work participation of male migrants in Haryana was close to 

.the average for the ·Region in 1991. Rajasthan (61%), Punjab (63 1Yo), Himachal 

Pradesh (64%) report a lower value of migrants engaged in work. Most of the male 

migrants in Delhi, as expected, arc engaged as Other Workers, (9WY., in 1991 ), and 

the same is true tor all other units of the Region. Between 1971 and 1991, the increased 

migration to rural Delhi, noticed in Chapter 4 before, is largely due to increase in 

migrant workers engaged as Other Workers. This increase could he a result of' a shin 

from urban areas of Delhi to its rural hinterland, as a consequences of increased cost 

ofliving in Delhi, congestion, problem ofhousing etc. (In spatial analysis, an increase 

was noted in the urban-rural stream in the intra-district movement in Delhi, which 

could indicate urban outmigrantion in Delhi.). 

Between 1971 and 1991, once again, Delhi has the highest participation in economic 

activity. Punjab, Himachal Pradesh and Haryana in that order, show a reduction in 

male work participation among migrants. However, more than three-fifths of the 

male migrants nrc workers in the component units of the Region in I CJCJI. MaL· 

workers in all states are seen to shift from Agriculture to other sectors. 

li'c.•mnlt• Wod"·•·N: 

In 1991, work participation among the female migrants was lower tha:-~ the Region 
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Himachal Pradesh (27%) and R::uasthan (20%) had a quite high values of female 

work paticipation among the migrants. Except for Delhi and Punjab, the three states 

reported higher work participation rates among rural' migrant females, than urban. 

Most of the female migrant workers in 1991 in Himachal Pradesh and Haryana, 

Rajasthan were engaged as Agricultural Workers. In Punjab, and in Udhi in tlte 

same year, 95% and 63% ofthe female migrants were engaged as other worh:rs. 

Between 1971 and 1991, llimachal Pradesh reported a decrease in knwlc work 

participation among migrants by about 2%. The other states and Delhi all show an 

increase in work participation rates for female migrants, in both rural and urban 

areas in this period. In Rajasthan, Haryana and Himachal Pradesh, the female work 

particiaption in Agriculture (as Agricultural labourers and Cultivators) has increased 

between 1971 and 1991. In case ofPunjab, in the same period a shift is noted among 

female migrant workers, fi·om other workers to Agricultural workers. J lowever, fi1r 

Delhi, there is no variation in this period and more than 95% of the females arc 

engaged as Other Workers. 

Thus. in 1991, Delhi had the highest work participation among male migrants engaged 

as Other Workers, while for iemales, it is Himachal Pradesh, where they dominate as 

Agricultural Workers. Female work participation among migrants in Punjab is 

extremely low in 1991, though it almost double between 1971 and 1991, most of it as 

Other Workers in 1991. 

(iii) Rural-Urban Wor~ers: 

Rural Workers 

The work partil:i pat.ion anwng rural 111 igrants, in I 'JCJ I, was highest in I I i rnaclt:.ll 

Pradesh (37%). This was followed by Delhi (36.6%), and Rajasthan (27.8%). Punjab 
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Pradesh (37%). This was followed by Delhi (36.6'Yo), and Rajasthan (27 .WY<l). Punjab 

( 15%) preceded by Haryana ( 17.7%) had work participation rates for rural migrants · 

which were less than the a vcrage of 24% for the Rcgi<Jn. 

In the period 1971 and 1991 there is some variation in work participation among 

rural migrants in the States. R\..tml work parliciapation rates inctcas<..:d in Udhi betwL:<.:IJ 

1971 and 1991. The increase was from 26.6% in 1971 to 36.6% in I 99 I by I 0 

points, whkh is substwltial. It was a result of in<..:rease in male work participation 

among the migrants to Delhi, (an increase from 63% in 1971 to 71% in 1991) though 

a slight increase was noted among female migrants also. Male migrants showed 

increased work participation as Other Workers, between 1971 and 1991, as did the 

female migrant workers in Delhi. Rajasthan also reported a 4% increase in the 

participation in work among rural migrants. In this case, it resulted from an increase 

in female work participation in Agriculture. The other states all noted a decline. The 

maximum decline was in the case of Punjab (from 21% to fell to 15%). This was 

followed by Himachal Pradesh and Haryana, with 37% and 18% work participation 

among rural migrants. In these three states, in 1991, work participation increased 

among females, and reduced among the male migrants. 

Urban Workers: 

Delhi reported 46% work participation among urban migrants in 1991. much above 

the average of 36% for the Region. It was followed by llimachal Pradesh (40%), 

Haryana (32%), Punjab (31.5%) and Rajasthan (29.1 %) reported lower than average 

particpation in Economic activity in the same year. 

The period 1971 to 1991 saw very little variation in the participation rate, in Delhi 

and in Rajasthan, among urban migrants. llowevcr, the work participation rat<.:s did 

decrease for Punjab, Haryana and Himachal Pradesh respectively. More than one 
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thin.l the urban migrants in all the states of' the Region were workers a11d 111ost ol 

them (more than 90%) were engaged as Other Workers. 

Thus, all the states in the Region reported a higher work participation among migrants 

as compared to rural in migrants in 1991. In the same year, Delhi had the highest 

work participation for urban migrants while Himachal Pradesh, followed by Delhi. 

had the highest work participation for rural migrants. Betweeen 1971 and 1991, Delhi 

increased the proportion of working migrants to rural areas by 1 (YYrl, wl1ile in Punjah, 

they decreased by 6%. The variation in rates for urban migrants was Jess than for 

rural migrants bet ween 1971 and 1991 . 

B. Internal Migrants Workers: 

Table 5.4 shows the work participation of internal migrants for 1971 and 1991, fm 

the states of North-West India and the Union Territory of' Delhi. Appendix 5 .J shows 

their distribution in braod industrial categories across the States/ Union Territory. 

In 1991, the highest work participation among internal migrants was in Delhi ( 46<%). 

This was followed by Himachal Pradesh (37%) and Rajasthan (28%), both of which 

also had participation rates above the average of 27.5% for the Region in 1991. In 

1991, out of 8 million internal migrant workers ennumerated in the Region, Delhi 

had 19% ofthem, while Rajasthan had the maximum (43.7%) and Himachal Pradesh 

had just 8.4% of them. While most of the internal migrants in 1991 in Delhi were 

engaged as Other Workers, in Himachal Pradesh, they predominated as AgricultUJ:al 

labourers in the same year as too in Rajasthan (98%, 61% and 66% respectively). 

Between 1971 and 1991, migrant participation in economic activity increased in case 

ofDelhi(from43.7%in 1071 to45.1%in 199l),Rajasthan(24.1%Jin I<J71 to27.<J% 

in 1991) and for Haryana (20.5% in 1971 to 21.7°/o in 1991 ), the maximum increase 
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noticed in case of Rajasthan. llinwchall'radesh and Punjab alone indicate a decrease 

of migrant workers in the same period. In Haryana and in Punjab, between 1971 and 

1991, there was a shift from Agriculture to Other Works. In Haryana the work 

participation in Agriculture decreased from 40.5'% in 1971 to 38% in I<)<) I and a 

consequent increase was noted in Other Workers (57% in 1971 to 60% in 1991 ). In 

the case or Punjab also, a decrease was noted rrolll J!)'Y, in I 971 to 32'Y., in I C)C) I 

among Agricultural Workers. The consequent increase in Other Workers was from 

58% in 1971 to 67% in 1991 (Table 5.2 in Appendix). 

(i) Male-Female Migrant Worl<.ers: 

Male Workers: 

The 1991 census enumerates 8.0 m iII ion workers among the internal migrants in the 

Region. Of these, 5.0 million are male migrant workers. Among the states, the 1991 

l'CIISIIS reporl•i the hif!,lw:ll work partit:ip11lintl ill I >ellli, litr rcw1o11:! ult("mly 'lf:tf•:d. 

This is followed by 1-laryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab and Rajasthan. While three 

l(nrrth of the internal migrant males in Delhi work largely as Other Worker:;, tl11.: four 

states have three fi1ih of them as workers engaged in Agriculture in the case of 

llimachal Pradesh ami Rajasthan and other workers in Punjab and llaryaii<L 

Delhi alone reported an increase in work participation for internal migrants males, 

between 1971 and 1991. In the same period Himachal Pradesh noted the maximum 

increase in working migrants followed by Rajasthan. In case of Delhi, the increase 

was due to an increase among rural male migrants engaged as other workers. 

Female Workers: 

Among female migrants moving within the country, in 1991 Himachal Pradesh has 

highest work part icipal ion, espcdally i11 1'111 :II at e:t:i and I 'unjalll i:l'l I Ire.: lew.t .II :11 :ryat ta 

and Delhi each have extremely low participation in economic activities (9.4% and 
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9.6% respectively) in 1991. 

Delhi, Haryana, Punjab and Rajasthan registered an increase in work participation 

among female internal migrants, while Himachal Pradesh reported a decrease in it 

between 1971 and I 991. This resulted from a decrease among female migrant work

ers in rural areas of Himachal Pradesh. 

Thus, male and ICmale work participation varies among the states. While male work

ers constitute more than three fifth of the male migrants in 1991, among females it 

ranges between 3.7% in Punjab and 27.2% in Himachal Pradesh. Delhi registered an 

increase in both male and female work participation between 1971 and 1991, while 

Himachal showed a decrease. Work Participation among female internal migrants 

actualy doubled in Punjab, in rural and urban areas. In the four states in the Region 

male migrant workers indicate a shift from Agriculture between 1971 to 1991. 

(ii) Hurai-\Jrhan Mi~r:1nt Worhr~: 

Rural Workers: 

i\ nH>ng rural internalm igrants in I 1) 1) I, Delhi, II inwchall'rade:>il <~nd H aja:;tl1:111 l1w.l 

work participation rates above the average of23% for the Region. These were 37%, 

37% and 281Yo respectively. Punjab reported the lowest rural work participation rate 

in 1991. 

Between 1971 and 1991, Punjab reported a decrease in work participation among 

internal migrants to rural destinations. This was due to a decrease in male work 

participation rates especially as Agricultural Workers. Delhi and Rajasthan show an 

increase in work participation in this period. In case of Delhi, it's largely concen

trated among males, and in Rajasthan, it is due to females. Female work participa

tion in rurul urea has increased substantially frotn 12.9'Y,, in I '>7 I to 22/I'Y,, in I 1J1J I. 

All the states and Delhi report an increase in Work Participation among female inter-
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nalmigrants to rural areas. 

Urban .Worl<crs: 

In 1991, work participation among urban migrants was above the Region average of 

35%, for Delhi 46% and Himachal Pradesh 39%. 1-laryana, Punjab and Rajasthan 

have 28.7% to 31% work pa11icipation respectively. 

