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ABSTRACT

.Despite massive investments in rural development programmes
during the last ten years, the probiem of unempioyment has
assumed alarming proportions causing migration of the rural

popuiation. Although there are several factors responsible , lack

ot emplovment opportunities in the rural sector and the ‘uJrban
putl’ factor causea by relatively greater emplioyment opportuni-
ties are ecually i1mportant. Uver the years ., economic facors have

eciipseaq othér tactors iike environment‘ socio-cultural.politiqal
etc. ﬁgs;des. aiongwith selective permanent mlgrétian. tempor;i,
sratial and seasonal migration has also become common. This 1is
dﬁe t0 the greater absorption capacity of the rural labour force

in commercial aericuiture. new industrial activites, dam con-

struction &na 11elg channets or irrigation etc.

Experlence has also snown that migratioﬁ was of higher magnitude
ang 1n greszTer rreguency in the undefdeveloped regions and in
tribai regions. Although it is dirficuxtrto assess the quaiita-
tive &no Qquasntitative i1mpact of rural migration in the wunder
aeveioped regions. two effects can be pointed out, 1) due to the
migration there wouid be a decline in the qualitative aspect of
human resources which are so vital Iin devising need based devel-
opmentsl plians fdr rural development., 2) once the migrants come
under the inrluence of the urban environmental factors, the

“rural pull’ tactor may not be so attractive any longer.



1.0 INTRODUCTION -

The ' problem of rural migration in Gujarat and other states has
been the subiject matter of many research studies. Researchers
have extensively discussed issuses related to rural- urban migra-
tion.  cost effectiveﬁess of rural unskilled migrants over urbgn
labour force. pattern of rural migration etc. In fact, on season-
ai migration, pioneéring work was undertaken as early as in 1969,
on the problems faced_by the Gujarat patidars of South Gujarat in
the recruitment of tribals from the neighbouring state for com-~
mercial agriculture. Thers heQe also been ;icro level studies,
based on census data.-on the pattern of migration in respect of

speciric caste groups.

Thus. The present study examines various aspec s cf rurai migra-
ti1on and 1ntends to focus on problems of rural migration in
a tribal area which generally had altogether different dimensions

both in néture and content.
1.1 OBJECTIVES

1. To assess the employment opportunities and the extenf of
m?gration alongwith socio-economic characteristics of migrants
such as soclai status, seasonality and duration of migraiion,
tactors responsible for the migration. institutional arrangements
it any. ftor the migrants( like middiemen, contractors etc.) type

ot work tor the migrants and income accrued.



1.2 HETHODOLDGY

Primary data collection was undertaken from selected households,
comprising of both beneficiaries and ﬁon-ﬁeneficiaries under
jRDP. through structured questionnaires to understand the pfocess
of migration, reasons of migration and benefits accrued to them
in the .process of migration,

Panchmahal district in Gujarat, is one of the poorest districts
and largely 1inhabited by tribalis. Due to lack of wvarious
inrrastructural facilities the district was drought prone.Thus,
there were lack of employment opportunities and resulted in large
scale migration. Ihree, talukas where there was large scale
mlgraflon‘were selecfed ie. Dahod , Limkheda and Santrampur.Thc
followlﬁg criteria were taken into consideration while s;iecting

-thé sample households.

- dirterent ethnic .communities and cuitural -~pexifications,.
~ smali, marginal . landiess and women workers,
- wvarious types of households in terms of migration

characteristics eg. short duration of migration, migration of
whole families or few members towards difrferent geograpnical
locétlons.
A total number or 300 sample households spread over 15 wvillages
ot Vahod. Santrampur and Limkheda were selected as sample.
All the sample households were.grouped into two categories
1) openetriciaries, ii) non-beneficiaries. Benetfticiaries witr g
classified as those who were assisted by the government sponsored
development programmes. The distribution of beneficiaries and
non-beneticiaries among sample households according to various

land si1zes 1s shown in Table 1.

[\



. Table { s Distribution of Sample Households according tb

-

land ownership pattern.and classification of

Beneficiaries and Non—-Beneficiaries
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in Selected Talukas.
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As migration was perpetual in nature, it was thought desirable to
ascsess any changes 1n the socio-economic conditions ot the
migrant fam111és at various dest1pations. Therefore. Ahmedabad
and Nadiad being major urban centres were selected. A migrant
tamily which belonged to Fanchmahal district was selected both in
Ahmedabad and Nadiadlto elicit information.At each centre, 50
noseholds spread over five or six localities were selected.

2.0 RESOURCES

VIRRAM SARABMA! LIBRARY

2.1 Land Resources . MDIAN INSTITUBE OF MANAGEMEN:
vASIRAPUR, AHMEDABAD- 3301330

2.1.1 It was tound that a large proportion of tarmers own a very
sma) | proportion of land. OUn an average, per farm area owned by
the sample rarmers was 2.27 acres in Santrampur taluka,2.49 acres

'1n Dahod taluka and &4.0Y acres 1n Limkheda taluka(Table 2J.Among:‘

the tnree categories or tarmers marginal, small and big - the
marginal tarmers were 1n the most disadvantageous peocsition. In

santrampur taluka. 1t was as iow as VU.21 acres ©per housenold.
FRetatlvely tarmers i1n Dahod and Limkheda talukas nhad nigher land
per househoid or 1.5z acres and l.41 acres respectiveliy.

