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I, Statement of the Problem

The process of migration has been one of the
most dynamic aspects of humaq activity since the be-
ginning of the human civilization. Migration broadly
denotes movement of peoplé trom one area to another
involving changes in the spatial distribution of
popul ationh. Geographers have been traditiomally inter-
ested in the' study of tne patterns and processes in-
volved in tne migration of peopie.

Migration is not only important for its role
in the redistribution of people in absolute numbers:
it also has enormous impact on several attributes of
the populatiopn, such as sex, family status, occupation,
education, social and cultural attributes, language'
and religion. Thas, it lead to the redistribution of
social, cultural, occupational, religious groups, aé
well as helping structural changes to take place in
the econonty.

It is, however, important to note that the type
of structural changes brought about by migration are
largely dependent upon the attributes of the migrants
themselves, and such structural changes are dependent

upon the volume of migration.
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The migration process involves different types
of mobility from region to region, state to state, coun-
try to country, continent to continent, rural to rural,
urban to urban, rural to urban, seasonal, temporary, per-
manent, etc. Influenced by phfsical environment as well
as soclo-economic conditions of both the places, i.e. the
place of origin and the place of destinatiocn of the migrgnts
In almost all the develcping nations rural-urban migration
stream is becoming very important due to industrialization
and urbanisation taking place in a few select places and
nodes,

The overall picture at the All-India level,however,
is too generalized and does not reflect the situations at
micro-level which are effected by regional and local, torces.
The proposed study makes an attempt to study the patterns
" of migration with special reference to the rural-to-urban
stream in the sState of Meghal ay 8. The study makes an attempt
to examine the volume of migration in.a predominantly tribal
state and isolates the rural-to-urbam stream to analyse its
implications. The analysis takes into account the inter-
district variations in the volume of migration and examine
the variations in the sex-composition of the migrant popu-
lation. An attempt has also been made to broadly identify

the major causes affecting the decition to migrate.

1I. Objectives

The present study aims at analysing the patterns

and causes of migration in Meghalaya
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The broad objectives are as followss

(1) To get an insight into the extent of migration

(ii) To examine the nature of rural to urban stream
of migration

(iii) To analyse various Qnderlying causes which in-

fluences the decision to migrate.

III. Methodology

The migration data has been classified into various
streams, i.e Rural to rural, urban to rural, rural to urban,
urban to urban, based on information on place of last resi-
dence. The information on rural to urban migration stream
has furthre been classified onthe basis of the distance, such
as the inter state, an intra state migration. The intra state
migration has two variance, the intra district and inter dis=
trict. The inter state migration has three variance namely,
migration from Assam, Bihar, and other states of India. The
sex differentials and composition has also been separately
analysed. An index of diversity of various streams has been
computed using Green Bergs method of diversity.

The volume of migration has been analyse.with the
help of both place of last residence and place of birth as
indices. Disgance and direction of migration has been analysed
with the help of inter-district, intra district and outside

the state classification scheme of migration. Male female
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differentials in the volume of migration have also been

analysed. An attempt has also been made to study the diffe-
rences in the volume based on the duration of stay, i.e
recent migrants (below S5 years) and older migrants (above

5 years)

Depending on the 1981 csnsus classification of the
cause of migration the migrants are classified into five
broad categories, i.e migration on account of Employment,
Education, Family moved, Marriage, and others. The causes
of migration have been analysed for males and females sepa-

rately and also according to duration and distance.

IV. Some of the major findings of the study may be outlined
as follows

1, The extent and volume of migration in Meghalaya
seemg to respond positively with the size of vr-han population
in each district suggesting the importance of urbanization
in accelerating the process. Another feature of migration in
the state refers to the disproportionate share found only in
one district, i.e the East Khasi Hills district where the
capital of shillong is located, and which undoubtedly is a
fast growing large urban concentration not emly of signifi-
cance in the state but in the entire North Eastern Region.

2. The dominance of intra state migration in the
total volume of migrants indicate a higher mobility among

the local population largely consisting of Scheduled Tribe
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belonging to Khasi and Garo tribes.

3. A very large proportion of the migmants coming
from outside the state te§ds to get concentrated in the
East Khasi Hills district, possibly in the capital city
of Shillong. In fact, larger the distance grecater is
thelr concentration in this district. The capital city

is flourishing with its educational trade and administra-
tive functions, which attracts the long distance migrants

to this district.

However, the Assamese migrants are distributed
in almost all the areas of Meghalaya unlike other migrants
from outside. This may be largely due to closcr social
and economic linkages between these tw?2 neighbouring states

which were one administrative entity not bery long back.

4, While the distribution of male migrants closely
resemble the aggregative pattern, the females tend to shew
a slightly greater concentration in the East Khasi Hills

district.

5. Considering the peculiarities of the regional
economy, topographic conditions and recent history of
urbanization in the state coupled with the suhsistence
level of agricultural economy,the .extent of rural-to-
urhan stream of migration is significant and is compara-

ble to advance region of the country. But it may be
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added that only one or two districts are =2nly experien-
clng such migration at a larger semle while in wast
areas of the state the rural-to-urban stream continues
to be feeble. This is dnderstandable as urbanization

in these districts too is poorly significaht that with
the emergence of a strong urban base in East ihasi Hills
district and West Garo Hills district the stream is

picking up momentum in these areas,

6. Muck like the rest of the country the pattern
of migration is dominated by Rural=to~Urban stream, charac-
teristics of any economy dominated by agriculture and other

primary methods of production.

7. Bulk ofthe rural to urban stream of migration

consists of small distance migrants, i.e., inter-district
or intra-=-district, the former being more dominant than the
latter. Most of the rural migrants from outside the state

get concentrated in East Khasi Hills district only.

8. Male rural-to-urban migrants are slightly more
in inter-state category involving long distance migration,
On the other hand, bulk of the female rural-to-urban mi-
gration involves short distance migratien i.e., either

inter- or intra-state type.

9. A very significant feature of the nature of rural

to urban migration in tne state refers to lack of large
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scale sex selectivity in its compositicn, The preponderence
of females in the Rural-to-~Urban stream is in sharp cone-
trast to the situation elsewhere in the country and

brings it closcr to experiences of the western developed
economies, The females, particularly outnumber males or
constitute a very large proportion in the intra-state
cateqgory in most districts, But their share falls dras-
tically in the category which involved inter=state move;
ment, The numbrical dominance of females in the shortest
distance migration, i.e., intra-district movemcnt is
particularly revealing. The pattern brings out the sharp
differences in the tribal and non-tribal response to
Rural-to-Urban migration. The t#ibal ethos has probhably
withsteood th2 sex selectivity in the Rural-Urban migration
characteristics of non=tribal social order which permits

a larger male migration only. The numerical superiority

of females in Rural-Urban stream within the state indicates
the continuance of the tribal ethos of lack of gender

bias in migration.

10. Analysis of the reasons of migration provides
indication of the effects that the push factors have not
yet gcquired menacing proportions causing large sections
to migrate from their areas of living which is cited as
a major cause elsewhere in the country. The cities pro=-

bably continue to act as pull areas as evident from the



fact that movement of families is the singyle lavrgest
cause. The econn jic metive comes as the third impor-
tant cause. Such a conclusion, however, should only
be treated as tentative as}the census categorisation

of causes itself may he inadequate.

11, Economic reasons 4do not seem to be a ma jor .
cause of migration among females., But i is substantial

within the state.

12. The extent of sex-~differential in each of the
causes is substantially low in the case of intra-state
migration. Unlike the rest of the country the marriage
migrations are dominated by males. This is largely pre-
valence of matri-=local system of marriage invelving migra-

tion of males to in=laws place of residence.

The generalization and cenclusions arrived
at are by no means conclusive and warry all the limita-
tions of census data. But even the generalizations throw

up seme basic gquestions as far as its implication are

cencerned.

It is important to note that the extebt of
rural-to-urban migration is taking place due to urbani-
zation which is mostly administrative naturd. There is
no evidence to suggest that any structural changes as

associated with urbanization and migrations. Secondly,
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there is a need to understand the specific nature of
such migrations as they affect the rural arcas, it's
economy, and the social organisation., The impact of

such a streng stream of rural-to-urban migration may
have wide=-ranging implicaticns te a tribal economy

which is characterized by subsistence agriculture and

a social organisation based on egalitarian princhples

and matrilineal system, Third, the causes of migration‘
may be rooted in the diversity of factors such as
stagnation of the rural economy due to population growth
ard increasing awareness of people to the growing impul-
ses 0of the towns. These (uesticvns need further insight
inte the problem. Fourthly, Shillong Urban concentration
is of particular significance. It is growing fast in
recent decades. It has a large share of the population

of the state and this proportion is increasing. However,
the city is not based on any large scale, organised
manufacturing activity. Therefore, trade, commerce, admi=-
nistratiomr and the 'informal sector' is becoming the key
to pull operated on intra-state migration. On the other
hand, the stagnation, even decagﬂin the rupal hinterland,
though not conclusively proven, may act as the nain push
factor in this growing stream of migrants to Shillong and
the adjoining towns. Without an adequate economic base,
the quality of life in the city will go down, social

conflict rise (in competition for limited resources) and
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all that can be stemmed only by a purposeful reconstrucs

tion of the tural hinterland.

The diss-rtation started with a limited

ob jective and concludes with even more;qqest;ons than

7~ .
it planned to answer. It is proposed to cgrry on the
)

o

work forward by an intensive fieldwork to find out

possible answers to the questions raised by the work,
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CHAPTER - 1

INTRODUCTION

1,1 Statement of the problem :

The process of migration has been one of the
most dynamic aspects of human activity since the begin-
ning of human civilization. Migration broadly denotes
movement Of people from one area to another invelving
changes in the spatial distribution of population,
Geographers have been traditionally interested in the

study of the patterns and processes involved in the

migration of people.

Migration is not only important for its role in
the redistribution of people in absolute numbers; it
also has enormous impact on several attributes of the
population, such as sex, family status, occupation,
education, social and cultural attributes, language and
religion., Thus, it may lead to the redistribution of so-
cial, cultural, occupational, religious groups, as well

as helping structural changes to take place in the economy.

It is, however, important to note that the type of
structural changes brought about by migration are largely
dependent upon the attributes of the migrants themselves
and such structural changes are dependent upon the vOlume

of migration.



The migration process involves different types of
mobility from region to region, state to state, country
to country, continent to continent, rural to rural, urban
to urban, rural to urban, seasonal, temporary, permanent

etc influenced by physical environment as well as socio-

economic conditions of both the places, i.e., the place

of origin and the place of destination of the migrants.

In almost all the developing nations rural-urban migration ‘
stream 1is becoming very important due to industrializatdion
and urbanisation taking place in a few select places and

nodes,

The overall picture at the All-India level, however,
is too generalized and does not reflect the situations at

micro-level which are effected by regional and local forces.

The proposed study makes an attempt to study the patterns

of migration with special reference to the rural-to-~urban

stream in the State of Meghalaya. The study makes an

attempt to examine the volume of migration in a predomi-
nantly tribal state and lsolates the ruralsbo-urban stream
to analyse its implications. The analysis takes into account

the inter-districE"variqtions in the volume of migration and

examine the Vvariations in the sex~composition of the migrant
population. An attemb£ has also been made to broadly iden-

tify the major causes affecting the decision to migrate.
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1.2 Study Area :

The present study confines itself to the state of
Meghalaya , for an indepth study of the patterns and
causes of migration with special reference to the rural -
to - urban stream (the classic stream). Dominated by hills
and valleys, the plateau state supports three major tribes -

the Khasis, the Jdaintias and the Garos.

Meghalaya came into existence as a full fledged
state in 1972 ( 21st January ) under the North-Eastern
Areas (Reorganisation) Act of 1971 (Act No., 81 of 1969).
The state as a whole, particularly the Khasi and Jaintia
hills is a picturesque landscape containing plateaus,
ravines, brooks, rivulets, lakes, wateBfalls, gorge, etc.
and often, has inspired someone to call it the Scotland

of the East,

It is bounded in the north and the east by Assam,
in the south by Bangladesh. Meghalaya (the abode of clouds)
lies between 20°9'30" and 25°8°'28" North=latitude, and
between 85°49' -~ 92°51" East Longitude, with the total
geographical area of 22,429 square Kilometres and a popu-
lat;on of 13,35,819 as per census 1981 and population
density of 59 per Sq.Km. The State is divided into 5 admi-
nistrative districts viz. East Khasi Hills, West khasi

Hills, East Garo Hills, West Garo Hills and Jaintia Hillsl.