Between 1971 and 199 I, Delhi alone experienced an increase, while all other states 

showed a decrease in work participation among urban migrants (internal). The de

crease has been sharp for Punjab, Himachal followed by Harayana and Rajasthan. 

Thus, rural and urban work participation rates for internal immigrants, show some 

variation among the states. In I 991 migrants from urban destination showed much 

higher work participation than those to rural destinations. The difference is from I 0% 

in Delhi, to less than I% in Rajasthan. Between 1971 and 1991, Delhi experienced 

an increase in both Urban and Rural migrants, because of heavy migration of tnale 

working migrants engaged as other workers into the Region. A II other state regis

tered a decrease in internal migrant work participation, except internal migrants in 

rural Rajasthan and also those in Haryana. Another point to be noted is that there is 

not much variation in the pattern of work participation between lifetime migrants and 

internal migrants.8 ,though the value of participation rates among internal migrants 

is found to be higher. 

c) Immigrant Workers : 

The work participation among immigrants workers in the Region is shown in table 

5.5 for I <JCJ I and I 971. Appl!lldix 5.4 shows the di:;tribution of immign.tllts in htaod 

industrial categories. 

The average work partkipation amo11g tltc inunigrants in the J{cgion i11 I<)!) I i\ !J3.WY. •. 

Table 5.5 shows that, in the same year, Himachal Pradesh, Rajasthan and Punjab had 
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work participation rates among immigrants that were higher than the average oft he 

Region. The rates rcpor1ed in 199 I were 64.6%, 45% and 44.4% respectively for the 

above three states .Delhi ( 43.6%) and llaryana (39%) had lower rates ofimmigrants 

participation in economic activity. Himachal Pradesh had an immigrant population 

of35,053 persons only, of which 65% were workers in 1991. All states and the Union 

Territory of Delhi report a decrease in work participation among immigrants between 

1971 to 1991. The maximum decrease is for Harayana from 50.2% to 39.4% respec

tivdy, whill! Rajasthan shows a marginal increase by 0.3'Yr, in the same period. The 

highest proportion of immigrants work pariicipation is to be found in Punjab, fol

lowed ily l>cllii and llaryana ·'' .lloWl!Vl!r, inll!nns of"i111111igrants workers Delhi and 

Harayana report a value for work participation that is less than that for the Region in 

1991. This would seem to indicate that while Himachal has made selective immigra

tion, mainly li>r reason of employment, Delhi and llaryana also have a large propor

tion of immigrants moving as dependants. 10
. Data on reasons for migration shows a 

high proportion moving with the family and for other causes, and seems to supp01i 

this. In 1991, more than three- fifth's of the immigrants are found to be engaged as 

Other Workers in the states. 

(i) Male -Female Immigrant Workers: 

Male Workers: 

In 1991, Table 5.5 shows very high male immigration of workers, more than 70%. 

Himachal Pradesh (80.7%), Rajasthan (76.6%) and Punjab (75.9%) had work par

ticipation above the average for the Region (74%). Haryana(73%) and Delhi (70.6%) 

had work participation rates lower than that in the Region in 1991. Male immigrants 

;unotlltll!d fi 11· a larger shan: or the immigrants in 191J I , and most oft hem moved with 

the family or for other causes. Thus one may infer that while the reason for immigra-
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tion may have been different, most of the immigrant males take up some economi

cally productive work. 11 A comparasion of work participation rates for immigrants 

males (table 5.5) and intemalmale migrants (table 5.4) reveals interesting results. 

Immigrant males in the four stales had much higher work participation as compared 

to male internal migrants. In Delhi alone, the value is lower in case of immigrants 

than for internal migrants though it is quite high. Classification of migrants on the 

basis of the work they do would help clear the pattern further. 12
. 

Between 1971 and 1991, there is a decrease noticed across the states in terms of 

immigrant male work participation .. 

Female Workers: 

As compared to male immigrants, female's show very low work participation rates, 

except in the case of llilnachall'radcsh in I 1) 1) I which had ll '!!,,or it:; k1n:tle inllni

granls working as Other Workers. This would suggest that a larger proportion of 

female immigrants are dependant though age classificaion would explain it better. It 

is supported by the findings on reasons. They show that while family moves contin

ues to account for a large proportion of female immigration in 1991, the importance 

of marriage as a reason for immigration has increased tremendously. 

Between 1971 and 1991, work participation among female immigrants increased in 

all States I U.T .. In R<~jasthan and Delhi, the increase was among female Agricultural 

Workers. 

Thus, male in11nigrationloo can he considered as an indicator f(Jr ccono111ic rea:;on 

for migration for the Region. The ratio of male: female Immigrant Workers ranges 

bdwecn 20: I and 3: I for Punjab am.l llinwdwl Pradesh respectively in I <J 1
) I. 
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(ii) Rural-Urban Immigrant Workers: 

Rural Workers: 

Immigrants to rural areas in Himachal Pradesh, Rajasthan and Delhi reported work 

participation higher than the Region's average of 46.8%.(Jt was 72.4%, 49.5'% and 

48.5% respectively in 1991 ). Haryana and Punjab had work participation as 40.3% 

and 46.1% in 1991 . 

Between 1971 and 1991, immigrant work participation rates decreased in Haryana. 

Punjab, Delhi and Himachal Pradesh, while in Rajasthan it registered an increase. 

Immigrants to rural Rajasthan and Haryana took up work as Agricultural Labourers 

while in the other units, the increase was among Other Workers. 

Urban Workc1·s: 

llimachal Pradesh had the highest immigrant work participation in urban areas ( 47'0J) 

itt I'NI. This was l(•llowed l>y IJellli (1H%), 1'11njab (43%), l{aja:;tlt;tfl (tli'Y.,);tflrl 

Haryana (39%). However, between 1971 and 1991, there was a decrease in urban 

work participation among the imtn igrants, because or a decrease in malt: i tntn igrant 

work participation in urban areas. 

Between 1971 and 1991, once again, a decrease is noticed in immigrant work partici

pation. A decrease is noted in the proportion of immigrants in Punjab, Delhi and 

Haryana in 1991, which was sharp. Himachal Pradesh and Rajasthan also registered 

a similar decrease in 1991. 

A comparison of work participation rates between rural and urban immigrants re

veals a higher mte iiiiiOIIP, rmal itiiiiJigrauh llnu1 111h;tu, itt I'J'JI. Tile dilktettce i:l 

quite sharp in case of Himachal Pradesh in 1991. However, both show a decrease 

bet ween I <J71 and I C) C) I . In this period, all slates register a sll in l'rotll !\ gt icu It urc to 

other work in both rural and urban areas. 
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C) District Level Analysis: 

In this section, an attempt is made to see the extent of spatial concentration of the 

lifetime migrant workers in the Region, at the district level. The index of concentra

tion computed shows the share of life time migrant workers of a district in the total 

life time workers in the Region in 1991. Finally a comparision is made of work 

participation of migrants in broad industrial categories. 

(a) Concentration of Lifetime Migrant Workers: 

(i) 31 districts of the region had a high concentration of migrant workers in 1991, 

with index values ranging between 1.21%and 19.6% ofthe migrant workers in the 

Region Map 2. Of these, Delhi has the highest concentration ( 19.6%) followed by 

Jaipur, Ganganagar and Ludhiana and Udaipur also reported rather low workers con

centration in 1991, between 2.05% and 2.89% Una, Kinnaur and Lahaul and Spiti 

reported followed next in llimachal Pradesh, with the index values below 0.37'YrJ. 

Rewari and Mahendragarh in Harayana and Jaisalmer and Dhaulpur in Rajasthan 

showed least concentration of migrant workers. 

A comparision ofMap 1(c) and Map 2 reveals a broadly similar pattern of migrant 

clustering, especially for the highest and the lowest index values. Delhi has the high

est migration rate, as well as the highest economic activity rates in 1991 ( 12.6'Yo and 

19.6% respectively). Jaipur, Ganganagar, Ludhiana and Udaipur follow in order of 

high to low. Concentration of migrant and migrant workers in 1991 . These an: thus 

the five districts which are dynamic in terms of migration in the region. 

The reasons for Delhi attracting the highest share of migrants is primarily chte to its 

nodal position in the Region ,its importance as the national capital, its being highly 

urbanised, with n well developed tertiary sector. .lapiur is capital of Hajw>tllnn with a 

well developed tourist industry. Ganganagar changed with the development of the 
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Ganga Canal and its surroundings. The district attracts co~siderable migmtion each 

year. Ludhiana and Jullundur were the centers of the Green Revolution in the mid 

60's and as such experienced large scale migration of workers. Udaipur in Rajasthan 

is a museum of minerals. Being in an arid area it stands out as a centre for migration 

because of its diversified and well developed mining interest, mainly of asbestos, 

emerald. mica. rock phosphate, silica, kayanite as well as copper, iron, lear!, zinc and 

silver. 

In contrast to this, lJna, Kinnaur and Lahaul and Sipti in llimachal Pracksh and 

.Jaisalmer in Rajasthan had low migration as well as economic activity rates . .Jaisalmer 

is a border district, largely arid and with a very small population base and industri

ally and agriculturally backward. In Himachal Pradesh migration becomes restricted 

because of restriction on rights of ownership of property. These districts lie in the 

Hi malayan belt. 

Apart from this, Jullundhar, Patiala, Amritsar. 13 in Punjab have a high concentration 

of migrants but medium to high concentration or migrant workers in 1991. Simi lari ly 

Hamirpur, Sirmaur, Chamba, Bilaspur and Kulu in Himachal had low migrant popu

lation in 1991. Migrant worker concentration in these district was however not so 

low. 

(b) Migrant Work Participation in Broad Industrial Categories: 

Finally, an attempt is made to iuentify districts with high and low work participation 

in the broad industrial categories discussed before. 

(i) Worl{ Pnrtidpnlion in A~•·iculturc: 

This includes the categories of agriculture labourers and cultivators from the Census 

lnd11strial dassification. Sec Map l(a). In all S di:;tricts have extremely lrivlr work 

participation in agriculture in 1991. These are Gurdaspur in Punjab and Nagaur, 
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Churu, Tonk nnd .lhalawar in Rajasthan. Most of the distrcts in Rajasthan, M;111di, 

Kullu, 1-iamirpur, Bilaspur, Srimaur in Himachal and Bhiwani in 1-iaryana had work 

participation in Agriculture ranging between 59.5% and 79%. Delhi, Faridabad, 

Ambala, Ludhiana, Yamunanagar and Rupnagar had the least migrants work par

ticipation rates in 1991, ranging below 20.5%. 

The distrcts with a high migrant concentration and migrant worker concentration, 

have low to medium work participation in Agriculture. Delhi had the maximum mi

grant concentration hut low agriculture participation rates. The same is true for 

Ludhiana, Ganganagar and Udaipur which are agriculturally well developed and 

have medium and high work participation in agriculture . .Jaipur has medium partici

pation in agricullurc.lligh agricultural participation is the main reason fiJr migration 

to the marginal district in Rajasthan and Himachal Pradesh. 

