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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Migration is a form of spatial nmliilily of population between one geographical
unit and another involving a permanent change of residence. (UN:1958)
Internal migration, in this sense, is residential mobility of population from onc com-
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 tlﬂe dynamism of the population of an area. Though
not given as much importance as fertility and mortality, migration is a major symp-
tom of social change, since industrial development is accompanied by a redistribu-
tion of population.? Not being a definite demographic event, its estimation is difli-
cull. Migration is closely associated with economic fluctuations, national and inter-
national events. nature of the physical environment, social organisation of groups
and geographical, political and population factor, all of which are dynamic.® Thus.
migration is often unpredictable and ifs study and estimation becomes difficult. It
requires more attention at this juncture since it is closely connected with economic
fluctuations and important national events. *

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 are more skitled than those living in destination regions
and may make the latter a dynamic force. ®

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 part in the process of industrinl-
ization and urbanization, initially in western Europe and more recently in many

other parts of the globe.®

However, unplanned migration is capable of disrupting the social and cultural legac,
of a nation, though the impact would be sfow. Migration has an impact on the size,
composition and rate of growth, distribution and characteristics of the population
both at origin and destination areas,as well as bringing about a change in the mi-
grants themselves. Ttis a continuous process, though its incidence varies from thime
to time according to the interplay of various factors. More recently, its impact on
development, urbanisation, existence of urban slums and the incidence of poverty
has resulted in its being included in urban planning studies. Being considered an
important symbol of socio-economic development and industrialisation, it attracts

the attention not only of demographers, but also of Social Scientists, planners as

well as administrators.

The Indian population has long been considered to be relatively immobile consider-
ing that more than 2/3 of the population remained at their birthplace.” In fact, ac
cording to Zachiariah and Boguc, partition of the Indiin subcontinent into India and

Pakistan has been one of the important stimulii for the movement of population in



India since 1947.% Gosal and Krishan, examined the different aspects of the pattern
of internal migration in India from the 1961 census data. They found that 67% of the
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 ﬁgurcs,
73% of the population was enumerated at the place of birth, 84% within the district
of birth and 93% within the state native state.' Thus the proportion of immobile
population has actually increased. The factors responsible for this are almost the
same as indicated by Davis carlier. '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 women travelling to their parent's home for confinement. This
pattern has remained unchanged since the first analysis of Davies.
Zachariah,Mitra,Gosal & Krisan and others. However, internal migration is phe-
nomenal in absolute terms and more so if one considers the territorial redistribution
of population, its impact on development, urbanisation, availability of infrastructural
facilities, the diffusion of culture,and the changing pattern of opportunitics in the
altected arcas. 'The demographic implications of migration can also not be ignored,
in terms of distribution by age, sex, occupation, education, and so on. For all the
above rcasons, migration becomes an important topic of analysis for the population

geographer.'!
CHOICE OF STUDY AREA
The North-West part of India, comprising the states of Punjab. Haryana.

Rajasthanand Himachal Pradesh, were taken up for the study of migration. The

union Territory of Delhi, lying in close proximity to the study arca,and being the



national capital, was also taken up. However, due 1o lack of data availability at the
time the work was inttiated, Chandigarh 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. l-listorichlly the North-West has been the
gateway to India, and Punjab has thus had a long history of both internal and inter-
national migration, documented more recently at the time of partition of India, 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% of the immigrants from Pakistan, the north-castern states and
west Bengal accounted for 10.9 % and 33 % of the immigrants respectively.'? It is
also well known that this region, especially Punjab and Taryana, attracted a ot of
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
conflict between the “sons of the soil"and the “outsiders™ - migrants from other

states of India."

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 arca of migra-



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

from census for all of them.

OBJECTIVES
The main objectives of the present study dre:
a) To examine the magnitude of migraion'in the study area and to identify any
changes in its pattern and volume. The $tudy area is hence forth called the Re

gion.
b) To discern the main reasons why people move to the Region under study.

e~ . . . . N v . . .
c) To examine the variations in the pattern of total lifetime migration across time

and across space.
d) To understand the variation in the work partidipation of migrants.

e . PN N . ~ o
¢) I'mally, to identify arcas of concentration of migrants or, conversely, arcas where

they lack, and to identi{y changes in such areas.

The present study is based on census data only. Aniattempt has been made to inte-
grate the migration data available from the 1971, 1981 and 1991 censuses and to

u derive meaningful interpretations from such temporaliand spatial information on the
migration of population in the region.

Comparison of district level data is limited in scope. Nevertheless. an attempt has



been made to find arcas 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 of terms and conmcepts used in the study.

Next, the scetion discusses the actual methodology made use of in the study.

1. DATABASE

a) Sources of Data

There are a number of sources of data on migration in India relating to age, edu
cational attainment and cconomic activily at the time of leaving the communi
tiesof origin and destination. One of the main sources of macro level migration
datain 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 manncr comparable over time.

Though data on migration was collected from the first census of 1872, the de
tails collected varied with time. 1t was only in 1961 that for the first time the
Census collected information on the rural/urban status of the origin and destina

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

§



number of persons enumerated at birth. Such data facilitates an understanding of
the pattern of migration by residence, making spatio-temporal comparisons
possible.In the case of cities, age, literacy and occupation of the migrants were pub-
lished. For the first time duration of residence at the place of enumeration was
classified as less than 1 year, 1-5ycars, 6-10 years, 11-15 ycars and 16ycars and

above.

In the 1971 census, the questions canvassed in the 1961 census were retained and
additional questions were included. The concept of migration by place of last resi-
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 noh-migrants on the basis of Place of

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

In the 1981 census, the questions on migration were asked on a simple basis, Iy the
larger states they were asked in a 20% sample of the enumeration blocks sclected
systematically. All questions canvassed in the 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 causcs. A 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, the questions on migration have remained essentially the same

as in the 1981 census. The scope of the question on reasons for migration has been



enlarged and an addition has been made of two categories- Business and Natural
Calamitics like droughts, floods, famines ete.™ The main change in the 1991 census

is in the tabulation plan.

b). TABULATION OF MIGRATION DATA
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 one on nationality. ‘The same was true for the
1971 census, though the question on nationality was dropped and an additional
question on POLR was included. These tables covered various characteristics
of migrants like sex, age, marital status, educational attainements, and
occupational and industrial distribution of migrant workers. In some cases the
data were available right upto the district Ievel and city level with population of
1,00,000 and above.
In the 1981 census, the number of migration tables rose to 13, but the informa
tion presented was watered down since a number of the tables related to those
reporting ‘employment’ as a rcason for migration. Atthe city level, the data was
restricted to metropolises with a population of 1,000,000 and above. This made
it difficult to analyse migrant characteristics as it was possible to do in the 1971

cEensus.

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

penerated from a 10% sample of the 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. table D-
3 are comparable. The table on migrant workers'and their distribution in vari

ous industrial categorics is partly comparable for different years.
I, CONCEPTS AND DEFINITEONS USED

According to the Census Of India, uptil 1951, a person was considercd a migrant
if he or she changed residence from the district of birth to another district or to
another province or state. Any permanent or semi-permanent change of 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 conceept of birth place migration. However this kind of migrtion gives a crude
index.'s The place of birth not only refers to the place of residence of the parents off
the mother but data comparability is aflected even further because in the carlier
censuses, POB was considered by the status of the place at the time of enumeration.
In the later censuses, l]'om 1971 onwards, it is denoted by the status of the place at

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 after spending a long period of time at other place(s) is

also considered a migrant. The concept of Place of last residence indicates return



migration since it indicates the last move made. In the case of urban agglomera-
tions, change of residence from one unit to another within the same agglomeration

is not considered a migrant.

A lifetime migrant is a person whose place of birth or his place of Tast residence
is different from the place of his enumeration. They came to the place of enumera-
tion at some point during their lives and have been living there ever since, whether
this happencd just a week before the census or a few decades back. On the basts of
place of last residence, itis the unbroken period of the shift from the previous to the

present place.

An immigrant 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 of last 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 referred 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 migration, which is medium distance migration since it consid-

ers moves from one district to another, but within the

10



state of birth.

c) Inter state migration which is long distance tigration. This is the move

ment between states.

Since destination and restdence are classified into rural and urban, it also becomes
possible to classify migrants on the basis of residence streams into rural-rural; rural-
urban; urban-rural and urban-urban. Distance and residence streams together give

invaluable information on internal migration in the Region.

Rural and Urban in the study refer to migrant destination, while rural-rural; ru-
ral-urban; urban-rural and urban-urban refer to the movement of migrants

from

origin to destination.

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

destination,

For the purpose of the study, sex ratio has been defined as the number of 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.

Work participation rate has benn defined as life time migrant workers in Indus-



trial classification in the district per 100 lifetime migrant workers in that district.

The census gives data on inmigrants only. Hence the term migrants in the study
indicate the same unless otherwise specified.

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

111, METHODOLOGY
a) Unit area of sclection:
The present study attempts to spatially analysc the migration pattern in North

West India excluding Chandigarh, at three different levels:

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

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

[\

and union territory.

[U'S]

. To examine the pattern of migration at the district  level for a few selected

variables among the total liletime migrants only.

The above is the framework to which the study will be confined for each section of
the analysis of lifetime migrants by place of birth and place of enuimecration, the
migrant workers and the rcasons for migration. While the first two would give a
comparative overview of the pattern of migration in the Region and the cha.nges in
it, the latter would help identify arcas of migrant concentration and any changes in it

over the period of study. 12



The analysis would examine the patterns that emerge in the total lifetime 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 be
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 lulfitl the objectives Taid out and analysc the pattern of migration in the Region,
data has been used from the census of population for the years 1971, 1981 and 1991,
There has not been any major boundary changes in this period. ‘The state of Haryana
alone had major changes in district boundaries, when the number of districts changed

from 71n 1971 to 16 in 1991.

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

Punjab ldistrict, between 1971 and 1981
Himachal Pradesh 2 districts between 1971 and 1981,
Rajasthan - 1 district between 1981 and 1991.

b) Selection of Migration Tables from Census  publications
For the analysis of magnitude of lifetime migrants, internal migrants by broad streams
and immigrants, Table D-1 and D-2 arc used. There has not been any 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. Howevcer., it has not
been tabulated at the district level and hence is dealt with only briefly 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 arca. The table gives data at the district level
whereas table D-2 does not.

To examine the reasons for migration into the Region, Table D-3 is analysed for
total lifetime migrants, internal migrants, and immigratns and internal migrants by
broad distance streams. This will be done separately by sex and by residence. The

data is comparable between 1981 and 1991,

The pattern of distribution of migrant workers and their distribution in the census
industrial categories is analysed on the basis of the Table D-V of 1971 and 'Table D-
11 0f 1991, which are comparable. There is a difference in the industrial classilica-
tion of migrant workers for this period. In 1971, migrant workers were classificd by
all the 9 industrial categorics. In 1991, this has been reduced to a four fold classifi-
cation. Migrant workers have been classified as Cultivators, Agricultural labourers,
Houschold industry workers and all the other categorics have been clubbed under
Other Workers. In 1971,‘thc tabulation is for total and urban areas. The figure of

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

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

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



bined 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 Cartographic Techniques

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

niques. to support the findings.

The quantitative techniques uesd in the analysis include -

[ ]

1) simple proportions of migrants in the total population of the region and the State
to examine the proportion of lifctime 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 last residence.

and place of enumeration

i) work participation rates witl be computed for migrant workers lor 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 100 lifetime migrants.

ii1) the proportion of migrant workers in cach industrial category will be 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 concentra

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



iv) proportions will also be used to identify the intensity of each reason for migra
tion with the universe as the total migrants of that sex. thus,work participation in
each Industrial category will be computed as lifétime migrant work participa
tton in

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

— . — X 100
lifetime migrants workers of the district

v) the concentration of migrant workers at the district level will be analysed by
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 for Migrants (ICM) is equal to

Total Migrant Population in the Region

: — — X 100
Total Migrant Population in the District

The Index values have been categorised on the basis of mean and standard devia-
tion. This would enable the measurement of the extent of spatial concentration of
the migrants at the district level, This part of the analysis will be done only for the
total lifetime migrants, intcrnal migrants and immi - grants. The same will be fol-

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.

Iinally the values ol the index ol concentration for total lifetime migrants will be

mapped on a district map of the study area, using choropleth technique of mapping

16



for 1971, 1981 and 1991. The arca of the highest migrant concentration or those
with not such high concentration, will then be identified and taken up for 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 of the Mcthodology.

@) Limitations of the Database:
i.  Comparability of the data may be alfected since in the earlier censuses, the place
of birth was considered by the status of the place at the time of enumeration,

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

ii.  Change in the tabulation plan of table D-3, which added two more rcasons in
1991, will affect the analysis of reasons for migration, especially for mploy
ment. This is because the new category of ‘Business’ in 1991 includes part of

those migrants who moved for Lmployment and for Other causes in 1981,
. the tabulation of migrant workers by industrial catcgories has been reduced to
a 4 fold classification in 1991, This reduces the depth of the analysis to an

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

iv. the lack of information on lifetime migrants at the district level will limit the

analysis of migrant work participation rates at the district level.

17



V.

vi.

Vii.

There are 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.

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 carlier

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

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 THE METHODOLOGY

i.

il.

the smallest arcal 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.

The frequent changes in the district boundaries introduce an element of non-



.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

comparability of data recorded at different census points. This creates difficul

ties for conducting temporal studies ol migration.

Another limitation of the study deals with the exclusion of data for migrant
workers for 1981. in this census, only those migrant workers were classificd
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.

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 residence
was also excluded.
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CHAPTER 2

SURVEY OF LITERATURE
In this chapter , findings of the various studies on migraton in India, conducted
largely during the recent period have been summarized. However, relerence is also
made to some pioneering works on migratiion. The literature surveyed has been
organised iinto national level, state level and city level units. A miscellancous sce-

tion deals with literature on topical interest.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE
In the past, there were very few studies on internal migration® in India, duce (o a lack
of detailed data. Nevertheless, from 1961, there is a vast literature on internal migra-
tion m India. The studies are based on detailed census data available from 1961
onwards, data from NSS, urban surveys and village studies and other primary/base

-

line survey data.

. . B .. - /6 . .
A large number of studies are descriptive‘ind have focussed on the volume of mi-
- W e

-

gration, trends and patterns of movement, selectivity and characteristics of migrants,
Most of these studies cover the early period of migration analysis in India, being

undertaken mostly by demographers and geographers.

s
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STUDIES AT ALL INDIA LEVEL:
The carly studies on internal migration in India, especially those by Davis (1951),
K.C. Zachariah 1960; 1964) and G.S. Gosal (196])va1r'10ng others, dealt with trends

in historical migration between regions in India.

Davies (1951), studied the detailed migration pattern in India, both internal and
international. He analysed the international movements of population, based on census
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 l(; his study, the dominant flow of migration prior to 1941 was from west to Fast
and from sduth to North. The east gained more than [/2 million lifctime net mi-
grants. He was of the view that the continuous dependence of most of the people on
agriculture, the caste system, diversity of language and culture, fack of education,
low level of industrialisation were the main factors resulting in India’s population
being immobile.2

Despite being an exhaustive and detaile_d work, his study refers to migration before
1931. Also, due to lack of availability of detailed data from census statistics, he has

discussed migration in broad terms only.

Zachariah (1960, 1964) carried out a more detailed historical analysis of internal
migration in India during 1901-1931. 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 age 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 analysis

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

Saxena (1975) analysed the streams of inter state migration in detail, but his discus-
sion regarding intra-state movements was confined only to an all India picture, His
analysis of 1961 census data shows that in many states, females have shown a nu-
merical superiorily over males, both among in-migrants to Andhra Pradesh, Bihar,
' Madhya Pradesh, Mysore, Orissa, Punjab, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh and West Ben-
gal and similaﬂy among the out migrants from Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh,
Maharashtra, Mysore, Rajasthan, West Bengal and Delhi. Females predominate pri-

marily due to marriage migration.*

Gosal & Krishan (1975) based on 1961 census data, enumerated the magnitude off
internal migiation 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.s

Of the total migrants, 67.6% were femalces, this predominance being associated 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 true Index of economic mobility. The study further observed that

_ migration within rural areas is exceptionally important (73.7%) followed by migra-
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tion from rural to urban arcas (14.6%) & then Urban-Urban(8%) This pattern is not
surprising since 82% of the population lived in villages. Rural-Urban flow was found
to be male excessive, while migration within rural areas was dominated by females.
This study was an extension ol an carleir work by the authors, where-they had given
a geographic perspective to the study of migration by basing their analysis on what

emerged on a map of India prepared from district wise census data for 1951.

Bose (1978) presented the overall picture of internal migration in India in terms of
the origin, direction, distance and volume of the migration streams bhascd on an
analysis of 1961 Census data. IHe 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 of India) and associational migration (accompanying their
migrant husbands). Economic causes are relatively unimportant in India even in the
big cities. Female workers constitute only a small proportion of the total femalc
migrants.” He also worked out the outmigration rate and obscrved that there are no
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 of the migration streams for 1961 and 1971.the
Rural-Rural migration strcam was by [ar the most preponderant in both censuses. 1
we combine with this the urban to rural flow, the proportion constituted by such
migrants to the total migrants is over 77% in 1961 and 76% in 1971, These two
streams are influenced 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 ol marriage places a taboo on finding a spouse within the

same village community. This generates marriage migration.®
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In 1938, Dorothy Thomas, after an exhaustive study of the prevalent knowledge
regarding migration, arrtved at the conclusion that persons in their teens, twenties

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

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-

eas, accounting for 85% females migrating for marriage.”

The 13th round of National Sample Survey showed 75.4% of males in India mi-
grated to urban areas in order to gain employment, while 11.6% did so for purposes
of education. Among the male migrants who had not migrated voluntarily, 43.65%

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

The 18th round of National Sample Survey reveals that the maximum concentration
of migrants was reported in the age group 5-17 for both rural & urban areas. In the
rural areas, reason for high concentration 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 eco-
nomic reasons. A similar fcature is observed in the urban migration, except that the

proportion of female migrants in age 5-17 is not as high as in the total population.'?

Mehrotra (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



Pakistan, reorganisation of the States/Union Territories, economic development and
industrialisation, reclassification and declassification of rural and urban arcas 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.??

A study conducted at the 11PS, Bombay, reviewed 4 studies on the internal migra-
tion in ACeylon (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. "™

Premi examined the different aspects of female migration in India during 1961 and
1971 under the following heads - Migration streams by residence, Age & marital
status of the migrants by duration of residence, Activity pattern of migrant workers.
He found that in all three distance categorics, the bulk of females was in the Rural-
Rural stream which could be the elfect of marriage migration due to village ex-
ogamy in large parts of the country, especially North India. Between 1961 and
1971, there is a significant improvement in the sex Ratio in both interdistrict and
inter-state migration streams, indicating the recent trend towards family migration,

instead of heavily male selective migration.'

" 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 IHimachal Pradcsh,
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the rcasons 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 Himachal Pradesh.

Activity rates were found to be the lowest in Haryana and Punjab among female
migrants because of (1) a high degree of prosperity among the rural and urban masses,
(2) wheat cultivation which requires a comparatively less amount of female labour
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.'¢

Others, e.g. Kshirsagar, Sumati considered male migration only. since it can be
considered a sensitive index of Economic opportunities. She took census data for
1961 and concluded that half the intra state movement in Punjab is between districts
and more than half in Rajasthan is within districts."”

Punjab & Rajasthan were found to be net outmigrating states in 1961,

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.™
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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 1961-81. Analysis
of internal migration is restricted to the state level 'alone, since it is felt that the
district level data are not comparable duc 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."”

