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ABSTRACT

EMPLOYMENT, INCOME, EXPENDITURE PATTERNS OF THE SEASONAL
MIGRATORY AGRICULTURAL LABODURERS WORKING AT A SUGBAR
FACTORY IN AHMEDNA&AR DISTRICT

By
SHINDE H,R.
MASTER OF SCIENCE (AGRICULTURE)

MAHA ITMA PHULE AGRICULTURAL UNIVERSITY
RAHURI, DIST : AHMEDNAGAR

1992
Research Gulids : Or., S.N, Tilekar
M.Sc., Ph,D, (IARI)
Diploma in Economic Develop-
ment and Planning (Italy)
Department 3 AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

The present investigation was undertaken to study the
causas of seasonal migratinn and to study amployment, income
and expenditure patterns of the seaspnal migrant households,
The study was based upon the primary data collected from three
categories of sample labour households, selected randomly,
according to their nature of work, viz ! Direct Centre Labour
(60), Gadi Cantre Labour (60) and Head Centre Labour (60) by
survey method for the year 1990-91, Location of the study
was Rahuri Co-operative Sugar! Factory in Ahmednagar district,

Analysis of the results had shown that the average
size of migrant families was B,65 members with high degree of
illiteracy. It was observed that these families migrated
reqularly because of no employment opportunities after kharif
season at native place, unirrigated and inadequate land,
inadequacy of fodder and indebtedness, The non-inastitutional
credit borrowed by all the three categories was maximum i,e.

88 per csnt,

"~

Contd, .



xiii

H.R. SHINDE m.Se, (Agri.) Abstract Contd.,.,..

The study had proved the findivngs .- that the seasonal
migration has significant effects on gross family employment,
Direct Cantre Labour and the labourers of other two cate~
gories of migrants had worked for S and 4% months respectively
in a crushing season. Of the total income, 74,67 per cent
income of sample labour households was sarned at factory site.
Among the three categories of labour households, earnings of
Direct Centre Labopur households were maximum (Rs. 71,17 per
day). It was found that the psr adult expenses on food
grains and other food items, which were major items of
expenditure, were almost double in all categories of semple
households at factory site to that of native place,

Migrant households faced the problems in constructlion
of huts, non-availability of convenient site, health and
education facilities, Study suggested that factory should
still look into, further social and economic welfare of

migrant households,

( Pages : 1 to 109 )
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 General

Migration is one of the basic components of
population dynamics, The study of human migration is
getting more importance today because of complexity of
human 1ife and fast changing socio-economic conditiona,
Uneven distribution of limited resources and variation

in economic and cultural developments influsnce the

mohility of human hbeings from one region to another,

Agriculture is the main source of livelihood of
majority of the population (about 73 per cent). In spite
of our efforts in alround development of the country,
importance of agriculture ss mainstay of the economy has
remained all through the plan peripds. According to 1991
census, the total populaticon of thewcountry is 844,324
million. Of the total population, the total work force
is 314,90 million i,e6, 37.30 per cent, The population
has increased from 664,11 million to B44,32 million and
the work faorce increasased from 221,8 to 314.9 million
during the decade 1981-91, According to National Sample
Survey Information, the grouth rate of employment in
agriculture for peried 1972-73 to 1977-~78 was 2,32 per
cent for peried 1977-78 to 1983, it was 1,20 per cent
and for period 1983 to 1987-88 was 0,65 per cent.

Overall growth rate for different sectors for above salid

periods was 2,82, 2,27 and 1,55 per cent, respectively.



N

Thus, the report concluded that overal) amp loymant
qrowth rate has been steadlly qoing doun and {ndesd
the grouth rate of employment has baesn significantly
lower than the growth rate of population. The growth
rate of employment in agriculture has shown similar
trend, Yn fact in recent years, the absprption of

labour in the agriculture sector has been extremely louw,

In Maharashtra, as per 1981 census, there wers

27,27 million (38,17 per cent) workers out of the total
populatiecn of 62,78 millions and the agricultural
labourers accounted nearly 6.50 millions (26.79 per cent)
out of the total work force. As per 1991 census thers
were 30,88 millions (39,22 per cent) uworkers, out of the
total population of 78.74 millions and the agricultural
labourers accounted for B8.31 milliona (26,91 per cent).
During the decade 1981-91, the proportion of workers in
the State was higher than the proportion of workers in
the country as a whole, In Maharashtre, proportion of

workers increased from 38,17 to 39,20 per cent during

1981-91.

The pressure of population both from within and
osutside agriculture, ultimately leads to an increasing
dependence on agriculture. In the absence of other

altsrnative means of livelihood, people were forced to



go out from their native place, In the past, lack of
industrial development and characteristics of rural
population for not to lsave the native place kept the
rural migration to a minimum leval inapite of the
Increaning presnure on Iand, After rfiftees, populatian
problem hecame matre acule reaulting {ntn a large seale
unemployment and ynderemployment {n the marqginal clasnes
of rural population, The aqgrarian sconomy of India
which 1s characterised by predominance of small and
marqinal farmers and agricultural labourers is highly

responsible for it (Kasar, 1992).

Industrial development in rural areas has been
undertaken on quite a large scale and efforts are conti-
nuously being put into increase agricultural production
through land development, irrigation facilities, use of
fertilizers, better seeds, plant protection measures setc,
However, the facilities asvailable for absorption of
surplus population through agricultural development by
itself are limited, The pressure of surplus man_power
in unirrigated and backward areas has forced continual
migration of rural populatien eiéher to other developed

rural areas or urban areas in search of employment with

better wages,



1.2 Seasonal migration

The mobility of mankind from one rural area to
another rural area is called rural migration. Such
migration commonly occurs in developing countriss where
most of the people live in rural areas or where there is

lack of balanced economic grawth. People are found

less
moving from - agriculturally, developed reglon to
woYe
fertile and relatively - - nqricnlturalln\davalopnd

reqgion, This type of migration is generally for a short
perlecd, It 1is found mainly in areas where sessonal
demand for agricultural labour is more. In Indig, there
has been increased supply of labour due to the pressure
of population on the limited land resulting into under-
employment and thereby meagre income to small landholders
and aqricultural labour families. This surplus labour
when unable to get sufficlent income For livinmg in rursel
areas is usuvally forced out of their native places in
search of seasonal agricultursl work, Such a phancmenon
is termed as seasonal migratory agricultural labourers,
Agricultural labourers move ocut in the off-season of
farming in search of livelihood, Because there are no

opportunities for work in the place of their origin,

Ssasponal migration is not a nsw phenomenon and 1s

observed throughout India, In Tamil Nadu, a large number



of labour families from the dry, gsingle cropped area
migrates for tuo or three months to the irrigated reqgion
where two rice crops are grown. In Assam, migrants found
seasonal employment on tea estate, In Andhra Pradesh,
labourers migrate seasonally from Guntur and Krishna
districts to West Godavari districts for harvesting of

tobacco (Rao, 1978),

In Maharashtra, about four lakhs labour migrates
from drought prone and backward areas to irriqated
regions for harvesting and transport of sugarcane (Kasar,
1992). It is thus clear that seasonal migration of farm

labour forms a major constituent of intra-rural migration

in the cauntry,
1.3 Need for resesarch on ssasonal migration

Migration flous have a bearing upon several
prablems of the development process such as employmant
and regional development, The studies on seasonal
migration of aqricultursl labour covering the economic
aspects and coverage of large region of the migrants are
few., In view of this, the need for taking up the economic
research in this area of migration has been emphasised by
researchers in literature (Connell et al,, 1?76; Shah,

19793 Mishra, 1980; Murty and Murty, 1980; Balkrishna and



Rangacharyulu, 1980; Chatterjes, 1980 and Kasar, 1992),
An attempt to examine the reasons and results of the
seasonal migration has an important role to play in
devising the suitable strategiss for economic development
of the seasonal migrants, It is in this context, the
studies on seasonal migration of agricultural labourers
assume significance in a labour surplus country like

ours (Kassr, 1992),
1.4 The praoblem .

In India, Maharashtra ranks first in case of
sugar production and second in case of number of sugar
factories., Availability of assured irrigation water and
the favourable agroclimatic conditions enabled the Western
Maharashtra region to emerge as a sugarcane belt of
Maharashtra., This has helped in the raplid growth of
sugar industry during last three decades which provides

a gainful amployment to farm labourers,

The seasonal migqratory agqricultural labour force
assumes significance in the harvesting and transport of
sugarcane to the co-operative sugar factories in Usstern
Maharashtra. Most of these labour households are the
poorers from the drought praone area of the State egspecially
from Western part of Beed district, Aurangabad and Jalna

districts in Marathuada rsgion, dry parts of Ahmednaqar,



Jalgagn and Dhule districts of Khandesh, They face

acute poverty because of low productivity of agriculture
and frequent occurrence of famine conditions in these
regions, The causes of migration of agricultural laboursrs
are malnly lack of possibilities of eamployment within and
outside the farms, uneconomic wunit of cultivation, poor
resogurce basa and surplus family labour, Sugar factories
in Western Maharashtra provide sufficiently gquaranteed
employment and income for family and fodder for animals

of seasonal migratory agricultural labourers,

This phenomenon of seasonal migration of
agricultural labourers is associated with some social
and economic issues., There is need for scientific
research to esnsuer the questions like - Why do these
labour housasholds migrate ? and What are the economic
consequencies of seasonal migration on their economy ?
This study would be’h;lpful to formulate effective

policies for increasing employment and reducing

insquality and poverty.

Rasearchﬁarried out in this study pertains to
seasonal migratory agricultural labourers inveolved in
the harvesting and the transport opserations of sugarcane
at the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar factory in Ahmednagar

district with the follouwing specific objectives,



1.5 Objectives

1) lo study the socio-economic background and

cauyses of migration of the seasonal migratory

agricultural labour households,

it) To study the employment patternas of minrant

househplds,

i11) To study the income patterns of migrant

househplds,

iv) To study the expenditure patterns of migrant

households,
seatonad it \nbeown
v) To study the problems faced by;and to suggest

syitable measures to overcome them,

1.6 Scope and utility of the study

The seasonal agricultural migrants are
neglected, knowingly or unknowingly in the rural
development programmes, The economic aspects such as
employment, income and expenditure behaviour of the
seasonal migratory agricultural labour households
engaged in harvesting and transporting of sugarcane
need a detaliled probe for understanding the socio-

economic status of migrant labour, The detailed study



of relevant factors influencing employment, income
and expenditurs will throw light on various problems
of the seasonal migrant anricultural labour. This
study is limited to seasonal migratory agricultural
labourers involved in the harvesting and transporting
of sugarcane at the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar Factory

Ltd.,, Shri Shivajinagar in Ahmednagar district,
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2., REVIEW OF LITERATURE

This chapter deals with the brief review of some
empirical studies on economic aspects of sesasonal

migration,
2,1 Streams of migration

Migration can be broadly clasaified into inter~
national migration and internal migration., International
migration takes into account the movement of people from
one country or continent to another, Theg internal
migration involves movements of psrsons from one place
to another within the country, The internal migration

could be sub-divided into four migration streams viz :

rural to rural, rural to urban, urban to urban and urban

¢ §

fto'rural. Further, it could be temporary, permanent and

rsgasonal,

-

LV

ErA study conducted by Murty and Murty (1980) in
Maharashtra on the basis of 1971 census data indicated
that about 36 par cent of the population in the State
uesafmigrants. The study further revealed that the
rural-rural was the largest form of migration (49 pe:
cent) followed by ryral-urban (26 per cent) urban~urpaﬁ‘
(16 per cent) and urban-rural (7 per cent), The shorﬁ?x
distance migrants wers in the categoriss of CUltivatofd

M

and agricultural labourers when compared to the long

distance migrants.
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Cherunilam Francis (1987) after analysing the
1981 census data of India reported that rural-rural
migration involves about 65 per cent to the total,
while 17 per cent were in rural=-urban streamgd Over
11 per cent in urban-uyrban stream, The largeinumber of
the internal migrant§i?ound in the rural-rural astrsam and

the smallest in the urban-urban stream,

The phenomenon of rural-rural migration on a
seasonal basis from backward rural areas to more deve-
loped areas being internal migration is ohbhserved on
large scale, Seasonal migration of farm labour force
is major constituent of intra-rural migration in the
country, This provides an interesting and challenging

area for research since very little is knaown about this
(shah, 1973),

In thep present study, an attempt has benn made
to deal with economic aapects of aeasonal migration of
farm labour which forms an important part of rural to

rural migration in Maharashtrs,

2.2 Family background characteristics of

seasonal migrants
Dhongade and Pathare (1974) undertook a study of

seasonal migrant working at the Rahuri Co-operative
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Sugar Factory in Ahmednagar district in Maharashtra to
know their causes and consequencies of seasgnal migra-
tion during 1971-72, They studied 150 migrant familises
representing the dry parts of Maharashtra ond drawn at
randam, They found that majority of the migrants bslonged
to villages located in the range of 60 to 150 kilometers
from the factory. The size of their family was quite
large i,e. 8.2 members and bulk of the family members of
their families were illiteratae, All the sample houssholds

were found in debt,

Breman (1978) studied the seasonal migrant
labourers working at Sugar Factories around Bardoli in
South Gujarat, He studisd 124 cane cutter and 21
mykadams, He noted that Khandesh region comprising the
districts of Dhulis, Jalgaon and part of Nasik in
Maharashtra was the most important recruitment area of
migyants for the sugar factories in South Gujarat. He
observed that the cane cutters were mostly landless
labourers for whom there was no work after the sowing
of kharif crops, The cartmen were mostly peasants who
possessed piece of land and pair of bullocks with a cart,
They migrate seasonally because they had no work after

harvest of kharif ssason,
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Balkrishna and Rangacharyulu (1980) undertook
a study of 100 seasonal migratory agricultural labourers
involved in sugarcane harvest and also 137 residential
agricultural labourers from two villages of Nizamabad
district in Andhra Pradesh. The study revealed that the
migrants were mostly 'Hindu' by religion and 'Lambada’
by caste, They were moatly {lliterate. The average
size of the family was seven and that of land holding
was two hectares, They raised different crops like
paddy, maize, red gram, ragi etc, in addition to jowar

which was their staple food,

Bhapkar et al, (1984) undertook a study of socio-
economic conditions of a random sample of 44 aseasonal
migratory households at a co-operative suqgar factory
in Satara district of Western Maharashtra, They
concluded that the proportion of younger labourers
between the age group of 21 to 35 ysars was the highest.
The highest illiteracy was more among the landless and
small size classes of haldings., Majority of them had

agriculture as their main occupation,

patil (1984) studied 240 randomly selected
temporary migrant farm labourers working in the
operational area of Madhukar Sahakari Sakhar Karkhana