(ii) Work Purlicipaliuu :ts Other Wurl<crs: 

The category of Other Workers clubs together those classifications under Census 

Industrial classification Ill to IX, excluding household industry workers. Sec Map 3 

(b). 6 districts in the region had high participation as Other Workers, these include 

Delhi, with the highest migrant concentration and the most urbanised. Faridabad, 

Ambala and Yamunanagar in Haryana and Ludhiana and Rupnagar in Punjab had 

high work participation in agriculture, ranging above 78.3% (It being 97 .8'% J(Jr I Jclhi ), 

Faridabad (86.3'Yo), Ambala (84.8%). Thus the districts with the highest migrant 

concentration are those which have high to very high participation as Other Workers. 

The district with low concentration of' migrants have medium work participation as 

Other Workers, for example Lahaul and Sipiti, Kinnaur, Kangra, Chamba have me

dium work participation as Other Workers. There is a variation in thmt.: di~;lricts 

which have medium to high concentration. Churu Sikar, Jhalawar, Nagaur and Tonk 
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report low work participation as Other Workers. 

(c) WORK PARTICIPATION IN 1-IOUSEIIOLI> INDUSTnY 

There is a well developed household industry sector in most of the districts of the 

region. However, recently there has been a shill from this, especially as seen in 

Ludhiana, Panipat, Jullundhar, Yamuna Nagar and Sikar attractingmigrants to this 

developed sector there, thniiJ.',h their p;nticipation i!; qttite low when cotnp;u·(~d to fltaf 

of the other two categories. About 28 districts have work participation rates ranging 

between 1.5% to 2.2%. 

6 districts have very low participation in the llouschold Industry Map 3(c). Faridabad 

near Delhi is highly industralised. Amritsar and Ludhiana also have a well devel

oped industrial manufacturing and processing sector. Thus they have low participa

tion in household industry. Lahaul and Spiti, Chamba and Shimla have low rates 

since they are dominated by participation in agriculture and as Other Workers in 

equal parts. 

Thus from the maps, it becomes clear that agriculture does not attract migrants to all 

districts especially not those which show a high migrant concentration. Instead, these 

districts account for a very high share of participation as Other Workers. A large 

number of districts in Rajasthan account for high work participation in agriculture. 

I>) SUMMAH.Y 

To briefly summarise the analysis above. The Region has one fourth of its worker 

enumerated as migrant workers in 1991. Their proportion is maximum among fc

lnale migrants to urban areas. Work Participation, in the 1{cgion, is higher in tl1c total 

population rather than among the migrants. Male migrants to rural and urban desti

nations have a higher participation in econon1ic activity as compan:d to 1nalc inll1c 

total population. While there was an absolute increase in the migrant workers be-
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tween 1971 and 1991, there was no variation in their propotiion. Migrant male par

ticipation in the Region decreased and that of female participation increased. Rural 

work participation was less than that in Urban areas. Most of the male migrants were 

engaged as Other Workers, while the female migrants were engaged largely in agri

culture. 

The work participation rates and pallernf(lr life time migrants and internnlmip_rnnt~; 

were similar.. Lifetime migrants reported lower rates than internal migrants. Work 

Participation increased with increase in migration distance from intra-district and 

inter-state stream. A shift was noted from Agriculture to Other Workers, especially 

among male migrants in rural areas between 1971 and 1991 

As compared to internal migrants immigrant workers account f()r a small share ofthe 

migrant workers in the Region. The disparity in male- female work participation is 

furtherenhanced among immigrants in Rural and Urban destinations. llowever, males 

indicate a decrease in work participation while females indicate an increase. Rural

Urban disparity in work participation is less, though the rates in urban areas are 

lower. A large proportion of the immigrant workers, both male and female, are en

gaged as Other Workers. Females, mostly in rural areas arc engaged. 

Among the Stales I U.T., Delhi has had the highest work participation followed by 

Himachal Pradesh. In Delhi migrants were engaged as Other Workers while in 

llimachal Pradcshit was in Agriculture, especially Hlll<lllg fCmales. In 1'11rrj:rh and 

Haryana migrant workers indicate a shift from Agriculture to Other Workers, espe

cially :lll1<111g 111alcs in rural destinations. Male in all the states indicalt.: a ~;!rift f"ronr 

Agriculture to Other Work, including in Delhi. All the states have had higher work 

participation rates for urhan areas. Once again, internal rn igrants and I i fcti me m i

grants in all the states show a similar pattern, since more than 90% of lifetime mi-
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grants are internal migrants in the states. 

Immigrant work pa1ticipation is highest in Himachal Pradesh,followed by Rajasthan 

and Punjab, however all states and the Union Territory of Delhi report a decreqse in 

immigrant work participation. A large proportion of immigrants may be dependants, 

and all states have a highly male selective immigration. 

At the district level the index of concentration shows a high concentration of migrant 

workers in districts of the Region, lying mostly in Rajasthan, Punjab and llaryana. 

The uistricts with cxtn..:111ely high coiH.:cntration of migrant workers arc 1hc same as 

those with high migrant concentration. Index values for the low C:)nccntration dis

tricts, largely in Himachal Pradesh, are also same. In between the two, variations 

exist. 

Work participation across Industrial categories at the district level reveal higher rates 

among Other Workers li:n Delhi, Jaipur, Udaipur, Ganganagar anu Ludhiana. Agri

cultural work participation in Delhi and Ludhiana is low. Udaipur. Ganganagar and 

Jaipur have high Agricultural work participation. Household Industry is not very 

significant here. 
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CONCLUSION 

Migration is as old as man himself, and an important aspect of life in the twentieth 

century, with the average man, woman & child moving frequently & easily over greater 
. . I 

distances than ever before. It's study has a special significance for North-West India. 

This Region has been dynamic in terms of both internal and international migration. As 

a geographer, the spatial and temporal dimensions of the migration process make for an 

interesting study, a stepping stone to a more indepth demographic analysis of migrant 

attributes and an analysis of its causes and consequences. 

The migration in the Region has been quite high at 32% in 1991. The Region experi

enced a decrease in migration between 1981 and 1991, by place of birth and last resi

dence statistics. It was found t~ be more among males migrating to rural areas/destina

tions in the Region. The migration rates are found to be higher than those in the Re-

gion. Compared to the Nation, return migration in the Region is not very significant, 

for internal migrants or for immigrants. Among the states, Delhi & Punjab had migra

tion rates higher than the average for the Region, while in Rajasthan they were th.e least. 

Delhi had a positive sex ratio, while in Rajashtan it was extremely low. The sex ratio 

points to an increase in family migration & female migration. Urban-urban migration 

in the region increased over the period of study. In case of Delhi, urban-rural migration 

increased in the intra-district stream, indicating urban outmigration. This needs to be 

probed. Inter-state rural-urban migration increasedover the period, while inter-state 

urban-urban migration in Delhi decreased for thesame period. 
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The mian reason for the migration of persons to the Region was Marriage, followed by 

Family Moved and associational moves, Other Causes and Employment. Males in the 

Region migrated mainly for Employment, while females did so for Marriage. An in 

ncrease in migration distance, lead to increased male migration for Employment while 

the importance of Marriage migration decreased with an increase in distance from the 

intra-district to theinter district stream. Immigration resulted from Other Causes, mainly 

partition of the country. The influx of refugees settled in districts in Punjab & Haryana 

& also in Delhi. Female migrants show increased Marriage & Employment migration. 

Delhi had maximum Employment migration, in the inter-state rural-urban stream. Family 

Moved became important in urban-urban stream and urban-rural stream. In Haryana, 

increased male migration with the family, while in case of females it is for Marriage. 

Punjab showed an increase in inter-state migration with the family, while in the intra

district stream, it was from urban-rural areas. Immigrants moved to rural Himachal 

Pradesh for Employment. 

Across space, there has not been much change in the migration rate among the states, 

except for a decrease in Delhi in 1991, due t,o a decrease in migration to urban Delhi, 

because of decrease in urban-urban movement, urban-rural migration has increased 

tremendously in the intra district stream, and slightly in urban-rural stream .. 

Migrant work participation is found to be lower in case of migrant persons in the Re

gion as compared to the total populatiokn. Male Miogrants, however have participation 

rates much higher than female migrants, and also males in the total pop,ulation. As 

expected, work p[articipation is higher among the rural migrants. Most of the migrants 

are engaged in Agricultural work. However; urban migrants have higher work partici

pation as Other Workers, which includes the Categories that come mainly under the 
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Secondary and Tertiary Sector. In the case ofHaryana and Punjab, A definite shift is 

noticed from Agricult~re to the secondary and Tertiary Sectors, comprising the Otl1er 

Workers, Bbetween 1971 and 1991, especially among the internal migrants. 

the unior territory of Delhi has the highest concentration of both, migrants and migrant 

workers, during the period of Study. A large proportion of the migrants are engaged as 

Other Worke.rs in the well developed secondary and tertiary sectors in Delhi. 

Ganganagar, Jaipur, Udaipur and Ludhiana also have a high concentration of migrants. 

Ganganagar and Udaipur are both Agriculturally developed, while Jaipur also has a 

well developed household industry at1d also shows a high work participation in Other 

Work. Udaipur is a mineral rich distnct. Ludhiana and Jaipur attract a lot ofmigra~ts 

engaged !n Other Work, including industrial manufacturing and priocessing, trade, etc. 

Lahaul and Spiti and Kinnaur had the least concentration of migrants, and migration 

here resulted primarily for agricultural reasons. The other districts of Himachal Pradesh 

also do not show very high concentration of migrants. 

Thus it becomes easy to identify a major migration core in the Region, in the union 

territory of Delhi. Ganganagar in Rajasthan attracts agricultural workers, while Jaipur 

is a centre of concentration of Other Workers in secondary and tertiary sectors. Ludhiana 

attracts migrants byu virtue of its being industrially developed. A point to be noted_is 

tghat except for Gurdaspur, other districts of Punjab and Haryana report low participa

tion in Agriculture and High participation as Other Workers. This would also indicate 

a shift in the migrants work pattern and needs further probe. 

The data on migration, analysed from secondary sources, for North West India has 
' . 
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brought out some geographical differences in the pattern of migration in the· Region. 