The recent study by Arup Mitra examines the urban employment, migrant labour &
structural adjustment in India. He uses both census of India (19819-91) and NSSO
43rd round survey data (1987-88) on internal migration. 'Fhe study finds that urban
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 arce found to
decline further during the 90’s. Even under the assumption that structural adjust-
ment programme would be implemented successfully, the projected proportion f
Rural-Urban migrants to total urban population for the year 2001 turns out to be

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

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. [t was observed that inter-state migration accounts for only
3.2% of the population and the net inflow of migrants has been highest (about 50%)
in West Bengal, followed by Maharashtra, Dethi, Madhya Pradesh & Punjab. The
study also points out the occupational differences between migrants and non-mi-
grants in Maharashtra and West Bengal. While migrants mostly seek employment

in manufacturing industry, trade, commerce & other services, non-migrants concen-

tratc in agriculture and allied activities.?!

Kshirsagar (op.cit ) examined the pattern of male migration in various states for the
period 1951-61. According 1o her, 25 million males migrated during 1951-61 from
one place to another (intra or inter state), forming 11% of the male population of
thescvstates. More than 80% of the movement was intra-state. Rural-Urban flow
accounted for one fourth of the total movement of males, indicating the shift away
from agriculturc. On the whole, rural population was almost immobile. 92% of the

males were enumerated at their place of birth during 1951-61.2

Bhakoo and Gupta analysed the characteristies of migrants from Bihar and U.P. to
Punjab. These migrants were attracted duce to the green revolution in Punjab. 1 he
analysis is restricted to those who migrated to Ludhiana district in Punjab. A majér—
ity of the migrants belonged to fow castes. They were illiterate, young, marricd males
who worked as agricultural labourers before their migration. They also attempted to

identify the factors affecting migration. ‘The study is based on survey data for 7
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villages in 3 blocks of Ludhiana. 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.”
The study by Murthy & Murthy examined the pattern of internal migration in
Maharashtra in relation to age, sex, marital status, R-U residence movements by
distance and occupation on the basis of 1971 census migration data. Some of the
important findings of the study arc
a) female migration, especially in urban areas, was more in Maharashtra.
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 (25-59) are morce
¢) of the 22 districts, 4 received more no. of urban migrants.?
Gill,S.S. and Abbi, B.L. cxamined the impact of migratory labour on the rural
economy of Punjab State in order to identify the factors associated with the migra-
tion of labour and to examine the impact of migratory labour on the dai.ly, monthly,
yearly wages, general employment conditions and on the opportunitics 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-
cnon. He found that relations between Jocal anc’l migram labour tend to be hostile
and tense because of the myriad issues involved.®
The study by Visaria & Kothari provides an analysis of migration within and from
the state of Gujarat. An cxplanation of the quantum & characteristics of migration
of Gujarat born population residing at different regions of Gujarat at the time of

1971 census forms the core of this study. The study finds that the proportion of life-
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time migrants in the population has increased slightly from about 33.0% (1961) to
33.6% in 1981. This was 20% for males & over 45% for {females. 84% of the intra-
state & inter-district female migration is accounted for by marriage or family moves.
Only in the inter district stream do we have cmployment related migration dominat-

ing.

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 association between education & migration. Hence 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 than the non-
migrants. In terms of both age & cducation sclectivity, 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 sccondary and tertiary sce-
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 deQelopment 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

male migration in Delhi, while in absolute terms they incereased. The neighbouring,



states of Uttar Pradesh, Haryana, Punjab , Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh contrib-
ute 81% of the total inflow of Delhi. More than 10% of the males moving for
employment are in the age group of 15-29 years. On the basis of a co-relation
matrix, male work participation in the urban manufacturing sector has a high posi-
tive co-relation with urban ward movement. The variables influcncing male migra-

tion for employment have no influence on urbanward female migration.?’

Goyal (1990) studied migration and rural development in Punjab. He attempted 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
identity the macro-determinants of development affecting out-migration. It thus
examines village level characteristics which are directly related to rural out-migra-
tion. lle concludes that even a rcasonably high level of rural development has not
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 malc 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.?®
-

Roy examined the pattern of women migrant workers of Bihar, based on 1981 cen-
sus data. This study reveals that the phenomenon of female migration for cmploy-
ment is quite substantial in some parts of the state, especially in tribal regions. The

condition of female migrants is much worse than that of male migrants, since they
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are concentrated mainly in low paid-occupations and are the victims of both cco

nomic & sexual exploitation.?”

Singh (1990) examined the age-sex pattern of interstate migrants in the Indian states
from census data for 1971 and 1981, The analysis was for the states of Gujarat,
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 found 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 ol development among
males. Very little differences in age pattern was observed for female migrants in the
states. The reasons for migration reported nearly three fourths of male migrtion due
to Lmployment and family related reasons, while females moved duc to marrage

and Lamily related reasons, *

Singh (1993) examines the extent of migration in Haryana by location, boundary,
time & reason specific characteristics; to analyse whether the districts share of mi-
grants is in proportion to its arca & 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 for planning taking into account the concentration and
flow of migrants in the districts. More educational and employment facilities were
needed in the rural arcas. I'unds and resources should be allocated to the less devel-

oped districts to keep all districts equally developed.?!
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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 random sample of 521 male and 481 females migrants surveyed in Saletn city
during 1980-81 was analyzcd on the basis of classification related to reasons (asso-
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 were 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 achicved after migrating.*

Muitagi (1987), highlights the fact that migrants flocking to Bombay arc drawn
from all over the country. Most of the in-migrants are young, lack spccific skills
and can be absorbed only in unskilled jobs involving manual fabour. As there arc
fewer jobs than the number of in-migrants, unemployment is rampant. Both natural
increase of in-migration contribute to the large & growing population of Bombay.
Muttagi recommends that in order to tackle the problem posed by this influx of
~ population it is necessary to develop areas within the Bombay metropolitan region,

away from the greater Bombay limits.”
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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 pattérn indiéated by the neo-classi-
cal theorists, particularly Lewis & Todaro. While examining the relevance of these
models in the context of Calcutta’s development, he concludes that nco-classical
models with their emphasis on cconomic factors like wage differentials are histori-

cal in their approach.*

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 be strong links cstablished between formal &
informal sector. According to him, the growth of the informal sector is inevitable in

the developing countries & would prefer it to result from industrialisation rather

than (rom a lack of it.%*

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 absorbed in low produc-
tive trade and transport. 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 that the urban informal femal scctor workers are rural migrants.



INTER-DISTRICT and VILLAGE LEVEL STUDIES

Anil K Gumber (1983), examined the rates of inmigration, outmigration and net
migration among different districts according to the index of level of development
and found that they differed. The net out-migration rate is high in the casce of less
devcloped districts. On the average, the developing districts showed net out-migra-
tion. The proportion of Rural-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 strcams. The streams for the less developed districts reported a
net in-flow of migrants in all the streams except in the Urban-Rural stream .’
Obrati and Singh (1983) studied migration in Ludhiana city. They ohscrved that out-
Migration in Punjab's green revolution belt is highly selective. Of the out -migrants,
95 8% are males and 75.7% are in between 12-24 years, I loolks al mipration from
rural-urban areas and goes in for an in-depth quantitative analysis. He observed

further that 88.7% of out migrants had formal cducation,*

Najma Khan's study of rural-urban out-migration studies the quantum of out-migra-
tion, the demographic phofile, of the sample population, comparison of the charac-
teristics of migrants and non migrants at the place of origin ete. The pattern of mi-
gration in terms of size of receiving urban centre, direction, distance, duration of
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 formed the study area. *
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LITERATURE SURVEY
The above reveals that most studies on migration in the Indian context have fo-
cussed mainly on the trends in the patterns and the magnitude of internal migration
in reeent years. [lowever, though valuable, the studies are of little help in under-
standing the dynamics of internal migration in India since they are mostly based on
life-time migrants in response to the question on “place of birth™. This aspect is
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.
RESEARCIH PROPOSAL

In 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-west India is an active zonc.

The question to be answered is why do peopie 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. Itis also desirable to study the variations in
the reasons for lifetime migrants, internal migrants and immigrants. This would

give an understanding of variation in the changng importance ol reasons with time.
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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 migrate but also the magnitude
and extent of lifetime 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 Ievel 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 be an important area of investigation. Ilence, the
work variation in the work participation among migrants in the region, and their

distribution in different industriial categories would be an important arca of study.
The study would be conducted as per the following rescarch design:-

The first chapter introduces the topic and its relevance for study in India. The arca
covered by the present study is defined and the reasons for its selection stated. The
objectives of the study are outlined brielly, 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 briel survey of literature on migration for India. A small
section each, deals with state level studies, city level studies, studies on topical
interest and those related to component units of the Region. The rescarch 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
destinations in the region, separately for males and females. Fach State and Union
Territory 1s dealt with separately. The reasons for migratiion study, ifctiime mi-
grants, internal migrants and immigrants is also studied. Internal migrants are 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 the
region, for each state in the Region and for concentraton at the district level.
Chapter Five studics the work participation ofmigrants in broad industrial catego-

ries it the district level.,

Finally, chapter Six provides a summary and conclusion to the study. Tt also points

out avenues for further research on migration in the region.
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CHAPTER 3
REASONS FOR MIGRATION

Introduction:

This chapter examines the reasons Jor migration as enumerated in the Census. ‘| he
Census of India publications provide statistics on the reasons for migration from
1981, 'The various reasons for migration have been classified into:

ay Employment by Education ¢) Family Moved d) Marriage, and ¢) Other Caases.!
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 among the male and female migrant population in the Region and in cach
State therein. The Census table D-Il1 does not provide reasons for migration at the
district level, hence no analysis can be done at the district fevel. In the ext, the
reasons for migration in the Region have been discussed separately for males and
females and by residence at destination. The discussion examines the reasons for
migration among total lifetime migrants as well as internal migrants classified by
strcams ol residence. An analysis of rcdsons‘ for migration for irmni;,{rzml';’h:xf; aleo
been taken up. The period covered is 1981 and 1991. Residence stream analysis is

confined to an analysis of reasons for migration for total internal migrants oniy.
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Table-3.1

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

*TATE TOTAL 1 3 4 5
YT
PEGION
TOTAL 100.0 i3-2 1.7 19.7 50.9 14 4
RURAL 100.0 18 1.0 12.8 651 126
URBAN 100.0 249 31 328 23 161
HARYANA
TOTAL 100 0 126 15 20 &3 122
RURAL fot 0 /6 to 194 G 11/
URBAN 100.0 23.6 2.5 355 202 137
HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 1000 128 16 186 5286 147
RURAL 100.0 10.2 11 16 8 5756 14 4
URBAN 100.0 31.9 53 315 17.5 123
PUNJAB _
TOTAL 100.0 10.5 1.3 18.1 472 229
RURAL 100.0 6.2 1.0 14.4 57.6 20.9
URBAN 100.0 18.0 2.1 25.3 26.7 127
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 100.0 10.8 -8 143 822 10.7
RURAL 100.0 7.3 o 10.9 70.0 107
URBAN 100.0 22,1 4.9 26.3 35.4 108
DELHI
TOTAL 100.0 ' 278 23 41.4 143 14 2
RURAL 100.0 208 18 235 441 9.9
URBAN 100.0 282 2.4 42.4 126 144
Note:-

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

2.Categories for Reasons for Mighration are :

1- Pmployment  2- Fducation 3. Famlly movad
4- Marriago §- Other € .28
3- Total lifetime migrants are taken as 100
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OVERVIEW OF REASONS FOR MIGRATION

I.  Patterns 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 1981 and 1991 respectively.
Among the lifetime migrant persons in the Region, 51% migrated for reasons of
Marriage, 20% with the family as associational migrants, 14.4% for other causes,
13.2% migrated for Employment and a mere 1.7% for Education. Thus in 1981,
more than half the migrants in the Region moved for reasons of Marriage.

In 1991, (Table 3.2) 58% of the migrants moved for Marriage reasons, 17%
as associational migrants with the family, 11% each moved for Employment and
Other Causes, 1.3% for Business, 1% for Education and an insignificant 0.2% moved
for reasons of Natural Calamities. Here too, marriage migration is most important.
It 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 reasoné for the migration of persons differs. Marriage, followed
by Other Causes and Family Moved are important reasons in the rural areas.
accounting for more than 90% of the migration. In urban arcas, Family Moved,
Employment and Marriage arc important reasons for the movement of pcople in the
Region. Between 1981 and 1991, Marriage migration in the Region shows an
increase, while Other Causes, Family Moves and Employment show a decrease in

their intensity.
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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
T RESIDENCE
REGION
TOTAL 100.0 10.8 22 1.3 17.2 57 7 g2 108
RURAL 100.0 4.8 13 0.8 10.5 721 02 103
URBAN 100.0 215 3.9 22 29.6 308 02 112
HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 8.4 3.0 1.1 17.0 62.2 02 80
RURAL 100.0 4.1 1.9 04 9.5 77 1 0.2 85
URBAN 1000 167 52 18 315 a7 0o 140
HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 100.0 97 2.8 . 16.7 57.1 3 6.9
RURAL 100.0 71 22 1.5 14.4 63.3 03 11.2
URBAN 100.0 24.9 6.3 7.4 305 204 0.1 103
PUNJAB
TOTAL 100.0 96 0.8 09 171 56.6 02 147
RURAL 100.0 5.1 0.4 06 12.7 67.2 02 139
URBAN 100.0 18.2 16 1.4 255 36.7 03 16.2
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 100.0 7.1 2.0 1.4 11.3 67.9 0.2 101
RURAL 100.0 3.8 1.3 07 7.8 76.2 0.2 5.1
URBAN 100.0 17.5 4.1 3.6 22.5 41.6 01 10.7
DELH!
TOTAL 100.0 291 4.4 14 383 19.0 01 17
RURAL 100.0 221 38 0.9 42.0 258 0.2 3
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. Categories for reasons are: )
1- EMPLOYMENT 2- BUSINESS 3- EDUCATION 4-FAMILY MOVED
6- MARRIAGE 6- NATURAL CALMITIES

7- OTHER CAUSKES
3- Totat lifetime Migrants are laken as 100.0
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i) Reasons For Male and Female Migration:

Male Migrants:

In 1981, among males, (Table 3.3) 38% migrated for employment followed by other
reasons like movement of family (30.1%), 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 family, 22% moved for Other Causes, another

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

Calamities.

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
females in the Region. 15.1% moved with their family and another 9.3% moved for
Other Causes. Only 2.1% of the female migration was for Employment and 1% for
Lducation. 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% for Employment  and 0.6%
moved for Education. The new categories of Business and Natural Calamitics

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

Thus, the male migration in the Region is mostly for Employment, Family and
Associational Moves ﬁ|1d for Other Causes, the migration of females is largely a
result of their Marriage followed by migration with the family. The importance of
_these rcasons has only increased between 1981 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 with 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 T
REGION REGION
TOTAL 1000 38.0 3.9 30.1 2.0 259 TOTAL 100.0 21 0.7 151 728 93
RURAL 100.0 295 3.0 296 33 340 RURAL 1000 15 04 B2 6820 80
URBAN 100.0 451 A0 304 0.8 109 URBAN 100 0 40 17 U a0 9 1% 7
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 38.7 3.4 34.0 2.1 21.8 TOTAL 100.0 2 0.7 14 9 738 83
RURAL 100.0 31.9 3.2 33.9 3.4 276 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 22 821 77
URBAN 100.0 45.2 3.5 341 1.0 16.2 URBAN 100.0 4.3 17 B8 AR 105

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH

TOTAL 100.0 37.7 3.7 30.6 1.0 27.0 TOTAL 1000 .8 0.7 133 754 38
RURAL 100.0 332 2.8 325 1.2 303 RURAL 1000 1.5 0.5 110 726 a8
URBAN 100.0 53.9 3.9 24.0 0.2 151 URBAN 100.0 9 36 04 w127
PUNJAB PUNJAB

TOTAL 100.0 28.0 2.1 27.3 17 40.9 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.8 13.5 €99 14 0
RURAL 100.0 19.7 1.7 289 2.5 47.2 RURAL 100.0 1.3 07 Q2 77 4 114
URBAN 100.0 37.4 2.7 255 0.8 337 URBAN 100.0 3.0 15 252 493 209
RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN

TOTAL 100.0 396 6.1 27.2 3.3 23.2 TOTAL 100.0 .8 0.5 104 305 68
RURAL 100.0 33.6 3.9 _27.7 4.5 291 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.3 7.1 847 65
URBAN 100.0 48.4 9.3 26.4 1.5 14.3 URBAN 100.0 3.7 1.6 262 60.4 8
DELHI DELHI

TOTAL 100.0 47.0 2.9 34.7 0.4 15.0 TOTAL 100.0 47 1.7 4973 131 157
RURAL 100.0 50.9 3.5 30.7 0.7 14.3 RURAL 100.0 4.4 0.8 196 677 75
URBAN 100.0 47.0 2.9 34.9 0.4 15.0 URBAN 100.0 47 1.7 520 280 138
Note:-

1-Derived from tablie 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 llifetime Migrants taken as 100.0
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family and there is litde variation in the other teasons for migration, which together

account for about 10% of the migration of females in the Region.?

Lach category of reasons for migration analysed separately for males and females,
reveals 89.9% of the 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% of the females moved for Education; Business migration resulted in 86.2%
of the males and 13.8% of the female migration and an almost cqual share for Family
moved and Other Causes. Not much change is observed in the other categorics of
reasons.

(ii) Reasons for Rural-Urban Migration:

Rural migrants:

Migrants in rural areas move largely for reasons of Marriage,(65.1%), followed by
Other Causes (13%), Family Moves (13%), l,ii'%ploynwnl (7.5%) and Education
(10%). These figures were rep()ried in 1981. The pattern was almost similar i
1991, though the intensity of Marriage migration increased to 72.1%. All other
reasons show a decrease between 1981 and 1991. Migration to rural areas for

Employment deercased 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, 16% for Other Causes and 3% for Liducation. 'These
figures were reported in 1981. In 1991, 31% of the urban migration was for Marriage,
30% for Family Moved, 22% for Employment, 11.2% for Other Causcs,  while

migration for Business was 4%. Migration for Education was 2.2% whilc 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

MALE FEMALE
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 .7
T ol
REGION REGION

TOTAL 1000 1 70 32 300 24 04 219 TOTAL

1nno 15 A o6 124 iy 00 oo
RURAL 1000 230 60 28 313 39 w7 324 RURAL 1000 10 03 04 6.1 B 56
URBAN 100.0 435 7.7 35 291 14 02 1486 URBAN 100.0 3.1 07 1.1 200 558 0.1 83
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 310 109 29 352 12 04 186 TOTAL 100.0 12 06 06 114 213 01 47
RURAL 1000 240 109 132 356 18 06 2895 RURAL 1000 11 04 08 #H #3041 57
URBAN 100 Q 353 108 27 348 09 03 152 URBAN 100.0 2.8 1.0 11 201 w2 47 77

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH

TOTAL 1000 302 87 51 299 15 05 241 TOTAL 100.0 16 05 12 115 799 02 60
RURAL 1000 258 78 36 318 19 06 285 RURAL 1000 11 04 02 A2 B30 02 57
URBAN  100.0 424 111 92 243 04 02 118 URBAN 100.0 50 1.1 55 265 419 02 87

PUNJAB PUNJAB

TOTAL 100.0 28.7 1.7 317 40 05 313 TOTAL 100.0 19 03 06 112 778

2.
RURAL 100.0 190 11 14 332 51 06 395 RURAL 100.0 12
URBAN 100.0 38.1 3.2

o1 81
02 04 71 841 01 69
19 302 28 04 234 URBAN 1000 36 05 10 220 616 02 111

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN

TOTAL 1000 301 81 53 267 34 06 259 TOTAL 100.0 1.2 04 73 845 01 61
RURAL 1000 216 7.2 36 273 46 09 349 RURAL 100.0 08 03 02 44 284 0t 57
URBAN 1000 400 90 73 260 20 02 155 URBAN 1000 28 08 1.2 203 K73 01 75

DELHI DELHI

TOTAL 100.0 516 77 18 294 06 01 88 TOTAL 100.0
RURAL 100.0 441 7.2 14 384 09 02 78 RURAL 100.0
URBAN 100.0 524 77 19 285 05 01 89 URBAN 100.0

29 06 08 486 406 0.1 65
28 08 06 452 474 01 31
29 06 08 490 398 01 659
Note:-

1-Derived from table D-3 of Migration Tables, of each state series, for 1991.