Fragmentation of land holdlng;‘was a common phenomenon in the
rural settings. It was observed that per plot, total tand
resource was higher 1n Limkheda taluka ie.l1.869 acres per piot, as
compared to Danod 0.89 acres and Santrampur taluka ©0.54 acres.

Tnere were no significant variations among beneficiaries and non-

benericiarles and aisoc among dirferent farm sizes.

2.1.2 Another aspect of land resources which deserves examina-
tion 1s the availability of cultivable 1land. All .land in

poss2ss1on or tne househnc!d was not cuitivable. In Limkheda
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taluka, or the tatzl lanag available with the household, 91.23%
was cultivable as against 89.&?% in Dahod taluka and 77.98% 1in
Santrampur taluka. Among difterent farm sizes it abpears that
marginal fafmersvtended to have hxgﬁest propoft1on ot cultivable
lana resources. Big farmers were in a digsadvantageous position as
they had jlarger wuncultivable area as compared to marginal

farmers. The above situation alsoc prevalled among the sample
nouseholds ot Dahod and Limkheda ta{ukas. However., 1n Santrampur
the big Trtarmers had larger cultivable land than the small/'and

marginal rtarmers.

-

7

2.1.3 The constraints ot irrigation resources tor agricutural
purposes among ditterent tarm sizes was quite obvious. Among the
marginai and amall tarmerge the proportion of irrigable area was
less than 6%  whereas 1n case of big farmers i1t was between 7.27%
ang 9‘69% in the three 'selécted regions. Among the group >ot
peneticiaries ano non-beneficiaries 1nter reglonal variations
‘were observed.,fnlbanod and Limkheda tﬁe proportion ot irrigable
area to cultivable area was higher among hon-beneficiaries than

venericiaries. The situation was reverse in Santrampur taluka.

2.2 L;vestock Reéources

‘Livestock rearing was traditibnally undertaken in the rural areas
8s a subsidary occupation to sugment ramily' income. Experience
has shown that under unravorable so0i1l and cliimate conditions
livestock rearing became & primary occupation in certain parteg of
the rurai areas.

The livestock resourcesa or the sampie householdsArEVEalea that &n

BN mversge the per housencia ownership ol znimals was 4.2Z1  1n

~I



Limkheda, 3.54 in Dahod taluka ;nd 3.06 in Santrampur taluka
{Tabie 3). In Santrampur and Limkheda talukas bensficiaries had
;roater_ heré sizes as copparad to non-beneficiaries. Dnlf iamong
the sample househoids ot Dahod taluka the herd size was larger
among non-beneficiaries. Among the different types of animals,
regional preferences were evident. Sample householids hadl preter-
ence for animals like sheep and goats.Among different land sizes
animal herd size was lowvest among the landless and steadily
ihcreased‘ with the increase in the siée of land holding in . all

talukas. Thus, it may be said that there was positive relation-

ship between land ownership and herd size.
[

15.0 OUT-MIGRA N

_The tollowing aspects of rural out-migration and wurban - in-
migration are focussed here.

- Magnitude ana/or ex;ent'of ocout-migration

- Causative factors of out-migration

- Natutetot permanent or temporal out-migration

- Availabilty of wage employment opportunitxes‘for thelurban in-

migrants

- 1lncome level of urban in migrants

Further in order to understand the perpetual nature of out-

migration.

3.1 lﬁcxdenca' !

’

Whiie é#timating the out migration ot family members it was
observed that in 1986-87, on an average 1.72 members perifsample

" hougenold ftrom Limkheda taluka migrated to other plaéés as

1
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compared to 1.54 - members from Dahod taluka and 0.60 from
Santrampur. Among the sample househoids the numSor of family
members indicating migration were lowést ftrom Santrampur taluka.
However. migration steadily increased from 1982-83 onwards {n
al]l three talukas. In Limkheda per household migration was 0.78
1in 1982-83 but 1ncraal§d to 1.72 in 1986-87 allseen in Table 4.
Among diéferené categsries of households, it was expected that
those having no land resources or marginal land ownere will have
‘greater migratioﬁ than small or big farmers. However, when seen
according to land ownership pattern in 1986-B7Ithere were a few
variations. Among different farm sa1zes, the highest per household
gzgratzon'g?s from Limkheda which yqﬁcZ.AS followed b& Santrampu?-

. { .
2.33 among big land ownsrs. Contrary to this from Dahod the

h1ghést migration was among small land owners 1.61 as éompated
to landless 1.55 and marginal land owﬁers 1.54 . 1t was also
observed th#t the range ot householﬁ members migrating - was be-
tween one ;o four members. However, iﬁ 1986-87, households show-

1ng migration of upto two members constituted 95.8% in Santrampur

followed by 88% from Limkheda and 86% from Dahod taluka.