1. Bareh Hamlet :(1974) Meghalaya North Eastern India News
and Feature Service.



Physiographically the whole State of Meghalaya is
said to represent a remnant of an ancient plateau of
Precambrian Age of Indian Peninsula, uplifted to it's
present height of about 600 - 1800 feet above the main
Sea Level. Shillong Peak is the highest point, towers
over neighbouring plateau at a height of about 1951m
above the Main Sea Level. The region has been variously
described as an (irregular parallelogram) and a (table

land) etc.2

Meghalaya is predominantly inhabited by the Khasis
and the Garos., The tribal commﬁnities present a disttknc-—
tive ethnicity (both racial and linguistic). The main
occupation of the people 1is agriculture and the continua-
tion of jhum in means pockets indicates the low level of
development in the State. The pace of industrialization is
very slow compared to the other States of the country.
Nevertheless, there has been a steady growth of at least
small scale units over some years. These units are mostly
in the tiny sector, covering servicing industries, bakeries,
furniture, iron and steel fabrication, motor vehicle repair

works etc,

The pace of Urbanisation has heen rather slow over

the past years. East Khasi Hills District with Shillong as

2. Geological Survey of India (1974) Miscellaneous Publica-
tion’ No. 30 L] ’
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the capital has contributed a ma jor share to the growth of
urban population in the State, East Khasi Hills District
alone claims to have 180,000 urban population out of the State
total of 241,333 accounting for 74.92%. This shows that
urbanisation is felt more in this district than any other
district of the State. Looking at the figures in West Garo
Hills District, one surprises to see the exorbitant increase
from i5,489 in 1971 to 39,440 in 1981 accounting for about
150 per cent increase of over the decade. There is no record
of increase or decrease in the West Garo Hills and East Garo
Hills. As has been stated earlier, the new town of Nongstoin

and Williamnagar came ihto being in 1981 with the creation of

these two districts.3

Table - 1,1

Meghalaya : Progress of Urbanisation

Year No, of town Total Population
1951 2 58,512
1961 6 1, 17,483
1971 6 1,47,17Q
1581 12 2,91,333

Source : Census of India, Population Tables, 1981

It is to be noted that the constituents of the

Shillong Urban Agglomeration are reckoned as a separate

3. Census of India, 1981, "Population Tables. Meghalaya"



towns anmd have been classified according to their own
population and not according to the population of the

agglomeration.

From the above statement, it can be seen that the
number of towns remained 2 between 1901 to 1951, These
towns were the Shillong Municipality and the Shillong
Cantonment with the total population of 58,512, It is
in the year 1961, another four towns have been added to
the existing number of towns., They are Nongthymmai Town,
Mawlai Town, Tura Town and Jowai Town with a total popula-
tion of 1,17,483, In the year 1971 no new towns have been
added to the existing towns buttthe population in these
towns rose to 1,47,170, In 1981 6 more towns added to the
existing six towns; they are Pynthorumkhrah Town, Madan-
ryting Town, Cherrapun jee, Williamnagar, Baghmara Town and
Nongstoin Town with the total population of 2,41,333. The
town, Pynthorumkhrah and Madanryting were treated as towns
because of the expansion of Shillong Urban Agglomeration,
whereas places such as Nongstoin, Williamnagar are district
headquarters and both do not satisfy the technical criteria

- —of—be€ing notified as towns.

The growth of population shows that the percentage
of the decadal variation of population from decades 1971 to
1981 shows a slight increase in the percentage variations and

in terms of absolute number the increase in the population



during the decade was 3,24, 120. The increase 1in the per-
centage variations 1is higher in the urban areas than in

the rural areas throughout the decades.

Looking at the figure at the district we find that
the pattern of change in the decadal variation is similar
to that of the state. West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills
show cent per cent increase in the decade 1971, 1981 as
the new towns cropped up only in 1981 census with the

creation of these new districts.

The increasing in the population and density is
pressing hard on the available natural resource base and
the situation is getting accentuated with the continuation
of the practice of shifting cultivation and the low level

of agriculture development in the stage.

The total literacy rates in Meghal aya was 27,70 per
cent in 1971, which increased to around 34 per cent in the
year 1981, The male literacy rate is a little higher than
the average i.e., while the female literacy rates stands
at 30,08 perwcent. The literacy rates is higher among the
urban population (61,12 per cent) than that among rural
population (27.45 per cent). The urban areas have a better
facilities for education than rural areas, This is so

because the education programme have been handicapped for
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Among these aspects, two causes of migration seems to be
the most important. There are various causes of human
movement. One of these, there is the population pressure
which often forces people from the area in search of land,
employment or any means of subsistence or pleasure. On the
other hand, better job opportunities is relatively more
industrially or economically developed areas attracts

people from economical backward areas,

According to Jain5 the rapid urban growth is pri-
marily due to rural -~ urban migration but its volume is
not definitely known. Increasing literacy and better
communication links in the rural areas also give rise
to rural - urban migration with the help of " push " and
" pull " theory. It will be easy to understand the migra-
tion process. According to this theory migration may
occur as people more in search of better opportunities
to improve the standard of 1living. Some of the push factors
which operate at a place from where the people move are
high rate of natural increase drought, flood, depletion

of natural calamities and negative socio=political conditions,

5. S.P. Jain, Urbanisation and Migration in a status study on
population research in India, Vol. II., Tata McGraw Hill,
Delhi, p. 83.
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Malhotra6 rightly point out " Migration does not
arise of its own influences by a complex set of dissatig-
faction and aspirations., Situation and epportunity, which
are reflected in their histories and the characteristics

of the migrants.,"

According to Raza and ChottOpadhyaya7. * The Process
of development leads to redistribution of sectoral rela-
tionship. The vertical changes in the sectoral structures
of the economy determine the nature and magnitude of the

flow of people in space."

According to Mitra8 " The enduring assumption is
that the over crowding in agriculture and the consequences
lack of subsistence in rural areas, pushes population into
urban areas, to which they are inexorably push by an over
increasing demand in tertiary activities and to a certain

extend in secondary activities.”

6. Malhotra, G.K,, 1971 : " Birth places Migration in India"
Census of India, 1971, Special Monograph: No, 1, New Delhi.

7. Raza, M & Chottapadhyaya, B., 1975 : " Regional Develop-
ment analytical Framework and Indicator " I.D.R.S., Vol.7
No. 1, 1975. p.26.

8, Mitra, A. 1967 : Internal Migration and Urbanisation in
India, Document prepared for UNICAFE Expert Working
Group. Bangkok, Thailand, 1967,
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Patterns, causes, consequances of migration in
North East region which gives us the background of the

Migration has also been attempted by some authors also,

Extracting some broad generalisation about migra-
tion from the works of these authors, present works throws
the light on pattern characteristics, causes and conse-

quences of miaoration in North East India,

According to P.Chittaranjan9 " large scale of
migration are not taken place in recent times in this
region, International and inter state migration may be

said to have commenced in this region over since 1826,

The movement of Hindustani in migrants mainly from
density populated area of Bihar aud vttar Pradesh was in
search of employment as manual labourers in industries,

construction of transport services, and also have small
10

business and miscetlaneous semi skilled work

About 64 per cent of tne migrants to Meghalaya are

from Assam upto 1971, but this position has changed because

9. P. Chittaranjan, 1978 : " Immigration in Urban Cities "
Urbanisation in North Eastern Region of India., M,Phil
Dissertation, Deptt. of Geography, N.E.H.U., Shillong.

10 .M.C.Bhuyan, 1977 : " Immigrants population ot Assam "
An analytical synthetic study. Unpublished Ph,D. Thesis,
Deptt. of Geography, Gauhatl University.
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of the shift of Assam capital from Shillong to DiSpurll.

1.4 Ob jective of the Study :

The present study aims at analysing the patterns

and causes of migration in Meghalaya.

The broad objectives are as follows :
(1) to get an insight into the extent of migration,
(11) to examine the nature of rural to urban stream of
migration,
(1i1) ﬁo analyse various underlying causes wnich infleunces

the decision to migrate,
1,5 Research Questions :

The work depends largely on census information., Due
to the limitation of data and its inadequacy,no straight
forward hypothesis 1s proposed. Instead the dissertation
tries to understand the broad pattern and causes of migra-

tion into Meghalaya with the following research questions:

(1) Considering éésedﬁiélly tribal cnaracter of the
-Eébd6ﬁy in Meghalaya, wnat 18 the extend of internal migra-

tion and what are its causes ?

11, N.P.Goel, 1983 : Demographic Structure of North East
India. Ph,D. Thesis. Deptt. of Geography, N.E.H.U.
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(2) Do the streams of migration confirm to all
India patterns with respect to their relatives strength

amd sex composition as well as distance of migration ?

(3) what is the nature of rural to urban stream of
migration in Meghalaya ard how does it relate to the

accepted patterns elsewhere in India ?

1.6 Sources of Data :

The study depends mainly on the secondary sources
of data, particularly the census of India 1971 and 1981,

The following handbooks have been consulted :

(1) Migration tables, Census of India, 1971, Meghal aya,
(ii) Migration tables, Census of India, 1981, Meghalaya,
(ii1) Statistical Handbook, Meghalaya, 1987. '
(iv) Population tables, Census of India, 1981, Meghalaya.

(v) Census Atlas, Census of India, 1971, 1981,

1.7 Methodology :

The migration data has been classified into various
“SiEEEEs;“i;e., rural to rural, urban to rural, rural to
urban, urban to urban, based on information on place of
last residence. The information on ftural to urban migration

stream has further been classified on the basgis of the



Y
(w1

distance, such as inter state and intra state migration.
Tre intra state migration has two variance, the intra
district and inter district. The inter state migration
has three variance namely, migration from Assam, Bihar
and other states of India. The sex differentials and
composition has also been separately analysed. An index
of diversity of various streams has been computed using

Green Bergs method of diversity.

The volume of migration nas been analyse with the
help of both place of last residence and place of birth
asgs indices., Distance and direction of migraticn has been
analysed with the help of inter-district, intra district
and outside the state classification scheme of migration,
male and female differentials in the volume of migration

have also been analysed.

An attempt has been made to study the differences
in the volume based on the duration of stay, i.e., recent

migrants ( below 5 years ) and older migrants ( above 5 years ).

Depending on the 1981 census classification of the

cause of migration the migrants are classified into five

broad categories, i.e., a migration on account of employment
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separately and also according to duration anu discance.
1.8 Chapter Organisation :

The first chapter deals with the statemeut of the
probiem, study area, sources of data, methodology, oOb jec-
tive of the study, research questions and survey of

literature etc.

The second chapter deals with the extent of migr:
tien in Meghalaya, the study makes an effort to examine
the inter-district variations in the volume of migration

and tries to identify the reasons for the differences.

The third chapter deals with the extent of inter
district variations in various streams of migration, and
then an indepth study is made to understand the nature of

rural to urban stream of migration.

The fourth chapter deals with the reasons for migra-
tion classified into five groups, such as employment, edu-
cation, family moved, marriage and otners,

The final chapter provides a brief summary of the
findings and includes a discussion on its implications as

well as scope for further study in this area,
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1.9 Significance of the Study :

The importance of migration in general and rural to
urban migration in particular has been stressed time and
again by soclal sclentists particularly with reference to
its implications for the developing economics. The signi
ficance of this study lies in the fact that the area under
investigation has not experienced any major development
of urbanization and industrialization and continues to be
characterized dominantly by a tribal ethos. Against this
background, the migration into this region has been sub-
stantial and its implications are far reaching to the
economy, soclety and space. The dissertation attempts to
examine these issues by a closer scrutiny of the migration

data in Meghalaya.
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CHAPTER = 2

SPATIAL PATTERNS OF MIGRATION IN MEGHALAYA

2.1 Introductory Statement

One of the major effects of migration in any area
refers to change in the total volume of population. The
change 1s effected either by the differential in birth and
death rates (natural growth) or by migration. Thus, :an
area gains or loses popﬁlation through in-migration or
out-migration. In otehr words, migration is a ma jor factor
in changing the size and structure of the population. The
movement process affects the areas to which the migrants

have moved and areas which they have left.

In this chapter an attempt has been made to measure
~the extent of migration in Meghalaya. The study makes an
effort to examine the inter-district variations in the
volume of migration and tries to identify the reasons for
the differences. The analysis involves an understanding
of the sex differentials in the volume of migration clas-
sified according to distances such as inter-state and intra-
state (including inter - and intra-state) migration. The
study depends exclusively on the infomation obtained from
census data pertaining to the census enumeration years

1971 and 1981.

The census has classified migrants by their place of

last residence and by their place of birth, Both these type
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. ool
are considered in the analysis. The Census of India

defines the following terms as given below :

(1) Place of Birth : When a person born in the village or

town where he or she is being enumerated.

Rural to Urban : For those born outside the village or

town of enumeration ascertain if the place is the village

or town at present. To enable a person to determine whe-
ther the place is a tan or a village, he orshe may be
required to indicate the status of the place of bhirth in
comparison with the known town in the neighbourhood of the
place of enumeration. You may mention some important urban
characteristics to enable the person to make out, if the
place of his or her birth is rural or urban, e.g., existence
of a local administrative body, industrial township declared

as town,etc.

(a) For a person born in the village
(b) For a person bhorn in town or city

(c) For a person born in a foreign country.

(1i) District :

Intra=District : For a person born outside the village

or town of enumeration but within the district of enumeration.

Inter=-District : For a person born in another district

1. Census of India : Meghalaya Migration Tabkles, 1971 & 1981,
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of the state of enumeration of in a district in some other

state or Union Territory in the country.