·These differences need to be compared with those of the non-migrant population in the 

Region, and possibly, for the country. An indepth economic analysis of migration in 

the Region would also be needed. At a more micro level, it would be possible to 

understandd the pattern of male and female migration in different cultural contexts and 

economic conditions. Since immigration in the Region is important and is on the de

cline, especially in Punjab and in Delhi, it would also be feasible to take up a study on 

inter-generational mobility among the migrant and the immigrant population of the 

Region. Since the migrants in the Region reported Marriage as a major reason for 

migrtion and its intensity increased over the period of study, it would also be feasible 

examine the extent of the marriage field in the Region. 
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APPENDIX 1.1 
Migration Questions in Indian Census, 1951-1991 

1951 

5. Bitth place 

1961 

4 (a) Bi~h Place 
(b) born RJU 
(c) Duration of residence. if born elsewhere 

5. Nationality 

1971 
7. BIRTH PLACE 

(a) Place of birth 
(b) Rural/Urban 
(c) District 
(d) State/country 

8. LAST RESIDENCE
(a) Place of last rsidence 
(b) Rural/Urban 
(c) District . 
(d) State/country 

9. Duration of residence at the village or town of enumeration. 

1981 (Individual slip- Sample poYtion) 

BIRTH PLACE
(a) Place of birth 
(b) Rural (1 )/Urban (2) 
(c) District 
(d) State/country 

2 LAST RESIDENCE
(a) Place of last residence 
(b) Rural (I)/ Urban (2) 
(c) District 
(d) State/country 

3 Reasons for migration from place of last residence (Code)* 
* Employment ( 1 ). Education (2 ), Family moved ( 3 }. Marriage (4 ). Others ( 5) 
4. Duration ofrcsiclcncc at the village or town of enumeration. 



1991 

18. Birth plac·c 
(a) Place of birth· 
(b) Rural (I)/ Urban (2) 
(c) District 
(d) State/Country 

19. Last residence 
(a) Place of l~st residence 
(b) Rural (I )/Urban (2) 
(c) District 
(d) State/Country 

20. Reasons for migration from place of last residence (Code)* 
"'Employment (1) Business (2), Education (3), Family Moved (4), Marringc 

(5), Natural calamities lik~: drought, floods etC. (6), Others (7). · 

2 I. Duration of residence at the village or town of enumcrution 
Source: Srivastava ( 1983: 22-27); Census of India 1991 ( 1991: 262). 
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Appendix-3.1 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1981 

MALE FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 
/UT /UT 

REGION REGION 

TOTAL 100.0 41.7 4.2 30.11 2.3 21.2 TOTAL 100.0 2.1 0.7 14.3 74.3 7.6 
RURAL 100.0 31.9 3.3 30.5 3.7 30.6 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 7.9 83.2 7.0 
URBAN 100.0 50.2 5.0 29.8 1.1 13.1 URBAN 100.0 4.2 1.7 34.7 50.1 9.3 

HARYANA HARYANA 

TOTAL 100.0 43.6 3.8 31.6 2.4 18.7 TOTAL 100.0 2.2 0.7 13.2 76.8 7.1 
RURAL 100.0 34.7 3.5 31.8 3.8 26.3 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 7.4 83.43 7.2 
URBAN 100.0 52.6 4.1 31.5 1.0 10.9 URBAN 100.0 4.8 1.8 34.9 52.0 6.6 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100.0 36.3 3.8 31.5 1.1 27.4 TOTAL 100.0 1.6 0.7 13.1 74.9 8.6 
RURAL 100.0 31.1 2.9 33.7 1.3 31.1 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 10.8 79.0 8.4 
URBAN 100.0 55.0 7.1 23.8 0.2 13.8 URBAN 100 0 5.9 3.6 40.2 38.9 11.4 

PUNjAB PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 34.7 2.6 31.5 2.6 26.8 TOTAL 100.0 1.9 0.9 13.8 74.7 8.8 
RURAL 100.0 24.8 2.1 33.5 3.1 36.6 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.7 9.1 80.9 7.9· 
URBAN 100.0 45.5 3.2 29.3 2.0 16.2 URBAN 100.0 3.4 1.7 27.6 55.9 11.3 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100.0 40.7 6.3 26.9 3.4 22.7 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.5 10.1 81.1 6.5 
RURAL 100.0 34.4 4.0 27.5 4.6 29.4 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.3 7.0 85.0 6.4 
URBAN 100.0 50.2 9.7 25.9 1.6 12.6 URBAN 100.0 . 3.7 1.6 25.7 61.8 7.2 

DELHI DELHI 

TOTAL 100.0 51.5 3.1 32.4 0.4 12.6 TOTAL 100.0 5.0 1.7 48.2 34.0 11.1 
RURAL 100.0 51.8 3.5 30.6 0.8 14.0 RURAL 100.0 4.4 0.8 19.4 68.0 7.4 
URBAN 100.0 51.5 3.1 32.5 0.4 12.6 URBAN 100.0 5.1 1.8 51.0 30.7 11.5 

Note:-
1- ~rived from table 0-3 of Migration Tables, Pan V (a) of each state Mries. tor 19&1. 

2- Categories under reasons for migration: 
(i} employment (ii) Education (iii) Family Move (lv} Marriage (v) Others. 

3. Totallntemaf Migrants taken as 100.0 



Appendix-3.2 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1991 

MALt; FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 6 7 STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 6 7 

/UT /UT 

REGION REGION 

TOTAL 100.0 37.0 7.4 3.5 29.8 2.5 0.5 19.4 TOTAL 100.0 1.51 0.4 0.6 11 8 80.0 0 1 55 
RURAL 100.0 24.0 6.3 3.0 31.6 4.1 0.8 30.9 RURAL 100 0 0.9 0.3 04 5.8 87 2 0 1 52 
URBAN 100.0 46.3 8.1 3.8 28.9 1.4 0.2 11.2 URBAN 100.0 3.2 0.7 1 2 292 59.3 01 63 

HARYANA HARYANA 

TOTAL 100.0 33.6 11.7 3.2 35.1 1.3 0.4 14.7 TOTAL 100.0 1.3 0.6 0.6 10.6 83.3 0.1 3 5 
RURAL 100.0 26.0 11.6 3.4 35.4 1.9 0.7 21 1 RURAL 100 0 0.8 0.5 0.4 4.8 90.2 0 1 3 2 
URBAN 100.0 38.4 11.7 3.0 34.9 0.9 0.3 10.7 URBAN 100.0 2.9 1.0 1.1 2fl -1 81.8 0 2 , r) 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100.0 29.5 8.5 5.2 30.7 1.5 0.6 24.0 TOTAL 100.0 1.5 0.5 1.2 11 3 79.5 02 5 P. 
RURAL 100.0 24.5 7.5 3.8 32.7 2.0 0.7 28.8 RURAL 100.0 1.0 04 08 ll 7 P,3 4 0 2 !. •' 
URBAN 100.0 43.2 11.2 9.2 25.1 0.4 0.3 10.6 URBAN 100.0 6.0 1.1 5.3 36.6 42.8 0 2 80 

PUNJAB PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 31.8 2.4 1.9 31.3 4.3 0.6 27.8 TOTAL 100.0 1.9 0.3 0.6 10.5 79.7 0 1 69 
RURAL 100.0 21.3 1.2 1.6 32.5 57 0.7 37.0 HIJH/\L 100 0 1 2 02 IH n ,, f!'j <1 () 1 (j l 

URBAN 100.0 41.6 34 2.1 30.1 20 I) 4 10.4 IJIUl/\N 100.0 3 7 05 11 71 4 'l-1? I)/ flH 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100.0 30.6 8.2 5.4 26 7 3.5 0.6 25.0 TOTAL 100 0 1.2 0.4 0.4 7 2 84 9 0 1 58 
RURAL 100.0 22.0 7.3 3.6 27 4 -1 7 0!1 34 1 RUH/\1. 100 0 08 OJ 03 -1 4 r1n f.i 0 1 I~ r; 

URBAN 100.0 41.0 9.2 7.6 26.0 2.0 0.2 14.3 UHBAN 100.0 2.8 0.8 1.2 20 (J 68.2 0 1 6 ~; 

DELHI DELHI 

TOTAL 100.0 54.8 8.2 2.0 29.2 0.6 0.1 5.3 TOT/\L 100.0 3.0 0.6 08 4'.~ 1 43.4 0 1 -1 0 
RURAL 100.0 44.1 7.2 1.4 38.6 0.8 0.2 7.7 RURAL 100.0 2.7 0.8 0.6 45 2 47 7 0 1 3.0 
URBAN 100.0 56.0 8.3 2.0 28.1 0.5 0.1 5.0. URBAN 100.0 3.0 0.6 0.8 48 6 42.7 0 1 4.1 

Note:-
1~ Derived from table 0-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of each state series, for 1981. 

2- Catcgorl~s under roat1ons for migrotlon: 
(I) employment (II) Education (Iii) Family Move (lv) Marriage (v} Others. 

3. Total Internal Migrants taken as 100.0 

.. 
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Appendix-3.3 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence Streams, MALE 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASlHAN AND DELHI 1981 

U M..P._b_E 
5 STATE STATE TOTAL 

~/~U~T----------------------------------~/UT 

TOTAL 1 2 3 

HARYANA RAJASTHAN 
INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT. 

R-R 100.0 26 0 
R-U 100 0 45 2 
U-R 100.0 37.3 
U-U 100.0 36.9 
S.T. 100.0 33.1 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 100.0 31.8 
R-U 100.0 51.8 
U-R 100.0 38.8 
u-u 1oo.o 42.6 
S.T. 100.0 40.1 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTER STATE 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

44.6 
71.5 
42.1 
48.8 
53.3 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
INTRA DISTI. 

39 
03 
3.0 
3.8 
4.5 

6.0 
63 
2.8 
4.5 
5.4 

1 9 
2.4 
1.9 
3.0 
2.4 

R-R 100.0 22.5 2.8 
R-U 100.0 53.0 11.1 
U-R 100.0 35.5 3.2 
U-U 100.0 50.6 4.8 
S.T. 100 o ?.7.~ ~ 7 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 100.0 46.0 3.4 
R-U 100.0 61.1 10.6 
U-R 100.0 46.2 3.5 
U-U 100 0 55.6 5.3 
S.T. 100.0 50.3 5.0 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTERSTATE 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

54.6 
62.0 
29.0 
48.8 
44.3 

PUNJAB 
INTRA DISTT 

R-R 100.0 17.1 
R-U 100.0 39.1 
U-R 100.0 26.5 
U-U 100.0 29.1 
S.T. 100 0 24.3 

INTER DISTT. 
R·R 100 0 20.7 
R-U 100.0 45.0 
U-R 100.0 27 0 
U-U 100.0 37.8 
S.T. 100.0 31.8 

R-R 
R-U 
11-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTER STATE 
100.0 
1000 
IOOO 

