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Migration in India: trends and characteristics
Dharmendra Pratap Singh' and Rejeshwari Biradar?

Background: The migration pattern in India indicates that the percentage of migrants to the total
enumerated population is consistently declining among both male and female populations. Hence,
we planned to update knowledge on emerging migration patterns and their characteristics from
1991-2011.

Methods: Data have been presented for four migration categories such as Intra-district, Inter-
district, Inter-state and International and also examined the migration streams of Rural-Rural,
Rural-Urban, Urban-Rural and Urban-Urban, pattern from 1991 to 2011 in India.

Results: Overall, around 22%, 10.0%, 4.7% and 0.44% of population was intra-district, inter-
district, inter-state and international migrants in 2011. In comparison to 2001 and 1991 censuses,
Intra-district and inter-district migrants increased in 2011. On the other hand, Inter-state and
international migrants remained more or less at a similar level. Out of the total migrants in 2011,
rural to rural migration stream accounts for about 53.8% of total migrants, where 31.3% of male,
and 63.3% of female migrants and a similar pattern was observed in the 2001 census. The 2011
Census showed that the main reasons for migration were employment/work related to men (24%)
and marriage related to women (66.7%).

Conclusions: Among the four migration streams, the rural-to-rural migration stream emerges as
the predominant stream. Possibly children movement, seasonal migrants’ workers and return
migration of aged or unsuccessful migrants might be the factor behind a little higher percentage in
these two streams (rural to urban and urban to urban).

Introduction

The event of migration is as old as human civilization. In the early phases of history, geographical
barriers played an essential role in giving opportunities to the migration event. Due to lack of
transportation facilities and language skills, the migration was limited to short distances. However, the
crossing of state boundaries in the early 19th century was only recorded, and movement within the state
was not recorded as migration. But today, migration is a response to technological progress,
industrialization, and urbanization, and is facilitated by convenient transportation. According to the Indian
Census, a person is considered a migrant if his/her place of birth is different from the place where he is
being enumerated. It also uses Place of last residence or if the place in which he is enumerated during the
census is other than his place of immediate last residence. Between 1991 and 2001, Maharashtra, Gujarat,
Punjab, Delhi and Haryana attracted a large number of interstates migrates in India. In recent years, the
numerous changes in policies on education, market, and trade in India have impacted on the pattern of

migration. It has progressively created a gap between agriculture and non-agriculture sector, between
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rural and urban areas, employment and labour turnover. Despite the heavy burden of infrastructure in
metropolises, due to the many economic opportunities, metropolises have become the main force
attracting large numbers of migration to find jobs/employment. The linking with infrastructure facilities in
terms of transport and housing facility in the nearby district also attract migrants to major cities. A
number of studies attempted to analyze level and pattern of migration in the country (Davis; 1951, Premi,
1980, 1984; Skeldon, 1986; Bhagat, 2010, Srivastava 1979, Malhotra 1974; Singh, 1998). A set of studies
shown determinant and characteristics of migrants using NSS datasets (Keshri and Bhagat, 2012; Banerji
and Saraswati Raju, 2009; Shanti 2006; Indrani et al., 2014; Singh, 2005, 2009, Kundu and Ray; 2012).
Some of the studies look extensively on impact of migration on females (Singh; 1978, Gulati; 1983, 1993.
Jatley; 1987, Lingam; 1998, Vijay; 2005)

In the 2011 census, 455 million persons were migrants based on the place of the last residence,
which constitute about 37% of the total population of the country. This figure indicates an increase of
around 44% from 2001 (314 million) and 97% from 1991 (231 million). Some of the main determinants
of migration have been identified as high population density, a surplus of the labour force, high
employment rates, meager incomes, dissatisfaction with housing, demand for higher schooling, rural-
urban wage differentials, the distance between village and city, pattern of land possession, and the prior
migration patterns. Among three basic components population, the migration is one of the of population
growth of any area, which plays an important role in improving economic and social conditions of people.
The Indian Constitution provides its people with the fundamental freedom to move to any part of the
country, which gives the full right to reside and earn a livelihood of their optimal. Several economic,
social, cultural, political factors play a role in the decision to move. The consequence of these factors
differs by time and place. For economic, political and cultural affecting it It is the most unpredictable
component of population growth and most complex to understand. Analysis of migration pattern is
important for planning policy purposes. The main purpose of this paper is to update our knowledge with

regard to the emerging migration levels and patterns from India censuses 1991, 2001 and 2011.
Data