State and Country : For a person born outside the state of

enumeration, but within the country, will have to name the
state or Union Territory where born, i.e., Bihar, Assam

and others,

(1i1) Last Residence: The answer to this question will have

to be filled in respect of every person, if he or she had
another or normal residence irrespective of his or her

place of birth, before he or she came to the present place
where he or she 1s enumerated. Even if a person was born

at the place of enumeration but because he or she works or
studies, etc.,, he or she had shifted subseguently to ano-
ther village or town and had come back again to the place of
enumeration, he or she should deemed to have had another

place of residence prior to this or her enumeration here,

The immediate previcus village or town of residence
is relevent only if, he or she had been outside the village
or town of enumeration and not simply in aother house or
locality in the same place. For example,.if a person born
in some part of Bombay city is found residing in another

part of Bombay at the time of enumeration, the change of

residence should not be treated as change of place of
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residence because both these areas are within the same
city of Bombay., Where a person had merely gone out to
another place or had been shifting from place to place
purely on tour or - pilgrimage or for temporary business
purposes, he or she should not be deemed to have had
another residence different from place to place where

he or she or his or her family normally resides. In the
case of a person who is enumerated elsewhere than in his
normal place of residence will be recorded as place of
last residence, Similarly, if a person is enumerated at a
place other than his place of birth and if he had no other
place of normal residence before coming to the place of
enumeration, the place of birth would be the place of last

residence.

It would not be possible to specify the duration of
stay which will qualify for reconing the last residence.
The circumstances of each case would have to be taken into
consideration, in deciding whether a person has had a last
residence or not., For example, an officer who has been
transferred fora short period must be considered as moving
from his or her place of previous posting which would become
his or her place of last residence, irrespective of his or
her stay in the new posting. However, temporary movement
like women moving into hospital for treatment, etc, at a

place other than their usual residence, will be ignored



ard these places will not be treated as place of last
residence. In the case of child born in a hospital into
which the mother has moved temporarily for delivery which
is different from the usual place of resldence ofthe
mother, the place where the hospital is, will be treated
as the place of last residence for the child, though

the place where the hospital is,willnot be the plaqe for

the mother,

2.2 Migration in Meghalaya & Historical Factors :

Meghalaya has been transformed by many changes which
have taken place in the recent times. It started with annex-
ation or the entry of the British to Khasi Hills (in 1833)
ard Jaintia Hills ( in 1835) the annexation of Khasi Hills
broke the age long isolation of the Khasis and Garos and
brought about far reaching changes as far as their migra=-
tion is concerned. Social change has been more phenomenal
in the district of Khasi and Jaintia Hills for the first
time this has come to a regular contacts with the Brittish
Government., The change gathered momentum from 1874 when
Shillong became the capital of the erstwhile province of
Assam. This factor led to a great deal of transformation
of the region éccompanieﬁ by the processes of urbanisation,
accellerated rural-urban migration, movement of people from

outside the state, spread of Christianity, literacy, emer-



gence of new trade structures, increase social contacts

etc.2

The changes made remarkable impacts into various as
spheres of life through the contacts from the migrants

from outside.

Movement of people from newly established township -
Shillong -~ started as it become the trade 1ntrepot3. The
causes of the development and the attraction of migrants
from outside as well as from rural areas may be outlined

as follows :4

(1) Establishment of Urban Centres : Cherrapun jee
was the first headquarter of the British administration,
but in 1864 it was transferred to Shillong. Later it become
the regimental centre and in 1874 it was made the capital

of Assam,

(i1) Western Education : Western Education was
brought by the Welsh Calvinistic Presbyterian Mission which
reduced the lamguage to writing Roman alphabet, the Khasi

took themselves to western education.5

2. Bareh, Hamlet, 1374 : Meghalaya : North Eastern India
News and Feature Service, pp. 209 - 210,

3. Geological Survey of India, 1974, Miscellaneous Publication
No, 30,

4, Pakem, B., 1978 : Shillong 1971-81, NEHU, Shillong :
Indian Council of Social Science Research,

5. Dkhar, S.I., 1981, :"Shillong - Origin and Development
1866 -~ 1947", M.Phil dissertation, School of Social
Sciences, NEHU, 1981. p.2.




The Shillong urban eantres acted as a cofi for
imparting modern education amd concentration of large
number ©f schools and colleges attracting migrants to
the city to pursue education. This accelerated the pro-

cess of rural to urban migration,

(1ii) Transport Network : During the pre-indepen-,
dence period, transport played an important role in
bringing about the movement of people from rural areas
making contact with the city possible. The road connec-
tion between Sylhet to Guwahati through Shillong connec-
ted the Brahmaputra and Surma Valley. The improvoed connec-
tivity through roads played a vital role in increasing
the pace of rural-=to-urban migration hitherto manajed with

great difficultys.

2.2 Generalities

It is interesting to note that the proportion of
migrant population of Meghalaya (according to the place
of last residence) registered a decline in the year 1981
compared to the previous decade, The share of migrants
in the total population of Meghalaya was a little lesé
than one third (31.92 per cent) in the year 1971. In 1981
howevet, the proportion is less than a quarter (24.07 per
cent) ofthe total population., The decline in migrant's
share may partly be attributed to the redistribution of

population following creation of Meghalaya as a state in
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The year 1972, 'he inter~ethnic clash in Shilleong cduring
the year 1979, may also have contributed to the decline

in the share of migrants in 1981,

Nevertheless, the distribution of migrant population
at the district level shows remarkable variatdon (table
2.1), The share is as high as 28,34 per cent in the East
Khasi Hills district. The percentage of migrant population
is close to the state average is West Garo Hills. The pro-
portion of migrant population 1is very low in the district

of West Khasi Hills and Jaintia Hills district,.

In terms of concentration too, East Khasi [Hills
district alone accounts for nearly 44 per cent (10.85 per
cent out of the total of 24,07 per cent) of all migrants,
While the share in West Garo H1lls district is over 28

per cent, these two districts taken together accounts for

nearly three fourth of all migrants, the remaining three
districts claiming only a very small proportion of all
migrants.

Table 2.1
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIONW OF MIGRANTS BY DISTRICTS

% of the total migrant % distribution of
to the total popylation migrants

Meghalaya 24 .,Q7 24,07
Jaintia Hills 17,68 2.07
East Khasi Hills 28.24 10,85
West Khasi Hills 16,41 1.98
East Garo Hills 22.26 2.27
West Garo Hills 24 .91 6.89

Source : Census of India : Meghalaya, Migration Tables, 1981,



Inter-district variation in the share of migrant
population seems closely related to the level of urba-
nisation. For example, East Khasi Hills district has the
highest share of urban population, i.e., 35.85 per cent
198d followed by West Garo Hills with an urban porpor-
tion of 10,66 pcr c ent., The remainkng three districts
are largely rural in character. It may therefore, be
safely assumed that the migration is closely linked with‘

the level of urbanisation in the state.

Acursory examination of the Table 2.2 revealg

that a very large proportion accounting for nearly 78 per
cent total migrants is of intra-state origin in both.the
census periods of 1971 and 1981, Only as little as a fifth
of all migrants are from outside the state. In 1971, the
intra-state migrants are largely composed of short distance

migration i.e., intra-district in nature. However, inter-
district migration seem to be picking up momentum by 1981
from a3 meagre 4.7? per cent of all migrants within the
state; the inter-district migration claimed 13,71 per cent
of all intra-state migrétion, wdth a .corresponding decrease

in the share of intradistrict migration,
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Table 2.2

PERCENTAGE OF MIGRALS BY PLACE OF LAST RESIDENCE

Migrant Cetegory g Pertentage
: I}
v 1971 . 1981
N —
Grand total 10U .0V 100,00
Within the state 78.91 78,04
Intra district 95,28 86.29
Inter district 4.72 13,71
Outside the state 21,29 21,96
Bihar 59.00 80,33
Assam 12.40 16.74
Others 27.71 2.93

Sources : Census of India, Population Tables, 1971-1981,

Out of all m}gration from outside the state, the
bulk of it is from Bihar and the share is cn the rise.
Thisis evident from the fact that the Farcentage of
migrants from Bihar recorded a phenomenal increase from
59.00 per cent to over 80 per cent of all migration from
outside the state. Migration from Assam, too, is increasing.
frOm an earlier 12.4 per cent in 1971, the migrants from
Assam accounted for nearly 17 per cent of all migration from
outside the state. The increase in the migration from Assam
is probably national, as the separation of Meghalaya from
Assam in 1972 might have pushed the share of Assamese
migrants. Interestingly enough, there has been a remarkable

decline in the proportion of migrants from outside Meghalaya

excluding Assam and Bihar.
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2.4 District Level Patterns

Migration by place of last residence : lMovement of
people from the place of lastlresidence for a short distance
play an important feature in the study of migration patterns
of Meghalaya. In the case of intra-state migration, the
district of East Khasi Hills tops the list with about 38,34
per cent of all migrants that took place within the state.
It is followed by West Garo Hills with a share of 29,18 per
cent, followed by West Khasi Hills, East Garo Hills, and
Jaintia Hills with 11.32 per cent, 10.30 per cent, 10.26
per cent respectively. In the case of migration involving
movement within the district, East Khasi Hills accounted
for the highest share with 36,58 per cent followed by Vest

Garo Hills with 31.50 per cent, Table 2.4 and figure 2+1.

" In the case of inter-district migration half of it
took place in East Khasi Hills accounting for 49,13 per cent
of all inger-district migration in Meghalaya. The percentage
of inter-district migraﬁion in East Garo Hills is 16.82 per
cent followed by West Garo Hills with 14,72 per cent, Jaintia
Hills with 10,50 per cent and West Khasi Hills with 8,81

per cent.

It is evident from the fact that, in the case of

intra-state migration only a single district, i.e., East
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Khasi Hills district dominates as for the inter~district
migration is concerned., But this dominant position is
somewhat diluted as for the intra-district migration is
concerned, West Garo Hllls district emerges a powerful
competitor to East Khasi Hills‘with regard to a very

small distance, intra-district migration streams.

Migration from outside the state seem to have a
clear pfeference forthe East Khasi Hills district. A
little over 60 per cent of all migrants coming from out-
side Meghalaya have East Khasi Hills district as their
destination. Nearly three fourth of all migrants from
Bihar and over 80 per cent from states other than Bihar
and Assam too are recorded in East Khasi Hills. However,
such exclusivety i: not apparent among migrants from Assam
who have a greater spatial diversity in their distribution.
About 43.72 per cent of them are found in East Khasi Hills,
but their share in West Garo Hills is not insignificant
i.e., 37,73 per cent. Even _ast Garo Hills district accounts

for nearly 12 per cent of Assamese migrants.

The pattern at district level shows a very high pro-
portion of migrants of all types concentrated in East Khasi
Hills districi, This is understandable, for the major urban
centre. Shillong is located in this district.s However, two
important obscervations can be made from the above analysis.

(1) The dominance of East Khasi Mills district in aliracting
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migrants is positively rekated with distance, an't (ii)

Assamese migrants show a greater diversity of their

presence in various parts of the state,

Table 2.3
MIGRATION BY PLACE OF LAST RESIDENCE (DISTRICIWISE), 1981

Districts Wwithin the State Outside the state Total Grand
Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others Pthl
mlgrants

Jaintia

Hills 10.,26% 10,224 10.50% 4,33, 5.,41% 2,16% 3,80, 8,57%

East Khasi

Hills 38.34% 36,584 49,13,5 43,724 74,90% 83,16 60,06% 44 .,03%

West Khasi

Hills 11,32+ 11,725 8.81. 2.,27s 0.74.. 0.60% 1.55,4 8B,77%

East Garo

Hills 10,90% 9.96.,. 16,824 11.98% 3,25% 2.04% T7.74% 10.67%

West Garo

Hills 29.18% 31.50% 14 .72% 37.33% 15.69% 12.024 26.844 28.56%

Total 100% 10U% 100% 100% 100% 100,45 1004 100%

Source : Census of India : Migration Tables, 1981(Meghal aya).

Male Migrants

: In the case of male migrants, 43.13 per

centis found in East Khasi Hills while above 30 per cent

is found in West Garo Hills, the remaining one third of

all migrants are almost equally shared by other districts

East Khasl Hills receives a greater proportion of long

distance male migrants as indicated by such migrants

outside the state of lMeghalaya. Table 2.4 and filgure 2.2
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Table 2.4

PERCENTAGE OF MALE MIGRIWILS
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BY PLACE OF LAST i SIDEUCE

( DISTRICTIISE )

Within the state Qutside the state Total Grand
Districts Total

Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others

migra Distr Distri

nts ict ct
Jantia
Hills 9.83 9.60 10.56 5.11 6,51 2.42 4 .52 8.35
East Khasi .
Hills 36,26 35,22 47.37 46,02 73,95 82.55 62,09 43,13
West Khasi .
Hills 12,54 12.79 10.%0 2.65 0.87 0,71 1.74 9.67
East Garo
Hills 11.29 10.19 18.43 12.69 3.37 2,65 7.29 10.41
West Garo
Hills 29,29 32,38 15,79 0 33.50 15,28 11,67 23,64 28.42
Total 100% 10054 100% 100% 100% 10025 1003 100%

Source : Census of India:Meghalaya Migration Table, 1981,

Those male migrants who come from Assam, Bihar

and other states, nearly all ©f them came to East Khasi

Hills (the share is 46,02 per cent Assam, 73.95 per cent

Bihar, 82.55 per cent others). In the case of West Garo

/

Hills, the intra-state migration seems to be a little

higher as all the districts they are intra in nature.

ghalaya

picture.