100.0 
100.0 

52.8 
69 4 
:ln ~ 
50.0 
55.6 

1.5 
2.7 
3.3 
3.9 
7.6 

2.1 
2.5 
1 7 
26 
2.2 

2.3 
4.2 
27 
4.8 
3.5 

1.7 
1 7 
'Jr, 
36 
2.4 

32 7 4 0 
3G 2 1 0 
35.4 1.7 
35.5 1.6 
34.1 3 2 

28.4 5.8 
30.5 1 2 
33.3 2.9 
39.9 0.9 
32.2 3.2 

32.2 
19.3 
32.0 
35.5 
29.5 

21 
0.7 
1.2 
0.9 
1.3 

15.7 1.8 
19.8 0.3 
24.5 0.6 
28.3 0.2 
17.1 1 r, 

29.6 0.9 
17.6 0-.1 
22.6 0 5 
27.9 0.1 
25.8 O.G 

22.6 0.8 
22.6 0.3 
22.5 0.4 
45.5 32.6 
27 3 7 7 

33.8 3.9 
34.1 1.3 
34.8 2 0 
32.4 1.4 
33.8 2.9 

38.2 .3.2 
30.3 1.0 
38 0 1 7 
33 8 0.9 
34.9 1.9 

24.4 
17 2 
:·111 

27.1 
23.8 

1.6 
05 
fltl 

07 
0.9 

37 6 
11 3 
22.7 
222 
25.1 

281 
10.2 
22.3 
12.1 
19.1 

19.1 
6.0 

22.8 
11.8 
13.6 

32.5 
15.8 
36.2 
161 
:m 11 

20.1 
10.5 
27.2 
11.1 
18.3 

20.5 
12.4 
44.9 
111 
77 1 

43.2 
23.1 
3G 1 
23.8 
35.6 

35 7 
19 5 
31 8 
22.6 
27.8 

19 4 
11 2 

18 6 
17.3 

R-R 100 0 ~0 2 
H·IJ 11.100 41l fJ 
U-R 100.0 38 7 
U-U 100 0 42 6 
S.T. 10'l 0 35 8 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 100.0 40 9 
H-U 100.0 55 7 
U-R 100 0 42.6 
U-U 100 0 46 6 
S.T. 100.0 46.6 

R-ll 
R·U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

DELHI 

INTER STATE 
1000 
1000 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

INTRA DISTT. 

42 0 
62 4 
34.4 
49 2 
47.3 

R-R 1000 21 0 
R-U 100.0 23.6 
U-R 100.0 · 26.6 
U-U 100 0 9.6 
s t 100 n 11 1 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 00 00 
R-U 0.0 0.0 
U-R 0 0 00 
u.u 00 00 
S.T. 00 00 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
u-u 
S.T. 

INTER STATE 
100.0 
1000 
1000 
1000 
HJOO 

REGION 
INTRA DISTT. 

590 
62.7 
47 0 
49 4 ,. .~~ r, 

R-R 100.0 25 5 
R-U 100.0 45 3 
U-R 100 0 35 0 
U-U 1000 256 
S.T. 100.0 30 3 

INTER DISTT. 
·R-R 1000 333 
R-U 100 0 52 1 
U-R 100 0 3~ 6 
u-u 100 o 43 s 
S.T. 100.0 41.2 

R-R 
R-U 
IJH 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTER STATE 
1000 
100 0 
1tJIJ{) 

1000 
100.0 

47 3 
611 f, 

49.4 
534.0 

Note:-
1. 
2. 

Derived from Table 0-3 of MiQration Tables, Part V {a) for 1981, from each State series. 
The categories of reasons are 
(1) EMPLOYMENT (ii) EDUCATION (iii) FAMILY 
(lv) MARRIAGE (v) OTHERS 

... ,, 

40 
60 
fj 9 

4.1 
10.9 
45 
6.8 
6.7 

22 
54 
19 
47 
36 
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Appendix-3.4 

Distribution of Internal Migrants hy Reasons for Migration, hy Sex and Residence Streams, FEMALE 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI 1981 

STATE TOTAL 
/UT 
HARYANA 

INTRA DISTT. 
R-R 1000 0.9 
R-U 100.0 3.7 
U-R 100.0 2.8 
U-U 100 0 3.7 
S.T. 100.0 1.4 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 1000 0.9 
R-U 100.0 3. 7 
U-R 100.0 2.9 
U-U 1000 4.1 
S.T. 100.0 1.6 

INTER STATE 
R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

3.2 
7.0 
4.2 
5.2 
4.2 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
INTRA DISTT. 

R-R 100 0 0.7 
R-U 100 0 5.8 
U-R 100.0 4.2 
U-U 100.0 7.8 
S.T. 100.0 1.0 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 100 0 ~ 7 
R-U 100 o 0.1 
U-R 100 0 7.5 
U-U 100.0 8.8 
S.T. 100.0 4.1 

INTER STATE 
R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

Hltl 0 
'1000 
1000 
100.0 
100.0 

30 
4 7 
4.1 
4.3 
4.0 

PUNJAB 
INTRA DISTT. 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T · 

100 0 0.7 
100.0 3.0 
100.0 2.2 
100.0 3.0 
100.0 1.2 

INTER DISTT. 
100.0 1.1 
100.0 3.0 
100.0 2.2 
100.0 3.0 
100.0 1.8 

INTER STATE 
100.0 
100.0 
1000 
100 0 
100.0 

5.6 
5.8 
4.7 
4.1 
5.1 

2 

0.4 
21 
0.7 
1.6 
0.6 

0.4 
1.6 
0.6 
1.8 
0.7 

0.3 
2.0 
0.8 
1.7 
0.9 

0.4 
3.7 
1.5 
3.1 
0.5 

or; 
G4 
1.8 
4.2 
1.5 

O!J 
1 3 
2.3 
3.1 
1.6 

0.5 
1.4 
1.0 
1.6 
0.7 

0.8 
2.1 
0.7 
1.9 
12 

0.6 
1.5 
1.7 
1.9 
1.2 

4 

61 95.3 
32.5 55.0 
14.9 74.0 
33.3 50.2 
10.1 68.6 

4.8 87.3 
27.4 61.7 
13.1 76.0 
35.9 !>2.2 
10.6 80.7 

11.5 77.6 
37.2 46.3 
18.5 68.3 
39.6 46.3 
21.4 66.3 

8.1 83.5 
25.3 53.8 
25.7 46.9 
43.8 32.3 
9.3 811.5 

1113 7? 3 
42 (j 34 2 
37.4 34.8 
55.1 22.5 
24.5 604 

H14 WlO 
4/.0 3!10 
43.1 23 4 
47.2 33.9 
32.5 47.1 

7.4 
24.7 
140 
24.4 
10.6 

9.0 
25.7 
15.4 
26.5 
15.0 

83.5 
60.3 
72.6 
53.3 
76.7 

81.9 
60.1 
71.3 
58.1 
73.7 

13.9 72.4 
37.0 46.7 
23.5 57.3 
33.3 48 8 
24.5 59 6 

5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 
/UT 

RAJASTHAN 

76 
60 
7.6 
11.4 
7.6 

6.5 
5.6 
7.5 
59 
6.4 

7.4 
5.6 
62 
7.2 
7.2 

7 3 
11.4 
21.8 
12.9 
7.8 

7 0 
11 7 
18.5 
9.3 
9.5 

on 
11 0 
27.1 
11 5 
14.9 

7.9 
10.7 
10.1 
17.6 
8.8 

7.3 
9.1 
10.4 
10.4 
8.3 

7.5 
9.0 
12.7 
11.8 
96 

INTRA DISTT. 
R·R 100 0 1 1 
R-U 100 0 3 1 
U-R 1000 2.5 
u-u 10o.o 2.1 
S.T. 1000 1.4 

INTER DISTT. 
R-R 1000 1.8 
R·U 100 0 3.9 
U-R 100.0 3 2 
U-U 100 0 3.8 
S.T. 100 0 2.4 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTERSTATE 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
.1000 
100.0 

DELHI 
INTRA DISTT. 

2.6 
5.5 
4.1 
52 
3.6 

R-R 100 0 0 9 
R-U 100 0 2 7 
U-R 100 0 2.7 
U-U 1000 2.0 
S.T. 1000 20 

INTER DISTT. 
11-R no oo 
II·U 0 0 00 
U-R 0 0 0 0 
U-U 0 0 0.0 
S.T. 0 0 0.0 

IHl 
n.u 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

INTER STATE 
1fJ!) () 

1()<) () 

1000 
1000 
100.0 

REGION 

46 
52 
5.5 

02 
1.4 
0.4 
1.2 
03 

0.3 
1.4 
1 3 
1 8 
0.7 

0.3 
2.2 
2.7 
1.9 
1.1 

0.6 
1.8 
0.5 
1.1 
1.0 

00 
on 
00 
0.0 
0.0 

on 
1 7 
1 5 
2.0 
1.8 

INTRA DISTT. 
R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T. 

R-R 
R-U 
U-R 
U-U 
S.T 

1000 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

1000 
100.0 
100.0 
1000 
100.0 

100.0 
100 0 
1000 
1000 
100 0 

1 0 0 3 
3.2 1.6 
2.5 0.6 
2.7 1.3 
1 3 0.5 

INTER DISTT 
1.4 0.4 
3 6 1.6 
3.1 1.0 
3 7 1.9 
2 1 0 9 

INTER STATE 
3.5 
59 
47 
50 
4.0 

0.4 
1.8 
1.9 
1 9 
1 3 

Note:· 
I. 
2. 

Derived from Table 0~3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) for 1981, from each State series. 
The categories of reasons are 
(I) EMPLOYMENT (II) EDUCATION (iii) FAMILY 
(lv) MARRIAGE (v) OTHERS 
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Appendix-4.1 

Decadal Change in Total Lifetime Migrants 
India and theRegion 1961-91 

Place of Birth and Place of Enumeration 
INDIA REGION 

TYPE OF YEAR p MALES FEMALES p MALES FEMALES 
Residence 

TOTAL 1971-81 22.1 14.0 25.9 20.9 2!!4 32 () 
1981-91 12.9 3.9 16.8 21.5 8.4 27 4 
1971-91 37.8 18.4 47.0 57.6 36.0 67.7 

RURAL 1971-81 15.5 0.8 20.5 22.6 12.0 25.8 
1981-91 12.1 0.8 21.8 19.5 2.8 25.6 
1971-91 29.4 3.4 39.0 46.5 8.8 57.9 

URBAN 1971-81 41.2 33.0 50.0 46.2 39.2 53.6 
1981-91 14.8 7.3 21.8 25.3 17.5 32.7 
1971-91 70.0 42.7 82.7 82.2 63.5 101.6 

Note:-
1- The Table Is derived from the Migration Tables, Part V (a} for the respective States! U.T. from Ta'='lc 0•3 fOr far i§71,1'301. 199• 

