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WORKING FORCE SIZE AND STRUCTURE IN INDIA, 1961 : A REGIONAL
ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

1. INTRODUGTION

This paper reports the findings of a region-by-region analysis of the 1961
Consus economic returns, with particular respect to size of working force and balance
betweon agricultural and non-agricultural occupations. Wherever possible, Census
figures for States or parts of States have been critically compared with the results of
threo All-India sample surveys conductod between 1950 and 1955 : the Agricultural
Labour Enquiry, the National Sample Survey, and the Rural Credit Survey. Our
primary aim in examining the Census of 1951 materials has been to assess their value
as a statistical base against which the 1961 Census returns may be appraised and
interpreted. The study was carried on 2s one part of the research programme of the
Census of 1961 Project of the Indian Statistical Inatitute.!

2. SUMMARY RESULTS

Summarizing our conclusions, we may say that internal as well as external
evidence points to a high degree of unreliability in the Census of 1951 data on work-
ing force participation. The proportion of the population classed by the Census as
earners varied sharply from State to State without relation to differonces in age
structure. Rather, the percentage of males and females recorded as self-supporting,
partly dependent, or totally dependent tended to follow particular patterns according
to the separate jurisdictions under which the census was conducted. Several of these
census-taking jurisdictions, however, cut across tracts well known to be fairly uni-
form in geographic, social and economic characteristics, which would normally be
reflected in fairly uniform working force proportions. It would appear that exogenous
factors, chiofly of an administrative nature, seriously influenced the Census returns.

Working force percentages for States snd parts of States obtained by two
different sample surveys show practically no relation with the Census figures for the
same areas. Both surveys found significantly larger proportions of workers in the
rural population than did the Census. Taken together, the survey resuits suggest
that the Census serjously under-enumerated the rural working force in the country
as & whole, and particularly in the South. Since approximately five-sixths of the 1951
population was rural, it would scem that the Census figures for earners and part-
earners pravide a dependable guide neither to the actual numbers of workers in

vTho Project was ep 1 by tho Indian Statistical Inati through ite Bombay Branch os a
ocontribution to the proparations for the ninth doconnia! Congus of India. The scope of tho Projeot may be
indicatod by montioning tho titles of somo of the earlior roporta: y M dum — Ex i
Concopte in the Consus of India, 1881-1061," cy yled, 1058; ‘‘Comparability of Census
Data, 1881-1951", cyolostylod, 1058; “'Congus Eoonomic Quostions and Tables : Some Alternative Tryout
Proposals”, cycloatylod, 1958; “E: io R dnti for the Consus of 1081," Economic Weskly
(Bombay), Vol. XI, pp. 1230-1242, Septomber 5, 1960.

Danie! Thornor sorved as Director of tho Projeot, Alice Thorner as Joint Direotor, and Neean
C. 8hsh ag Computor. M. A. Tolang, Honorary Sooretary of tho Bombay Branch, provided advice and
guidonce at all stages of the work.
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different regions of India, nor to the variation smong regions in the proportion of
the population engaged in economically productive activities.

By contrast, we have found the Census distribution of the working force of
the several regions into broad occupational groups reasonably in accord not only
with generally accepted acoounts of local characteristics but also with relevant sample
survey data. Putting together the evidence from the Census and the sample enquiries
we are able to identify with some confidence rural tracts where the population conaists
primarily of peasant cultivators and their families, tracts with significant numbers
of hired agrioultural labourers, and traots in which & sizeable fraction of the working
force is engaged in non-agriculture.

High percentages of cultivators were typical of Himalayan border districts
from Himachal Pradesh and Kangra on the west to Assem and Tripura on the east;
of interior hilly regions in Madhya Pradesh and Bihar where substantial tribal popu-
lations dwell; of the Konkan and Deccan regions in Maharashtra; and of parts of the
Gangetic and Trans-Gangetic Plains in Rajasthan, Punjab, and Uttar Pradesh.
Agricultural labourers played an important role in the South (Andhra, Kerala and
Madras); also in the easterly districts of Maharashtra (Berar and Marathwada), in
the central region of Madhya Pradesh, and in North Bihar. Non-agricultural pursuits
olaimed significant proportions of the rural working force in the areas of Uttar Pradesh
and Punjab adjacent to Delhi, and along almost the entire coastal rim from Kutch
and Saurashtra down to the southernmost tip and up again to West Bengal.

3. COMPARABILITY OF SURVEYS WITH OENSUS

Purposes of surveys. The Agricultural Labour Enquiry (ALE)® was under-
taken by the Ministry of Labour as & preliminary to drawing up measures to ame-
liorate the conditions of agricultural labour. The second stage, the results of which
we have employed, was entitled the General Family Survey; it covered 103,548 families
in 812 villages. The National Sample Survey (NSS)? has been conducted on a conti-
nuing basis since 1950 by the Government of India with the assistance of the Indian
Statistical Institute. It is a multipurpose survey, gathering data on a wide variety
of aconomio, social, and agricultural topics. The Ninth Round covered 16,000 house-
holds in 1624 villages and 32,000 households in 2108 urban blocks. The Rural Credit
Survey (RCS)* was spongored by the Reserve Bank of India with the aim of providing
information required for the formulation of long-term agricultursl credit policy. The
RCS collected data from 120,000 families in 600 villages.

Reference dates. The Census was taken in Merch 1951; the General Family
Survey of the Agricultural Labour Enquiry was conducted early in 1950; and the field
work of the Rural Credit Survey extended from October 1951 through early 1952.
It is not unreasonable to take the data from the latter two sources as referring to

1 Rural Manpower and Ocoupational Siructure. Ministry of Labour, Government of India, Deihi,
1854,

3 National Sample Survey : Number 18 : Employment and Dnemployment : Ninth Round, Prelimi.
nary, May-November, 19556 Cabinet Seoretariat, Government of India, Delhi, 1958.

¢ All-Tndia Rural Credit Survey : Survey Raport Vol. I, Part I, Rural Families, Reserve Bank of
Indis, Bombay, 1956,
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roughly the same point in time as the Census. The Ninth Round of the National
Sample Survey, however, covered the months May-November, 1965. We have
nonetheless used the Ninth Round materials since this was the first NSS ronnd large
enough to yield estimates for separate States. We have been emboldened to ignore
the four-year gap by the fact that the Ninth Round All-India data relating to the
subjects included in our comparisons are highly consistent with the relevant All-Indis,
figures from the First Round (October 1950—March 1951) and the Fourth Round
(April—September, 1962). It is, of course, possible that there may have been State-wise
variations during this period, but we have not attempted to pursue this possibility.

Geographical units. While we bave in effect sssumed away any important
influence of the time factor, we have taken some pains to bring the data into geogra-
phical equivalence. Each of the Surveys utilized a differont break-down of the
All-India figures by States, groups of States, and part of States. No one of the other
sources followed exactly the procedure of the Census. Keoping in mind the
needs of 1961, we have attempted, wherever possible, to draw up our tabulations in
terms of the current States. This has involved recombination of Census “‘natural
divisions” (groups of districts within the 1951 State boundaries) and ' ALE zones
(parts of States).

Appendix 1 shows the districts included in each Cenaus natural division,
and the ALE zone or zones taken as equivalent to each division. For ease of reference
we have given each division a descriptive, popular or historical name, e.g., Coastal
Andhra, Telengana, Chhota Nagpur. The three-digit Census code numbers (e.g,
1.21 for Assam Valley, and 2.12 for North Bihar) denote the position of the division
with regard to five major geographical regions (single-digit codes 1 to 5) and fifteen
sub-regions (two-digit codes). The ALE zones are identified by roman numerals fol-
lowing the name of the State in which the ares was included in 1951. From the names
of the ALE zones, for example, we can understand at a glance that Andhra State
has been constituted from parts of the former territories of Madras and Hyderabad.

Where we have been unable to obtain data referring to divisions we have
presented comparisons in terms of States. In some cases this has been possible to
do for the 17 major States which existed in 1961, in others for only the 9 “Part A”
States plus Andhra, which was separated from Madras in 1963. Readers are cautioned
that of these ten States, one (Bombay) has been broken up completely, another (Madhya
Pradesh) is today constituted quite differently, three (Andhra, Madras and Punjab)
have undergone ohanges of somewhat lesser magnitude, and another two (West Bengal
and Bihar) have had minor border adjustments. Only Assam, Orissa and Uttar
Pradesh have remained virtually unaffected. The comparison hetween Census and
RCS materials has been made for individual districts because of the nature of the
RCS sample.

As is only to be expected, each of the three Surveys has a different emphasis
than the Census. Each employs its own set of definitions. We will take account of
theso ptual disorepancies in the di ion of the particular comparisons for
which they are relevant.

124



A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA
4. WORKING FOROE SIZE : DISOREPANCIES IN OENSUS DATA

Census economic classification. The three categories into which the Census
of 19561 classified the entire population were ‘‘self-supporting persons’ (individuals
in receipt of income sufficient at least for their own maintenance), “oarning dependents”
(individuals in receipt of income insufficient for their own maintenance), and “non-
earning dependents.” In the Census literature, these terms are referred to as indicat-
ing “household economic status.” This is, of course, not exactly the same as a
olassification into workers and pon-workers, or economically active and not
sconomically active, since the focus is on receipt of income rather than work.
Howover, the number of persons who receive income without working is very small.
Only about 1 percent of the total population in 1951 were recorded as rent-receivers,
beggars, pensioners, otc, The question of persons (such as family members helping in
cultivation) who work but receive no overt income in wages or profits presents more
difficulties. The Census instructions indicated that such individuals were to be classed
as either self-supporting persons or earning dependents according to the share of the
family income attributable to them. As we shall see, this instruction was
interpreted in many different fashions.

We may begin our examination of the Census data by inspecting the per-
contage of all earners—self-supporting persons (SSP's) plus earning dependents (ED’s)
—identified in each of the major States. Table | shows these percentages for persons

TABLE 1. PERCENTAGES OF SELF-SUPPORTING PERSONS PLUS EARNING

DEPENDENTS IN 17 STATES COMPARED WITH PERCENTAGES OF
PERSONS IN WORKING AGE GROUP (15-64)

all persons males only
major Statea®
persons in persons in
agogronp  88P's+ED's age group  88P'a+ED'S
15-84 per 100 16-64 per 100
per 100 persons  persons per 100 males  males
1. West Bengsal 62 35 84 56
2. Madras 61 al 81 47
3. Vindhya Pradesh 60 46 59 59
4. Madhya Bharat 59 41 80 67
5. Orissa 59 38 1] 57
8. Madhya Pradesh 58 66 58 84
7. Hyderabad 58 46 58 80
8. Bombay 58 43 50 55
9. Uttar Pradesh 58 42 &0 59
10. Traovancore-Coohin 58 38 §7 50
11. Myaore 58 29 89 48
12. Rajaathan 87 50 57 81
13. Saurashtra 86 42 66 53
14. Bihar 58 36 568 50
15. Aseam 55 43 56 54
16. PEPSU 55 39 55 80
17. Punjob) 54 36 56 56
high 62 58 64 64
low 54 20 55 47
range 8 27 9 17
*As of 1951,
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of both sexes and also for males only. Percentages for females as well are presented
in Appendix 2, Table A.1. Since Census of 1951 economic data were not cross-tabu-
lated by age, we could not calculate age-specific working force proportions. Instead
we have compared the percentages of workers with the percentages of persons in the
age group 15-64.

Statewise variation in working force proportions. We note with some surprise
that whereas 58 of every 100 persons in Madhya Pradesh were returned as fully or
partly self-supporting only 29 of every 100 were 8o returned in Mysore. As against
47 earners per 100 males in Madras, the ratio in veighbouring Hyderabad was 60 per
100. Difference from State to State in the proportions of persons in the working
ages (15-84) provide no basis for such wide variations in working force size. On the
contrary, Madras had a somewhat more favourable age structure (81 out of every
100 persons in the 15-84 group) than Hyderabad, while Mysore and Madhya Pradesh
were practically identical in this respect. Nor do the discrepancies tally with other
available information about conditions in the various States.

We may continue by studying the relative numbers of persons recorded res-
pectively as SSP’s (self-supporting persons), ED’s (earning dependents) and NED'g
(non-earning dependents) in the 52 natural divisions. Table A. 2 in Appendix 2 presents
the percentages separately for males and females. Our discussions focus primarily
on the data for males, since they comprise the bulk of the working force and economic
returns relating to males are well known to be more reliable than those for females,

Difference among divisions. Table 2 shows the extent of regional variation
in the percentages of males assigned to each of the three categories. Let us for the
moment leave out of consideration the two highly atypical divisions of Greater Bombay
and Calcutta Industrial Area. We find that the proportion of males returned as self-
supporting ranged from 56.9 in the hill tract of Himachal Pradesh on the northwest
frontier to 39.6 in Manipur, a hill tract on the northeast frontier. With regard to
earning dependents the highest percentage was that for the Himalayan principality
of Sikkim, 190.4, while the lowest was 2.6 for the neighbouring Darjeeling-Duars
area. The division with the largest percentage of non-earning dependents was
the coasial Malabar-South Kanara area of the old Madras State, with a figure
of 55.5; the smallest percentage of non-earners was 32.8 in Himachal Pradesh.
In partsof Madras, in Mysore and in South Bihar, less than one out of every two males
was recorded as an earner (either SSP or ED). By contrast, in Himachal Pradesh
and the Chhattisgarh area of eastern Madhys Pradesh, approximately two out of
every three males were classed as earners. Table A.2 in Appendix 2 will show that
the disparities in the percentages for females are still greater.

Yet we know that the Indian economy, while not of an uniform texture, is
nonetheless characterized by a certain basic sameness. The agrioultural villages which
predominate in every part of the country offer, in point of fact, little scope for varia-
tion in the pattern of working and not working (or earning and not earning), especially
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TABLE 2. DIVISIONS ARRANGED IN RANK ORDER OF PERCENTAGES OF
SELF-SUPPORTING PERSONS, EARNING DEPENDENTS AND NON-
EARNING DEPENDENTS TO ALL MALES

golf-supporting porsons oarning depend ing depond
rank
number porcou- porcen-
division tago division tago division

1. Groutor-Bumbay 65.3 Sikkim 19.4 Malabar

2. Caleutin Aron 62.7 Murathwada 16.9 Tamilnad

3. Himuclw! §5.9 Chhattisgarh .7 Rayalassema

4 Woest U.D, 55.7  Kangra 14.3  South Bihar

6. Dolhi 53.6 Telengana 14.0 Mysoro

8. Kotuh-Bundi 53.2 Manipur 13.7 Trauvancore.Cochin

1. Ajmer 52.8 Borar-Nagpur 12.1 North Bihar

8. Putinla 52.7 Jabalpur-Sagur 1.5 Coastal Andhra

9. Juipur-Alwar 2.5 Himachal 11.4 W. Bonasl®

10. Jodhpur-Bikaner 2.5 Assum Valloy 11.4 Konkan

11. Coorg 2.0 Saurnshtra 1.4 (Rhota Nogpr

12. Bhopal 51.8 Mewnr 10.7 Gujurat

13. Darjeoling-Dunra 51.8 Punjab Plain 10.8 Manipur

14. Omfh 51.5 North Karnatak 10.4 Bombay Deccan

15, Nouth U.P. 51.3 Origsa Inland 9.8 Snurashtra

18. Kumunon-Gurhwal 50.8 Tripura 9.8 Assam Valley

17. Gwalior §0.7 Bombay Docenn 9.7 Darjoeling-Duara 45.8
18. Chhuttisgurh 50.7 Assam Hills 9.0 m Ilills 45.3
19. Jabalpur-Sugar 50.6 Bundelkhand 9.5 Coorg 4.8
90. East U.P. 50.0 Jaipur-Alwar 9.6 Kutch H.1
21, Malwa 49.8 Kotah-Bundi 9.2 North Karnatak .6
22, Bomr-Nugpur 49.8 Gujorat 9.0 Tripura H.6
23. Bundolkhand 49.6 Orissa Cosstal 8.7 Puijnb Plain 43.9
24, Mowar 49.5 South U.P. 8.6 Orissa Cuastal 43.7
25. Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar 40.3 Konkan 8.4 Gwalior 43.5
26. Chhota Nugpur 48.3 Eust U.P. 8.3 Bhopal 3.4
27, Orissa Inland 48.2 Ajmeor 8.1 Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar 43.4
28. Orissa (onstal 47.8 Oudh 8.0 Mulwa 2.9
29. Kutch 47.3 Kutch 8.0 Orissa Inland

30. Kangra 47.0 Kuwnaon-Garhwal 1.7 Jodhpur-Bikaner

31. West Bongal* 47.0 Mulwa 7.3 Enst U.P.

32. Tolongana 46.2 Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar 7.3 Marathwadu

33. North Bihar 45.7 Patiola 1.0 Kumaon-Garhwal

34. Tripum 45.5 Andhra Coastal 6.8 Dolhi

35. Punjnb Pluin 45.5 Gwalior 5.8 Wost U.D.

36. North Kurnatak 45.0 Travancoro-Cochin 5.8 Bundelkhand

37, Assam Hilla 4.6 Jodhpur-Biksner 5.7 Oudh

38. Konkan 4.2 Dol 5.3 Patinls

30. Cosstal Andhra 44.2 Raynlageema 5.1 South U.P.

40. Gujarat 44.1 W. Bengal® 6.0 Telengana

41, Travancoro-Cochin 43.9 Bhopal 4.9 Mowar

42, Mysore 43.7 Chhota Nagpur 4.7 Ajmor

43. Bombuy-Deccan 43.6 North-Bihar 4.2 Sikkim

44, Tamilnad 42.9 South Bihar 4.2 Kangra

45. South Bilwr 42.7 Mysore 4.0 Borar-Nagpur

46, Assam Valloy 42.6 Tamilnad 3.5 Jaipur-Alwar

47, Suurashitra 421 West U.P. 3.4 Jabalpur—Sagar

48. Raynlnsooma 41.8 Mulobar 3.3 Kotuh-Bundi

49, Sikkim 4.7 Coorg 3.2 Culcutta Area

60. Muruthwada 41.6  Darjooling-Duara 2.6 Chhattisgarh

&1. Malabar 41.2 Qroater Bombay 2.3 Himachal

52. Manipur 30.5 Calcutta Aros 1.3 Greutor Bambay

® Exoluding Caloutta.
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for males. The unrealistic nature of the sharp divisional differences in the 1951 Censos
proportions of earners and dependents becomes even clearer when we compare the
figures for adjacent divisions with many similar features. Table 3 presents this com-
par ison for three Census sub-regions. In addition to the actual percentages of S8P’s,
ED’s and NED's to all males we have indicated the quartile rank of each percentage,
that is whother it falls into the first, second, third or fourth quarter of the ranked
lis of divisional percentages shown in Table 2. Thus in the rolling upland tract of
Chhota Nagpur where a large part of tho population is tribal, the percentage of non-
earners was 47, which falls into Quartile I. Just to the south, in the Chhattisgarh
division, another important tribal area, the percentage of non-earners was only 35,
which falls into Quartile [V. Exactly the reverse quartile relationship is shown by
the respective figures for earning dependents in these two neighbouring divisions.

Sharply contrasting patterns are also to be seen among the divisions consti-
tuting tho North and South Deccan sub-regions. Thus for dry inland Rayalaseema
relatively low percentages (that ia, in the third and fourth quartiles of all percentages)
of self-supporting porsons and carning dependents were accompanied by & very high
percentage (in Quartile I) of non-earning dependonts; in Telengana, geographically
and agriculturally much tho same, the proportion of earning dependonts was very high
(Quartile I) and that of non-carning dopendents very low (Quartilo IV).

Influence of exogenous factors. If we do not accept the Census of 1851 figures
for self-supporting persons and earning dependents aa roflections of genuine differences
between one area and another, how are we to explain the observed variations? One
possibility suggests itself when we group the divisions not by geographical zones

TABLE 3. PERCENTAGES OF SELF.SUPPORTING PERSONS, EARNING DEPEN-

DENTS AND NON-EARNING DEPENDENTS TO ALL MALES IN THREE
CENSUS SUB-REGIONS

porcentage of all quartile ranks
males of percontages
88F ED NED 8SP ED NED
sub-region division State*
3.3 North-East Plaleau
3.31 Chhota Nagpur Bihar 48 5 47 o Iv I
3.32 Chhattisgarh Madhys Pradesh 51 15 36 J § v
3.33 Orissa Inland Orisea 4 10 4 m o m
8.4 North Deccan
3.41 Berar-Nagpur Medhya Pradesh 80 12 38 I I v
342 Marsthwada Hyderabad 41 17 42 v I m
3.42 Bombay Deccan Bombay #“ 10 47 Iy oI g
8.8 South Deccan
3.51 Tolongana Hyderabad 46 14 40 m I v
3.52 North Karnatak Bombay 45 10 48 m o o
3.53 Mysore Myuore “ 4 B v Iv I
8.84 Rayulassoma Madras 42 5 &3 Iv m 1

*States oa of 1851.
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but by census-taking jurisdictions, as in Table A. 2 in Appendix2. In almost every
oase the figures for the various divisions included in & single jurisdiction (one or more
States in which enumeration was under the charge of & single Superintendent) reveal
striking consistencies. We see from Table 4 that in Bibar all three divisional percen-
tages for ED’s fall in the fourth Quartile, and all three percentages for NED’s in the
first quartile. In Madhya Pradesh, quite the other way, percentages of SSP's are
uniformly in Quartile II, of ED’s in Quartile I and of NED's in Quartile IV. Madras,
Uttar Pradesh, and Rajaathan in turn show distinet jurisdictional patterns, each one
different from the others.