2-Categories under reasons for migration:
1- Empiloyment 2- Education 3- Business 4- Family moved 5- Marriage
6- Natural Calamites 8- Other Causes

3.Tota! fifetime Migrants are taken as 100.0



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 report high proportion, though the intensity of Family
Moved decreased in the urban arcas by about 6 percentage points between 1981 and
1991.

Thus, between rarad and urban areas, there is a slight viriation jun the reasons reported
for migration. While rural migration is largely Marriage migraiton, followed by
family moved and other causes, urban migration is migration with the family, to
urban centres.  Thisis followed by Lmployment migration, and and then Marriage.
The reason why the intensity of Marriage migration in the Region has increased
between 1981 and 1991 is probably indicative of the increase in female migration to
urban areas of the Region. This is examined in the following chapter. Male migrants,
both rurl and urban, show an increase in moves for marriage. ‘the reasons for this

also need to be probed.

b) Reasons for Migration of Internal Migrants:

The reasons for miigeation mmongs the internal miprants havs been dealt with only
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 cach state in
the Region as well as for the Region is given in the Appendix as ‘Table number
3.3 to Table number 3.6.

(i) Male and Female Hnternal Migrants:

Male Internal Migrants:

v

Table 3.1 and 'Table 3.2 in the Appendix show the distribution of migrants in terms
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ol distance streams by reasons for migration.  Among the males of the internal
migrants, 42% of the migration is for Employment, 30% is for Associational moves,
21% is for Other Causes, 4% 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 females, as is expected, Marriage accounts for a large
proportion (74%) of their migration. This is followed by Family Moved (14%),
Other Causes( 8%), Employment (2%) and 1% for Education in 1981, In 1991 the
intensity of Marriage migration increased to 80.1% among female internal migrants.
Migration with the family decreased to 11.8%; Other Causes accounted for 5.5% of
the migration, 1.5% of the internal migrant female was for Emplovment and all
other reasons account for only 1.2% of the migration of female internal migrants.
Thus, it becomes elear that the pattern of reasons for mipration is similar for lifetime
migrants, as well as, for internal migrants. An increase is noted in the reasons
reported, especially Employment for males and Marriage for females in hoth cases
and the proportions are similar.

Distance Streams of Migration:
Table 3.5 and 3.0, show the distribution of migrants of cach sex in different migration
streams by reasons for migration. The pattern of migration varies with an increase

in migration distance from 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
T
REGION
intra DIstt. 331 48 304 34 287 1000 1.3 0.5 9.7 81.3 72 1000
Inter Distt. 411 54 300 23 213 1000 2.1 09 135 765 71 100 0
Inter State 540 30 273 09 146 1000 46 13 297 553 92 1000
HARYANA
Intra Distt. 331 45 341 32 251 1000 1.4 06 101 80.4 76 1000
Inter Distt. 401 54 322 32 196  100.0 16 07 106 807 6.4 100.0
Inter State 533 24 294 15 121 1000 42 09 214 66.3 7.2 100.0
HIMACHAL PRADESH
Intra Distt. ~ 27.2 37 17.1 15 308 1000 1.0 05 9.3 815 78 1000
Inter Distt. 501 50 257 06 187 1000 41 15 244 60 2 9.3 1000
Inter State 443 28 24.2 05 282 1000 4.0 16 325 47.0 149 1000
PUNJAB
lotra Distt. 24.3 22 338 29 359 1000 12 07 108 87 58 10010
inter Distt. 319 35 349 19 279 1000 1.8 12 150 727 83 1000
inter State 556 24 237 0 17.4 1000 5.1 13 248 594 97 1000
RAJASTHAN
Intra Distt. 35.7 6.9 26.8 4.4 2G.1 100.0 1.4 0.3 7.7 24 3 62 100 0
Inter Distt. 464 67 266 26  17.8 1000 25 07 132 772 65 100.0
Inter State ~ 47.3 36 276 18 198 1000 36 1.1 18.8 68.4 8.0 100 0
DELHI
Intra Distt. 11.2 1.6 68.0 0.4 18.9 1000 2.0 10 63.0 2156 125 1nn o
intor Distt. . - - - . 1000 . - - - 1000
Inter State 568 3.3 277 04 118 1000 55 18 463 359 109 1000
Note:-

1-Derivod from Migration tablea Part v (a) Series of each State/U.T. from Table D-3 on Reasons for Migration, 1981

2-Categories of reasons for migration are-
1- Employment

4- Marriage

2- Education
5- Other Causes

3- Family moved
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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

MALE FEMALE
STATE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 TOTAL
T
REGION o -

Intra Distt. 224 8.5 42 312 A3 0.6 308 1000 0.9
Inter Distt. 352 7.1 48 307 26 05 192 1000
Inter State 502 8.2 23 282 10 03 9.9
HARYANA

intra Distt. 214 122 37 405 18 04 189 1000 0.7 0.4 086 76 871 01 36 1000
inter Distt. 314 113 47 365 16 03 142 1000 1.0 05 0.6 76 875 01 27 1000
Inter State 41.7 11.5 21 31.3 0.9 05 120 1000 27 1.0 0.7 186 61.9 0.2 44 1000

03 04 665 859 01 58 1000

1.5 0.4 0.7 9.9 823 01 52 1000
100.0 3.2 0.7 0.8 284 501 n>2 52 1000

HIMACHAL PRADESH
Intra Distt. 207 69 53 357 23 08 284 1000 09 02 08 765 £51 02 52 1000

Inter Dist. #1592 668 2867 09 0.2 148 1000 31 0.8 2.4 216 658 01 54 1000

Inter State 365 11.4 35 239 086 04 237 1000 4.0 1.4 2.1 29.0 532 0.2 10.0 1000
PUNJAB

Intra Distt 198 23 1.8 32.8 6.2 0.6 365 1000

02 05 78 232 a1 711900
tater Distt. 32.0 2.6 2.4 336 3.5 06 25665 1000 18 03 07 107 799 01 64 1000
inter State 51.9 23 1.5 26.3 1.9 0.5 156 1000 4.9 0.4 0.7 211 6586 3 70 1000

RAJASTHAN

Intra Distt. 24.4 7.7 5.5 26.2 4.4 0.6 31.3 1000 038
Inter Distt. 37.8 8.4 60 27.2 26 07 174 1000 16
inter State 389 9.3 4.1 276 21 0.3 17.7

03 03 52 874 01 5¢ 1000

0.5 0.6 89 818 01 56 1000
1000 24 0.7 09 144 755 01 60

1000
DELH!
Intra Distt. 23.5 47 1.2 54.4 1.1 0.4 149 1000 1.5 0.6 0.6 514 412 0.2 46 1000
Inter Distt. - -

- - - - - 1000 - . -
Inter State 560 83 20 282 05 01 49 1000 31

08 09 480 435 01 209 10070

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

7- 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 malc migrants,

more than one-half (54%) migrate for Employment, 27% with the family and 15%

for Other Causes. 3% move for Education and 1% for Marriage.

Thus, all three distance streams show a similar pattern of reasons for migration
among males. The difference 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% (or Business and 4% each for Education and Marriage.
Thus, there is a sharp decrease in male migration for Other Causes as the distance
increases from the intra- district stream.”T'he inter-district stream shows 35% migration
for Employment, 31% for Family Moved, 19% for Other Causes, 7% for Business,
5% for Education zmd 3% for Mm‘riag;c‘ In the inter-state strcam 50% of the migration
is for Employment, 28% with the Family, 10% for Other Causces, 8% for Business,

2% for Education and 1% 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, 10%
moved with the Family, and 7% for Other Causes. The rest 1.8% moved for reasons
of Employment and Lducation, in order of importance.  ‘The inter district stream
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 }%.

In 1991, 86% of the internal female migrants moved for their Marriage, 7% moved
with their family as associational migrz_mts and 6% for Other Causes. 1.7% of the
intra district female 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 10%, Other Causes reported 5%. 2.8% of the 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 of Em;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 of migration across categories in the inter state stream for both males

and females. Thus, an analysis of reasons for internal migration is largely an analysis

of the reasons for inter state migration.

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»ition
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 for 63% of the Marriage migration in 1981, followed
by t_he 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 1991 also, the rural-rural stream accounts for the highest share of the Marriage
migration (75%), followed by the urhén—rl.nral stream (53.4%), urban-urban strecam
(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 Emiployment
p y ploy
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Table-3.7

i

Distribution of _i.lfatlme Migrants by Reasons for Migration, for Mlgratloh.
for ali Streams, all duration of Residence Streams.
! North- West India -1981 and 1991

STATE  YEAR RESIDENCE TOT!_AL 1 2 3 4 8 6

7
T . STREAM :
REGION : ’
1981 R-R 100.0 64 - 1.0 15.2 825 10y
R-U 100.0 286 . 36 28.7 26 1 94
U-R 100.0 14.4 - 1.8 211 46 3 - 16 4
(VET] 100.0 220 - - 28 36.7 25.4 - 132
SUB-TOTAL 100.0 6.4 - 1.0 16.2 82.6 - 100
. REGION 1991
’ RR - 100.0 4.3 1.2 07 80 75.4 02 81
R-U 100.0 266 43 28 28.2 318 .« 02 ]
*UR 100.0 10.0 23 1.4 20.2 53.4 0.2 128
u-u 100.0 19.1 38 20 16.2 349 02 97
SUB TOTAL 100.0 109 23 13 166 607 01 g1
Note:-

1-Derived from table D-3 of Mlgratlon Tablos, Part v (a) from each state/U.T. series for 1881 and 1091.

2-Categories of reasons are:
1- Employment 2- BUSINESS 3- EDUCATION

4- FAMILY MOVE 8- MARRIAGE 8- NATURAL CALAMITIES
7- OTHER CAUSES

3-Total lifetime migrants are taken as 100



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 rcason

for migration has increased.

¢). 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 30%, Employment for 9%,
Education for 0.8% and Marriage for 0.3%. bln 1991,Other Causes was 51%, Family
Moved 33%, Fmployment 12.5%, Business 2.5%, Maringe !, 2% and Education
reported 0.5% of the migrants moving in each category under reasons for migration.
ii) Femalé Immigrants:

Among female immigrants, Other Causes for migration was 53%, Family Moved
34%, Employment accounted for 1.5% of the moves, Marriage 11% and Education
1%. 1In 1991, it decreased to 36.5%_f0r Other Causes. Family Moved was36%,
Marriage 25%, Employment 2%, Busiﬁess 1% 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 Lo 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
MALE FEMALE

STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5
uT (2}
REGION REGION
TOTAL 100.0 8.7 0.8 29.7 0.3 58.6 TOTAL 100.0 15 0.8 335 109 533
RURAL 100.0 6.9 0.4 217 0.3 65.7 RURAL 100.0 1.6 0.3 228 13.0 623
URBAN 100.0 g8 1.1 34.9 0.4 53.9 URBAN 100.0 1.4 1.0 291 9.9 AR 6
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 7.3 0.8 49.5 0.6 418 TOTAL 100.0 14 0.7 491 146 343
RURAL 100.0 57 0.6 53.3 0.5 39.9 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 49.0 187 306
URBAN 100.0 8.3 1.0 47 .4 0.6 428 URBAN 100.0 1.4 0.8 49 1 126 287
HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 1000 643 1.1 14.0 0.3 20.4 TOTAL 100.0 246 1.3 379 138 22
RURAL 100.0 723 0.9 11.0 0.3 15.5 RURAL 100.0 36.0 1.2 33 129 181
URBAN 100.0 31.5 2.1 26.2 0.2 40.3 URBAN 100.0 3.9 1.4 451 153 242
PUNJAB PUNJAB
TOTAL 100.0 22 0.3 1t.0 0.2 86.4 TOTAL 100.0 0.4 0.2 10.5 71 189
RURAL 100.0 1.4 0.2 121 0.2 86.1 RURAL 100.0 03 0.2 11.5 86 791
URBAN 100.0 3.2 0.3 8.5 0.2 86.8 URBAN 100.0 0.4 0.3 985 56 842
RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 100.0 10.0 1.8 341 0.6 35.2 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 1.6 367 19.2 407
RURAL 100.0 6.5 0.4 33.7 0.5 19.9 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 32.1 238 423
URBAN 1000 13.1 27 34.4 0.8 49.0 URBAN 100.0 22 26 40.4 155 393
DELHI DELHI
TOTAL 1000 152 1.4 51.3 03 31.8 TOTAL 100.0 21 1.3 578 106 284
RURAL 100.0 403 1.7 28.7 0.3 28.2 RURAL 100.0 4.8 1.0 56.0 13.1 254
URBAN 100.0 151 14 51.4 0.3 31.8 URBAN 100.0 21 1.3 57.7 10.5 28.4
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 Moved 4- Marriage

6l

5- Other Causes



reasons for immigration. Among females it is due to Marriage and Family

Moved.Table 3.8 and Table 3.9.

Reasons for Rural Urban Immigration:

In 1981, male immigrants to rural areaé report 66% immigiration for other cuases,
22% tor Family Moved, 7% for Employment, and 3% for Education and nmrriage.v
In 1991, decrease in immigration for Other Causes fell to 52%,immigration duc to
Family moved increased to 34%. 10%was for Employment, 3% Business and 0.4%
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
immigrativon for Employment, 1% moved for Business and an insignificant
proportion moved for Education,

Among Urban Immigrants Males, again 53.9% is for Other Causes, 35% for Family
moves, 10% Employment and 2% Educaation. In 1991, a total of 50% moved for
other causes, 32% lor family reasons, 14% for Lmployment and 3% for Business.
Education 0.5% and Marriage 1,1%. 7
Among Urban Immigrant Females 49% was for Other Cuases, 39.1% for Family
Moves, 10% for Marriage, 1.4% for Erﬁployment, 1% 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 1 2 3 4 5 8 7
uT ) T
REGION REGION
TOTAL 1000 125 25 05 325 12 00 508 TOTAL 100.0 22 07 04 359 247 00 365
RURAL 1000 100 24 04 339 13 00 51.9 RURAL 1000 25 08 03 273 372 00 321
URBAN 100.0 138 28 05 31.7 1 00 502 URBAN 100.0 20 0.8 04 402 184 00 383
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 1000 83 38 06 356 07 00 51.0 TOTAL 100.0 17 09 02 349 226 00 32397
RURAL 1000 64 42 1.3 383 1.0 01 488 RURAL 100.0 15 12 02 325 310 00 236
URBAN 100.0 9.3 36 0.2 340 08 00 523 URBAN 100.0 1.8 Q.7 02 362 181 00 420
HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 1000 460 118 29 136 06 00 252 TOTAL 1000 146 4.2 46 351 181 00 234
RURAL 1000 634 125 07 115 06 00 213 RURAL 1000 204 59 06 2342 196 00 193
URBAN 100.0 - 250 98 90 195 05 00 383 URBAN 100.0 5.0 1.5 112 2386 155 00 2303
PUNJAB PUNJAB
TOTAL 1000 94 10 02 345 20 00 529 TOTAL 100.0 21 03 03 271 358 00 344
RURAL 1000 61 04 01 376 17 00 541 RURAL 100.0 17 02 02 257 418 00 303
URBAN 1000 132 17 02 310 24 00 515 URBAN 100.0 25 04 03 215 298 00 385
RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 1000 109 42 06 265 08 00 6§70 TOTAL 100.0 22 11 04 285 278 00 400
RURAL 1000 65 35 02 238 06 00 654 RURAL 100.0 21 08 05 211 350 01 404
URBAN 1000 145 48 09 287 1.0 01 501 URBAN 100.0 23 13 04 342 220 00 398
DELHI DELHI
TOTAL 100.0 167 20 04 32t 05 00 482 TOTAL 100.0 1.7 0.5 03 536 8.9 00 351
RURAL 100.0 469 52 1.4 255 17 0.0 193 RURAL 100.0 56 13 04 553 182 00 192
URBAN 100.0 163 2.0 4 322 05 0.0 487 URBAN 100.0 1.6 a.5 03 526 g8 00 353
Note:-

1.

2. The categories of reasons are
1- EMPLOYMENT
4- FAMILY MOVED 5- MARRIAGE
7- OTHER CAUSES

2- BUSINESS

3- EDUCATION
6- NATURAL CALAMITIES
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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 doﬁinant 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 increased 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 ducation
in 1981 Table 3.1. In 1991, it increased to 62% for Marriagé, 17% for Family

Moved, 8.4% for Employment, 8% for Other Cuases; Business reported 3% and

Education 1.1%. I'able 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 migralibn was for Marriage, 17% was for Family Moved, 10% for
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 inc¢reased 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 by 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%
for Employmem, 2% of the migration was for Business and 1.4% was for Education.
Delhi reported the highest proportion OI'migrants whovmovcd 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 decreased,except 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. Rajasthan 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 those
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who canie after partition and tite two v~ with Pakista:. settle * in Punjab. This

reasoning is strengthened since in 1991, ihis category shrws a crease of 8.2%

probably becuase of death of survivors of those who came at the «ivnie of partition.

Marriage is the most important reason for migration among migrants in all states,
except in Delhi, where it is Family Moved., Employment migration was lcast
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 Business 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%). This was followed by Rajasthan
(40%). 1t was least important in Punjab (28%). Himachal Pradesh and Rajasthan
had high proportions of Employment mi,  wonin 1981, In 1991, the importance 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 for

Punjab.

Family Moved was also an important reason for migration among migrant males in
Delhi in 1981, followed by Haryana. !t was least in Rajasthan. In 1991, Delhi

showed a decrease in migration v I " ¥amily by 8% points while in Punjab it
g y P J



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 1981in Punjab, 27% in Himachal Pradesh, 23% in
Rajasthan and 22% in'Haryana. Delhi was the least with 15% migration f<§r Other
Causes. In 1991, all States showed a decreasein this except Rajasthan (26%), which
showed an increase of 3% 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 1991 in

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 0.4% in Delhi in 1981. The other States vari;:d
in between, 2% each in Haryana and Punjab and 1% in Himachal Pradesh. In 1991,
its importance decreased in Haryana, while all other States/U. T, except Punjab,
showed a marginal decrease in Marriage migration. In Punjab, Marriage migration

among males increased by twice 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 increased 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 was reported as the next most important reason reporting, - 49.4% in
Delhi, 15% in Haryana, 14% in Punjab, 13% Himachal Pradesh and 10% in Rajasthan
in 1981. A mariginal decrase in Family moved as a reason for mipration was

noticed in Delhi and Hafyana, 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 1947,

Empolyment and Education report a very miniscule share of female 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% each. Itis 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.

(i) Reasons for Rural-Urban Migration :

Rural Migration:
Between rural and urban destinations, variation occurs in the reasons across the
statcs. While Marriage migration was important in rural destinations, Family Movgd

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
arcas in Dclhi (24%), followed by | lin_nzlclml Pradesh (17%), Punjab (14%), Haryana
(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, 10% 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 (2%) and

it gradually petered out to 1% for Haryana , 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
Himachal Pradesh, 26% in Rajasthan and 25% in Punjab, In 1991, all rcport &
decline in this reason. The maximum decrease is in Delhi and Haryana between
1981 and 1991. Marriage migrants reported 35% in Rajasthan, 27% in Punjuab, 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 had o 10% point
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%
reason reported. The variation across categories for states is more similar in rural
arcas than in urban. ‘Family Moved™ is maximum for Delhi and it decrensed in
1991. Employment and Other Causes too, show a similar trend. Marriage is highest

in Rajasthan and Education, surprisingly is maximum in Himachal Pradesh and

Rajasthan.