The census of India has been the most abundant source of migration data collected and published
at the consecutive decennial censuses for more than a century. For this study, we have taken data from
2011, 2001 and 1991 censuses of India. Census information were classified person migration status based
on place of birth, place of last residence and duration of stay at the place of enumeration. These
classifications were defined based on administrative boundaries such as district and status in India. helps

to understand roughly distance factor in terms of four different types of migrants:
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1. Intra-district Migrants: Those persons who are enumerated at a place different but born within the
district.
2. Inter-district Migrants: Those persons who are enumerated in a district but born in another district
of the same state.
Inter-state Migrants: Those persons who are enumerated in a state but born in another state.
4. International Migrants: Those persons who are enumerated in India but born in another country.

Those persons who are enumerated in India but born in another country. We have presented
migration stream based on information on rural and urban place of residence and place of birth/last
residence. Four different type of migration stream also is identifiable from published census data. These
are Rural to rural, rural to urban, urban to urban and urban to rural migration stream. For understating
migration trends and characteristics, present study analyzed and computed work participant rates,
educational level, Literacy rates by Intra-district, Inter-district, Inter-state and International migration

streams and different migration stream in India from 1991 to 2011.

Results

Patterns of Intra-district, Inter-district, Inter-state and International migration streams from 1991
to 2011 indicates that 21.8% of population is intra-district, 10.0% inter-district migrants, 4.7% as inter-
state migrants and 0.44% as international migrants in 2011 (Table 1). In comparison to 2001 and 1991
censuses, Intra-district migrants have increased around 4 and 2.5%. On the other hand, percentage of
international migrants decline in migrants’ percentage share to the total population. The most noticeable
decline is among international migrants which constituted 0.8% in 1991; 0.6% in 2001; 0.4% in 2011.
According to the 1991 to 2011 census information, women migrants are high in all the four migration
streams as compared to men which mostly due to compulsion of marriage migration where mostly moves
from her ancestral home to bride home which generally located at different place. For instance, as per
2011 census, women with short distance migration (intra-district) accounts for 31.8%, medium distance or
inter-district migration 14.2%, long-distance or interstate migration 5.4% and 0.5% international
migration. In case of men Intra-district, Inter-district, Inter-state and international migration is 12.4, 6.1%,
4.0% and 0.4% (Table 1). Some of the increase in percentage of within state migrants may be attributable

to increase in number of districts from 1991 (number of districts 467) to 2011 (number districts 640).

Duration of residence and migration stream

The duration of residence at the place of enumeration information provides the data on the timing

of movement. Table 2a, 2b and 2c present the four types of migration streams namely - rural to rural, rural
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to urban, urban to rural and urban to urban with a duration of residence of migrants based on place of last
residence criterion in 1991, 2001 and 2011 census. Out of the total migrants in 2011, rural to rural
migration stream accounts for about 53.8 % of total migrants, where 31.3% are male, and 63.3 % are
female migrants (Table 2a). A similar pattern was observed in the 2001 census (Table 2b). In 2011 census
5.3 % male and 3.2 % female moved within a year, 14.6% male and 13.8 % female moved in 1-4 years,
12.6% male and 13.6 % female moved in 5-9 years ago. However, it may be noted that in 1991 census
higher percentage of migrants did not report their duration of residence at the place of enumeration.
Therefore, the decline in the percentage of intercensal migrants may not be completely attributed to
declining in the recent movement of migrants. About 17.8% of male and 22.2% of female reported to
move between 10 to 19 years, and it indicates that based on place of last residence criterion the further
movement of a person might classify him/her in less duration. The more or less similar percentage of
males and females reported duration of 10-19 and 20 and above years in 2001 and 2011 census except for
men who moved more than 20 years ago. On the other hand, the data according to the type of migration
streams in 1991 to 2011 census are presented in Table 2a and 2c. According to the 2011 census, among
men higher percentage of migrant’s stream seen during 1-4 years for Urban-Rural and Urban-Urban not
much difference was reported, and around 20 % of the Rural-Urban migration was seen. However, among
women during the 1-4 years, there is not much difference in moving to Rural-Urban, Urban-rural and

Urban-Urban in India.