It is at least arguable that differences in the recorded percentages of self-sup-
porting persons and earning dependonts reflect variations in Census administration
rather than the interplay of economic factors We suggest that this may well

have happened b the jc questions, instructions and illustrations as
handed down from the Centre in 1951 were ill-conceived and ambiguous.

TABLE 4. QUARTILE RANKS OF DIVISIONS BY PERCENTAGES OF S8ELF-
SUPPORTING PERSONS, EARNING DEPENDENTS AND NON-EARNING
DEPENDENTS TO ALL MALES IN FIVE CENSUS JURISDICTIONS

ocansus jurisdiotion solf- . non.
qupporting earning earning
division persons  dependenta dependents
Bihar
North Bihar o v 1
Bouth Bihar v v I
Chhota Nagpur o v I
Madhya Pradesh
Jabalpur.Sagar his I v
Chhattisgark o 1 v
Berar-Nagpur o I v
Madras (including Coorg)
Rayalaseama v m I
Malabar-8. Kanara w v I
Andhra Coastal pass m I
Temilnad v v I
Coorg 1 Iv o
Rajasthan (inoluding Ajmer)
Jaipur-Alwar 1 I v
Jodhpur-Bikaner 1 m m
Mawar o I v
Roteh-Bundi X o v
Ajmer I m Iy
Dtiar Pradesh
Kumaon-Garhwal o m m
Eaet U.P, u o m
Oudh b1t m m
Weat U.P. I v m
South U.P. o o m
129
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No satisfootory dofinitions of self-supporting persons or earning dependents were
provided. Nor in faot could they have been provided, since the terms have little
intrinsio meaning in an Indian setting., Responsibility for interpretation of these
items devolved upon the State Superintendents, each of whom tried to make the
best of & bad bargain.

The conceptusl deficiencies of the Census of 1951 have been discussed in detail
in an earlier paper prepared in this projeot. [t may be worthwhile to quote & summary
atatement from that memorandum.®

“There were no doubt genuine economic and social differences among the
States of India in 1951; but we can have no confidence that these have been accurately
reflected in the Census returns...The economic categories used in the Census of 1951
were ill suited to India. It is perhaps not altogether surprising, therefors, that these
categories were understood and administered differently in the various 1851 census
jurisdictions.”

Categories used in earlier censuses. The Consus of 1951 was the third Census
of India to use a three-fold economic classification, In 1831 the population had been
divided into earners, working dependents and dependents. The terms used in the
19041 tables were independent persons, partly dependents, and total dependenta.
Prior to 1931, there were only two groups : “actual workers” and dependents. The
question naturally arises as to the relationship of the three 1951 categories with the
sarlier sots of three categories eaoh.

Table 5 presents for males the percentages returned under each rubric in
1931, 1841 and 1951 for five major States which were not affected by the partition

TABLE 5. PERCENTAGES OF MALES RETURNED UNDER THREE ECONOMIC
CATEGORIES IN SELECTED STATES ACCORDING TO THE OCENSUSES OF
1031, 1941 AND 1851

catogorios
\ 103} sarners working dependents
\ dependonta
\ 1041 indspendent partly total
\ persons dopendents  dspendents
1851 solf- earning non-sarning
supporting  dependents  dependenta
persona pec 100 por 100
per 100 males malea
States males
Bihar and Orissa 103) §7 1 42
1041 51 [ X
1051 48 (] L4
Bombay 1831 80 5 *
1041 48 8 “
1961 46 ] 45
Madras 1631 55 4 41
1041 41 4 48
1961 43 4 83
Uttar Pradesh 1931 83 2 3
1841 &0 [ @
1951 83 (] 41
enaus K io Data, 18811851, Indian Statiatical Inatitute, Bombay Branch,

s Qomparability of O
May 1058, paragraph 27,
180



A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

of 1947. Bibar and Orissa are taken together since Orissa was not constituted as &
separate State until 1938. Absolute numbers will be found in Table A.3 (Appendix 2)
together with the respective figures for females and persons of both sexes. We note
that in Bihar-Orisea, in Madras, and in Uttar Pradesh, the percentage of males classed
in the first category (earners, independent persons, self-supporting persons) varied
over & range of 10 to 13 points in the three Censuses. Differences of this order may
also be observed among the several States in 1931 and 1951; the figures for indepen-
dent persons and total dependents in 1041 are closer to each other. Bihar and Orissa
epperently had a smaller ratio of part-earners to all males then did Madras in 1931,
yet a larger ratio than Madras in 1941 and 195]. Bombay exceeded Uttar Pradesh
in the proportion of non-earning males in 1931 and 1951, but the reverse was true
in 1941, The trends for females are similarly erratic.

Although inconcluaive, the evidence suggests that despite the superficial
similarity of the names of the rubrics, the three sets of Census figures for 1831, 1941
and 1951 cannot safely be taken as counts of the same categories of persons at
different pointa of time. 1t is possible that the terms used in 1931 and 1941 had, like
those of 1951, different meanings in different States.

5. WORKING FOROE SIZE : EVIDENOE FROM SAMPLE SURVEYS

Let us now compare the Census data on regional variations in the size and
composition of the working force with the findings of the Agricultural Labour Enquiry.
Up to now we have been examining Census tabulations of SSP’s, ED’s and NED’s
in the general population, that is, the people living in both villages and towns. We
shall now turn to the Census figures for the rural population, which means, in most
cases, persons living in places with less than 5,000 inhabitants. Since most of the
population of almost every division was rural, the All-India urban-rural ratio in 1951
being approximately 1 to 5, the percentages caloulated for the rural population are
very similar to those for the general population.

To obtain comparable percentages from the ALE for each division, we have
taken the date for the zones or zones covering the same rural areas. Where it was
necessary to combine two or, rarely, more than two ALE zones, we have simply added
the figures without weighting them. It has been demonstrated that weighted and
unweighted tabulations of ALE data for the Indian Union as & whole are in very close
agreement.?

The ALE working force categories were earners (persons “who had earned
income, however meagre”) and helpers (‘‘who assist earners without earning inde-
pendently any income themselves™). Persons who were neither earners nor helpers
were to be olassed as dependents. Although these three terms are defined differently
from the three terms used in the Census of 1951, a certain rough equivalence in the
aotual returns might reasonably have been expected. Even if the distinotion between

¢Rural Manpowsr and Ocoupational Structure, Miniatry of Labour, Government of India, Delhi, 1864,
p. 530.
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earners and helpers cannot be equated with that bet SSP’s and ED’s, the class
of dependents might bo somewhat similar in scope with the NED’s.

Table A.4 in Appendix 2 sets out separately for meles and females the
Census peroentages for SSP's, 'ED’s and NED's in the rural population, together
with the ALE percentages for earners, helpers and dependents. Excluding purely
urban areas and tracte not covered by either the Census or the ALE, we find
comparable sets of percentages for 48 divisions.

Disagreement between Census and ALE. The most striking feature of Table
A.4 in Appendix 2is that smaller percentages of dependents to all males were recorded
by the ALE than by the Census in all but 8 divisions. In other words the ALE classi-
fied & much larger proportion of the rural males as either earners or helpers than the
Census recorded as SSP's or ED’s. Table 6 shows that whereas in 34 out of 48 Census
Divisions, the composite percentage of SSP's+ED’s falls below 80, all but 8 of the 48
ALE percentages of earners+helpers come to 80 or more.

With regard to the specific parison between per gea of SSP’s and
percentages of earners, we note that the Census proportions are higher than those
obtained by the ALE for divisions which formed part of the States of Assam, Bombay,
Madhya Bharat, Punjab, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. The reverse is shown by
divisions which were formerly included in Madras, Hyderabad and Travancore-Cochin.
Except for those divisions whioh belonged to Hyderabad and Madhya Pradesh, the
proportion of male helpers recorded by the ALE was in every case higher than the
proportion of ED’s returned in the Census.

TABLE 6. FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF 48 DIVI-
SIONS BY PERCENTAGES OF RURAL MALES
RETURNED A8 EARNING OR WORKING
IN CENSUS OF 1951 AND ALE

Census ALE
percentage of 88P’s+ED’s earnars + holpers
rural malea per 100 rura} per 100 rural
earning or males malea
working number of divisions  number of divisiona
70-74 [ 1
65-69 5 11
60-684 9 27
55-89 15 8
50-54 18 1
4649 5 0.
4044 1 o

With the ALE as woll as with the Oensus we can discern patterns of olassi-
fioation which vary acoording to the separate States, whioh partioipated in the conduct
of the survey. To bring out this charsoter of the ALE results we have ranked
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the divisions twice : by percentages of SSP's and ED's in the rural population accord-
ing to the Census, aud by percentages of earners and helpers according to the ALE,
and divided each ranked list into four quartiles. Table 7 shows the quartile rankings
obtained in this manner for 19 divisions in five of the 1951 States. We note that
whereas in Madhya Pradesh the Census percentages for 8SP’s rank in Quartile II
and for ED's in Quartile I, the ALE pattern in two divisions of the three is high (I)
for earners and low {IV) for helpers. In Uttar Pradesh, where the Census found rels-
tively high percentages of SSP's and moderate percentages of ED's the ALE returns
show moderate percentages of earners and fairly high percentages of helpers.

In sum the pattern of percentages obtained by the ALE was in almost every
1951 State different from the Census pattern for that State. As an indication of the
degree of divergence we have calculated a product moment coofficient of correlation

TABLE 7. QUARTILE RANKS OF DIVISIONS BY PERCENTAGES
OF SELF-SUPPORTING PERSONS AND EARNING DEPENDENTS
TO ALL RURAL MALES RECORDED BY CENSUS; ALSO BY
PERCENTAGES OF EARNERS AND HELPERS TO ALL
MALES RECORDED BY ALE; IN

FIVE STATES AS OF 1951

Cenaus ALE
Slate
division 88P's ED's earnors helpers

Bikar

North Bihar m v )it m

South Bihar v v o )i g

Chhiota Nagpur 1 v I m
Madkya Pradesh

Jsbalpur-Segar b S 1 v

Chhstsisgarh n 1 I x

Berar-Nagpur o I I v
Moadras

Rayalssecoma v v I m

Malabar-8. Kanara v v II v

Andhra Coastal m m I v

Tamilnad v v I v

Jalpur-Atwar I 1 w1

Jodhpur-Bikaner I pusd v I

Meowar n 1 m 18

Kotah-Bundi 1 )i 4 m o
Utiar Prodesh

Kumaon-Garkwal et m m u

East U.P. o o m I

Oudh I n o I

Weet U.P. I v m I

Bouth U.P. I o o m
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from the 48 Census percentages of SSP’s+ED’s to all males and the 48 ALE
percentages of earners and helpers to all males. It comes to only 0.20. This would
imply almoat plete lack of relationship bet the two sets of data, although
both of them are in effect measures of the same phenomenon—the extent of working
force participation in various parts of the countryside.

Comparison of rural dala from lhree sources. By shifting from 48 divisions
to 10 States, we can make a three-fold comparison of Census, ALE and National
Sample Survey (NSS) reaults relating to rural areas. We use the NSS data for earners
and earning dependents rather than the NSS figures for persons in the labour force
(gsinfully employed plus unemployed), since the former were intended specifically
to be comparable with the Census SSP’s and ED's. In the NSS instructions, the
oategory of esrning dependents was defined explicitly to inolude unpaid family helpers.

A full comparison of the percentages obtained for rural males and females
of all three categories by the three different sources is presented in Appendix 2, Table
A.5. TIn most States the NSS figures for male earners are higher than the reapective
Census and ALE figures. The NSS figures for male ED's are, however, generally lower
than the ALE figurea for male helpers. With regard to dependents, the NSS propor-
tions for males are closer to those of the ALE than to those of the Census.

Exlent of agreement belween NSS and ALE. In other words the NSS, like
the ALE, identified & larger segment of the rural population as earners or workers
than did the Census. We can state the position more exactly if we set ot the per-
centages obtained for rural males in each State together with the percentages of rural
males in the working ages (15 to 64). Table 8 shows that, with a single exception, both
the ALE and the NSS classed in one or another of their working force categories at
least as large a proportion of all males s would be accounted for by the men from the
ages of 15 through 84. In other words, the data from both sample surveys would
suggest that in most States, not only the whole or practically the whole number of
adult males in their prime, but also a fraction of boys under 15 and elderly men were
working. The Census ratio of SSP’s and ED’s to sll males, by contrast, equals or
exceeds the ratio of working-age men to all rural males in only three States: Uttar
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, and Punjab. By the same token the Census working
force measure approaches that of the other two surveys only in these three cases.
The extent of agreement between the ALE and the NSS findings is larger than that
between either of these surveys and the Census. In faot, the returns from ALE
and NS8 for Madras, Orissa, Madhya Pradesh, Bombay and Assam are practically
identical, while the discrepanocies in the case of West Bengal and Andhra are small.
But, the two surveys fail to agree in respeot of Uttar Pradesh, Bihar and Punjab.

We have previously noted the strong influence of State boundaries on
the pattern of ALE percentages of earners, helpers and dependents. Nonetheless,
we cannot ignore the marked consistency of the NSS and ALE findings for the rural
male working force as & whole in 7 out of 10 States. The faot that the range of varia-
tion from State to State recorded by the ALE and NS8S is narrower than that of the
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Census in itself lends credonco to the rosults of tho two surveys. Whereas it is impos-
siblo to establish any meaningful relationship betweon age structure and the Census
working force participation data, wo may observe that in 7 States the figuros for workers
according to both surveys exceed the figures for males in the age group 15-64 by at
least two percontage points.

Dimensions of rural working force. The concurrenco of the two aurveys in
theso several respects suggests that the overall dimensions of the rural male working
forco in the carly 1950's muy be more accurately reflocted by the surveys than by the
Census.  If this is tho case, wo could say tontatively that rural Andhra, Madras and
Orissa wore characterized by relatively high proportions of malo workers as
well as of males in the working ages. In the villages of Madhya Pradesh and Assam
the proportiun of workers compared ovon more favourably with that of the men
from 15 to 64. In Bombny a relatively low percentage of male workers went along
with & relatively low porcentage of working-ago males.

TABLE 8. PERCENTAGES OF EARNERS TO ALL RURAL MALES RECORDED BY
CENSUS, ALE AND NS8$ [N 10 STATES (A8 OF 1051)

. Consua ALE NS35.0th round
men in age
group 16—684  SSP'e+ED's  earners : holpers earners +-ED's
States per 100 rural per 100 rural per 10U rural per 100 rural
males males males males

Wost Bengal 81 52 62 69
Andhrs el 50 64 67
Madrae 80 46 (] 62
Origea 89 57 83 62
Uttar Pradesh &8 60 64 58
Mudhys Pradeel &8 85 84 63
Bihar 66 50 84 66
Bombay 86 &4 68 68
Assam 55 &4 60 61
Punjab 5 67 62 7
high 61 85 4 67
low 5 58 58
rangs 7 20 [ 1

All of these conclusions are, of course, highly tentative. They refer solely
to the figures for the total number of men counted as working and leave altogether
out of ideration any distinction between earners and helpers or earners and ED’s.
The implication would be that the Census of 1951 under-enumerated the rural mele
working force in most of India, particularly in the areas which were included in the
State of Madras, and to a lesser oxtent in Assam, Bihar, Bombay, Orissa and West
Bengal.

Dimensions of urban working force. With regard to urban workers, we can
compare tho Census data only with those of the NSS. Full details for both soxes
are to be found in Appondix 2, Table A.6. In West Bengal, Bombay, Uttar Pradesh

135



SANKHYA : THE INDIAN JOURNAL OF STATISTICS : Serigs B

and Assam the Census percentages for SSP's to all males exceod the NSS percentages
for earners. In Orissa, Madhya Pradosh and Punjab, the Census proportions of male
ED's are highor than tho respoctivo NSS proportions. To our surprise we find in Table
9 that for oach ono of tho seven States just named the total Census figure for SSP's
plus ED's is greator than tho NSS figures for earners plus ED’s. Only in Madras,
Andhra and Bihar did the NSS find a Jargor porcentage of urban males working than
did the Census. In every Stato the percentage of nurban males classed as earning
by the NSS as well as by the Census was less—typically much less—than the percen-
tage in the working ages.

TABLE 9. PERCENTAGE OF EARNERS TO ALL URBAN MALES A8
RECORDED BY CENSUS AND NS$$ IN 10 STATES (AS OF 1051)

. consus NSS 9th round

gl:l:\'u‘pmll;g&: 88P's.tED's  earners+ED's

States por 100 urban  per 100 urban  per 100 urban

malea males males

Wost Bengal 12 8l 80
Assam 66 54 50
Bombey 86 &7 85
Madras 63 49 53
Uttar Pradesh 62 56 54
Andhra el 80 59
Madhys Pradesh 81 55 52
Bihar 81 48 56
Origea 61 67 58
Punjab &8 54 50
high 72 8l 80
low &8 ® 50
range 14 12 10

It may also be noted that the Census percentage of workers among rural
males equalled or exceoded the percentago for urban males in all but three States.
In theso States—West Bongal, Bombay and Madras—wore located the great cities of
Caleutta, Bombay and Madras. This aspect of the Census findings is supported by
tho trend in the NSS percentages of earners and earning dependonts to all males for
three strata of urban blooks. Thus 80 of every 100 malos were olassed as earning in
stratum 1 consisting of blooks in Calcutta, Bombay, Madras and Delhi, while only
b4 of overy 100 woro 50 classed in strate 2 and 3, roprosenting smaller cities and towns.”

7National Samplo Survey: Number 18, Empl and U '/ : Ninth Round
Preliminary, May-November 1055, p.190.
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OonBirmation of this Kind is, however, suggestive rather than definitive. The avaif:
able materials do not permit a positive statement as o whether thé urban' working
force data colleoted by the Census of 1951 are in whole or in part more reliakile than
the rural.

One conclusion whioh is strongly suggested by the data we have examined is
that attempts to enumerate two classes of workers—e.g., self-supporting persons and
earning dependents; indopendent persons and partly dependente; earners and helpers—
have praved unrewarding.

6. OCOUPATIONAL STRUCTURE OF WORKING FORCE

Nature of occupational breakdown. 1In the analysis of odeupational distribu-
tion, we have found it practioable to take account specifically of only three oate-
gories: owner oulhvahon, tenant cultivation and agrioultural labour. All other
kinds of work have been treated together under the broad and not quite accurate
head of “non-agrioulture”. We have been constrained to employ this particular
breakdown by the way in which the Census of 1951 occupational data were treated.
Although the returns for principsl “means of livelihood” of self-supporting persons
were sorted and tabulated under approximately 100 rubrics, tho work of earning
dependents was set out only in terms of eight ““livelihood classes”. Similarly, data
on secondary employment of self-supporting persons was presented only by livelihood
olesses.

Of these eight “livelihood classes”’, two were reserved for cultivators (of
mainly owned land and of mainly unowned land, i.c., owners and tenants), one for
agrioultural labourers, one for non-cultivating receivers of agricultural rent, and the
remaining four for occupations in all industries other than ocultivation. The four
“non-agricultural” olasses varied widely in the range of industrial and occupational
groupings which they included. Class V, Production, lumped together livestock
keeping, plantation industries, bunting, fishing and forestry (usua]]y treated in con-
junction with, if not as part of, agriculture) with all extractive, processing, and manu-
faoturing industries. Class VI, Commerce, was restrioted, as in standard usage, to
wholesale and ratail trade, banking, insurance, and rea! estate. Class VI, Trans-
port, was severely limited to carriers by roed, rail, sea and air. It excluded storsge,
wareliousing, postal, telephone and telegraph services. Class VIII, by contrast,
represented & oatoh-all category for construction, utilities, communications, publio
administration, domestio and all other sorvices. Into this class.were also thrown
persons.dependent on unproductive sources of livelihood such as income from invest-
ments or begging. In sum, the four “non-agrioultural” alasses were neither ocou-
pAtiqnal, nor industrial, nor socio-economic groupings,

It seemed to us that no purpose wounld be served in perpetuating this ano-
malous set of rubries. On the other hand, no more detailed breakdowns were avai-
able for the seotor of the working population returned as earning dependents or for the
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secondary ocoupations of “‘self-supporting persons”. It was not possible to exéract
from the Census even approximate figures to compare with the two-fold ALE clasai-
fication of all occupations apart from the land into “non-agricultural labour” and
‘“‘other non-agricultural work™.