3;2 Composition ofbfa-ily sembers of out - migrants
In 1986-87, Dahod taluka showed the highest proportion of outA
m1ération 27.75% as compared to Limkheda taluka 26.30% and
Santrampur 20.52% . During the period 1982-83 to 1986-87 theré
was @a steady increase i1n the proportion of migration ot family
members. In Dahod this proportion increased from 15.31% 1n 1982-
83 to 27.75% in 1986-87. In San%rampur'it‘&ént up from 12.0i% in

1982-83 to 20.52% in 1986-67 and in Limkheda from 11,03% to

11



~Table 4 Pn Household Out-Migration of Members of the Faamily
in the Selected Talukas Aoccording to the Lar
‘Ownership Pattern & 1082-83 to 1886-87

L i R e e e L I e e N L L S - - -ew--e

Land Year Dahod Santrampur Limkheda
. Ownership . Taluka Taluka Taluka
--------------------------- N A el e e e L T W
Landless 1886-87 1.55 0.42 1.37
' '1885-86 1.64 : 0. 46 1.21
1984-85 1.36 1.21 ' 1.10
1683-84 1,36 1.08 1 0.89
1982-83 1.18 1.08 0.79
Marginal 1886-87 1.54 1.30 - 1.46 .
19085-86 1.53 1.08 1,72
1984-85 1.32 0.90 ‘ 1.60
1883-84 1.02 0.57 - 1.25
1882-83 0.84 0.40 . 0.60
Small 1986-87 1.61 : 1.13 ‘2,14
1985-86 1.67 1.12 2.28
1884~-85 - {.11 0.88 T 2,07
1683-84 . 1.11 0.38 1.79
1882-83 0.83 0.38 1.25
Big 1986-87 1.00 2.33 : 2.43
1885-86 0.00 , 2.33 2.29
1884-85 0.67 ’ 0.67 2.00
1883-84 0.00 0.67 2.29
1882-83 0.00 0.67 0.57
Overall 1986-87 1.54 , 0.99 1.72
‘ 1885-86 1.52 0.97 1.82
1984-85 1,27 0.987 1.76
1983-84 1.04 0.686 1.47
1882-83 0.85 0.58 . 0.78

s G n En S A S M T b S e S TR D R G WD TR G G P D M Gk e - WD D G G e S D e YR S N S Gn e e e e e em e W S G
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26.30%( Table 5) .
-~ According to the land ownership pattern in 1986-87 the proporti
ot out migration of family members to thg total was highest amor

bxg land owners both from Limkheda(34.69%) and Santrampur(22.58%

8.3 Causative Factors

Lack of cultivaple land, poor qualitative standards of land }n
termg of productivity, lack of irrigation facilities and shorfage
of fodder for the animals and large families to -uéport were the
various reasons cited tor out migratfon.

It was observed that 100 heads of sample households in
Dahod taluka had given 142 opinions only on the non availability
of resources as a major‘fictof-for migrht;oh (Tabl; 6). Tpe re-
sponses of the heads of households on account of constraints of
resources was as high 200 in Santrampur and 277 in Limkheda. The
implications of “he above responses are that due 0o poor gquality
and fack of lana and cher income generating resources there was
arneed tor an alternative source of livelihood. The responses of
the househoids on the persigtent drought conditions was another -
reason for out migration. These reasons were quite valid in the
sense that within the village itvwas not. possible to find empioy-
ment opportunities in the agr;cuitural sector due to continuing
drought conditions. The above view is again corraborated from the
opinion 1indicated as lack of employment 6pportunity as another
reason tor m1gratioﬁ.‘ )
The responses on i) repayment of debt and

ii) +to meet the family consuﬁption-ra#uirements were very Ppoor

and restricted only to Dahod . 1t there&ore appears that persist-

13
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~ ¢ Proportion of Male and Fesale Migrqants to the total nuabers of Hale and Female Population {n the
Sasple Households Migrating for Vork betwesn 1882-83 and 1986-87 in the Three Selected Talukas

ascvessa cessscssscccennaaca

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

‘Propotion Propotion Propotion

iof Kigzant of Migrant of Migrant

ee

Liskheda Taluka

iPropotion Propotion Propotion
iof Nigrant of Migrant of Migrant

---------- seensccen

‘to total to total ‘to total ito total to total to total

‘Males Females :Males Fepales

................... cemenascsceasalcnaatcaaacacnmrsacaoioncnnananaan
13.08 8,33 . 10.64 @ 28.18 7.32 15.09
15.22 8.33 11.70 ¢ 21.37 7.08 11.07
34.78 27.08 30.85 ! 24,82 6.92 10.72
30.44 25.00 27.66 | 23.9¢ 6.20 10.17
30.43 25.00 27.65 ! 16.77 S.86 9.82
39.24 4.85 21.94 ¢ 36.36 11.56 23.93
36.07 §.20 20.97 ¢ §3.43 3.0 28.21

: 29.1¢ 6.20 17.42 ! 40.40 2.06 26.20

: 16.46 6.2 10.97 ¢ 28.79 12,08 20,30

: 10.76 5.43 7.74 ) 14.14 .53 9.82

H 34,62 e--- 16.98 ! 43.92 12.87 . 28.85

: 34.62 ---- 16.98 @ 44.86 15.84 30.77

: 26.92 ---- 13.211) 3.2 15.94 27,98

! 11,54 soee 5.66 ¢ 35.51 i1.88 24,04

! 11.54 ---- 5.86 ¢ 26.23 7.92 16.8

: 4418 ---- 22.58 ! 1.3 26,03 24,69 ¢

¢ Al ---e 22,880 24,82 30.43 3.5

H 11,76 ---- 5.45 | 26,32 30.43 28.€7

: 1. meee 5.38 ! 3,82 30.23 32,55 ¢

! 11.7 ---- 6.43 7.89 - B2 .8 !