The overall pattern of male migration into Me-

remains by and large identical to the aggregate
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Female Migré&nts : Broadly speaking, the pattern of female
migration is identical with that of male migration.
However, there are a few notable exceptions. For example,
a greater proportion of female migrants (both intra-
and inter-district) are found in East Khasi Hills district
compared to their male counterparts. It is particulérly,
evident in the case of inter-district migration type with
more than 53 per cent of female migrants being represented
in East Khasi Hills district alone, The share for males
in this type in the district is only 47.37 per cent. Table
2.5 and figure 2.3,

Table 2,5

PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE MIGRANTS BY PLACE OF LAST RESIDENCE
( DISTRICTWISE )

West Garo

Within the State Outside the state Total Grand
. Total

Districts Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others

migra Distr Listr

nts ict ict
Jaintia
Hills 11,00 11.03 10.81 3.36 2.00 1.80 2.80 8,90
East Khasi
Hills 40,71 38,65 53.15 40.98 77.78 83,97 57.27 44,97
‘West Khasi
Hills 9,77 10,30 6,55 1.82 0.32 0.46 1.28 7.59
East Garo
Hills 10 .49 9,66 15.48 11,13 2.88 0.12 7.39 9.67

28,03 30.36 14.01 42,71 17.02 13.65 39.35 28.87

Hills
Total 100% 100% 100% 10U% 100% 1005% 1007  100%
Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables, 1981 -
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Similarly, female migrants from Assam largely
are concentrated in East Garo Hills (42.65% pcr cent),
unlike their male counterpart, Partly this may be due to
a significant concentration of Rabhas, Bodos and Ha jongs
in this district in continuation with bordering Assam.
Marriages within these communities involves females mi-

grating from Assam to Meghalaya,
2.4 Population Classified by Place of Birth

In 1981, total migrants have been classified
by place of birth and enumeration. An attempt has been
made in this section to analyse inter-district variations
in the share of migrants by using their place of birth
as an indicator to examine if there is substantial modi-
fications to the earlier patterns. As the analysis will
show the pattern remains unchanged as evident from the
fact that East Khasi Hills district alone accounts for
44,67 per cent of all migrations which is followed by the
West Garo Hills district with a share of 27,08 per cent.
Jointly these two districts claim more than 3/4 of the
total migrants, and the rest of the percentages have been
share by Jaintia Hills district, West Khasi Hillskand
East Garo Hills districts (8,97 per cent, 9.05 per cent

and 10.23, respectively).

In the case of total migrants (within the state)

a very high precportion of migrants are distributed in East
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Khasi Hills district with 38.44 per cent followed by

West Garo Hills district with about 27.51 per c=z2nt. The
proportion of migrants to the total migrants varies
between 11,0 per cent in Jaintia Hills district and 11.99

per cent in West Khasi Hills district.

Proportion of migrants in district (within
the state) varies from 10.26 per cent in East khasi Hills. .
It can be seen that only in two districts, i.=s,, Last
Khasi Hills and West Garc Hills the percentage of migrants
is more than 65 per cent and the rest are shared by other
districts. While the share in East Khasi Hills remains
the same as enumeration based on place of last vesidence,
there is a marginal decline in the case of West Garo Hills

district,

In the case of inter-district migration (within
the state), East Khasi Hills alone accounts for nearly half
of all inter-district migrants. The proportion to total
migrants (inter-district) varies from 15.45 per cent in
East Garo Hills, 14,07 j=r cent in West Garo Hills, 11,37
per cent in Jaintia Hills and 8.50 per cent in %West Khasi
Hills, In this case, we can sce that the percentage of
Intra-district migrants.-is more in East Garo Hills compared
to West Garo Hills which received more migrants in the case

of inter-district and total migrants,
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It is evident from the table that the propor-
tion of migrants in the case of outside the state, i.c.,
Assam, Bihar and Other states of Indian Union. The per-
centages vary from one district to another. In fact,
the distance between the place of birth amd destination
of migrants to the different districts have been found to

exercise an important influence on migration.

A very large proportion of migrants from outside
the state has been claimed by East Khasi Hills 60.08 per
cent and West Garo Hills 26,02 per cent which together
accounts for 86,1 per cent. The rest are shared by other

districts.,

East Khasi Hills has received the bulk of
migrants from Bihar and other states of India except Assam;
the Assamese migrants are, however, less compared to
migrants from other states. The district accounts for 43.46
per cent Assamese migrants, 73.35 per cent Bihari migrants
and about 82 per cent migrants from other states.

Next comes West Garo Hills with 37.04 per cent
(for Assam), 16.35 (3ihar), 11.62 per cent others, Cther
districts the percentayes vary from 0.77 per cent to 12.60

per cent.

Cne of the significant reasons for the high

percentage of migration in the case of Last khasi Hills and
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West Garo Hills districts is due to the presence of two
important urban centres in these two districts, i.e.,
Shillong which is considered to be a city and Tura the
district headquarter of Garo Hills districts. Both the
two act as the place of attraction and induce migration

of different socio-cultural diversity.

Table 2.6

PERCENTAGE OF FOPULATION CLASSIFIED BY PLACE OF BIRTH
AND ENUMERATION (DISTRICTWISE)

Within the State Outside the state Total Brand
Total

Districts Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others

migra distr distr

nts . ict ict
Jaintia
Hills 11,0 10.94 11,31 4,38 5.04 2.63 3.93 8.97
East Khasi
Hills 38,44 36,28 50.60 43,46 73.35 82.44 60 .08 44,67
West Khasi
Hills 11,99 12.61 8.50 2.51 1,13 0.77 1,76 9,05
East Garo
Hills 11,04 10.26 15.46 12,60 4,13 2.54 8,20 10.22
West Garo
Hills 27.51 29.89 14,07 37.04 16,35 11.62 26,02 27.08
Total 100 100 100 100 100U 100 100 100

Soyrce : Census of India :{(1981) Migration Tables, Meghalaya.

ii) I the case of male migrants, nearly 50 per cent (48.94)
are fegund in East Khasi Hills. A little over a quarter of

all male migrants comes to West Garo Hills. The remaining

b
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one third of all migrants are almost equally shared by

the rest of the three districts. However, East Khasi

Hills district receives a quarter proportion of the long
distance male migrants as indicated by the male enumerated
as having been elsewhere in India. This district alone
claims 61,79 per cent of all male coming from outside
Meghalaya. Those male migrants who came from other than
Assam and Bihar, nearly all of them come to East Khasi
Hills ( the share is 81.33 per cent). In the case of West
Garo Hills, the inter-state male migration seemns to be
relatively higher ( i.e., 28.92%) but much of it are intra-
district in nature.

Table 2.7

PERCENTAGE IALE MIGRANTS ¥ PLACE OF BIRIH (DISIRICTWISE)

Within the State Outside the State Total Grand
Total

Districts Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others

migrants dist. dist.
Jaintia .
Hills 10.38 10,23 11,26 5.34 6.04 2.4 4.73 7 55
East Khasi
Hills 36,07 34,25 46,65 45,57 72,41 81,33 61,79 48.94
West Khasi
Hills 13.24 13,74 10,32 2.98 1.31 0.91 2,04 7 .64
East Garo Hills
Hills 11,38 10.46 16 .87 13,556 4,33 3.21 8,59 9.99
West Garo H
Hills 28,92 31.31 15,14 32.54 15,91 11,86 22.85 25.88
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source : Migration Tables, Meghalaya ( Census of India, 1981).
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iii) In the case of female migrants, the patterns:close by
resembles to that of the males. However, it is interesting
to note that, there cshare is a little less in East Khasi
Hills district. Both West Khasi Hills district and Jaintia
Hills district imprové their position in terms of female
migrants as irdicated by proportion of 27.01 per cent and
9.31 per cent respectively. In the case of males, the share

g

was 25,88 per cent and 7.55 per cent respectively,

Table 2.8

PERCENTAGE FLIMALE MIGRAUTS BY PLACE OF BIRTIl (L1STRICIWISE)

Within the State Outside the State Total Grand
Total

Districts Total Intra Inter Assam Bihar Others

migra dist. dist.

nts
Jaintia
Hills 11,81 11,87 11.48 3.26 1,90 2.21 2.81 9,31
East Khasi
Hills 41,52 38,94 55.39 40.88 76,28 83,94 57,65 46,01
West Khasi
Hills 10.38 11.13 6,29 1.96 0.56 .51 1.38 7,88
East Garo :
Hills 10.62 10.01 13,89 11.49 3.54 i1.61 7.66 9,79
West Garo
Hills 28.92 31.31 15,14 32.54 15,91 11.46 22,85 27,01
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source : Census of India, 1981 : Migration Tables, Meghalaya,
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2.5 Summary and Findings

The chapter made a modest attempts to under-
stand the volume of migration in different districts of
Meghalaya, and by sex and the distance. The analysis
leads to the following generalisations which may be

outlined as follows :=

1) A very high proportion of migrants into
Meghalaya is concentrated in only one district, in which

the capital town of Shillong is located.

2) Inter-district variation in the share of
migrants seems to be closely related with the size of
urban segment of the population in the districts. There
exists a positive association between the size of migrants
and that of the urban population.

3)the intra-state outmigration accounts for a

very high share of th=s total migrants.

4) the migrants from outside the state are
almost exclusively concentrated in East Khasi Hills. In
fact, ;arger the distance, the greater 1is the concentra-

tion of migrants in the district.

5) Out of thetotal migrants from outside the
state, the Assamese have a greater diversity in their
distribution compared to the Biharis and migrants from
other states who tends to concoentrate only in East Khasi

Hills district.
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6) The male migration closely resembles the
aggregate pattern,

7) A relative larger proportion of female
migrants is found in East Khasi Hills district compared

to their male counterparts,
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CHAPTER - III

RURAL TO URBAN MIGRATION IN MEGHALAYA

3.1 Introductory Statement

It has been pointed out earlier that at the all-
India level the rural-to-rural streams dominates in
terms 6f share of migrants in all the four streams.This
is understandable considering the largely rural charac- ’
ter of the country which has a recent experience of
urbanization. The case is no different in the North-East
in general and Meghalaya in particular. The level of
urbanization in this part is abysmally low and whatever
migration taking place is largely across rural areas.
Thus in terms of quantity rural to rural stream 1is expec=-
ted to dominate migration scene in this part of the
. country too. The rural-to-urban stream may be small in
terms of quantity, but very significant in terms of qua-
lity as it reflects a departure from the traditional
organisation of migration behaviour, This also means a
shift from agricultural economy. This qualitative as-
pects of migration in the underdeveloped hilly and tribal
dominated state of India provides the basils for an indept

study of rural-to-urban stream of migration,

In this chapter, an attempt is made first to analys
extent of migration and then an indepth understandind of

only rural-to-urban migration.
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3.2 Generalities

The rural-urban migration takes place due to various
factors commonly known as "push" and "pull" factoré. FPush
factors operating in rural areas include rural poverty,
unemployment, low irregular wages, uneconomic holdings,
depletion of natural resources, and often, poor facilities
in terms of education, health and other services, Besides, .
life in urban areas tends to become attractive for various
amenities concentrated there, Similarly, certain instances
allow the less privileged to escape from the oppressions
inbuilt in the tribe/caste system., Social organisation may
be more rigid in rural areas, and urban areas tend to be

less‘rigid and more secular,
3.3 Distribution of Migrants by Streams of Migration :

Table 3.1 indicates the size of migration in each
of the four streams ard by different districts. It is
evident from the table and figure 3.1 that the Rural-to-
Rural stgeam dominates among all the streams. At the state
level nearly 61 per cent of all migrants (by place of last
residence) have moved from one rural area to another. On
the other hand, only 16.95 prr cent have reported to have
moved from rural to urban areas. The proportion of migrants
in Urban-to-Urban isrelatively more significant with nearly

15 per cent having changed residence from one urban area



Table 3.1

“RCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION O MISRA.JITS 3Y STRIAN, 1981 (DISTRIBUT ION)

oy ™ - =
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Total Rural-rkural Uroan-Rural Rural-Urpan Uroan-Urpan Diversity
migrants Index
Meghalaya 291543 61.14 7.12 16.95 14 .77 0.57
Jaintia Hills 25019 19421 1542 2772 1284 0.37
(77.62) (6.16) (11.07) (5.13)
East Khasi Hills 128047 49676 14 167 28786 35418 0.71
(38.79) (11.06) (22.48) (27.66)
West Khasi Hills 16079 22635 830 1588 537 0.21
(88.45) ( 3.24 (6,21) (2.10)
East Garo Hills 29464 25001 1216 2113 1134 0.27
(88.85) (4.13) (7.17) (3.85)
West Garo Hills 83523 61544 30J7 14 168 4704 0.42
(73.77) (3.60) (16.98) (5.64)

Source : Computed by Researcher.
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to another. Urban-=-to-Rural stream is insighificant with

only 7.12 per cent of all i:igfants in this category.