Appendix~4.2 

Dccadal Chango In Total Llfctlrno Migrants 
India and theRegion 1961-91 

Place of Birth and Place of Enumeration 
INDIA REGION 

TYPE OF YEAR p MALES FEMALES p MALES FEMALES 

TOTAL 1971-81 23.8 15.9 27.5 29.9 25.2 32.1 
1981-91 11.8 2.9 15.6 20.3 7.2 26.2 
1971-91 38.4 19.4 47.3 56.3 34.2 66.7 

RURAL 1971-61 16.0 45 22 (3 23 4 12.13 2'3.8 
1981-91 10.9 0.2 14.1 18.4 -3.5 24.4 
1971-91 30.9 4.2 57.7 46.1 8.5 57.7 

URBAN 1971-81 40.2 32.1 48.8 44.4 38.3 50.8 
1981-91 13.8 6.5 20.7 24.0 16.1 31 .4 

1971-91 59.6 40.6 79.7 79.1 60.5 99.0 
o e:-

1-Tho T::~hlo ho derived from thn MigrAtion TAhln, Peut V (A} for lh~ rospactlvo Statui U.T. from T•bl• 0-2 for 1D71, 1981, 1991 

v 



Appendix-4.3 

DECADAL CHANGE IN THE TOTAL POPULATION 1971-1991 
1971-81 1981-91 

p M F p M F 

INDIA 
TOTAL 21.4 21.1 21.7 26.1 26.5 25.5 
RURAL 15.6 15.4 15.8 22.7 23.5 21.8 
URBAN 44.5 42.8 46.5 36.8 35.8 38.0 

REGION 
TOTAL 30.9 30.4 31.6 28.0 28 3 27 8 
RURAL 23.6 22.8 24.5 23.5 24.0 23.0 
URBAN 54.8 54.3 55.4 39.7 39.0 40 6 

HARAYANA 
TOTAL 28.8 28.5 29.0 27.4 27.8 27 0 
RURAL 22.2 21.7 22.7 22.9 23 7 22 0 
URBAN 59.5 59.8 59.1 43.4 41.9 45 2 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 23.7 22.8 24.7 20.8 20.6 21 0 
RURAL 22.9 22.1 23.7 19.4 19.3 19.5 
URBAN 34.8 31.3 39.4 37.8 35 1 41 3 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 23.9 23.0 24.9 20.8 20.6 21.0 
RURAL 17.5 16.5 18.7 17.7 17 5 18 0 

URBAN 44.5 43.8 45.3 29.0 2fl 7 /.(J/. 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 33.0 :J:.> 4 :nn /fJ 4 /!) 1 /.1 IJ 

RURAL 27.5 26.7 28.3 255 26.2 24 7 

URBAN 58.7 58.5 58.9 39.6 39 5 39.8 

DELHI 
TOTAL 53.0 52.4 53.8 51.5 49.9 53.4 

RURAL 8.0 8.9 6.9 109.9 110.2 109.5 

URBAN 58.2 57.3 59.2 47.9 45.1 49.0 

Note:-
1~ Tho Tablo Is dor1vad from tho PCA for reapocllvo yoara. 
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Appendix-4.4 

DECADAL CHANGE IN THE TOTAL POPULATION 1971-1991 
1971-81 1981-91 

p M F p M F 

INDIA 
TOTAL 22.1 14.0 25.9 12 9 3.9 1'3 B 
RURAL 15.5 0.8 20.5 12.1 0.8 15 4 • 
URBAN 41.2 33.0 50.0 14.8 7.3 21.8 

REGION 
TOTAL 29.7 25.5 31.6 21.5 8.4 27.4 
RURAL 22.6 11.9 25.8 19.5 -2 8 25 6 
URBAN 45.5 39.7 !i1 0 /.S.~ 17 'j -~/ I 

HARAYANA 
TOTAL 26.3 19.6 29.3 23.6 2.3 32 2 
RURAL 17.1 0.0 22.4 18.9 -18.2 28.4 
URBAN 52.2 46.3 57.9 33.7 21.3 44 8 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 32.4 29.3 33 8 17 5 87 ? 1 1 
RURAL 33.3 33.1 334 14.0 ?..0 19 0 
URBAN 26.5 17.9 3[1.'1 36.0 31'3 ~r) f) 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 19 0 10 0 74 0 1fJ 5 74 /(j r~ 

llUHAL 1!.>l) 4 1 1!1 4 11jll ,., 1 /4 ,, 

URBAN 27.8 17.5 36.2 21.9 10.8 31.5 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 33.1 30.9 33.8 21 3 -l':l :?.'l s 
RURAL 27.6 20 1 29.4 19 3 -5 '3 24 7 

URBAN 55.9 50.3 60.2 28.3 19.3 35.0 

DELHI 
TOTAL 46.5 45.0 48.4 27.4 25.3 30.0 
RURAL 3.9 3.8 3.9 149.9 229.6 106.0 
URBAN 50.1 47.1 54.0 20.3 17.7 23.5 

Note:· 
1-The Tablets derived from the Migration Tables, part V (a) for the respective States/U.T. from Tables D-2 for 1971, t981 and 1991 . 

.. 
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Appendix-4.5 

DECADAL CHANGE IN THE NON MIGRANT POPULATION 1971-91 
REGION AND EACH STATE 

1971-81 1981-91 
p M F p M F 

INDIA 
TOTAL 21.1 22.7 18.5 31.9 ~1 5 32 !') 

RURAL 15.7 17.8 12.3 26.9 26.7 27.1 
URBAN 46.6 48.8 44.0 50.6 51.2 49.9 

REGION 
TOTAL 31.6 31.6 31.5 31.2 33.0 28.1 
RURAL 24.0 24.4 23.2 25.2 27.7 20.4 
URBAN 62.2 65.0 58.5 50.0 51.8 47.5 

HARAYANA 
TOTAL 29.9 30.5 28.8 29.2 33.1 22.0 

RURAL 24.3 25.0 22.9 24.5 28.8 16.2 
URBAN 66.4 70.4 60.6 51.8 5.9 45.5 • 

HIMACHAL PRADESH 
TOTAL 19.4 21.2 16.5 22.6 23.7 20.8 

RURAL 18.2 20.0 15.3 21.8 22.9 20 0 

URBAN 47.8 53.4 40.9 37.5 39.5 3-1.9 

PUNJAB 
TOTAL 26.7 27.2 25.9 220 25.6 15 7 

RURAL 18.7 19.2 17.9 18.1 21.7 11.2 
URBAN 59.9 65.4 52.7 34.1 39.1 /.7 0 

RAJASTHAN 
TOTAL 32.9 32.7 33.4 31.5 32.9 29.0 

RURAL 27.4 27.5 27.3 28 0 29.8 24.6 

URBAN 60.1 61.5 58.1 45.0 46.4 43.0 

DELHI 
TOTAL 59.5 59.7 59.1 73.4 71.9 75.3 

RURAL 10.5 10.5 10.4 87.2 74.0 113 3 

URBAN 66.7 68.6 64.4 72.1 71.7 72.5 

Note:-
1·Tho Toblo ha" boon dorlvod by tuhlnu:tlng tho flgurq of totl'll Mlgrnnt• from that of the tot•l Population. 
2·Th• Mlgtanl• lu1v• been daflnorl by tho com:•1H or Place nf llhth arHi Place of f!rlurnor•ti'H1. 
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Table-•t6 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Distance and Residence Streams 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI -1971 

HARYANA HIMACHALPRADESH PUNJAB RAJASTHAN DELHI 
TYPE OF p M F p M F p M F p M F P. M F 
STRM. 
ALL STREAMS 
R-R 73.4 44.8 79.9 82.5 67.2 88.6 66.0 47.7 73.9 76.1 58.4 81.3 8.0 4.9 11.9 
R-U 11.9 23.0 8.1 7.7 16.8 4.1 17.0 28.9 11.9 10.5 20.5 7.5 48.1 53.6 41.0 
U-R 5.9 7.3 5.4 5.6 8.5 4.5 5.7 6.5 5.4 5.7 7.3 5.2 2.1 1.4 3.1 
U-U 8.8 14.9 6.5 4.1 7.6 2.8 1 i.2 16.9 8.8 7.8 13.9 6.0 41.8 40.0 44.1 
SUB-TOTAL 2.7 0.7 2_0 1.1 0.3 O.S 3.3 1.2 2.7 7.4 1.7 5.7 1.5 0.8 0.7 
(In Millions) 

INTRA DISTRICT 
R-R 82.2 65.0 86.7 92.7 84.0 95.1 78.5 63.1 83.8 71.6 87.4 31.6 16.2 40.7 83.1 
R-U 10.1 22.7 5./ 3.7 9.7 2.1 13.5 25.9 9.4 8.7 18.2 6.4 13.2 15.2 12.0 
U-R 4.4 5.9 4.0 2.9 4.8 2.4 4.3 5.2 4.0 4.3 5.9 3.9 19.5 20.5 19.0 
U-U 3.4 6.4 2.6 0.6 1.5 0.4 ..;,,::::> 5.8 2.8 2.7 4.4 2.2 35.7 48.1 28.3 

)( SUB TOTAL 48.8 39.3 52.1 74.6 56.5 81.8 55.7 46.1 59.9 66.7 57.6 69.4 4.3 2.9 6.1 

INTER DISTRICT 
R-R 74.6 49.7 . 80.5 63.6 52.1 73.9 56.5 41.0 64.2 61.7 39.6 69.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 
R-U 11.4 25.0 8.1 21.0 30.5 12.5 19.3 28.8 14.9 13.9 25.2 9.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-R 5.4 7.6 .18 8.0 8.5 7.5 6.~ 6.8 6.3 8.1 9.0 7.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-U 8.7 17.7 6.5 7.4 8.9 6.; 1- • 1.~ 23.4 14.7 16.3 26.3 12.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 
SUB TOTAL 19.8 15.0 ~- :; L.l . .., 13.4 22.2 9.9 29.: 30.7 28.4 21.8 24.9 20.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 

INTER STATE 
R-R 58.9 47.7 65.7 40.2 38.3 42.1 37.3 25.9 47.0 55.7 41.5 63.2 6.9 4.6 10.0 
R-U 15.2 22.5 10.8 17.9 21.2 14.6 25.5 35.2 17.2 14.3 21.5 10.5 49.6 54.8 42.9 
U-R 8.6 8.4 8.7 19.9 18.5 21.4 9.S 8.8 10.6 9.0 9.7 8.6 1.3 0.8 2.0 
U-U 17.3 21.4 14.$ 22.0 22.1 21.9 27.! 30.1 25.1 21.0 27.4 17.7 42.1 39.8 45.1 
SUB TOTAL 31.4 45.6 Z6.4 12.1 21.4 8.4 15.2 23.2 11.7 11.5 17.5 9.8 95.7 97.1 93.9 

Note:-
1- The term 'Migration· refers to in Mfgnnts only. 
2· U::"dassifiab6e Migrants are exctuded.. 
3- D:tsance and ReSidence Streams ant as discussed in Chapter 1. 
4- Denominalor tOt' Subtotal is The total of All Streams. 