! 3.1 .7 20,32 ¢ 33.27 13.%0 22,30 ¢

: 32.52 5.86 20.09 ! 33.2 5.7 26,38 ¢

: 29.98 3.9 20.09 ! 28.97 14,55 22,3

: 18.28 9.a3 14.19 31.42 13,2 22,18

! 18,63 . 8.3% 12.01 17.22 5.50 1,93

................................................................................................................

land ! ‘
Ounership: Dahed Tailuka
VYeat ‘Propotion Propotion Propotion
of Migrant of Migrant of Migeant
ito total to total to total
fales Females
Landless !
1986-687 ! 3.9 10.34 27.42
1985-86 ¢ 38.45 10.34 29.03
1984-85 ! 3.3 6.90 24,19
3683-84 | 3.3 6.90 24.19
1982-43 36.33 3.45 20.97
Marginal |
1986-87 | 39.20 ~20.69 30.00
1985-686 . 19,54 29.1
1984-85 | 24,09 17.24 2.1
13683-84 21.27 12,07 19.74
1902-83 24,43 8.05 16.29
emeesassd!encenccascasacnncncenacan ccremnss
Small '
1986-87 ! 38.10 9.04 24,58
1985-86 ! 38.09 10.94 25,42
1964-85 | - 25.40 1.21 16.95
1983-84 | 25.40 .27 16,95
1982-83 ! 20.63 3.64 2.1
Big .
1956-97 | 1.4 0.00 12.00
1985-36 —ee- —ee- “ens
1922-85 ¢ 14,29 8.00
1383-88 --- --- —.--
1582-83 | ame- asen —ee-
Overal] !
1985-87 38.5 18. 36 27,75 ¢
1985-86 & 28.11 15.38 239
1223-85 21.82 13.38 22,98
1583-32 2€.92 0.0 8,74
1382-83 23.78 6.32 15,34
‘Nota:{----) ({ndicates no aigraticn

A



Taple ¢ Causative Factors for Out-Migration

ﬁbtsons‘foé_ﬂigration Number of Responses in
Dahod Santrampur Limkheda
Taluka Taluka Taluka

Y : Resource Based

.

- 1) Lack of Land : 62 80 87
1) Poor Agriculture .

Productivity 8 61 . 8S
141> Lack of Irrigation

Facilties - 70 _ 58 73
iv) Shortage of Fodder 2 - -
.v) Large Family size - 1 32

Sub-total 142 200 . 277 -

- e o - - - - o an -

B. Persistent Drought ' . .
Conditions + 64 68 74

C. Lack of Employment S
‘Opportunities 84 ' 79 - 85
D. To repay Debts 2 - ' -

E. To meet tamily
Congumption requi-

rements, 7 - ' -
F. 'No response 8 3 -
G. Total Score 308 350 436

- e en e G - EE S R AN e S D S AR G D e EE TR Ge G 4P TP WL GD P R R G Gk R TR ED ER G W G W Ge Gh Gn T NR G G AP v e G e A WS W e e
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int drought condititons prevailing in the region must have an
sdverse etffect on the liquidity position of the majority of the
.ssmple households because the available resources structure and

:iti utiii1zation were not able to provide sufficient income to the

sample households.

3.4 Period of Migration

it was expected that the peridd ot migration shoﬁld have some
relationship with the cropping actiyity in the Kharif season
(June -September) ahd there would be no out migration during this
season.

ﬂ;;r?txon in the sample households wés through out the year
oxéé;£ in September. Najorit; of the members migrated d&ring thé
Rab1 season October-March ). Among these talukas out migration
was highest in Limkheda during Rabi season (78.58%) followed by
Santrampur (72.63%) and Dahod (53.94%). Contrary to the above the
lpwest propeortion of migration was i1n the summer crops season
(Apr:f-ﬂhy). lHowéver, there were inter regional differences 1in
migration pattern in the summer season. It was highest> ftrom
Santrampur (16.85%) followed by Dahod (10.86%). The out migration
from Limkheda was lowest (Table 7 ). )
Lack of irrigational tacilities being primarily responsibie for
vxrtually‘ no cropping activity in the Rabi season, the high‘
incidence of out migration during that period was quite expected.
However, the migration during Kharif season to the extent of
35.20% trom Dahod taluka, 20.71% from Limkheda and 10.52% f:bﬁ

Santrampur clearly demonstrates the constraints of not only lgﬁd

resources but also unremunerative returns from agriculture.
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gedble 7  Peried of Out-Migration Ameng Ssmple
- ‘ Households in the Three Beleoted Talukas

;nbnthl : Proportion of Migrants indicating month

P of their out-Migration in
pahod Santrampur  Limkheds
Taluka Taluka Taluka

Rabt Grop 7 T

Season = _

January | . >1.12\ 2.11 : ' 1.43
' February 0.37 0.00 1.43

March . - 8.75 - 3.16 : 22.86

Summer Crop |

Season ; .

April’ 3.37 ' I 10.53 . 0.00
May i _ 7.4 6.32 0.71
‘Kharif Crop }

Season

June - 16.10 - e.47 0.7

July ilB.AB >~ 1.05 0.74

August . s.62 o 0.00 19.20

September 0.00 0.00 | 0.00

Babi Grop . | :

Season : .

