CHAPTER 3
                                   MIGRATION- HISTORICAL PRESPECTIVE
        Migration means permanent or semi-permanent change in the place of residence. (Lee 1966). According to McLeman( 2017) “ commuting to work, going on vacation or moving to another apartment in the same town or city are actions that are generally not considered to be migration ( but are part of a much broader concept of ‘mobility’”. Migration can be seasonal, temporary (but not seasonal) or indefinite (or permanent) (Gonzalez 1961). Migration often follows spatial patterns, the most common being from rural to urban areas though urban –rural migration also occurs though this is less common. Other forms could be rural-rural migration and urban-urban migration. (McLeman ibid). At the international level, migration of people from low income to high income countries is about 4 million people per year (UN DESA 2015)
     According to NSSO (2010); internal migrants in India constitute about 309 million accounting for about 30% of the total population of the country in 2001. The percentage of urban population in India which was only 17% of the total population in 1951 is expected to jump to around 42.5 % of the total population by 2025. All this will happen because large numbers of people will leave rural areas for urban areas in search for better opportunities. In the last 50 years, the rural population has decreased from 82.0 to 68.9 %( Razi 2014) 

        The mountain areas of present day Uttarakhand are reported to have had large scale in-migration from other parts of India during the 11th and 12th centuries (Atkinson 1882 and Walton 1910). These were probably due to the prosecution by invaders in the plains and also settling of pilgrims who probably came on pilgrimage. Forests were cleared for cultivation through hard labor over the next many centuries. Prior to the 11th century these tracts were probably inhabited largely by nomadic grazier communities though settled cultivation had also begun, which picked up after the massive in-migration of the 11th and 12th centuries. With the strengthening of British rule in India during the 19th century and raising of the Garhwal and Kumaon regiments, and also opportunities in other government services including the police, local youth began to get regular employment and out-migration took place though most of them returned after retirement and many also kept their families in the villages to cultivate the land. Walton (1910) also mentions about the seasonal migration from hills to plains in search of livelihood. 
              DECADAL CHANGE OF POPULATION IN UTTARAKHAND
Decadal variation in population since 1901 (Uttarakhand)
    The table below gives the decadal variation in the population of Uttarakhand since 1901. Decrease in population of the state has been reported between 1911 and 1921, mainly in Champawat, Nainital, Udham Singh Nagar and Hardwar districts
	State/Union Territory/District
	Census Year
	Persons
	Variation since the preceding census
	Males
	Females

	
	
	
	Absolute
	Percentage
	
	

	UTTARAKHAND
	1901
	1,979,866
	----
	----
	1,032,166
	947,700

	
	1911
	2,142,258
	+162,392
	+8.20
	1,123,165
	1,019,093

	
	1921
	2,115,984
	-26,274
	-1.23
	1,104,586
	1,011,398

	
	1931
	2,301,019
	+185,035
	+8.74
	1,202,594
	1,098,425

	
	1941
	2,614,540
	+313,521
	+13.63
	1,371,233
	1,243,307

	
	1951
	2,945,929
	+331,389
	+12.67
	1,518,844
	1,427,085

	
	1961
	3,610,938
	+665,009
	+22.57
	1,854,269
	1,756,669

	
	1971
	4,492,724
	+881,786
	+24.42
	2,315,453
	2,177,271

	
	1981
	5,725,972
	+1,233,248
	+27.45
	2,957,847
	2,768,125

	
	1991
	7,050,634
	+1,324,662
	+23.13
	3,640,895
	3,409,739

	
	2001
	8,489,349
	+1,438,715
	+20.41
	4,325,924
	4,163,425

	
	2011
	10,086,292
	+1,596,943
	+18.81
	5,137,773
	4,948,519

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Source: Uttarakhand, Census 2011

District wise decadal change of population 

     The following table shows the district wise decadal change in population on the basis of the census of 1981; 1991; 2001 and 2011. There has been decrease in the population of Almora and Pauri districts between 2001 and 2011. 
	District 
	1981 %  increase 
	1991 % increase 
	2001 % 
increase 
	2011 % 
Increase/ decrease 