Reasons for Migration

Till 1971, information on the reason for migration was not collected in the Indian censuses. From
1981, the census started collecting information on reasons for migration, from the persons who reported
different place of the last residence than the place of enumeration. In 1981, the reasons for migration were
classified into five broad groups - employment, education, family movement, marriage and others. The
scope of data was further increased in the 1991 census as data additional classification categories of
business and natural calamities such as flood, drought, and so on were made. The movement due to
displacement, retirement, etc., which were not covered by employment, business, education, family
movement, marriage, natural calamities are included in others category. In 2001 and 2011 category of
moved after birth was added and natural calamities were clubbed into others category. The data on the
reason for migration is useful to understand the motivational factors behind the movement of persons.
One of the limitations of reason for migration data is only one reason of migration is recorded excludes
other reasons. The analyzed data are based on place of last residence concept and are for all migrants. The
data on the reason for migration-by-migration stream and type of migration are presented in Table 3(a),

3(b) and 3(c) in 1991, 2001 and 2011census, respectively. One of the problems with use of census data on
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reason for migration is the consideration of only main reason of migration and exclusion of subsequent
reasons. For example, a person might have left his place of last residence for education purpose and later
within decade might have taken employment then only one reason will be considered.

The employment and business (26%) among males and marriage (66.7%) among females were
found as the main reasons for migration in 2011 census. Associational reasons - movement on account of
accompanying parents or any member of the family was elicited second most important reason among
both male and female migrants (20.5%) and (11.7%) (Table 3a). However, among ‘other’ reasons for
migration reported for about very high 34% of male and 12% female. The other reason was more
prominently reported among male intra-district migrants (45%) and inter-district (21.4%). One of reason
for high percentage may be due to creation of new districts during 1991 to 2011 census. Among male
migrants’ Sizeable percentage reported moved after birth (13%) while among female nearly 4.5

percentage.

In 1991 census, about 27.0% male and 1.8% female of total migrant reported employment as a
reason for migration in 1991 compared to 28.1% male and 1.7% female in 2001 and 24% male and 2.1%
female in 2011. Women migration for employment shows little increase while for male migration has
declined by 4% for the same. Similarly, male migration on account of business-related reason which was
around 7 percent in 1991 has declined to less than 2% in 2011. The percentage of women moving for

business purpose reported less than half of percent.

Type of migration shows the importance of the employment factor among males, and it is
presented in Table 3a to 3c for 2011, 2001 and 1991 respectively. For instance, compared to intra-district
and inter-district migrants it was about 47% among male in interstate migrants which elicited
employment-related reasons for migration in 2011, while it was about 53 % in 2001 and 43% in 1991. It
is also observed that as the distance of migration increases from intra-district to interstate the percentage

of migrants also increases very sharply. Similar pattern is observed for business related reason.

Three census years’ data show clearly increase in percentage of female migrants for employment
and business purpose though in small percentage. It is increasing as distance moved and type of
movement. This may be attributable to increase in women education also changing view of society

towards women work.

The relation between reason for migration and distance factor is clearly visible. As the distance of

migration increases from short distance (within district) to inter district or interstate employment and
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business reason shows increasing level of migration and social factor show decreasing level. All three

censuses show similar trend.