Ltd., Faizpur in Jalgaon district of Maharashtra State,
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He studied the socio-economic CharactEristics‘of
temporary migrant, causes of migration and problem
faced by the migrant at place of uwork, His study
revealed that the majority of the temporary migrants
was middle aged, illiterste, having medium size of
family, belonged to SC/ST/NT castes followed
agriculture as main occupation, meagre land holdings,

low annual income,

Sathe et al., (1991) studied 334 migratory
labours involved in harvesting and transport of
sugarcane and 47 labour contractors in 1985, From
among the previous sample, in 1587, again 110 labourers
were studied, They studied cane harvesting and transport
labour according to their work viz, direct centre labour,
gadl centre labour, tayall centre and head centre labour.
The sample migrant labours were selected from Beed,
Jalgeon, Nasik and Aurangabad districts of Maharashtra
which supply majority of migrant labour engaged in
harvesting and transport of cane, This study revealed
that the average age of migrant labour was 37 years,
About 63 per cent labour were from the 19-35 age group.
About 64 per cent were illiterate, 2/3 of the total
sample labourers were SC/ST/NT, Among those @ Vanjari

and Bhills had larger pnroportion, Average family size



of migrant labour was 6,5 members. One-third of samp le
labour households were landless, Among 4 categories,
Head load centre labour households were with less

assets with them.
V‘ﬁs Msd /\__L\ ol
Palwa. (1991) studiedrbBZ seasonal migrant labour

engaqad in harvesting and transport of sugarcane from
Pathardi tahsil irrespective of sugar factory uhere thay
had worked, He found that the average size of migrant
family was medium, large number of migrant family member
were in the age group of 14 to 44 years (66,41 per cant),
while feu were upto 13 years (24.55 per cent) of ane,.
They migrata'on an average for distance of 184,16 kilo-
meters for work., Cropping pattern is dominated by
cereals and pulses (90,93 per cént) and most of them are

illiterate and indebted/

Based on sample study of 240 households, 120 each
for migrants and non~migrants from Beed district, Kasar
(1992) concluded that the migrants had large famil@s(7.3
members) with high degree of illiteracy and uere mostly
sngaged as agricultural labourers-cum-cultivators. The

migrants were more indebted than the non-migrants,
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2.3 Studies on causes of seasonal migration of

farm labour

Phalke (197U) reported that the seasgnal agricul -~
tural labourers engaged in harvesting and transport of
sugarcane migrate due to lack of employment, poor wages
at native places and to get rid of {debtedness from among

the savings,

Ohaongade and Pathare (1974) concluded that the
adverse sconomic conditions coupled with poor employment
opportunities at the native places forced families to
migrate seasonally to sugar factories for work., The
other reasons reported by migrants were attraction of
free fodder for the animals at the factory, outastanding
debts, famine conditinna etc, Phadane (1974) concluded
that the lack of land or amaller land haldings appeared
toc be the main cause of migration of seasonal migrant

labour,

Balkrishna and Rangacharyulu (1980) found that
the demand for skilled labour éor harvesting of cane,
availability of free fodder for cattle and sbsence of
the other work at the place of origin uere the causses
of seasonal migration of triable labour to the sugar

factory in Nizamabad district of Andhra Pradesh.
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One of the studies conducted in the Jurisdiction
of Madhuykar Sahakari Sakhar Karkhana, Jalgaon by Patil
(1984) pointed out that the main reasons for seasonal
migration of sugarcane harvesting and trangpaort labourers
were © 0 no amplaoyment oppartunitiea after khar(f
season, underemploymant at native place, uneconamic

honldings and frequent famines,

Sathe et al, (1991) concluded that the reasons of
seasonal migration were lack of employment opportunitiss
at native place, low income from agriculture, small land
holding, guaranteed employment at sugar factory, availa-

bility of fodder for cattle and to clear outstanding debt.

Kasar (1992) stated that the inadequate income
and employmsnt at the place of origin served as push
factors while the guaranteed employment with higher wages
for human labour and the availability of green fedder,
free of charge, for animals at the factoriss served as
pull factors for the seasonal migration of farm labour

force from the aree of origin,

To sum up the above revieus, it can be said that
both push and pull factors play their role in inducing
migration., The above revisus clearly showed that the
adverse economic conditions with lack of income and
unemployment in the place of origin, forces the farm

labourers to migrate seasonally to the sugar factorises.
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2.4 Employment, income and expendituyre of seaspnal
migrant households

Dhongades and Palhars (1974) caneluded that bhe
seasonal migration of migrants to sugar factories had
provided sybstantial employmant eapscially to all {,e,
male, female and bullock pairs, They also concluded
that each migrant family, on an average, got a total
income of Rs, 2127 from different sources at factory
site during the season of the factory, This income at
factory site had 57 per cent share in average annual
family income, Of the totel expenditure, 69 per cent
was spent on food, 19 per cent on clothing, very
neqligible proportion of expenditure was made on

education and medical aid,

Balkrishna and Rangacharyulu (1980) in Andhra
Pradesh found that the migrants working at sugar
factory got the employment, on an average for 155 days

during the crushing season {,e, from March to Octobsr,

Sathe et al. (1991) reported that the average
employment of the sample households at factory was 192
days for direct centre labour, while 162 days Head load
centre labour. Average income earned at factory per
housshold was Rs, 14,543; Rs, 5,046 and Rs, 4,519 for

Direct centre labour, Head load centre labour and truck
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(Gadi) centre labour reapectively, Ihe income at
Factory site was about 60 per cent of the average

annual income of family of all cateqgories of labour.

Palye (1991) reported that average employment
at factory was 82,53, 81,55 and 93,65 days for male,
female and bullock pair respectively, Average gross
income of migrant housshold was Rs, 13,451,25, The
share of income at sugar factory was 59,28 per cent of
total income followed by 24,95 per cent from crop
production, Average annual expenditure of sample
migrant household was Rs, 13,875,76, Average expendi-
ture incurred on food was 37,59 per cent, 13.51 per cent
on clothing and 12,80 per cent on social purposes,
Expanditure on medical aid and education are 2.68 and

2.83 respectively,

Kasar (1992) concluded that the employment due to
seasonal migration at the sugar factory shared 45,19,
51.11 and 65.45 per cent of the total employment in the
case of average male, female and bullock pair of the
migrant houssholds respectively., The average annual
employment of male, female and bullock pair of migrant
was observed to be higher than the non-migrant. Average

gross family income of migrant family was Rs, 10,618,965,



20

Share of income at factory was 57,09 per cent and
income from crop production was 24,23 per cent.
Further he concluded that the spasonal migration
helped the migrant households especially the smaller
size classes to increase their income to reach little
better position as compared to their counterparts

under study,

2.5 Problems faced by seasonal migrant labour
in the area of destination

Pawvar (1967) reported that migrant faced lot of
difficulties l1ike poor housing facilities, inadequate
ration, lack of educationsl and recreational facilitiss
at factory site, Phalke (1970) also reported the same

difficulties in his study,

Pathare (1972) and Patil (1984) reported that
about cent per cent labourers opined that they had no
proper accomodation, about 93 per cent labourers com-
plained about low wages, while 92 per cent workers said
they had not sufficient work to do, 66 psr cent told
that there were no educational facilities about 23 per

cent labourers who stated that they had to face clashes

with local labourers.,
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Sathe et al, (1991) reportad that there are no
fix hours for work, wages are very low in case of

migrant sugarcane harvest and transport labour,

2,6 Measures for ameliorating the problems of

migratory labours

Pathare (1972) suquested that the problems of
labourers at native places are basically the problems
of small uneconomic holdings, unemployment etc, For
them land reforms, land development activities,
employment insurance, agro-industries and literacy
drive on large scale in the rural areas are aeffective
mpasures by Government, while at factory site better
duelling, supply of foodgrains, faormation of labour
co-opaerative to avold exploitation from contractors,

schooling facilities, adequate medical facilities by

sygar factory,

Kasar and Tilekar (1989) suggested that installa-
tion of agro-processing industries based on local raw
produce in rural areas in order to generats employment
and income opportunities for the economic development of
weaker saction in particular and the farming community
in general in that locality. Housver, they failed to

explain what is the surplus raw produce that is available

in that locality,
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It can be inferred from the past studies that the
ssasonal migrants are the peasants or landless workers,
The inadequate means of employment and income at the
native villages owing to dry land agriculture compelled
them to miqrate seasonally to make their labour productive
for earning livelihood, A step ahead, fsw ressarchers
observed that seasonal migration has contributed in
providing additional employment and income to them that
helped to increase their socio-economic status, It was
also pointed out by few scholars that seasonal migrants
face difflculties 1ike improper dwelling, lack of basic
amenities like drinking water, education and medjical carse,
long working hours and exploitation of migrants by thelir
contractor at the place of work, To overcome these
difficulties various measures like implementation of
rural development programmes aimed at generation of
employment and income opportunities in the area of
origin and labour co-operatives at the place of
destination were suggested,

The present investigation proposes to verify
whether theses factors hold. true for the migrant
labours at the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar Factory in

Ahmednagar district.
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3, METHODOLOGY

This chapter deals with the methodological issues
involved in completion of the study, It ia, therefore,
designed to explain in brief the plan of investigation
with a special reference to the location of study,
selection of the sample, design of the schedules, coplle-
ctinn of datn, period of the field study and analygis of

data.
7.1 Locat{on of the study

The investigation is carried out in the operational
area of fhe Rahuri Co-opsrative Sugar Factory Ltd,,
Shri Shivajinagar (Rahuri) in Ahmednagar district;;
factory-is located on Ahmednagar-Nasik road and is
7 kilomatsrs to the north of Rahuri touwn, a taluka head-

quarte} which is'in the close vicinity of the Mahatma
Phule KrisHi'Vidyapesath, The operational area of the
factory comprises of 93 villages of which 87 belong. to

Rahuri taluka, 5 belong. to Ahmadnagar taluka and“y

1 belongs to Shrirampur taluka of Ahmednagar distfict;
The actual working of the factory started in the ysar
1957-58, In year 1990-91 sugarcane was grown on an area

of 7281,71 hectares which was available for crushing.

The general crapping pattern of the area consiats

of crops like jouar, bajra, wheat, gram, sugarcane and
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Fruit crops like pomegranate, ber and oranges stc,
Ahmednagar-Nasik and Nagar-Shrirampur roads and the
Dound-Manmad Railuay 1line provides vechicular and

railway trafic to the area.

The sugar factory employs about 400 labour
contractors on 12 per cent commission basis from
different regions every year and provides seasonal
employment to about 4300 household units of agricultural

labour for harvesting and transport of sugarcane,

The study was restricted to the migratory seasonal

labour employed by the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar Factory.

3,2 Selection of sample

A list of agricultural labour households employed
during the year 1991-92 was obtained from the factory
office, There were in all 4365 labour houssholds,of
which 320 were local labour houssholds, 4065 were migratory
labour householas who are engaged in harvesting and
transport of sugarcane to the factory. §ince the study was
pertaining to seasonal migratory labour households local
labour households were excluded, Then the seasonal
migratory agricultural labour houssholds were divided

into the following three categories and prepared separate

list for each category.
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1) Labourers harvest“hnd transport*Zane direct
by
to the Factory/bullock cart or Direct Centre Labpour,

11) Labourers harvest’and transportZcane by
bullock carts upto centre from where it is further
transported to the factory by trucks or tractor trolley

nr Gadi Centre Labour,

111) Labourers harvestJthe cane and carry”the

harvested cane to load the trucks by headloads or Head

Centre Labour or Koyata.

From each category, 60 labour households uere
salected by simple random sampling method, Since the
investigation required a complete information for year
1990-91, sample of those labour households who had come
to factory during the year 1990-91 were selected. As
such total sample comprised 180 households selected from

above mentioned three categories,
3,3 Design of schedule

Comprehensive schedule to cover different aspects

of the problem uere prepared keeping in visw the

objectives set 1in, The schedules covered information on
aspects like soclo-economic background of the migrant

households with more emphasis on economic aspects,
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cauyses of migration, deteils of employment, income and

expenditure patterns, problems faced by them etc,

The schedules were pretosted with few labour

hounnrholda at the factory and on the basis of experisnce

these were modified and finalised.

3.4 Collection of data

Managing Director of the factory was requested to
help and Introduce to the concerned, purpose of collect-
ing of data, Help of the agricultural officer was taken
for establishing rapport with the sslected labour house-
hold heads through agricultural office staff, The heads
of the selected labour households vere interviewed
parsaonally either in their huts at their work sites and
or at the factory site during the leisure time, The
object of the study was made clear to them, Consliderable
help was rendered by the helpers and slip boys in locat-

ing the labourers.
3.5 Period of the field study

The wvork of interviewing the seasonal labourers
was done during the month of March and April 1992,and
the infaormation pertained to the completed previous year

i,8. 1990-91, Information from the factory office was

collected in the month of May, 1992,
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J.o Analyasls of data

AR simple tabular method and regression analysis

were main tools for the present study,
3,6,1 Tabular method of analysis

AR tabular method of analysis was used to study the
averaqga annual employmant of male, female, children
workers, per family annual gross income from different

sources and per family annual consumption expenditure,

The farm business income was worked out for
different crops and livestock enterprises at working
cost. The consumption expenditure pattern of the sample
households was examined for knowing the proportion of the
total expenditure incurred on different items., The
family members were converted into adult units by using
Adult Consumption Unit Coefficient (Swaminathan and

Bhaguan, 1960).

3.6,2 Regreassion analysis

It was planned to estimate the employment, income
and expenditure function with the help of multiple linear
regression analysis for knowing the parameters influenc-

ing these sconomic indicators in respect of sample house-

holds,
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A) Employment function

Y = a + b,]x1 + b2x2 + U
Whare,
Y = dotal family employment In man daya,
X, = Total nuymber of workers,
Xy = Ratio of migrant labour to total labour,

B) Income function

Y = &8 + b1x1 + b2x? + bsx3 + U
Where,

Y = Gross family income (Rs. )
x, = Gross cropped area (Hectare).