The pattern at the different level, however, is
quite different. For example, Rural-to-Rural stream
accounts for a share which ranges between 38,79 per cent
and 88.45 per cent at the district level. East Khasi
Hills district has the lowest proportion of Rural-to-
Rural migrant population while the migration in West

Khasi Hills district takes place largely across the rural

areas,

In the sphere of Rural-to-Urban migration, a
little over a fifth (22.39%) of all migrants of East
Khasi Hills district is from rural areas. The proportion
is about one sixth (16.96%) in West Garo Hills district.
Interestingly, Jaintia Hills district has a very signifi-
cant stream of rural to urban migrations, which is about
11,07 per cent. The Rural-to-Urban stream is insignificant

in the remaining two districts,

As much as 27,66 per cent of all migrants in East
Khasi Hills district has moved from one urban area to
another. In the remaining districts inter-urban migration
constitutes only a small proportion of the total volume

of migration,
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The Yrban-~to-Rural migration in India is yet to
record its significance. The case in Meghalaya is no di-
fferent. However, East Khasi Hills district contaiﬁs a
relatively high proportion of Urban-to-Rural stream of
migration which accounts for 11.06 per cent of all

migrants,

In terms of Rural-Urban stream of migration, it
seems to be very well developed in East Khasi Hills
district and fairly well developed in East Garo Hills
district. It is a significant stream in Jaintia Hills

district, too.

In terms of overall composition, East Khasi Hills
district shows a highly diversified composition of various
streams of migration. The diversity index after Greenberg's

method1

being as high as 0.71. This is the only district
which shows a higher diversity index of all the four str-
eams obtained at the aggregate level, i.e., 0.57, The
stream composition is relatively more diverse in West Gare
Hills district (0.,42) followed by Jaintda Hills district
(0.37). In the remaining two district the composition of

various streams of migration 1is marked by the dominance

1. The measure of diversity used here 1is the one propcsed
by Joseph. H. Greenberg (see David. E. Sopher, 1980,
An Exploration of India Cornell, Ithaka, New York,pp.235-238)
The index is as follows :

D( Diversity ) =l-fixi

Where x, 1is the proportion of total migrants repre-
sented b§ each of the four streams of migration,



ig0)

(FEMALE) 198l

oo

F1G:32




2
-1

of a single stream(Table 3.1), i.e., the Rural to Rural

stream,

Studies on migration behaviour points out sex
differentials in the streams of migration for all migra-
tions tend to be selective. It is proposed now to examine
the distribution of males and females migrants in varioug
streams of migration into Meghalaya both at aggregate amnd

district levels,

3,.3F Mal e and Female differmntials

A cursory examination of the table 3.2 reveals that
the distribution of male migrants in the four streams close-
ly reéembles the aggregate pattern both the state level and
at the district level. A few notable features of difference
may be outlined. Relatively less proportion of males in
Jaintia Hills district is represented in Rural-Rural stream
with a corresponding rise in the Urban-Rural and Urban-Urban
streams. On the other hand, there is a slight rise in the
proportion of male migrants in the Rural-=Rural stream in
East Khasi Hills district with a corresponding decline in
Rural=Urban stream. Similarly, male representation in the
Rural-Urban stream is marginally less compared tc the aggre=

gate picture in West Khasi Hills district.



Table 3.2

TRCONTAGL LISTRIBUTION OF IIGRANTS 3Y STRIAM, 1981 ( MALES )

Total Rural-=Rural Urban-Rural Rural-=Urpan Urpan=Urpan
migrants
Meghalaya 164063 101726 12099 26469 23969
(62.00) (7.37) (16.13) (14 .60)
Jaintia Hills 11886 8725 1027 1369 765
(73.40) (8.64) (11.52) (6.44)
zast ¥Xhasi Hills 71653 28766 7950 15394 19593
(40, 14) (11,09) (21.48) (27 .34)
West Khasi Hills 16079 14286 526 897 370
(88.84) (3.27) (5.58) (2.30)
Cast Garo Hills 17319 14619 797 1192 711
(84 .,41) (4 ,60) (6.88) (4.11)
West Garo Hills 47276 35330 1799 7617 2530
(74 .73) (3.81) (16.11) (5.35)

Source : Computed by Researcher.



03

(MALE) 198!

» ° ™ 2 0 40 O

s e T ® mm—— 1
—k - I T — |
0 o ° 20 20

. - /‘\u‘ol\nl\-’l
o Cu e

L A




A
-

On the oth=r hand, the distribution ~f {fomale
migrants ( table 3.3 ) shows a relatively larg-r propor-
tion in the Rural-to-Urban stream, At the aggregate level
only 16.95 per cent of all migrants had changed tneir
residence from rural to urban areas. In the case of males
the share was 16,13 per cent. But in the case of female

the share rises to 18,00 per cent.

At the district lebel however, Jaintia Hills
district shows a relatively low representation of female
migrants in Rural-Urban stream., The share is only 10.68
per cent compared to 11.52 per cent for males and 11.07
per cent for aggregate level. A large proportion of
female migrants is found in Rural-Urban stream in East
Khasi Hills district, their proportion is nearly a quar-
ter (23.77 per cent) of all female migrants in the dis-
trict compared to 21,48 per cent in the case of males.

West Garo Hills district too present a similar picture.

In the case of Rural to Rural stream, the
females show a larger representation in Jaintia Hills
district and East Garo Hills district in comparison to
the aggregate picture, Their share, however, shows a
marginal decline in kast and West Khasi Hills district.
There is a general decline in the distribution of females

in the Urban to Rural stream in the state as well as 1in the
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Table 3.3

PCRCONTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MISGRANTS 3Y STRIAM 1981 ( FLIRZLES )
Total Rural-rural Urpan=rural Rural-Urpan Urban-“roan
migrants

Meghalaya 127280 76511 8663 22958 19108
(60.11) (6.81) (18,00) (15.01)

Jaintia fills 13133 10696 515 1403 519
(81.44) (3.92) (10.68) ( 3.95 )

East Khasd Hills 56344 20910 6217 13392 15825
(37.11) (11.03) (23.77) (28.0U9)

West Ithasi Hills 9511 8349 304 691 167
(87.78) (3.20) (6.77) (1.64)

East Garo Hills 12145 10382 419 921 423
(85.48) (3.45) (7.58) (3.48)

West Garo Hills 36147 26214 1208 6551 2174
(72.52) (3.34) (18.12) (6.01)

Source

Computed by Researcher.
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districts, But in the case of Urban-Urban stream, the ’
female representation 1s more at the state level, and
in East Khasi Hills district and West Garo Hills dis-~
trict. In the remailning districts, there is an overall

decline.

3.3.2 Sex Composition of Migrants

In terms of sex composition, the females
account for a very significant proportion in all the
streams., At the state level, males outnumber females
in all the four streams of migration, but interestingly
in the Tural to Urban stream, the females are far more
numerous compared to other three streams. As much as
46 .5 per cent of all the Rural - to - Urban miarants
consist of females. Generally, 1t is this stream which
tends to be male selective. 3ut in Meghalaya, the inten-
sity of male selective Rural-Urban migration stream seems
less conspicuocus. The deviation from the overall all India
pattern in this respect provides significant indication
towards a hiagher status, women en joyed in this region part-
ly as a result of the matrilineal social structure

practiced here.( Table 3.4 ).

In the Rural-Rural, Urban-Urpan and Urban-Rural
streams, the females accounts for 42.U4 per cent, 44.40

per cent and 41,70 per cent of all migrants, respectively.
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Table 3.4

mmmx COMPOSITION OF MIGRANTS IN VARIOUS STRZAMS ( IN % AGE )

&\d . _ .
' wCHmH\M to —aurall Urpan -to =Rurall Rural-to-Uroan ! Urnan-to=Yrpan
y Mele | Female | hale Temale ' Male ; Female | liale m Female
Meghalaya 57.06 42,04 58.30 41.70. 53.50 @ 46.5 55.60 44 .40
Jaintia Hills 44.9 55.1 66.6 33.40 49.40 50.6 59.5 40.5
East Khasi Hills 57.9 42.1 56.1 43.9 53.5 46.5 55.3 44,7
West Khasi Hills 63.10 36.9 63.4 36.6 56,5 43.5 68.9 31.1
East Garo Hills 58.5 41,5 €65.5 34.5 56.4 43,6 62.7 w.wow
West Garo Hills 57.4 42.6 59.8 40.2 53.8 46,2 53.8 46.2

Source : Computed by Resesarcher.
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It is significant to note that in no case, the share

drops below 40 per cent at the state level,

Significantly, males and females are found
in equal numbers in the Rural-Urban stream of migrants
in Jaintia Hills district. In the West Khasi Hills
district and East Garo Hills districts, the female
continue a relatively smaller proportion, accounting
fer. about 43.5 per cent of all migrants, The remaining
two districts show a share d ose to the state average,
In the case of urban to urban migrgtion the composition
is largely of males in West Khasi Hills and czast Khasi
Hills districts. In the remaining districts the females

account for over 40 per cent of all migrants.

The dominance of males in the Urban~-to-Rural
stream is found in all the uistricts except Last Khasi
Hills and West Garo Hills district where the femmles

constitute over 40 per cent of all migrants.

3.4 Rural -~ to - Urban Stream

After having examined the distribution of
migrants and sex~composition in various streams, it is
imparative at this state to examine a little more closel
the tural-urban stream specifically. In this section an
attempt is made to anal, se the distribution of Rural to
Urban migrantg with reference to distance and their sex

composition.
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At the aggregate level, bulk of the Rural-Urban
migration COnSi;t of intra-state origin. This type account
for about 64.8% of all rural to urban migration in Megha-
laya, the remaining having come from other states in
India. At tre district level however, nearly all of the
Rural-Urban migrants (92.63%) in West Khasi Hills dist-
trict are of intra-state origin (Table 3.5). The share
of intra-state rural-to-urban migrants is also high
(86.444) in Jaintia Hdlls too. kxcept for East Khasi
Hills district where a very significant proportion (nearly
42%) of rural-to-urban migrants is from outside Meghalaya,
all the districts show a dominance of rural-~to-~urban

migration of intra-state origin.

The Rural-Urban migration involving intra-dis-
trict movement accounts for very large share i.e., nearly
half of all Rural-Urban migration. The share however, goes
upto 76.. in West Khasi Hills district and upto 74.. in
Jaintia Hills. It is about 60,5 in West Garo Hills district.
Significantly, inter-district rural-urban migration stream
accodnts for over 314/ of all Rural-Urban migration in East
Garo Hills district. In East ard West Khasi Hills districts
the inter-district Rural-Urban migration accounts for about

a sixth of all Rural-Urban migration in these districts.

In terms of inter-state migration, about 14%
of all migrants from rural areas coming to urban centres

in Meghalava are from Assam, the Assamese Rural-Urban



PERCENTAGE _ISTRIBUTION OF RURAL-UR3AN MIGRANTS 3Y PLACE OF L/ZST REZSID=ZNCE, 1981,

Table 3.5

Intra Inter Total Assam Binhar Cthers Total Grand Total
Meghalaya 24595 T4 24 32019 6843 4570 5998 174 11 49430
(49,76) (15.02) (64.75) (13.84) (9.25) (12.13) (35,22) (100 )
Jaintia Hills 2056 340 23396 164 136 76 376 2772
(74.17) (12.27) (86.44) (5.92) (4.91) (2.74) (13.56) ( 100 )
East Khasi Hills 11850 4880 16730 3655 3549 4853 12057 28787
(41,16) (16.96) (58.12) (12.70) (12.32) (16.86) (41.88) ( 100 )
West Khasi Hills 1207 263 1470 71 32 14 - 117 1587
(76 .06) (16.57) (92.63) (4.47) (2.02) (0.88) (7.37) ( 100 )
East Garo Hills 981 658 1639 418 38 18 474 2113
(46.43) (31.14) (77.57) (19.78) (1.80) (0.85) (22.43) ( 100 )
West Garo Hills 8500 1285 9785 2533 815 1036 4384 14 169
(59.99) (9.07) (69.06) (17.88) (5.75) (7.31) (30.94) ( 100 )

Source @

Computed by Researcher .
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migrants account for nearly a fifth of all Rural-Urban
migrants in East Garo Hills district and their share is a
1ittle less ( i.e., 17.88 per cent) in West Garo Hills
district the percentage of Biharil migrants and migrants
from the rest of India is very high (12.32%) and 16.86%

respectively) in East Khasi Hills district only,

3.4,1 Distribution of Male aa1d Female Rural-Urban
Migrants

The proportion of male rural-to-urban miaorants
inter-state origin is relatively larger at the state level
accounting for about 42.2 per cent of all male migrants
from rural areas. But this is largely due to a very large
concentration (51.6 per cent) of male migrants from out-
side the state in only one district, i.e., East Khasi Hills
district (Table 3.6). However, compared to the aggregate
picture males from rural origin from outside the state are
more in all the districts with a comparable decline in the
intra-state Rural-Urban male migration. For example, the
intra-state male migration in Rural-Urban stream comes
down to 80,5 per cent in Jaintia Hills district. However,
the difference is most marked in East Khasi Hills district
wherein only 48.41 per cent of all Rural-Urban migrants

among males are of intra-state origin.
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Table 3.6

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL~-URBAN MIGRANTS BY PLACE OF LAST R=zSIDENCE, 1981
( MALZES )
Intra Inter Total Assam Bihar Others Total Grand HOﬁwHN
/
Meghalaya 11716 3589 15305 3942 3537 3688 11167 26472
(44 .26) (13.56) (57.81) (14.89) (13.36) (13.95) (42.18) (100)
Jaintia Hills 938 164 1102 110 108 49 267 1369
(68.51) (11.98) (80.50) (8.03) (7.89) (3.58) (19.,50) (100)
East Khasi Hills 5255 2198 7483 2132 2748 3062 7942 15395
(34.13) (14 .28) (48.41) (13.85) (17.85) (19.89) (51.59) (100)
West Khasi Hills 618 192 810 47 30 10 87 897
(68.89) (21.40) (90.30) (5.23) (8.34) (1.11) (9.70) ( 100)
East Garo Hills 528 370 898 256 25 13 294 1192
(44 ,30) (31.04) (75.33) (21.48) (2.10) (1.09) (24 .66) (100)
West Garo Hills 4377 666 5043 1396 626 553 2575 7618
(57 .46) (8.74) (66.,20) (18.33) (8.22) (7.26) (33.80) (100)
Source : Computed by Researcher.
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Intra-district rural to urban male migrant's
share varies between 34.13 per cent of all male rural to
urban migration in East Khasi Hills district and 68,51
per cent in Jaintia Hills. Inter-district rural to urban
male migrants accounts for a gwmaller share except in the
case of East Garo Hills where it is as much as 31 per cent.
Compared to the aggregate picture, male rural to urban
migrants from other states accounts for a rzlatively

larger share 1in all the districts.