October 16.85 35.79 ~ 30.00

November 22.10 v 28. 46 12.86

Decemypr 8.75 2.11 | 10.00

Total . 100. 00 100. 00 . 100.00

R P s O G W ED e e S R A S NS R O P SR T D AN Y ED Y TP ED G5 SN PR GE T L D GF SR WD e L U 4D A G WS e R YD n R D D S G R s O s G e e -
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8.5 Directional A.poot-

"1t was reported that those who had miérated had no particular
preference for any place. The distribution of ynrious places of
.‘lngutum indiaatad by the sampla housaholda suggest that their
tamily members migrated to the‘meiropolitan ¢city of Ahmedabad and
ﬂbzg' cities like Surat, Barodiw;hd Rajkot. Migration wai also
ropo:tod to urban industrial centres like Bharuch, Bajwa, Padra,
Anand. Halol, Vapi, Valsad etc. Similarly migtatioﬁ was reported
to the wurban centres of Dahod, Godhra, Nadiad, Cambay and
-Santrampur. Migration was reported to rural segments of Sojitra,

Borsad, Umreth, Limdi and Mangrol. Thus, the migration was re-

)
LH

stricted to‘G?jarat only.

Migration td?;ﬁa big cities was naximun‘constituting 41-46%

- from Dahod, 33-45% from Santrampur, 32-36% from Limkheda during
fna period 1982-83 to 1986-87 (Table 8). A shift was however
observed i1n the above proportion only during i984-85 from Limk-
heda where out mxgratiog to urban industrial areas was highest.
‘Out migritxon ;rom Dahod was 20-30% , from Santrampur 17-28% and
from Limkheda 23-32% . Ahmedabad had attracted 10-13% migrants
trom Dahod and }or Santrampur and Limkheda talukas it was in the
range .of 2-25% and 2-13% respectively. I% terms of migration to
urban centres the proportion of family aanﬁgfs migrating sbowcd
supsfantial annual variatioq. Hov;ver. relatively Limkheda had

/

indicated higher out migration to the urban centres than Dahod
and Santrampur talukas.-The out migration to rural areas was
quite substantial from Limkheda aS'comﬁQred to Dahod and Santram-

pur. In case of'Dahod and Santrampur talukas out migration to

rural areas had shown wide variations particularly from San-

18



Nama of
Taluka

SANTRA-
MPUR

LIMKHEDA

Dostlnationvloo Outmigration by the Meabers
of the Sample Households {n the Seleocted
Region: 1062-83 to 1666-87

1986-87
1885-86
1984-85
1983-64
1882-83

1886-87
1885-86
1984-85
1983-84
18682-83

1986-87

° 1885-86

1884-85
1983-84
18682-83

(Figures in Percentages)

Proportion of family members
showing out-migration to

LI R e etk e e L T T Y N NSy

Metro-
politan
City

10.38
12.50
11.81
11.54
12.94

13.04

2.02
21.60
16.10
24.60

Big
Cities

42.86
43.39
44.88
41.35
45.88

33.70
45.45
36.80
33.30
35.50

36.10

33.60
21.10
30.14
31.58

Urban
Indus-
trial
Centres

22.08
.20. 398
22.05
29.81
23.583

26.09
28.28
16.80
20.40
16.980

28.40
28.80
31.70
26.71
23.68

Urban
Cen-
ters

12.34
7.24
11.02

7.69

9.41

8.78
15.15
13.60

8.60
12.60

22.50
14.60
25.00
13.02
17.11

Rural
Areas

12.34
12.48
10.24
8.614
8.24

17.39

8.10
11.20
21.60

10.40

10.60

11.30
15.00
10.86
14.47

Total

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

e ek S G A e G e L L D G P W TR S e G e D e Gt N P S En e S Gh R WP ED GP TR R Am G e N WP S W S An an N e
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trampur taluka.

The destination wise out migration among the membera af the
sample househoids was indicative of the following featurec.First,
members ot the sample households in general, were attracted to
the big cities 1n large numbers. Second, Ahmedabad also attracted
substantial proportion of migrants from the selected regions.
'kbout 50% or the tota& migrants among the sample househo}ds had
Qrban pirases. Third, urban industrial centres had another major
attraction tor the migrants f{from Limkheda and Dahod talukas.
Regional preferences seem to be‘quite prominent. Fourth, in view
ot the out migration among the sample household to rural segment,
1t appears that tséme of theé" out migrants may no£ havé any
choices and migrated wherever opportuniiles were available to

them.

4.5  IN - MIGRATION

in thi1s study., i1n-migrants are only those persons who have their
place of origin in th; selected talukas. Selected i1n migrants -in
Ahmecabad aﬁd Nadiad were c¢classified according to land
ownership pattern.The Analysis refers to 300 sample househoids in
the selected talukas and 100 households iﬁ Ahmedabad and Nadiad

originally tfrom Panchmahal district.

4.1 Involvement of Intermediaries

Since lack of employment opportunities was a primary reason for
the out migration, it was expected that various intermediaries
dealing 1n the employment business will play an important role.

However. 1n providing empioyment opportunities, labour contrac-

.

tors had a very low protiie. This was evident trom the tact that

20



oniy 4% ot the total in-migrants had availed the services of
iARAWP contractors to seek employment. Most of the in-migrants
had moved out trom the place of their origin at their own initia-

tive or through the help ot their relatives.

4,2 Employment a-ong.ln-ﬂigrantl _ .

In 1986-87, an an avarage, each migrant in the sample fraom Dahaa
taluka had empioymen;'tor 194 days as against 180 days for the
migrants from Santrampur and only 108 days for migrants from
Limkheda. Thus, the in-migrants from Dahod were engaged in gain-
tul employment for a longer duration. During the period 1982-83

to 1986-87 also, the in-migrants from Dahod had higher number of

days ot empioyment than those-from Santfampur and Limkheda; In

{

tact, dﬁring the above period, on an average, each migrant from
Danod haa employment to the extent of 206 days in a year as
against 170 days for in-migrants from Santrampur and 16J days for
1;-é1grants trom Limkheda tatluka. (Table 8).