= Sugar factory employment in man days,

X = Local employment in man days,

C) Consumption function

Y = a + b1x1 + b2x2 + U

Y = Gross family consumption expenditure (Rs. ).
X = Gross family income in Rs,

= Family size,






Results and Discuggions




4, RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this chapter, the results of the present

investigation are presented and discussed one by one

in the order of objectives of the study,
4.1 General information about sample labour households

The information regarding the origin of sample
migrant labour, average distance of their villages from
factory, age distribution of prominent man in sample
labour household, their caste and number of years since

vhen they are migrating etc, is presented in Table 4,1.
(1) Origin of migrants

The causes of migration of agricultural labourers
are linked with the places from they migrate, In the
present study, the native places of the seasonal hiéra—
tory labourers were ascertained, The origin of the
migrant labourers were divided in three broad categories
viz; Ahmednagar region i,e. migrants from Pathardi,
Shevgaon and Jamkhed tahsils of Ahmednagar district,
Marathwada region i.e. migrants from Beed, Jalna and
Aurangabad districts and Khandesh region which includes
Jalgaon, Dhulia and Nasik districts, Out of total 180
selected sample housseholds, 110 (60,11 per cent) were
from Marathwada region, 53 (29,44 per cent) uere from

Ahmednagar region and 17 (9.45 per cent) were from

Khandesh regiaon,
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labour households

30

Particulars

Cateqory_of Jabour household

rect Cad 1 Head Overali
centre cantrag cantre
labour labour lahour
1, Origin of migrants
i)Ahmednagar district 32 7 14 53
(57, 71) (11.67)  (23.33) (pu,84)
1) Marathunda 14 1 ah 140
(23,0) (an,00)  (765,00) (50, 11)
1i1{) Khandeah 14 ? 1 17
(23,33) (3.33) (1.67) (9.45)
Total 60 60 60 180
(100) (100) (100) (100)
2. Average distance of 122,11 175,18 138.18 145,16
village from sugar
factory¢ ¥tws)
3., ARge distribution of chief
persaon in labour migrant
households
i) Upto 25 years 5 6 6 17
(8.23) (10, 00) (10, 00) (9.44)
i1) 26 to 40 years 28 36 34 9R
(46.67) (60,00) (56.67) (54,44)
iii) 41 and above 27 18 20 65
(45, 00) (30,00) (33,33) (36.12)
Total 60 60 60 180
(100) (100) (100) (100)
4, Distribution of sample
labour households
according to casts
i) Vanjari 23 1 4 i 78
) ) (30,33) (1.67) (6.67) (15.56)
ii) Banijara 17 10 3 30
) ; (28, 34) (16.67) (5.00) <(16.67)
Boudh 6 39 23 68
111) Bou (10, 00) (65.00) (38.33) (37,78)
Bhill 2 ' 6 18 26
fv) Bh (3.,33) (10,00) (30, 00) (14,68)
m 3 - 5 8
v) Muslim (5-00) (8.33) (4.44)
. 4 15
Maratha 7 4 .
vi) Mara (11.67) 6.66) (6.67) (8.33)
60 60 60 180
fotal (100) (100) (100) (100}
7.42 6.13 8. 51

5. Number of years since When 12,08

they are migratingjyrs,)

TFigures in the parentheses ar

totals).

e pnercentages to the raspective
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Among Direct Centre Labour households, 53,23 par
cent were from Ahmednagar region, while from among Gadi
Centre Labour households and Head Centre Labours, 85 per
cent and 75 per cent, respectively were from Marathwada
region, Majority of the migrant labour who came from

Khandesh region were working as Direct Centre Labour.

(11) Average distance of village from sugar factory

Average distance of villages of sample labour
households was 145,16 kilometers from sugar factory area,
Gadi Centre Labour had maximum distance i,e, 175,18 kilo-
meters from sugar factory, It is because B85 per cent of
that total laboursrs from that category were from Jalna,
Aurangabad and Beed districts, While average distance
is minimum in case of Direct Centre Labour (127,11 kilo-
meters) because of predominance of the labour households
from nearly areas i,e, Pathardi, Shevgaon and Jamkhed

tahsila of Ahmednagar districts (52,23 per cent),

(111) Age distribution of chief person in

migrant labour households

Out.of 180 sample labour households, on an
average, 54,44 per cent sample households were guided
by middle aged persons (26 to 4U year grOUp), while
36,17 per cent were auided by persons having the age

morethan 41 years, Chief person in Gadi Centre lLabour
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households and Head Centre Labour households were

mainly the age group of 26 to 40 years (60 per cent

and 56,44 per cent), In Direct Centre Labour house-
holds, it was observed that the number of chief persons
in the age grodp of 26 to 40 years and 41 years and above

were more or less similar (46,67 per cent and 45 per cent),

(iv) Caste of sample labour households

It can be sesn from Table 4,1 that majority of the
sample labour households were from caste Boudh (37,18 per
cent) followed by Banjara (16,67 per cent), Vanjari
(15,556 per cent),Bhill (14.44 per cent), Maratha (8,33
per cent), Muslim (4.44) and others like Sutar, Christan
(2,78 per cent) etc,

Vanjarl and Banjara caste had more than 66 per
cent labour househoids in Direct Centre Labour category,
It is because they are comparatively well to do, having
bullocks, bullock carts etc, While Boudh is dominated
(65 per cent) in Gadi Centrs Labour category. In case
of Head Centrs Labour, Boudh (38,33 per cent) and Bhill
(30 per cent) were the major castes of sample labour
households. It is obvious that larger proportion of
Boudh and Bhill in Head Centre Labour because they us

ljandless and Head Centre Labour work do not require

.bullocks and bullock carts,
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(v) Number of years since they uers migrating

Labour houssholds of all cateqories were reqular
migrants, Average number of ysar was 8.51, The Dirsct
Centre labourers are migrating since long., The average

years of migration in that category was 12,08 years.

4,2 Composition of migrant labour househplds

The size of family here refers to the total
members in family while composition refer to the number

of male, female and children in family,

(i) Size and composition of family

In Table 4,2 information about the composition and
aize of family is presented., The size of family was the
largest in Direct Centre Labour category (9.13) followed
by Head Centrs Labour (9.11) and Gadi Centrse Labour (7,72).
M{igrants worked as Direct Centre Labour come from joint
families and . . their average size is larger than any
other categories of migrants childrens were about 50 per
cent of total size of family and remaining 50 per cent was

equally shared by male and female. This trend was noticed

in all categories of sample houssholds,

(i1) Literacy percentags

Parcantage of illiteracy was very high in all

categories of migrant families as could bse sesn from the
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labour housesholds
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Average size and composition of families of sampls

Cateqory of labour househpld

p
articulars Direct Gadi Head Overall
centre centre centre
labour labour labour
1. Average size of family
Male 2,38 2,07 2.28 2.24
(26.07) (26.82) (25.03) (25,90)
Femals 2,27 2,08 2,38 2.24
(24.86) (26.,94) (26.12) (25.90)
Children 4,48 3.57 4,45 4,17
(49,07) (46.24) (48.85) (4g.20)
Total 9,13 7.72 9.11 8,65
(100) (100) (100) (100)
2, Literacy percentage
i) Average number of 1.58 0.8? 0.80 1.06
literate members (17.30) (10,62) (8, 78) (12.25)
in family
ii) Average number of 7.55% 6.90 8,32 7,58
illiterate members (82,70) (89.63) (91.32) (87.63)
in family
Total 9.13 7.72 9,11 B8.65
(100) (100) (100) (1 00)
3, Earner dependant ratio
i) Average number of 4,53 3,75 4,28 4,19
sarners in family (a9, 61) (48.58) (4s8.98) (68,48)
ii) Average number of 4,60 3,97 4,83 4,46
dependants (50.39) (61.42) (53.02) (51.%6)
Total g9.13 7,72 g.11 8.5
(100) {(100) (100) (100

(Figures in the parentheses are percentages to

totals).

the respective
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concerned row in the table, High percentage of

illiteracy is due to migration for more than 4-5

months in the year,
(£11) Number of earners and dependants

Average number of earner migrants is more or less
same irrespective of cateqory of sample labour households,
Practically number of earners and dependants are same in
all the three categories of migrant labour househoplds,
High proportion of dependant were due to more number of

children in all categories of migrant labour,

4,3 Extent of seasonal migration

The information about the family members migrating

to the sugar factory is presented in Table 4,3,

More than 60 per cent of the total family members
migrated to sugar factory from each class of migrant
labours, Proportion of migrated members to total family
members indicated that the percentage of males migrated
ranked first followed to them are children and femalses,
Since male labours are required for heavy work like cutt-
ing and transportation of cane, their proportion of
migration is high, Children have no alternatives other
than accompanying their parents, therefore their propor-

tion in migration was also relaiivaly high.
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Table 4,3, Extent of seasonal migration according to the
categories of sample households

Particulars Category of labour housshold
Direct Gadi Head Overall
centre centre centrae
labour labour labhour

Male
a) Average males 2.38 2,07 2.28 2,26
b) Males migrated 1.97 1.23 1.35 1.53
c) Per cent of males 82.77 59,42 59,21 67,86
migrated
Female
a) Average femals 2.27 2,08 2.38 2,24
b) Females migrated 1.52 1.20 1,27 1.3?
c) Per cent of femalss 66.96 57.69 53,36 58,93
migrated
Children
a) Average children 4,48 3.57 4,45 4,17
b) Children migrated 2.65 2.58 2.92 2.7
c¢) Per cent of children 59,15 72,27 65.61 64,98
migrated
Total
a) Average size of 9,13 7. 72 9,11 8.65
family
b) Members migrated 6.13 5, 01 5,53 5,56
c) Per cent of members 67,164 64,89 60,70 64,27

migrated
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4.4 ARge of the migrating unit

Migration of labourers is largely linked with
the age of the migrants, As seasonal migration of
labourers occurs mainly for in pursuit of jobs, most
of the migrants obviously are from working age group.
Most of the children were denied the facility of
education because of migration of their parents, There-
fore sizeable proportion of youngers wers noticed along-
with adult migrants. This information is presented in

Table 4.40

Most of the members (33.65 per cent), who stayed
back at native places, were above 51 yesars of age, Agewise
distribution of migrated members indicated that it was
skewed towards lowsr age while therse ‘was no uniformity in

age group distribution amongst’%hose stayed back at home,

4,5 Size of holdings

Details of distribution of asize of holding of
migrant sample households are presented in Table 4,5,
As cah be seen,majority of the migrants hauseholds
possessed lands (67.78 per cent), At overall level,
32,32 per cent sample household had no - v land,
Majority of sample houssholds who possessed lands
more than 2 hectares were 45,55 per cent, while only

6.67 par cent sample households had land more than
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members according to their age groups

Distribution of family migrant and non-migrant

Category of migrant RAge groups Total
family memhars Upto 17 1A to 60 &1 and norhers
years years above
Family migrant members
i) Dirsct Centre 2,65 3.12 0,37 6,14
Labour (43.16)  (s0.m1) (6.03) (100)
ii) Gadi Centre Labour 2.58 2.25 0.18 5, 01
(51,50) (464,91) (3,59) (100)
iii) Head Centre Labour 2,92 2.42 0,20 5,54
(52.,71) (43,68) (3.61) (100)
iv) Overall 2,72 2.59 0.25 5.5
(48.92) (46.58) (4,50) (100
Family non-migrant
members
i) Direct Centre 1.83 0,27 0,90 3,00
Labour (61,00) (s9.00) (30,00) (100)
i{i) Gadi Centre Labour 0, 98 0.65 1,07 2.70
(36, 30) (24,07) (39.63) (100)
iii) Head Centre Labour 1,56 0,88 1,17 3,59
(42,90) (24,51) (32.59) (100)
iv) Overall 1,45 0,60 1, 04 3,09
(46, 93) (19.42) (33.65) (100)

(F igures in the parentheses are percentages to the

respsctive totals).



Table 4,5, Distribution of sample labour households according to size classes

Sr, Size of holding Direct Centrs Gadi Centire Head Centre Total number
No. labour Labour _ Labour of families
Number Per cent Number Per Number Per Number Per
cent cent cent
1. Landless - - 13 21.687 45 75, 0C S8 32.22
2. Upto 1 hectare 9 15,00 23 38,33 9 15, 0C 41 22,78
3. 1.01 to 2 hectares 22 36.66 1€ 26.£7 3 5,00 41 22,77
4, 2,01 to 46,0 hectares 18 31,67 6 10, 0C 3 5.00 2¢ 1%, 56
S. 4.01 and above 10 16.67 z 3,33 - - 12 6.67
Total 60 100, GG 60 106,00 60 100,00 1e0 100,00

6¢
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4 hectares, Thus, large size of family and small
holdings forced the sample households to migrate from
their villages, Though miaqrant households owned lands,
scarcity conditions, less productivity of these lands
and persistante poverty over the years can not permit
them to meet the minimum requirements meant for living,
It is with these reasons, they migrate to sugar factory

areas,

4,6 Cropping pattern

In Table 4,6 the cropping pattern of the sample
labour households is depicted. It was observed that the
cropping pattern of sample households was mainly domi-
nated by bajra and jowar crops nccupying more than B5 per
cent of the total area irrespective of cateqgory of sample
households, It implied that migrant labour hailed from

subsistant farming areas,

4,7 Agsets of labour households

Rsssts possessed by the sample labour households
serve as a good indicator of their economic background,
The per family capital assets of sample migrant labour
households are presented in Table 4,7, The per family
valys of capitasl assets was Rs, 54033,55 at overall

level, It was found highest in case of Direct Centre
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Table 4,6, Average cropping pattern of sample housshold

(Hectares)

S;. Name of crop Category of labour household 3
) Direct Gadi Head Overall
Centre Centre Centre
Labour Labgour Labour
1, Bajra 1.26 0.63 0, 093 0.66
(57.27) (62.81) (s4,70) (58,40)
2. Jowar 0.51 0.27 0, 057 0,28
(23,18) (26.92) (33,53)  (24,78)
3, Wheat 0, 08 - - 0, 026
(3.64) (2.30)
Total cereals 1.85 0,90 0.15 0,97
(84, 09) (89,73) (88,23) (85,B4)
4, Pylses 0,12 0,075 a, 01 0,068
(5.45) (7.47) (5.88) (6.02)
S, Oilseeds 0,14 0,022 0, 0008 0, 054
(6.36) (2.19) (0.47) (4,77)
6., Fruits and Vegetables 0, 006 - - 0,002
(0,27) (0,17
7. Sugarcane 0,065 0, 00s - 0,02
(2.95) (0.59) (1.76)
8., Other crops 0, 04 0, 002 0, 01 o, 01
(1.82) (0.19) (s.88) (o.88)
Gross cropped area 2,22 1,003 0.17 1.13
(100) (100) (100) (100)

(Figures in the brackets are the percentages to the GCA of

respective categories of households).
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Table 4.7, Per family capital assets of sample migrant
labour households

(Rupees)
STe  Name of asset Category of labour household
No, Overa.
Nirect M:1LR! Mand
Centre Centre Centre
Labour Labour Labour
1. Land 58200,00 20350,00 2850,00 27133,
(54,14) (48, 35) (22.53) (50,22
2, Building 21164 .66 9346 .66 5883,33  12290,¢
(20,13) (22.20) (46,52) (22,74
3, Livestock
a) Draft cattle g4ge,33  4435,00 333,33 4418, ¢
(7.90) (10,54) (2.64) (8.18,
b) Milch cattle 5623.33 1568, 33 624.17 2605, ;
(5.23) (3,73) (4,94) (4.82°
c) Others 253,58 227,08 436,50 305, ”
(0,24) (0.53) (3.45) (0, s€
Total livestock 146365,246 6230,41 1394, 00 7329, ¢
(13.37) (14,80) (11.02) (13.5°
4, Machinery, implements 7204, 73 3918,50 375,37 3832,¢
and tools (6.70) (9.31) (2.96) (7.09°
5, Household assets 6072,50 2240,83 2144, 16 3446.:
(5.65) (5.32) (16.95) (6,38,
Total 107484,13 42086,40 12646,86 54033, !
° (100) (100) (100) (100)

(Figures in the parentheses are psrcentages to the respective

totals).
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Labour Re. 1,07,484,1% and lowvant in case af Haead Contre
Labour Rs. 12,646,86. Among the items of fixed invest-
ment land was the major item constituting 50,22 per cent
At nverall level nf thae total inveatment. Naxt to that
was the investment on buildings (22.74 per cent) and

livestock 13,37 per cent,

Direct Centre Labour had investment of about 54
per cent on land, about 20 per cent in buildings and 13
par cent in livestock, There was no consistancy with
regard to distribution of capital assets between three
categories of sample households, In one category, the
total value of land uwas higher, while in another category,

the total value of buildings was higher.