The female rural-to-urban migrants, are far
more numerous in intra-state category. Compared to an
aggregate share of 64,78 per cent and male's share of
only 57,81 per cent, the intra-state movement of females
from rural to urban areas accounts for nearly 73 per cent
at' the state level. Nearly all of the rural tou urban
female migration takes place within the state (intra-state
or inter-district) in West Khasi Hills district (95.65
per cent) and Jaintia Hills (92,23 per cent), most of
which is intra-district in character involving short dis-
tance journey. Interestingly, West Garo Hills district has
the largest share (27.61 per cent) of inter-state female
migrants in the Rural-Urban stream which includes 7.4 per
cent of female migrants from other states of India excluding
Assam and Bihar. Even in East Khasi Hills, the females

unlike the males, account for a very large proportion of
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their Rural-Urban migration in the intra state category,
The share is as high as 79.41 per cent of all Rural-Urban
female migration in the district. The only notable fea-
ture, however, is tiat the inter-district migration among
females constitute a significant proportion in this dis-
trict which is as much as one third of all Rural-Urban
female migration into the district, In general the bulk
of female Rural-Urban migration is confined within the
state, the inter-state evategory accounting for only a
small proportion of all Rural-Urban female migration,

( Table 3.7 ).

3.4.2 Sex Composition

An interesting observation of the sex composi-
tion of the Rural-Urban migration relates to the dominance
of women in the intra-state category. The opposite,
how@dver, isthe case with the inter-state movement with

males outnumbering females in large measure.

At aggregate level, however, there is an excess
of males in the Rural-Urban migrant stream. (Tabie 3.8).But\
the differential is not very high. The males constitute
53,55 per cent of all Rural-Urban migrants in the state
while the females account for the rest. This pattern
is identical at the district level except Jaintia Hills
where the Rural¥rban stream consists of nearly equal num-

ber of males and females.
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Table 3.8

_EX COMPOSITION OF RURAL = URBAN MIGRANTS, 1981 ( IN %AGE )

T Y LEn T i ) ]

1 [} ) [} 1 ] [)

! ! Inter Total | ASsam , 3ihar : Others ! Total | G.Total

" Male | rem | mMale ) Tem Male . Fem, iiale , Fem , hale Fem, iale ; Fem | wialel Fem ; liale | Fem

' ale . ; ale , ale : y ale 1 ale | pale {ale
Meghalaya 4763, 5237 4834 5166 5220 5761 7740 2260 6149 3851 64.14 3586 5355 4645
Jaintia
Hills 4660 4823 5177 5400 6707 7941 2059 6447 3553 7101 2899 4939 5061
East Khasi
Hills 4434 4504 5496 5545 5833 7743 2257 6309 3691 6587 34.13 5348 4652
West Khasi
Hills 5120 7300 2700 44390 6620 G375 625 7143 2857 7436 2564 5852 4348
East Garo
Hills 5382 5623 42377 4521 6124 6579 3421 7222 2778 6202 3758 5641 4359
West Garo
Hills 5149 5183 4817 4847 55.11 7681 2319 5338 4662 5874 4126 5377 4623

Source Computed by Researcher.
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The females outnumber males in the Rural-Urban
stream of migration within the state., The females account
for nearly 52 per cent of all Rural-Urban migration taking
place within Meghalaya. The pattern at the district level,
however, is modified to suome extent, In Jaintia Hills and
East Khasi Hills, the females outnumber males in sex com-
position of Rural-Urban migrants of the intra state origin.
The numerical dominance of females is particularlv signifi-
cant in East Khasi Hills district where the males contribute
only 44.5 per cent of all Rural-Urban migrants of Intra-
state origin. In the remaining three districts the males

marginally outnumber females.

The pattern remains identical in the case of intra-
district as well as inter-district migration from rural to
urban areas. The notable exception is however, West Khasi
Hills district which the males constitute an overwhelming
dominance in the Rural-Urban stream of the inter district

category, accounting for 73 per cent,

The Rural-Urban stream of migrants from outside
Meghalaya largely consists of males. The females contribute
a little over one third of all migration from outside Megha-
laya. Their share is about one fourth in West Khasi Hills,

However, West Garo Hills has a better sex-ratio among the

Rural-Urban migrants into the district from outside the state.
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The females account for 41.26 per cent of all Rural-Urbah
migrants from outside the state. The East Garo H1ills too

has a significant female component in the stream accounting

for nearlvy 38 per cent,

Among the migrants from outside the state in
the Rural-Urban stream, the Bihari migrants largely con-
sists of males only, females accounting for a meagre 22.60

per cent at the district level.

3.5 Summary of Observations

Considering ths difficulties of terrain conditions,
the low level of urbanisation in an essentially tribal
economy characterized by subsistence agriculture, the extent
of rural-to-urban migration in Meghalaya may b= considered
as phenomenal. However, it is significant to note that only
one or two districts have a very significant proportion of
rural-to-urban migrants while in the majority of aistricts
this stream continues to be weak, primarily because 0of lack
of urban development in these districts, The former cate-

gory includes East Khasi Hills district amd West Garo Hills,

The analysis of the composition of various streams
in the five districts showed a highly dive:sified pattern
in these two districts while in the remaining three districts

the Rural-to-Rural stream dominates the migration scenario.
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A significant feature of the sex composition of various streams
of migration in Meghalaya shows that unlike the situatisn in the rest
of the country women constitute a very significant proportion of

migrants in-dll the staeams.

The analysis of the pattern of rural-to-urban migration leads

to the following broad observations :

(i) Bulk of the migration takes place within the state, the
origin being either within the district or between the
districts, the former being more dominant than the latter
indicating snall-distance migration into the urban areas.

(i1) Most of the migrants coming from rural areas of the states
outside Meghalaya is concentrated in East Khasi Hills dis-
trict. This is possibly due to the location of the State
Capital in the districts.

(1ii) Male Rural=to-Urban migrants are slightly more in the
inter-state wategory with a corresponding fall in their
share in the intra-state category. On the other hand, most
female migrants from rural areas coming to urban centres

have origin within the state,

(iv) The sex-composition of the stream shows diverse patterns
in intra-=state and inter-state categories. The females
outnumber males or constitute a very large proportion in
the former, while the males predominate in the long dis-
tance Rural-=Urban migration (Inter-state). The numerical
dominance of females in the intra-district and inter-dise
trict migration involving short/medium distance migration
is particularly revealing in the sense that the sex-
selestivity of rural to urban migration is far less preva=-
lent in the state.
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CHAPTER - IV

CAUSES OF MIGRATION

4,1 Ganeralities

Migration occurs as a results of decisiocns made
by individuals in the light of what they perceived as
the objective. Thus there are cases where migration may
occur despite lack of a clear objective reason éor it.
Newertheless, the reason for migration are many and va-
ried, Broadly, the factors influencing migration can be
classified into five groups:

(a) Economic factors

(b) Social and cultural factors

(c) Demographic factors

(a) Political and Institutional factors

(a) Economic factors: The most important factor
in migration is the economic motive in which migration
usually takes place from econemically depressed region
to economically prosperous areas, The motive obviously
is to improved the economic condition of the migrants,

(b) Social and cultural factors: Social and
cultural facters also play an important role in decision
to migrate. The quest for indep=ndence, the desire to
break away from traditional constraings of social orga-
nisation, conflicts among the family members, for one
reasons ©r the other or the feeling of being isolated
etc, may cause migration espicially in those of the younger

generation. Improved communication such as transportation,
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the modernising impact of the radio, television, cinema,
urban oriented education, rural-urban interraction etc

and resultant change in social values and attitutes afe
likely to promote rural to urban migration, Further the

allurement of what is called "bright lights“l

i.e, social
facilities of the town may pull rural folks., However,
migration is considerably influenced by factoss such as
the closeness of cultural contacts, cultural diversity

etc,

(c) Demographic factors : The divergent rates
of population i;crease between different areas of the
country have been found to be a stimulant to Internal
migration, Fertility and rates of natural increase in
population are generally higher in rural areas, The
reduction in the mortality rate are concomittant high
rates of population growth would drift the population

towards the city, or areas experiencing lower growth

rates in population?

1. N,V, Sovani, 1966 : Urbanisation in Urban India :
Asian publishing House, Bombay,pp.7-8

2. Mahesh Chand and V.K, Puri, 1983 : Regional planning
in India, Allied Publishers pvt,ltd, pp.239-246,




(d) Geographical and physical factors : Geo-
graphical and physical factors such as distance, natu-
ral Barrier, size of the country, weather and climatic
conditions, meteorological disasters like flood and
drought, etc have also been found to influence the move-
ment of peOple?

(e) Political and Institutional factors :
Institutional factor such as Government policy towards
migration may encourage or discourage the movement of
people, For instance, the adoption of jobs for the sons
of the soil policy by the government may trim the migra-
tion of people from other states. In the Bengali-Marwari
conflict one can see the blending class-war with communal
disharmony arising out of caste, language, and cultﬁrag.
Will there be an increasing demand in keeping out the
migrants and giving proference in matter of employment

to the sons of the soil i,e. the local people‘

3, Francis Cherunilam, 1984 : Urbanisation in Developing
‘comntries. Himalayan Publishing house, pp.53=57.

4, Francis Cherunilam, 1981 : &ons of the soil policy,
DespaiBed and disparities in state and society,
Himalayan Publishing house
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However, it should be noted that the force beﬁind
migration is actually a combination of one or more of
such factors as these factors themselves are intricately
related with one another.

According to B.Beijer? decision to migrate are
based on the satisfacfion of desires or expected income
related to maximisation of dislikes or lowering costs, '
According to R.Kelvin Cox? Place utility plays a dominant
role in influencing the decdSion to migrate to satisfy
his perceived needs. He further pointed out the concept
of attraction or place utility on the basis of economic
Opporéunity and amenities, ethnic and religious composi-
tion, language and housing. M.I.Safaz viewed migration
as an economic phenomenon though non-@g@onomic activities
too have some bearing. Most studies indicate that the
bulk of the migrants leaves the place of their origin
primarily because of lack of employment and in the hope

of finding such an opportunities elsewhere,

.5, B.Beijer, 1963 : Rural migrants in Cuban settings,
The Haque and Monton publication.

6. R.Kelvin Cox, 1972 : Man location and Beheavliour,

An introduction to human geography,New York,John

s

Welley.
7. H.I.,Safa,and B,M,Dutoit, 1982 : Migration and Urbane-
+1.7) _isation, models for adaptive sgrateqies, The Haque
i Monton publication,
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Migration takes place with the development of indus-
trialisation and urbanisation leading to a greater
demand for labour and othér economic development.

In many cases reason for migration are not very
clearcut, Present day Rural to Urban migration in most
developing countries is governed only by the pull or
attraction of the cities by the better economic opportu=-
nities available there, but also due to Push or repelling
factors caused by stagnation of rural economy. Thus
migration from a country to the city bears a close
functional relation to the process of industrialisation,
technological advancement and other attendant changed
which characterised the evolution of modern seéciety in
almost all parts of the world, '"The main factor deter-
mining the rate of outward employment is other occupations.
It is this factors which explain the high rate of movement
in recent years in advanced countries (U.S.A, Sweden,Canada,
are outstandind). and in the rapidly developing countries
in Latin America,Middle East, and Africa'.'8 Many biased
policies have created strong incentives to expand economic
activity.in urban rather than rural areas with the expec-
tation of getting higher paid jobs and better access to

services

é. U.N, 1953 : Determinants and consegquences of world
Pobpulation trends, New York, p.124,
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As the employment opportunities expand and incoma
increases at a higher rate in urban areas as a result of
massive investments, it is possible for job hunters to
flock to such areas, Apart from the economic opportunities
there are a host of other attractions that the city holds
out.