¢) Reasons For Immigration:
Other Causes reported the highest rcason for immigration in Rajasthan among males
(57%) and least in Himachal Pradesh (25%). Family Moved reported 38% in Haryana
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 of the reasons for migrtion among the internal
migrants and the immigrants showed that they varied tremendously.

SUMMARY :
In the Region under study, Marriage was found to be the most important reason for
migration of people. It resulted in half the movement in 1981 and about three-fifth
of itin 1991. This was followed by Family Moved which accounted for onc-fifth of
~ 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 males, Employment is the most important reason, accounting for two-fifth
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 _;l”
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, Limployment

is more important among urban male migrants, Marriage is more important among

~rural 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 importarnt rcason for migration in the urbanward strcams of
migratibn, both, rural-urban and urban-urban, especially among males. Marriaée
was dominant largely in the rural-rural and the urban-rural strcams among females.
The reasons for immigration were quite different. More than half the malce
immigration was a result of movement for Other Causes, while three-fifth of it was
as Associational moves and one-tenth was for Employment. Among females, Other

Causes accounted for half the immigration 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 while Family Moved among urban female immigrants.

Among the States. Employment migration was most important in Dcthi, especialty
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 lcast important in Delhi, in urban areas in both censuscs.

Family Moved was important for all States, accounting for between one-tenth and

two-(1fths of the male and female migration in cach state in 1981 and 1991,

Among rural male immigrants, Employment reported a high share in Himachal
Pradesh and in Delhi (53% and 47% respectively) in 1991. - Among female
immigrants to rural areas also, Employment reported 20% in Himachal Pradcsh and
6% in Delhi in 1991. The reasons for migration among rural and urban migrants
differ in the degree of importance. While Employment was found to be 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.

NOTES

1.

*Other Causes” includes those migrants who arrived at their destination to meet

relations, go on pilgrimage, to sdettle after retirement, to settle after the two
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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 exact reason for
migration.

‘The new category of Business, in 1991 draws migrants from the 1981 categories
of Employment and Other Causes. Hence in 1991, the share of both is scen to
decrease. Note: sinee those reporting Naturl Calamitics as a reason for migration
is not more thanb 0.5%, hence negligible,it is ignored in the analysis for 1991.
Derived form Table D-111 on Reasons for Migratioﬁ, Census of India, 1991 from
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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CHAPTER 4

SPATIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF MIGRANTS

Introduction:

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 for the

period under study.

PATTERNS OF MIGRATION: REGION

a) Total Lifetime Migrants:

In the census of 1971, 166.8 million people(constituting 30.4 % of the total popula-
tion of the country), were enumerated at places other than their place of birth ' henee,
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 pcoplé )
constitutiing 27.68 % of the total population of the country, were reported as mi-
grants by the above criteria (Table 4.1). Thus the proportion of lifetime migrants in
the total population of the country remained more or less the samebetween 1971 and

1981 and decreased between 1981 and 1991.
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Table-4.1

Life time Migrants in the Total Population, b)} 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 304 189 425 © 335 201 186
1981 307 180 44.2 33.2 194 486
1991 27.4 148 410 315 164 484

RURAL 1971 28.2 141 431 30.2 . 134 48.9
1981 28.4 126 449 30.0 122 495
1991 257 100 424 29.0 9.6 505

URBAN 19714 39.3 375 13 438 414 g7

' 1981 38.3 350 42.0 414 373 46 2

1991 322 276 373 71 315 436

Note:-

1- T/IR/U Migrants inciudes 'unclassifiable’.

2- The term 'migrants’ refers only to inmigrants, unless mentioned otherwise, since the census glves data only on inmigrants
3- The table Is derived from Migration Table, of each state series. Table D-1 0f1971, 1981 and 1991 have been used.

Table-4.2

- Life time Migrants in the Total Population, by Sex and Residence
india and North-West India 1971-91
{Place of Last residence & Place of Enumeration)
% Lifetime Migrants INDIA

% Lifetime Migrants N Windia

Type of Year P M F P M F
Residence ) ) .
TOTAL 1971 30.6 190 351 241 208 494
1981 312 . 182 452 33.9 198 4986
1991 277 148 416 318 166 49.0
RURAL 1971 203 110 A3 4 EOR]! [ Aty 5
1981 289 126 % 208 127 Y7
1991 261 102 430 295 99 512
URBAN 1971 40.0 381 421 449 421 482
1981 38.8 353 VX 418 77 AR
1991 323 277 375 371 5 37
Note:-

1- T/R/U Migrants includes 'unclassifiable’.

2- The term 'migrants’ refers only to inmigrants, unless mentioned otherwise, since the census gives data only on
inmigrants. '

3. The tabie is derived from Migration Tabled, of each state series. Table D-1 0f1971, 1981 and 1991 have been used.
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In the Region under study, l‘ol]()Wiﬂg the above criteria, the total lifctime migrants
numbered about 19 million people in the census of 1971. They accounted for 33.5 %
of the population in the Region and 11.42 % of the migrant population of the country
(an increase of 18% )3 In 1981, the corresponding figure was 24.69 million mi-
grants, constituting 33.15 % of the population of the Region and 12,13 % 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 1981

It decreased somewhat between 1981 and 1991.

However, the proportion of lifeime migrants in the total population has always been
more for the Region than for the cdunlry. This is especially true for urban male
migrants and urban and rural female migrants. The decrease in the proportion of the
lifctime migrants for the country has been more sharp than iChas been in the Region.
The Region experienced an absolute increase in the lifetime migrants by more than 6
million people in the last decade alone. As one would expect, the proportion of
female migrants in the Region ts more lhaﬁ the male migrants. The difference 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%)in1991. Between 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®. A comparison of Tablc
4.1 and Table 4.2 shows a similar pattern. The proportion of migrants by this criteria
is only marginally morce than that by place of Birth concept. This would indicate that
in the country, and in the Region, there is not very significant return to birth place, for
which Table -2 was tabulated. Their share in the total population of the Region and
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 ®. The increase has been more among migrants to urban areas and
among female migrants. In fact, the maximum increase is noticed among females
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 rura;

arcas (-2.8% in Table 4.1 and =3.5% in Table 4.2 in the Appendix ).

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 INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE
DISTRICT DISTRICT
TOTAL 1971 335 291 183 60 68 42
1981 332 302 155 70 78 28
1991 315 297 71 8.0 15
RURAL 1971 30.2 27.8 186 54 37 23
1981 30.0 28.4 180 8.5 3.8 15
1991 29.0 28.0 178 6.8 3.9 08
URBAN 1971 43.8 333 8.8 78 16.8 04
1981 414 351 9.0 83 179 61
1991 371 33.6 8.0 81 175 32
Note:-
1-Unciassifiable ‘migeanta are included In Totat Migrants,
2-The term ‘Migrant' refers to inmigrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census gives data for in
migrants only.
3-Derived from census series for cach state/U.T.. Data used has been taken from the Migration Tabies, Table D-1 of
1971, 1981 and 1991.
4-Streams of migration refer to migration distance, and have heen 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 Residence and Place of Enumcration)

TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE
DISTRICT DISTRICT
TOTAL 1971 34.1 30.8 17.3 6.4 7.2 29
1981 33.9 31.7 16.6 7.3 7.8 2.1
1991 31.8 30.4 16.2 : 7.2 8.0 1.3
Note:-

1-Unciassifiablo migrants are included in Total Migrants,

2-The term ‘Migrant’ refers to inmigrants only, untess specified otherwise, since the census gives data for inmigrants
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 heen expiained 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 . 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-district mi-
grants have decreased, and an increase is noticed among inter district and inter state

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. Itincreased
slightly over 1981. The reason for this, however, is not very clear. Here too, the inter

district and inter state migrants have increased at the cost of the intra district mi-

grants.

While among rural migrants, the proportion of migrants decreases with an increase
in the distance from the intra-district to the inter-state stream, the opposite is true for
migrants to urban destinations.  Urban migration is largely a result of inter state
movement, while rural migration results from intra-state movement. Intra-state move-

ment shows a decrease.

~ Table 4.4 shows the streamwise distribution of lifetime 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 inter-
nal migrants is noticed as distance increases from the intra-district to the inter-state

strcams. Immigrants also show a decrease , though it i§ not as sharp as was ohscrved

in the Table 4.3,

A comparison of the Tables 4.3 and 4.4 reveals clearly that though the strcamwisc
breakup of internal migrants reports a larger value by the Place of Fast Residence
concept, the difference is not as sharp as compared to that in Table 4.3. Thus, the
proportion of return migrants znﬁong 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. However, both have decrcased 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 duc to the partition of India ®.

The least migration is observed in the inter-district stream in the Region.

b) Internal Migrants:

Table 4.5 shows the stream wise breakup of the 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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Tabled4.5

Distribution of Lifetime Migrants by Residence Streams,
North - West India 1971-91

figures for each State were added to give the Total

5-All Streams subtotal is in millions. It is the deominator for the subtotals for all other streams .

for the region.
4-Streams of migraion have been discussed in Chap'er 1, pp.10-11.

6-Residence streams are: R-R= rura! -rural; R- U= |ural-urban; U-R= urban -rural and U-U= urban -urban.
7-Sex Ratio = male migrants per 1000 female mig:ants.
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1971 1981 1991
TYPE OF P M F SEX P M F SEX P M F SEX
RESIDENCE RATIO RATIO RATIO
AlLSTEAMS
R-R 676 46.3 76.0 242 62.0 40.0 70.8 225 €01 351 68.9 180
R.U 155 28.8 103 1106 184 328 1286 1036 186 361 137 928
U-R 54 61 51 a77 58 57 58 403 54 93 685 342
u-u 116 19.0 806 873 140 216 10 782 143 234 119 693
Sub-total 165 47 118 397 225 6.4 161 399 283 74 210 352
(inmillions})
INTRADISTRICT
R-R 83.1 68.8 86.9 215 791 62.2 836 197 788 59.0 833 160
R-U 9.6 201 6.8 806 13 23.2 81 7% 121 26.9 87 697
U-R 4.3 58 39 404 48 57 45 332 486 53 4.4 77
U 3.0 53 24 603 4.8 9.0 37 835 46 87 38 545

Sub-total 56.1 422 616 272 512 378 56.6 285 49.2 24.9 543 228
INTERDISTRICT
R-R 62.2 421 69.9 233 59.9 407 66.8 218 58.2 347 64.9 153
R-U 156 26.9 12 927 169 287 127 805 180 220 12 687
U-R 71 8.0 6.8 453 72 75 7 374 68 87 63 283
U-u 151 23.0 121 736 159 231 134 814 70 258 148 o
Sub-total 20.6 20.2 20.8 386 23.2 214 239 357 237 203 249 287
INTERSTATE
RR 35.0 231 44.9 435 29.7 182 385 A7 277 1598 ¥ 255
R-U 29.6 391 213 1A 33.9 A3 8 255 14234 245 a1/ N 12/4
U-R 68 56 74 637 58 a7 8.8 581 5.9 47 68 525
u-u 29.0 322 26.3 1033 30.6 324 29.2 930 319 33.8 304 eay
Sub-total 23.3 375 176 845 2586 410 195 838 27.0 44 8 207 762
Note:

1-Unctassitiable migrants are excluded,

2-'Migrant' refers to inmigrants, since census glives data oniy on in migrants.

3-Derived from Migration tables,of each State series for component units, from table D-1 of 1871, 1981 and 1991. Ther



(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 (o be found in the rurai -
urban stream. The proporton of male migrants in the urban to urban stream also
increased with distance. Between 1971 and 1991, the rural-urban and arban-raral
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 categorics, the majority
of the 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, urban-urban movement gains in importance with an increase in
distance.

Thus, while males dominate the urbanward movement , females predominate 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 Iimployment, whilce

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 1000 female migrants. In the inter-state
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Table-4.6(a)

Sex Ratio among Lifetime Migrants in North-West India 1971-91
(Place of birth and Place of emuneration)

TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE
DISTRICT DISTRICT

TOTAL 1971 505 398 272 386 858 1226
1981 454 399 265 Y ‘838 - 1242
1991 379 352 226 287 762 ' 1183

RURAL 1971 303 256 223 252 464 1317
1981 270 238 204 233 442 1366
1991 . 209 192 166 165 382 1316

URBAN 1971 1049 1014 753 828 1305 1165
1981 851 918 717 708 1166 1167
1991 841 819 852 593 1047 1115

Note;: )

1-Unclassifiable migrants are included in Total Migrants,

2-The term 'Migrant’ refers to inmigrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census gives data for in mI
‘grants 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-Sex 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 WestIndia 1971-81
{Place of last residence and Place of enumeration)
TYPE OF YEAR TOTAL INTERNAL INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS
RESIDENCE MIGRANTS MIGRANTS INTRA INTER STATE
DISTRICT DISTRICT
TOTAL 1971 art 418 292 409 870 1278
1981 447 an 288 369 838 1317
1991 379 357 236 294 762 1230
Note:- . '

1:Unclassifiable migrants are included In Total Migrants,

2-The term 'Migrant’ refers to in migrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the census prints data for in
migrants only.
3.Derlved from Migration Tables, of each State series, from table D-2, for 1971, 1981 and 1991, The flgures for each
State were added to give Region total, Then Sex ratio was computed.
4-Same as in table 4.6 (a)
5-Same as in table 4.6 (a).
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stream, the sex ratio” is about 869 males per 1000 female migrants. Thus, as the
distance of migration increases from the intra-district to the inter-state stream, there
are more male migrants as compared to the female migrants. Between 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 Table 4.6. In all
residence categories, the highest sex ratio is in the rural-urban stream. Although it is
positive and favours 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 streamis, 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 of the sex ratio between 1971 and 1991.

PATTERNS OF MIGRATION : STATE

Compared to the average for the Region, the migration rates are found to be higher in
Delhi (50% ) and iﬁ Punjab (36% ) in 1971. Rajasthan had just 30% migrants in '{ls
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
increcase in the proportion of its lifetime migrants, as a result of an incrcase in the
female migrants to urban areas '°. See Table 4.8.

(i) Male and Female Migrants:

Among male migrants also, Dethi (50%) , Punjab (24%) and Himachal Pradesh

account for a higher sharc of migrants, even more than the Regional average.
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Table4.7

Lifetime Migrants in the Total Population, by Sex and residence.

North West India 1971-91

1971 1981 1531

TYPE OF STATE P M F SEX P M F SEX 4 M F SEX

RESIDENCE AUT. RATIO RATIO RATIO

TOTAL Haryana . 326 185 48.9 438 320 173 49.0 405 30 138 510 nl
HimachalP, 332 195 474 430 355 206 509 416 45 185 509 373
Punjab 363 243 503 558 349 27 499 498 342 185 5 402
Rajasthan 298 136 475 5 298 135 478 308 281 108 41 254
Dalhi 449 497 501 1240 476 472 483 402 396 409 e

RURAL. Haryana 28.2 130 478 312 28.0 W07 477 55 20 n §0.2 163
Himachal P. 311 159 456 350 37 173 152 349 323 149 &0 299
Punjab 328 178 50.0 M 4 159 §0.3 358 368 129 832 27
Rajasthan 281 07 482 286 29 a1 408 29 T 8 498 166
Deth) 376 24.4 536 552 36.2 23.3 821 &1 431 385 813 882

URBAN Haryana 48.6 44.2 53.9 %51 464 40.4 835 880 433 346 533 746
HimachalP. 612 62.2 69.8 1389 574 558 59.4 3t 575 544 612 169
Punjab 479 450 512 107 423 36.8 487 874 40.0 N7 498 736
Rajasthabn 329 24 39.5 783 323 267 39.8 735 297 219 384 649
Dethi 513 52.3 496 1327 487 492 480 1268 399 398 398 1208

Note:-

" 4- 'Unclassifiable’ migrants included in the T/M/F and P/M/F,
2-

w
.

4.
5.

The term 'migrant’ refers to inmigrants only, unless specified otherwise, since the Census
migrants.

glves data for in-

The table has been computed using data from census series for each state/l).T.0ata used has been taken from

Migration Tables, Table D-1 of 1971,1981 and 1991,
Sex Ratio has been computed as male migrants per 1000 female migrants.
Total Population has been taken from the PCA for therespective year.

86



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 1981,
however, the order changed to Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Haryana. Delhi and
Rajasthan. In 1991, the order of the states reporting the highest proportion of migrants
was Punjab (52%), Himachal Pradesh and Haryana (51% each), Rajasthan (47%)
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 change in the
proportion of lifetime migrants among male migrants, female migrants vary among

states between 1971 and 1991.

(i) 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 avcrage, 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 38% to 43%,

while the other states do not show much of a variation.

Urban Migrants:
Among urban migrants, the order of the states with migration rates above the Regional
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 of lifetime
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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 been 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% 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) among the migrants is positive for 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 of 315 male migrants per 1000 female
migrants in 1971, which decrcased 10 254 in 1991, All states experienced a decline
in the sex ratio, indicating an increase in female migration to the states, 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 FHaryana
between 1971-1991. Delhi experienced an increase in the value of the sex ratio because

of increased male and female migration to rural Delhi.

Urban areas of Delhi and Himachal Pradesh showed male selective migration with

very high sex ratios. Punjab, which had a positive ratio of 1027 in 1971 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.

¢) 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 between 1971 and 1991,

As expected, internal migrants account for a higher proportion of lifetime 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, between 1971 and 1991, all the three states 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. Three fourths of the migrants in Himachal Pradesh.
two fifths 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 32%

migration, 'The other stutes accounted for a little more thin one tenth of the nrigration.
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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 INTRA STATE INTER IMMIGRANTS
MIGRANTS  MIGRANTS STATE
INTRA INTER
INSTRICT DISTRICT
HARYANA 1971 326 270 132 54 85 54
1581 320 285 108 86 91 35
1991 310 289 98 97 84 20
HIMACHAL LA 33.2 318 237 42 38 13
PRADESH 1981 355 342 249 52 41 13
1991 345 338 23.9 54 43 0.9
PUNJAB 157 363 283 158 82 43 79
1981 34.9 20.6 155 9.0 51 52
1891 342 314 163 96 55 27
RAJASTHAN 1971 290.8 287 1 6.2 33 10
1981 298 29.0 185 70 36 07
1991 281 a5 176 66 33 04
DELHI 197 49.9 36.8 16 - 382: 125
1681 478 40.0 24 - 376 175
1001 40.2 %.1 038 o 353 40
No"ze'-' o

- ‘Unclassifiable’ migrants are included in the T/M/F and P/M/F.
2 The term ‘migrant’ refers to inmigrants only, uniless specified otherwise, since the Census gives data for Inmlgrants only.