4,8 Indebtedness

The indebtedness position of migrant households
was examined and the same are presented in Table 4,8, It
was noticed that the proportions of non-institutional
credit borrowed by all the three categories of sample
migrant labours was maximum, Amongst non-institutional
sources lendings by Mukadams (Contractors) were at greater
extent. Proportion of loan taken by Hesad Centre Labour
from Mukadams was maximum, Nearly 60 per cent of loans
were repaid by the migrant households within a year.

All the three cateqories of sample households uere
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Table 4,8, Average per household loan borrowed, repaid and
outstanding in different cateqgories of labour
householdas

(Rupees)
Particulars Lategory of labour househgld 0 1
Direct Gadl Head verall
Centre Centres Centre
Labpur Labour Labour
Average per household
loan borrowed from
Mukadam 6352,28 3665,53 2450, 07 4155, 96
(53.76) (72.83) (76.16) (62.13)
Co-operativa 1101.25 154,59 23,48 426,41
Society (9.32) (3.07) (0,73) (6.28)
Private Monay 2933, 91 1026.23 681,72 1847,17
Lender (24.83) (20, 39) (21.18 (23,13)
Relatives and 427,74 122.30 34,472 194,82
friend (3.62) (2.43) (1,07) (2,91)
Land Development 801,13 38,75 - 279,96
Bank (6.78) (0,77) (4,19)
Nationalised 199,69 25.6 27,67 Bd.SS\
Bank (1.69) (0,81 (0,86) (1.26)
Total amount borrowed 11816, 00 5033, 00 3217, 00 6688.67
(100) (100) (100 (100)
Average amount 6840,28 3176.82 2166, 32 4061,14
repaid (57.89) (63.12) (67,34) (60,72
Amount outstanding 4975, 72 1856,18 1050,68 2627.53
(42.11) (36.88) (32,66)  (39,28)
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defaulters, Loans were taken mainly for purchase of
bullocks, bullock cartag to meet consumption expenses
during lean period., Mukadams collected inastalments at
every fartnights immediately after the payments to these
migrant households, Migrant sample households sources,
since there werse no hard and fast rules of repayment of

loans,
4,9 Causes of migration

In the present study, the chief person of sample
households was asked to indicate the rsasons for their
migration, The said information is summarised in Table

4.9,

The most prominant reason reported by about 92 per
cent of migrant families was that there were no employment
opportunities in their villages. The next important
reason was no guarantee of employment at their nativae
places, Unirrigated land was the reason stated by 60 per
cent sample households, Other reasons astated were
inadequate land to provide work for all family members
(56.11 per cent), inadequacy of fodder (47,22 per cent),
indebtedness (46.11 per cent), scarcity conditions (43,33
per cent), surplus man powsr (41,10 per cent) and better

wages at the place of work (22,22 per cent).
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Table 4,9, Distribution of migrant labour houssholds according
to causas of migration

Sr. Category of labour household
No. Causss of migration Overal
Oiract Gad{ Head
Centrea Centre Centre
Labour Labour Labour
1. No employment 52 56 58 166
opportunities (86.67) (93,33) (96.67) (92,22)
2. No quarantes of employ- 35 46 56 134
ment at native place (58.33) (76.67) (93.33) (74.44)
3. No land - 13 4% 58
(21.67) (75.00) (32,22)
CREEEEITL ity oy e e
pro 0, 00 71.67 23,3 .11
family members (70,00) (71.67) (23,33 (s6.1
5., Unirrigated land 48 45 15 108
(80,00) (7s,00) (25.00) (60, 00)
6. Inadequate income from 54 45 14 113
agriculture (90,00) (7s.00) (23.33) {(62.78)
7. Scarcity condition 28 35 43 78
(46.67) (58.33) (71,67) (43,33)
. Inad cy of fodder 52 30 3 85
8. ‘nadsquecy © (s6.67) (50,00) (s.00) (47,22)
9, Surplus man power 32 16 26 74
P P (53.33) (26.67) (43.33) (41,11)
g, Indebtedness 20 27 36 83
1 noebte (33.33) (45,00) (60,00) (46.11)
0
11. Better wages at the 12 13 15 4
Slace of uork (20.00) (21.67) (25.00) (22,22)
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Severity of causes for migration varied from one
category of sample households to another. Severity of
the causes was higher to one category of sample migrant
households while it was very low to another category of

sample households,
4,10 Employment of sample migrant households

In this ssction, results regarding the average
employment of sample migrant housseholds at the factory
site, at native places and average annual employment are

presented,
4,10,1 Employment at factory site

It was revealed that on an average Direct Centrse
labours worked for 5 months at sugar factory site as has
been given in Table 4,10,1, while the Gadi Centre labours
and Head Centre Labours worked nearly 4% months,
Difference in employment days between Oirect Centrs
labours and other labours wers obsarved because thsey had
to depend on other sources of transport i.e. truck and

tractors, Delays in lifting the canes wers responsible
for lower employment days,
4,10,2 Employment at native place

In Table 4.10,2, results are presented about the

employment of migrant household members who stayed at

native place and employment of all the members of migrant

household at native place,
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Table 4,10,1,Average size of working unit and average
employment of sample labour houssholds

at sugar factory

Particulars Category of labour
household Overall
Dirsct Gad1i Head
Centre Centrs Centre
Labour Labour Labour
Working unit
i) Male 1.91 1,17 1.32 1.47
ii) Female 1.38 1,13 1.15 1.22
iii) Children 0.50 0.48 0.48 0.47
iv) Bullock pair 1,12 1.06 - 0. 72

Number of days employed

i) Male 151,73 135,90
ii) Female 151.73 135.90
iii)Children 60,43 58, 35

iv) Bullock pair 151.53 135,75

132,98 140,20
132.98 140,20
54,52 57,78

- 95, 76
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Table 4,10,2. Average annual emplaoyment of sample labour houssholds at the native place (with and without migrant members)

{Days)
Chtegory of : A, Non-migrant members at native placa : B, 411 miqrants at native nlace :Total
lahboul . Farm work tNon-farm work: : : Farm work ‘Non~-farm wyork: : amploy-
Nouseholds ¢ Cun 1Cthers:Cun :Cthers:Govt, :3alf : Ser- Total :Cun ‘Othersilun :0thers:Govt, :Self  :Ser- Total iment at
farm farm subhsi- suhsi- work qusi- vice farm farm subsi- subsi- work busi~ vics native
work JoTk diary diary {EGS) ness & diary diary (£G3) ness & place
wotk work other uork WwoTk other
work work
Jirect Centre Labour
Male 2,80 0,233 1.57 - 1,46 1,33 9,50 17,59 40,38 30,63 28,56 - 5,13 5,18 5,00 12¢&,88 142,47
(14.92)(4 72) (2,49) (8.30) {7.56)(564,01) (100; (39,54)(24,52)(22.¢88) (4,91) (4,15) (a.01) (100,
Female 9.68 £.27 1.397 - - 3.33 - 20,55 41,95 31,28 26.9¢ - 0.75 C.50 - 101,46 122,01
(68.356) (40,24) (5. 59) (+.61) (100) (&1,35)(30,83;(26.58%) (0,76) (p,69) {+20)
Children 2.81 0,53 1,08 12,00 0,70 - - 15,22 8,33 2,5 9,65 9,50 0,50 0,50 - 30,44  45.66
(18.58) (£.17) (7.14)(65,14) (4,63) (100)(27.37) (B.417(29.73)(31.22) (1.64) (1.65) (100)
Sadi Centre ~abour
Male 7,81 Z.,80 - 3,75 4,00 17,93 17,73 33,78 11,1€ - - 4,95 6,10 2,16 79,30 97,83
(12.57)(15.52) (2 29) (23 20)(2:.91)(22 31} (100) {zz.19Y(47,20){13,99)} (6.20) (7.83) (2.71) (130}
Female 6.2€ 7.98 3,25 0,80 2,50 - 19,61 *5,58 34,26 17,25 - 0.46  1.56 - §9.29 BR,70
(34.u3)(é0 59)(20 14) (¢,08) (3,06} (100, (22.35,(49.36,(24.97) (o,86) (2.26) (100)
Children 0.76 9,71 13,00 0,58 - - 17,71 3,58 5,30 7,35 12,83 0,53 0.20 - 20,89 47,50
(¢.29) (L.m) ( 73)(:A.7u (3.27) (1003 (1231317, 73) (2¢.,33) (62,22 ) (1.77) (C.58) (120}
“gad Centre .abour
Male 1.03 12,33 0,57 - 3,93 5,58 9.25 33,91 3,80 52,52 1,78 0,40 6,40 10,55 4,08 79,53 113,54
(3.12)(36.36) (1.98) (11.59) (- 3.,70)(27.27; {100) (a.99)(55,36) (2.2&) £0.52) (8.40%(13,25) (5.11)  (~3D)
Femalse 1,20 16.13 9,55 - 0.35 2.33 = 29,85 3,30 45,87 11,86 0,83 1,08 3,98 - 66,2 9,50
(4.06)(5£,57)(32,3%) (1.18) (7.88) (100) (¢.93)(58.52)(17.75) {1.24) (1.61) (5.95) {130)
Children - 0,15  0.53 5,08 - 2,50 - 10,36 0,33 7,52 _ 5.15  7.58 - 1.33 - 21,98 32,34
(1.45) (6.08) (£7.55) (¢,82) (100} (1.368) (36.21)(23,463)(34,34) (6.06) (<00}
Cverall
Male 2,22 5,32 C, 921 - 3,18 3,92 7.58 23,14 23.87 40,3 13,84 0.13 5,83 7,28 3,74 94,80 117.94
(2.50)¢23,230) (2.33) (13. 75)(15.95)(32 77) (100, (24.97)(42.52)(14.60) (C.14) (5.15) (7.se} (3,3¢) (200}
Female 5.82 10,79  5.16 - 0.38 ‘.09 - 23,24 20,28 37,13 18,70 o0.28 0,76 2,01 - 79,16 102,4C
(25.0&)(&6 4’)(22 Tu) (1, EA‘ (£,69) (1000 (23, e:;&as 91)(23.62) (0.38) (0,9%) (2.54) {100)
Children 1.1¢ 76 11.326 a. -. 16 - 14,43 4, 13 7.18 10,00 0. 34 0.68 - 27,43 41,86
(e.29%) (3 ¢7) (s Av)(“s 72) (2. ne, (1.141) (1@0) (14, 9=)(1e 70)(25 18)(36.46) (1.24)(2.87) (100)

(Figures in the parentheses are cercentage to t-e respective totals..
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(1) Employment pattern of migrant family members
who stayed at netive place

Employment pattern of the rest of the members
of 8 migrant housshold who stayed back at home was
studied and preaented.in first half of the Table 4,10,2,
Since less number of megmbers stayed at native places,
the total number of employment days in their cases were
very low for all the three categories of sample house-
holds, Main sources of their employment were service

and works on others farm,

(11) Employment pattern of all the members of
migrant households at native place

Interestingly, it was observed that the migrant
labours after finishing the works at sugar factory areas
and went back to their native places, presented in
second half of the Table 4,10,2, were employed for enough
number of days. The main sources of their employment at
native places were their own farms, work on other farms
and allied activities like dairy, poultry etc, This was
purely a seasonal employment, No sooner the kharif
ssason was over, there were no work to them though they

were willing to work,
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4,10,3 Average total employment of male, female,

children and bullock pair of sample households

Analysis had shown that the total employment of
the male labours of sample households was 233 days in a
year whlile that of females the employment exceeded 275
days per annum, The variation in the employment days
for malesas well as femalesbetueen different categories
of sample households did not differ significantly,
Number of days for which children were employed ware
less than half the days of the employment of male and
female labours of different categories of sample house-
holds., Since the sample househpolds of the study were
those who migrated to sugar factory sites, the propor-
tion of employment days at sugar factory was observed to

substantially high as can be seen from Table 4,10,3,

4,1 Income of sample households

The income derived by the sample households were
separately measured at for two different periods and

places. Results of the same are presented below.
4,11.1 Income of the sample households at factory site

Average gross family income derived by the Direct
Centre Labgur, Gadi Centre Labour and Head Centre Labour

at the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar Factory is presented in