Distinclion belween oumers and lenants. A further problem arose in the
classification of cultivators with regard to landholding status since the lines of
demarcation between owners and tenants were differently drawn. The Census took as
owners all tenants with permanent heritable occupancy rights, with or without right
of unrestricted transfer. The Agricultural Labour Enquiry, by contrast, considered
as owners only persons holding direotly from Government. Ve shall note the
effeots of this conceptual differonce on the percentages of owners and tenants shown
in the two sete of findings.

The first of the occupational tables, Table A.8 in Appendix 2 shows for the
general population (rural plus urban) of each Census division the proportions of earners
(self-supporting persons plus earning dependents of hoth sexes) returnel in the Census
as owner-cultivators, tenant-cultivators, cultivating labourers, and rent receivers,
All other occupations are grouped, as we have explained, in a resiclual category which
may very roughly be considered as non-agricultural. It must be kept in mind that
this category includes plantation work, livestock keeping, forestry and fishing as well
as genuinely non-agricultural activities. In every case, earning dependents have been
assigned to the occupation in which they themselves were nctive rather than (as in
the main Censps tables) the occupation of the person upon whom they were returned
as partly dependent.

Using as the primary criterion the percentage of workers in non-agriculture
we have sorted the 52 diviaions into three broad classes : A—divisions with diversified
economies, B—mainly agricultural divisions, and C—preponderantly agricultural
divisions. Within the first class, we have distingnished two sub-classes on the same
basis: relative prevalence of workers in non-agriculture. Within the second and
third classes, we have distinguished three sub-classes each in accordance with the
ptevalence of cultivating labourers or, conversely, of owner and tenant cultivators,
We have set out no comparison of divisions in respect of the percenlages of persons
returned as non-cultivating rent receivers since these were in almost all cases extremely
small. Table 10 shows the grouping of the divisions into these classes and
sub-classes.

Faclors affecling occupational percentages. In so far as concerns the various
percentages recorded for owner-cultivators and tenant-cultivators, it must bs kept
in mind that tho Census of 1951 did not use these terms in the way they are normally
understood. Aocording to the instruoti all tenants with per t or heritable
possession were to be taken as owners, whether or not they had the right of transfer.
As for cropsharers, no all-Indis directions were issued as to whether or not they were
to be olassed as tenants. In the result, it appears that the line dividing owners from
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TABLE 10. GROUPINU OF 52 DVISIONS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGES OF

SBLF.SUPPORTING PERSONS AND EARNING DEPENDENTS (BOTH SEXES)

RETURNED IN THE CENSUS OF 1051 AS WORKERS IN NON-AGRI('ULTURE
(INCLUDING PLANTATIONS), AND AR AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS

porcontage  p 8! Y g he porcontage
of workors of nyri. of tenant of ownor of all
divigionn in non. oultural  cultivators  cultivators  cultivitors
agriculture  lsbourers
A : divisiona with diversified economien
1. highly urbanized
Greater Bombay 90.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2
Delhj 90.1 2.2 0.6 6.6 7.2
Chandernagore 9.4 —_ —_ - _
2. relatively diversified
Durjeoling-Dunre 87.7 3.0 17.4 20.2 31.6
Coorg 868.6 12.0 4.5 18.8 26.0
Kutch 834.5 12.8 7.4 24.0 3t.4
Teavaneore-(fochin 6.7 23.9 8.1 18.8 23.4
Weut Bengnl Plain 81.7 18.2 8.9 22.8 a7
Malubar ol.4 24.1 18.6 5.9 22.6
Ajmer H.9 17.4 3.2 2.5 35.1
Saurasiitea 4.0 15.9 7.4 3.5 38.8
B : mainly agricultural divisions
4. aignificant nae of hired lobourers
Bhopsl 333 25.8 1.2 320 9.2
Telengmna 32.4 35.7 5.4 26.8 30.9
Malwn 30.9 28.1 9.0 3.2 43.2
Coastal Andhrn 30.7 3.8 6.1 20.9 36.0
Jubalpur-Sngar 26.8 41.7 2.7 20.3 32.0
4. maodsrate use of hired labourers
Tamilnnd 38.1 21.8 6.y .y 38.8
Royuluseemn 35.6 14.4 4.3 38.8 43.1
Consta) Orissa 34.5 .6 7.0 42.3 49.3
Gujarat 4.0 18.8 8.3 37.8 43.9
Inland Orisen 21.2 20.6 3.8 48.2 8.7
Deccan 27.1 20.8 4.1 41.2 51.9
8. chiefly orener und tenant farming
Asam Valley 30.3 8.1 12.6 4.5 87.1
Manipur 36.9 0.0 1.4 83.5 81.1
Punjab Plain 36.8 12.0 14.8 .1 48.9
Mynore 35.9 10.0 4.0 46.9 8.8
West Uttar Prudosh 3.0 8.8 3.8 3.9 53.4
Konkan 8.7 11.0 30.0 26.6 56.6
Tripurn 28.8 9.1 8.y 82.5 60.8
Qwalior 28.0 7.4 17.2 45.6 82.7
Jaipur-Alwar 21.9 7.0 211 2.9 84.0
Patinls 27.1 10.8 1.4 48.8 60.2
Jodhpur-Bikanar 0.4 4.9 43.9 24.1 48.0
Kotah-Bundi 25.8 13.0 2.8 56.8 30.4
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TABLE 10. GROUPING OF 62 DIYISIONS ACCORDING TQ PHRCENTAGES O

SELF.5UPPORTING PERSONS AND EARNING DEPENDENT8 (BOTH S8EXES)
RETURNED IN THE CENSU8 1951 AS WORKERS IN NON-AGRICULTURE
(INCLUDENGPLANTATIONS), AND AS AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS (concluded)

P ge P go  p tage percentsge percentage
of wockors  of agri- of tonant  of owner of all
divisions in non. caltural i It i
agriculture  labourera

C : propondsrantly agricultural divisions
8. culsivation largely through Aired ladour

Marathwada 2.8 38.6 4.6 31.7 36.3
Beror-Nagpur 22.6 58.3 8.7 144 18.1
Chhattisgarh 18.1 41.0 2.0 38.4 40.4
§ikkim 10.1 48.1 8.3 u.2 40.8
7. self-cultivation plus hired labour
North Karnatsk 3.9 %9 10.7 8.8 9.5
South-Uttar Pradesh 23.7 14.4 6.8 8.1 60.9
8outh Bibar 21.8 2.4 1.6 46.2 83.8
DharJhabua-Nimer 16.8 23.8 7.9. 80.8 88.1
Bundelkhand 18.6 23.8 6.1 .8 0.8
North Biher 1.4 al.8 n.s “.5 88.8
8. ownership cullivalion predominant
Oudb (Contral U.P.) 24.2 6.9 5.8 2.2 68.0
Punjsb Hille 22.3 4.8 14.8 87.1 mna
Mowar 21.7 5.8 5.4 86.6 .0
Chhota Nagpur 11.0 10.9 3.0 67.8 10.8
Kumaon.Gnarhwral 17.7 1.4 48 76.0 80.8
East Uttar Pradesh 17.8 ©.2 6.5 68.8 13.0
Assam Hills 18.6 4.8 8.8 74.6 78.4
Himaohal 10.4 2.6 6.8 7.9 88.58

tenants wag drawn difforontly in different States, and that cropsharers were recorded
as tenants in some States but not in othors. Although we havo calculated separately

the percentages of ownors and tenants, we do not attach much significance to the
distinction.

Another caution must be sounded. It will be recalled that the percentages
of self-supporting porsons and earning dependents recorded in the various census
divisions diffored widely from each othor. Thus 60 percent of all persons (males and
fomales) in Chhattisgarh and Himachal divisions were returned as earners, but only
30 porcont of all persons in Tamilnad, Malabar and the old Mysore State. As we
have pointed out, it is extremoly unlikely that the true variation in the proportions
of workers in difforont arens should be of this magnitude. Wo have presented argu-
monts to thé offect that the higher figures are moro likely to be reliable, and that the
lower ones represont sorious under-enumoration of tho labour force.

It appoars probable that the persons whose work activity was not recorded
in tho Consus of 1951 were in large part family helpors in cultivation or persons work-
ing irregularly as farm labourors. Where onumoration of the working forco has been
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fairly complete, the percentage of workers engaged in cultivation and agricultural
Jabour may bo presumed to be reasonably accurate. Whero the working forco haa-
been under-counted, wo may guess that the percentages of persons engaged in agri-
cultural pursuits should really be higher and, as a rosult, the percentage of non-agri-
cultural workers should really be lower. Thus it may be noted that if figures were
available for tho entiro working population of Travancore-Cochin and Malabar (rather
than for what may be only one-half to two-thirds of the full number), the degree of
aconomic diversification shown in theso two divisions might be somewhat less marked.
Similarly, Oucth and South Uttar Pradesh, both of which can hoast of several good-
sized cities with some industrial dovelopment, would prosumably rank by comparison
as less proponderantly agricultural, if a full count of cultivators and lahourers had
been taken in such divisions as Mysore and Rayalaseema.

One more factor affecting the porcentages is the size of the unit for which
they aro caleulated. Sinco each Stato which existed in 1051 was taken as a separate
division, a few divisions such as Kutch, Coorg, Ajmer, Manipur, Tripura and Chander-
nagore are oxtremely small. In theso cases, tho existence of a single town with its
inevitable array of urban occupations may be enough to over-balance the pattern of
the area in which tho town is situated. Hence tho high proportions of non-agricul-
tural workers in Ajmer and Coorg.

Regional variation in occupational struclure. Observing all of these precau-
tions, it is nonetholess possible to make a few generalizations about the distribution
of the major divisions by economic type, according to the Census occupational data.
Apart from the great urban centres of Calcutta, Bombay and Delhi, relatively high
percontages—ranging from 44 to 58—of ‘‘non-agricultural” workers were found in
plantation areas (Darjeeling-Duars and Coorg) or in coastal tracts with a long commer-
cial tradition (Saurashtra and Xutch). Malabar and Travancore-Cochin fit both of
these descriptions.

Among the Jarge number of divisions in which the working population was
mainly, although not overwholmingly, engaged in agricultural pursuits (i.e., with
25 to 40 percent engaged in non-agricultural), Bhopal, Telengans, Maiwa, Coastal
Andhra and Jabalpur-Sagar divisions stand out with 26 to 33 percent of all earners
returncd as cultivating labourers. This would nuggest larger holdings or an important
degreo of commorcial agriculture, or both.

Tamilnad, Rayelascema, Constal and Inland Orissa, Gujarat, and Deccan
comprised another group of mainly but not preponderantly agricultural regions. These
divisions are not roadily charnctorized since tho percentages of workers in non-agri-
culture, oultivating labourers, and cultivating owner or tenant holders were all inter-
mediate. Nor js it necessarily the case that the constellation of percentages has the
same significance in ono division as in another. A relatively high percentage of non-
agrioultural workers in a backward tract such as Inland Orisse may have reflocted
primarily the low productivity of agrieulture, The picture was of course quite dif-
ferent in Gujarat with its business-like farmers and important textile industry.
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Tn the third sub-class of divirions where non-agriculture accounted for one
quarter to two-fifths of the working force, self-cultivation by owners and tenant
waa more typical than vse of hired lnbour. This group included a fairly large block o
divisions in North and North-West India : West Uttar Pradesh, (iwalior, Jaipur
Alwar, Kotah-Bundi, Jodhpur-Bikaner, Punjab Plain and Patiala and, from furthe
south, Mysore und the Konkan. In Assam Valley “non-agriculture” consisted t
an important degres in plantation work. Substantial proportions of tenants wer
returned among the cultivators in Jodhpur-Bikanor, Jaipur-Alwar, and the Konkan.

In the eighteen remaining divisions, ngriculture supplied the occupation for
three-quarters or more of the working force. It may be noted that these are all intanc
areas. Large concentrations of hired labourers characterized farm operations it
the sub-class comprising Marathwada, Berar-Nagpur, Chhattisgarh and Sikkim
Divisions. A combination of self-cultivation, primarily by owners, with some use
of hired labour was found in the preponderantly agricultural divisions of North and
South Bihar, South Uttar Pradesh. Bundelkhand, Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar, and North
Karnatak. The final sub-class consisted, apart from East and Central Uttar Pradesh,
of hilly and peripheral tracts where a small porcentage of non-agricultural workers
went along with a high percontage of cuitivating owners. In thix group were Assam
Hills, Punjab Hills, Himachal. Kumaon-Garhwal, Chhota Nagpur and Mewar. Relative
inaccessibility porhaps helped to insulate theseZareas against the spread of tenancy,
cultivation through hired labour, and economic diversification,

Census and ALE duta on rural occupational distribution. So far we have
been considering the occupational distribution of the general population, that is of
all workers whether in villages or in towns. in order to obtain an overall view of the
economic atructure of the varfous divitions. Lot us now turn our attention to the rural
working force, data which is available from the ALE as well as from the (‘ensus.
Since the ALE presented no direet oceupational information on helpors, wo have taken
ALE figurea for earners and (‘ensus figures for self-supporting persons, Territorially,
the ALE occupational data have been given for entire States rather than for -mn;,,
within each State. Accordingly we have xot out the comparison in terms of the 17
major States as they were constituted in 1951, The respoctive percentages of Census
SSP’x and ALE earners in cultivation, agricultural labour and other occupations
are shown in Table 9 in the Appondix.

Many differencos botwoen tho ALE oceupational findings snd the (ensus
resulta are immediately apparent. In almost ovory State, the percentage of ngticul-
tural labourers found by ALK is much greater than that found by the Census. On
the other hand, the percentnges of owners recorded by tho ALE are consistently and
strikingly loax than those reported in the (‘ensus.  The proportion of tenants ix in some
casos greator and some smaller. The samo is true of the percentage of workers in
non-agriculture.

Conceplual differences. These discrepancies may bo ascribed in the fimt
place to the difference in the definitions of owner and tenant to which we have already
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referfed, and to the broader conception by the ALE of the class of labourers. In
responding to the (ensus onumorator, a petty oultivator who also hirod out regularly
as u field labourer was free to describe himself as primarily an owner or a tenant.
The ALE inveatigators, by contrast, were inatructed to record as a lahourer anyone
who, they ascortuined, hud spent more than half of his working days during the past
year in that capacity. whether or not he slso cultivated on his own account.

We may also recall that in aimost every division the percentages of males and
females returned aa carners in the ALE differed from the percentages returned as
SSP’s in the (‘onsus. Proportions returned in particular occupations may well be
affected by variations in the size and composition of the group taken as the base. For
example, in u particular division the Census may show a larger percentago of persons
engaged in non-agriculture than the ALE because a subatantial number of women
who work as agriculiural labourers have boon roturned by their hushands as non-
earning dependents. Or the ALE may arrive at a higher percontago of cultivators
than the (‘enrus because it has counted ax carners a considerable nuruber of persons
who lelp only from time to time in the cultivation of family land.

Relative prevalence of cultivalors and agricultural labourers. Nonetholess,
taking the whole array of percentages togothor and considering not so much the actual
figures as the relative position of each State, we discover an important area of agree-
ment botween the (ensus and the ALE. Table 11 shows the respective rank orders
of the States by proportions of cultivators and proportions of agricultural labourers.

TABLE 11. RANKING OF 17 XTATES {AS OF 1851) BY PERCENTACES OF CULTI.

VATORS AND AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS AMONG ALL RURAL
WORKERS ACCORDING TO CENSUS AND ALE

owners and tenants agrivullursl lnbourers
rank
order  conaus ALE consus ALE
I Rajasthan Rajasthan Mudhyn Pradesh Madres
2 Udar Pradesh Assam Travancore-Cochin Hydernbad
3 Vindhya-Pradesh Ttiar Pradesh Mairas Madhya Pradesh
4+ Mysore PEPSU Hydormbad Mysore
5 PEPSU Tombuy Bitme Qrissa
8  Punjab Yindhya Pradesh Vinditya Pradesh Rihar
7  Bihar Madhys Bharat Weat Bongal Travancore Coclin
8 Bombay Punjnb Orinsa Raurashtra
®  Orinsa Wost Bengnl Bombay Madbya Bharat
10 Assum Mysore Mndhya Bharat Bombay
1l Rauraghtrs Barnshies PEPSU Vindhyn Pradesh
12 Muilhya Blarat Madhya Pradeah Alysoro West Bengal
13 Madhyn Pradeaht Orissa Punjab Uttar Pradesh
14  Hydorabad Bihar Uttar Pradeals PEPSU
15 Madms Hydernbnd R, h Rajaath
18 Wost Bengal Mudras Rajasthan Assam
17 Travancore-Coahin Travancore.Cochin Asgsm Tunjab
higheat 80 porcent 48 percont 29 percont 81 percant
lowest 3] percent 15 poreent 2 porcent 11 percent
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It becomos clear that relatively high percentages of onltivators were recorded in the
rural tracts of Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Vindhya Pradesh (Bundelkhand), PEPSU
(Patiala), and Punjab by both the Census and tho ALE. Relatively low percentagos
of agricultural labourers were found in both cases in Rajasthan, Uttar Pradosh,
PEPSU, Punjeb and Assem. A quite difforont economic picture—low porcentages
of cultivators and high proportions of labourers—was indicated by both Census and
ALE in Madhya Pradesh, Hyderabad, Madras, and Travancore-Cochin.

Both sources also showed concentration of agricultural labourers in Bihar,
although the ranking by percentage of cultivators was disparate. Again both showoed
a rolatively low propartion of cultivators in Saurashtra, accompanied by a high
percentago of non-agricultural workers. Census as well as ALE figures for Bombay,
Orissa and Madhya Bharat aro intormediate. Sharp disagreoment is registered with
rogard to Mysore whoro tho Consus found a high proportion of cultivators and the
ALE » high proportion of labourers. On tho wholo, the occupational distribution of
ALE earnors tonds to support the Census ovidonce that cultivation by ownors and
tenants provailod in the groater part of north and north-west India, while agricultural
labour had its chiof economic importance in south and central India.

Dislribution unaffecled by inclusion of secondary occupations. 1f we takoe
account of secondary as well as principal occupations of Consus SSP's and ALE
earnors in theso samo sovonteon States, tho picture remains substantially unchanged.
Table A.10 in Appendix 2 allows us to compare the lolal importance of cach of the
thres ocoupational categories: cultivation, agricultural lubour, and non-agriculture,
by taking account of all workers in each category whethor it is their sole oceupation
or only one of two occupations. In this way we can assoss the full strength of the
working population ongaged in cultivation of land or the maximum extent of the
hired agricultural labour force. The folal percontagos, of course, add up to more than
100 porcent since each person with two occupations is included twico,

In constructing this table we have taken cultivation as & single occupation,
regardless of whether the cultivator has boon returned as an owner or tenant. Persons
appearing in Census and ALE tabulations as primarily cultivating owners with a
secondary occupation as cultivating tenants or vico vorsa (cultivating tonants with a
secondary occupation as cultivating ownors), wo have treated uniformly as cultivators
with no subsidiary work. Similarly, for persons roturned in tho Census as primarily
subsisting on receipt of rents but having a secondary csonomie sctivity or vice versa,
wo havo taken the actual work as tho solo occupation. For these roasons, our final
figures for tho percentagos of workers who have moro than one occupation aro somowhat
less than tho published Census and ALE figures. Although tho ALE figures refer
to the rural ares, wo have had to use Consus data for the genoral population (ruesl
plua urban), since Census information on secondary oocupations was not tabulated
separately for urban and rural aroas.

Tho ALE porcontagos for earnors with moro than ono occupation run conxis-
tontly higher than the Census figures. But this might well be -the result of the more
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intowsive questioning which is possible in & sample survey and not in a general popw-
lation census. Whereas the Census percentages for the 17 States range from 2.8
percent in Saurashtra to 22.8 percent in Orisss, the ALE figures vary from 9.3
percent for PEPSU to 47.4 percent for Bihar. Census and ALE both found low
percentages of workers engaged in two ocoupations in PEPSU, and high percentages
in Orissa. But sharp disagreement may be noted between the Census and ALE
percentages for Bihar and Saurashtra.

When we look at the figures for the lofal percentage under each occupation,
we find once again that Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Vindhya Pradesh and PEPSU
rank high in proportion of cultivators while Saurashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Hyderabad,
Madras and Travancore-Cochin rank low. As before, agricuitural labour looms large
in the last-mentioned four States plus Bihar, but is relatively minor in Rajasthan,
Uttar Pradesh, PEPSU, Punjab and Assam. Despite the varying proportions of
workers for whom a second occupation was recorded by the Census and the ALE,
there i clear agreement on the relative positions of tho seventeen States with regard
to the tolal strength of the three types of work.

Differing proportions of agricultural labourers. In the discussion of distribution
by principal occupation we noted that in practically all States the ALE identified a
much greater proportion of the working force as agricultural labourers than the
Consus, We attributed these discrepancies primarily to differences in definition To
our surprise, it appears that even when secondary occupations are taken into account
the ALE percentages for agricultural labourers are twice or niore than twice the Consus
percentages in 11 of the 17 States. This is the case in States with relatively high
percentages of labourers according to both sources (e.g. Hyderabad and Madras) as
well as in States where both Census and ALE found relatively low percentages of
labourers (6.g. Utter Pradesh and Rajasthan). We shall return to this topic after
oconsidoring the ALE data on landholding by agricultural [abour families.