	Almora 
	15.81 
	8.94 
	3.67 
	-1.73 

	Bageshwar 
	19.57
	14.81
	9.28
	5.13 

	Chamoli 
	24.15 
	22.63 
	13.87 
	5.6 

	Champawat 
	25.34 
	26.38 
	17.6 
	              15.49                                           

                                                       

	Dehradun 
	31.93 
	34.66 
	25.00 
	32.48 

	Haridwar 
	32.72 
	26.31 
	28.70 
	33.16 

	Nainital 
	38.08 
	30.22 
	32.72 
	25.20 

	Pauri 
	15.46 
	8.57 
	3.91 
	-1.51 

	Pithoragarh 
	16.38 
	14.11 
	10.95 
	5.13 

	Tehri 
	24.67 
	16.53 
	16.24 
	1.93 

	Udhamsingh nagar 
	48.05 
	38.30 
	33.60 
	33.40 

	Uttarkashi 
	29.19 
	25.54 
	23.07 
	11.75 

	State 
	27.45 
	23.13 
	20.41 
	19.17 


Source: Census of India data

    The decadal growth of various districts has slowed down between 1981 and 2011, with the figure being negative in the districts of Pauri and Almora and relatively very low in Tehri district. 
                                           NIRD STUDY 
The results of a detailed study carried out by the National Institute of Rural Development, Hyderabad (Mamgain  and Reddy2015) on migration in Uttarakhand have been summarized in the points below:
1- Most of the economic opportunities tended to concentrate in plain areas of the State, leading to huge income inequalities across the hill and plain districts of the State. Per capita income (measured in terms of per capita net district domestic product) in Bageshwar, Champawat, Tehri Garhwal and Almora districts is almost half of that is in Dehradun and Hardwar.
2- During the period from 2001-2011 Uttarakhand witnessed a period of high economic growth, with a moderate population growth at 1.74% per annum which was higher than the national average though in the hill districts this figure was 0.70% and in the plains districts this was 2.82 %. Further, the population growth rate in the rural areas of the hill districts was even lower at 0.38%, though this figure for the urban areas of the hill districts is much higher. 
3- The sex ratio of hill districts is relatively higher as compared to the plains districts; though the child sex ratio is almost equal both in the hill and plains districts, indicating the tendency of more adult male to migrate away from the hill districts. 

4- When the population changes in Almora and Pauri districts were analyzed, it emerges that absolute decline in population has been in the smaller villages while in the bigger villages having more than 125 households, the population growth in these two districts has been positive. 
5- Out-migration in Uttarakhand is of usually of longer duration and that mainly to big cities and towns within as well as outside the state. They report about three-fourths of out-migrants to comprise of longer   duration migrants. Nearly one-tenth of migrants migrate for short duration for 2 to 6 months. This is contrary to the pattern observed in several studies in other parts of the country which report the preponderance of short duration migration among the rural households—mostly of a cyclic nature (Srivastava, 2011; UNESCO, 2013). This is mainly due to the fact that majority (nearly 74 per cent) of out-migrants of Uttarakhand has salaried jobs either in government or private sectors which are generally of longer duration. They do not migrate to agriculturally prosperous regions for short-term employment in agriculture unlike the rural migrants from Bihar or eastern UP. (Mamgain, 2004). Perhaps, their relatively better educational qualifications help them to get salaried jobs, though not necessarily of a very high income for most.
6- It has also been concluded in this NIRD study that many of the migrants have better education and get regular salaried jobs which are not available in the hill region. Families have the tendency to improve the educational level of their members, mainly males so that they get employment outside the hill region. It is primarily due to this reason that about a tenth of the migrants first move for improving their education levels and then become long duration migrants after getting jobs. About 20% of the workers migrate for better economic prospects in the urban areas. Such form of migration is aided by personal contacts and examples amongst friends and relatives. 