Table 4,11,1-a. T2796



Table 4.1C0.3, Average annual employment of male, female, children and bullock pair of sample labour houssholds
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(Days’
Particulars of Fale : Female : Children Bullock pair
amplaoyment tDirect ¢ Gadi ¢ Hegad 1Jirect (Gadi ¢ Head :Direct 1 Gadi ¢ Heac ¢ :Direct fhadi B
Centre Centre Centre Overall Centre Centre Centre Dverall Centre Centre Centre Cverall Centre Centre COverz1l
Labgur Labour Latour Labour Labour Labour Labour Labtour Labour takgur Labour
1.Co-operative 151,73 135,90 132,98 140,20 151,73 135,50 132,96 140,20 60,43 56,35 54,52 57,77 151,73 135,90 143,EC
sugar factory (51.57)(56,17) (3.4} (S6.z8) (55.51) (60.51) (57.95) (57.83) (£7.20) (54,73} (62,51} (57.87) (e1,62)(r2,26) (22,97}
work
2.Farm
a) Oun farm s2,18 20,54 5,46 26,046 51,83 21,86 4.5 25,96 11.14. 4,44 8.30 5.2¢ 18,52 1¢,E3 15,18
work (17.73) (e.7¢) (z.15) (10,08) (1€.,£5) (9.73) (1.9} (10,70) (10,55} (4.16) (0,34 (5,20} (10.47) (6.55) (.€7}
b) Others farm 31,46 40,58 64,85 45,63 39,55 42,22 62,00 47,92 3.19 6.01 8.0 S.74 11,56 15,83 13,74
woTk (10.76) (17.37) (26.26, (17.66) (14.67) (18.60) (27.01) (15.76, (3.02) (s.e4) (9.22} (S.75% (6.20) (s.6a) (7.e5)
c) Oun subsi- 30.23 11,45 2,45 14,72 28,65 21,20 21,43 23,66 10,13 g, 01 5,78 7,97 2.36 - 1.1¢
diary work (10.28) (4.9 {9,99) {(5.69) (1C.55) (9.44) (9.25) (9.84) (S.5¢) (7.51) {6.62% (7.98) (1.26) (C.E€]
d) Others sub- - - 0.4C 0.13 - - 0,83 0,28 19.05  2p.49 16,76 21,44 - - -
sidiary werk 2.16) (C,05) (0.26) (0.13) (1€.03) (26.72) (19,21 (21.48)
Tatal farm 113,87  TZ.E1 73,1C_ ®6,52 120,03  85.28 88,7 98,02 43,51 46,95 30,ee 40,44 33,44 26,76 30,1C
work (38.71) (31.07) {29,6C) (33.50) (43.91) (37.97) (3e.6e) (40,643) (41,15) (s4,03) (35,40 (4C,81) (17.36) {(16.2C) (17.22}
3,Non-farm work
a)Self busi- 6.51 3,E5 ~7.43 1.20 LE3 2.16 6.21 3,06 C.50 0,20 1.83 C.g4 - 1,63 @,5°
ness & (z.21)  (a,zz; (s.2387 (&,34) (0.26) (0.96) (2.75) (1.26) (C.e7) (C.18) (2,900 (C.e4) (C.62) (0,29}
octher work
b)Govt,work 7.59 9,11, 10,32 5, 01 0,75 1.26 1,43 1,15 1,20 1,11 - 0.77 1,20 1.50 1.38
(E5S) (2.58) (3.89) (£.18) (3.49) (C.2B) (0.s6) (0.62) (0.49) (1.16; (1.05) (c.7e)  (c.65) (c,91) (0,77}
Total ngn-farm 14.41C 18,56 27,5 20,21 1.8 3.42 7.74 4,26 1,70 1.1 1,83, 1.61 1.20, 2,53 1.86
work (4.79) (8.41) (11.96) (7.83) (0.,s8) {(1.52) (3.37) (1.75) (1.61) (1.26) (2,p0Y (1,62 (C,65; (1,53} (1.06}
4, Service 14,50 5.16 13,33 11,33 - - - - - - - - - - ~
{a.93) ({2.63) (5.4C) (4,39)
5, Total employ~- 294,70 233,67 24€.57 258,26 273.74 226,60 229,48 242,46 105,66 106,61 R7,23 99,62 1p6,37 165,19 175,78
ment (100)  (1006) (18G) (1c0)  (1@8) (100)  (106)  (100)  (1co)  (100)  (100) (1e0) (1c0)  (100)  (10C)
6. Total ynem- 70,80 131,37 11¢,03 106.82 91.66 140,40 132,52 122,54 259,36 258,39 277,77 265,17 17¢,63 199,81 189,22
ployment
7. Total davys 365 365 365 365 365 365 365 365 365 165 365 65 165 165 365

(Ficures in parentheses are percentage to the respective total).




Table 4,11,1-a,

site to sample househplds
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Average gross family income at factory’

(Rupaes)
Source of income Cataqory of labour
hoynahold Overall
Direct fiad { Head
Cantre Centre Centra
Labour Labour Labour
1, Wages fram harvest 100%49,6U0 B218, 56 5643, 00 6973,72
and transport of (67.59) (66.96) (83.10) (71, 10)
cane at the factary
site
?. Income from sugar-
cane tops
i) Fed to animal 2709,72 897,48 - 1202,40
(18.21) (11.52) (12.,24)
ii) Sold in cash 1448,76 1431,02 1075,25 1318, 34
(9.73) (18.26) (15.84) (13,42)
Total 4158,48 2328.,50 1075.25 2520, 74
(27.94)  (29,88) (15.84)  (25.66)
3, Returns from 586. 36 169,12 - 251.75
livestock (3.94) (2.17) (2,.56)
4, Gift/ resent 78.33 77,33 72,00 75.89
P (0.53) (0,99) (1.06) (0,78)
5. Total income at 14882, 36 7793.69 6790, 25 9822.10
Factory site (100) (100) (100) (100)

(Figures in the parentheses are percentage to the

respective totals).
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As expected the average gross income derived by
the Direct Centre Labour family was pr;ctically double
than that of their counterparts, This was obvious
since the Direct Centre Labour category had large unit
of workers and they also own their hbest pair of bullocks,
Nearly on an average 70 per cent of the total income
deriyved was in the forms of waqges for cutting and
transport of cane. The income, uhich otherwise would
have derived by selling the sugarcane tops which were fed
to the cattle, though not very high had contributed to
greater extent in the total income, At the factory site
other items of the income were returns from the sals of
livestock and livestock products, gifts and or present,
Their contribution in total income, however, was lessa

significant,

An attempt was made to estimate average earning
per fFamily per day for working unit of different cate-
gories of labour households, The results of the same
are presented in Table 4,11.1-b, Analysis revealed that
Direct Centre Labour had maximum (Rs, 71,17) per day per
household earnings, It was obvious because labour house-
hold from this category had maximum uorkers (3.79 members)
and good pair of bullocks, also they trangport harvested

cane for longer distance, Gadi Centre Labour (Rs. 47,78)

and Head Centra Labour (Rs. 44,10) was earning more or



Table 4,11,1-b,

sample household at asugar factory
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Estimation of average searning per day of

Particulars Cateqgory of labour
housshold 0
Direct Gad i Head verall
Centre " Centre Centrs
Labour Labour Labour
1. Average number of 3.79 2.78 2,94 3,17
workers per household
2. Averagse number of 1.12 1.06 - 0, 72
bullock pairs of
housshold
3., Averaqe actual working 208,11 163, 08 158.24 176,81
days %man days
4, Net wages for harvest 10059,60 5218,56 5643,00 6973,72
and transport cane
during seasan per
households (Rs,)
5, Per household averags 4158.48 2328,50 1263.,83 2583,63
amount of income rea-
lised from the value
of sugarcane tops(Rs.)
6. Average amount of 664,69 246,45 72,00 137,58
income realised from
miscellansous sources
and gift at factory
(Rs.a
Average per day per 71.17 47,78 44,10 54,83

household earnings(Rs.)
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less same sarnings per working unit per day as they
harvest same quantity of cane only difference among
their work was Gadi Centre Labour got additional wvage

for transport of cane by bullock cart upto 300 meters.
4.11.2 Income of sample households at native place

The details of the income derived by the
members of sample households at native places with and
without migrant member of housshold, are presentad in

Table 4.11,2.

The details of the income derived from the farm
work, Government work under Employment Guarantes Schems,
subsidiary works, service by the members of sample house-~
holds, who staysd back at native place, is presented in
first half of the Table 4,11.2. Since the period for
which this income was accounted was after kharif ssason
and the number of who have earned this income were very
few, the total income was very low for all the three

categories of sample households,

Income position of the all the family members {.e.
those who came back to native places from factory and
others at native places was also worked out together for
their combine stay and the same is presented in sscond
half of the Table 4,11,2, The total income derived by

all the members i.e, male, female and children in two
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to sample households at native place

(Runses)
Category of : A, Non-migrated members at native placae : B, All members at nativs place tTotal
labour : Farm wark ¢ Non-farm work : B : Farm work t Non-farm work : : income
household : Others :0thers : Govt, ¢ Self tService :Total : Uthers :0thers :Tovt, ¢ 3elf :Service :Total :at
farm subsidi- work business farm suhsi- work bugsiness native
wark ary wark {£GS) & other work diary {€GS) & other clace
uork Wwork work
Direct Centre Labour
Male 24,00 - 18.43 19,66 170,00 232,09 476,80 3,00 76,18 75,38 112,50 743,86 <©75,95
(10.34) (7.94) (8.47) (73.25) (100) (64.09) (0,40) (10,25) (10,13) f{15.13) (100)
Female g4, 06 - - 3,00 - 87.06 326,61 - 5,62 6.33 - 338,85 425,62
(96.55) (3.45) (100) (96.47) (1.68) (1.87) (100;
Children 3.33 57,41 6.30 - - 67,04 23,48 55,58 4,00 6.00 - 89,6 135,10
(4,97) (36.53)  (9.40) (100)  (25.36) (62.41) (4.59) (6.47) (100)
Gadi Centre Labour
Male 36,65 - 53.31 75.00 88.00  252,%  523.78 - 72,25 103,47 54,17 753,67 106,63
(14,439) (21.07) (29.85) (3¢.79) (100, (69.53) (9.58) (13,73) (7.19) (10C)
Female £3,30 - 7.06 6.28 - % ,66  367.97 - 4,50 19,03 - 391,50 458,14
(e6.19) (7.39) (6.50) (100)  {93.99) (11.18)  (a,86) (1ac)
Children 5,73 95,83 4,58 - - 106,14 43,03 55,52 3,73 1.50 - 104,18 210,32
(5.40) (99.29) (4.31) {100) (41.38) (53.,58) (3.58)  (1.44) (100}
Hegad Centre Labour
male 57,47 - 51,40 94,76 91,56 395,29 694,37 4,00 82.88 122,12 40,83 944,20 1239,49
(39,84) (13,00) (23,97) (23.19) (100} (73.55) (c,42) (s.78) (12,93) (6.32) (102}
Female 155,40 - 2.80 24,50 - 181,90 528,93 £.57 9,40 34,83 - 579.83  761.73
(e4,99) (1.54) (13,47) (100) (91.22) (1.15) (1.62) (s.01) (10¢}
Children 1,20 45,21 - 2,00 - 48,61 62,97 39,82 - £.83 - 112.52 150,23
(2.47) (93.22) (4.11) (100) (s6.42) (35.67) (7.91) (100)
Overall
Male 72.70 - 41,05 63.14 116.S5 293,44 564,98 2.33 77.10 100,33 §9.17 13,91 1107,35
(26.77) (13.99) (21.52) (29.72) (100) (69.42)  (0,29) (9.47) (12.32) (e.50) (100)
female 107,32 - 3,28 11.26 - 121,86 407,83 2.23 6.50 20.07 - 436,63 558,49
(ee,07) (2.69) (9.24) (100) (93.40) (6.51) (1.48) (4.80) (100}
Children 3.42 66.22 3.62 0.67 - 73,93 43,16 50,44 2.57 5.45% - 101,87 175,55
(4.63) (89.57) (4.90) (0.90) (100) (42,47) (49.54) (2,53) (5.36) (100)

(Figures in the parenthesis are percentage to the respactive

totals).
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categories of the miqgrant households namely Direct
Centre Labour and Gadi Centre labour did not differ
significantly, However, the total family income of
Head Centre labour was comparatively higher than thess
two categories of sample houaeholds, It was obviousa
because net income derived from the Farmsfzathar very
louw or negative for the former twuo cateqgories of

migrant familiss.

4,11.3 Annual gross family income of the

sample households

Rggregate income i,e. at factory site and at
native place of the sample migrant household members

was estimated and same is exhibited in Table 4.,11.3.

Per adult average annual income was the highest
for Direct Centre Labour houssehold (Rs., 2762.43). Next
in order was for that of Gadi Centre Labour (Ras. 1839,15)
and Head Centrs Labour (Rs. 1381.99) households. The
income differentisls betueen Direct Centre and Head
Centre Labour and between Direct Centre Labour and Gadil
Centre Labour were very high., Since the sample houssa-
holds migrate to earn and suppliment their incomes, the
results clearly indicated that such sarnings were more
than 70 per cent for all the three categories of sample

households, Since the migrant sample households are
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different sources to the sample households

(Rupees)
Source of income Category of labour
household 0
Direct Gadi Head verall
Centre Centreg Centre
Labour Labour Labour
1, Total income st 148827, 36 7793,69 6790,25 9822.,10
factory (78.19) (71.40) (71.36) (74.67)
2. Returns from crop 2177.56 1030,67 214,03 1140,75
production (at (11.44) (9.44) (2.25) (8.67)
working costs)
3, Returns from 415,62 355.3@ 249,728 340, 09
livestock (2.18) (3.25) (2.63) (2.58)
4, Wages earned from 1054,27 1212.,21 1695,44 1320,64
others farm work (5.56) (11.11) (17.81) (10,08)
5. Wages earned from non- 220,90 381,21 433,52 345,21
farm work and self (1.16) (3.49) 4,56) (2.62)
business
6. Service 282,50 142,17 132,489 185, 72
(1.49) (1.31) (1.39) (1.81)
Gross family income 19033.21 10915,33 9515,01 13184,51
(100) (100) (100) (100
Income per adult unit 2762.43 1829,15 1381,99 2003,73

(Figqures in the parentheses are the percentages to the gross
family income of respective categories of migrant labour).
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subsistance farming based the contribution of income
from the farming sector is hardly 10 per cent in former
tuo cateqories sample households while it is negligible
for the third cateqory i{.e., Meand Cantre Lahour samnle

houaeholds,

4,12 Expenditure patterns of sample households

Annual expenditures incurred by sample households
were grouped under two sub-heads i.e. (1) consumption
expenditure on foodgrains and other fpod items and (2)
expenditure that on clothing, education, health etc. in
addition to food items., Statistics of the same are

presented and summarised belouw.