Migration stream and Reason for Migration

Table 3a to 3c presents the streamwise reason for migration. In 2011, Nearly 48 % of male
migrant from rural to urban reported employment and business-related reason which has declined from
55% in 2001 and 50% in 1991. Rural to rural migration was mainly dominated by marriage factor among
female (83-84%) during all three censuses. In rural-to-rural migration other reasons were reported by
nearly 25% of male and 6% of female. Urban to urban male migrants, 31% reported as employment and
business-related reason which declined from 43 in 1991. Urban to Rural male migration reported nearly
54% moved due to after birth and moved with household member. Among female urban to rural it was
29%.

Literacy

According to the census, a person who can read and write with understanding any Indian
language is defined as literate. In 2011, 82.1% of male and 65.5% of the female of the total population
were enumerated as literate compared to 75.3% among males and 53.7% among female in 2001. The
literacy rate among migrants in 2011 was 61.3% (76.7% for males and 54.0% for females) which was
about 13% lower than the total population (Table 4).

Table 4: Literacy rate of migrants, 1991-2011

Literacy rate 1991 2001 2011

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
Total Population 52.7 32.2 42.8 75.3 53.7 64.8 82.1 65.5 74.0
Migrants 66.7 29.5 39.8 74.2 42.3 51.7 76.7 54.0 61.3

Table 5 shows migrants education level of men and women migrants moved within state and
interstates migration with 0-9 duration who reported employment as reason for migration. Data are
presented separately for rural to urban and urban to urban migration streams for 2011 and 2001 census. It
is observed that the small literacy level increase among migrants. Nearly 15% migrant reported
graduation and above among rural to urban migrant while 25% among urban-to-urban migrants.
Education level of rural to urban migrant were less education compared to urban-to-urban migrant. Level

of education was reported more or less same level in both censuses.
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Table 5: Education Level of Internal Migrants Reporting Work/Employment as a reason for migration
with duration 0-9 years by Sex and Migration Stream, 2001-2011

Education level Within State Interstate

2011 Rural-Urban Urban-Urban Rural-Urban Urban-Urban
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

Literate but below Matric/Secondary 30.2 24.4 19.7 19.6 33.07 2111 199 13.4

Matric/Secondary but below graduate ~ 26.7 18.3 21.7 21.4 25.74 1446 223 14.6

Technical diploma or certificate not 3.7 3.2 4.8 3.2 2.69 242 2.9 2.7

equal to degree

Graduate and above other than 16.1 15.2 25.6 24.5 13.10 13.83 27.2 32.7

technical degree

Technical degree or diploma equal to 5.2 5.6 10.3 10.7 6.25 6.02 15.7 18.6

degree or post-graduate degree

2001

Literate but below Matric/Secondary ~ 28.23 21.31 20.37 20.77 30.87 18.40 24.50 15.66

Matric/Secondary but below graduate  29.87 22.15 30.24 23.49 28.64 16.56 26.23 20.31

Technical diploma or certificate not 4.01 4.05 4.68 3.08 3.00 2.70 3.01 3.34

equal to degree

Graduate and above other than 19.21 17.28 28.13 25.29 15.19 15.49 24.48 28.60

technical degree

Technical degree or diploma equal to 6.31 6.93 9.12 8.71 6.12 5.54 10.09 10.21

degree or post-graduate degree

Source: Migration Tables D7: Migrants by Place of Last Residence with Duration 0-9 years reporting
‘Work/Employment” as Reason for Migration by Age, Sex and Educational level — 2011 and 2001, Soft copy

Work Participation by migration Stream

Figure 1 shows the age and sex distribution of work participation rate of migrants by migration
streams in 2011. The work participation rate in the age group 15 to 60 was at the highest level. The work
participation rate among females was found at a much lower level as compared male in all four migration
streams. The rural-rural and urban-rural female migrants indicate nearly two times higher participation
than rural-urban and urban-urban females. The male migrants at older ages (60 years and above) show a

higher percentage of them working compared to females’ migrants.
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Figure 1: Work Participation Rate of main workers by migration streams and age groups, 2011 census

Work Participation Rate of Main Workers by Migration
Stream, Gender and Age 2011 Census
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The work participation rate among the main worker by migration stream and gender shows nearly

2.5 times higher rate for male as compared to female in 2011 as well as the 2001 census (Table 6.1).