Among the difterent farm si1zes also ih-migrants trom Lahod had an
advantage overlxn-mxéranté trom Santrampur and Limkheda taiukas.
It was observed that, in general, i1n-migrants in the category of
landless. and marg;nal land owners werq emplioyed for longer
auration as compared to small and big land owners.For example, in
1686-87 1tself, in-migrants from Dahod had employment for 210
;days and 202 days among landless and marginal category of in-
migrants respectively, as comparéd to 161 days and 187 days for
fandiess and marginal category of i1n-migrants respectively from
Santrampur. Similarly, in-migrants from Lipkha@a were employed

1

tor 127 days and 111 adays among landless and marginal categories

21



Table .9  Average Nusber of Eaployment Days per Male and Fesale in-Migrants

-

Land H Average No,of days worked by In-Nigrants
Dwnership |

} Dahod Taluka ! Santraspur Taluka !  Liskheda Taluka
Year : w— : H

{ Miles Females Average | Males Females Average | Males Females Average

' o o

: : '
Landless i )

; * ! P
1984-87 28 195 20%. 150 172 a1t 138 15 127
1985-86 . ¢ 194 195 194} 156 184 170% 180 135 198
1984-85 26 195, 2206 191 114 152% 170 1S5 183
1983-64 28 195 207: 22 208 C A5t 225 190 208
1982-83 P05 180 200t 478 16 1721 200 1S 187
Marginal H H H
—— ! ! ood
19887 4 26 189 2! 180 195 iB7: M7 105
1985-86 i 183 204 194 169 180 1743 185 180 183
1964-85 }19 188 192! 190 137 131 19 150 173
198384 1 2d 204 202: 170 180 175: 175 118 @
1962-83 Vo207 A2 209% 180 140 10! 140 120 130
Saall : : ;
— ; ; S ,
:984-87 P74 180 7§ 200 42 71y 8 105 ®
4985-86 o180 175 1754 w7 105 1%t 170 110 140

©1984-85 {200 180 197! 185 140 182: 17 137 155

1963-84. % 203 180 198) 180 420 150 . . 145 135 140
1982-83 yo24 - 240 180 120 10! 175 120 148
Big : ; ]
1986-87 1 150 - 0! 25 (80 202: 8 55 0
1985-86 - - =3 2% 165 1950 185 1B 180
1984-835 ! 80 - 0 120 1S H7¢ 1% 135 163
1983-84 Voo - - 180 12 141 S s 175
1982-63 V- - -0 195 123 1S9 190 155 180
Overall : : ) :
196-87 i 1% 191 19 138 472 180 109 105 18
1965-86° 1 185 197 191 180 159 19 180 140 1K
1584-85 Vo190 189 %0 171 126 148 183 i 164
198384 % 210 1% 03+ 183 157 170 188 148 148
1982-33 A2 199 060 184 T 100 179 148 182
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respectively. However, in case of small and big category of {n-
migrants , on an average, the employment was tor 175 days and SO
days respectively trom Dahod and 99 days and 82 days respectively
trom Limkheda taluka., However, there was a deviation from the
above trend 1in case of small and big category of in-migrants
trom Santrampur where these category ot in-migrants had higher
number of aays of employment than the landless and marginal

categories.

4.3 Employment among Male ln-Higrant5

In empioyment, the superiority ot males over temales was quite
obvious among the in-migrants® For example in 1986-87 male in-
migrants trom Dahod had on antacérage 196 days ot employment as
: A\

compared to 191 days for temales. The similar situation was among
male ‘1n-migrants trom Santrampur where they had employment for
168 days as against 172 days among ’ the female in-
migraq;s. Although the above trend was also tor 1n—migr;nts trom
Limkheda the ditterence between the male and femaie in-migrants
was very marginal during the entire period of 1982-8B3 to 1986-87.
4.4 Employment among Female ln-ﬁigrants

The temaie in-migrants had employment tor‘lesser number of days
than maie 1n-migrants. However, once again female in-migrants
trom Dahod taluka had higher number of days of employment than
those from Santrampur and Limkheda talukas. [t was observed that
in 1986-87, temale 1in-migrants from Dahod taluka had on an
average 135 days-or employment as compared with 172 days for

Santrampur and 115 days tor Limkheda taluka. The above trend

continued also between the period 1982-83 and 1886-87.
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~ Thus, it may be construed that as eompared'to male in-migrants,
'_remalo in-migrants with axception of thosa fram Bahod had |egsaer

number of days of employment than the male in -migrants,

4.5 Nature of Employment Among Maie and Female In-Migrants

In view of actiye participation of female 1n-mngants in the
employment, 1t wouid be desirable to ascertain the nature of jobs
both male and female in-migrants were engaged in.

The d1str1bﬁtxon of in-migrants both in male and females indicat-
ed that ilabour was the important occupation irrespective of land
ownership pattern. Both male and fémale in-migrants were engaged
in building construction activity and the nautre of employment
~has not changea during the tiJeﬁyQars. Apart from- working in
building iconstruction, two other/sdcations among in-migrants were
agricultural labour and temporary employment in semi-government
modies. Yt was indeed surprising that some of the skilled male

labjurers had also migrated from the rural areas or Daiod and

Limkheda talukas.