4,12.1 Average annual expenditure on food grains and

other food items

Average annual expenditure on food greins and
food items by the Direct Centre Labour households, Gadi
Centre Labour households and Head Centre Labour house-
holds are presented separately in Table 4,12.1-a,
4,12,1-b and 4,12,1~c, respectively. It was thought
that the consumption expenditure of the members at
factory site and members at native place at a same point
of time would differ significantly therefore the
consumption expenditure for these two establishments

were worked out and the same are presented in Table

4,12.1-a, 4,12.1-b and 4.1%Z.1-¢,
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Table 4,12,1~a, Average annual expenditure on food grains
and food items of Direct Centre Lahgur

households at factory site and at native

lac
place (Rupees)
Particulars Migrated Non-migrated Propor- All mem- Annual
members members at tion of bers at expenditur:
at fact- native place expen- native on food
ory site (Oct to diture place of labour
(Oct to April) at fa- (May to house-
April) ctory Sept) hold
site to
native
place
per
adult)
Cereals 3223,37 9%1,18 1.64 2508,37 6692, 92
(61,30)  (74.87) (74.83) (67.65)
Pulses 167.17 40,05 2,04 94,53 301, 74
(3.18) (3.12) (2,82)  (3.06)
Oilseeds 167,16 16.93 4,83 46 .25 230,44
(3.19) (1.32) (1.38)  (2,32)
Chilli and 120,93 30,55 1.83 77,77 229,25
Chilli powder (2.30) (2.38) (2.32) (2.31)
Vegetables 316 .55 26,70 5.80 B3.13 426,38
and fruits (6.02) (2.08) (2,48) (4,31)
Milk 49,43 2,70 8.95 18,10 70,23
(0.94) (0.21) (0.54)  (0.72)
01l 499,53 93,45 2.49 246,05 839,03
(9.49) (7.28) (7.34) (8.48)
Mutton, fish 622,07 98.32 3.10 250,07 970,45
and eggs (11.,83) (7.66) (7.46) (9,80)
Other 92,04, 13.75 3.27 27,82 133,61
(1.75° (1.08) (0.83) (1.36)
Total 5258,35  1283,63 2,01 3352,09  9894,07
(100) (100) (100) (100)

(Figures in the parentheses are percentage to the respaective

totals).
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Table 4,12,1-b, Average annual expenditure on food grains
and food items of Gadi Centre Labour
household at factory site and at native

place .
(Rupees)
Particulars Migrated Non- Proportion All mem- Annyal
members migrated of expen- mbers at expen-
at facto- members diture at native diturae
ry site at native factory place on food
(Oct to place (Oct site to (May to of lab-
Rpril) to April) native Sept) our
place(per house-
adult) hold
Cereals 2457, 70 735,75 1.81 1643.55 4B837,00
(66.00) (75.02) (70.49) (68,76)
Pulses 93,13 27.45 1.83 61.7 182.36
(2.51) (2.80) (2.65 (2.59)
Oilseeds 93,08 19,62 2.56 §2.45 165.15
(2.49) (2,02) (2.26) (2.35)
Chilli and 81.92 18.63 2.38 47,78 148,33
Chilli powder  (2.21) (1.e9) (2,05)  (2.11)
Vegetables 186,18 17.65 5,70 79,27 283,10
and fruits (5.00) (1.79) (3,40) (4,0?)
Mi 1k 70,75 15,70 2,43 40,80 127,25
(1.89) (1.60) (1.75)  (1.81)
011 316,52 63,75 2.68 174,85 555.12
(8.49) (6.51) (3.50) (7,89)
Mutton, fish 372,38 70,60 2.85 200,48 643,46
and eggs (10.00) (7.19) (8.59) (9.14)
Other 52,14 11,47 2.45 30,32 93, 93
(1.41) (1.18) (1.31)  (1,33)
Total 3723,80 980,62 2,05 2331,28 7035, 70
ota (100) (100) (1 00) (100)

(Figures
totals).

in the parentheses are percentage to the respective
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Average annual expenditure on food grains

and other food {tem8pof Haad Centre Lahour
household at factory site and at native

lac
P ® (Rupees)
Particulars Miqgrated Non- Proportion All mem=- Annual
members migrated of expen- bers at expenditure
at fact- at na- at factory nativs on food of
ory site tive site to place labour
(Oct to place native (May to  household
April) (Oct to place(per Sept)
April) adult)
Cereals 2158, 74 652,07 2.14 1402,17 4212,98
(69.00) (77.00) (73.49) (71.61)
Pulses 79,78 20, 32 2 .56 aa.s? 148,75
(2.55) (2.40) (2.55 (2.53)
ODilsgeds 96 . 98 16.93 3,71 42,92 156,83
(3.09) (1.99) ( (2.25) (2.67)
Chilli and 78.22 15,25 4,173 37.20 130,67
Chilli powder (2.50) (1.80) (1.95) (2.22)
Vegetables 117.32 16,52 4,50 52,95 186. 79
and fruits (3.75) (1.97) (2,78) (3.18)
Mi 1k 61,00 14,13 2,80 34,53 109.66
(1.95) (1.67) (1,81) (1.86)
0il 234.65 55, 05 2,76 124,00 413,170
(7.51) (6.50) (6.50) (7.03)
Mutton, fish 265.93 46,58 3.79 143,08 455,69
and egqs (8.49) (5.50) (7.50) (7.74)
Other 35,98 9,98 233 22.23 68.19
(1.16) (1.17) (1.17) (1.16)
Total 3128,60 846,83 2.39 1907, 73 5883, 16
(100) (100) (100) (100}

(Figures in the parentheses are percentage to the respective

totals).
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The expenses incurred on cereals were at vgry
high magnitude for both the establishments. As expected
the average expenditure incurred on foodgrains and the
food items were very high at the factory site,. A
proportion of expenditure on food grains and food items
of establishment factory site tohative place are worked
out and presented in column 4 of the Table 4,12,1-a,
4,12.1-b, 6,12,1-c, Ratios clearly indicated that the
consump tion expenditure on all food items were propor-
tionately significantly higher at the factory site, This
was obvious since they had received periodically lucrative

wages,

Consumption expenditure of Gadi Centre Labour
housaholda and Head Cantre Labour households preasented
in Table 4,12.1-b and 4,12,1-c, revealed that thse
percentagewise distribution of outlay on foodgrains and
other food items did not vary significantly, Item of
expenditure next to cereals was mutton, fish and eggs,
0il and vegetables. The ratio of consumption expenditure
of migrant housshold at factory site and those of native

place indicated the same pattern of higher expenses on
all itmes.

4,12.2 Expenditure on clothing, sducation, health of

sample labour houssholds

Estimated family budget of sample households is

presented in Table 4.12.7.
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Tahle 4,172,7, Averaga annual expeanditure of sample

houseaholds on different items

(Rupees)
ltama of ewpemiditure Catangnry nf lahnour
honsehpld OQveral)
Direct Gadli Head
Cantre Ceantre Centre
Labhour Labour Labour
1. Food 9894,07 7035,70 S883,17 7603,31
(61.42) (64.14) (60.19) (61.90)
2. Clothing 3173,11 1674,40 1775,13 2207,55
(19.69) (15.26) (18.16) (17.97)
3, Health 552.00 286,92 230,00 a56,30
(3.43) (2.63) (2,35) (2.90)
4, Education 246,00 102,08 92,00 146,69
(1.53) (D, 93) (0,94) (1.19)
5, Religious and Social items 817,71 508,17 434,97 566,95
(5.08) (4.63) (4,45) (4,78)
6. Footware 145, 38 g8, 00 76 .8 103,42
(0.90) (0.80) (0,79) (0,84)
7. Fuel 32.50 45,83 21.83 33,39
(0.20) (0.42) - (0,23) (0,27)
a, Travelling 480,30 360,60 303,60 381,50
(2.98) (3.29)  (3.11)  (3.11)
9, Tobacco and Beverags 67,67 B6G .37 956,32 R63.46
(4.77) (7.90) (9.78) (7.06)
Total 16108, 74 10968,07 9773 90 12283,87
(100)  (100) (100) (100)
Expgnditurg per 2337.98 18“8.03 1419.59 1871,11

adult unit

(Figures in parentheses are percentages to the reapective

totals).
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The family budgets of the Gadi Centre Labour
households (Rs. 10968) and Head Centre Labour houyse-
holds (Rs. 9774) . = slightly differed while that of
Direct Centre Labour it was more than one and half
times to that of above two catesgories of sample house-
holds, Total expenditure incurred on food items of all
the three categories aof sample houssholds was more than
60 per cent and more or less similar, It implied that
it is a poor man's family budget. Intersestingly it was
observed that substantial proportion of the income was
spent on clothing., It was rather pitiable to quote that

very less proportion of earnings was spent on education,

4,13 Average income, expenditure and saving of sample
migrant households

The overall position of income, expenditure and
saving of the sample houssholds were worked out (Table
4,13) and the same showed that the Gadi Centre Labour
households used to manage their expsnsss with available
income, Direct Centre Labour families could make a annual
surplus to the tune of Rs, 2924, while Head Centre Labour
were in deficit income to the extent of Rs, 259, Per
adult surplus or deficit income was also examined. Per
adult surplus income of Rs. 424 per annum only observed
in case of Direct Centre Labour housshold, It was

observed aftser inclusion of average outstanding debt of
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Average incomse, expenditure and saving of

(Rupses)

Particulars

Category of labour household

Direct Gadi Head Overall
Centre Centre Centra
Labour Labour Labour
1. Average gross 19033.21 10915, 33 9515, M 13154 ,51
family income
7. Average gross 16108. 74 10968, 07 9773, 90 1228B3,.87
family expenditure
3, Family surplus 2924,47 -52,74 -258.89 870,64
or deficit income
4, Per adult surplus 424,45 -B.B7 -37.57 132,72
or deficit income
5. Averags outstanding 4975,92 1856,18 1050,68 2627.53
debt per family
6, Family surplus or ~2051,45 -1908, 92 -1309,57 ~-1756,89

deficit income
including oustand-
ing debt
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sample households that all the thres categories of
labour households had deficit income. In case of

Gadi Centre labour and Head Centre Labour had more

than 90 and 80 per cent of deficit income, respectively

due to ocutstanding debt,

From the above discusslion, it ia inferred that
because of migration of the later two categories of
sample households could meet their bar® requirements
for the livelihood., The Direct Centre Labour housseholds
in addition to maintain their family could save bit of
income. Had their families not migrated to Rahuri
Co-operative Sugar Factory areas what would have beeﬁ
their income, expenditure is also a matter of concern,
This, howsver, needs to be studied and tackled separately

through separate study,

4,1, Functional analysis

Functional analysis were carried out to measure
the effects of related variables on employment, income
and consumption of sample housseholda, The separate

functions were sestimated and the results of the same
are as below.
4,14,1 Employment function

It was realised through tabular analysis that

the employment of all the three categories of migrant



69

labour households 1s bheing Influsnced by Lhe tutal
number of workers and proportion of family member
workers migrated to sugar factory arsas. Therefors,
the total number of uworkers (x1) and Ratio of migrant
worker to total worker (x,) were considered as explana-
tory variables in the employment function., The results
of the multiple linear regression with the above two
explanatory variables presented in Table 4,14,1, R2
values were 0,80, 0.45 and 0,73 for the equation to
Direct Centre Labour, Gadl Centre Labour and Head Cantre
Labour, respectively revealed that the factors under
consideration had explained 80, 45 and 73 per cent
variation in the employment days of these categories

of sample labour houssholds fespectively. The regression
coefficients of the variable X indicate that the
opportunity for job in days is the highest in case of
Direct Centre Labour (223 days) followed to it was to
Gadi Centre Labour (164,55 days) and very least to Head
Centre Labour (138,46 days)., The regression coefficient
of the Factor x, namely ratio of migrant worker to total
indicated that the total number of days for which the
labours were employed at the factory site were to the
tune of 689,78 days, 518.46 days and 138,73 days in
Direct Centre Labour, Gadi Centre Labour and Head Centre

Labour, respectively. Differentials in the values of
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Table 4,14,1, Resultsof Multiple Regression Apalysis
I, Employment function
Y

F = a + b,‘x1 + bzx?

Particulars Cateqory of labour household
Direct Gadi Head
Centre Centre Centre
Labour Labour Labour
Intercept -529, 58 -326 .57 -157.76
Total number of 223,54 %%*% 164, 54 *%% 138, 70%**

workers (x1
Ratio of migrant 689, 78%* 518,46 ¥¥¥* 138, 70%%#*
workers to total

workers (x2

R? value 0,8062 0.4509 0.7275

'F' value 118,57 23,40 76,09

*%% Significant at 1 per cent level,
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regression coefficient of X indicated that on an
average Gadi Centre Labour and Direct Centre Labour

got the additiconal employment of 379,76 and 551, 08

days respectively over that of Head Centre Labour days,
Differential coefficient of Direct Centre Labour and
Gadi Centre Labour for X, was 171.32 indicating thereby
the employment of former category labour was higher by

that magnitude over that of later,
4.14,72 Incomd function

Income of the sample households was supposed to
be influenced by the gross cropped area (x1), semployment
of sugar factory in man days (x2) and the employment at
the native places in man days (XS)‘ These explanatory
variables were regressed on the dependant variable Y i,se.
gross family income, The results of these regression
are presented in Table 4,14,Z, Coefficient of multiple
determination (Rz) had indicated that these factors
jointly explained, 82, 65 and 48 per cent variation in
the gross income of Direct Centre Labour households,
Gadi Centre Labour households and Head Centre Labour
households respectively. Since the Head Centre Labour
did not possess a land that factor i.e. gross cropped
area, was dropped from the regression, The magnitude
of the regression coefficient s i.,e. wage of the sugar

factory employment and Xq Waqe rate for the employment
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Particulars

Category of labour household

Dirsect Gadi Head
Centre Centre Centre
Labour Labour Labour
Intercept (a) 3073,66 2958, 03 3845,63
Gross cropped area(x1) 2667,62%%* 910, Jok** -
Sugar factory employ- 10, O3*** 11,20%*% B, 55
ment (man days) (xz)
Employment at native 7.61%* B, 95%* B, 70%x**
place (man days) (XS)
R2 value 0,8168 00,6466 0.4801
'F' value 63 34 26

**# 5ignificant at 1 per cent level.

*%* 5jgnificant at 5 psr cent level,
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at native place revealed that the wage rate was on an
averaqe higher by Rs, 2,42 per day in case of Direct
Centre Labour households and Rs, 2,55 in case of Gadi
Cantre Lnbour households, There unas significant
difference in the wage rate of Head Centre Labour
households, However, the magnitude of wage rate uas
relatively lou at sugar factory compared to their
counterparts. Per hectsre productivity when measured
in terms of income had shown that it was substantially
higher (Rs, 2667.62) on Direct Centre Labour farmsthan

Gadi Centre Labour farm: (Rs. 910,35),

It is difficult to interprete the intercept term
since it captures the effects of excluded factor from
the relationship. The value of intercept includes
incomes generated through service, business and live-

stock activity undertaken by the sample households,

4,14,3 Consumption function

Results of the consumption Functioq}bharein
the gross family income (x1) and the size of the family
(x2) were taken as independant variables and the annual
consumption expenditure (Y) was taken as a depsendant

variable ‘ ., are presented in Table 4.14.3.

It was revealed that if the size of family

increases by one adult unit, the consumption expenditure

on an average would increase by Rs. 796, Rs, 99¢% and
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Table 4.14,32, Results of Multiple Regression Analysis

ITI, Consumption function

YC = a + b,lx1 + b2x2 + U .
Particulers Category of labour household
Direct Gadi Head
Centre Centre Centre
Labour Labour Labour
Intercept (a) 4777.56 2800, 26 2058, 09
»* AR * Ns
Gross family income(x1) 0.2216 0. 0651 -0, 0039
Size of family (x5 795.6 0% ** 907, 13%¥*  B5E5, D4 ***
R? value 0.5325 0.7523 0.6436
'F' value 21 89 51

*##% S5ignificant at 1 per cent level.

* Significant at 10 per cent levsl.

NS Non=-significant,
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Ra. 855 ns shown by the valuyas of the raqression
coefficients of x, variables. Variation in the
consumption expenditure was obvious since the
economic status of these households were dif ferent
from each other. The relationship between gross
family income (x1) and size of family (x2) was high
therefore the interpretation for regqression coeffi-

cient would not be correct.