7. OCCUPATIONAL DEPENDENCE OF THE ENTIRE POPCLATION

Distribution by occupation of head of household. 1t is possible to classify
the entire population, non-workers as well as workers, by the occupations npon which
they depend for their livelihovod. In effect this amounts to a classification of all house-
hold membors by the type of work done by the head of the household. We have
used this method despito its somewbat crude nature, because it bypasses the problem
of differences from State to State in the proportion of persons classed as earners or
workers. An additional advantage is that we are able to prepare distributions of this
nature from the ALE for the rural population of 48 divisions.

From the Census we have calculated percentages in agriculture, agricultural
labour, otc., by using the total numbers of persons returned under one or another of the
eight Livelihood Classes. From the ALE we have used the total numbers of persons
in families assigned to one or another occupational group. Eaoch Census Livelihood
Class consisted of all self-supporting persons in a partioular cooupational eategory—
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auch as oultivating owners—and all earning or non-earning dependents who devived
partial or full support from thess self-supporting persons. In the great majority
of cases only a single self-supporting person was returned for each household. Other
working mambers, if any, were typically taken as earning’ dependents. Thus, whether
or not their own work was the same as that of the head of the household, they were
automatically assigned to his livelihood class. Only if a member of the household
other than the head were returned as & self-supporting person and if this person’s
work fell into a different oocupational category would he be nssigned to a different
livelihood olass. Thus distribution of population by livelihood classes is roughly equi-
valent to distribution of population on the basis of the principal occupation of the
head of the household.

Similarly, for the Agrioultural Labour Enquiry, the family cccupation appesrs
to have boen determined primarily by the principal employment of the head of the
family. The only exception to this practice which is specifically mentioned is that
families in which the majority of the earners were agricultural labourers were classed
88 agriculturs] labour families even if the head himself had a different occupation.
However, it seems unlikely that this could have affected the classification of any
gignificant number of persons.

Apparent conirast belween Census and ALE results. Table A.11 in Appendix
2 presonta for the rural population of 48 divisions the respective Census and ALE
proportions of persons in families of owners, tenants, agricultural labourers and
workers in all other occupations. At first glance the percentages oaloulated from the
two sets of data for each of these categories appear to follow altogether different
psatterns. For example, in the rural areas of Coastal Andhra the Census found half
of the population to belong to families of owners and tenants, and only about one-
quarter to families of agricultural labourers. The respective ALE percentages are
almost exactly the reverse.

But it ia possible to put together 8 composite figure for all persons in land-
holding families which includes nmon-cultivating landholders (who were separately
tabulated in the Census) and agricultural labour families with land (which wore sepa-
rately tabulated by the ALE). When compiled in this fashion, the Census and ALE
proportions for landholders in Coastal Andhra (54.3 and 55.5 respectively) are almost
identioal. The same striking concurrence may be noted in the Census and ALE
figures for the peroentage of landholders and their families in the rural population of
the other two divisiona now inoluded in the State of Andhra: Telengana (58.8 and 80.7)
and Rayalasooma (61.7 and 64.3). In faot, Census and ALE figures run closely parallel
in about half of the divisions. Even where the actual numbers differ, the relative
position of the various divisiona acoording to both Census and ALE tends to agree.
The product moment correlation for ratio of persous in landholdirg families to all
persons according to Census and according to ALE is .720.
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With regard to the percentage of the population dependent upon agricultural
labour, the ALE figures are for most divisions approximately twice as high as the
Census figures. Nonetheless, thero is mutual confirmation aa to the rolative ranking
of divisions by prevalence of agricultural labour as a meana of subsistence. For
example, Berar-Nagpur has tho highest proportion of persons dependent on agricul-
tural labour according to both Consus and ALE, but the respoctive figures are 38.4
percent and 57.8 percent. The product moment corrolation between tho two sets of
porcentages under the rubric agricultural labour is .738. Much less agreement ia
exhibited in respect of the proportions of the population whose support is attributed
to non-agriculture, the correlation in this case amounting only to .572.

Significance of landholding by agricultural labour families. We note with
interest that for Berar-Nagpur the ALE percentage for persons in agricultural labour
families withou! land is 38.3; in other words, it is practically identical with the Census
percentage of 38.4 for all persons in the agricultural labour class, The same pheno-
menon may be observod for Coastal Andhra where the ALE percentage for
dependence on landless agricultural labour is 26.5 and the Census figure for all
agricultural labour is 25.7. Reasonably close agreement of these two scores (within
a rango of five percentage points) is found in 33 of the 48 divisions. It would appear
that in most parts of India only persons who had no land of their own tended to return
themaelves in the Census as agricultural labourers. By contrast, the ALE included
in its count large numbers of petty cultivators for whom agricultural labour provided
an additional source of employment and income. Roughly, the Census and ALE
percentages for each division may be taken as indicating the range from the propor-
tion of the working force dependent almost exclusively upon opportunities for paid
agricultural labour to the proportion available from time to time for hire as field
labourers.

The implications of the high correlations between the Census and the ALE
on the relatjve importance of landholding and agricultural labour can be brought
out by a comparison of quartile rankings of the four percentages for each division.
This procedure will also allow us to make tentative statements about tho economic
structure of the rural areas of those divisions for which the Census and ALE data
fall into the same pattern.

Regional pallerns of occupational dependence. Table 12 shows the respective
quartile ranking of the divisions by percentage of rural persons in landholding classes
and percentage in agricultural labour class according to, first, tho Census and, second,
the ALE. The substantial agreement between the two sets of data on the characteris-
tic patterns of divisions and groups of divisions is immediately apparent. We see at
once that all three divisions in Andhra have low scores for landholders and high scores
for agricultural labour. A similar pattern can be observed in the quartiles for
North Bihar, Berar-Nagpur and Marathwada divisions of Mabarashtra; both parts of
Kerala; Bhopal, Jabalpur-Sagar and Malwa divisions of Madhya Pradesh; Tamilnad,
and the West Bengal Plain. -Agrioultural labour -percentages in the upper quartiles
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TABLE 12, QUARTILE RANKS OF DIVISIONS BY PERCENTAGE OF RURAL
POPULATION IN LANDHOLDING CLASSES (OR FAMILIES) AND AGRI-

CENSUS OF 1051 AND ALE

CULTURAL LABOUR CLASS (OR FAMILIES). ACCORDING TO

consus ALE
State division
quartile quartile Auartile quertile
rank by rank by rank by rank by
T g ! P R0 prreentape
in landhold. in in landhold. in
ing cloes  cultivating ing families ngriculiural
lahour class labour families
Andbra Couatal Andhra v 1 w 1
Telongans v I v I
Raynlasecma m u ur I
Assam Assam Valley n v I v
Ansam Hills 1 v I Y
Manipur 1 v I v
Tripura hed m 1 m
Bihar North Bihar m I nI bed
South Biher mr I n 144
Chhota Nagpur 1 m I 7
QGujarat Gujarat ax m m 1
Saurashtra I ais v uI
Kutch v v v nr
Korala Travanaore-Cochin w I v T
Malabor v 1 v 1
Madhya Grealior I v 1 v
Pradesh Malen i3y I m i
Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar o n 1 Ir
Bhopal v 1 v 1
Jabalpur-Sagar nr I v I
Chhattiegorh ol I 1 u
Bundelkhand bis T I m
Madras ‘Tamilnad v I mr ]
Msaharaghtra Konkan pig 1 1 bed
Deccan n T I 11
Berar-Nagpur v T v 1
Marathwada mr 1 m )¢
Mysore Old Mynore 1 I I 1
org v I 11 Jisd
North Karnatak I n I 11
Orissa. Constal Orissa I I u s g
Inland Orissa n )i m T
Punjab Punjnb Plain T mr m v
Patisla I I ur hisg
Dothi v oI A} v
Himachal 1 w T v
Rajosthen  Jaipur-Atwar 1 v n v
Ajmer o n n Iy
Jodhpur-Bikaoer 1 v 1 v
Mewar I v I v
Kotah-Bundi n I I m
Tttar Kumaon-Garhwal 1 v 1 v
Pradésh East U.P, 1 I et m
Oudl I m I 1
Wost U.P. i m nr pite
South U.P, o ba g o' m
West Bongal -Darjeoling-Duara w v I n
W. Bongnl Plain w In w I
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according to both Census and ALE are also to be found in South Bihar, both tracts of
Orissa, Deccan, North-Karnatak, Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar and Chhattisgarh.

Rural Assam shows an altogether contrasting configuration : high percentages
of Inndholders and low percontages of labourers. Other divisions of this type are
Gwalior, Himachal Pradesh, Kumaon-Garhwal, East Uttar Pradesh, Oudh, and all
of Rajasthan. High proportions of landholders were also recorded in Konkan.
Gujarat occupied a median position with regard both to landholders and to agricultural
labourers. Conflicting patterns in respect of landholderx and labourers are presented
by the (‘ensus and ALE data for Chhota Nagpur, Bundelkhand, Mysore and South
Uttar Pradesh. In Darjeeling-Duars and Coorg the comparison is obscured because
the ALE did not cover the plantations.

In n few divisions relatively low proportions of both landholders and lahourers
are associated with a high proportion of persons dependent on non-agriculture. This
is the case in the rural areas of Saurashtra, Kutch. Punjab Plain, West Uttar Pradesh
and Delhi. High percentages for non-agriculture are also typical of West Bengal
Plain, Malabar, Travancore-Cachin, Tamilnad, Telengana and Coastal Andhra, where
high agricultural labour percentages have already heen noted. Low figures for non-
agriculture were recordled in Mysore and Bundelkhand as well as in three divisions with
high percentages of landholders :  Assam Hilis, Kumaon-Garhwal, Gwalior, and six
divicions with high percentages of labourers : Berar-Nagpur, Marathwada, Decean,
North Karnatak, Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar and Chhattisgarh.

RCS data on cultivaling families. The third All-India enquiry which we have
nsed to check the Census of 1951 data is the Rurnl Credit Survey (RCS). We have
taken from the RCS the percentages of cultivating families to all families in the sample
villages, and from the Census the percentage of cultivating owners and tenants plus
their dependents (Livelihood Classes 1 and II) to the whole rural population. The
RCS counted as a cuitivating family every household in possession of a plot of land
Jarger than & mere garden patoh. Since the RCS data is available only for 75 districts,
we have calculated the Census proportions for these particular districts. Table
A.12 in Appendix 2 shows the comparison, the districts being listed according to
the Stater and divisions in which they are now included.

Tt must be noted that percentages calculated with the family as the unit are
not precisely comparable with figures which take into account the number of persons
in the families. The R('S percentages are of the former type: the Census percentages
of the latter. Nonetheless, the differonces arising from this particular incompatability
should not be great. In most districts, the RCS found a somewhat higher proportion
of cultivators than the Census. The overall extent of agreement is indicated by the
praduct moment. coefticient of correlation betwoen the two series of 75 distriet per-
contage: .448. This is much loss than the correlation between the Census and
ALE figures for landholders and their dopendonts in 48 divisions.
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Conformity with patlerns indicated by Census and ALE. 1t is difficult to com-
pare all three (Census, ALE, RCS8) simultaneously since figures for individual distriota
oannot be equated with figures for the divisions in which the districts are included.
For nine of the smaller divisions there is no RCS data at all. In all but half a dozen
of-the remaining divisions, however, we may observe evidence of a general tendency
toward agreement. Thus the RCS figures tend to support the Census and ALE in
the sense of identifying relatively high percentages (70 or over) of cultivators’ families
in Tripurs, Chhots Nagpur, Konkan, Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar, Old Mysore State, Hima-
chal, Jodhpur-Bikaner, Kotah-Bundi and five of the six sample districts in East and
Central Uttar Pradesh. Again, we find relatively low percentages (59 or less) of culti-
vators aocording to all three sources in Coastal Andhra, Berar-Nagpur and Bhopal.

Shifting to the district level, we note that both Census and RCS give high
percontages of oultivators for Kamrup (Assam Valloy), Kolhapur (Deccan), Bilaspur
(Chbattisgarh), and Sawsimadhopur (Jaipur). ALE percentages for the four divisions in
which these distriots are located are also high. In addition, Census and RCS indicate
high proportions of cultivators in Shivpuri (Malws Division), Hissar (Punjab Plain),
Mohindergarh (Patisla), Shahjabanpur (West U.P.), and Midoapur (West Bengal
Plain). The high RCS figure for cultivators in Jalpaiguri (Darjeeling-Duars) conforms
closely to the ALE figure for the division; the low Census percentages for district and
division result from the inclusion of plantation areas.

Low district percentages of cultivators were found by Census and RCS in
Mahbubnagar (Telengana), Monghyr North (N. Bihar), Parbhani and Osmanabad
(Marathwada), Ahmedebad and Broach (Gujsrat), Bhilsa (Malwa), Coimbatore (Tamil-
pad), Jullunder (Punjab Plain) and Burdwan (West Bengal Plain). For these nine
divisions the ALE also found relatively low proportions of cultivating familjes.

In an additional ten districts, the percentages calculated from Census and RCS
dats fall in the median range (80-89). These are Bhagalpur (South Bihar), West
Khandesh (Deccan), Sorath (Saurashtra), Shajapur (Malwa), Rewa (Bundelkhand),
Puri (Coastal Orissa), Ssmbalpur (Inland Orissa), Ballia (East U.P.), Hamirpur and
Mirzapur (South U.P.).

There are a few RCS figures which appear totally out of line with both Census
and ALE. The RCS classed 70 percent or more of the families as cultivating in three
Andhra distriots, both Kerala distriots, one Tamilnad district, and Sagar distriot in
Madhya Pradesh. We recognise these ag areas in which the Census and ALE reported
relatively low proportions of landholders and correspondingly high proportions of
agricultural labourers or non-agriculturists or both. By contrast, the RCS reported
a very low percentage of cultivators in Nainital distriot of Kumaon-Garhwal division,
where Census and ALE found high percentages. These discrepancies may reflact
the nature of the RCS semple.

Recapitulation of argument. Apart from these particular cases, we may say
that the Census and the RCS show & substantial dogree of convergence in the charae-
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terization of the 75 distriots aocording to the prevalenco of cultivating families among
the rural population. We have already seen that there is considerable agreement
between tho Census and the ALE iu respeot of the relative proportions of landholding
fawilies, agricultural labour families, and non-agricultural familics in the 48 divisions.
We have also shown that the Census and tho ALE tend to conour on the ranking
of the 17 major 1851 States by the percentagos of the working force employed in culti-
vation of own land, in agricultural labour, and in other work. We find approximately
the same agroement botwoon the two sonrces whether we calculated the porcentages
in terms of principal ocoupation alone or whether we also take secondary employment

into consideration.

On the strength of these findings the 1051 Census percentages for throe broad
occupational bands—cultivators, agricultural labourers, and non-agriculturista—
may be acceptod as fairly reliablo indications of regional differonces. To this extent
the 1051 occupational distribution conslitutes a base against which the 1961 returns
may fruitfully bo viewed.

Our analysis of the two chief aspocts of the Census of 1951 cconomio data
has led to two sharply distinct ovaluations. On the one hand, we have found cause
for rejecting the apparent variation from State to State and division to division in
sizo of working force. On the other, we have presented reasons for crediting the
Census of 1951 returns as a guide to the variation from rogion to rogion in occupa-
tional pattern.



Appendix 1
CENSUS NATURAL DIVISIONS AND ALE Z0ONES

Staten an of 1000 conaus
nntural divwions districts includsd codo ALE zones
Andhro

Cosatal Andhra Srikakulam, Vishskapatnam, Eaat Godavari,

West Godavari, Krishua, Guntur, Nellors 8.12 Madras I+ VI

Telongana Hydersbad,  Mahbubnagar,  Nizambad,
Moduk, Karimragar, Khammem, War.
angul, Nalgonda, Raichur,! Gulharga,?

Adilabad! 3.51 Hyderabad [T
Rsyalaseorna Bollary,” Anantapur, Cuddspah, Kurnool 3.54 Madrae I1[
Aosan
Assam Valloy Cuchar, Goalpara, Kamrup, Darrarg, Now.
gong, Sibssgar, Laknimpur 1.21 Assam [410
Assam Hills Garo Hills, United Khasi Jaintia Hilla, Mihir
anil North Cachar Hills, Mizo, Negu Hills,
and North Eaat Frontier Agoncy 1.22 Anmesm 11
Manipur 8inglo unit 1.23 Manipur
Tripura Singlo unit .24 Tripura
Bihar
North Biliar Saran, Champaran, Muzuffary.ur, Darbhanga,
Purnea,! Monghyr North, Saharsa 2,12 Bihar I+I11
South lihar Patnn, Gays, Shahabad, Bhsgalpur,
Monghyr South 2,13 Bihar IIT
Chhotn Nagpur Hazuribagh, Ranchi, Dlmnbad, Pslsmau,
Singhblium, Manbhum,? Santhal Purganas  3.31 Bihar IV
Qujnrol
Gujarat Banaskantha, Subarkantha, Mehsann,
Ahmelsbad, Kaira,  Paich  Mahals,
Barods, Broach, Surat, Amreli 4.11 Bombay I
Saurnshtrn Halnr, Central Saurasbtra, Zalswad, Gohil-
wad, Sorath 412 Suurasbtra
Kuteh Single unit 4.3 Kutch
Jammu-Kashmir Jaromu, Kathua, Mivgur, Udhampur, Doda,
Rajorri, Baramulla, Annantanag,
Muzaffarabad, Srinagar 1.0 Jammu and
Kashmir I, T

? Parta of this district have been sovered and sro now included in another State or States.
2 This district is now included in unother State: Myaore.
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CENSUS NATURAL DIVISIONS AND ALE ZONES—(contintied)

States as of 1500 corsus
natura] divisions clistrinta included code ALE zones
Kerala
Travancore-Cochin Trivandrum,! Quilon,! Kottayam, Trichur 4.24 Travancore-
Cochin I, I
Malnbar Malabar, Bouth Kanara,? Nilgiria? 4.23 Madras V + VI
Moudhya Prudesh
Gwalior Bhind, Gwalior (ird, Morena 2.36 Madhys Bharat I
Malws {Shivpur),* Cuns, Mandasaur, Rajgarh,
Shajapur, Ujjain, Ratlam,  Bhilsa,
Indore, Dewan 3.13 Madhys Bharat II
DharJhabua-Nimur  (Dhar),® Jhabuu, Nimar 3.14 Madhya Bharat
I and IV
Bhopal Sehore, Ruisen 3.23 Bhopal
Jabalpur-Sagar Mandla, Sagur, Jnbalpur, Hoshangubad,
Botul, Chhindwara, (Numar)3 3.24 Madhys Pradesh IT
Chhattisgurh Balaghat, Bhandars,* Chands,> Ruaipur,
Biluspur, Durg Buatar,  Raigarh,
Surguja 3.32 Mudhya Pradesh IIT
Bundelkhand Sidhi, Rews, Sutnn, Shahdol, Datia,
Chhuatarpur, Tikamgerh, Panna 3.22 Vindhya Pradesh
Madras
Tamilnad Chittwor,? North  Areot, Salem, Com-
batore,! Tiruchirapalli, Madurai, Ching-
leput, Madras, South Arcot, Tanjore,
Rumnad, Tirurelveli 5.2 Madras [T+IV
Maharashtra
Groater Bombay Greater Bombay 4.21
Konkan Thana, Kolaba, Ratougirt, Kapura? 4.22 Bombay V
Deccan West Khandesh, East Khandesh, Dangs,
Nasik, Abmednagur, Poona, Satars North,
Sutara South, (Kolhapur),? Sholapur 3.43 Bombsay II+4+1T
Berar-Nagpur Amraoti, Buldana, Akols, Yootmal, Wardha,
Nagpur 3.41 Madhya Pradesh I
Marathwada Aurangabed, Parbhani, Nanded,! Bidar,*
Bhir, Osmanabad 3.42 Hyderabad I
Mysore
My=ore Bangalore, Kolar, Tumkur, Mysore, Mandya,
Chittaldrug, Haesan, Chickmaglur,
Shimoga 3.53 Mysore 1, IT, ITT
Coorg Sir glo unit 4.25 Coorg
North Karnatak Belgaum,! Bijapur, Dharwar 3.62 Bombay IV
Orissa
Coastal Bslasore, Cuttack, Puri, Garjam Plaiia 5.1 Orissa I
Inland (Mayurbhanj),? (Roonjher),* Dhenkanat,
Sundergarh, Phulbani, Ganjam Agency,
Sambalpur, Bolar.gir, Kulahandi, Koraput 3.33 Orisga T+ ITI

Parta of tk i3 district have Losn sovered ood aro now included in another Stato or States,

2Thia district is row included in anothor State: Bidar, Kanara and South Kanara in Mysore;
Nilyiris in Mnadras; Bhandara and Chanda in Maharashtra ; Chittoor in Andhra,

SParenthesss indicate that this district was classified in anothor zono in the Agricultural Lubour