Although both mate and temale in-migrants trom'Danod had véry low - -~

-~

proportion of employment as agricultural labourers, the
proportion for the in-migrants ffom Santrampur and Limkheda
talukas were quite substantial. Partiéﬁlar]y among the in-
migrants from Limkheda it was observed that in 1986-87, 40.8% of
the ﬁaje in-migrants and 33.3% of temale in-migrants were engaged
as agrxcultural' labourers. The same was true of in-migrants
from Santrampur .

The classirication of male and female in-migrants accoraing to

fand ownership pattern did not show any marked variations. It
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implies that irrespective of the land ownership pattern and sex
distribution of the in-migrant&, labouwr wark in  Ruilding
construction and agriculture continued to be the primary

occupation.

4.6 Earnings from Enéloy-ent Among Male and Female In-Migrants
To asseés the impact of in-migration, income accrued to the 1in-
migrants 1s presumabl§ one ot the most tmgortant considerations.
This study has tried to estimate income per male and temale 1in-
mi1grant from the selected talukas of Panchmahal district.

On &an average, each migrant ftrom Santrampur had earned Rs. 1563
as against Rs. 1453 tor Dahod and Rs. 1370 for Limkheda in 1986-
87. A redegming teature of the incone.accrded to the'migrants‘ﬂas
that during the period iQBZ-BS ‘to 1886-87, there were
improvements 1in the earnings for the migrants from alil the
selected talukas. In 1982-83 on an average in-migrants from Dahed
taluka had earned Rs. 1196 trom employment and it 1increased to
Rs. 1453 1n 1986-87. Similarly the in-migrants from Santrampur
“had shown'impfqvement trom” "ah"averagé 6f RaT~ Y295 in 1682-83 to
Rs. 1563 1n 1986-87. Although there was improvement in the income
level- of in-migrants trom Limkheda from Rs. 1217 1n 1982-83 to
Rs. 1370 1n 1986-87. the improvement was not at par with the
migrants from Dahod and Santrampur talukas.

The 1ncome levei according to the land ownership pattern for the
in-migrants from ihe sélected talukas however did not‘ show any
reiatxonshlp with the land owvership éattern and revealed
marginal variations. Also, among difterent category of houséholdg

there was no sdch indicating rise Iin the income level with the

Y
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passage of time particularly tor the in-migrants from Santrampur
and Limkheda talukas. However, the steady increase with the
marginal ups and downs i1n the i1ntervening period tor the in-

migrants trom Dahod taluka revealed that for them stability has

been maintained i1in the accrual of the incone.

4.6.1 Income Level! Alonq fn-Migrants

It was indeed surprising that in the—-accrual” of the " incomé " no
parity was observed amoﬁg male and femal; in-migrants. This was
in case of all in-migrants trom the selected three tailukas and
continued over a period of time from 1982-83 to 1986-87. This
necessi1tated a look into the details of tq? ranges of the income
accrued to the 1n-m1gr§nt males ané female§ pgparately.

‘The rahges of incomd accrued to both male gnd female in-migrants
revealed thatvit varied between Rs. 1000 and Rs. 7000. In respect
ot‘ male 1n-migrants, it was observed that large proportion of
them had an i1ncome range of Rs. 1000- Rs. 2500. The regional
variations among the in-migrations from the different talukas in
the above income range was  quite- distingutstHng. Tt Jis “observed
that 71.8% ot the total male in-migrants trom Dahod had 1income
petween Rs. 1000-Rs. 2500 as against 52.6% from Limkheda taluka
and 49.9% trom Santrampur taluka(Table 10:1. 10.2, 10.3). lf we
~consider accrual of income upto Rs. 1000 it was observed that
23.6% of the male i1in-migrants from Dahod' taluka had accrued
income 1n this range as against 36.6% from Limkheda taluka and
more 1.4% tfrom Santrampur. The implications are that only male

in-migrants trom Santrampur taluka had higher accrual of income

-0f about Rs. 2500 and such male in-migrants constituted 48.7% ot
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the total male in-migrants.

Among male in-migranta, according to the land ownership pattern
it was observed that‘in 1086-87, 85.7% of the total wmale 1in-
mxgran;s among landless category from Dahod taluka had accruead
income between Rs.1006-2500, as against 95.7% from Santrampur and
80% trom Limkheda taluka. Among other category of in-migrant
males in marginal and smEil=iand’ WoldiRgs theIF proportion in the
Rs. 1000-2500 income range group declined substantially and
majority ot them had higher earnings of more than Rs. 2500 among
the male 1n-migrants from Saﬂtrampur and Limkheda taiukas.
However, among most male in-migrants trom Dahod;, marginal and
smatl land owners they continued to have income aécfued between
ﬁs.>1000-2500. It was indeeé surprising that over thé period of

tive vyears the pattern had not changed particularly for the

migrants trom Dahod .