4,15 Difficulties reported by the sample
houssholds 1in the factory work
Sample migrant labours were asked to state as to
what difficulties they had to face at the factory. The

information cecllected is presented in Table 4,15,

About 80 per cent sample households reported that
they did not have proper accomodation. Cent per cent
Oirect Centre Labour stated that the material supplied
by the factory is inadequate and not of good qualities,
Gadi Centre lLabour and Head Centre Labour had to live
on fields, near to the area of work, they faced difficul-~
ties like improper site, bazar, inconvenience, fareness
of drinking water, salty water etc, Drinking water had
severety in case of Gadi Centre Labour (78.88 per cent)
and Head Centre Labour (86.66 per cent) households.
Majority of the migrants told that there were no educa-

tional facilities (47,95 per cent) for their children,
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Table 4,15, Distribution of sample labour households according
to difficulties faced by them at the place of work

(Number)
Particulars Cateqory of labour
household
Jirect Gadi Head <
Centre Centre Centre Ave~ag
Labour Labour Labour ¥ <
1. 2. 30 a‘ 5.
1. Construction of hut
i) Materjal suppliedis 52 47 42 141
not of good quality (86.67) (78.33) (72.00) (78.33)
ii) Inadequate material 58 54 46 158
(96.67) (s0,00) (76.67) (B7.77)
2, Site for construction
i) Site is sway from rood 32 56 58 146
(53.33) (93.33) (96.67) (8B1.11)
ii) Site is not proper for 38 48 54 140
dwelling (63.33) (80,00) (90,00) (77.77)
iii) Farmers do not allow 2 10 5 17
them to live (3.33) (16.67) (8.33)  (9,44)
iv) Marketing inconvenience 27 53 52 132
(45.00) (83.33) (86.67) (73.33)
v) Sanitation problems 32 34 38 104
(53.33) (56.67) (63.33) (57,77)
3, Drinking water facility
i) Salty water 15 4? 45 10?2
(25, 00) (70,00) (75,00) (56.67)
ii) Drinking water is far away 22 49 56 127
(33.67) (81.60) (93,33) (70,00)
1ii) Tap water is not 38 51 55 144
available (63.33) (S.00) (91.67) (e0,00)
4, Childrens education
i) Children's are not 26 1M 9 46
getting admission at (43.33) (18.33) (15,00) (25,55)
factaory
ii) Standard of earlier 29 7 14 50
gducation is lou (48.33) (11.67) (23.33) (27.77)
iii) Not getting school 36 10 8 54
leav%ng certif icate (60,00) (16.67) (13.33) (30,00)
;]
iv) Expenditure on education 40 30 38 108
at factory is high (66.67) (50.00) (63.33) (60.00)
v) Exper.on eduycation is 32 50 57 139
not affordable (53.33) (83.33) (95.00) (77.22)

Contd'v .o
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1. 2. 3. 4, 5.
5. Modes of payment
i) Payment is made after 12 18 21 51
deducting advance taken (20,00) (30,00) (35.00) (28.00)
ii) High rate of interest 48 51 55 154
is charged by contractor (80,00) (85.00) (91.67) (B5.55)
iii) False receipts by 23 30 34 87
contractor (38.33) (s0,00) (56.67) (48,33)
6. Health facilities
i) Sites are away from 29 53 57 139
factory health centre (48.33) (83.33) (95,00) (72.22)
ii) Medical charges are 42 19 17 78
~ very high (70,00) (31.67) (28,33) (43,33)
iii) They do not give proper 31 8 4 473
attention at factory (51.67) (13.33) (6.67) (23.88)
health centre
jv) Site is not hygenic 41 53 49 1473
(68.33) (88.83) (81.66) (79,44)
v )Irconvenience to carry ill 17 22 34 73
person to the hospital (28.33) (36.67) (56.67) (40,25)
vi) Poor quality of ration 9 14 19 42
(15.00) (23.33) (31.67) (23.33)
7. Condition of contract
i) They do not leave the 49 20 18 p7
factory work at their (81.67) (33.33) (30,00) (48,33)
will
11) Inadaquate advance from 30 34 36 100
factory (50,00) (s6.67) (60,00) (55,56)
iii) Absence of work inter- 26 50 58 134
mittantly during season (43.33) (83.33) (96.67) (76.44)
besides block and clean-
ing holidays
8., Recreation facilities
{.Recreatlional facilities are 14 41 53 108
away from their site (23.33) (68.33) (88.33) (60,00)
ii., Recreation facilities are 43 25 38 106
costly (71.67) (41.67) (63.33) (58.88)
iii. Recreational facilities 19 3477 39 92
are not as per their (31.67) (s6.67) (65.00) (51,11)

choice
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the expenditurm on education is hingh at factory sits.
About 85 per cent sampls households stated that their
contractor charged high interest rates., About 50 per
cent sample housethold reported their contractor showed
false receipts of their wages, Direct Centre Labours
were residing near the factory area, therefore, only
this category labour wutilized the medical facilitises
provided by sugar factory., WHead and Gadi Centre labours
wvere away from the factory so they faces the difficuyltinss
to carry ill person to health centre (40,55 per cent).
More than 40 per cent sample houssholds reported that
medical charges are vsry high. More than 83 psr cent
sample households of Gadi Centre Labour and about 96 per
cent Head Centre Labour stated that work ués not availa-
ble continuously during the season and also unavalillabi-
lity of trucks or tractors for transport cane which is
harvested by them, More than 55.56 per cent sample
households stated the amount of advance was inadequate.
Rbout 60 pér cent sample households stated that the

recreational facilities were away from their site and
costly,
4,16 Ameliorative measures

An effort is made below to suggest some ameliora-
tive measures to solve the problems of migratory labourers.

Measures for problems of migratory labourers at

sugar factory are as follow.
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1) With regards to housing, it is sugg ested
that the factory should provide shelter arrangements
i.e. good quality and adequate material to the migra-
tory labourers,

?2) It is sugqested that the factory should make

arrangement for supply of good quality ration to the

migratory labourers at reasonabls prices,

3) ~s<-. -- - Ehe factory should start
s@asonal schools at factory for the children of migrant
labourers.

4) Factory should arrange itself the payments to
labourers instead of paying through contractors,

5) L 4he labour officers of the
factory as well as other officials should look into the

problems of migratory labourers from time to time and

adopt suitable measures to improve the situation.
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5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In Maharashtra, of the total work force, the
agricultural labourers alone formed about 26,91 per
cent at the state level, This agricultural labour
force usually comprises of landless labourers and
small farmers having uneconomic holdings, who Are
always in ssarch of some employment in the villages

or nearby places.

Suqgar factoriea are the main source of employ-
ment to these families, It has been estimated that
sugar factories provide seasonal employment to over
four lakh labourers by 96 sugar factories., Thirtesen
sugar factories are located in Ahmednagar district
alone. The present study of migrant labours uas,
therefore, undertaken with the followlng apecific
objectives.

i) To study the socio-aconomic background and
cause of the seasonal migration of seasonal migratory
agricultural labour households,

ii) To study employment patterns of the migrant

households,

i1i) To study the income patterns of migrant

households,

iv) To study the expenditure patterns of migrant

households,
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v) To study problems faced by and suggest

suitable measures to overcome them,

The study was carried out in the opesrational ares
af the Rahuri Co-operative Sugar Factory Ltd,, Shri Shi-
vajinagar in Ahmednagar district. The seasonal migratory
agricultuyral labourers were grouped under Direct Centfe
lLabour, Gadi Centre Labour and Head Centre Labour on the

basis of nature of work. Randomly, sixty labour house-

holda from each category were selected making totel of
180 migrant labour households, The data collected

pertalned to the year 1990-91,
The findings of the study are summarised beglow 3

1) Sixty par cent of sample households were from
Marathwada region, while 729,44 per cent fraom the Ahmed-
nagar district and 9,44 per cent from Khandesh region,
Direct Centre Labour households were mainly from Ahmed~-
nagar district, while other two categories of labour

households from Marathwada region,

2) A1l categories of sample households were
regular migrant and migrating to average distance of
145,16 kilometers,

3) Migrant labourers were from castes Boudh
(38 per cent), Venjari (15 per cent) and Banjara casts

(16 per cent).
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4) An average size of migrant family was
(8.65 members) amongst all categories. About 87 per

cent labour household members werse illiterate,

5) On an average size of migrating unit was 5,56

persons,

6) In all categories of labour households members
stayed back at home wsere children (46,93 per cent) and

or old persons (33,65 per cent),

7) On an average gross cropped land possessed by
Direct Centre Labour, Gadi Centre Labour and Head Centre

Labour was 2,22, 1,003, and 0,17 hectares respsctively,

8) The cropping pattern of sample labour house-
holds was mainly dominated by bajra_and jgwar crops,
occupying more than 85 per cent of the total cultiveted

area irrespective of categories of sample households,

9) At overall level, value of land was more than
50 per cent in the total value of asssts of sample
labour households,

10) It was found that non-institutional credit
borrowed by all three categories of sample migrant was
maximum (88,17 per cent)., Mukadams/Contractors were

the main source among non-institutional credit (62,13

percent).
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11) As many as 92 per cent households reported
that they had migrated to factory because of ahsence of
employment opportunities at native places. Unirrigated
land (about 60 per cent), inadequate land to provide
work to all family members (56.11 per cent), inadesquacy
of fodder (47.22 per cent) and indebtedness (46.11 per
cent) were other reasons of migration of sample labour

households.

12) Malw, female, children and bulleck pair of
Direct Centre Labour got employment for about 151 days,
1S} days
151 days, 60 days, respactively, while the average
magnityde of employment of corresponding memberas were

relativaly low in other two cateqories of miqrant

households.

13) Direct Centre Labour household receivad
Rs, 71.17, Gadi Centre Labour Rs, 47,78 and Head Centre

Labour Rs. 44,10 as per day income at factory site,

14) Of the total income i,e, at factory site and
native place, 74.67 per cent was earned at factory
site,.

15) Proportion of per adult expenditure on food-
grains and food items at factory site was double at

factory site for all the categories compared to their

native places. In food items, cereals werse the major

item (more than 67 per cent) of consumption expenditure.
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16) The estimated employment function indicated

that the on an average Gadi Centre Labour and Direct

Centre Labour got the additional employment of 379,76

and 551,08 days respectively over that of Head Centre

Labour, respectively, Analysis also revealed that
Labour

employment of Oirect Centrezyas higher by 171,23 days

to that of Gadil Centre labours,

17) Income function analysis rsvealed that on
an average the wage ratesat factory site were higher
by Rs, 2,42 and Rs. 2,55 in case of Direct and Gadi

Centre labours respectively,

18) It was revealad through caonsumption function
analysis that the consumption expenditure would increase
by Rs., 796, 970 and 855 if there is increasse 1in the size
of family by a unit in all the categorises of sample
housseholds.

19) Intensity of problems was higher with regard
to the construction of hut, asite, health and education,
though varied bit betwueen the categories of samplse
households.

20) It is suggested that factory shouldd look
into the welfare of the migrant housshold if they are

to extract the work most efficiently from the migrant

labour houssholds,
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Present study could not probe into the details
as to what is basis of selecting a particular sugar
factory for migration by the labour families ? UWhat
is © alternative employment opportunity, if the
families would have not migrated 7?7 UWhat role Mukadams
play in linking the migrant labours with Suqar Factory 7
WUhat are his earning for this purpose 7 eﬁc. Further

studlies may take up these issues for thelr investiqation,
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ANMEXtIRE 9d
QUESTIONNAIRE
C
"Employment, Income, Expenditure Pattarns of the Seasonal

AT A Swaay ackr
Migratory Agricultural Labourers workinq[;n Ahmradnagar Sastrict"

1. General Informatlon: v) Talukas Caste:
1. Maeaz vi)Educations
ii. Villages: vii)Districts:

iii. Age: *

iv. Married/Unmarried:

viii.Relation with Pead of family:

ix.Distance of village from the factorys

x.81ince how many years you are comming regulerly to
the factory for work: .

Xi.In which month you come to .factory:
xii.In which month you go back to your villages

2, Information about family members:

Relation | Age | Educ- | Occupation
with ation

A. MembersMigrated

i,
ii.
iidi,
ive.
v.

R. Members At Home?
i.
ii.

iii.

iv.
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3.Information about land holding and other assets
a) Land

i. Do you own any land - Yes / No
if yes, give details.

Sr.Kind 'Land cultivated ") Land given on lease |Net cul-

No. | Owned { Taken TTotal[cagh Cropshare Toral;tivated
on ’ ‘bagis 'basis { (5-8)

loase | ! {

1. 2. 3. | 4. 5. |6 7. 8. 9.

_____ PO .L B T I e e B LT T I B P O
’ i .’ l
l.Irrigated j |

.
' \ .
\
i
,

R T R

2.Dry

J.Fallow

i.Curre-
nt

ii.,Parm-
anant |

4 .Grasing '
land , |

Total

e I N R T TS - R B - o e -

H
i 1
i I
——-..._4-——..4--.._l__-.---.-—-,..-———-——._.1—-u«r
1
|

1i.Land Revinive Rs:
iii.Present value of land:
iv)Source of irrigation:

v) Period for which irrigation water is
avilable:

vi) Soil type:-

Y. Buildings:

Sr. Type of Number |Nature {Present value
No. Building

- o e m e pe s me e ]| ew we e e am | w e e e oew de wm e ws v em o m we e m e weme e

1.Dwelling House
2.Cattle shed
3 .Godown

4.0ther

— va e e e . -
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C. Machinary, Implements, Tools and Housnehold Asscin.

= e e wm e e e o e e ee wm m e e o e e e ar e e am e e me e e em ma e

Particulars f Number Present Particuvlrrs Numker Present
! vslue value
LMachinary ; IV.Households ‘
hssets

1.Tractox
2.0il engine 1.Vessels
3.Ele.Motor
4.Crusher
5.
6.
II.Implements .
1.Plough :
a.Wooden

2 .,Cuphoards
.3.0rnaments
‘4.Cycle
5.Radio

16.3ewing
{ machine

E7.Fcrniture
'8.
9.

b.Iron 5 I

‘ ]
10.
4

2.5eed drill
a.Local '
b.Improved '
3 .Harrow

4 .Hoe
5.Bullockecart
6.Mhot

7.

8.

9.