3. The table has beson 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 of the 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
vary much. ‘There was no change in inter-district migration in Rajasthan alone. While
intra-state movement was dominated by rural to rural migration,the intensity of this
decrcased between 1971 and 1991, Rural to urban migration, howcvef, registered an
increase. In Delhi, the increase was in urban to rural migration, especially among
males. Movement across'state boundaries to Delhi was largely a result of an increase
iﬁ rural to urban migration. In the other four states, inter-state migration showed an
increase in the urban toyurban 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 4.10. However, the sex ratio decreased between
1971 and 1991. Delhi has the highest sex ratio (1168) while in Rajasthan it was just
254 in 1991, BelWCCl;l 1971 and 1991, there has been a reduction in the sex ratio
which is most sharp m the case of Punjab and Haryana. Immigrant sex ratios arc
high. Himachai Pradé:sh 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 attexﬁpt is made to measure the magnitude of spatial concentration

of the lifetime migrant population, both at the state level and at the district level. The

index of concentration computed shows the share of o distiret in the total lifetime
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“wwble-4.9
Distribution of Internal Migrants by Distance and Residence Streams
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI -1991

HARYANA .~ HIMACHALPRADESH PUNJAB RAJASTHAN DELHI
TYPEOF P M F P M F P M F P M F P M F
- STRM. -
ALL STREAMS . ' . .
~ R-R 62.2 333 704 . 794 611 858 60.0 416 666 709 477 . %7 89 76 103
" “R-U 184 38.0 129 87 176 55 176 295 133 140 292 102 50.3 546 452
U-R 54 53 55 6.6 13 .49 67 65 6.7 53 55 53 © 29 286 33
u-u 139 235 112 54 00 . 37 158 25 - 134 938 176 78 379 352 411
.SUB-TOTAL 438 10 37 17 05 : 13 64 17 47 121 24 97 34 18 16
({In Millions) . ——
INTRA DISTRICT .
R-R 748 422 N7 90.3 76 934 732 5.5 780 806 614 844 336 194 410
R-U 168 436 i 56 138 36 " 143 26.0 108 13 266 82 79 64 87
U-R 40 46 38 3.0 58 23 51 48 51 43 46 42 471 60.3 404
~uU-u 45 9.6 34 1 . 28 07 74 126 6.0 38 73 31 113 139 - 9.9
- SUB TOTAL 33.9 270 358 m 530 775 519 440 548 63.9 542 66.3 22 14 3.2
INTER DISTRICT : . R o
R-R 67.9 34.0 734 60.7 459 706 524 357 579 567 323 64.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
R-U 157 38.0 17 186 279 124 188 29.9 51 188 342 142 . 0.0 0.0 0.0
U-R 52 50 52 11 19 89 74 68 76 6.9 6.3 Al 0.0 0.0 0.0
u-uU 17 23.0 97 106 143 8.2 214 276 194 176 271 148 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUB TOTAL 337 232 36.6 16.0 245 130 . 305 - 286 312 240 279 231 0.0 0.0 0.0
INTERSTATE . : )
R-R 438 281 518 420 38.6 449 341 236 414 431 " 301 556 8.3 75 93
R-U 230 349 169 © 135 153 . 119 51 347 185 187 29.2 143 513 553 46.4
U-R 273 58 8.0 222 238 208 102 8.8 m 78 6.9 82 19 17 21
u-u 26.0 312 233 223 224 223 30.6 329 29.0 254 338 220 385 355 422
.SUB TOTAL 324 497 215 129 25 95 176 273 1“1 120 179 106 978 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 Ratlo among the lifetime migrants North West India 19871.81
(Place of birth and Place of enumeration)

STATE EAR TOTAL INTERN TR
MIGRANTS  MIGRANTS STATE
INTRA INTER
DISTRICT DISTRICT
HARYANA 1971 542 356 264 245 645 1%
1981 405 348 267 247 593 1
1991 313 282 2130 12 509 1008
HIMACHAL 1971 439 397 74 893 1013 2189
PRADESH 1969 416 384 272 748 905 ‘2414
1991 373 353 242 863 834 2023
PUNJAB 1971 677 430 331 466 853 1294
1981 496 409 315 393 843 1299
1991 402 356 236 327 691 1272
RAJASTHAN 1971 332 296 246 353 531 137
1981 308 294 . 236 362 519 1234
11 254 246 1 297 416 1162
DELHI an 1377 1265 505 - 1308 467
1.1 on 1219 802 - 1283 1%
191 167 1168 516 - 190 1163

Note:-
1- ‘'Unclassifiable’ migrants are included In the T/M/F and P/M/F,

2. The term 'migrant’' refers to inmigrants only, unless specified otherwise, slnce the Census collects data for
inmigrants only.

The table has been computed using data from census series for each State/U.T. ‘Data used has been taken

fromMigration Tables, ; Table D-1of 1971, 1981, 1891,

4. Sex Ratio is defined as Male Migrants per 1000 Female Migrants,

<
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migrant population ol 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 40% of the total lifetime migrant

popudation of the Region. The states of Punjab and Haryana and the union territory of

Delhi had 27%., 17% and 11% concentration of total lifetime migrant population

respectively. Himachal Pradesh had the lowest concentration of 6%.

During 1981, Rajasthan had a high concentration of 41% of the lifetime migrant
population. Punjab, Haryana and Delhi, each, had a concentration of 24%, 17% and
12% of the lifetime migrant population respectively. Himachal Pradesh, once again.

showed the lowest concentration of 6%.

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. _Howevér, 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 inthe case of Punjab. Rajasthan shows the highest migrant concentration
but it has the lowest share of migrants in its total population. Between 1971 and

1991 this has further decrensed.

94



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
STATE P M F P M F P M F
AUT

HARYANA

TO}TAL 172 184 176 168 187 172 170 148 178
RURAL 184 188 182 175 168 178 175 141 181
URBAN 148 140 162 183 148 168 163 162 172
HIMACHAL PRADESH

TOTAL 6.0 57 6.2 6.2 59 6.3 6.0 59 6.0
RURAL . 78 85 74 8.3 101 - 78. 79 1086 74
URBAN 25 2.9 21 22 24 2.0 24 27 21
PUNJAB .
TOTAL 259 21 244 237 255 229 231 24.1 228
RURAL 25.8 323 238 242 30.0 226 23.6 29.3 25
URBAN 26.0 259 26.2 229 219 238 223 207 23.6
RAJASTHAN , :

TOTAL 403 303 450 413 3186 457 413 30.5 454
RURAL 47.0 38.6 496 490 | 414 510 48.9 40.2 507
URBAN 253 218 28.8 pig) 235 304 277 239 30.8
DELHI

TJOTAL 107 185 70 120 214 79 126 24.7 80
RURAL 12 18 10 10 17 0.8 21 58 14
URBAN 36 354 rigrd 32.6 374 281 314 375 261
NOTE:-

1- ‘Unclassifiable’ Migrants are {ncluded in T/R/U and UMF

2- The table has been computed using data from each State Series Migration Table, table D-1 of 1971 and

. D-1 of 1981 and 1881

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%), Haryana (14.8%) and Himachal
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.()%)'. Thus, while Delhi shows a male
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 Rajasthan
(48.9%), followed by Punjab (23.6%), Haryana (27.5%) Himachal Pradesh (7.9%)
and Delhi (2.1%) in 1991. Between 1971 and 1991, there has not been much change

in this pattern, except to show a reduction in it in Punjab, especially among males,

and also in Haryana.

Among migrants o urban destinations, Delhi (31.4%) shows the highest concentration,
followed by Rajasthan (27.7%), Punjab (22.3%), Haryana (16.3%) and Himachal
Pradesh (2.4%) in 1991 .Between 1971 and 1991, the migrant concentration has shown
a decrease only in Punjab.

Thus, Rajasthan shows the maximum concentration of migrants and a subsequent
increase init. The union territory of Délhi also shows an increase in the concentration
of urban migrants between 1971 and 1991, Punjab, however, shows a decrease in
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this concentration.

b) District Level Patterns:

In 1971, Map 1(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 of the Region constitute a very small proportion of the Region’s
migrant population. About 50% 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 lHaryana, cach 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 Dethi, Hisar, Firozpur,
Jaipur, Karnal, Ganganagar, Amritsar, Ludhiana, Jalandhar had a high concentration
ol migrants (over 3% of the migrants in the Region in 1971). "The districts in Himachal
prdesh and the arid and semi-arid areas of Rajasthn had medium to loe concentration

of migrants in 1971, Dclhi had the maximum concentrtion.

In 1981, Mapl(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 of the 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 Region.
These lie mostly in and around Delhi, in Punjab and Haryana and Rajasthan. 16
districts accounted for another 25% of the migrants in the Regionin 1981. The districts

in Punjab and in Haryna which had medium to high concentratioh in 1971 show a
’ deercase in the same in1981. The districts of Jodhpur, sikar, pali in Rajasthan show

higher value of concentration in 1981 as compared to 1971,
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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 Delhi, in Haryana and also in Punjab. Districts in
Rajasthan around Jaipur also show an increase in concentration between 1971 to
1991. About 50% of the migrants were lound concentrated in 18 districts of the
Region, including Delhi, and districts in Punjab, Haryana and Rajasthan. 18 othcr
districts, mostly in Rajasthan, had 25% of the concentration of the Region’s lifetime
migrants. Pali in Rajasthan and Faridkot in Punjab 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 (21 in all)
had higher concentration of more than 2% of the migrants, in 1991, only 10 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 mig.rant core in the Region, attracting the
largest number of migrants. This was followed 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

areas'! . 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 of Punjab. Since 1921, since the development
of the Gang Canal,'? the population has incrrased termedously. Jaipur is the capital
of Rajsthan 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
{rom partition, most of whom settled into agriculture or moved to other occupations
in the urban areas. '* 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. ' 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 and 1991, while there was not much change in the proportion
of migrants between 1971 and 1981. The Region always had a higher share of
migration than the country, by both place of birth and place of last 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 3:1 and 2:1 respectively).

Therc is not very significant return migration to the Region. Internal migrants account
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for a much larger share of population than immigrants. The formerAhas increased at
each census, while immigrants show a sharp decrease, almost halving each decade.
Inter-state migration in the Region is increasing, while intra-district movement shows
adecrease. 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 sclective 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 extremely low sex ratio. All the states 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 three census
points and TTimachal Pradesh, had the least. In fact, 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 Himachal Pradesh and the
arid and semi-arid belt of Rajasthan 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 arca nceds to be examined.
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NOTES AND REFERENCES

Discussed in Chapter 1,pp. 9.

Discussed in Chapter |,pp.10.

See Appendix 4, table 1 for Decacal change in lifetime migrants by place of
birth and place of cnumeration.

Discussed in Chapter 1,pp.9-10. This gives the extent of return migration and
was tabulated to enumcrate those who spent a major part of their life away from
theirbirthplace and returned to it after retirement.

Result derived from Table D-tand D-2 for 1971, 1981 and 1991 from Migra
tion tables, of each State series. The figure of lifetime migrants of each state
was added to get the total for the Region.

Table 4.1 and Table 4.2 in the Appendix.

Census of India, Census monograph No. 2, Internal Migrationinindia 1961-81:
Ananalysis,S.K. Sinha, pg.15 .

Census of India, 1951, Vol VIl op. cit. pg 85.

Sex ratio is defined as male migrants per 1000 females migrants.

Sce Appendix 4.4 for the Himachal Pradesh.

Table 4.9 in the text.

Rajasthan District Gazatteer for Ganganagar, 1972, pp.61-62.

Punjab District Gazatteers for Ludhiana, Jalandhar, pp19 and pp.26.

Rajasthan District Gazatteer for Udatpur, 1979, pp. 163.
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CHAPTER FIVE
ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE MIGRAN'TS

InIndia female migration has been largely aresult of Marriage, while male migration
is the true indicator of migration for cconomic reasons. The data analyscd in chapter
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 chapler examines the activity pattern of the lifetime migrants, internal
migrants and immigrants, at destination, in order to find out how many of them work
and what kind of work they do. At the district level the analysis is restricted to 1991
only. An attempt has been made to find out migrant worker concentration as well as
migrant work participation in Agricultural and Non- Agricultural activities. Houschold
industry is small scale industry, akin to rural based industry. A large number of districts
of Punjab, Haryana and Rajasthan had this as a well developed sector. Hence, thisis
dealt with separately. ' The analysis is restricted to total lifctime migrant workers %at
the district level. In 1991, the Census classifies migrant Workers into Cultivators
Agricultural Workers, THouschold Industry Workers and Othier Workers. f-or this Study
the first two Categories have been clubbed as Agricultural Workers.

I. MIGRANT WORK PARTICIPATION

~(a) REGION:

In 1991, out of a total of 33.4 million workers in North-West India, only 8.5 million

were migrants(25.6 % of the total workers). This proportion was 22% among male
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workers and 37% among {females. Among rural workers it was 19% and 44% among
the urban workers.>Thus, a larger share of the female migrants, especially in the
urban destinations, were enumerated as workers,

TABLLE 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 38.3%). Malc
migrant population is higher than that of the total population of males ity the total

Tables.1

Work participation rates of the Total population and of the Migrant Population,

North-West India-1991.

Typeof Total Population Migrants
Residence P M F P M F
Total 35.0 49.7 18.6 28.1 65.7 13.9
Rural 37.4 49.8 23.6 24.0 61.3 16.1
Urban 29.8 49.4 7.0 35.6 068.8 7.7
Note:

1. Work participation rate has been computed as total workers (migrant workers) per 100 total population
(lifetime migrants).

2. Source: derived from data from Paper 3 of 1991 on workers and their distribution. Migrant workers are
from table D-11 of the Migration Tables of 1991, from cach state series. Region totals have been empoted
by adding the totals for cach state.

L

population. However, more females, in the total population, are engaged in economic
activity as compared to migrant females. Between rural and urban arcas, migrants to
rural destinations show a lower participation as compared to the rural population.
Migrants o urban destinations show a higher participation in cconomic activitics
than the urban population.

Thus, while the economic participation of the total population in the Region is more

than that of the migrant population, males migrating to rural and urban arcas contribute
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much more to the economic 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

the Region. Fhey accounted for 28.2% of the Hifetime migrants *in North-West Indi

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 F Sex
Population Residence Ratio Ratio
a.) Total TOTAL 28.2 695 87 3767 281 65.7 139 75
RURAL 234 682 96. 21 240 613 B 808
URBAN 388 709 56 13123 356 688 77 7513
b) Internal TOTAL 259 662 89 310 275 850 "1 1655
Migrants RURAL 218 653 98 1823 235 &1 162 737
URBAN 363 67.3 54 12483 350 685 77 7295
¢) Immigrants TOTAL 507 856 51 1280 438 742 70 12842
RURAL 506 865 30 18436 458 779 56 124
URBAN 507 3% 67 10765 21 727 77 7S
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- In 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 female migrant worker,

the number of migrant workers in the Region increased to 8.5 million 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 i1, 1V, V(b), VI, VI1, V1|
and 1X of the Industrial Classification of workers in 1991. About 43% were cngaged

as Agricultural workers inthe Regionin 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% -

in 1971,
(i) Male - Female Migrant Workers:
Male workers:

Among male migrants in the Region, in 1971, 4.3 million were enumerated as workers,
constituting 09.5% of the male migrant population in the Region. In 1991, then
numbcr rosc to 5.5 million, resulting in an increase of 28% in two decades, Male
migrant workers accounted for 65.7% of the male migrants in 1991. Tablc 5.1 inthe
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% of the migrant femalces in the Region. In 1991 their number rose to 3.1 milhion.
Thus female migrant workers almost doubled in two decades. They accounted for
14% of the migrants in the Region.

Thus, male imigrant workers outnumbered the females by about two times. Whilz
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 Other

Workers.
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(1) Rural-Urban Migrant Workers:

Rural Workers:

The 1971 census reported 3.1 million working migrants in rural destinations.
constituting 23% of the rural working population. In 1991, 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 of 51.6% over the two decades and by 1% only,
in the proportion of the rural migrant workers. Most of the increase among the working
‘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.

Urban Workers :

Among urban migrants, thc 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 increasced to 3.8 million inthe 1991 census, an absolute increase of 65% 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

1971 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 232 68.6 35 226 653 93
RURAL 187 68.3 33 177 63.6 103
URBAN 36.0 69.0 44 32.0 66.3 6.4
HIMACHAL P.
TOTAL 423 706 295 375 63.6 27.2
RURAL 422 715 312 372 637 287
URBAN 43.0 67.8 87 39.6 635 137
PUNJAB
TOTAL 265 704 17 20.8 633 37
RURAL 212 69.4 u 151 599 29
URBAN 381 716 38 315 66.7 56
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 248 5.1 13 231 609 197
RURAL 233 66.2 128 278 598 224
URBAN 309 63.0 56 291 621 75
DELHI
TOTAL 452 757 76 450 753 9.8
RURAL 26.6 63.1 6.8 36.6 709 74
URBAN 46.8 76.3 77 46.0 759 101
Note:-

1- In 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table D-V, Migration Tables,
Part 1I- D (ii) of each State series.

2- In 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.
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1 b) Internal Migrant Workers :

Among internal migrants in the Region, in 1971. work participation was 30.1%.
‘There were in all 4.7 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 1991. They accounted
for 28% of the internal migrants. ‘This resulted in an absolute increase of 70% over
two decades. Between 1971 and 1991, there was little variation in the distribution

pattern of migrant workers in broad industrial categories.

{¢) 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. In1991] too, 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
scx and by residence strecams.In 1971, out of 17.6 million internal migrants in the
Region(constituting 91% of the lifetime migrants in the Region),only 4.6 million
were enumerated as workers. They constituted one-fourth of the internal migrants of’
the Region and 83% of the economically active migrants found here. In 1991, they
expeﬁenced an increasc of 3.4 million in the internal migrant workers. They, thus,
constituted 94% of the economically active migrants and 27.5% of the internal migrant
population in the region.

Between 1971 and 1991, North-West India experienced an absolute increase of 3.4
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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 Workers:

Male Workers:

In 1991, the census reported about 5.0 million male internal migrants as workers.
they constituted more than three-{ifths of the male internal migrants in the Region
and were engaged largely as Other Workers. This was more in urban 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.

Female Workers:

Among female internal migrants, the 1991 census 3.1 million as being cconomicafly
active. They constituted 14% of the female migrant population and 99% of the working
female migrants in the Region. Most of the female internal migrants were engaged
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 1971 and 1991.

Between 1971 and 1991, the female working migrant population has more than
doubled from 1.1 millionin 1971 to 3.1 million in 1991 (an increase of 182%). 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 female migrant

population is a result of the 73% increase in the migrant females, or whether migrants
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Table-5.4

Internal Migrants Work Participation Rate,

HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI 1971 AND 1931

1971 : 1991
STATE TYPE OF P | 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 3.4 171 62.4 104
URBAN 325 63.5 4.2 31.3 65.5 6.5
HIMACHAL P.
TOTAI 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 8.4 398.3 63.4 13.6
PUNJAB
TOTAL 21.5 63.7 1.8 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 57
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 241 64.5 11.9 27.9 60.4 19.7
RURAL 228 66.3 12.9 27.7 §9.3 22.4
URBAN 30.0 61.4 5.6 28.7 61.7 7.6
DELHI
TOTAL 43.7 73.2 7.1 451 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

Note:-

1-In 1871, data tor migrant workers la darived l[rom table D-V, Migration Tables, Part It- D (i) of «ach Otate sorice.
2- In 1891, data for Migrant Workers Is derived from table D-11 of MigrationTables, Part V(a) of each 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?*

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 malc;s.
The proportions in terms of absolute increase does not suggest a sudden influx of
female migrant workers from other parts of the country. Both, male and female internal
migrants, have increasingly been taking up some economic activity.  While males,
even inrural areas, are moving to sccondary and tertiary activities, the female working

migrants continue to predominate as Agricultural Workers.

(ii) Rural-Urban Migrant Workers:

Rural Migrant Workers:
In the rural internal migrant population, the 1991 census enumerates 4.5 milli;)n
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 increasc in the
rural interal migrant workers, by 2%. The table shows clearly thathis is a result of
incrcase in the female migrant workers to rural areas. Most of them are 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 ércas, between 1971 and
1991.