In the case of India, Economic factors is one of
the major causes that has forced the people to migrate,
Migration in India is taking place from the economically
depressed regions to economically prosperous areas,

The natural increase in population is one of the
main causes which lead to the push causing rural people
to leave rural areas where the agricultural sector cannot
accomodate increasing population,

- Streams of migration on the basis of enumeration
can be classified into four classes. These are:

(1) Rural to Rural (Reverse turn over)

(ii) Rural to Urban (Push and Pull)

(iii)Urban to Rural (Reverse push back)

(iv) Urban to Urban (Urban turn over)

The distribution of population movement within India

is closely related with social and economic development,

(1) Ruaral to Rural: It can be clearly noted that
the Rural to Rural stream of migration dominated in all

states of India, This can be clearly explained by the fact

that India is predominantly an agricultural country, and
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about 80 per cent of the total population live in the !
rural areas., Another reason may be attributed to demo-
graphic purposes such as marriages which involves female
migration from ene rural areas, to another., This stream
of migration is also due to,the fact that the landless
agricultural labouress move from one village to another
village for seascnal occupation. A large rural turn over
could be the indicator of a very low economic growth.

(ii) Rural to Urban : Rural to Urban
stream of migration predominantly takes place due to
economic reasons., Rural to Urban stream is generally
believed to be the classic stream which feed human growth,
According to Mitra9 The enduring assymption is that over-
corwding in agriculture and the consequent lack in sub-
sistence in rural areas pushes population into urben areas
kgo which they are inexorably pulled by overcrowding demand
in tertiary activities and to a certain extent in secondary
activities,

(1i81) Urban to Rural : Reverse migration
is mostly demographic in character (By marriage,or by birth
of a child in urban centre etc ). It is also caused by lack
of unemployment in urban areas, shortage of housing accomo-

dation which deprived the urben arees of Liunrn vested resour-

ceg, It is also respensible for the fertilization of economic

9. Ashok Mitra, 1967 : Internal Migration and Urbanisatiep
in. India,
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and intellectual activities that is now rapid prevailing

rural areas.

Urban to Urban (Urban Turn Over) : Urban to
Urban Migration is mainly due to the transfer of ser-
vices, family problems, change of professions, it may
be also due to certain instances movement of urban folks
who moves into neighbouring small towns which is known

as 'slip migration'.

The process of migration North~East in general
and in Meghalaya in particular, is a recent phenomenon
primérily due to its low level of integration with the
rest of the country. The second factor relates to its
soclal structure dominated by tribal segment population
and lack of a well developed urban system for very long,
such as good transport network and high rates of rural
growth Of population two were missing in the past. All
this factors contributed to the low level of migration in
the state involving long distance change of residence.
However, the situation is rapidly changing as tne state
hass.experienced, in recent years, substatntial growth of
urban‘areas with accompanying potential for agricultural
development which continues to be primitive is forcing
people to migrate to clties for employment as well as for
educatton, and for many other reasons. Given the back-
gro;nd, it may be exceedingly interesting to analyse

the major reasons for migrating in Meghalaya using 1981


http://hast.experien.ced
http://analy.se
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census 1information.

4,2 Causes of Migration, 1981 :

The 1981 census has classified the reasons for
migrations into five broad groups : these are (1) employ-
ment (Ii) Education (iii) Marriage (iv) Family moved (v)
Unclassified. Howsoever unsatisfactory and inadequate]it
may be, the classification at least provides the basis
to understand the relative strength of some of the impor-
tant causes of migration in Meghalaya. The data has been
further classified to analyse the sex differentials in
causes of migration as'well as the relative importance of
various causes as far as the long distance and short

distance are concerned.

Table 4.1 gives a broad overview of the distri-
bution of migrants classified according to the reasons

for their migration,

Table 4.1

PERCENTAGE OF MIGRANTS CLASSIFIED BY RLEASONS QOF
MIGRANTIONS AND LENGTH OF MIGRANT STATUS

Reasons Total Migrants Length of Migrant Status
(Percentage)
S5 yrs (%) 5 yrs (%)
Employment 13.44 12.17 19.26
Education 5.28 3.83 10.25
Family Moved 35,57 40.12 36.62
Marriage 18.56 26 .04 14 .04
Other 26,13 17,80 49,20

. Sonmrce. s _Conana af InAis___ 10
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It is evident from ti¥e above table that the
single largest causes for migration is the movement Of
family accounting for over 35 per cent of all migrants.
It is interesting to note Fhat this share is more (i.e.,
40,12 per cent) among the recent migrants (having migra-
ted less than five years ago) than the older migrants
(five years or more). The secomd most important cause :
of migrasnion are the unclassified ones which include
causes other tham employmeht , education, movement of
family, and marriage. Expectedly marriage is r=sponsible
for a significant proportion, i.e., nearly a fifth of all
migration in Meghalaya. This may be a part of Rural-Urban
stream involving short distaice migration. While the
importance of employment as the cause of migration has
been stressed in all literatures dealing with migration,
it seems to be relatively less important a cause for
this hill state accounting for only 13.14 per cent of
all ﬁigrants. However, there are remarkable differences
in the relative importance of these causes in terms of
older and recent migration, Among the older migrants,
employment accounts for nearly a fifth of all migration.
On the other hand, the share of persons who have nigrated
for employment is a meagre 12.17 per cent in the latter
caée. The difference seems gquite intriguing and needs fur-

ther probe.
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A little over 5 per cent of all migrants reported
the cause of their migration «s education., However, the
share is much higher among the older migrants. Over 10
per cent of those who have migrated for ober five years

stated education as their cause for migration.

The dominance of family as the reason for migra-
tion is indicative of rural-urban stream of migration, wﬁile
the proportion which migrated due to marriage may have
largely taken place within rural areas. Relatively low
proportion of migration for employment indicates that the
economy remains largely self sufficient and the operation of

'push' iactors is rather at a low Key.
4,2,1 Sex-Composition

It is clear from table 4.2 that females consti-
tute as much as 42.66 per cent of all migrants and there
is no di fferences in this regards as far as the older or
recent migrants are concerned. However, male-female. diffe-
rences in migration is remarkablyﬁclear when thelir causes
of thelr migration is concerned. While 11.19 per cent
males recerded the sane as the reason. Male-female diffe-
rential in migration for educational purposes is insigni-

ficant while the female far outnumber the males in migra=

tions caused by movement of the family. It is interesting
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that unlike the rest of the country, migration due to '
marriage is more among male than for females primarily
due to matrilineal social structure in the state wherein
marriages in most cases are matri-local and in the pro-
cess the married man moves to the house of his spouse,

than the other way.

The picture in the case of recent as well as
the older migrants remains largely dhe same as the overall
pattern. However, there is a notable exception., This
concerns the marriage migrations. Among the recent mi-
grénts the male-female difference in migrations ardsing

out of mdrriage is less significant compared to the older

migrat ions,

Tahle 4.2

SEX COM?OSITION OF MIGRANTS CLASSIFIED BY RiASCHNS AND
DURATION OF MIGRANT STATUS

Reasons Total Migrant Length of Migrant Status

(Percentage)

5 years (%) 5 years (%)

male female male female mal e female‘
Employment 11.19 2.25 15.82 3.44 10.70 1.98
Education 3,06 2.22 5.88 4,37 2.11 1l.46
Family moved15.89 19.68 15,81 20.81 17.91 21.71
Marriage 11.51 8.05 7.61 6.43 14 .50 9.78
Others - 15,67 10.46 12.35 7.45 12.01 7.81
Total 57.34 42.66 57.47 42.53 57.26 42,74

Source : Meghalaya Migration Table : (1981).
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4,3 Causes and Types of Migration

A cursory look at the table 4.3 and figure 4.1
reveals that employment as a cause for migration differs
substantially among different types of migrants; viz.
intra-state, inter-state and international. While as
much as 13.45 per cent of all migrants declared employment
as the cause of their migration, the proportion was much
higher, i .., 22.41 per cent and 18,55 per cent among
those who came to Meghalaya from other states of Inuia
and from outside India, respectively. The extent of Migra-
tion within Meghalaya on accounts of employment seems
negligible with only a little over a per cent recording

employment as the motive for the migration.

Migration from outside the country for education
is highly insignificant. On the other hand, there is a
temarkable consistency in the proportion of migrants
accross all categories on account of the movement of the
family. The varies between 31.65 per cent among migrants
from other countries and 36.67 per cent among intra-state
migrants, Marriage as a cause of migration is also a
relatively less important factor among the migrants from

other countries.
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CAUSES OF MIGRATION CLASSIFIED BY TYPES
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Table 4,3

CAUSES OF MIGRATION CLASSIFIED BY TYPES OF HIGRANLS

1 2 3 4 3] 6
Types &f Mi- Employment Education Family Marriage Unclassi- Total
gration moved fied
Total 43268 16990 114433 62922 84U67 321680

(13.45%) (5.28%) (35.57%) (19.56..) (26.,13%) (10U%)

Last Residence
elsewhere in 37697 16557 104962 60236 72385 . 291837

India

(12.91%) (5.674) (35,964) (20.64%) (24 .80%) (1004)

Within State
of Enumera- 19613 11842 78933 49289 55578 215255

tion

(9.11%) (5.50%) (36.67%) (22.90%) (25.82%) (100%)

State in India

beyond state 1)084 4813 26028 15059 16704 80688
of Enumera-— (22.41%) (5.96/%) (32.25%4) (18.66.4) (20.7L) (100%)

tion.

Other

Countries

5551 433 9471 2686 11782 29923
(18.55.3) (1.447%) (31.654) (8,97.5) (39.37:5) (100%)

Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables, 1981.

Sex Composition

In this section, an attempt is made to examine
the mal e=female differentialsi?elation to the type of
migrant status classified as those having thelir last
residence elsewhere in India, within the state 0of enume-
ration, state in India beyond state of enumeration and

migrants from other countries.

Family moved : There seems to be direct relation with
distance among migrants who have moved due to the shif-
ting of the family. It is because of the fact that the

persons who have moved due to employment, are assigned
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employment as the cause of the migration; bhut if his

gamily moved with him they are classed as migrants due

to shift of the family. It is interesting to note that

females dcminate in this category of migration irrespec-

tive of the distance factor, The proportion of females

migrating on account of the shift of the family is the

highest in the inter-state category, contributing nearly

58 per cent of all migrants. This is probably dus to the

fact that those who came to Meghalaya from far ©off places
!

are more likely to bring their families into the area of

inmigration as distance poses serious limitation on kee-

ping frequent contact with the family. Since male migra-

tion is more common in other categories of reasons, the

proportion of female migrants rises sharply due to the

movement ©% the family. Table 4.4 and figure 4.2.

Table 4 .4

FAMILY MOVLD

TOLAL MALE FLIIALE
Total 114433 51126 63307
( 10074 (44,57 %) (55,33%)
Last residence else-~ 104962 46609 58263
where in India (10004) (44 .49%) (55,51%)
Wwithin State of 78833 35730 43203
Enumeration (100%) (45,26.5) (54 ,74%)
State in India beyond 26028 10969 15059
state of Enumeration (100:%) (42.14 ) (57 .86%)
Other Countries 9471 4427 5044
( 100,3) (46 .74%) (53,264)

Source : Census of India,
1981,

Meghalaya lhiigration Tables,
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Marriage Unl.ike the pattern obtained elsewhers in the
country, there are excess of males migrating out on
account of marriage, table. 4.5 and figure 4.3.
Table 4,5
fIARRIAGE
Total Male Female
62922 37044 25878
( 100.3) (58,.57.5) (41.13%)
Last residence else- 50236 26380 23856
where in India ( 100%) (60.39.5) (32,6 1%)
Within State of 49289 34464 14825
Enumeration ( 1004) (69.92:%) (30.,084)
State in India beyond 15059 10947 1916
state of enumeration ( 100%) (72.69%) (27 .3 1%)
Other Countries 2686 654 2022
( 100%) (24 .72.2) (75.,27%

Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables,

In all 58.8 per cent of those migrating out due

to marriage consists of males., This is understandable as

much of the migration takes place within the state and the

cultural practices in Meghalaya is matrilineal and matri-

local in diraracter., This is evident from the fact that

the share of male migrants due to marriage is as high as

639.92 per cent while it is only 24.72 per cent in the case

of those coming from outside. the country. Interestingly, a

very high proportion of migrants from ether states of India
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migrating out on account of marriage consists of males; /
their share being as high as 72,69 per cent. This is
indicative of marriages between the males from outside
the state and females within the state which necessitates
the migration of males and not the females due to I eva-

lence of matri-local system,

Employment : In all categories of migration, females
contribute a very small proportion of total migrants who

have moved due to employment. However, Table 4.6 amd

figure 4.4.