7- The process of migration is also accelerated by hardships of life in the hill regions; poor roads, lack of adequate water supply and poor educational and health facilities. 
8- Migrants from hill districts of Uttarakhand also contribute significantly to the household incomes of their families back in the villages in the form of remittances, which has been estimated to be about 50% in the case of poor and 38% in the case of low income group households, 
                                COMPARISON AT THE NATIONAL LEVEL
     The National Sample Survey Office conducted the 64th round survey on Employment & Unemployment and Migration Particulars between July 2007 and June 2008, with the report being published in June 2010. The key findings for the country are (NSSO 2010): 
A. Household migration during last 365 days

1- Proportion of households migrated to rural areas was very low, nearly 1 per cent. In urban areas, on the other hand, the migrated households constituted nearly 3 per cent of all urban households. 

2- Migration of households was largely confined within State: 78 percent of the migrant households in rural areas and 72 per cent of the migrant households in the urban areas had last usual place of residence within the State. 

3- Migration of households in both the rural and urban areas was dominated by the migration of households from rural areas. Nearly 57 per cent of urban migrant households migrated from rural areas whereas 29 per cent of rural migrant households migrated from urban areas.

4- In both rural and urban areas, majority of the households migrated for employment related reasons. Nearly 55 per cent of the households in rural areas and 67 per cent of the households in the urban areas had migrated for employment related reasons.

B. Migrants

1- In India, nearly 29 per cent of the persons were migrants with significant rural-urban and male-female differentials. 

2- Migration rate in rural areas was lowest among the scheduled tribe (ST), nearly 24 per cent, and it was highest among those classified in the social group ‘others’, nearly 28 per cent.

3- For rural male, migration rate was lowest (nearly 4 per cent) among the ‘not literates’, and it was nearly 14 per cent among those with educational level ‘graduate and above’. For urban males also, it was lowest for among the ‘not literates’ (17 per cent), and 38 per cent for those with educational level ‘graduate or above’ level.

4-Among the migrants in the urban areas, nearly 59 per cent migrated from the rural areas and 40 per cent from urban areas. 

5- Nearly 60 per cent of urban male migrants and 59 per cent of urban female migrants had migrated from rural areas. 

6- The reason for migration for male migrant was dominated by employment related reasons, in both rural and urban areas. Nearly 29 per cent of rural male migrants and 56 per cent of urban male migrants had migrated due to employment related reasons.

7- The share of self-employment in total migrants increased from 16 per cent before migration to 27 per cent after migration, while the shares of regular employees and casual labors remained almost stable, in both before and after migration. 

8- In case of urban males, the percentage of regular wage/salaried employees has shown a quantum jump (from 18 per cent before migration to 39 per cent after migration), besides an increase in the share of self-employment after migration (from 17 per cent to 22 per cent), and casual labor as a means of employment had reduced in importance after migration (from 11 per cent to 8 per cent).

9- Rate of return migration (proportion of return migrants in the population) for males in rural areas was significantly higher than females: 24 per cent for males and 11 per cent for females. 

C. Out- Migrants

1- Out-migration rate (proportion of out-migration in the population) for males was nearly 9 per cent from rural areas and 5 per cent from urban areas. The rates for females were much higher compared to males in both the rural and urban areas. It was 17 per cent among rural females and 11 per cent among urban females.

2- Rural male out-migrants were almost equally dispersed in both the State from which they had migrated out as well as outside the State (nearly 46 per cent in each of these two types of places).           
3- Majority of the male from both the rural and urban areas had migrated out for employment related reasons which accounted for nearly 80 per cent of the out-migrants from the rural areas and 71 per cent of the out-migrants from the urban areas. 

4- For female out-migrants from both rural and urban areas, the reason for out-migration was predominantly for marriage, which accounted for nearly 84 per cent of female out-migrants from both the rural and urban areas.

5- In case of rural male out-migrants, residing abroad, nearly 95 per cent were engaged in economic activities compared to 80 per cent of those residing in India and for male out migrants from urban areas nearly 93 per cent of those residing abroad were engaged in economic activities compared to 73 per cent of those residing in India.

D. Out-migrant Remittances
1- Among the male out-migrants from the rural areas and residing abroad, nearly 82 per cent had sent remittances during the last 365 days, while only 58 per cent of those residing in India had sent remittances.