Enquiry,
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OENSUS NATURAL DIVISIONS AND ALE ZONES—(concluded)

State ns 0l 1980 consus
watursl divisions districte inoluded codo ALE zonce
Punjab
Punjab Plain Ambaly, Gunlnspur, Hosisrpur, Amrit.
sar, fullunliur, Lvdhiann, Ferowopur,
Karnal, Hissar, Rohtak, Gurgaon 2.31 Punjab
Patiala Putials, Barrala, Bbatinda, Mohinder.
garh,  Knpurthuis, Ssngrur, Kohistan,
Futegarh Rahib 2.32 PEPSU
Rangra (Kangra)?, (Rimin)t 113 Includad in Pungah
Dedhi Buyle unit 2.33 Delhi.
Himnchal Chamba, Mandi, $irmoor, Mahasu, Bitwapur 12 Himac ha), Nilawpur
Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwar Jaipur, Tonk, Bharatpur, Sawnimadhopur,
Alwar, Rikar, Bhiluare, Jhur.jhunu 2.3 Rajasthan [
Ajmer Firglo urit 2.30 Ajmer
Jodhpur-Bikansr Bikaner, Churu, Jodhpur, Gangansgar,
Jalore, Psli, Nagore, Jaisalmer 241 Rujusthan II, [V
Monar Cdaipur, Dungarpur, Ranswara, Sirchi an Rajasthan 1]
Kotsh-Bundi Chittorgarh, Kotah, Bundi, Jhalawar 3.12 Rajastl wn v
Utlar Prodesh
Kumsoa-Garhwal Qarhwal, Tehri-Garhwal, Nainital, Almors,
(Dehra Dun)' 1.1 v.P v
East U.P. Qorakhpur, Basti. Gonda,  Buhraich,
Dooris, Bannrus, Javnpur, Ghuzipur,
Ballw, Azamgarh 28 UP [«V
Oudh Kanpur, Fatohpur, (Allshebed)!. Lucknow.
Unno, Rar-Bareli, Siapur, Hordoi, Faizn.
bud, Sultanpur, Pratapgarh Bam Banki 221 TP
Weet U.P. Suharanpur,  Bareilly, Bijnor, Rumpur,

Muzaffarnagar,-  Bulandshahr, (Pilibhitt),
(Kheri)!, Meerut, Aligarh, Mathura, Agm.
Muinpuri, Euah, Budaun,  Morndabud,

Shahyshat.pur, Etawnh, Farrukhnbad 2,22 U.P. I
8outh U.P. Mhansi,  Jhalavr,  Bonds,  Hsmirpur,
Mirzapur 3.21 U.P. VI
Woat Rengol
DarjeelingDusrs Daryooliag, Jatpuiguri, Coorh Hehar 1.25 W, Benga! I, 11, VTII

Wost Bongsl Plain Hooghly, Howrsh, 4-Pargnnax, Caleulta,
Burdwan, Rirbhum, Bankura, Midna-
pore.  Nndia,  Murshidabnd,  Malda,

Weat-Dinajpur 2.1 W. Bengal T, IV, v,
VL vn
Chsndernagors Singlo unit
Sikkim Singlo unit .26

! Parenthossa indicata that this dutriot was classified in anothor zone in the Agricultural Labour
Enquiry.
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TABLE A.l. PERCENTAQE OF OENERAL POPULATION IN 17 STATES RETURNED A8

SELF-BUPPORTING PERSONS OR EARNING DEPENDENTS COMPARED WITE
PERCENTAGES IN WORKINQ-AGE GROUP (15-64) ACCORDING

TO CENSUS OF 1851

males femalea persons

age.  B8P's ¢ ago-group 8YP's4 age-group 88P's+
16-84 ED's 1564 ED's 16-84 E

major States® oll por por Al por per per per

males 100 100 famales 100 100 100 100
{000) malos malee (000) ss fomalte persons Lersons
Amam 4,812 55.69 34.00 4,282 63.60 30.78 54.70 43.13
Bihar 20,224 56.32 49.90 20,002 58.70 21.28 66.48 35.668
Bombay 18,618 58.82 84.80 17,341 67.68 20.92 58.22 42.80
Hydecsbad X113 57.82 50.81 9,224 67.35 31.42 §7.58 45.87
Madhya Bharat 4,188 590.87 56.89 4,821 87.88 24.38 58.90 41.27
Madbya Pradesh 10,863 58.40 83.60 10,585 88.47 47.78 58.43 56.70
Madras 28,418 60.86 47.32 28,507 60.77 14.73 60.67 30.97
Mynore 4.887 56.%6 471.74 4418 56.62 10.06 §7.98 20.30
Orissa 1.263 69.02 57.24 7,408 59.86 19.58 58.34 38.21
PEPSU 1,808 85.18 59.73 1,509 54.82 14.40 54.88 38.99
Pusjad 8648  54.83 5850 5742 53.42 19.68  54.18  30.38
Rajsathan 7,982 57.00 60.68 7,320 57.21 36.30 57.10 50.43
Bauraghtea 2,084 55.88 §3.46 2,043 568.17 29.72 86.92 41.74
Travancore-Cochin 4,621 87.18 49.74 4,860 58.02 22.67 57.89 36.15
Titar Prodesh 33,000 68.79 69.00 30,117 57.88 24.27 58.27 42.48
Vindhya Pradeah 1,833 89.41 88.10 1,742 59.80 32.8¢ 50.80 46.16
Weat Bongsl 13,348 63.71 54.77 11,485 69.83 11.29 81.93 34.88

* Aa of 1081

Sowress : Oensus of Indis, 1981, Vol. 1, Part II.B Boonomic Tables (General Poyulssion) and Yobume I,
Part U-A Demographic Tables. The age distribution is bassd on & 10% sample tabulation.
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TABLE A.2. PERCENTAOE DIRTRIBUTION OF CENERAL POPULATION BY
HOUYEHOLD ECONOMIC STATUY ATCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1961

all

census juriediction TBB'OB)I -"mm' dependonts rpmdcnu
oods naturel divisica L] ‘xu of au.:.r a ?ﬁ of an; um of q:{‘r;
ales males
(a) males

Aseam, Manipur, Tripura

1.21  Amao Valley 4,179 2.8 v 1.4 1 48.0 o

1.22 Asam Hilln ) 4.0 m 9.6 o 5.k o

1.23 Manipur 4 9.8 v 13.7 1 .3 1

1.24 Tripurs 138 5.8 m 9.8 o “e o
Bikar

2.12 North Bihar 9,001 45.7 m 4.2 v 80.1 1

2.13 8outh Bihar 8.689 3.7 w 4.0 v 8.1 I

3.3l Chhota Nagpur 5834  48.9 n e v 411 1
Bombay. Saurashir , Kuich

3.4 Bombay Dorcar 6284 438 v 9.7 I 7 14

3.62 North Karnatak 2302 46.0 ut 10.4 o “.o o

4.11 Gujare 5888 4.1 v 9.0 o 4.9 I

4.2t Qreater Bombay 1,779 85.3 I 2.3 v 2.4 v

4.23 Konksn 2,254 “.? jies 8.4 n 1.4 1

4.12 Baursal.tra 2,004 .1 v 11.4 I 4.8 I

4.13 Kotch . gy m 8.0 o1 w«.7 o
Hydrrodad

3.42 Marathwnda vie 4.8 v 18.9 I 4.6 o1

3.51 Tolengana 6.418 40.2 114 14,0 I 0.8 v
Modhya Bharol and Bhopal

2.35 Gwaslior 810 80.7 n 8.8 m 2.8 o

3.13 Malws 2,388 40.8 u 7.3 ur " m

3.14 DharJhabua-Nimar 839 0.} u 7.3 m (LX) Jid

$.23 Bhopal 438 8.6 I 4.9 v a4 o
Madhya Pradesh

3.24 Jahnlpur.8ager 2,784 80.0 I 1.5 I 379

3.32 Chhattisgarh 5088  50.7 m 11 I 4. w

3.41 Berar-Nagpur 2,822 9.8 n 121 1 8.1 v
Madras, Coorg

3.54 Raynlnsseroa 2,812 41.8 v 8.1 m 8. I

4.23 Mnalabar, 8. Kansra 3,319 q1.2 v 3.3 v 85.8 I

8.12  Andhra Coastal 7,212 “.2 m 6.6 m 40.2 I

§.21 Tamllnad 18318 42.9 v 3.8 IV 8.8 I

4.25 Qoorg 125 82.0 I 3.2 v “.8 o
Mysore

3.53 Mysore 4,867 48.7 v 4.0 v 52.3 I
Onasa

3.33 Orisss .97 4.8 m 9.8 o 4.0 m

Irland
8.11 Orissa 3271 41.8 m 8.7 o &7 o
Coastal

* Notes given on p. 160,
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TABLE A.2. PERCENTAOE DISTRIBUTION OF GENERAL POYULATION BY HOUSEHOLD

ECONOMIC 8STATUS ACCORDING TO OENSUS OF 1851 —(continued)

all soll-supporting earning non-earning
census juriadiction males porsons dependonta dopendenta
(000)
cods natursl division 28 9% of quar- as %of quar- ss %of quar
ol uilet el ude® S tile
males males males
Punjab, PEPSU. Delhi, Himachal, Rilasprs
1.13 Kangre 80 7.0 m %3 I 38.1 v
2,31 Puriab 6,19 48.8 m 10.6 1 43.9 i
2,32 Patinls 1,888 A2.7 I 7.0 m 40.3 m
2.33 Dshi P87 53.6 1 8.8 m 4.1 m
1.12 Himarhal 880 65.9 1 1.4 1 32.8 v
Rojosthan, Ajmer
2.34  Jaipue-Alwar 348 52.8 I 9.6 n 38.0 v
2.41 Jodhpur.Dikaner 240 826 T 5.7 m 4.8 m
3.1 Mownr 1,082 49.6 n 10.7 I 38.7 v
3.12 Kotsh-Bundi 1,036 53.2 I 9.2 I 37.8 v
2.36 Ajmer 360  52.8 1 8.1 nr 3.2 v
Travancore-Cochin
4.2¢ Travancors-Cochin 4,621 43.9 1v 5.8 u 50.3 I
Uttar Pradesh
1.3)  Kumeon.Garhwal 1.284 50.8 n 7.7 m 4.8 m
2.14 Bast U.P. 9.037  £60.0 n 8.3 m 4.7 m
2.21 Oudh 8451 51.8 n 8.0 M 40.5 o1
2.22 Weat U.P. 12312 56.7 I 8.4 IV ¢0.9 m
3.21 South U.P. 2,016 51.3 b 8.6 I 4.1 m
Vindhyn Prodech
8.22 Vindhya Pradesh 1833 40.0 o 8.5 T 4.8 m
Weat Benaal and Qikkim
1.26 Darjeoling 1002 616 1 2.6 v &8 o
2,11 Coleurta Induetrial Area 2,887 62.7 I 13 v 36.0 v
2.11 W. Bengal excluding Calcutta 0386  47.0 m 5.0 IV 48,0 1
1.26 Sikkim 72 4 v b4 T 389 v
(b) females
Assam, Manipur, Tripura
1.21 Assam Valley 8,626 n.a o 17.1 II 7.2 o
1.22 Asssm Hillx 608  21.2 I 216 o 8.2 ™
1.23 Manipur 204 16.3 m 35.7 I 49.0 v
1.24 Tripuen 309 16.2 I 138 m 1203 m
Bihar
2.12 North Bihar 8,117  15.8 1 2.6 v a7 hed
2.13 South Bihar 6,652 16.9 1 4.1 v 718.4 n
8.31 Chhota Nagpur 5333  20.9 1 5.1 v uo o

® Notes given on p. 160,
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TABLE A.2. PEROENTAOE DISTRIBUTION OF GENERAL POPULATION BY
HOUSEHOLD ECONOMIC §TATUS ACCORDING TO CENS8US OF 1051 —(continued)

all solf-supporting earmung non-oaming
ocensus jurisdiotion fﬂ(:al;; pereons dependents dependents
oode natural division o8 % of quar- a8 % of quar- as % of quar.
all tile® all tilo® all tile®
fermales fomaios fomales
Bombay, Saurazhira, Kutch (b) females
3.43 Bombay.Neccan 8,081 8.2 IV 4.6 o 692 o1
3.52 North Karnatak 2,808 9.7 o 228 o e m
.11 Gujarat 8,612 6.7 v 23.7 o 70.6 1
4.21 Groeator Bombay 1,080 8.4 144 1.8 IV 88.7 1
4.22 Konkan 2,382 8.6 m 2.3 T 851 pidg
4.12 Soursahtre 2,043 4.6 v 2.1 o 703 U
413 Kutch 206 108 o 200 o 69.2 oI
Byderobad
3.42 Marathweds 2 8.1 v 218 1 613 o
3.51 Telengana 6,264 7.2 Iy 287 89.1

Madhya Bharat and Bhopal
#8.6

2,35 Gwalior 6.3 v m 7
3.13 Malwa 10.1 oI 134 v 18.6 o
3.14 DharJhabua-Nimac 22.8 I 170 m 80.6 v
3.23 Bhopal 18.0 1 6.8 m 78.2 o
Madhya Pradesh
3.24 Jabalyu-Sagar 2,708 8.8 m 32.4 I 58.8 Iy
3.32 Chhattisgarh 5148 11.9 )¢ 2.1 6.0 v
3.41 Berar-Nagpur 2,136 7.8 m 3.8 1 57.4 v
Madrae Coorg
3.54 Rayalsacoma 2,466 11.6 n 5.8 m 82.7 I
4.23 Malabar, 8. Kanara 3,600 1.8 hos 3.6 v 84.7 I
5.12 Andhra Cosatal 1,221 8.4 Im 8.3 Jost 83.3 I
5.21 Tumilnad 15,410 9.5 or 3.7 w 86.7 I
4.26 Coorg 104 16.3 I 5.8 m 71.9 o
Mysors
3.53 Myore 48 18 01 21 IV 90.0 1
Oriasa
3.33 Orissa Inland 4,001 8.6 m 14.4 m 76.1 o
6.11 Orissa Coasta) 3,402 9.7 m 4.8 v 85.6 I
Punjab, PEPSU, Delhi,
Himachal, Bilaspur
1.13 Kangra 484 1.4 In 32.3 I 56.3 v
2.31 Punjsb 5,278 4.3 v 13.1 m 82.6 g
2.32 Pauala 1,500 2.9 v 1.8 I 85.8 I
2.33 Delhi 768 4.2 v 3.4 I\4 92.3 I
1.12 Himachs! 530 18.0 )4 18, I 489 v

¢ Notes givan on p. 160.
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TABLE A.2. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF GENERAL POPULATION BY
HOUSEHOLD ECONOMIO STATUS ACCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1061 —({concluded)

all sel{ supporting oarning Non-earning
ocensus jarisdiotion f?&';)' persons dependenta dependonts
oode nat: ral divizion “:{i’ of qu‘l‘:'r u.% of ?:r':: un’l‘l’ of qﬁ‘l‘::.
fornales fomales fomalee

Rajasthan, Ajmer (b) fernales

2.34 Jaipur-Alwar 3,137 22.2 I 18.8 34 9.2 v

2.41 Jodhpur.Bikanar 2,188 22.8 I 1.0 o7 ee.d m

311 Mewar 1,082 18.8 n 28.8 1 85.8 v

3.12 Kotah.Bucdi 972 18.2 1 26.9 s 87.9 v

2.30 Ajmer 88 19.2 1174 o 634 m
Tracancors. Cockin

4.24 Teavancore-Coclin 4,660 18.3 n 0.4 m 1773 o
Duar Prodesh

1.11 Kumaon.Garhwal 1,208 6.9 v 3.8 1 49.3 v

2.14 Rast U.P. 8,860 8.0 m 27.8 1 64.7 m

2.2! Oudh 7,679 7.1 v 20.7 st 72.2 o

2.22 West U.P. 10,488 3.5 v 3.2 v 03.3 1

3.21 B8outh U.P. 1,801 8.2 m 30.1 1 81.7 m
Vindhya Pradesh

3.22 Viodhya Pradesh 1,742 12,8 o 2.0 o 615 m
Wen Bengal and Sikkim

1.28 Darjeeling 020 18.8 1 2.0 v 8.6 o

2.11 Caloutta Industrial Area 1,720 8.8 m 0.6 Iv 90.9 I

2,11 Waeat Bengu! excluding Caloutta 8,818 8.4 m 2.6 v 89.0 I

1.9 S8ikkim ] 8.0 v 47.0 I 41.0 v

Bourcs :  Ceusus of India, 1861, Vol. I, Part IT-B.

*Thbe percestages of the total male (or female) populatioa returned in sech of the 52 naturs] divisiona
have besa ssparately arranged in order of rank for each of the thres status categories, and then grouped
into four quartiles. Roughly we may say: I. very high percontage; II. fairly high; I[O. fairly
low, and IV. very low.

Thas, for axampls, we ses trat ss compsred with oths areas, the porcontages of self-sup) orting males
retamed in Assam, Manipur and Tripura were low, while the pervertages of earning dependents ® ere high.
By oontrast, in Madhya Bherat ard Bhopal, the percentages returned as eslf-eupporting were high, and
those of earr ing dopecdentalow. In Madhya Pracesh botl ssta of enrning percentages wers high, in Madrsa
both sete were low,
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‘MBLE A.3. DISTRIBUTION OF GENERAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC STATUB IN
SELECTED STATES : CENSUSES OF 1831, 1841 AND 1905]

1931 sarners 'orkwd"n dependenta
la
cr tegorios 1941 independsnt partly total

Gtates porsons dopendents depecdents all males

1881 solf-supporting earning noD-onrning

persops dependents dependents

(s) males (000)

1981 11,938 05 8,830 21,082
Bihar and Orisea 1841 12,212 1,398 10,417 24,028
1981 12,682 1,858 13,229 21,467
1931 1,127 609 5,133 12,808
Bombay® 1841 6,044 967 5,879 12,580
1951 8,676 1,028 8,413 18,814
1931 12,884 025 9,482 23,301
Madras 1941 1,74 1,063 11,997 24,800
1951 12,102 1,287 14,970 28,419
1981 16,404 871 9,088 26,003
Ottar Pracesh 1041 14,873 11668 13,851 29,320
1051 17,41 2,119 13,580 33,000

Percentage Distribution of Geners] Populstion by Economia Status in

Soleoted States : Consuses of 1931, 1941 and 1951

1981 56.03 1.46 41.92 100.00
Bihar and Orissa 1941 50.82 £.82 43.38 100.00
1981 48.17 5.87 48.18 100.00
1931 49.79 .73 45.48 100.00
Bombay 194) 48.01 7.68 “.31 100.00
1851 48.07 8.73 48.20 100.00
1831 55.29 4.02 40.69 100.00
Madras 1941 47.34 2 48.37 100.00
1981 42.90 .42 52.68 100.00
1081 62.94 2.19 34.87 100.00
Ular Pradesh 1941 49.70 4.08 40.22 100.00
1961 52.60 8.40 41.00 100.00

*The figuros for Bombay in 1031 cover the areaa which were included in Borabs) in 1981 sxcept for
& few minor princel States transferred to Bombay from Rajputansa and Weatorn India Agency. The 1941
Bombay figures axclude'ss well ths Deccan and Gujerat States since Y-sample slipa wore not svailable for

thess States.

- Source : Census of 1931, India, Vol. I, Part II, Tables, pp.2, 3, 218, 222, 386, 304 ; Madrss 1931,
Vol. XIV, Part IT, pp. 2. 8, 108, 114,
Consus of 1941, Ags Tablee and Meane of Livelihood ond Industriss Tablss— 1941 Corgus on Y -sample,

for Bihar, Orisss, Bombay, Medras and Uttac Pradesh, Consus of 1951, Yol. I, Part [1.B, pp. 2.3, 4.5, 14-15.
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TABLE A.3. DISTRIBUIION OF CENERAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC STATUS IR
SELECTED STATES: CENSUSES OF 193}, 1041 AND 1081 —{continuad)

1931 earnors working depeodents
dependents
catogorios 1941 indeper dent partly total al) females
persona deper denta dopendents
Giates 1881 solf-sup porting  carning r.on-cammung
parsons dependenta depeadonts
(b) females (000)
1981 4,978 34 18,878 21,247
Bibar aad Ocuss 1941 3,020 2,478 18,258 24,208
1981 4,207 1,496 21,208 27,408
1931 1,800 1,109 9,026 12,036
Bombay® 1941 1,40 1,338 9,023 11,697
1851 1,216 39N 12,181 17,341
1831 5,208 71710 11,616 23,802
Madras 1841 3,201 1,814 19,934 26,040
1051 2,717 1,430 24,387 28,607
1831 4,314 2,871 16,367 23,852
Uttar Pradesh 1941 2,088 1,260 23,222 26,678
1951 1.848 5.481 22,808 30,117
Porcentage Distribution of (eneral Population by Economio Status in
Selectad States : Consunce of 1931, 1041 and 1051
1931 23.43 1.86 74.72 100.00
Bibar and Orisss 1941 12.48 10.21 17.30 100.00
1951 18.38 5.48 79.19 100.00
1931 15.78 9.22 76.00 100.00
Bombey 1041 11.46 .40 77.14 100.00
1051 7.01 22.92 70.07 100.00
1931 21.79 30.01¢° 48.20 100.00
Madras 1041 13.18 1.24 79.61 100.00
1051 9.60 6.03 85.28 100.00
1931 18.32 12.18 69.49 100.00
Utter Pradosh 1941 .85 1 87.98 100.00
1881 8.14 18.18 78.78 100.00-

48se noto for Males Only.