Table 4.6

EMPLOYHMENT

Total Male Female
Total 43268 35995 7253
( 100%) (83.23%) (16.,77%)
Last residence elsemhere 37697 30934 6763
in India , (100%) (81,63%) (18,37%)
Wwithin State of Enumeration 19613 14270 5337
( 100%) (72.793) (27.21%)
State in India beyond state 18084 16658 1426
of Enumeration ( 100%) (92.11%) (7.89%)
5551 5061 490
Other Countries (100%) (91.17%)  (8.82%)

Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables,

1981
/
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indicates that there exists enormous variations in the '
share of women among the bhree broad categories of migra=-
tion. Overall, females account for only 16.77 per cent Of
migration with employment as the ma jor cause, But in the
case of inter-state and international migration, males
contribute the overwhelming majority while in the case

of migrating within the state females contribute as much
as 27.21 per cent of all migrants who have changed resi-

dence for employment.

Thus, it is clear that employment as a cause of
migration is more evident among the males coming from
far - off areas. The females migration is more associatio-
nal in character in such migration but within the state,
females do contribute a very significant proportion of
migration on account of employment and not as much asso=-
ciated as in the case of migrants from other states and

countries,

Education : Migration on account of education has been
low compared to the prercentages in other categories of
causes of migration. A remarkable feature of migrants in
this category, howesver, is little sex differential, indi-
cating that women do not lag behind the men in migyrating
for availing educational facilities mostly located in

cities. But there exists enormous gap in the proportion
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of male and female migrants who came from outside
Meghalaya or from outside the country to pursue educa-
tion, These migrants are overwhelmingly male with

females contributing only a small minority. Table 4.7

i

and figure 4.5.

Table 4,7

ELUCATION

Total Male Female
Total 16090 9359 7131
(100%) (58.,02;%) (41,98%)
Last redidence elsewhere in 16557 9544 7013
India (10W%) (57 .64,4) §42.36%)
Within State of 11842 6270 5572
Enumerat ion ( 1002%) (52.?&%) (47.05%)
State in India beyond state 4813 3373 1440
of Enumeration ( 1003%) (70.085) (29,.,92%)
. 433 315 118
Other Countries ( 100%) (72.75%) (27.25%)

Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables,
1981,

But within the state, the famales contrirute as
much as 47.05 per cent of all migrants who have changed
their residences for thepurpose of education. Thus, it
is clear that education as a reason for migration does
not distinguish between males and females within Meghalaya,
while few women from outside the state migrate to attain

education,



It may be noted that the proportion of migyrants
who have moved for the purpose of education, declines
remarkably with increasing distance indicating a distance
decay function. Therefore,, the percentage of male mi-
grants is always higher in these cases. The percentages
are 70.08 per cent and 29.92 per cent in the case of
migrants enurjerated outside Meghalaya and foreign'coun-
tries, respectively. It can be summed vup that education
offers as one of the pull factors within the state invol-
ving short-distance migration, The prevalence of matri-
lineal social structure, probably, plays a significant
role. There is a relatively large female proportion among
migrants from within the state, which also involves short-
distance migration. With increasing distance, as in the case
of inter-state or international migration, the share of

females in the migrants for education falls drastically.

Others : Many other reasons not covered above, are grouped
under the category of ‘others'. They may include causes
like movement due to retirement, movement due to other
economic and socio-cultural factors such as setting up of
shops, starting up of business; religious pursuits and

so on., It 1is always found out that population movement

due to other reasons 1is more or less the same for all

categories of migration. Table 4.8 and figure 4.6.
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Table 4,3

IV IIRES)
Total Male Female
Total . 84067 50407 33660
( 100%) (56.96%) (40.04%)
Last residence elsewhere 72385 42784 29501
in India ( 100%) (59.10.4 (40.75%)
Within state of 55578 31351 124217
Enumeration ( 100%) (56.42%) (43.58%)
State in India beyond state 16704 11423 5284
of Enumeration (1005) (68.38,46) (31.62%)
Other Countries 11782 7623 4159
( 100%) (64.70%) (35,29%)

Source : Census of India, Meghalaya Migration Tables,
1881.

(Table 4.8) provides details about the share of
migrants and the sex-differentials, Out of the total
migrant population, 56.96 per cent are shared by males,
and 40,04 per cent by females migramts. In fact, migrants
born within their residence elsewhere in India has been
found to exercise an important influence in migration, at
the same time religious, linguistics and socio-cultural
differences increase with the increasing distance of travels
which presents inverse relationship between nunber of
migrants and then travel distance. It is interesting to note
that female migrants constitute nearly half (43.58 per cent)
of the cases of short distance to (31.62 per cent) in the
case Of long distance migration. Whereas in the case of

male migrants born in other countries outside India account
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for 64,70 per cent and 35,29 per cent in the case of

female migrants,

It can be summed up that pull factors in
drawing migrants declines with increase in distance,
while economic reasons have been more significant and
they have drawn migrants from longer distance. Tnis
results with the decline in the percentage in the case
of female migrants with increasing distances. This may
be heeause ma jority of the migrants who moved due to

social reasons.

4.4 Summary of Findings '

The foregoing analysis on the cause of migra-
tion in Meghalaya brings out the following interesting

Observations which are summarised below :=

(1) Economic forces do not seem to be a major
cause of migration within the state. Thus, it may be
assumed that the 'push' factors have not yet acquired mena-
cing proporticon behind migration behaviour in this part of
the country. The cities are probably functioning as ‘pull'’
areas, as evident from the fact that movements of family is

the 1largest single cause for migration.

(ii) Femalé migration for economic reasons is
remarkably low indicating that much of their migration is
associational in nature. However, the extent of female
miération on account of cconomic reasons within the state

is substantial.
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(iii) Males predominate in migration <dn: to
marriage. This 1s at variance with other pacts wf the
country where females constitute an overwhelmingly large
proportion of all migrations on account of marriage. The
opposite picture within Meghalaya is due to the prevalence

of matri-local system of marriage,

(iv) In terms of sex differentials in =ach of
the causes independently, the pattern is highly varied
in relation to the nature of the migration, viz.,intra-
state, inter-state and intemnational., The extent of sex
differentials in each of the causes 1is substantially low

in the case of intra-state migration.
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CHAPTER -V

i

SUMMARY AND CUNCLUSION

Internal migration is a continuous process,cnanging
frequently the map of distribution and composition of the
populaq;on.The types,causes and consequences of migration
are vagied and brings it close to studies which cut across

disciplinary boundaries.

. Historically, tribal societies have experienced in-
migration at a smaller scale due largely to a low=key in=
tegration with other societies and as a result of subsis-
tence economic organization. Absence of large-scale disparity
in socio-economic structure did not necessitate migration,
unless,®f course external causes, such as invasions or
internal causes such as high natural growth leading to a
‘fall in the carrying capacity of the land led to the move-
ment of people en masse. However, the relative isolation
of tribal territories have been broken and these areas are
now attracting people not ‘only from outside but the tribal
population itself 1is becoming increasingly mobile with
growing urbanization and improved means of transport and
communication and various debilitating forces operating

at the origin of migration.

The pattern of migration in Meghalaya which has been
analysed in the dissertation acquires significance in this

context, the study area being tribal in character and the
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phzfical and social isolation which it had with the
rest of the country, till very recently. The process
of urbanization has a short history in the state and
types and causes of migrations also present qualitative

differences worth studying.

The study, however, suffers from the limitation
of the census data which is highly inadequate only
sorce for arriving at conclusions at a brcad level,
which is justified before any detailed analysis at the
micro-level 1is attempted. A major inadequacy pertains
to the classification of the reasons of migration which
are highly generalised and may even overlap., However,
it is presumed that these limitation would not seriously
affect the analys#s which is aimed at finding out only

the brtoad patterns.

Some of the major findings of the study may be

outlined as follows :

(1) The extent and volume of migration in Megha-
laya seems to respond positively with the siz@'of urban
population in each district suggesting the importance

of urbanization in accelerating the process. Another fea-~

ture of migration in the state refers to the dispropor-
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urban concentration not only of significance in the state

but in the entire North East Region,

(2) The dominance of intra state migration in the
total volume of migrants indicate a higher mobility among
the local population largely consisting of Scheduled Tribes

belonging to Khasi and Garo tribes.

(3) A very large proportion of the migrants coming .
from outside the state tends to get concentrated in the
East Khasi Hills district, possibly in the capital city of
Shillong. In fact, larger the distance greater is their
concentration in this district. The capital city is flou-
rishing with its educational, trade and administrative
functions, which attracts the long distance migrants to

this district.

However, the Assamese migrants are distributed in
almost all areas of Meghalaya unlike other migrants from
outside. This may be largely due to closer @oaial and
economic linkages.between these two neighbouting states

which were one administrative entity not very long back.,

(4) While the distribution of male migrants closely
resemble the aggregative pattern, the females tend to show
a slighly greater concentration in the East Khasi Hills

district.
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(5) considering the peculiarities of the regional
economy, topographic conditions and recent history of
urbanisation in the state coupled with the subdistence
level of agricultural economy, the extent ©of rural - to
-~urban steeam of migration is significant and is compara-
ble to advanced region of the country. But it may be added
that only one or two districts are only experiencing such
migration at a larger scale while in vast areas eof the
state the rural - to ~ urban stream continues to be feeble.
This is understandable as urbanisation in these districts
teoo 1s poorly developed and merely serves some administra-
tive functions, It is significant that with the emergence
of a strong urban base imnEast Khasi Hills district and
West Garo Hills district, the stream is picking up momen-

tum in these areas.

(6) Much like the rest of the country the pattern
of migration is deminated by rural = to - rural stream
characteristics of mny economy dominated by agriculture

and other primary methods of production,

(7) Bulk of the rural to urban stream of migration
consists of small distance migrants i.e., inter-district
or intfa-district. the former being more dominant than
the latter. Most of the rural migrants from outside the

state get concentrated in East Khasi Hills district only,



108

(8) Male rural-to-urban migrants are slighly more
in inter-state wategory involving long distance migration,
On the other hand, bulk of the female rural-to-urban migration
involves ghort distance migration i.e., either inter -

or intra -state type.

(9) A very significant feature of the nature of
rural to urban migration in the state refers to lack of
large scale sex selectivity in its composition., The pre=
ponderence of females in the Rural - to - Urban stream
is in sharp contrast to the situation elsewhere in the
country and brings it closer to experiences of the wes-
tern developed economies, The females particularly out-
number males or constitute a very alrge proportion in
the intra-state category in most districts. But their
share fall drastically in the category which involved
inter-state movement. The numerical dominance of females
in the shortest distance migration, i.e., intra-district
movement 1s particularly revealing. The pattern brings out
the sharp differences in the tribal and non-tribal response
to Rural ~ to - Urban migration. The tribal ethos has pro-
bably withstood the sex selectivity in the Rural-Urban
migration characteristicé of nonetribal social order which
permits a larger male migration only. The numerical super-

iority of females in Rural-Urban stream within the state
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indicates the continuance of the tribal ethos of lack

of gender bias in migration.

(10) Analysis of the reasons of migration provides
indications of the effects that the push factors have not
yet acquired menacing proportions causing large sections
to migrate from their areas of living which is cited as
a major cause elsewhere in the country. The cities pro-
bably continue to act as pull areas as evident from the
fact that movement of families is the single largest
cause., The economic motive comes as the third important
cause, Such a conclusion, however, should only be treated
as tentative as the census categorization of causes itself

may be inadequate.

(11) Economic reasons do not seem to be a major
cause of migration among females., But it is substantial

within the state.

(12) The extent of sex - differential in each of the
causes is substantially low in the case of intra-state
migration. Unlike the rest of the country the marriage
migrations are dominated by males. This is largely preve-
lence of matri=local system of marriage involving migratio:

of maels to in - laws place of residence.
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The generalization and conclusions arrived at are
by no means conclusive and carry all the limitations of
census data. But even the generalizations throw up some

basic questions as far as its implication are concerned,

It is important to note that the extent of rural -
to -urban migration is taking place due to urbanization
which 1is mostly administrative nature., There 1is no evi-
dence to suggest that any structural changes are associa-
ted with urbanization and migrations, Secondly, there is
a need to understand the specific nature of such migrations
as they affect the rural areas, it's economy, and the
social organisation., The impact of such a strong stream of
rural =to- urban migration may have wide-ranging implica-
tions to a tribal economy which is characterised by subsis=-
tence agriculture and a social organisation based on egali-
tarian principles and matrilineal system, Third, the cause
of migration may be rooted in the diversity of factors such
as stagnation of the rural economy due to population growth
and increasing awarenesé of people to the growing impulses
of the towns., These questions need further insight into the

problem,

Fourthly, Shillong Urban Concentration is of parti-
cular significance, It is growing fast in recent decades.

It has a large spare of the population of the state and this
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proportion is increasing. However, the city is not based
on any large scale, organised manufacturing activity.
Therefore, trade, commerce, administration and the
‘informal sector' is becoming the key to pull operated

an intra-state migration. On the other hand, the stagna-
tion, even decay in the rural hinterland, though not
conclusively proven, may act as the main push factor in .
this growing stream of migrants to Shillong andthe adjoi-
ning towns, Without an adequate economic base, the quality
of life in the city will go down, social conflict rise

( in competition for limited resources ) and all that can
be stemmed only by a proposeful reconstruction of the rural

hinterland.,

The dissertation started with a limited ob jective and
Eoncludes with even more questions than it planned to answer.
It is prOposéd to carry on the work forward by an intensive
fieldwork to find out possible answers to the questions

raised by the work,
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