Urban Migrant Workers:
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 paﬁicipation
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 little 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?
¢) Immigrant Workers:
Immigrants account for a very small share of the migrants in the Region. However, it
is important for the Region, to look at their work participation.’® .
(i) Male-Female Workers:

Male Workers:
Male immigrant’s economically engaged, show a very high proportion of 74% of the
immigrant population (0.5million 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 ] 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 21 40.3 74.3 3.5
URBAN 49.4 87.5 53 38.9 727 55
HIMACHAL P.
TOTAL 67.9 85.8 234 64.6 80.7 31.2
RURAL 77.6 90.3 32.6 72.4 85.8 39.3
URBAN A47.0 72.5 13.3 46.5 66.5 17.9
PUNJAB
TOTAL 51.8 89.4 28 44.4 75.9 3.8
RURAL 51.7 90.5 1.4 46.1 77.5 23
URBAN 6521 88.0 4.4 42,6 74.0 52
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 44.7 76.0 59 45.0 76.6 8.7
RURAL 43.8 723 6.3 49.5 80.9 12.9
URBAN 46.2 82.8 5.2 41.4 73.1 5.4
DELHI
TOTAL 514 86.3 9.5 43.6 70.6 1.1
RURAL 5§0.2 71.6 9.4 48.7 76.1 8.7
URBAN 514 86.4 8.5 43.5 70.6 11.2

Note:-

3- Migrant work participalion = migrant workers per 100 migrant population,

13a

1- In 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table D-V, Migration Tables, Part !l- D (ii) of each State series.
2- In 1991, data for Migrant Workers is derived from table D-11 of MigrationTables, Part V(a) of each State Series



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% of the
working male immigrants were engaged as other workers in 1991, 36% 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 Region
has increased and is largely concentrated as other workers, and 20% 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 for female immigrants. Male work participation as other workers

has increased while a larger share of the 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
decreased by 0.2 million migrants (decrease of 48%). ‘T'his is largely a result of a
dcrease among male immigrant workers to rural areas. Their classification into broad
industrial categories reveals, that migrants in rural arcas 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 workers
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 increased
between 1971 and 1991, among the sexes.Between 1971 and 1991, urban work
participation showed a decrease of 9% while in absolute numbers it was 0.5 million.
Thus, urban immigrants reported a lower work participation than rural immigrants in
1991. However, the decrecase in immigrant workers between 1971 and 1991 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 cngaged largely as Agricultural Workers.

A decrease is noticed among male and female immigrants engaged as Household

Industry Workers,
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) STATE/U.T.

The state differentials in work participation is examined seﬁarately for lifetime
migrants, internal migrants and immigrants.

A)  Total Migrants :

Compared to the average for the Region, the work participation rates arc found to be
higher in case of Delhi (45%), followed by Himachal Pradesh (37.5%) in 1991].
Rajasthan reported a value for 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%
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
casc of Rajasthan. In IHaryana and in Punjab, there has been a decrease in migrants
engaged as Agricultural labourers and a consequesnt increase in the proportion of
other workers between 1971 and 1991, The data would scem to indicate a 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 Haryana, in that order. Rajasthan alone shows an
increase in migrants work parlicipalibn in 1991, from 24.8% to 28.1%. In Delhi,
work participation rates of the migrants have not varicd over this period, and i
continues to be quite high. This is to be expected, considering that the Union Territory
of Dclhi occupics a nodal position on the sub-continent and is the capital of the

country, with a large urban population and a well developed Tertiaty sector.® Table
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(b) STATE/U.T.

The state differentials in work participation is examined scparately for lifctime
migrants, internal migrants and immigrants.

A)  Total Migrants:

Compared to the average for the Region, the work participation rates are found 1o be
higher in case of Delhi (45%), folowed by  Himachal Pradesh (37.5%) in 1991,
Rajasthan reported a value for 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%
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
casc of Rajasthan. In Haryana and in Punjab, there has been a decrease in miprants
engaged as Agricultural labourers and a consequesnt increase in the proportion of
other workers between 1971 and 1991. The data would scem to indicate a 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 participationin
Punjab, Himachal Pradesh and Haryana, in that order. Rajasthan alone shows an
increase in migrants work participatién in 1991, from 24.8% to 28.1%. In Delhi,
work participation rates of the migrants have not varied over this period, and’it
continues to be quite high. This is to be expected, considering that the Union Territory
of Dclhi occupies a nodal position on the sub-continent and is the capital of the

country, with a large urban population and a well developed Tertiaty sector.® Table
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5.3 shows work participation of Internal 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 1971and 1991.
(i) Male and Female Migrants Workers

Male Workers:
Among male migrants, Delhi alone reported a value of work participation much above
the average for the Region in 1991. 75% of the male migrants in Delhi were found to
be workers,”in 1991. Work participation of male migrants in Haryana was close to
the average for the Region in 1991. Rajasthan (61%), Punjab (63%), Himach'a!
Pradesh (64%) report a lower value of migrants engaged in work. Most of the male
migrants in Delhi, as expected, are engaged as Other Workers, (98% in 1991), and
the same is trué for all other units of the Region. Between 1971 and 1991, the increased
migrétion to rural Delhi, noticed in Chapter 4 before, is largely due to increase in
migrant workers engaged as Other Workers. This increase could be aresult of a shift
from urban areas of Delhi to its rural hinterland, as a consequences of increased cost
of living in Delhi, congestion, problem of housing 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 highést participation in economic
activity. Punjab, Himachal Pradesh and Haryana in that order, show a reduction in
male work participation among migréms. However, more than three-fifths of the
male migrants are workers in the component units of the Region in 1991, Male
workers in all states are seen to shift from Agriculture to other sectors.

Female Workers:

In 1991, work participation among the female migrants was lower than the Region
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Himachal Pradesh (27%) and Rajasthan (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 Dclhi in Lixc
same year, 95% and 63% of the female migrants were engaged as other workers.
Between 1971 and 1991, Himachal Pradesh reported a decrease in female 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 of Punjab, in the same period a shift is noted among
. female migrant workers, from other workers to Agricultural workers. Howcever, for
Delhi. there is no variation in this period and more than 95% of the females :;rc
engaged as Other Workers.

Thus, in 1991, Delhi had the highest work participation among male migrants engaged
as Other Workers, while for females, 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 Workers:
Rural Workers

The work participation among rural migrants, in 1991, was highest in Himachal

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%), and Rajasthan (27.8%). Punjab
(15%) preceded by Haryana (17.7%) had work participation rates for rural migrants -
which were less than the average of 24% for the Region.
In the period 1971 and 1991 there is some variation in work participation among
rural migrants in the States. Rural work parliciapaﬁon rates increased in Delhi between
1971 and 1991. The increase was from 26.6% in 1971 to 36.6% in 1991 by 10
points, which is substantial. It was a result of increase in male work participation
among the migrants to Delhi, (an increase from 63% in 1971 to 71% in 1991) though
a slight illqrease 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 declinc 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%‘f0r the Region. It was followed by Himachal 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 Delbi
and in Rajasthan, among urban migrants. However, the work participation rates did

decrease for Punjab, Haryana and Himachal Pradesh respectively. More than one
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third the urban migrants in all the states of the Region were workers and most of
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 arcas by 10%, whilc in Punjab,
they decreased by 6%. The variation in rates for urban migrants was less than for

rural migrants between 1971 and 1991.

B. Internal Migrants Workers:
Table 5.4 shows the work participation of internal migrants for 1971 and 1991, for
the states of North-West India and the Union Territory of Delht, Appendix 5.3 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% of them, 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 werc
engaged as Other Workers, in Himachal Pradesh, they predominated as Agricultural
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
of Delhi (from 43.7% in 1971 to 45.1% in 1991), Rajasthan (24.1% in 1971 10 27.9%

in 1991) and for Haryana (20.5% in 1971 10 21.7% in 1991), the maximum increase
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noticed in case of Rajasthan. I limachal Pradesh 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 1991 and a
consequent increase was noted in Other Workers (57% in 1971 10 60% in 1991). In
the case of Punjab also, a decrease was noted from 39% in 1971 to 32% in 1991
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 Workers:

Male Workers:

The 1991 census enumerates 8.0 million workers among the internal migrants in the
Region. Of these, 5.0 million are male migrant workers. Among the states, the 1991
census reporta the highest work participation in Delhi, for reszons slready stated,
This is followed by Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab and Rajasthan. While three
fourth of the internal migrant males in Dethi work largely as Other Workers, the four
states have three fifth of them as workers engaged in Agriculture in the case of
Himachal Pradesh and Rajasthan and other workers in Punjab and Haryana,

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 Workeﬁrs:

Among female migrants moving within the country, in 1991 Himachal Pradesh has
highest work participation, especially in riad areas and Pungab i the feant d Bnstyina

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 incrca'sc in work participation
among female internal migrants, while Himachal Pradesh reported a decrease in it
between 1971 and 1991, This resulted from a decrease among female migrant work-
ers in rural areas of Himachal Pradesh.
Thus, male and female 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.
(i) Rural-Urban Migrant Workers:

Rural Workers:
Amoung rural internal migrants in 1991, Delhi, Himachal Pradesh and Rle'diil.ll:I'll fiad
work participation rates above the average of 23% for the Region. These were 37%,
37% and 28% respectively. Punjab reported the fowest 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. Deihi 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 rural area has increased substantially from 12,9% in 1971 10 22.4% in 1991,

All the states and Delhi report an increase in Work Participation among female inter-
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nal migrants to rural areas.

Urban Workers:

In 1991, work participation among urban migrants was above the Region average of
35%, for Delhi 46% and Himachal Pradesh 39% . Haryana, Punjab and Rajasthan
have 28.7% to 31% work participation respectively.

Between 1971 and 1991, 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 1991 migrants from urban destination showed much
higher work participation than those to rural destinations. The difference is from 10%
in Detlhi, to less than 1% in Rajasthan. Between 1971 and 1991, Delhi experienced
an increase in both Urban and Rural migrants, because of heavy migration of malc
working migrants engaged as other workers into the Region. All 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.® 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 1991 and 1971, Appendix 5.4 shows the distribution of immigrants in braod

industrial categories.
The average work participation amnong the inmigrants in the Regionin 1991 i5 43 .8%,.

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 of the
Region. The rates reported in 1991 were 64.6%, 45% and 44.4% respectively for the
above three states. Delhi (43.6%) and FHaryana (39%) had tower rates of immigrants
participation in economic activity. Himachal Pradesh had an immigrant population
0f 35,053 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-
tively, while Rajasthan shows a marginal increase by 0.3% in the same period. The
highest proportion of immigrants work participation is to be found in Punjab, fol-
lowed by Delhi and Haryana ™ . THowever, interms of immigrants 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 for reason of employment, Delhi and Haryana also have a large propor-

tion of immigrants moving as dependants.'’. Data on reasons for migration shows a

high proportion moving with the family and for other causes, and seems to support

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 Dethi (70.6%)
had work participation rates lower than that in the Region in 1991, Male immigrants
amounted for a larger share of the immigrants in 1991, and most of them 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.!'" A comparasion of work participation rates for immigrants
males (table 5.5) and internal male migrants ( table 5.4) reveals interesting results.
Immigrant males in the four states had much higher work participation as compared
to male internal migrants. In Defhi 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.'?.

Between 197) and 1991, there is a decrcase 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 Himachal Pradesh in 1991 which had 31% ot its female iimi-
grants 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 / U.T.. In Rajasthan and Delhi, the increase was among female Agricultural
Workers.

Thus , male immigration (oo can be considered as an indicator for cconomic reason
for migration for the Region. The ratio of male : female Immigrant Workers ranges

between 20 : 1 and 3 ¢ 1 for Punjab and Himachal Pradesh respectively in 1991,
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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%.(It 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 Harvana .
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 Workers:
Himachal Pradesh had the highest immigrant work participation in urban arcas (47%)
in 1991, This was tollowed by Delhi (41%), Punjab (43%), Rajasthan (A1%)and
Haryana (39%). However, between 1971 and 1991, there was a decrease in urban
work participation among the immigrants, because of a decrease in male imimigrant
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
asimilar decrease in 1991.
A comparison of work partilcipation rates between rural and urban immigrants re-
veals a higher rate imong rural inmmigrants than arban, in 1991 The difference iy
quite sharp in case of Himachal Pradesh in 1991. However, both show a decrease
between 1971 and 1991, In this period, all states register a shift from Agriculture to

other work in both rural and urban areas.
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MAP 2

NORTH WEST INDIA
CONCENTRATION OF LIFETIME MIGRANT WORKERS - 1991
BOUNDARIES; ... INTERNATIONAL, —uce.m STATE, ~-—-- DISTRICT
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Note : 1. Index of concentration = Lifetime migrant workers in the district per 100 lifethine nigrant worker population in the Region.

2. Chandigarh is excluded,
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Q) 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 fife 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 categorics.

(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% of the migrant workers in the
Region Map 2. Of these, Deihi 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 Himachal Pradesh, with the index values below 0.37%.
Rewari and Mahendragarh in Harayana and Jaisalmer and Dhaulpur in .Rajasthan
showed least concentration of migrant workers.

A comparision of Map 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% 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 are thus
the five districts which are dynamic in terms of migration in the region.

The reasons for Delhi nlll.'ncling the highest share of migrants is primarily due to its
nodal position in the Region ,its importance as the national capital, its being highly
urbanisced, with a well developed tertiary sector, Japiur is capital of Rajasthan with a

well developed tourist industry. Ganganagar changed with the development of the
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Ganga Canal and its surroundings . The district atiracts considerable migration 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,
cmerald, mica, rock phosphate, silica, kayanite as well as copper, iron, lead, zinc and
silver.

In contrast to this , Una, Kinnaur and 1.ahaul and Sipti in Himachal Pradesh and
Jaisalmer in Rajasthan had low migration as well as economic activity rates. Jaisalmer
is a border district, largcely 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
Himalayan belt.

Apart from this, Jullundhar, Patiala, Amritsar.' in Punjab have a high concentration
of migrants but medium to high concentration of migrant workers in 1991. Similarily
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 identify districts with high and low work participation
in the broad industrial categories discussed before.

(i) Work Participation in Agriculture:

This includes the categories of agriculture labourers and cultivators from the Census
Induastrial ¢lassilication. See Map 3(a). Inall 5 districts have extremely hiply work

participation in agriculture in 1991. These are Gurdaspur in Punjab and Nagaur,
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Churu , Tonk and Thalawar in Rajasthan. Most of the distrcts in Rajasthan, Mandi,
Kullu, Hamirpur, Bilaspur; Srimaur in Himachal and Bhiwani in Haryana had work
participation in Agficulture ranging between 59.5% and 79%. Dethi, Faridabad,
Ambala, Ludhiana, Yamunanagar and Rupnagar had the least migrants work par-
ticipation rates in 1991, ranging below 20.5%.

The distrets with a high migrant concentration and migrant worker concantrznion,
have low to medium work participation in Agriculture. Delhi had the maximum mi-
grant concentration but 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 agriculture. High agricultural participation is the main reason for migration
to the marginal district in Rajasthan and Himachal Pradesh.

(i) Work Participation as Other Workers:

The category of Other Workers clubs together those classifications under Census
Industrial classification HI to IX, excluding household industry workers. See 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% tor Dcelhi),
Faridabad (86.3%), 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-
divm work participation as Other Workers. There is a variation in those districts

which have medium to high concentration. Churu Sikar, Jhalawar, Nagaur and Tonk
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report low work participation as Other Workers.

() WORK PARTICIPATION IN HOUSEHOLD INDUSTRY

There is a well developed household industry sector in most of the districts of the
rcgioﬁ. However, recently there has been a shift from this, especially as scen in
lLudhiana, Panipat, Jullundhar, Yamuna Nagar and Sikar attractingmigrants to this
developed sector there, thongh their participation is quite low when compared 1o hat
of the other two categories. About 28 districts have work participation rates ranging
between 1.5% to 2.2%.

6 districts have very fow participation in the Houschold Industry Map 3(¢). Faridabad
near Delhi is highly industralised. Amritsar and Ludhiana also have a well devel-
oped industrial manufacturing and processing sector. Thus they have fow 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 Waorkers 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.
D) SUMMARY

To briefly sun.nnarise the analysis above. ‘The Region has one fourth of its worker
enumerated as migrant workers in 1991. Their proportion is maximum among fe-
male migrants to urban arcas. Work Participation, in the Region, is higher in the total
population rather than among the migrants. Male migrants to rural and urban desti-
nations have a higher participation in cconomic activity as compared to male in the

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 proportion. 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
cnpaged as Other Workers, while the female migrants were engaged largely in agri-
culture.

The work participation rates and patternfor life time migrants and internal miprants
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 for a small sharc of the
migrant workers in the Region.The disparity in male - female work participation is
furtherenhanced among immigrants in Rural and Urban destinations. However, males
indicate a decrease in work participation whife females indicate an increase. Rural-
Urban disparity in work participation is less, though the rates in urban arcas are
lower. A large proportion of the immigrant workers, both male and female, are en-
gaged as Other Workers. Females, mostly in rural areas are engaged.

Among the States / U.'I'., Dellii has had the highest work participation followed by
Himachal Pradesh. In Delhi migrants were engaged as Other Workers while in
Himachal Pradeshit was in Agriculture, especially am()ng females. In Punjab and
Haryana migrant workers indicate a shift from Agriculture to Other Workers, espe-
ciatly among males in rural destinations. Male in all the states indicate a shift from
Agriculture to Other Work, including in Delhi. All the states have had higher work
participation rates for urban areas. Once again, internal migrants and lifetime mi-

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 participation is highest in Himachal Pradésh,lbllowed by Rajasthan
and Punjab, however all states and the Union Territory of Delhi report a decrease in
immigrant work participation. A large proportion of immigrants may be dependants,
and all states have a highly male selective immigration.

Atthe district level the index of concentration shows a high concentration of migrant -
workers in districts of the Region, lying mostly in Rajasthan, Punjab and Haryana.
The districts with extremely high concentration of migrant workers are the same as
those with high migrant concentration. Index values for the low concentration 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 for Delhi, Jaipur, Udaipur, Ganganagar and Ludhiana. Agri-
cultural work participation in Delhiand 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
ceritury, with the average man, woman & child moving frequently & easily over greater
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 dimensidns 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 Regioh experi-
enced a decreaée in migration between 1981 and 1991, by place of birth and last resi-
dence statistics. It was found to be more among males migrating to rural areas/destiﬁa-
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 the least.
Delhi had a positive sex ratio, while in Rajashtan it was extremely low. The sex ratio
pbipts to an increase in family migration & fémale migration. Urban-urban migration
in the region increased over the period of stud§. In case of Delhi, urban-rural migration
increased in the intra-district stream, indicati;lg urban outmigration. This needs to be
probed. Inter-state rural-urban migration inéreasedover 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 Marriagé, followed by
F émily Moved and associational moves, Other Causes and Employment. Males in the
Region migrated mainly for Employment, §vh'ile 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 ﬁuigration.
Delhi had maximum Employment migration, in the inter-state rural-urban s&eém. 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 f;,o a decrease in migration to urban Delhi,
because of decrease in urban-urban movenéent, urban-rural migration has iﬁcreased
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 population. As
expected, work pfarticipation 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



Secondary and Tertiary Sector. In the case of Haryana and Punjab, A definite shift is
noticed from Agriculture to the secondary and Tertiary Sectors, comprising the Other

Workers, Bbetween 1971 and 1991, especially among the internal migrallts.

the union territory of Delhi has the highest concentration of both, migrants and niigrant
workers, during the period of Stﬁdy. Alarge proportioﬁ of the migrants are engaged as
Other Workers 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 aiid also shows a high work participation in Other
Work. Udaipur is a mineral rich district. Ludhiana and Jaipur attract a lot of migrants

engaged in 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 qukers 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 migraiion in the: Region.
" These differences need to be compared with those of the non-migrant population in the
Region, and pbssibly, 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 populatioq of the
Region. Since the migrants in the Region repox;ted 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 thé Region.
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. APPENDIX 1.1
-Migration Questions in Indian Census, 1951-1991
1951 : ’

5. Birth place
1961

4 (a) Birth Place
(b) born R/U
(c) Duration of residence, if born elsewhere
5. Nationality -

- 1971

7. BIRTH PLACE
(a) Place of birth
(b) Rural/Urban
(¢) 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- Samplc poYllon)

I BIRTH PLACE-

(a) Place of birth

(b) Rural (1)/Urban (2)

(¢) District _

(d) State/country

LAST RESIDENCE-

(a) Place of last residence

(b) Rural (1)/ Urban (2)

(¢) District

(d) State/country

3 Reasons for migration from place of last resldence (Code)*
* Employment (1). Education (2), Family moved (3). Marriage (4), Others (5)
4. Duration ofresidence at the village or town of enumeration.