**Thia Agure includes 6,080,000 femalea returned as working dependents in domeatio servioe.
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A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF OENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

PABLE A.3. DISTRIBUTION OF GENERAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIO STATUS IN
8EILECTED STATES: UENBUSES OF 1931, 1941 AND 1851—{conciuded)

oalegories 1031 earners working dependents
depondenta
1041 independent partly total all persons

Btates porsons deperdents dspendents

1951 solf-supporting earning non-sarning

porsons dependonta dependenta

(o) persons (000)

1981 16,617 899 24,714 42,330
Bihar and Oriess 1841 15,242 3,876 29,174 48,202
1951 16,889 3,081 34,032 54,872
1831 9,027 1,m8 14,188 24,804
Bombay* 1941 7,384 2,300 14,802 24,286
1861 9,702 8,609 20,565 35,068
1881 18,000 8,108¢ 20,008 47,14
Madras 184} 15,083 2,871 31,831 49,841
1951 14,863 2,606 30,387 §7,016
1931 20,718 3,441 25,480 49,815
Ottar Pradesh 1841 18,858 2,48¢ 36,772 56,805
1961 19,260 7,680 36,378 63,218

Percentage Distribution of General Population by Economic Status in

Solectod States : Consuses of 1131, 1841 and 1051

1931 39.98 1.68 58.39 100.00
Bihar and Orinsa 1841 31.56 8.03 80.41 100.00
1881 80.78 5.56 83.68 100.00
1831 33.36 6.90 59.74 100.00
Bombay 1841 30.40 9.47 60.13 100.00
1051 27.23 15.587 §7.20 100.00
1881 38.33 17.18°%¢ .40 100.00
Madrea 1941 30.16 8.77 84.07 100.00
1981 26.24 .18 69.03 100.00
1981 41.78 6.84 51.30 100.00
Uttar Pradesh 1841 20.80 4.41 85.79 100.00
1961 30.47 11.90 57.54 100.00

¢ 808 note for Males Only.
% This fgure includss 6,086,000 ferales J as working dependents in d jo mervioe.
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TABLE A4 PEROENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC
8TATUS AOCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1961 AND AGRICULTURAL LABOUR ENQUIRY*

Biates

end oconsus ED NED
divisions ALE all males sarner hetper dependent
(a) males only
Andhra
Coastal Andhra oansus 6,932,681 4.9 8.9 49.2
ALE 8,245 53.3 1.6 35.3
Telengana ocensus 8,080,106 4.5 16.0 38.5
ALE 6,600 54.3 13.9 3.8
Rayalascoma oensus 2.148.413 4.6 5.1 83.2
ALE 3,720 4.7 18.3 36.0
Assom
Valley oconsus 3,978,213 2.2 1.8 48.0
ALE 4,226 37.1 21.8 4.3
Hills ocsnsus 589,717 43.8 10.2 46.0
ALE L#7 35.4 30.1 .5
Manipur oconsus 283,685 30.6 13.5 46.9
ALE 1.328 41.8 13.8 “.4
Tripurs oonsus 312,386 45.4 10.3 “.3
ALE 1,360 €0.3 21.3 38.4
Bidar
North Bihar consuy 8,861,341 4.8 6.3 50.0
ALE 13,017 6.0 17.8 38.6
Bouth Bihar census 6,029,349 42.9 4.2 62.9
ALE 5,770 4.5 10.7 36.8
Chhota Nagpur ocensus 5,070,047 48.2 4.9 4.9
ALE 7,818 8.8 15.1 6.1
Gujarat
QGujerat ocansus 4,380,883 @.8 10.2 47.0
ALE 8,091 39.8 17.4 43.0
Seurashtira osnsus 1,397,631 43.3 13.2 “.8
ALE 3,636 38.9 21.4 38.7
Kutoh ceneus 217,887 47.0 8.9 “.l
ALE 2,100 4.8 15.8 42.9
Jammu & Kashmir ocensus not taken
ALE 8,081 33.9 M6 33.6
Kerala
‘Travanoore-Coohin osasus 8,869,867 43.5 5.9 80.8
ALE 18,363 41.9 5.8 46.3
Malabar ocsasus 2,601,139 40.6 3.4 86.1
ALE 1017 41.5 10.8 42.3

® Bes note on p. 169.
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A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA
TABLE A4. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIO

S§TATUS ACCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1951 AND AGRICULTURAL

LABOUR ENQUTRY*—|(continued)

Statea source ED
and coasus sl males 88P holper NED
divisions ALE earner depandont
Madhya Pradeeh
Gwalior oonaus 44,712 50.6 8.4 43.1
ALE 2,795 3.6 0.4 1.0
Malws consus 1,806,770 9.8 8.2 2.0
ALR 1733 6.2 1.8 3.3
Dhar-Jhabua-Nimar consua 764,868 4.3 1.5 4.2
ALE 2,188 42.2 2.9 Py
Bhopal ocensus 385,702 51.6 5.5 43.0
ALE 960 51.7 18.3 92.1
Jabalpur-8agar consus 2,338,361 50.8 12.7 36.5
ALE 2,801 8.1 13.3 9.8
Ohhattisgarh congus 4,757,793 50.8 16.2 .2
ALE ,603 46.4 18.4 5.2
Bundelkhand consua 1,873,636 49.6 9.8 40.7
ALE 3,308 41.8 21,1 37.3
Madros
Tamulnad consus 11,712,378 2.5 3.2 84.3
ALE 16,807 4.6 10.4 36.1
Maharashira
Groater Bombay ma no rural population
Konkan consus 1,802,483 4.6 0.2 47.2
ALE 2,734 42.2 17.7 40.1
Doccan conaus 4,674,800 42.5 11.2 46.3
4,833 30.7 19.8 40.4
Berar-Nagpur consus 2,071,606 50.8 13.8 35.4
ALE 3,432 65.8 10.1 34.2
Marsthwada oonsus 2,588,751 41.1 18.4 40.56
ALE 8312 48.2 4.8 37.0
Mysore
Myroro Biate congus 3,520,609 43.7 3.6 52.8
ALE 5,082 45.0 10.6 35.4
Coorg consus 116,040 51.1 3.8 45.3
ALE 1,188 48.68 9.3 42.1
North Karnatak consus 1,761,688 45.0 11.4 43.6
3,817 39.8 20.7 30.7
Orissa
Coastal ocensug 9,074,187 47.3 7.0 4.7
ALE 4,146 48.9 144 36.7
Inland consus 3,852,850 48.2 9.9 4.9
ALE 3,784 47.2 15.3 37.5

¢ 8ea note on p. 189,
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TABLE A4. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL YOPULATION BY ECONOMIC
STATUS ACCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1051 AND AGRICULTURAL
LABOUR ENQUIRY *—(continued)

Satates source ED
and consus all malos 8SP holpor NED
divisions ALE sarner dopendont
Punjod
Punjab Plain oconsua 4,805,364 45.4 .3 43.1
ALE 16,814 0.4 22.7 37.9
Patiela oconsus 1,620,538 53.2 1.7 39.1
ALE 80 38.0 20.0 42.0
Punjab Hills census 434,887 .9 16.8 30.8
ALE soparate figuro not available
Delhi consus 187,108 49.2 8.8 2.2
ALE 4,902 40.2 1.8 4.0
Himachal oconsus 563.803 56.0 11.8 2.4
ALE 2,387 425 17.6 30.9
Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwar oconsua 2,808.178 63.9 10.5 35.6
ALE 3,392 39.4 24.1 38.5
Ajmer cengus 202.860 &4, 12.8 33.7
2.849 12.4 27.8 30.0
Jodhpur.Bikaner consus 1,043,414 53.9 6.2 30.9
2,483 .0 23.8 39.2
Mowar consug 950,378 49.4 1.8 30.0
ALE 1,730 4.2 20.6 38.2
Kotah-Bundi consus 800,443 63.2 10,1 38.7
ALE 597 42.1 18.4 39.6
Utar Prodesh
Kumaon-Oarhwal congus 1,105,287 40.6 8.8 41.8
846 42.1 19.1 38.8
PastU. P, consua 8,341,307 60.0 8.6 41.4
ALE 11,250 41.7 21.4 36.9
Oudh consus 7,183,660 51.1 8.8 40.1
9.074 44.6 .1 31.4
Weat U.P. coneua 10,005,892 56.8 3.3 3.9
14,614 40.9 21.8 37.3
South U.P. consua 1,724,104 5.2 9.8 38.5
ALE 2, 45.5 16.2 38.3
West Bengal
Darjeeling. Duara oansus 978,384 51.3 2.7 48.0
ALE 3,014 46.0 22.6 81.4
'W. Bengal Plsin consus 8,863,020 46.8 5.2 48.0
ALE 15,822 46.8 13.1 40.1
(Chandernagare) odnsus no rural populstion
ALE
Bikkim oonsus 70,682 41.0 20.6 38.4
ALE no villagos survoyed

 Boo nota on p. 169,



A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA
TABLE A4. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC

STATUS ACCORDING TO CENSUS OF 185! AND AGRICULTURAL
LABOUR ENQUIRY *—(comtinued)

Stotos Bourco BD
ond conmus all fornalea 83p holpor NED
divisions ALE earnor dopendont,
(b) forales only
Andhra
Cosatal Andhre consus 8,038,160 8.7 9.2 82.1
ALE 7,922 28.2 H.0 57.8
Tolengana consus 4,601,808 6.8 21.8 85.8
ALE 6,056 20.7 18.1 53.2
Rayalassoma oonsua 2,082,884 12.) 8.2 81.7
ALE 3,688 20.8 28.1 Hl
Aduam
Valley sonsus 3,401,726 12.0 17.8 70.4
ALE 3,764 7.3 30.3 62.4
Hills consus 571,633 21.8 22.8 56.8
ALE 1,363 12.8 46.2 41.3
Manipur oonsus 203,060 15.2 36, 9.0
ALB 1,360 33. 18.4 48.8
Tripura consus 284,049 18.7 H.4 68.9
ALE 1,244 Lo 16.2 82.8
Bikar
North Bihar consua 8.835,118 15.9 2.5 81.8
ALE 13,170 13.9 4.7 81.4
8outh Bihar congus 4,976,620 17.8 4.7 71.6
ALE 5,308 16.6 17.3 86.2
Ohhota Nagpur conmua 4,956,684 21.4 5.3 73.3
ALE 7.218 23.8 15.4 60.8
Qujaral
Gujarat cansua 4,146,644 6.4 20.8 86.0
ALE 8,668 9.7 3.8 58.8
Baurashira congus 1,346,577 4.2 4.8 81.2
ALE 3,612 13.6 32.2 54.2
Kutoh consug 236,185 10.8 23.0 68.23
ALE 2,300 18.4 21.7 81.9
Jammu & Kashmiy censug not taken
ALE 4,198 0.8 43.9 §6.3
Kerala
Travanoore-Cochin oonaug 3,022,476 18.8 10.1 78.3
ALE 18,688 21.1 8.1 88.2
Mslabar 00ngus 2,078,772 12.1 3.6 84.8
ALE 8,131 212 18.0 62.8

¢ 8eo note on p. 169,
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TABLE A4, PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC

STATUS ACCURDING TO CENSUS OF 1061 AND AGRICULTURAL

LABOUR ENQUIRY *—(continued)

States soures ED
and consug all fomales 88P halper NED
divisions ALE oarmor depondent
Madhya Pradesh
Qwalior consus 636,015 8.7 5.8 87.5
ALE 2,160 41 13.9 82.0
Malws oonms 1,762,335 1.1 16.0 722.9
ALE K 15.9 26.9 81.2
Dhar-Jhsbua-Nimer ovnsus 737,626 238 18.0 88.4
ALE 2,057 1.8 41.3 46.9
Bhopal conuus 334,700 20.28 7.8 72.2
ALE 880 2.1 29.1 41.8
Jabalpur-Sagar ocomrua 2,300,556 8.9 36.9 84.2
ALE 138 20.9 8.2 45.9
Chhattisgarh consus 4,868,721 1.9 43.8 44.3
ALE 6,762 20.1 3.1 42.8
Bundelkhand oconsus 1,595,145 12,5 21.2 68.3
ALE ,342 8.5 3.0 66.5
Modraz
Tamilnsd consus 11,866,917 10.0 4.1 85.9
F 17,686 33.7 10.3 47.0
Maharashira
Groeator Bombay oonsus no rural population
ALE
Konkan consus 1,951,866 9.0 30.¢ 80.8
ALE 3,010 .6 4.6 3.0
Docoan consus 4,512,602 8.0 20.9 84.1
4,910 4.1 368.9 49.0
Borar-Nagpur consus 2,034,005 8.2 42.8 49.0
ALE 3,397 38.0 21.1 40.9
Marathwads consus 2,620,487 4.0 80.7 [T
ALE ,264 23.0 21.1 55.9
Mygore
Mysore Btawe consus 3,375,236 7.8 2.9 89.3
ALE 811 20,7 25.0 64.3
Coorg ooneus 07,110 18.1 8.3 1.8
1,188 12,7 25.7 81.6
North Karnatak consue 1,704,864 9.9 21.0 8.1
ALE 3,818 18.1 36.3 51.6
Orissa
Coastal census 3,230,761 9.7 4.9 85.4
4,088 11.8 11.8 76.8
Inland oongug 9,804,000 9.5 4.8 5.9
ALE 3,083 13.9 13.8 7.9

* 8e0 note on p. 160,
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A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND S8AMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A4. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY ECONOMIC
8TATUS ACCORDING TO CENSUS OF 1951 AND AGRICULTURAL
LABOUR ENQUIRY *—({concluded)

Statea source ED
and consus all fomalos 88P halpor NED
divisions ALE oarnor dopendent.
Punjab
Punjab Plain consus 4,255,050 4.6 15.8 70.8
ALE 18,107 4.8 1.6 87.9
Patiala oconsus 1,268,836 3.0 13.8 83.4
ALE 5,560 2.0 2.4 95.8
Punjab Hills consus 429,926 10.8 34.7 54.5
ALE figures not available
Delhi oonsug 139,832 4.7 12.8 82.5
ALE 4,419 4.1 33.9 82.0
Himachal consus 510,417 13.2 39.1 47,1
ALE 2,084 7.8 40.5 51,7
Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwar census 2,530,804 2.9 21.0 5400
ALE 2,970 7.3 25.4 67.3
Ajmer consus 192,730 26.8 28.0 48.5
ALE 2,813 9.1 40.1 418
Jodhpur-Bikaner conaus 1,748,428 28.0 12.5 8l.5
ALE 2,168 4.2 2%.0 70.8
Mowar copsus 925,752 18.8 30.9 82.5
ALE 1,802 2.1 #.0 53.9
Kotah Bundi consus 836,943 17.3 29.0 53.7
ALE 857 8.8 42.2 9.0
Uttar Pradesh
Kumaon:Garhwal conaug 1,122,47) 7.1 48.2 H.7
ALE 885 3.1 41.3 49.8
Eaat U. P, oonsug 8,263,184 8.0 9 63.1
ALE 9,802 3.5 17.7 78.8
Oudh consus 6,894,802 7.4 23.4 69.2
ALE 7,147 4.6 28.7 68.7
West U. P. consus 8,627,280 3.4 3.8 93.0
ALE 12,145 2.1 10.5 87.4
South U.P. consua 1,632,168 8.2 33.8 58.0
ALE 2,704 3.9 26.3 69.8
West Bengal
Darjosling-Duare census 841,768 17.4 2.0 80.6
ALE 3,600 13.2 2.8 82.9
W. Bengal Plain consus 8,183,866 8.3 2.7 89.0
ALE 14,600 6.1 2.9 81.0
{Chandernagore) consus no rural population
ALE
Bikkim oengus 64,390 4.9 48.9 48.2
ALE

no villages survoyed

Source :  Consus—Consus of India 1051, Part I1.C, Economic Tables, pp- 3 4, 14,
Agrioultural Labour Enquiry—Qovernment of Indis, Ministry of Labour, Rural Manpower and
Occupalion Structurs 1954, Table No. £ for all States.
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TABLE A.5. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY “ECONOMIC
STATUS" : UENSUS OF 105), NATIONAL 8AMPLE SURVEY (0th Round 1965) AND
AGRICULTURAL LABOUR ENQUIRY (185%) FOR PART A STATRS

BEFORE 1066 REORGANIZATION

all malos
8SP's ED's NED's not —_—

Blates souroe oarnors holpers  dopondents recorded total numbor of

sample
porsona
m {2) 8} O] (8) 8 m (8)
(a) maloa

census 43.31 8.40 50.29 — 100.00 8,182,034

Andhra® NS8 51.54 15.88 32.11 0.47 100.00 008
ALE 51.50 12.05 35.65 - 100.00 11,065

oonsus 42.38 11.62 46.00 - 100.00 4,565,930

Assam N88 49.89 10.92 38.88 0.3 100.00 842
ALE 36.68 23.75 30.67 - 100.00 5613

consus 45.66 4.40 9.4 - 100.00 18,761,837

Bihar N8BS 48.25 0.58 43.98 0.21 100.00 2,308
ALE 46.20 17.29 36.42 - 100.00 217,605

conaus 3.4 10.80 46.28 —_ 100.00 12,460,744
Bombay NS8 47.99 10.17 40.92 0.92 100.00 1,673
ALE 3p.96 18.684 41.40 — 100.00 20,376
consus 50.70 .24 35.08 -— 100.00 9,167,850
Madhys Pradesh NS§ 54.67 7.85 37.10 0.38 100.00 1,068
ALE 49.48 14.67 35.95 — 100.00 11,838
consus 42.07 3.2 54.64 - 100.00 14,813,511
Madros® N8S 48.16 13.60 37.12 1.12 100.00 1,581
ALE 52.27 10.34 37.38 - 100.00 24,784
conaus 41.78 9.48 42,76 —_ 100.00 6,027,018
Orissa N8§ 53.20 8. 37.97 0.00 100.00 842
ALE 48.08 14.81 31.11 - 100.00 7,930

consus 45.65 11.87 42,78 - 100.00 5,350,051
Punjsb N8§ 32.33 4.2 43.23 0.19 100.00 788
ALE 30.48 22.68 37.89 — 100.00 16,614
consus 32.76 6.82 40.43 — 100.00 28,360,149
Uttar Pradesh NS8 50.59 7.68 4144 0.29 100.00 3.885
ALE 42.40 21.76 365.84 —_ 100.00 38,870

consus 47.2¢ 1.94 47.83 —_ 100.00 9,631,413

Wost Bengal NS§ 48.86 0.98  40.56 0.61  100.00 1,187
ALE 46.684 15.04 38.32 —_ 100.00 19,596

(b} females

vensus 8.54 B.44 88.02 — 100.00 8,101,034

Andhea® NSS§ 9.68 0.64  59.99 0.45  100.00 44
ALE 28.88 17.78 53.56 —_ 100.00 11,510

¢ flee notes on p. 172,
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A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A.5. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY “ECONOMIC
STALTU8" : OENSUS OF 1951, NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY (8th Round 1958)

AND ACGRICULTURAL LABOUR ENQUIRY (1951) FOR PART A
STATES BEFORE 1968 REORGANIZATION—(continued)

al fomates
88P'a ED'a NED's not _—

8tatos source earners holpors  dopendonts recorded total  nomber of

samplo
porsons
V] (2) (8) (4) (8) (8) Y] (8)

oonzus 13.38 18.32 68.32 - 100.00 4,063,369

Assam N88 11.51 19.95 68.54 0.00 100.00 570
ALE 8.73 34.50 58,78 — 100.00 5,121

congus 17.88 3.88 78.32 - 100.00 18,768,320

Bihar N8§ 5.2 18.76 17.88 0.08 100.00 2,433
ALE 17.20 20.59 62.21 — 100.00 25,604

oonsus 8.80 20.47 63.73 — 100.00 12,316,086

Bombey NS 11.21 32.08 66.04 0.69 100.00 1,524
ALE 12.10 36.11 53.79 - 100.00 20,402

oconsus 10.31 41.83 47.86 — 100.00  9,202,3¢4

Madhya Pradesh N8S 15.31 36.60 47.88 0.21 100.00 1,080
ALE 25.40 31.61 42.99 - 100.00 11,897
oensus 10.46 3.97 85.67 — 100.00 14,935,680
Madras® N8§ 14.72 24.67 60.79 0.82 100.00 1,600
ALE 2.7 18.27 52,02 — 100.00 25,7268
oongus 9.80 10.18 80.22 — 100.00 7,124,860