4.6.2 Income Level! Among Female In-Migrants

it is seen frqm above that female mif:ants were»notwhéving.parity
in the-iqcome accrual with their male counterparts. A detailled
examination of the earnings among the female in-migrants indicat-
ed tnat during 1986-87, 66.7% temale in-migrants from Dahod had
accrued 1ncome upto KRs. 1500 and the proportion in Limkheda was
71.4%. However, in case of Santrampur ?76.7% of the female in-
migrants héd earnings between Rs. 1500—3000vapd-the proporkion of
temale 1n-migrants earning income upto Rs. 1500 were only 23.3% .
Again over the years the pattern has not chaﬁged substantially.
Among ‘tﬁe' ditferent category of land ownership, feﬁale in-

migrantéﬁ'earnlng income :fupto’ Rs. 1500 were™~100%--ambng the

L
: ,
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iandiess category among in-migrants tfrom Dahod taluka, as
\

compared to 63.9% among the marginal category ahu once again

100% among small and big category. In case of the temale in-

migrants from Santrampur iﬁ different category of fand

ownersth. the accrual of income upto Rs. 1500 were in smaller

proportion to the total female in-migrants, In fact, they‘
constituted aarax among the landiess category,  21.4%: -in -the-
marginal category. 16.7% in the small category and 28.6% in the

big category. The income level among the female in-migrants from

Santrampur indicated that most of them had higher accrual of

income than those trom Dahod taluka. High accrual of i1ncome among

temaie in-migrants was Rs. 1500 and above among different

category of land owners in Limkheda taluka. *: {

Thus. - 1in terms ot accrual of income separ#tely to both male ‘'and

temale 1in-migrants apart trom regional variations there were

unequat oppo:tunities for earnings particuliarly for the female

in-migrants trom Dahod taluka. Added to the above, the total

amount ot income accrued to them . was also on-an-average:not*=more”
than Rs. 2000 during the peiod of their 1n-mlgrat1on} The

‘implications are that since maie and female in-migrants were

working 1in unison and belonged to the‘éame family the total

income accrued to them was in the range of about Rs. 3000-4000

which oniy attrgcted them towards out-migration from their places

of origin.

4.6.3 Living conditions at the Place of Migration
in view ot the nature of amploymént and i1nvolvement of both males

and temales. 1t became necessary to ascertain the views of - the
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in-migrants on their living conditions at tho.place ot migration.
.lt wag reported that most in-migrants had no accomodation to stay
and were torced to live in open spaces available to them at the
various places of migratiop. This was beh in the urban and rural
areas ot migration. The above sentiments were expressed by all

category of land owners among male and female in-migrants.

5.0 CONCLUS 1 ONS ST T T

5.1 In Panchmanhat district, the out-migration of population was
ot a high magnitude and perpetual 1in naturer On an average, 1.52
mempers orf a ftamily migrated. Although, it was expected that
out-migration would be resticted to the members of those house-
hoids having no tand resource or marginal land owners, it was
found that in ceftaxn regions, the migratio% was of wvery high
magnitude and even members of households belonging to big land
size migrated . Family members of beneficiary households had also
migrated. |

5.2 Amongvd1tferent category of land owners, the phenomesnon of
m:t-m-igra-t‘ion- showed stesdy ircrease from 1982-83 to 1986-87.
Amoné sample housenholds, it was irrespective of the land
ownership and beneficiary of the programmes.

5.3 The migration was not restricted to‘only one member ot the
family but in certain families it was upto four members. The
distribution ot the members of the family migrating suggested
thai migration of the tamily members upto two members constituted
the highest proportion.

5.4 In terms of the total family resources, the migration among

members was to the extent of 25%. Further, migration, particular-



iy in Limkheda tor big tarmers was highest as compared to the

nouseholds of same (and size in the twc other talukas.

5.5 Another i1mportant aspect of migration was that it was

in an identical proportion‘among both male and females. Particularly
out-migration ot temale; bélonging to big farm sizes was quite
characterjstie. An in-depth study of malesa and remsles suggested

that majority ot those ;fg?itﬁudﬁUTdhgéa"fﬁ“thb"age group ot 16-

25 yeéars.Thus. both males and temales who ngfated belonged to
"young age group".

5.6 Among the causative tactors of out-migration,lack of
productive income-generating resources in the family was one of

the most important reasons. Besideéy repayment: of debt ana

. !
meeting the tamily consumption requirements were other two

reasons tor migration. The out-migration of sample households was
' spread throughout the yedr. However, a2 majority had migrated
durinr the rabl cropping season when their own on-tarm activities
were limiteq.

5.7 It was reported’ that the sample households had no
particular preterence for deatinations as such. The various
destinations i1ndicated tour clustets. a) thq metropolitan city of
Anmedabad b)) Dbi1g cities c¢J urban industrial centres d) rural
areas. Further. out-migration to the big cities was maximum.Urban
industrial centres was another major attraction. However, out-

migration to rural areas also showed that availability ot

employment was the only criterion in some cases.

5.8 [t was found that intermadiarieé' dealing . in employment

pusiness had no role 1n selecting the place o0of work. Among
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different regions of the distfict. migrants from DAhod had higher
number or days for empioyment than migrants from Sénntrampur and.
Limkheda taljukas. Alfhough the duration of employment varied from
30 to 300 days in a year, males had higher number of days, of
empioyment. The naturé of employment amonf male and females
suggestea that they were mostly involved in all types of
construction activities andthe type 6f jobs have not changed.

5.9 At appears that rural out-migration was not very
remuneratiyve. From the 1income estimates it can be seen that
during 1986-87, on an average, each migrant trom Santrampur had
earned kRs. 1563 as agasnst Rs. 1453 trom Dahod and Rs. 1370 from

A
Limknheaa. Also, over the period ot five years there was no

‘substantial increase 1n the wages of the migrants 1in real

[
terms. In the accrual ot income it was surprising tonote that
there was no parity between male and temale wages. Also, a
majority ot migrants had earned income from wages between Rs.
1000-2500.
5.10 A &eﬁx-orablé”sta{‘e 4t affatrs was Observed in terms of
fivang éond1tions of the migrants at the place of theair work. It

was reported that most of the migrants lived in open spaces at

various destinations of migration.
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