Female participation among rural origin was reported higher than urban originated female migrants. All

migration streams showeda decline in the work participation rate of the main worker in 2011 compared to

the 2001 census. Female marginal workers were found at a higher rate than male for rural migrants.

Distribution of Migrants Seeking/available for Work among Marginal and Non-worker By Gender, 2001

and 2011are presented in Table 6.2. It is shown that a higher percentage of Rural-Urban male migrants

Seeking/available for Work among Marginal worker as compared to Rural-Urban male migrants

Seeking/available for Work among Marginal Non-worker in 2011. Similarly, a higher percentage of the

female were found who migrated Urban-Rural Seeking/available for Work among Marginal worker as

compared to Urban-Rural male migrants Seeking/available for Work among Marginal Non-worker in

2011.

Table 6.1: Work Participation Rate (Main Worker and Marginal worker) among Migrants reporting
employment as a reason for Migration by Sex and Migration Streams

Main Worker Marginal Worker
2011 2001 2011 2001

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Rural-Rural 49.59 24.08 54.49 25.61 9.95 20.09 7.79 22.20
Rural-Urban 37.28 17.26 46.65 17.71 6.16 10.11 4,95 11.74
Urban-Rural 63.52 13.79 66.29 12.12 4.87 4,59 3.73 4.18
Urban-Urban 53.56 13.66 57.91 11.10 5.05 3.76 2.48 2.03
Total 52.29 20.25 56.79 21.52 7.29 14.27 5.51 16.70

Total Population (‘000) 76,415 62,704 53,020 47,592 10,658 44,200 5,143 36,927

Source: Migration Tables D6: soft copy
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Table 6.2: Distribution of Migrants Seeking/available for Work among Marginal and Non-worker by
gender, 2001 and 2011

Seeking/Available for Work among Seeking/Available for Work among Non-
Marginal Worker Worker
2011 2001 2011 2001
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Rural-Rural 53.3 35.2 43.2 14.9 8.2 11.6 7.6 6.8
Rural-Urban 53.7 344 48.4 17.4 7.8 10.3 9.4 9.2
Urban-Rural 44.9 36.6 53.0 22.6 10.5 9.3 14.1 8.2
Urban-Urban 39.7 344 49.0 23.8 9.8 8.7 13.5 9.1
Total (%) 49.5 35.3 45.9 15.5 9.4 10.4 11.3 7.7
Total Population (‘000) 5,276 15,602 2,360 5,737 5,580 21,121 3,979 10,564

Source: Migration Tables D6: soft copy

Discussion

In the middle of the 20th-century volume of inter-state migration in India was low due to , rigidity
of the caste system predominance of agriculture, the diversity of language and culture , the role of joint
families, food habits and lack of education. But the rapid transformation of Indian economy, improvement
in level of education and that of transport and communication facilities, the shift of workforce from
agriculture to industry and other tertiary activities accelerated mobility among Indian people in recent
times. For administrative purposes, during the period 1991 to 2011, several new districts were created,
which might explain some of the increase in the intra-district and inter-district migrant’s percentage. The
number of districts has increased from 466 in 1991 to 593 in 2001 and 640 in 2011 (excluding Jammu and

Kashmir districts).

Migration within the district is called “short-distance” migration, migration within the state across
the district is called “medium-distance” migration and migration across state boundaries is called “long-
distance” migration. Again, considering the place of birth (or last residence) and place of enumeration,
internal migration within and between rural and urban areas can be classified in four different streams, i.e.
(i) Rural-Rural (ii) Rural-Urban (iii) Urban-Rural (iv) Urban-Urban. Among the four migration streams,
the rural to rural migration stream emerges as the predominant stream. Possibly children movement,
seasonal migrants’ workers and return migration of aged or unsuccessful migrants might be the factor
behind a little higher percentage in these two streams. The data on the reason for migration with a