2- Among male out-migrants from the urban areas, nearly 69 per cent of those residing abroad had sent remittances compared to only 41 per cent of those residing in India.

3- On an average, during the last 365 days, a male out-migrant from rural areas and residing abroad had sent 4 times the amount of remittances sent by an out-migrant residing in India: while on an average nearly Rs. 52,000 was remitted by those residing abroad, the amount was nearly Rs. 13,000 for those residing in India. 

4- Out-migrants from the urban areas had remitted higher amount, during the last 365 days, to their former households compared to those from rural areas. On an average a male out-migrant from the urban areas, and residing abroad, had remitted nearly Rs. 73,000 during the last 365 days, which was higher by nearly Rs. 21000 of the amount remitted by a male out-migrant from rural areas and residing abroad.
5- Nearly 30 per cent of rural households had reported out-migration of its former members and nearly 19 per cent of urban households had reported out-migration.

6- Household consumer expenditure in both rural and urban areas was the prime use of the remittances. Nearly 95 per cent of the households in the rural areas and 93 per cent of the households in the urban areas had used remittances for household consumer expenditure purpose. 

7- Nearly 10 per cent of the households in the rural areas had used remittances for ‘debt repayment’ and nearly 13 per cent of the households in the urban areas had used remittances for ‘saving/investment’.
                     Extract from some of the tables in the NSSO (2010) report have been given below. These show the main aspects of migration in some of the states along with the corresponding figures for Uttarakhand. 
Distribution (per 1000) of migrants by reason for migration for different states (Rural male+female)
	State
	Reason for migration

	
	Employment related reasons
	Studies 
	Forced migration
	Marriage
	Movement of parent/earning member
	Others
	All 

	Andhra Pradesh
	60
	42
	2
	722
	112
	58
	1000

	Arunachal Pradesh
	541
	138
	7
	123
	0
	46
	1000

	Assam
	23
	4
	66
	781
	61
	34
	1000

	Bihar
	4
	1
	5
	948
	6
	26
	1000

	Chhattisgarh
	48
	16
	1
	779
	75
	63
	1000

	Himachal Pradesh
	70
	31
	8
	721
	61
	107
	1000

	Jammu & Kashmir
	31
	3
	12
	904
	10
	38
	1000

	Jharkhand
	9
	2
	3
	961
	2
	18
	1000

	Karnataka
	32
	49
	8
	778
	86
	46
	1000

	Kerala
	57
	9
	2
	539
	172
	217
	1000

	Madhya Pradesh
	26
	9
	4
	900
	34
	19
	1000

	Maharashtra
	72
	33
	8
	741
	102
	41
	1000

	Manipur
	324
	117
	0
	76
	354
	0
	1000

	Meghalaya
	160
	28
	12
	454
	274
	47
	1000

	Mizoram
	296
	24
	16
	95
	437
	57
	1000

	Orissa
	19
	28
	4
	883
	25
	36
	1000

	Punjab
	50
	8
	12
	823
	65
	35
	1000

	Uttarakhand
	87
	14
	6
	664
	163
	66
	1000


Source: NSSO (2010)
Migration rate (per 1000 persons) of migrants for different states (Urban)

	State
	Male
	Female
	Male+female

	Andhra Pradesh
	333
	467
	400

	Arunachal Pradesh
	38
	27
	33

	Assam
	223
	327
	270

	Bihar
	208
	497
	345

	Chhattisgarh
	330
	590
	452

	Himachal Pradesh
	455
	618
	532

	Jammu & Kashmir
	97
	281
	186

	Karnataka
	265
	383
	324

	Kerala
	258
	428
	348

	Madhya Pradesh
	160
	523
	336

	Maharashtra
	356
	493
	421

	Manipur
	10
	26
	18

	Meghalaya
	42
	47
	44

	Mizoram
	189
	223
	206

	Orissa
	224
	567
	442

	Punjab
	223
	565
	379

	Uttarakhand
	397
	594
	486


        Source: NSSO (2010)
       Migration rate (per 1000 persons) of migrants for different states (rural)