Orissa N88 14.)2 24.62 61.21 0.06 100.00 819
ALE 12.81 11.89 75.30 — 100.00 7,748

consua 5.21 17.32 17.47 — 100.00 4,684,978

Punjsb N88 2.92 6.38 90.27 0.45 100.00 703
ALE 4.69 7.48 87.98 - 100.00 13,107

censug 6.33 20.42 73.26 — 100.00 26,229,804

Uttar Pradesh NS§ 9.86 12.66 77.40 0.19 100.00 3481
ALE 3.29 18.65 78.08 — 100.00 33,283

censue 8.17 2.68 88.20 — 100.00 9,026,632

‘West Bongal N88 8.18 8.37 83.28 0.17 100.00 1,188
ALE 7.48 7.08 85.43 — 100.00 18,009

{0) pergons

oonsus 28.50 1.42 66.08 — 100.00 16,283,068

Anghra® N88 31.28 23.02 46.24 0.46 100.00 1,042
ALE 40.32 15.31 44.37 — 100.00 23,476

consus 28.72 un 56.51 — 100.00 8,620,289

Aszam N88 81.26 15.31 63.27 0.16 100.00 1,212
ALE 23.41 28.85 41.74 — 100.00 10,800

ooneus 31.75 4.1 84.14 — 100.00 97,529,057

Bihar N8BS 25.48 13.21 6119 0.14 100.00 4,820
ALE 2.4 18.89 48.87 —_ 100.00 53,109

* See notes on p. 172,
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TABLE A.5. PEROENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL POPULATION BY «goonobae
STATUS" : CENSUS OF 1851, NATIONAL 8AMPLE SURVEY (0th Round 1855)
AKD AGRICULTURAL LABOUR ENQUIRY (1881) FOR PART A
STATES BEFORE 18586 REORGANIZATION —{concluded)

all porsons
88Ps EDs NED's' not
Btatos souroe carners holpers  dopondenta recorded total  number of
samplo
porsons
(D) 2 (U] (O] (8) ) (Y] (8)

oonsus 25.08 19.98 B54.84 —_ 100.00 24,788,810

Bombay N8§ 30.15 £0.79 48.28 0.80 100.00 3.007
ALE 26.02 26.88 47.10 — 100.00 40,777

oonsus 30.468 23.08 4).48 — 100.00  18.370.194

Madhya Prsdesh N8§ .09 22.22 42.490 0.3 100.00 2137
ALE 37.41 2.1 38.48 —_ 100.00 23,733

ocensus 20.09 3.63 “70.%7 — 100.00 28,640,200

Madraa N83 31.28 19.18 48.57 0.97 100.00 3,181
ALE 40.78 14.38 484 - 100.00 80,510

census 28.41 9.8¢ 81.75 - 100.00 14,051,878

Orissa N88 .22 18.47 49.20 0.30 100.00 2,037
ALE 30.65 13.36 55.89 — 100.00 15,879

congus 28.71 14.31 58.08 — 100.00 10,033,027

Punjab NB88 29.20 5.25 05,24 0.3 100.00 1,488
ALE 3.4 15.72 00.74 - 100.00 28.721

census 80.45 13.85 56.20 —_ 100.00 54,590,043

Uitar Pradeah N88 30.91 10.04 58.81 0.24 100.00 7,128
ALE 24,58 20.38 85.10 — 100.00 72,958

consus 28.82 3.82 87.3¢ — 100.00 10,657,045

‘Woet Bongal NS8 28.18 9.18 62.28 0.39 100.00 2353
ALE 27.84 11.28 60.93 — 100.00 37,608

Source : Consus ;—Census of India, 1851, Vol. [, Part [1-C. Economic Tades (Rwral and Urban
Population) pp. 25, 14-15.

National S8amplo Survey : No. 16 Bmpl and U loy {May-N¢ 1985), Dolhi, 1939,
Table 2(2), p. 125,

ALE ;—Government of Indis. Ministry of Labour, Agriculturs) Labour Enquiry, Rural Mangower
and Oceupational Structure—1834 Tublo No. 2 for all Btates.

General Nots : ~Economic 8tatus™ (or “Housshold Beonomioc Blatus™) is used in the Consus of 1951
to denoto ths roturn of ocech individual s (a) & solf-supporting person (88P) ; (b) an sarmning dependent
{ED) ! (e) & non-carning dopondent {NED).

The National 8amplo 8urvey used three very similar categories : (a) earning ; (b) earning depeadents;
(o) non-saming dependenta.

The Agricultural Labour Enquiry used three somowhat differently defined eategories: (a) sarners :
(b) holpers ; (o) dependeata.

*Andbra *Madras:—The figures taken from the Consus for Andhrs refor to the “North Madrea”
and "Madras Docean™ divisions of the former Madres 8tate. The latter division includes the solire Bellary
distriot. Chittoor, although & part of Andhra, has been included in the figures for Madres since it was
troated in tho Consus as part of the “S8outh Madras" Division.

The ALE Bgures taken for Andhrs are thoss for Zones I, ITI, and VII of the undivided Madres
Siates. Coverage is almost identical with that of the two Census divisions.
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A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUB AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A.6. PEROENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF URBAN POPULATION BY “ECONOMIC
STATUS”: CENSUS OF 1851 AND NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY (fth Round 1836)

FOR PART A BTATES BEFORE 1958 REORGANIZATION

all males
Statos »ourcO EDs NED's not namber of
rooorded sample
Pporsons
(1)) [&)] 3 Y] (8 (8) m (®)
(a) males
Andhra® ocensus 45.02 8.04 40.94 — 100.00 1,602,133
51.21 7.81 41.17 0.01 100.00 L
Assam consua 50.41 3.52 .07 — 100.00
NB8 .98 4.60 50.28 0.07 100.00 518
Bihar consus .30 3.78 52.07 —_ 100.00 1,462,038
N88 48.68 7.581 43.81 — 100.00 .
Bombay census 52.02 4.05 43.08 — 100.00 8,145,118
NB8 50.04 4.97 44.81 0.18 100.00 1.386
Madhys Pradesh oensns 48.92 6.50 44.58 —_ 100.00 1,404,062
N88 49.04 3.12 47.84 - 100.00 1.817
Madras® oensus 44.35 .0 51.48 — 100.00 4,021,325
NS8 47.56 5.08 47.30 0.00 100.00 5,432
Orisea consus 51.12 6.08 42.83 —_ 100.00 315,876
N88 52.26 4.18 43.56 — 100.00 314
Punjsb oonsus 45.71 7.86 48.43 — 100.00 1,207,068
N8§ 47.60 2.32 49.95 0.13 100.00 1,580
Uttsr Pradesh cengus 51.71 3.03 4.38 — 100.00 4,738,717
N8&§ 50.65 3.7 45.59 0.01 100.00 5,890
Woat Bongal censas 80.97 1.52 38.51 — 100.00 8,714,088
N88 55.30 4.87 39.76 0.08 100.00 6,220
(b) fomalos
Andhra® consus 7.88 3.80 88.62 - 1,585,038
N&8 10.30 10.28 9.4 0.21 1,585
Assam consus 5.83 2.71 91.48 —_ 168,182
N§8 2.88 22.73 74.38 0.08 384
Bihar censua 11.58 3.34 85,08 — 1,233,053
N88 9.18 6.59 84.18 0.08 1,341
Bombay censug 7.65 6.85 85.80 — 6,025,222
N88 8.10 8.28 83.30 0.26 8,014
Madhya Pradesh census 8.08 10.48 81.47 — 1,382,377
N8S8. 8.7 10.15 80.81 0.07 1433
Madras® oensus 7.96 2.58 89.48 — 3,974,341
N88 8.85 8.75 84.30 0.10 008
Orissa cenns 10.24 4.48 85.33 - 100.00 278,194
N§§ 14.30 8.81 70.89 —_ 100.00 285
Punjsb censun 3.40 2.00 $8.81 —_ 100.00 1,057,133
N88 5.58 3.28 90.88 0.38 100.00 R
Uttar Pradesh census 4.97 2.67 02.48 — 100.00 3,886,683
N88§ 4.08 3.7 01.10 0.10 100.00 4.887
‘Weat Bengal consus 8.71 0.78 90.58 — 100.00 2,430,235
N8§ 6.885 2.74 90.37 0.34 100.00 4402

* 8es notea on p. 174.
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TABLE A.8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF URBAN POYULATION BY “ECONOMIQ
STATUS™" : OENSUB OF 1951 AND NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY (0th Round 1888)
FOR PART A STATES BEFORE 1056 REORGANIZATION—(continued)

all porsona
Siatos souros 88P's ED's NED's not tota inumbor of
recorded sample
porsona
] [t] [£] (4 8) (L] W} (8)
(o) persons
Andhra oonaus 18.30 “a .18 - 100.00 3,188,088
N88 30.85 8.93 80.11 o.11 100,00 395
Assam oconsus 12.31 e 84.60 —_ 100.00 414418
NR8 28.07 13.8 81.88 0.08 100.00 900
Bihar cenmus 0.97 3.55 87.18 - 100.00 2,805,990
N&R 30.61 7.00 63.38 0,02 ton.00 3,008
Bombay aonsua a2.01 6.8l 82.18 —_ 100.00 11,170,340
N8BS 30.3% 8.52 62.95 0.81 100.00 13,410
Madhys Pradesh caneus 2.3 8.4l 82.30 - 100.00 2.877.389
N88 .70 8.51 63.78 0.03 100.00 3.050
Madraa consur 28.21 3.4 0.38 - 100.00 7,095,866
N88 .1 8.92 86.21 0.10 100.00 10,430
Orissa ocensus 31.98 5.2 62.73 - 100.00 94,070
N88 31.03 5.08 63.02 — 100.00 599
Punjab oaneus 26.76 5.84 87.80 — 100.00 2,355,008
N88 26.81 2719 70.17 0.23 100.00 2,948
Ultar Pradesh oconsus 30.61 3.38 6.08 - 100.00 8,625,009
N8S i9.88 3.7 66.32 0.08 100.00 10,823
Weat Bongal consus 39.65 1.2l 30.14 - 100.00 6,183,263
N88 34.09 3.4 61.78 0.9 100.00 1,072

Source :  Consus ; Cenyva of India 1951, Vol, T, Part 1 C. Economic Tables (Rural and Urbon Popula-
tion), Tablo B-1, pp. $8.39, 38.39.

N88; Indian Stalistical Inatitute, Nationsl Bample Survey: No. 18, Repori on Employmens and
Onemployment (May-November 1955), Delhi, 1959, Table 4 (4), p. 185,

General Nota : “Eoonomio Statns” (or *Household Economic 8tatus”) is nsed in tho Ceneus of
1951 Lo danota the rewurn of oach individual sa (a) & self-supporting person (83P) ; (b) an earning depandent
{ED); (a) a non.sarning depondeat (NED).

The Natianal S8ample Survey usod thres vory similar oatogories : (a) earners: (b) earning depen.
donts: (¢) non.earning dependenta.

*The figures takon from the Consus for Andhrs refer 1o tho "North Madraa” and “Madras Decoan™
divisions of the former Madrsa Stats. The latter division includos the ontire Bollary distriot.
Chitioor, althaugh o part of Andhro has bean included in the fgures for Madras since it waa treated in
the Conwns as part of ths “South Madres™ division.
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A BEGIONAL ANALYRIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A.7. PEROENTAGE OF RURAL AND URBAN POPULATION IN WORKING-AGE
GROUP (15-64) COMPARED WITH PERCENTAGES RETURNED A8 SELF-SUPPORTING AND
EARNING DEPENDENTS IN UENSUS OF 195t AND NATIONAL S8AMPLE SURVEY
(8th Round 1055) FOR PART A S8TATES BEFORE 1956 REORGANIZATION

Steles item »ource males fomales persons
rural urban rursl urben rural urban

1) ® () [0} (&) (0} Y} (8) 9)

Perosntages oensus
in working  sampls 80.85 01.49 60.38 81.37 80.48 81.43
ages :
Andhra® Percentsges  consua 4.7 50.08 17.88 11.38 33.02 30.88
of 88P'a+
ED's
Percontages
of Earners
+ED's N88 67.48 68.83 40.32 20.85 54.30 $9.78

Porcontages  census

inworking sample  55.19  66.03  ©56.58 5431 &4l 61.33

agos
Assam Percentages

of 88Ps'+

ED's

ocengus 54.00 58.93 31.88 8.54 43.40 35.50

Percentages
of Earuers
+ED’s N88 80.81 490.85 al.46 25.59 46.57 38.28

Porcentages ocensus
in working  ssmple 55.94 81.14 56.73 84.54 56.39 58.18

ages
Bihar

Peroentages
of 88P's+
ED's oconsus 50.08 41.93 21.68 14.08 35.88 33.88
Porcentages

of Earnera

+ED's N88 55.81 56.19 238.08 15.77 38.87 37.70

Peorcentages oensua
in worling  sampls 55.88 85.05 66.89 59.32 58.35 68.47
ages

Bombey Perosntagea
of 88P's+4
ED'a census 53.74 56.97 86.87 14.40 45.06 87.8%
Percentages

of Earnors
+ED’s N88 88.16 55.01 48.87 18.38 80.84 38.84

Porcontages censua

in working  sample 67.96 81.81 58.38 59.88 58.18 60.56

ages
Madhys Porcentages
Pradesh of 88P"s+
ED's oensus 84.04 55.48 63.14 18.58 88.53 38.70
Poroentagea
of Barners
+ED's N88 83.53 53.18 51.01 19.12 87.21 36.91

Percentages oconsua
in working  sample 59.80 68.97 60.61 61.95 80.81 62.47
ages
Madres® Percontages
oxli_’S'SP’n-i- ocensus 45.36 48.58 14.48 10.54 20.73 0.64
(]

Percentages
of Earners + NB8§ 81.78 §3.81 89.80 15.60 50.48 33.80
ED's N88

® Bee notes on p. 176,
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TABLE A.7. PERCENTAGE OF RUAL AND URBAN POPULATION IN WORKING-AGE
OROUP (156-64) COMPARED WITH PERCENTAGES RETURNED A8 SELF.SUPPORTING
AND FARNING DEPENDENTS IN CENSUS OF 1951 AND NATIONAL SAMPLE SURVEY
(9tb Round 1856) FOR PART A STATES BEFORE 1956REORGANISATION—(concluded)

Blulos item source males fomnales persons

rural urben rural urban raraj urban

] (2) 3) 4} (8) (8) &) (8) 9)

Porosnteges  consua
in working  sampln 58.92 61.04 59.78 57.87 89.34 59.34
agon
Orissa Percontages
of 88P": +
ED's oconsus 37.24 §7.17 19.78 14.67 38.35 37.27
Porcentages
of Earnen
+ED’s N8R 83.03 38.4 8. 2011 50.60 36.98

Porcenlages  consus
n working  sample 6¢.23 58.09 53.58 52.62 53.92 66.70
agew
Punjab Perosntages
of 83P's+
ED'a conaus 57.22 53.57 22,63 8.39 41.02 32.40
Porcontages
of Earmors
+ED'e N8 56.59 49.92 9.28 8.84 U.4S 20.680

Porcontages crnsus
in working  sample 58.28 62.02 67.60 58.22 57.98 60.33
ages
Ttier Porcanlagea
Pradesh of 88P's +
ED'a census 50.57 56.84 26.75 7.54 43.80 33.97
Percentages
of Sarnnra
+ED’s N88 58.27 54.40 22.4) 8.71 40.985 33.83

Percontages  censun
in working  sample 80.89 71.93 50.61 80.74 60.28 87.60
agen
‘Wost Bsengal  Porcoutagan
of RSP 4
ED's consus 52.18 8i.490 11.80 9.4 32.64 40.88
Porcentsges
af Esrners
+EBD% N88 58.83 60.17 18.55 9.28 37.33 38.03

Sourcs.  Consus 8ample:  Osnsus of Indis, 1951, Vol. [, Part I1-A, Desograghic Tables, Teble C-111
pp. 186.187, 192.20), 208-200, 214.223 ; based on 109% Samplo.

Conaus: Census of Indin 19%), Vol. I, Part 1X-C, Economic Tables, (Rural and Urban Population).
Table B-I1, pp. 28, 14.15, 20.40, 33.99.

National 8ampls Survey: No. 18, Empk and Unempl (May-November 1985), Deihi,
1960, Tublea 2(2) and 4(4), pp. 128 and 185,

Andhra® snd Madras”: The Bgures taksn from the Census for Andhra refer to the “North
Modras” and “Madres Deccan™ divisions of ths former Madrsa 8tate. The latcer divisoion inchudee the
ontire Bolla-y district. Chittaor, although & part of Andhrs. has been included in the Sgures for Madras
5inoe it was treatod in tho Censua as part of the “S8outh Madrss™ Divirion.

Belf-supporting persona {88P's) and Barning dopendents (ED's) wero the two olesnifications ueed in
tho Ceneus of 1931 to donoto persona with oocupalion or inoome, as distinguished from those phetely
depondent on othors. Tho equivalent larms employei in the Nalional S8ample Survey are Eamers and
Earuing Dopendeata.
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A REGIONAL ANALYSI8 OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A.8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF OCCUPIED POPULATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND OTHER OCCUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1051

Stetea all percen. R8P’ ownor tenant oulti- all rent
males tage +ED's  culti. ouli- valing other rocei-
divisions (000)  oocupied (000, vators vato labous- ocou- vors
ore pations
(s} males
Andhra
Cosatal. 1,212 50.8 3,683 33.4 1.1 26.1 2.2 1.2
Andhrs
Tolengons (X1 60.2 3,881 3.8 1.1 23.0 37.6 0.7
Rayelascoms 2,672 6.9 1,207 4.8 6.8 14.8 ©.0 1.6
Aesam
Valley 4,179 64.0 2,258 48.0 13.9 3.0 u.7 0.4
Hills 833 54.2 343 7.4 3.8 3.5 20.7 0.6
Menipur 284 53.2 151 6.6 9.9 — 19.9 2.8
Tripurs 338 56.4 188 52.1 8.6 e.6 20.6 11
Bihar
Nortb Bihar 9,001 49.9 4,403 46.4 1.9 30.2 1.8 0.7
South Bihar 5,889 6.9 2,669 47.0 7.8 21.6 23.0 0.9
Chhots Negpur 3,534 52.9 2,930 87.8 26.9 9.2 20.2 0.3
Gujarat .
Gujarat 5,885 63.1 3,125 37.8 8.8 12.8 40.0 1.0
Saurashtia 2,004 53.6 1,120 32.1 7.8 8.1 50.8 1.3
Kuwch 273 86.8 161 28.5 8.6 6.6 86.3 2.0
Kerala
Travancors-

Cochin 4,621 49.7 2.208 20.4 8.4 22.3 80.4 0.5

Malabar 3,310 “.5 1478 6.4 18.3 20.0 54.1 1.2
Madhya Pradcsh

Gwalior 010 87..6 515 48.0 11.5 5.4 28.0 1.1

Malwa 2,385 67.1 1,362 38.9 9.1 16.4 36.2 0.5

Dhar.Jhabua-
Nimar 839 68.65 474 64.4 7.8 17.1 20.5 0.2
Bhopsl 438 56.8 248 33.6 6.8 20.8 37.1 2.0
Jabalpur-Segar 2,784 62.1 1129 7.1 3.9 26.6 .6 0.8
Chhattisgar 6,050 86.4 3.306 51.6 2.8 26.7 19.7 0.4
Rundelkhand 1,833 69.1 1,084 £8.9 5.8 18.1 15.68 0.6
Madras

Tamilnsd 15,316 0.4 7,104 4.4 7.1 17.0 30.8 1.1
Maharashira

Greater

Bombay 1,119 er.7 1,204 0.1 0.1 0.1 .5 0.2
Konkan 2214 53.6 1,187 26.3 28.7 7.8 38.1 0.7
Doccan 6,284 53.3 3,350 48.8 41 .8 33.4 0.9

*Tho porcentagos for Telongana hovo boen calenlated not on the total occupied population of 3,861
males but on a Bgure of 3,697 malea since tho returns of own ocoupation of 184 male carning dependents
were missing.
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TABLE A8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF OCOUPLED POFULATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND OTHER OCOUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1951 —(conlinued)

States all porcon- 88P's  ownsr tenant eulti- all ront

maleg tage +ED's  oulti. oulti- vating other recei.

divisions (000)  oooupied (000) vators vators labour- ooou- vers
ers pations

Maharashira (oonid.)

Barar.