4]




1991

18. Birth place
(a) Place of birth-
(b) Rural (1)/ Urban (2)
(c) District
(d) State/Country

19. Last residence

(a) Place ol last residence

(b) Rural (1)/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) Marriage

(5) Natural calamities like drought; floods etc. (6), Others (7).

!
21. Duration of residence at the village or town of enumeration

Source: Srivastava (1983: 22-27); Census oflndna 1991 (1991 2()")



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 1 2 3 4 5
T T
REGION REGION
TOTAL 100.0 41.7 42 30.11 23 21.2 TOTAL 100.0 21 0.7 143 743 76
RURAL 100.0 31.9 33 305 37 306 - RURAL 100.0 1.5 04 7.9 83.2 7.0
URBAN 100.0 50.2 50 29.8 1.1 13.1 URBAN 10.0A0 42 1.7 347 50.1 93
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 436 38 316 24 18.7 TOTAL 100.0 22 07 13.2 76.8 71
RURAL 100.0 347 35 318 38 26.3 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 7.4 83.43 7.2
URBAN 100.0 526 4.1 315 1.0 10.9 URBAN 100.0 ) 48 ) 1.§ . _3449 52.0 6.6
HIMACHAL PRADESH _ HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 100.0 36.3 3.8 315 1.1 27.4 TOTAL 1000 1.6 07 13.1 74.9 8.6
RURAL 100.0 31.1 2.9 337 13 31.1 RURAL 100.0 13 0.5 10.8 79.0 8.4
URBAN 100.0 55.0 7.1 238 02 13.8 URBAN 100.0 59 36 40.2 389 114
PUNJAB PUNJAB
TOTAL 100.0 34.7 26 315 - 2.6 268 TOTAL 100.0 1.9 0.9 13.8 74.7 8.8
RURAL 100.0 24.8 2.1 335 31 36.6 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.7 9.1 80.9 7.9°
URBAN 100.0 455 3.2 29.3 20 16.2 URBAN 100.0 3.4 1.7 276 559 113
RAJASTHAN . . RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 100.0 40.7 6.3 26.9 34 227 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.5 101 81.1 6.5
RURAL 100.0 344 40 275 46 294 RURAL 100.0 15 03 7.0 850 6.4
URBAN 100.0 50.2 g7 259 1.6 126 URBAN 100.0 .37 16 . 257 61.8 72
DELHI DELHI
TOTAL 100.0 515 3.1 324 04 126 TOTAL 100.0 50 1.7 48.2 340 111
RURAL 1000 - 518 35 306 0.8 14.0 RURAL 100.0 4.4 08 19.4 68.0_ 7.4
URBAN 100.0 51.5 3.1 325 04 126 URBAN 100.0 51 1.8 51.0 30.7 115

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

2. C ries under for

(i} empioyment (i) E'ducati;m {iii) Family Move {lv} Marriage (v) Others.

3. Total internal Migrants taken as 100.0

e



Appendix-3.2

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence
REGION & EACH STATE /U.T. 19891

MALE FEMALE
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
T T :
REGION REGION

TOTAL 1000 370 74 35 298
RURAL 1000 240 63 30 316
URBAN 1000 483 81 3.8 289

0.5 194 TOTAL 100.0 151 04 06 118 800 01 55

. 30.9 RURAL 100.0 09 03 04 58 872
0.2 112 URBAN 100.0 32 07 12 232 593 01

=N

A
=)
©

HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 1000 336 117 32 351 13 04 147
RURAL 1000 26.0 116 34 354 19 07 211
URBAN 1000 384 117 3.0 349 08 03 107

TOTAL 100.0 13 06 06 106 833 01 235
RURAL 100.0 08 05 04 48 902 01 32
URBAN 100.0 29 10 11 284 818 02 4

HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH

TOTAL 1000 295 85 52 307 15 06 240 TOTAL 100.0 16 05 12 113 7986 02 58
RURAL 1000 245 75 38 327 20 07 288 RURAL

. . 100.0 10 04 08 B7 834 02 L=
URBAN 100.0 432 112 92 251 04 03 106 URBAN 100.0 60 11 53 368 428 02 840
PUNJAB

PUNJAB

TOTAL 1000 318 24
RURAL 1000 213 1.2
URBAN 1000 46 34

313 43 06 278 TOTAL 100.0 19 03 06 105
326 57 07 370 RURAL 1000 12 02 04 65
301 29 N4 194 URBAN 100.0 37 05 11 214

797 01 B9
854 01 61
#4272 02 AR

N =
- w0

RAJASTHAN RAJASTHAN

TOTAL 1000 306 82 54 267 35 06 250 TOTAL 100.0

12 04 04 72 849 01 52
RURAL 1000 220 73 36 274 47 09 341 RURAI. 1000 08 03 03 44 886 01V 4G
URBAN 1000 410 92 76 260 20 02 143 URBAN 100.0 28 08 12 200 632 01 62
DELHI DELHt
TOTAL 1000 548 82 20 292 06 01 53 TOTAL 100.0 30 068 08 421 434 01 490
RURAL 1000 441 72 14 386 08 02 77 RURAL 100.0 27 08 06 452 477 01 30°
URBAN 1000 560 83 20 281 05 01 50" URBAN 100.0 30 06 08 4286 427 01t 1

Note:-
1. Derived from table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of each state series, for 1981,
2- Categori2s under reasons for migration:
{i) employment (il} Education (iii} Famity Move {iv) Marriage (v} Others.
3. Total Internal Migrants taken as 100.0

.

]



Appendix-3.3

Distribution of Internal Migrants by Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence Streams, MALE
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI 1981

MALE FEMALE
STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 -5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5
ut Ut
HARYANA RAJASTHAN
INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT.
R-R 100.0 260 39 327 48 326 R-R 1000 202 44 27 1 LY R
R-U 1000 452 63 362 10 13 - 1060 408 165 220 17 120
U-R 100.0 373 3.0 35.4 1.7 227 U-R 100.0 387 40 302 24 247
u-u 100.0 36.9 38 355 16 222 u-u 100.0 426 60 297 23 94
S.T. 100.0 33.1 45 34.1 32 251 S.T. 1000 358 69 268 44 2651
INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT.
R-R 100.0 31.8 6.0 284 58 281 R-R 100.0 409 4.1 251 43 25€
R-U 100.0 51.8 63 305 12 10.2 R-13 100.0 557 10.9 222 14 g8
U-R 100.0 388 28 33.3 239 223 U-R 1000 426 45 263 21 245
u-u 100.0 426 4.5 39.9 0.9 121 U-u 100.0 466 6.8 326 15 124
S.T. 100.0 40.1 54 322 3.2 18.1 S.T. 100.0 46.6 6.7 2586 26 176
INTER STATE INTER STATE
R-R 100.0 44.6 19 322 21 19.1 R-R 100.0 420 22 201 27 220
R-U 100.0 715 2.4 193 07 6.0 R-U 1000 624 54 223 08 58
U-R 100.0 421 1.9 32.0 1.2 228 U-R 100.0 34.4 19 232 13 391
u-u 100.0 48.8 3.0 35.5 09 11.8 u-u 100.0 492 47 298 15 14¢
S.T. 100.0 533 24 29.5 13 136 ST 100.0 47.3 a6 276 18 197
HIMACHAL PRADESH DELHI
INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT.
R-R 100.0 225 2.8 15.7 1.8 325 R-R 100.0 210 40 294 15 240
R-U 100.0 53.0 1.4 19.8 03 158 R-U 100.0 236 39 459 09 257
U-R 100.0 355 32 245 06 36.2 U-R 100.0° 266 33 497 08 197
u-u 100.0 506 4.8 28,3 0.2 1651 y-u 1000 96 13 m7 2 181
S.T. 1000 21.2 a7 17.1 15 0n 81 100 11 14 et 04 14l
INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT.
R-R 100.0 46.0 34 29.6 0.9 20.1 R-R 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 a0 00
R-U 100.0 61.1 10.6 176 0-.1 10.5 R-U 0.0 00 0.0 [49] 00 00
U-R 100.0 46.2 35 226 05 272 U-R Q0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 00
u-u 1000 55.6 53 27.8 0.1 1.1 u-u 00 00 [¢]0] 00 00 00
S.T. 100.0 50.3 50 258 0.6 18.3 S.T 00 00 o0 00 0n 00
INTERSTATE INTER STATE
R-R 100.0 546 15 226 08 205 R-R 100.0 590 35 259 o8 98
R-U 100.0 620 2.7 2286 03 124 R-U 1000 627 32 238 03 100
U-R 100.0 29.0 33 225 0.4 44.9 U-R 1000 470 35 314 04 178
u-u 100.0 418.8 3.9 455 326 111 u-u 1000 49 4 324 227 04 149
S.T. 100.0 443 28 273 72 271 8.T. 1N0.0 R 31 2r 8 04 117
PUNJAB REGION
INTRA DISTT INTRA DISTT.
R-R 100.0 171 21 33.8 39 432 R-R 100.0 255 36 224 47 343
R-U 100.0 391 25 34.1 13 231 R-U 100.0 453 99 280 14 154
U-R 100.0 26.5 17 34.8 20 351 U-R 1000 350 33 219 19 279
u-u 100.0 291 26 324 1.4 238 u-u 100.0 256 31 476 12 201
S.T 100.0 243 2.2 338 2.9 356 S.T 100.0 203 48 211 34 2,4
INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT.
R-R 100.0 207 23 382 32 357 ‘R-R 1000 333 38 302 28 g
R-U 100.0 45.0 42 303 1.0 195 R-U 1000 521 81 258 12 28
U-R 100.0 27.0 27 368 17 318 U-R 1000 ne X 214 19 266
u-v 100.0 378 4.8 a3s 09 226 u-u 100.0 435 57 240 12 156
S.T. 100.0 31.8 35 349 1.9 278 S.T. 100.0 412 54 201 22 211
INTER STATE INTER STATE
R-R 100.0 528 17 244 16 19.4 R-R 100.0 473 21 289 20 187
R-U 1000 694 17 172 05 112 R-U 1000 6846 3 273 05 a9
Uu-R 1000 ana 20 At IR] Y th 1 1600 SO 74 760 1 KRR
u-u 100.0 50.0 36 274 07 186 u-u 100.0 49.4 36 222 13 14 4
S.T. 100.0 55.6 24 238 0.9 17.3 S.T. 100.0 534.0 30 27 4 11 48
Note:-

-

Derived from Table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) for 1981, from each State series.
The categories of reasons are

(HEMPLOYMENT {ii) EDUCATION (i} FAMILY

(V) MARRIAGE {v) OTHERS

g

s
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Appendix-3.4

Distribution of Internal Migrants hy Reasons for Migration, by Sex and Residence Streams, FEMALE
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI 1981

MALE EEMALE

STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5
T ur
HARYANA RAJASTHAN

INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT.
R-R 1000 0.9 0.4 6.1 953 76 R-R 100.0 11 02 59 858 61
R-U 100.0 37 21 325 55.8 60 R-U 1000 31 14 204 €90 81
U-R 100.0 2.8 0.7 14.9 740 76 U-R 100.0 25 0.4 123 776 72
u-u 1000 37 16 333 50.2 11.4 u-u 100.0 27 1.2 207 569 85
S.T. . 1000 1.4 0.6 10.1 88.8 76 8.7 1000 1.4 03 78 843 52

INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT.
R-R 1000 09 04 4.8 87.3 6.5 R-R 1000 18 0.3 6.7 852 50
R-U 100.0 3.7 16 274 61.7 56 R-U 100.0 39 1.4 282 622 63
U-R 100.0 2.9 0.6 131 76.0 75 U-R 100.0 32 13 143 735 77
u-u 1000 4.1 1.8 359 52.2 59 u-y 1000 38 18 W02 LR 74
S.T. 100.0 1.6 0.7 106 80.7 6.4 ST 1000 2.4 0.7 13.2 713 64

INTER STATE INTERSTATE
R-R 100.0 32 0.3 1.5 77.6 7.4 R-R 100.0 26 03 108 780 74
R-U 100.0 7.0 2.0 37.2 48.3 56 R-U 100.0 55 22 318 537 5.8
U-R 100.0 42 0.8 18.5 68.3 82 U-R 100.0 4.1 27 214 599 119
u-u 100.0 52 1.7 336 463 72 u.u .100.0 52 1.9 333 508 B8
S.T. 100.0 4.2 09 21.4 66.3 7.2 S.T. 100.0 36 11 188 €686 8.0
HIMACHAL PRADESH DELHI

INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT.
R-R 100.0 0.7 0.4 8.1 835 73 R-R 1000 09 06 7.7 AN 97
R-U 100.0 58 37 253 538 1.4 R-U 100.0 27 18 338 481 126
U-R 100.0 42 1.5 257 46.9 218 U-R 1000 27 05 294 578 97
u-u 100.0 78 31 43.8 323 129 u-u 100.0 20 11 748 92 130
S.T. 100.0 1.0 0.5 93 811.5 7.8 S.T. 100.0 20 10 630 215 125

INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT.
R-R 1000 27 06 1hn3 723 79 n.n a0 00 00 0o 10 an
R-U 1000 G 84 420 342 117 R4y 00 au 00 ] 0] (0
U-R 1000 75 18 37.4 348 18.5 U-R 00 00 00 00 00 (1Y)
u-u 100.0 8.8 4.2 55.1 225 93 u-u 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 [e3¢]
S.T. 100.0 4.1 1.5 245 60.4 95 S.T. 0.0 0.0 00 . 0.0 00 6o

INTER STATE INTER STATE
R-R 100 0 KXs) 0b 14 [ 15] 09 R-R 100 6 53 [ERt] (L] 62 [
R-U 1000 47 13 426 330 (RN} R-U 1000 o8 17 Ay b A 150
U-R 1000 4.1 23 431 234 271 U-R 1000 46 15 329 510 100
U-u 100.0 43 31 47.2 33.9 115 u-u 1000 52 20 159 33 122
S.T. 100.0 4.0 1.6 325 47.1 149 S.T. 100.0 55 1.8 450 259 108
PUNJAB REGION

INTRA DISTT. INTRA DISTT.

R-R 100.0 07 0.5 7.4 835 7.9 R-R 1000 10 03 G4 258 54
R-U 100.0 3.0 14 247 60.3 10.7 R-U 100.0 3.2 16 237 63.9 76
U-R 100.0 22 1.0 14.0 728 10.1 U-R 100.0 25 0.6 141 741 856
u-u 100.0 30 16 244 533 176 u-u 100.0 27 1.3 374 362 123
S.T. 100.0 1.2 0.7 106 787 8.8 S.T. 100.0 13 0.5 9.7 824 7.2

INTER DISTT. INTER DISTT
R-R 100.0 1.1 0.8 9.0 81.9 7.3 R-R 1000 1.4 0.4 71 845 55
R-U 100.0 3.0 2.1 257 60.1 a1 R-U 100.0 36 18 267 507 72
U-R 100.0 22 Q7 15.4 71.3 10.4 U-R 100.0 31 1.0 156 714 80
U-v 100.0 3.0 1.9 26.5 58.1 10.4 u-u 100.0 37 1.9 304 558 82
S.T. 100.0 1.8 1.2 16.0 737 8.3 S.T. 100.0 21 08 134 765 70

INTER STATE INTER STATE
R-R 100.0 56 06 139 72.4 75 R-R 100.0 35 0.4 122 76 5 74
R-U 100.0 58 15 37.0 46.7 9.0 R-U 100.0 59 1.8 442 392 89
U-R 100.0 47 1.7 235 57.3 127 U-R 100.0 a7 1.9 229 573 126
u-u 1000 41 19 333 488 11.8 u-u 1000 50 19 415 407 108
8T - 100.0 5.1 1.2 24.5 59.6 96 8.T 100.0 a6 13 295 754 92
Note:-

Derived from Table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) for 1981, from each State series.
2. The categories of reasons are
{)EMPLOYMENT (il EDUCATION (iif) FAMILY

{iv) MARRIAGE (v) OTHERS



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 1971-81 221 14.0 25.9 29.9 294 320
1981-91 12.9 3.9 16.8 215 8.4 27.4
1971-91 37.8 18.4 47.0 57.6 36.0 67.7
RURAL 1971-81 155 0.8 205 226 12.0 25.8
1981-91 12.4 0.8 21.8 195 2.8 25.6
1971-91 29.4 3.4 39.0 46.5 8.8 57.9
URBAN 1971-81 412 33.0 50.0 46.2 392 53.6
1981-91 14.8 73 21.8 253 17.5 327
1971-91 70.0 427 82.7 82.2 63.5 1016
Note:-

1- The Table s derived from the Migration Tables, Part V (a} for the respective States/ U.T. from Tablg §=3 10 fa¢ 18%4, 1981, 1904

Appendix-4.2
Decadal Change In Total Lifethme 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 1971-81 238 159 275 299 25.2 321
1981-91 11.8 2.9 15.6 20.3 72 . 26.2
1971-91 38.4 19.4 473 56.3 34.2 66.7
RURAL 1971-81 18.0 45 228 234 120 26.8
1981-91 10.9 0.2 141 18.4 3.5 24.4
1971-91 309 4.2 577 46.1 8.5 57.7
URBAN 1971-81 40.2 321 48.8 44.4 38.3 50.8
1981-91 13.8 65 207 240 16.1 314
1971-91 59.6 40.6 79.7 79.1 60.5 99.0
Note:™-

1.The Table is derived from tha Migration Tables, Part V (2} for the regpective States/ U.T. from Table D-2 for 1971, 1881, 1891



Appendix-4.3

DECADAL CHANGE IN THE TOTAL POPULATION 1971-1991
1971-81

1981-91

P M F P M F
INDIA
TOTAL 214 211 7 217 26.1 26.5 255
RURAL 15.6 15.4 15.8 227 235 218
URBAN 44.5 42.8 48.5 36.8 35.8 380
REGION
TOTAL 30.9 30.4 31.6 28.0 283 278
RURAL 236 2238 245 235 24,0 230
URBAN 54.8 54.3 55.4 39.7 39.0 406
HARAYANA -
TOTAL 28.8 285 28.0 274 27.8 270
RURAL 22.2 217 227 229 237 220
URBAN 59.5 59.8 59.1 434 419 452
HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 237 2238 247 20.8 206 21.0
RURAL 229 221 23.7 19.4 193 19.5
URBAN 34.8 31.3 39.4 37.8 35.1 413
PUNJAB
TOTAL 23.9 23.0 24.9 208 20.6 21.0
RURAL 17.5 16.5 18.7 17.7 175 180
URBAN 44.5 138 45.3 29.0 287 292
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 33.0 324 2860 28 4 291 208
RURAL 27.5 26.7 28.3 255 26.2 247
URBAN 58.7 58.5 58.9 39.6 395 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 582 57.3 59.2 47.9 45.1 48.0
Note:.

1- The Tabla Is dorived from the PCA for respoctive years.



Appendix-4.4

DECADAL CHANGE IN THE TOTAL POPULATION 1971-1991

1971-81 1981-91

P M F P M F
INDIA
TOTAL 221 14.0 259 129 3.9 168
RURAL 15.5 0.8 205 121 0.8 154 ¢
URBAN 41.2 33.0 50.0 14.8 7.3 21.8
REGION
TOTAL 29.7 255 31.6 218 8.4 27.4
RURAL 226 1.9 25.8 19.5 28 256
URBAN 45.5 39.2 519 253 175 7
HARAYANA
TOTAL 26.3 19.6 293 238 2.3 322
RURAL 171 0.0 224 189 -18.2 284
URBAN 52.2 46.3 57.9 337 21.2 44 8
HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 324 293 338 175 87 211
RURAL 333 33.1 334 14.8 2.0 190
URBAN 26.6 17.9 38.4 38.0 38 456
PUNJAB
TOTAL 190 100 240 i85 24 65
RURAL 150 4.1 194 158 4 244
URBAN 27.8 17.5 38.2 219 10.8 31.5
RAJASTHAN .
TOTAL 33.1 30.9 33.8 213 46 285
RURAL 278 201 29.4 193 58 247
URBAN 55.9 50.3 60.2 283 19.3 25.0
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 Table Is derived from the Migration Tables, part V (a) for the respective States/U.T. from Tables D-2 for 1971, 1981 and 1891.