Table-4.7 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Distance and Residence Streams 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI -1981 

HARYANA HIMACHALPRADESH PUNJAB RAJASTHAN DELHI 

TYPE OF p M F p M F p M F p M F p M F 
STRM. 
ALL STREAMS 
R·R 66.7 45.3 74.2 81.6 66.0 87.7 61.6 44.5 68.6 71.7 52.3 77.4 5.3 3.4 7.7 
R-U 16.6 31.7 11.4 7.6 15.4 4.6 17.7 28 8 13.1 12.8 25.0 9.3 50.8 55.8 44.7 
U·R 5.2 5.1 5.2 6.5 11.1 4.8 6.8 7.0 6.7 6.2 7.1 5.9 1.1 0.7 1.6 
U-U 11.4 17.9 9.2 4.2 7.6 2.9 13.9 19.6 11.5 9.3 15.6 7.4 42.8 40.1 46.0 
SUB-TOTAL 3.7 1.0 2.7 1.5 0.4 1.1 5.0 1.4 3.5 9.9 2.3 7.7 2.5 1.4 1.1 " 
(In Millions) 

INTRA DISTRICT 
R-R 78.2 57.9 83.6 91.7 81.9 94.4 74.4 59.0 79.2 80.7 64.4 84.5 10.3 3.6 15.6 
R-U 13.7 30. i 9.3 4.6 10.9 2.9 14.5 25.S 10.9 10.7 23.3 7.7 7.7 6.4 8.7 
U-R 3.9 4.0 3.8 2.9 5.6 2.2 5.2 5.4 5.1 5.0 6.3 4.8 9.2 5.5 12.1 
U-U 4.3 7.9 3.3 0.7 1.5 0.4 5.9 9.7 4.1 3.6 6.1 3.0 72.9 84.5 63.6 
SUB TOTAL 37.9 31.0 40.4 72.9 56.2 79.3 52.3 43.4 56.0 63.7 53.4 66.7 6.0 4.9 7.4 
INTER DISTRICT 
R-R 70.2 45.9 76.2 65.1 52.8 74.2 54.4 39.2 60.3 58.1 38.1 65.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 
R-U 14.7 31.0 10.7 16.0 24.1 9.9 18.8 28.2 15.0 16.9 28.9 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-R 5.0 5.2 4.9 10.3 11.9 9.1 1.5 72 7.6 7.8 7.8 7.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U-U 10.1 17.8 8.2 8.7 11.2 6.7 19.4 25.! 17.1 17.1 25.1 14.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
SUB TOTAL 30.2 23. i 32.6 15.1 23.3 12.0 30.4 29.5 30.7 24.0 28.0 22.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 

INTER STATE 
R·R 49.7 36.4 57.6 41.2 37.6 44.4 35.9 27.4 43.1 51.7 39.0 58.3 5.0 3.3 7.0 
R-U 22.0 33.1 15.4 15.2 17.6 13.0 25.5 34.3 18.0 16.1 23.7 12.2 53.6 58.3 47.6 
U-R 7.0 5.8 7.8 23.6 24.9 22.5 10.6 9.4 11.1 8.8 8.4 9.0 0.6 0.5 0.8 
U-U 21.3 2C 19.2 20.0 19.9 20.1 :8.1 29. j 27.2 23.4 28.8 20.5 40.8 37.8 44.6 
SUB TOTAL 31.9 45.9 27.0 12.0 20.5 8.7 17.3 27.3 13.3 12.4 18.6 10.5 94.0 95.1 92.6 

Note:-
1~ 7'M term 'Migration' ntfers to in Mtgnnts onty. 
2- ~ . ."ncJassifi~bM Mig1111nts aro excluded. 
3- :\:Stance aNS ResiderH:e Streams ant as discussed in Chapter 1 . 
.t- ~nominate.- tor Subtotll is The total of All Streams. 



Appendix. 5.1 

Distribution of Migrant Worders in Broad Industrial Categories 
North- West India -1971 and 1991 

Type of Type of Agriculture HouseHold Industry Other 
Population Residence Workers Workers Workers 
and year p M F p M F p M F 

Total Mig. Total 42.4 33.0 77.7 2.9 3.0 2.6 547 64.0 19.7 
Rural 71.0 62.7 89.2 3.3 3.8 2.2 25.6 33.4 B.~ 

Urban 3.9 3.5 9.2 2.4 2.2 51 !J3.7 !J4 .4 lJ'j I 

1991 
Total Mig. Total 43.1 22.9 79.5 15 15 15 55.3 75.6 19.0 

Rural 74.7 54.3 91.2 15 1.8 12 23 8 44.0 7.6 
Urban 4.4 3.4 12.0 16 1.4 3.4 94.0 95.2. 84.7 

1971 
interral Mig. Total 43.9 313 79.9 3.0 3.1 2.6 53.1 64.6 175 

Rural 70.4 60.0 89.4 3.4 4.0 2.2 26.2 36.0 8.4 
Urbnn 3.7 3.1 110 2.4 2.2 5fJ rr~.n ')11 7 1!':11 

1001 
Internal Mig. Total 43.9 22.0 80.3 15 1.6 15 546 76.5 18.2 

Rural 74.6 51.9 91.3 15 1.9 12 24.0 46.3 75 
Urban 4.5 3.3 12.8 1.13 1/t 3."1 HJ !J (.}')1 f~~ ') 

1971 
lmmigr,mts Total 34.8 35.7 16.2 2.6 2.6 3.9 62.6 61.7 79.9 

Rural 75.1 75.5 63.1 31 3.0 57 21.8 2L5 312 
Urban 4.5 4.7 1.1 2.3 2.2 3.4 93.3 93.2 95.5 

1!:B1 
Immigrants Total 29.9 30.6 197 15 14 2.4 66.8 65.9 78.0 

Rural 76.9 77.3 69.4 1.1 1.1 2.7 22.0 217 27 9 
Urban 4.1 4.3 1.3 17 1.6 2.3 94.3 94.1 Y3.5 

Note:-
1-ln 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table D-V, Migration Tables, part 11-D(ii) of each State series. 
2· In 1991, data for migrant workers is derived from table D11 of Migration Tables, Part V(a) of each State series. 
3- Migrant work partlpillion. Migrant workers per 100 migrant population. 
4· ARrlcultural workers Includes tho following: 

(I)CULTIVI\TOJlS {II)AGHICUL TUJli\L LIIOOUHER 
5· Other Worker Includes 

(iii) LIVESTOCK, FORESTRY, (iv) MINING AND QUARRYING 
(v) a FISHING, HUNTING, PLANTATIONS, ORCHARDS ALLIED ACTIVITIES 
(v) b MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS OTHER THAN HOUSE HOLD INDUSTRY 
(vi) CONSTRUCTION (vii) TRADE AND COMERCE 
(viii) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS 
(Jx) OTHER SERVICES 

• 
XI 



Appendix. 5.2 

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants Workers in Broad Industrial Categories 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, RAJASTHAN, PUNJAB AND DELHI -1971 AND 1991 

State/U.T. Type of Agriculture HouseHold Industry Other 

and Residence Workers Workers Workers 

Year p M F p M F p M F 
HARYANA 

1971 Total 38.5 36.2 58.0 2.9 2.8 4.0 58.6 61.0 38.0 
Rural 61.0 59.2 72.7 3.5 3.4 4.2 355 37 4 231 
Urban 5.2 4.8 10.8 2.0 1.9 3.3 92.8 93.3 85.9 

1991 Total 37.6 21.9 72.4 1.6 1.8 12 60.7 76.3 26.3 
Rural 68.6 512 85.9 1.3 1.6 1.0 30.2 47.2 131 
Urban 4.8 4.2 9.3 1.9 1.9 2.3 93.3 93.9 88.5 

HIMACHALP. 

1971 Total 63.1 35.5 92.8 2.4 3.6 1.0 34.5 60.9 6.1 
Rural 71.9 45.3 94.6 2.4 4.2 10 25 6 507 4 ~ 

·" 
Urban 2.8 1.8 13.2 2.0 2.0 2.0 9~i.2 (Jl1 84 fl 

1991 TOTAL 60.0 29.4 88.3 12 17 0.8 38.7 68.9 110 
RURAL 70.1 38.9 92.2 1.3 2.0 0.7 28.7 59.1 7.0 
URBAN 4.2 2.8 10.9 1.0 0.9 1.3 94.9 96.3 87.9 

PUNJAB 

1971 Total 41.5 42.6 158 3.2 31 64 55.3 543 77'3 

Rural 70.1 715 31.1 4.1 3.9 8.13 25 g 24 G (',() 0 

Urban 6.5 6.7 21 2.2 21 4.2 91.3 91.2 93.7 

1991 lotnl :14 0 :14 () :13 !i l!l 1:1 :l1 1~4 t} 1)4 ( W:4 

Rural 63.1 64.5 ffi1 15 12 3.3 35~ 24 3 41'l 

Urban 7.5 7.8 4.6 15 1.3 2.9 91.1 90.9 92.5 

RAJASTHAN 

1971 Total 58.9 43.1 87.1 3.5 3.8 2.9 37.6 531 10.0 

Rural 76.1 63.6 91.9 3.2 41 2.2 20 6 32.3 59 
Urban 6.4 4.5 23.6 4.2 3.4 115 39.4 92.1 64.9 

1991 Total 65.2 34.2 90.0 1.8 2.0 1.6 33.1 63.9 8.4 

Rural 83.8 60.4 94.5 15 2.2 12 14.7 37.4 4.3 

Urban 8.5 4.6 30.0 2.4 17 6.5 89.0 93.8 63.6 

DELHI 

1971 Total 0.8 0.7 2.7 1.7 1.7 15 97.4 97.6 95.8 

Rural 117 9.5 2?..6 2.2 2.4 1.4 fl61 88.1 76 n 

Urban 0.3 0.3 0.5 11 1.7 15 \!flO (j(j 0 tjij 1 

1991 Total 11 0.9 2.8 1.2 12 15 97 fl 98.0 957 

Rural 7.6 5.8 22.4 1.7 1.7 1.9 90.7 92.5 757 

Urban 0.3 0.3 0.7 11 11 15 98.5 98.5 97.8 

Notre:- 1- Derived from Migration Tables D-V 1971 and D-11 of Each State 
2- Series Industrial Categories are: 
4~ Agricultural workora lncludca tho following: 

(i) CULTIVATORS (ii) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER 
5~ OthorWorker Includes 

(HI) I.IVESTOCK, FORESTRY, (lv) MININO AND OIIARRYING 
{v) a riSitiNO, ttUN JINO, PLAN r A'(ION~. OHCII/\HDfl AI.Uf".O AC II VI I 11".11 
(v) b MANUfACWRitJG, PHOC[SSINO, SEHVICII<G Ar40 11EPAIJlS OiliER Til/IN HOUSE HOLD IIJDUSHlY 
(vi) CONSTRUCTION (vii) TRADE AND COMERCE 
(viii) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS 

(lx) OTHER SERVICES 

)(i i 



Appendix. 5.3 

Distribution of Internal Migrants Workers In Broad Industrial Categories 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN, AND DELHI -1971 AND 1991 