ITI.Tools
l1.Sickles
2.Kovate
3.5ped
4 .Axe

5 Ghrmell
R.Khurpi ! |
7T «ROpPeEs

8.Gunny Bagg '

9.Pick-axe
10.0thers



93
-] -
D) Livestock:

- e wr e e am s e ew W ke wm ar . ermem mer e e e me em e wmw we e aw e

,Breed & if home ! 1f purchased “No. oF

When .Price Present ~pimals

cnumber breed
! X ‘value teken to

| value

- - —es s

T.Nullecks
a.Working Bullocks

1

bv.Non-working '
bullocks

T
]
|

c.Breeding Bulls ‘

IT .Cows

g.In milk
».Dry

c,Calves

III.She
Buffalogs

a) In milk
») Dry

c) Hefers
d) Calves ;

|
|
j
|
i
i
i
!
i
i
I
3
!
!

I V.He Buffaloes

a)Used for work

b) Breeding

ee. :
V.Goat & shaps

a.Adults .
b.Lambs k

VI.Poultry birds

Vil.Other

a.
b.

Cea

- - - - - - = - . ———
- mm hm e n wm mm e o+ eviemeem e e em am e e - -

4. Who recruited you to this factory work ?
a. Contractor b. Factory officials
c. Friends/relatives d. On won accord

e. 1f other specify:-
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"‘.;0

5« What are the crusen of your migratinn to the Tactory for woitk

Lot employiient opportunities in the village during
off season . :

ii.No guarantce of employment in the native place
tii.No land

iv.Land is inadequnto t& provide work and to maintein
his family '

velLand 18 unirrignteé
vi.lnade uate fncons from agriculture
vii.Scarcity conditions
viii.Fodder is not aveilable to cattle after crop season
i%. Large size of family and therefore surplus manpower
X. To clear outstanding debts.
xi.
xid.
xiiie
xiv.

XV e

6. a) Who persnaded you to migrate ?
b) Wh-ot advantage did he tell you

1.
ii.
iii.

ive
¢, Which of them impressed you the most

d. Which of your family member took the

decision to migrate.
Q position of Indebtedness

igé—sY;aE @u}pagélﬁﬁoaatrR;te r_éppayment Balance
ncy i of |Previous | Current
Inte~|Year Ye~r

est V
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i;/ﬁnnual Family Income:
ae Income at Native Place

1+ Incoma from arop production

sy Ny en | S A R SRR T O L . RUSY IS
of (ha.y_Main Produce By-produce value
crop lQty. 'Rate ,Value }Qty. | RAte ' Value
e S
T T ] z
: } ! j |
1 ![ : i
/ 1
i i
, ! ) | )
: . , ,
| ! *
: , ]
o
| I
SRR U Ut VU S SO S U R
ii. Income from other sources
T TS ourcns of Teeoame T T T T T .77 Come- Tsols .Value |

S5ources of Income . Total
. proa- ™med . Qty.

uction Qty.

+

- ke em e e e e e e ee e e = e s e e emem ta am we de e e de e e wm e

1. Sale of milk

2. Sale of eggs
3. Sale of animals 1
4. Sele of poultry birds

5. Hire charges of bullocks

6. Income from cultivation of ,
others farm (ploughing/
sowing)
7. Miscellaneous
8. Cther specify
i.
iia
iii. ,
ive. [ t
* ' f
t




7. Employment and Income details of migrant family members

A. L1l Family members when at home (Period )
Eays
cmagory{ djork- . ___ . _EARM WORK __ __ o T
’lng t Employment on fEmployment on \ molovment in | mplovment in T
i“nlts'mm farm other farm ‘owr. sub51d1ary '0pdJothers subsidiary
No. ‘NO Of VJBQE\OPP NO. i\O Of ‘Na\,e\ Inc— L‘IO NO Or gage In—- - . it siis
‘ - No. No.cf.Wage { Tnco
‘ .Empl days |rate|Inc , Empljcays | rate come Empl{days :rate co- Empl‘dcz [rate neome
‘ empl. ome } 1Erpl.; | ! Empl. { me .,r*pl :
S NNV DU SR JEFEE SRS G T e . L e e L.
’ } T : | | f ; ‘ T
, r S ? : : | |
- i 1 K f 3 H
Mele i \ s ' } | J (
. A ! ‘ ! ) !
r T 3 too-
Fenmale ] ! : | , § |
| . ' | ' ! !
i i 4 N { . H ;
: | A L , |
Chil=- | | i | | -' ! ,' *
dren ' { ; ! i ! ; , |
. z } | P i
i i i ,‘ !
Bullocks : N % ‘ ! j 2
B i
| |
# ! : {
¢ } {
! ! ! ’ | ;
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Te ‘R'/C- C(N‘Zt‘;fiuei -

(Fcr pericd

Ca_tagoryli‘.\lork'- lion-Farm~ Work - 7
.ing :Govt. work (E.G.S.[ o _B8ervice _ __. __._ _Business/cther )
iUnitS No. of No. oféﬁage Income ~ No.CI NO.¢Z Gige| Income No. Of}Ngfgégwage.Indgﬁg

. i ,iemplo-! days .;rate : {Bwpl~ .éan .rate; Empl~ .days !rate
; tyed amp. { loyec [ERDL. .oyed jEmpl.. {
| | . . !

- - - = J o S T e A -E— S U U L

¢ ; !
) | | : !
Male $ ! i y )
‘. s i ,
; ? i } !
! i § : : :
Female 1 { i l . ! '
| { i ! ‘ . i .
4 : . \
{ ; ! : .
: & . . i - ! : ; ;
Children } & x - i ; i |
! ‘ : ‘ | : : ' i i t
L ’ i ! T ?
Bullock 15 ) : . ! ; ;
é i i ! ; ! : d -
. { i H «
i ; i i { . : 1
: ) i ; ’
i ! : | P

L6



7.8. Employment and income detesils of migrant labourers at factory site.
I. Earvesting and transporting cane direct to factory site.

éa;a:-;O;k:- Factory work _ ~ TTm Y T T 77 TTStal;i::Z "ot Total T T Non-fectory work® ~ "7 < <
gory iing ;Daily hours spent in — no.of | - Income Farm work Non-ferm work
- Mnits’Pﬂrvestlng'IOPGlng Tran- yn- “iCther ﬂays harvest . :
of cane of tul-|sport 1 a3ing! empl- and ’ ;
1ncludlng lock of ceane tof ~1ne, oyed }Trens- } ; :
travel lcart ito : } iport i
hours. ’factory‘ ! by * ; i
; : ! i ibullock ! ! :
' ; i i i ;cart | § ;
: i { ; ‘ .
Me L | o . |
male x i ; , § * |
i i ! l ; ! !
a- * ! | |
Chll"! ‘ } : . ; i
dren l ‘ ! \ ; X {
]
\ ‘ | 5 ‘
Bul- | i { | ‘
lOCk i ‘ ‘ i N 1
I i
{ i } ‘ 3 ‘ i |
' | e | .
‘ i { i { { \ !
- : N

Whzt average gquantity of sugercane you h:=rvest znd trasport to the fsctory perday tonne-

How much amount you secured as Bonus / Gift Rs.

46



7.8, {I1) Migrsnt lskboar Involved I

-~

n hervesting of cane ~nd loading truck/Troctor Trelley

{Koyata Units)
Cztagory Work- _, - e FRCYOXY WOk e+ e e o o
ing | Daily hours Spent in __ " TEVEL WO per tonne Tosal
‘units 'H= T.'ngtlng tbooglnq Other  eng loyed ‘;:ate of Income
‘ cane in- &rne in ; a:§VQStlng o
lcluding ‘truck/ ’ c»ding
itraval kractor '
ours {troliev }
N e L e e e o e e e e e e o
i : :
: { ‘ § ‘
Male : * 5 ‘* :
; : } y
' {
N § < N
Femeale . ‘ ’ ,
z i | ?
Chil~ : ;

dren. . ;

i

Bullock

- —— - ae

Whazt avarege quentity of sugercene do you brrvest snd lead it per day tonnes

How much amount you secured =5 Ronus / GLEL Rs.
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7.8, (III} Migrznt lebour Involved In Harvesting and trarsporting sugzarcane upto truck centre

- .

Cataqory

- A e vm me g ew W me e e

‘Working
’units

{Harvesting
icf cane
Yincluding
ltravel
hours

——— -t

S

P

Bulleocck

|
ﬁ
|

- M e o m e v e e -

What average gquantity of sugarcane do you harvest and trasnport upto truck

“Daily hours spent in

(0vm / hired

e . T T e R I

Pactory work

tullock cart)

m e we e o e e x e

- v

Loading ‘Transport;unloding30tser

c€ | upto of '
rullock § truck "truck )
cart centre ! !

A e, e o 2

§
}
!

i

[ JETRSRE—-——

A e e e e o am e o e e e -

How much amount you secured as Bonus/Gift. Rs.:-

Total
no.cf
days
emplo~
yed

¢

|
§
|

[- M mh amewa  ras e e oh am]  a

Per tonne i Total
rate of Income
harvest

and

Trapsport

- e e
— -

centre.
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. 7.8. (1) /(X1) / (IZ1) Ccntinued.

Category{working i e Non-Factory werk
units }_TIIm WerK A S
{Nc.0f - No.of iWege |Income NG, OF |
{erple- L Jsys [rate jemplo-~ idays yrate
yed s empl- ‘yed ,emplo~
! “oyed : lyed
]
----- — - —%—- - - -.r e T S B 4 - —-.—-{ - e s o e e -
t ‘ !
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Male l ; ]
i ¢ f
Femzle k : i .
i R .
x % - !
! : ' ! ;
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Chil- | i i ; i i
dren 1 i ;
B L |
; :
L) i : ;
! L i o i
Q - em m e mhe = o e = o e e = o s e W e e o = - - e v Ae = e e e -
o~ What avarage gu=nti=- ¢f£ sugercane do you h-rvest snd load

if per day tonnes

How much zmount ycu Secured =s Bonus / Gift Rs.

— ___Non~farm work __ ]
No. of jwate  Income|No.of ' Ro.of

- e e e w A = ae

- e s e

§oyéd iempl-

bosom o

Wage . Income
empl- | days [Rate |

}
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7. 2. Zoployment :nd Income of Non-Migreted farily mam

Catzgery. Work-' emo JEARM HCRE e e
Ying Errlcyment CM Zrplcyment cn ., Employment in Own MTDlOYﬂEFt in ctren
Units: cwn Zarm Cther farm subSidi supsidiary
: ; T TR e o s R o T CAE EY-r My
; i¥e.  No.ofiWage Cop Yo. o.of Wage Inc- No. »SO o= dagero Yoo No.oflWage Talz
! lerg~|cays sr ate:Inc- 3mp., C2YS !rate ome  emp.)©eYS jrate -nc- ;:9'§‘333’S R
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i ilcr-temp. L ore {ETDe | ierb' ' Lone {emp. ' :
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i
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b) Income from other sources ot the factory

- e - - e e e e e e e e e wm e e an e e am e s s e e me e

8r. Source of lncome »Quantlity | Amount in ks
NO.

- w m e w e e e e e mm e e mm wm e o we o e me e oW o et -

1. Income from cane tops
Total obtained
ae. Fed to animnl

be 801 to othorn

2. Hire charges of bullocks if any

3. Income from sale of milk

4. Income from sale of khoa

5. Income Ltrom snaloe of cowdung

10.

11.




10.Expenditure detsils cf wmigrant agril. lablurexrs.

A. Average mcrnthly expenditure on food
produce

- e

ii.How much guentity oOf home

- -

Name of i -
Item ; all family members
h

No. of fuantity value
b

memkber }

Cere=ls
Pulses

Oilseeds i s
Chilli & : ‘
Chillipowéers ‘
Veget-skles g ]
¥ilk & Milk !
vroduct ¢

cil ‘

Spices &
conditrents

At native place with

|

—Re

r - —— - -

\t
|
|

i
|
’z
!
|
i
3

%
!
g
5

t

|
t

retkers o
Quantity | Value

\
\
|

|

|
|
|
|
3
}
|
|
%

Zow meny dzys all membhers of £
rought with you

{(i)cere=1s

Az fictory site migrated |

ii.Ftlses

amily are together:-
iii.Oilseeds.

Lt native place non-migreted ~
memkers _

No. of iQuentity |vilue
member ;

e oo e

!

R

i
|
i
|
|
!
i
a
%
1
M

|

s e e

cthers l
GUsnTIty brougnt With Them

1., Cerezls 3. Oilseeds

2. Pulses 4. Other

GO L



B. Annual expenditure on other necessities

- e e e emie s R em e ee e o e e

Name of Item

1. Clothing

7. FODL wnro

3. Education

4. Hualth

5. Religious & social
6. Fuel

7. Travelling

8. Tabacco

9. Beverage

10.0ther

11,

12.

Fodder

U v

1. Bullocks
2. Cohea

3, Goats

4. Others

P . s

“| T Consumption ~

o a————— v =
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{No. of ' Amount
.members I Spent.
O
!
!
{
i !
!
{
§
|
i
I
1
i
|
1
i
]
- v m ] e e e i e e e e e
Medical jotler
iConeentrate
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1l.what problems did you face at  the frctory work.
a. Construction of nut
i+ Construction material is not supplied by factory
ii. Supploed material is not of good cuality
{ 1ii.8upplicd materinl 1s inndequate
iv.

Ve

b. Site for construction of nut
i. Provided site is far away from road
ii.I£ is net proper for dwelling
iii.Fermer -do not 2llew to live on thcir forms
iv.M~rketing inconvenicence due to lnnger distance
v. Sanitation problems ~t provided site,.
vi,
vii,.
¢) Drinking water facility

i. Salty water
ii. Drinking water is for away from site
iii.Tap water is not rvailable

ive.

Ve B

de. Children's Education

1. Children 2re not getting admission in schools at
factory site due to their shorter stay

iie. Standard of eerlier educstion is not upto the mark
50 they do not get admission

iii. The ore not getting school living crertificrte from
their schools #t native place.

iv. Expenditure on educotion ot [ ctory site ls nigher
parents can not ~fford it

Ve

vie

e. Modns of payment

i. Their payment is m~de »~fter dedurting the advance taken
il. High rrte of interest is cherges hy cortr-rtor
ii#i .Large amount is deducted as commission

iv. False recipts and falsc calculations by contractors.


http://matcrl.il

F) Health facilities: 1o8

'%. Their sites ~re far away from ftactory health centre
ii. Medical cherges are very high
iii. They are not given proper sttention at factory health

centre
iv. Inconvenience to cerry ill persons to the hospitel
V. Poor ~uality ratio®y is supplicd
vi. Site is not hygienic
vif.
viii.
g) condition of contract
i. They do not lecave the frctory work at their will
i1ii. In-decuate advance {rom tactory
iii.Work is not availsable cotinously and for entireperiod
iv.
T a
h) Recreational focilities
i. Recreationsl facilitles ~re for »way from thelr site
ii. Recreational facilities are costly
i ii.Recoreational facilities are not at per the choice
iv.

Ve

12. What facilities are provided by the sugar factory
management with regard to

i. Health

ii. Food qgrainsa

iii. Education

iv. Drinking water

v. Sanitation

vi. Advances.
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