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 211 227 18.5 31.9 315 325
RURAL 15.7 17.8 12.3 26.9 6.7 271
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 23.2 252 27.7 20.4
URBAN 62.2 65.0 58.5 50.0 51.8 47.5
HARAYANA
TOTAL 29.9 305 288 292 33.1 22.0
RURAL 243 25.0 22.9 245 28.8 16.2
URBAN 66.4 70.4 60.6 51.8 59 455 -
HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 19.4 21.2 16.5 226 23.7 20.8
RURAL 18.2 20.0 15.3 21.8 229 200
URBAN 47.8 53.4 40.9 37.5 29.5 249
PUNJAB
TOTAL 26.7 27.2 259 220 25. 157
RURAL 18.7 19.2 17.9 18.1 21.7 11.2
URBAN 59.9 65.4 527 341 39.1 270
RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 329 327 33.4 315 32.9 29.0
RURAL 27.4 27.5 27.3 28.0 29.8 246
URBAN 60.1 61.5 58.1 450 46.4 43.0
DELHI
TOTAL 59.5 59.7 59.1 73.4 719 753
RURAL 10.5 10.5 10.4 87.2 74.0 1133
URBAN 66.7 68.6 64.4 721 71.7 72.5
Note:-

1-The Table has baan dorlved by subtracting the figurs of tatal Migrants from that of the total Populstion,
2.The Migrants have been dotinod by the concept of Place of Dirth and Place of Rnumarailon.
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Table-4.6
' Distribution of Internal Migrants by Distance and Residence Streams
HARYANA, HIMACHAL PRADESH, PUNJAB, RAJASTHAN AND DELHI -1971

HARYANA HIMACHALPRADESH PUNJAB RAJASTHAN DELHI

TYPEOF 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 66.9 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 59 7.3 54 56 8.5 4.5 57 6.5 54 57 7.3 52 21 1.4 3.1
u-u 8.8 14.9 8. 4.1 76 2.8 1%.2 16.9 8.8 7.8 13.9 6.0 418 40.0 441
SUB-TOTAL 27 0.7 20 1.1 03 0.8 33 1.2 2.7 7.4 1.7 57 1.5 0.8 0.7
{in Millions}
INTRA DISTRICT
R-R 82.2 65.0 85.7 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 101 227 8.7 3.7 97 2.1 133 25.9 9.4 8.7 18.2 6.4 13.2 15.2 12.0
U-R 4.4 59 4.0 29 4.8 2.4 4.3 52 4.0 4.3 5.9 3.9 19.5 20.5 12.0
u-u 34 6.4 2.6 0.6 1.5 0.4 3.8 5.8 2.8 27 44 2.2 358.7 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 43 29 6.1
INTER DISTRICT
R-R 74.6 49.7 - 808 63.6 52.1 73.9 56.3 41.0 64.2 61.7 39.6 69.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
R-U 114 250 8.1 21.0 305 12.5 18.3 28.8 14.9 13.9 25.2 8.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
U-R 54 7.6 48 8.0 8.5 7.5 6.4 6.8 6.3 8.1 9.0 7.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
u-u 8.7 17.7 8.5 7.4 89 6.1 17.4 23.4 14.7 16.3 26.3 12.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUB TOTAL 19.8 15.0 21.8 13.4 222 9.2 281 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 40.2 383 421 37.3 25.9 47.0 §5.7 415 63.2 6.9 4.6 10.0
R-U 15.2 225 10.8 17.9 212 148 253 35.2 17.2 14.3 21.5 10.5 49.6 548 . 429
U-R 8.6 84 3.7 19.9 18.5 21.4 9.8 8.8 10.6 9.0 9.7 8.6 1.3 0.8 2.0
u-u 17.3 21.4 14.8 220 221 219 27 30.1 251 21.0 27.4 17.7 421 39.8 451
SUB TOTAL 314 456 284 12.1 214 8.4 152 23.2 1.7 11.5 17.5 9.8 95.7 97.1 939
Note:-

1- The term ‘Migration’ refers to in Mig only.

2- Unctassifiable Migrants are excluded.
3. Dsmnce and Resudence Streams are 1s discussed in Chapter 1.
4. Denominator for 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
TYPEOF P M F P M F P M F P M F P M F
STRM.
ALL STREAMS
R-R 66.7 453 742 81.6 66.0 . 87.7 61.6 445 68.6 717 T 523 77.4 53 34 7.7
R-U 16.6 31.7 11.4 7.6 15.4 46 17.7 288 13.1 12.8 25.0 9.3 50.8 55.8 447
U-R 5.2 5.1 52 6.5 1.1 4.8 k 6.8 7.0 6.7 6.2 71 59 1.1 0.7 1.8
u-u 11.4 17.8 9.2 4.2 7.6 29 . 138 198 11.5 9.3 15.6 7.4 42.8 40.1 46.0
SUB-TOTAL 3.7 1.0 27 1.5 0.4 1.1 5.0 1.4 3.5 9.9 23 7.7 2.5 14 1.1
(In Millions)
INTRA DISTRICT
R-R 78.2 57.2 83.6 91.7 81.9 94.4 744 59.0 79.2 80.7 64.4 845 10.3 3.8 15.6
R-U 13.7 30.1 9.3 46 10.9 2.9 14.5 25.8 10.8 10.7 233 7.7 7.7 6.4 8.7
U-R 3.9 4.0 3.8 2.9 5.6 2.2 52 5.1 5.0 6.3 438 9.2 55 12.1
u-u 4.3 7.9 3.3 0.7 1.5 04 5.9 9.7 4.7 3.6 6.1 3.0 729 845 63.6
SUB TOTAL 37.9 31.0 404 729 56.2 79.3 523 43.2 56.0 63.7 53.4 66.7 6.0 49 74 -
INTER DISTRICT
R-R 70.2 459 '76.2 65.1 52.8 74.2 54.4 382 60.3 58.1 38.1 65.4 0.0 0.0 0.0
R-U 14.7 31.0 10.7 16.0 241 9.9 18.8 282 15.0 16.9 28.9 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
U-R 5.0 52 4.9 10.3 11.9 9.1 7.5 7.2 7.8 7.8 7.8 7.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
u-u 10.7 17.8 82 8.7 11.2 6.7 19.4 2582 17.1 17.1 251 14.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUB TOTAL 30.2 23.1 326 15.1 23.3 120 30.4 283 30.7 24.0 28.0 22.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
INTER STATE
R-R 49.7 36.4 57.6 412 37.6 444 35.9 27.4 43.1 51.7 39.0 58.3 5.0 3.3 7.0
R-U 220 33.1 15.4 15.2 17.6 13.0 25.5 343 18.0 16.1 237 12.2 536 58.3 47.6
U-R 7.0 5.8 7.8 23.6 24.9 225 10.6 9.2 1"M7 8.8 84 9.0 0.6 0.5 0.8
U-u 21.3 24.7 18.2 20.0 19.9 20.1 281 29.% 27.2 234 28.8 20.5 40.8 37.8 44.6
SUB TOTAL 31.9 45.¢ 27.0 12.0 20.5 8.7 17.3 27.3 13.3 12.4 18.6 10.5 94.0 951 2.6

Note:-

1. The term 'Migration' refers to in Migrants only.
2-3 ifiabe Mig are luced
3- Dystance and Residence Streams are as discussed in Chapter 1.
4- Jenominater for Subtotal 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
T971
Total Mig. Total 42.4 33.0 777 29 3.0 286 54.7 64.0 197
Rural 710 62.7 89.2 33 38 22 256 334 2.6
Urban 3.9 35 9.2 2.4 22 51 3.7 94.4 o5/
1991
Total Mig. Total 431 229 795 15 15 15 553 756 190
Rural 747 543 912 15 18 12 238 44.0 75
Urban 4.4 34 120 16 14 34 94.0 95.2, 847
1971
interral Mig. Total 439 313 799 3.0 31 26 531 64.6 175
Rural 704 60.0 89.4 34 4.0 22 26.2 26.0 8.4
Urban 37 31 110 2.4 2.2 56 093.9 07 A
1991
Internal Mig. Total 439 220 80.3 15 16 15 54.6 76.5 182
Rural 746 519 913 15 19 12 24.0 463 75
Uthan 45 33 128 16 1A 3.4 939 957 %39
1971
Immigrants Total 348 357 16.2 26 26 39 62.6 617 79.9
Rural 751 755 63.1 31 3.0 57 218 215 312
Urban 45 a7 1 23 2.2 3.4 93.3 a3. 95
191 .
Immigrants Total 29.9 306 197 15 14 24 66.8 659 780
Rural 76.9 773 69.4 1 1 27 22.0 217 279
Urban 41 4.3 13 17 16 3 943 M 95.5
Note:-
1-In 1971, data for migrant workers is derived from table D-V, Migration Tables, part H-D{ii) of each State series.
2-1n 1991, data for migrant workers is derived from table D11 of Migration Tables, Part V(a) of each State series.
3- Migrant work partipation. Migrant workers per 100 migrant population.
4

(H CULTIVATORS

o

- Other Worker Includes
{iii) LIWVESTOCK, FORESTRY,
(v) a FISHING, HUNTING, PLANTATIONS, ORCHARDS ALLIED ACTIVITIES

- Agricultural workers includes the following:

{1} AGRICULTURAL LABOURER

{iv) MINING AND QUARRYING

(v) b MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS OTHER THAN HOUSE HOLD INDUSTRY
{vi) CONSTRUCTION

{Ix) OTHER SERVICES

{vii) TRADE AND COMERCE
(vii) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS



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 385 36.2 580 29 28 40 586 610 38.0
Rural 610 592 727 35 34 42 355 374 21
Urban 52 48 108 2.0 19 33 92.8 93.3 859
1991 Total 376 219 724 16 18 12 60.7 76.3 26.3
Rural 68.6 512 859 13 16 10 30.2 472 131
Urban 48 42 9.3 19 19 23 93.3 93.9 885
HIMACHALP.
1971 Total 63.1 355 92.8 2.4 36 10 345 60.9 61
Rural 719 453 94.6 24 42 10 258 507 43
Urban 2.8 18 132 2.0 20 2.0 952 9.1 848
1991 TOTAL 60.0 294 88.3 12 17 08 387 68.9 10
RURAL 701 38.9 922 13 20 07 287 591 70
URBAN 42 28 109 10 09 13 94.9 96.3 87.9
PUNJAB
1971 Total 415 426 158 3.2 31 64 553 3 773
Rurat 701 75 31 41 39 8.8 259 246 600
Urban 65 8.7 21 22 21 42 913 912 937
1991 Total 440 440 335 15 13 31 646 A/ R
Rural 63.1 645 51 15 12 33 354 343 418
Urban 75 78 46 15 13 29 911 90.9 925
RAJASTHAN
1971 Total 58.9 431 871 35 38 29 376 531 100
Rural’ 761 63.6 919 3.2 41 22 206 323 59
Urban 6.4 45 236 42 34 115 39.4 92.1 64.9
1991 Total 652 342 90.0 18 20 16 331 63.9 8.4
Rural 838 604 945 15 22 12 147 374 43
Urban 85 46 300 24 17 65 89.0 93.8 62.6
DELHI
1971 Total 08 07 27 17 17 15 97.4 976 958
Rural "7 85 22.6 22 2.4 14 851 881 760
Urhan 0.3 03 05 17 17 15 4f.0 46 0 G
1991 Total 1 0.9 2.8 12 12 15 978 98.0 g57
Rural 76 58 22.4 17 17 19 907 925 757
Urban 0.3 0.3 07 1 1 15 98,5 985 978

Notre:- + Derived from Migration Tables D-V 1971 and D-11 of Each State
2- Series Industrial Categories are:

4- Agricultural workers includes the following:

5.

(i) CULTIVATORS
Other Warker Includes

(i} LIVESTOCK, FORESTRY,

(i) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER

{iv) MINING AND QUARRYING

{v) a FISHING, HUNTING, PLANTATIONT, ORCHARDS ALLIED AC HVITIES

{v) h MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS OTHER THAN HOUSE HOLD INDUSTRY
{vil} TRADE AND COMERCE

{vl) CONSTRUCTION

{viil) TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS

(ix) OTHER SERVICES

X,



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 405 375 615 3.0 28 38 566 596 346
Rural 60.2 578 734 36 35 41 362 287 225
Urban 50 4.4 131 19 18 2.8 932 93.8 841
1991 Total 983 204 733 15 17 12 60.2 778 256
Rurat 680 478 86.1 13 16 10 307 506 130
Urban 47 41 98 18 18 21 83.4 94.2 881
HIMACHAL P.
1971 Total 64.2 356 93.2 24 37 10 334 60.7 57
Rural 729 455 949 24 42 10 246 503 41°
Urban 2.8 18 139 2.0 20 21 95.2 95.2 94.0
1991 Totnl 60.8 288 any 12 17 08 1 696 104
Rural 705 382 925 13 21 07 281 597 €2
Urban 41 28 M 09 0.9 12 94.9 96.4 876
PUNJAB
1971 Total 388 398 185 34 32 84 580 570 72
Rural 668 887 302 4.4 4.2 89 288 771 609
Urban 54 58 22 22 21 38 92.4 92.2 94.1
1991 Total 315 311 1 15 12 31 67.0 67.7 62.8
Rural 593 604 550 16 12 33 39.0 38.4 417
Urban 72 75 48 14 12 28 914 912 92.4
RAJASTHAN
1971 Total 503 422 874 35 39 28 T332 538 98
Rural 757 617 919 33 42 22 211 341 59
“Urban 6.9 48 247 4.2 34 16 88.8 918 637
1991 Total 656 339 90.0 18 2.0 18 328 641 84
Rural 83.8 597 945 15 23 12 146 381 43
Urban 8.8 46 30.4 24 17 6.4 88.8 937 3.2
DELH! ) .
1971 Tota! 10 0.8 a5 17 17 16 67 g7 h g4 1
Rural 114 91 25 2.2 24 13 86.4 885 761
Urban 04 03 06 16 16 17 98.0 98.0 977
Total 12 10 3.0 12 12 18 a7 7 979 G953
Rural 75 58 22.8 17 17 19 907 928 755
Urban 05 04 08 To12 u 18 98.4 98.5 977

Notre:- + Derived from Migration Tables D-V 1971 and D-11 of Each State
2- Series Industiial Categories are:
4- Agricultural workers includes the following:

{I} CULTIVATORS (1)) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER
5. Other Worker includes
(iti) 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
(ix) OTHER SERVICES



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
HARYANA
1971 Total 305 313 95 26 25 61 66.9 66.3 84.4
Rural 66.3 669 348 3.0 29 98 306 30.2 554
Urban 58 59 31 23 22 52 N9 819 n7
1991 Total 22.6 160 510 18 186 16 758 n24 A73
Rural 516 418 725 15 15 14 46.9 56.6 261
Urban 29 26 49 16 18 2.2 955 95.8 93.0
HIMACHAL P.
1971 Total 40 140 w7 292 29 arn 66 640 L
Rurat 431 427 48.0 23 20 45 54 5653 476
Urban 27 2.2 61 19 2.0 10 954 958 920
1991 Total 224 182 433 16 16 7 76.0 801 550
Rural 313 25.4 60.8 19 18 22 689 728 71
Urban 3.0 26 A7 1 12 07 95.9 96.2 494.6
PUNJAB
1971 Total 476 484 127 29 28 65 495 488 80.8
Rural 76.6 770 388 33 33 8.3 201 197 52.9
Urban 9.0 9.3 18 22 21 57 88.8 887 92.6
1991 Total 170 161 251 12 10 33 818 82.8 nz
Rural 416 401 501 15 12 32 569 586 46.6
Urban 56 58 33 1 0.9 33 93.3 93.3 93.4
RAJASTHAN
1971 Total 52.8 52.4 594 31 29 59 M1 448 247
Rural 851 84.0 90.0 25 2.4 33 124 128 6.6
Urban 25 26 19 41 37 108 93.4 937 873
1991 Total 37.3 22.4 722 15 14 18 812 76.2 2.1
Rural 691 520 89.7 15 17 12 29.4 463 91
Urban 35 27 88 18 13 38 95.0 951 878
DELHI
1971 Total 0.3 0.3 01 19 19 10 97.8 97.8 988,
Rural 25.0 25.0 25.8 28 21 129 722 729 613
Urban 0.2 0.2 0.0 19 19 10 930 97.9 990
1991 Total 10 08 24 12 12 18 978 98.0 959
Rural 79 6.2 227 16 16 17 90.6 92.3 757
Urban 05 04 07 12 1 16 98.4 98.5 977
Nota:- 1. Derived from migration Tables D-V of 1971 and D-11 of 1991 for each State
2. Saclon Induniclal Categorios aro:
4- Agricul I workers Includes the followlng:
(i) CULTIVATORS (i) AGRICULTURAL LABOURER
5. Other Worker includes
(Hi) 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
{vili} TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS
{ix) OTHER SERVICES

X1V



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 S STATE TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5
T (513
REGION REGION
TOTAL 1000 417 42 30.11 23 21.2 TOTAL 100.0 2.1 0.7 143 743 76
RURAL 100.0 318 a3 30.5 37 30.6 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.4 79 832 7.0
URBAN 1000 50.2 5.0 298 11 13.1 URBAN 100.0 42 1.7 347 saQ.t 93
HARYANA HARYANA
TOTAL 100.0 436 38. 316 2.4 18.7 TOTAL 100.0 22 07 132 768 7.1
RURAL 1000 347 35 31.8 3.8 26.3 RURAL 100.0 15 Cc.4 74 8343 72
URBAN 1000 526 41 31.5 10 109 URB_AN 109.0 4.8 1.8 349 520 6.6
HIMACHAL PRADESH HIMACHAL PRADESH
TOTAL 1000 363 38 315 11 274 TOTAL: 100.0 1.6 07 13.1 749 8.6
RURAL 1000 311 29 337 13 311 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.5 108 790 84
URBAN 1000 S55.0 7.1 23.8 0.2 138 URBAN 100.0 59 36 402 389 114
PUNJAB PUNJAB
TOTAL 1000 347 ) 26 315 26 26.8 TOTAL 100.0 19 09 13.8 747 8.8
RURAL 1000 248 2.1 338 3.1 36.6 RURAL 100.0 1.3 0.7 9.1 80.9 79°
URBAN 1000 455 3.2 29.3 20 16.2 URBAN 100.0 34 17 276 559 113
RAJASTHAN ) RAJASTHAN
TOTAL 100.0 407 6.3 269 3.4 227 TOTAL 100.0 1.8 0.5 10.1  81.1 6.5
RURAL 100.0 344 4.0 275 4.5 29.4 RURAL 100.0 1.5 0.3 7.0 850 6.4
URBAN 100.0 50.2 97 259 1.6 126 URBAN 100.¢ 37 16 257 €18 7.2
DELHI DELHI
TOTAL 1000 S5t.5 31 324 0.4 126 TOTAL 100.0 5.0 1.7 482 340 111
RURAL 1000 51.8 35 306 0.8 14.0 RURAL 100.0 4.4 08 194 680 7.4
URBAN 1000 515 3.1 32.5 0.4 12.6 URBAN 100.0 5.1 1.8 51.0 307 115
Note:- -

1. Derived from table D-3 of Migration Tables, Part V (a) of each state series, for 1931
2- Categories under for mig :
(i} employment {i?) Education {iii) Family Move {tv) Marriage {v) Others,

3. Total Internal Migrants taken as 100.0

r’h