	State
	Male
	Female
	Male+female

	Andhra Pradesh
	88
	473
	282

	Arunachal Pradesh
	11
	5
	8

	Assam
	26
	227
	120

	Bihar
	12
	379
	189

	Chhattisgarh
	70
	531
	295

	Himachal Pradesh
	153
	592
	378

	Jammu & Kashmir
	24
	329
	174

	Karnataka
	80
	474
	273

	Kerala
	195
	459
	333

	Madhya Pradesh
	30
	533
	268

	Maharashtra
	98
	572
	329

	Manipur
	6
	5
	6

	Meghalaya
	38
	29
	33

	Mizoram
	107
	114
	110

	Orissa
	43
	511
	280

	Punjab
	74
	571
	312

	Uttarakhand
	151
	539
	344


            Source: NSSO (2010)
Distribution (per 1000) of internal migrants by the four types of rural-urban migration streams during for different states (male)
	State
	Migration streams

	
	Rural to rural
	Urban to rural 
	Rural to urban
	Urban to urban
	all

	Andhra Pradesh
	333
	76
	413
	178
	1000

	Arunachal Pradesh
	264
	287
	287
	161
	1000

	Assam
	492
	35
	357
	117
	1000

	Bihar
	285
	54
	492
	169
	1000

	Chhattisgarh
	421
	95
	302
	182
	1000

	Himachal Pradesh
	370
	389
	168
	74
	1000

	Jammu & Kashmir
	281
	247
	272
	199
	1000

	Karnataka
	247
	142
	333
	279
	1000

	Kerala
	534
	169
	165
	133
	1000

	Madhya Pradesh
	311
	69
	325
	295
	1000

	Maharashtra
	220
	63
	420
	297
	1000

	Manipur
	514
	135
	203
	149
	1000

	Meghalaya
	581
	251
	118
	50
	1000

	Mizoram
	328
	40
	333
	300
	1000

	Orissa
	336
	110
	309
	245
	1000

	Punjab
	269
	106
	417
	208
	1000

	Uttarakhand
	356
	173
	217
	254
	1000

	West Bengal
	273
	86
	332
	310
	1000


  Source: NSSO (2010)
Distribution (per 1000) of migrants by nature of movements for different States
Rural male+female

	Sl. No.
	State
	Nature of movement

	
	
	Temporary with duration of stay
	Permanent
	All 

	
	
	Less than 12 months
	12 months of more
	
	

	1
	Andhra Pradesh
	1
	93
	906
	1000

	2
	Arunachal Pradesh
	29
	667
	203
	1000

	3
	Assam
	3
	27
	970
	1000

	4
	Bihar
	1
	23
	973
	1000

	5
	Chhattisgarh
	8
	66
	924
	1000

	6
	Himachal Pradesh
	3
	144
	853
	1000

	7
	Jammu & Kashmir
	2
	39
	959
	1000

	8
	Karnataka
	2
	107
	891
	1000

	9
	Kerala
	12
	73
	915
	1000

	10
	Madhya Pradesh
	1
	18
	980
	1000

	11
	Maharashtra
	5
	84
	911
	1000

	12
	Manipur
	167
	738
	83
	1000

	13
	Meghalaya
	0
	282
	711
	1000

	14
	Mizoram
	0
	62
	938
	1000

	15
	Orissa
	1
	57
	942
	1000

	16
	Punjab
	1
	55
	944
	1000

	17
	Uttarakhand
	6
	90
	904
	1000


Source: NSSO (2010)

    Analysis of the tables above source from the extensive report of NSSO, clearly show that the different aspects of migration in Uttarakhand is similar to that of other major states.

Percentage of migrants to total population in 2001 in Himalayan states (NSDC 20012)
	Country/ State
	Total population in Millions
	Total migrants in millions
	% of migrants to total population

	India
	1028.6
	314.5
	30.6

	Jammu and Kashmir
	10.1
	1.8
	17.8

	Himachal Pradesh
	6.1
	2.2
	36.1

	Uttarakhand
	8.5
	3.1
	36.2

	Sikkim
	0.54
	0.19
	34.6


Except Jammu and Kashmir, the figure for % of migrants to total population in the Himalayan states of India is higher than the national average. 
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