Nagpur 8,823 83.0 1,47 20.68 5.6 41.7 3.1 1o

Marathwada 3,016 68.4 1,781¢ 38.4 8.8 28.7 26.0 1.e
Mysore

Mysore Stats 4,857 1.7 2,223 80.1 6.1 8.0 35.8 1.2

Coorg 128 B5.2 69 81.7 7.2 11.6 58.5 2.9

North

Karnatak 4,302 88.4 1,326 0.5 11.0 18.8 28.3 1.4

Orissa

Coastal 3,271 56.3 1,842 46.5 7.9 14.1 30.5 1.1

Inlsnd 3,972 88.0 2,304 86.3 4.0 17.4 22.9 0.4
Punjab

Puujsb

Plain 8,139 86.1 3444 33.6 16.6 10.0 9.0 1.9
Patiala 1,806 89.7 1,131 47.9 11.4 10,2 28.5 2.0
Punjasb Hills 508 81.3 312 63.8 8.0 1.9 26.3 1.0
Dethi 087 58.9 581 5.8 0.7 1.4 02.1 -
Himaochal 580 67.3 890 7.0 1.7 1.8 11.0 0.5

Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwar 3,448 62.1 2,040 43.1 20.6 4.4 il.0 0.9
Ajmer 3680 60.8 219 2.9 3.6 8.2 53.9 1.4
Jodhpur-

Bikaner 2,416 58.2 1,406 %.0 41.2 3.8 30.1 0.7
Mewar 1,082 60.2 839 85.4 6.1 3.8 U.4 0.3
Kotah.Bundi 1,038 62.4 846 88.5 2.9 9.1 29.9 1.6

Uttar Pradesh
Kumaon-

Gorbwal 1,284 68.6 761 85.8 4.7 L7 £1.7 0.1
East U.P. 9,037 68.3 5,268 67.3 8.4 7.4 18.8 0.3
Oudh 8,451 59.6 5,030 61.2 5.6 6.4 26.9 0.8
West U.P. 12,312 59.1 7,274 66.6 3.6 5.9 a3l 0.8
South U.P, 2,016 60.9 1,207 54.2 8.8 11.8 28.7 0.7

West Bengal
Darjeeling-

Duars 1,102 54.2 507 23.3 20.8 4.2 51.4 0.5
West Bongal 12,243 64.8 8,712 2.5 9.3 16.5 51.3 0.4

Plain
Chandernagors 28 85.0 18 - ~ - 9.8 8.4
Bikkim 2 81.1 4 55.8 4.6 87.3 15.9 —

*The pe for Marathwada have been osloalated not oo the total cooupied population of 1,761

males bub on a Bgure of 1,628 males aince the returns of own oootpation of 233 malo sarning dopsndents
were miesing.
Souros Oourus of India 1961, Vol. I, Part I1-B, Noomoméo Tobles, pp. 214, 2840, 50- 190,
178



A REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF CENSUS AND SAMPLE SURVEY DATA

TABLE A.8. PERCENTAQE DISTRIBUTION OF OCCUPIED POPULATION IN
AORICULTURE AND OTHER OCCUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1051 —{confinued)

Statos all percon- 88P7 owner tonant oulti- all rent
fomales tago +ED's culti- culti- vating other roc6i-
divisions (000)  oeoupied (000) vators vators  labour. occu. vers
ore pations
(b) fomales
Andhro
Coastal Andbre 7,231 16.7 1,200 19.2 3.1 8.2 26.1 3.4
Tolongana 8,204 30.9 1,042 12.4 1.9 42.8 21.6 1.3
Rayalaseoms 2,468 17.4 48 7.6 1.0 32.2 3.1 3.0
Asom
Valloy 3,626 2.8 1,043 .1 9.8 3.1 0.1 0.8
Hills 605 42.8 259 8.8 3.9 5.4 10.8 11
Manipur 204 51.0 150 9.3 5.3 - 64.0 1.3
Tripurs 303 2.7 90 5.3 1.7 10.0 26.7 2.2
Bihar
North Bihar 9,117 18.3 1,888 2.0 n.s 3.5 10.4 0.8
8outh Bibar 8,652 2.6 1,200 “.3 7.7 27.8 18.2 2.0
Chhota Nagpur 6,333 26.0 1,388 68.0 3.8 u.1 13.2 0.6
Gujaral
Gujarat 5,612 29.4 1,619 .7 7.3 30.8 2.3 1.9
Baurashtra 2,43 29.7 807 30.0 8.8 20.8 32.1 1.0
Kutwch 206 30.8 o1 19.8 5.6 3.1 81.8 -_—
Rerala
Travancoro-

Cochin 4,600 2.7 1,087 13.8 1.5 21.1 8.5 2.1

Malabar 3,600 16.8 53¢ 8.4 t.s 3.2 “.o 4.1
Madhya Prodesh

Qwalior 188 11.4 80 30.7 16.9 21.6 28.4 3.4

Malwa 2,231 23.5 824 22.1 8.8 41.9 19.8 1.8

DharJhabus-

Nimar 808 30.6 39 5.8 8.1 3.9 1.3 1.3
Bhopal 39 u.s 1] 28.3 8.1 38.4 23.2 2.0
Jsbalpur-8ager 1,708 41.2 Lll¢ 171 1.0 5.0 15.8 1.2
Chtattisgarh 6,143 54.0 2,11 22.7 1.3 59.1 16.2 0.7
Bundelkhand 1,742 38.5 580 4.8 8.9 sl.¢ 15.2 0.7

Madrae
Tamiload 15,410 1.2 2,089 23.1 6“0 37.1 32.3 5
*Ths [ for ‘Tel havs boeen caloul not on the total occupied population of 1942

femalea but ¢n & figure of 1,730 females ainoe the returns of own cooupation of £03 female csrning depen-
deata wero miasing.
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TABLE A.8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF OCCUPIED POPULATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND OTHER OCCUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1961 —{continued)

Ktates all pereon. BSE's ownpr wonant cultic sl rout
fomaslos tage +ED’s eulti- oultr: vating othor rocoi.
Jivisions {000) oooupied (000) vators vators labour- oeen- virs
o pations
Mcharashira
Qreator
Bombay 1,080 1.3 120 - —_ - 9.5 2.8
Konkan 2,382 .9 832 8.5 3.7 10.3 22.6 1.0
Docesn 4,081 30.8 1,870 a9 4.0 30.68 16.9 1.6
Borar-Nagrur 2736 a.e 1184 “9 0.8 83.2 10.0 11
Marsthwads 2,030 32.7 067¢ 1.3 2.9 83.9 16.9 2.0
Myeore
Mysoro State 4,418 10.0 W 30.9 4.1 20.0 374 7.1
Coorg 104 22.1 23 8.7 4.3 13.0 56.5 17.4
North Karnatak 2,308 38.5 49 35.9 10.0 36.6 10.3 2.3
Orizsa
Coastal 3.402 1.5 484 26.9 4.1 16.6 9.4 3.0
Inland 4,001 23.9 966 3.0 2.5 7.8 37.8 1.0
Punjab
Punjab Plain 5,278 17.4 920 35.6 12.4 19.6 28.8 3.7
Patiala 1,500 H.é 230 83.0 1.3 12.0 20.4 2.6
Punjab Hilla 484 43.7 203 6.8 4.6 8.4 17.7 2.5
Delhi 168 1.7 1] 13.8 - 10.3 70.7 5.2
Himachs! 830 81.1 2 81.2 6.2 3.1 9.8 0.3
Rajasthan
Juipur-Alwsr 3,137 40.7 1,279 48.0 24.8 12.9 25.7 1.5
Ajmer 338 38.a 122 32.0 24 3.4 28.7 2.5
Jodhpur.Bikaner 2,188 33.6 734 2¢.1 48.8 8.8 18.6 0.8
Mowar 1,032 Hd 458 68.1 44 8.1 17.9 1.6
Kotah-Bundi 912 42.2 410 51.8 2.2 19.0 18.3 2.2
Uuiar Pradesh
Kumaon.

Garhwal 1,238 50.7 828 88.2 6.1 1.0 5.7 -
East U.P. 8.850 35.3 kRELY 85.¢4 8.5 12.1 15.3 0.7
Oudh 7.879 27.8 3,132 8.8 6.1 10.2 18,0 1.1
Woat U.P. 10,458 8.7 609 3.5 2.0 4.4 49.8 6.4
Bouth U.P. 1,891 38.3 24 53.9 6.8 19.1 18.9 1.5

Weat Rengal
Darjocling-Duars 929 18.6 172 9.3 8.4 2.9 9.7 1.7
Woat Bangal

Plain 10,536 0.7 1,123 18.3 6.3 19.9 54.4 1.0
Chandornagore 22 8.0 2 — —_ —_ 100.0 -
Bikkim 86 53.0 35 1.4 8.6 74.3 2.9 2.8

#The porcontages for Marathwada have been caloulstod not on the Lotal ocoupiod populaticn of 957
fomalea but on a figure of 575 fomalsa aince the roturns of own ocoupat ion of 382 fomale earning dependenta
warn missiog.

Source: Cengus of India 1851, Vol. I, Part I1-B, Eeonomic Tables, pp. 2-14, 26-40, 80-130,
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TABLE A.8. PERCENTAQE DISTRIBUTION OF OCCUPLED POPULATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND OTHER OCCUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1061—({continued)

Btates all porcon. 880’8 ownor tonant oulti. all ront
pordons Lago +ED's aqulti. oulti- vatiog other recei.
divisions (000)  ocoupied {000) vators vators labour- ©ooou- vers
ers pations
(0) persona
Andhra
Coaatal Andhra 14,433 33.8 4,872 20.9 6.1 3.5 30.7 1.8
Telengana 12,709 45.7 5,803¢ 26.5 5.4 36.7 32.4 0.9
Rayalessoma 6,038 2.4 1,83¢ 38.8 4.3 19.4 35.8 2.0
Auam
Valley 7,805 .3 3,200 “.s 12.6 3.1 9.3 0.8
Rilla 1,238 18.8 802 14.8 3.8 4.3 18.6 0.8
Manipur 578 52.1 301 53.6 1.8 - 36.9 2.0
Tripurs 830 4.2 278 52.5 8.3 9.1 28.6 1.8
Buhar
North Bihar 18,118 34.0 6,168 “.5 11.8 3.8 1.4 0.7
South Bihar 11,241 36.4 3,866 46.2 7.8 23.4 215 1.3
Chhota
Nagpur 10,868 80.7 4,316 671.8 3.0 10.9 17.9 0.4
Gujaral
Gujarat 11,387 4.8 4,74 31.8 8.3 18.8 34.0 1.3
Snursahtra 4,137 41.7 1,727 31.6 1.4 15.9 “4.0 1.2
Kutoh 568 i2.e 262 24.0 7.4 12.8 54.5 1.2
Kerala
Travancore-

Cochin 9,280 38.2 3,363 8.3 6.1 23.9 51.7 1.0

Malabar 6,819 29.5 2,000 5.9 6.6 4.1 51.4 2.0
Madhya Prodesh

Gwalior 1,692 36.8 603 45.6 17.2 7.8 28.0 18

Malwa 4,818 40.9 1,886 34.2 9.0 25.1 30.9 0.8

Dhar-Jhabus-

Nimar 1,647 48.1 798 50.8 7.9 23.8 16.8 0.8
Bhopol 836 41.4 u? 32.0 1.2 25.8 3.1 2.0
Jabalpur-Sagar 5,400 51.8 2,843 20.3 2.7 41.7 25.5 0.9
Ohhattisgarh 10,190 £9.8 6,082 38.4 2.0 41.0 18.1 0.5
Bundolkhand 3,576 46.2 1,850 54.5 8.1 28.3 15.6 0.8

Madras
Tamilnad 30,728 20.8 9,143 81.9 6.9 316 38.1 L7
Moharashtrn
Groator Bombay 2,839 46.6 1,924 0.1 0.1 0.1 9.4 0.4
Konkan 4,867 43.5 2,028 26.68 30.0 11.0 .7 0.8
Decoan 12,366 42.2 5,221 47.2 4.1 20.5 27.1 1.1

*The porcontagos for Tolongana have beon oaleulatod not on the total occupied population of 5,808
porsons but on a figure of 5,438 porsone since the rowwrns of own ocoupation of 387 oarning dopendente wore
missing.
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TABLE A.8. PERCENTACE DISTRIBUTION OF OCOUPIED POPULATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND OTHER OCCUPATIONS, CENSUS OF 1951 —(concluded)

Stnlea all peroen. 88P» ownor tonant culti. alt ront
persona tage +ED's oulti. oulti- vating othor rocei-
divisiona (000)  ocoupied (000) vators vatom labour. ocou- vers
ory pationa
Maharaehira {contd.)
Borur.Nagpur 5,558 53.4 2011 14.4 3.7 58.3 2.6 1.0
Marsthwa, 8,846 8.7 2,718 31.7 4.6 8.8 23.8 1.7
Mysore
Myvoro Btats 9.075 20.4 2,887 46.9 4.9 10.0 5.9 2.8
Cool 299 40.2 92 18.8 6.5 12.0 58.5 6.5
No
Karostak 4,608 “.2 2,075 38.8 10.7 24.9 23.% 1.7
Onasa
Coaatsl 6.673 1.0 2,336 a3 7.0 14.8 4.6 1.6
Inlend 7,973 40.9 3.260 48.2 N 20.5 27.2 0.6
Punjab
Pl’mjnb Plain 11,417 38.2 43684 41 4.8 12.0 38.8 2.3
ori i 3184 39.0 1:361 o 1.4 10.8 211 2.1
Punjab Hills 073 52.9 516 57.1 4.8 4.6 22.3 1.5
Dollu 1,145 36.8 839 6.8 0.6 2.2 00.1 0.5
Himachal 1110 69.5 681 9.9 6.6 2.8 10.¢4 0.5
Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwsr 8,085 51.9 3.4 2.0 211 70 21,9 1.1
Ajmer 693 .2 ul 2.5 3.2 17.6 4.9 1.8
Jodhpur-

Bikanor 4,604 4.5 2,139 2.1 3.9 .9 28.4 0.7
Mewar 2,003 52.4 1,007 88.5 5.4 8.8 211 0.8
Kotah.Bundi 2,008 52.6 1,058 56.8 2.4 13.0 5.8 1.8

Uuar Prodesh
Kumaon-

Garhwal 2,522 8.7 1379 6.0 .8 1.6 17. 0.1
Fost U.P. 117,887 46.9 8.393 46.5 6.5 9.2 17.3 0.5
Oudt 18130 “.a 7.182 622 5.8 a9 4.2 09
Woeat U.P. 22,771 35.0 7,873 4.9 3.5 5.8 3.0 113
8outh U.P. 3,908 XY 1931 4.1 6.8 14.4 23.7 1.0

Weat Bengal
Darjeoling-

D’um’l8 2,031 37.9 7690 20.2 17.4 3.9 87.7 0.8
Wast Bongal

Plain 22,770 4 7.3?9’ 22.8 8.9 18.2 51.7 0.4
Chandernagoroe K0 35.0 — — - 94.4 5.8
Siikdm 138 57.2 16 .2 8.3 w1 10.1 1.3

":rho;;co-upﬂ for Marathwads havo bsen calculated not on the tetal ocoupied population of 2,718
porsons L-ut ou & Agure of 2,115 persona tinoe the roturne of own occupation of 603 rarning dopendents were
missing.

Sourcs :  Ceneus of India, 106), Vol. I, Part I1.B, Bconomic Tables, pp. 214, 26-40, 90-120.

Definitions : Py pied : Number of solf-supporting perscns aad carniog dependents.
Owner cultivators :  Bolf. mpponmg porsons in Clase 1, plus carning dependanta with own occupaticn in
Class I, plua ront i with subaidiary pation in Clase I. Tenant culvators: Self-supporting

persona in Clasa 11, plus oarning dopendenta with own occupaltion in Clasa I1, plus rent receivers with subai.
dury occupalion in Clasa I1. Cultivating Isbourors :  Belf-supporting persona in Clasa I1], plus earning

pondonta with own oceupation in Ctass T11. plus rent receivers with subsidiary ocoupation in Class I1I.
All other oceupationa :  8elf.supporting porsons in Clarscs V, \'X VII, and V1I1: plus eamning dependents
with own ocoupation in thess olaston plus rent i with subsidiary pations in thuve clasce. Root

recoivers : Bell-supporting porsons in Olasm 1V with no sbaidiary ococupation plus earning dependents
wilh own ocoupation ia Olase IV.
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TABLE A.12. PROPORTION OF CULTIVATING CLASSES (FAMILIES) TO ALL CLABSES
(FAMILIES), RURAL POPULATION, 756 DISTRICTS, CENSUS OF 1051, AND
RURAL CREDIT SURVEY 1651-1062

consus rural oredil survey
States P
and oullivating owners oultivaling
divisions districta and tenants, and families
their dopendonts
Andhra
Constal Andhra Wt Godsvari 40.4 8.2
Tolong Mabbubaag 54.0 58.6
Nizamabad 59.8 81.1
Ray Cuddapsh 55.3 78.3
Kurnool 51.0 0.3
Anom
Assam Valley Caohar §0.3 72.8
Kamrup 8l.¢ ny
Lokhimpur 66.7 86.2
Tripurs Tripura 72.8 72.9
Bihar
North Bihar Monghyr North 53.8 83.7
South Bihar Bhagalpur 59.8 3.4
Chhota Nagpur Hazaribagh 82.6 81.3
Palamau 74.0 79.8
Qujaral
Gujarat Ahmedabad 52.0 34.1
Broach 88.2 50.7
Saurashtrs Sorath 82,5 61.8
Rerola
Travancore-Cochin Quilon 0.1 69.7
Malabar Malabar 20.2 83.3
Madhya Pradesh
Malwa Shivpar 73.8 83.8
Shajapur 84.0 88.5
Bhilsa §7.0 68.3
Dhar.Jhsbua-Nimar ~ Jhabua 87.7 95.7
Bhopal Raisen 80.2 57.5
Jabalpur-Sagar Bagar 56.2 7.7
Chhattisgnrh Bilaspur 78.2 86.9
Durg 85.4 82.1
Bundelkhand Rewa 68.1 65.3
Sataa 67.0 5.4
Madras
Tamilasd Coimbators 1.4 43.8
Chingloput 49.8 83.9
Ramnad 64.1 82.8
Maharcshira
Konkan Ralnagiri 70.1 15.9
Docoan ‘Woet Khandesh 85.7 80.5
Poouns 8.7 86.8
Kothapur 9.7 8.9
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TABLE A.12. PRPPORTION OF CULTIVATING CLASSES (FAMILIES) TO ALL CLASSES
(FAMILIES), RURAL POPULATION, 75 DISTRICTS, CENSUS OF 195), AND

RURAL CREDIT SURVEY 1051.1062—(continued)

conaus rural credit survey
8tates
and cultivaiing ownors cultivating
divisions diatricta and tonants, and familien
theie depondents
Bernr-Nagpur Akola 43.3 46.3
Nagpur 45.9 61.3
Chhattisgarh Chnnda 59.3 85.9
Marathwado Parbhaoi 55.2 50.0
QOamaasbad 87.8 55.6
Myrore
Mysore Bangaloro 10.0 78.7
Huuesn 82.8 78.7
Nortk: Rarsatak Bijapur §7.4 68.9
Orzsa
Coastal Orisan Puri 66.6 62.0
Injond Orirea Sambalpur 66.4 87.3
Koraput 80.0 4].0
Punjab
Punjab Ploin Hoshisrpur 63.8 56.6
Jullunder 48.2 21.0
Hissar 81.9 72.8
Patisla Bhatinda 70.8 84.3
Mohindorgerh 82.9 88.7
Himachal Sirmoor 01.7 83.6
Rajasthan
Jaipur-Alwar Jaipur 68.4 73.9
Sowaimadhopur 7.8 86.1
Jodhpur-Bikanor Churu 95.8 89.4
Barmer 80.9 92.4
Mowar Sirohi 50.0 80.2
Eotsah-Bundi Chittorgarh 81.3 89.7
Uttar Pradesh
Kumaon-Garhwal Nainital 76.8 41.3
Eest U.P. Doorin 89.6 02.7
Jaunpur 78.1 76.8
Baltia 87.1 11.1
Oudh Kanpur 4.7 15.1
Sitapur 86.0 83,5
Sultanpur 8.6 91.0
Wosl U.F. Moorut 52.6 60.7
Aligarh 60.8 48.8
Agra 80.2 4.4
Shahjahenpor 84.8 86.3
South U.P. Hamirpur 87.7 62.0
Mirzapur 86.6 84.4
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TABLE A.12. PROPORTION OF CULTIVATING CLASBES (FAMILIES) TO ALL CLASSES
(FAMILLES), RURAL POPULATION, 75 DISTRICTS, OENSUS OF 1961, AND
RURAL CREDIT SURVEY 19851.1952—{concluded)

osnaus rural eredit gurvey
States
any oultivaling owners cultivaling
divisions distriets and tonants, and familion
thoir dopendonts
West Bangal
Darjesling-Duars Jalpaiguri 50.5 86.8
Wost Bengal Plain Burdwan 52.8 58.2
Midnap: r 72.3 83.2
Maida 80.8 60.3

Sources :  Consus of India, 1851, Vol. 1, Part [1.A, Demographic Tables, pp. 365.388.
All-Jadis Rural Crodit Survey : Vol. I1, The Technicul Repori, 1858, pp. 240-241.

Aote: Thy Pursl Crodit Survey figuros for tho porcentages of cultivaling fsmiliea to all village
familios aro derived irom entrics 1n tko Genornl Schedulo, which #as filled upfor svary family in eight samplo

villages for eech of 75 solocted districta.

Paper recesved : Seplember, 1959,
Revised : April, 1960,
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