State/U.T. Type of Agriculture HouseHold Industry Other 

and Residence Workers Workers Workers 

Year p M F p M F p M F 
HARYANA 
1971 Total 40.5 37.5 61.5 3.0 2.8 3.8 566 59 6 34 6 

Rural 60.2 57.8 73.4 3.6 35 41 36 2 38 7 22 5 
Urban 5.0 4.4 131 1.9 1.8 2.8 93.2 !J3.8 841 

1991 Total 98.3 20.4 73.3 15 1.7 12 60.2 77.8 25.6 
Rural 68.0 47.8 86.1 1.3 1.6 1.0 30.7 50.6 130 
Urban 4.7 4.1 9.8 1.8 1.8 21 93.4 94.2 88.1 

HIMACHALP. 
1971 Total 64.2 35.6 93.2 2.4 3.7 1.0 33.4 60.7 5.7 

Rural 72.9 45.5 94.9 2.4 4.2 1.0 24.6 50.3 4.1" 
Urban 2.8 1.8 13.9 2.0 2.0 21 95.2 96.2 94.0 

1991 Totnl OO.IJ :mo on 7 12 17 ()0 ~lll1 WJG 10'1 

Rural 70.5 38.2 92.5 1.3 21 0.7 281 597 e.~ 

Urban 4.1 2.8 111 0.9 0.9 12 94.9 96.4 87.6 
PUNJAB 
1971 Total 38.6 39 8 165 34 32 64 ~eo fJ70 772 

Rural 66.8 68.7 30.2 4.4 4.2 09 21l 8 27.1 6() g 
Urban 5.4 5.6 2.2 2.2 21 3.8 ll2.4 92.3 94.1 

1991 Total 31.5 31.1 34.1 15 12 31 67 0 67.7 62.8 

Rural 59.3 60.4 55.0 1.6 12 33 39.0 38.4 417 

Urban 7.2 7.5 4.8 1.4 12 2.8 914 91.2 92.4 

RAJASTHAN 
1971 Total 59.3 42.2 87.4 3.5 3.9 2.8 37.2 53.9 9.8 

Rural 75.7 61.7 91.9 3.3 4.2 2.2 21.1 34.1 5.9 

Urban 6.9 4.8 24.7 4.2 3.4 116 88.8 91.8 63 7 

1991 Total 65.6 33.9 90.0 1.8 2.0 16 32.6 641 84 

Rural 83.8 59.7 94.5 15 2.3 12 14.6 38.1 4.3 

Urban 8.8 4.6 30.4 2.4 1.7 6.4 88.8 93.7 3.2 

DELHI 
1971 Totnl 1.0 0.!1 3.~J 17 17 lfJ !J/ 'I !J/ ~~ !J-1 I! 

Rural 114 9.1 22.5 2.2 2.4 1.3 86.4 88.5 7G1 

Urban 0.4 0.3 06 1.6 1.6 17 98.0 98.0 977 

Total 1.2 1.0 :1.0 1.2 12 113 'Jil !1/9 ~j'j 3 

Rural 7.5 58 22.6 17 17 19 90 7 92 8 7~"r. ·" 
Urban 0.5 0.4 0.6 12 11 1.6 98.4 98.5 W.7 

Notre:- '\. Derived from Migration Tables D-V 1971 and D-11 of Each Stale 
2- Series lndusttlal Categmies are: 
4- 1\grlr.ulturol workertlncludea the following; 

(I) CULTIVATORS (II) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER 

5- Other Worker Includes 
(iii) LIVESTOCK, FORESTRY, (iv) MINING AND QUARRYING 
(v) a FISHING, HUNTING, PLANTATIONS, ORCHARDS ALLIED ACTIVITIES 
(v) b MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS OTHER THAN ItO USE HOLD INDUSTRY 

(vi) CONSTRUCTION (vii) TRADE AND COMERCE 
(viii) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS 
(lx) OTHER SERVICES 

.. ,.. 
XIII 



Appendix. 5.4 

Distribution of Immigrants Workers in Broad Industrial Categories 
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, RAJASTHAN, PUNJAB AND DELHI -1971 AND 1991 

State/U.T. Type of Agriculture HouseHold Industry Other 
and Residence Workers Workers Workers 
Year p M F p M F p M F 

1971 Total 30.5 31.3 9.5 2.6 2.5 6.1 66.9 66.3 84.4 

Rural 66.3 66.9 34.8 3.0 2.9 9.8 30.6 30.2 55.4 
Urban 5.8 5.9 3.1 2.3 2.2 5.2 91.9 91.9 91.7 

1991 Total 2/..6 160 510 1.6 16 1f) 75Jl fl?. 4 117 :~ 

Rural 51.6 41.8 72.5 15 15 1.4 46.9 56.6 261 
Urban 2.9 2.6 4.9 1.6 1.6 2.2 95.5 95.8 93.0 

HIMACHALP. 
1971 Tnlnl :''I ~, :14 0 ~!f) 7 ?.;> ;>;> :p~ t;~~ q t:-1 0 '/1 1: 

Rural 43.1 4::0.7 48.0 2.3 20 45 5A G53 47 6 
Urban 2.7 2.2 61 1.9 2.0 10 954 95 !J 93 0 

1991 Total 22.4 18.2 43.3 16 16 1.7 76.0 81)1 550 
Rural 31.3 ~5.~ 60.fl 1.9 18 /.2 6'l g 72 Jl 271 
Urban 3.0 2.6 4.7 1.1 12 0.7 95.9 96.2 ()4.6 

PUNJAB 
1971 Total 47.6 48.4 12.7 2.9 2.8 6.5 49.5 48.8 80.8 

Rural 766 77.0 38.8 3.3 3.3 8.3 20.1 19.7 52.9 
Urban 9.0 9.3 1.8 2.2 2.1 5.7 88.8 88.7 926 

1991 Total 17.0 16.1 25.1 12 1.0 3.3 81.8 82.8 717 

Rural 41.6 40.1 ~1 15 12 3.2 56.9 58.6 46.6 
Urban 5.6 5.8 3.3 11 0.9 3.3 93.3 93.3 93.4 

RAJASTHAN 
1971 Total 52.8 52.4 594 31 2.9 59 441 44 6 ~.7 

Rural 85.1 84.0 90.0 2.5 2.4 3.3 12.4 128 6.6 

Urban 2.5 2.6 1.9 4.1 3.7 10.8 93.4 937 87 3 

1991 Total 37.3 22.4 72.2 15 1.4 1.8 61.2 762 26.1 

Rural 69.1 52.0 89.7 15 1.7 12 29.4 46 3 91 

Urban 3.5 2.7 8.6 1.6 1.3 3.8 95.0 96.1 87 8 

DELHI 
1971 Total 0.3 0.3 0.1 1.9 1.9 1.0 97.8 97.8 .98 8. 

Rural 25.0 25.0 25.8 2.8 21 12.9 722 72.9 61 3 

Urban 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.9 1.9 1.1) 98 0 97 g gq!) 

1991 Total 1.0 0.8 2.4 12 12 1.6 97 8 98.0 95 9 

Rural 7.9 6.2 22.7 1.6 1.6 1.7 90.6 92.3 757 

Urban 0.5 0.4 0.7 12 1.1 1.6 98.4 98.5 9707 

Notc1:- 1. Derived from migration TAble& O.V of 1971 nnd 0-11 of 1991 for each State 
2- Scu loa lndut~.tdflll Catagorlo• oro: 
4- Agricultural workors Includes the following: 

(I) CULTIVATORS (II) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER 
5- Other Worker Includes 

(Iii) LIVESTOCK, FORESTRY, (lv) MINING liND QUARRYING 
(v) n FISHING, HUNTING, PLANTATIONS, ORCI tllrtDS IlLLI ED ACTIVITIES 
(v) b MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS O'THER TliAN HOUSE HOLD INDUSTRY 
(vi) CONSTRUCTION (vii) TRADE AND COMERCE 
(viii) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS 
(lx) OTHER SERVICES 

.. 
XI\' 



Appendix-3.1 

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence 
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 1981 

MALE FEMALE 
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 2 3 4 5 
/UT /UT 

REGION REGION 

TOTAL 100.0 41.7 4.2 30.11 2.3 21.2 TOTAL 1UO.O 2.1 0.7 14.3 74.3 7.6 
RURAL 100.0 31.9 3.3 30.5 3.7 30.6 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 7.9 83.2 7.0 
URBAN 100.0 50.2 5.0 29.8 1.1 13.1 URBAN 100.0 4.2 1.7 34.7 50.1 9.3 

HARYANA HARYANA 

TOTAL 100.0 43.6 3.8. 31.6 2.4 18.7 TOTAL 100.0 2.2 0.7 13.2 76.8 7.1 
RURAL 100.0 34.7 3.5 31.8 3.8 26.3 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 7.4 83.43 7.2 
URBAN 100.0 52.6 4.1 31.5 1.0 10.9 URBAN 100.0 4.8 1.8 34.9 52.0 6.6 

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH 

TOTAL 100.0 36.3 3.8 31.5 1.1 27.4 TOTAL 100.0 1.6 0.7 13.1 74.9 8.6 
RURAL 100.0 31.1 2.9 33.7 1.3 31.1 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 10.8 79.0 8.4 
URBAN 1000 55.0 7.1 23.8 0.2 13.8 URBAN 100.0 5.9 36 40.2 38.9 11.4 

PUNjAB PUNJAB 

TOTAL 100.0 34.7 2.6 31.5 2.6 26.8 TOTAL 100.0 1.9 0.9 13.8 74.7 8.8 
RURAL 100.0 24.8 2.1 33.5 3.1 36.6 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.7 9.1 80.9 7.9" 
URBAN 100.0 45.5 3.2 29.3 2.0 16.2 URBAN 100.0 3.4 1.7 27.6 55.9 11.3 

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN 

TOTAL 100.0 40.7 6.3 26.9 3.4 22.7 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.5 10.1 81.1 6.5 
RURAL 100.0 34.4 4.0 27.5 4.5 29.4 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.3 7.0 85.0 6.4 
URBAN 100.0 50.2 9.7 25.9 1.6 12.6 URBAN 100.0 3.7 1.6 25.7 61.8 7.2 

DELHI DELHI 

TOTAL 100.0 51.5 3.1 32.4 0.4 12.6 TOTAL 100.0 5.0 1.7 48.2 34.0 11.1 
RURAL 100.0 51.8 3.5 30.6 0.8 14.0 RURAL 100.0 44 08 19.4 68.0 7.4 
URBAN 100.0 51.5 3.1 32.5 0.4 12.6 URBAN 1000 5.1 1.8 51.0 30.7 115 

Note:-
1- Derived from bible 0-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of uch state s.eries, for 1981. 

2- Categories under ftaMns for migration: 
(i) employment {ii) Edu~tion {iii)· family Move (tv) Marriage {v) Others. 

3. Total Internal ~igrants taken •• 100.0 

.. 
L 