duration of residence may throw some light on this.
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The trend of rural to urban migration is increasing day by day, which is having a negative impact
on the development of both agriculture and urbanization. Meanwhile, ‘migration’ is a global
multidisciplinary phenomenon. The early nineteenth century, the social science discipline tried to
understand the various factors associated with migration. These include types of migration, mass move to
rural-urban, rapid urban development, causes and consequences, labour-market, and migration,
employment issues, agrarian to non-agrarian labour-market, migrant refugees, human rights violence,
social security issues, and displacement. India also faces similar problems as far as internal migration is
concerned. For a quantitative analysis of the internal migration issues, government agencies such as the
Office of the Registrar General and Census Commissioner, India, the National Sample Survey (NSS), the
Ministry of Labour Welfare, and other academic and development institutions have conducted macro-
level studies. These help the government to make policies on the issues at the central and state level. The
rural-urban migration, which is a type of spatial movement is an accompaniment of the process of
industrialization. This movement is very significant in developing countries like India. As the economy of
the country develops, so does the internal migration increase and brings about radical changes in the
occupational patterns and in the type and location of economic and social activities. The rural-urban
migration is mostly unskilled and semi-skilled labour in India, is normally at that distance as the

‘intervening opportunities’ are available on a large scale (Vijay, 2005).

Economic factors among males and associational and marriage among females remain as the
main factor behind their movement. About 1 percent of males and less than half% of females moved due
to natural calamities factors such as floods, drought, etc. The migrants reported employment as a reason
for migration shows that the education level within the state migrants was higher than inter-state migrants.
The work participation rate among males’ migrants was about 90% compared to female migrants (44%).
This indicates that more than half of females could not get employment or might have opted to be out of

work despite reporting employment as reason for migration.

Conclusion

Short distance migration has been the predominant migration pattern in India among females. The
traditional village exogamy could be the reason for this type of massive migration among females. Rural
to rural migration has been another vital migration flow for both males and females. Both sexes have
reported a significant role in increased migration to urban areas during 1991-2011. The urban-to-urban
movements are also significantly increasing. Going by this trend, long-distance rural to urban and urban
to urban streams are likely to emerge as the dominant migration streams in future. The reasons for

migration data revealed that apart from employment among males and marriage among females, moving
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with household emerged as another important factor for migration among males as well as females. Based
on three-decade data it may be observed that the women migration s slowly but steadily increasing for

employment, business and education purposes.

Similarly, women are also move toward urban areas for education and employment purposes and
reducing the gap between economic reasons between gender. It is also evident that urban to rural streams
show an increased migration on account of employment or work as a reason for migration. As such, two-
third of urban to rural interstate male migrants have moved to their own jobs or work. The study also
found that female migration rates are closely inter-connected with male migration rates demonstrating
that females accompany males as associational migrants. Yet, the significance of economic factors, as
evident from the study, reveals that there is also an economic motivation behind migration. People in all
areas should have an environment to work in without having any anxiety in mind, which decreases rural
to urban migration and displacement. Besides, the national government should adopt fragmentation

policies and programmers to create employment opportunities in rural area to reduce unemployment.

References

Banarjee A. and Saraswati Raju (2009) Gendered Mobility: women migrants and work in urban India,
Economic and Political Weekly Vol 44(28) p.115-124

Bhagat, R B (2010), “Internal Migration in India: Are the Underprivileged Migrating More?” Asia Pacific
Population Journal, 25(1): 27-45.

Census of India (2019) Migration Tables, soft copy, https://:censusindia.nic.in

Vijay, G. (2005). Migration, vulnerability and insecurity in new industrial labour markets. Economic and
Political Weekly, 2304-2312.

Davis, K. (1951). The population of India and Pakistn, New York: Princeton University.

Gulati, L. (1983). Male Migrants to Middle East and the Impact on the Family. Economic and Political
Weekly, 18(52), 2217-2226.

Gulati, L. 1993. In the Absence of their Men: The Impact of Male Migration on Women. New Delhi:
Sage Publications.

Jetley, S. (1987). Impact of male migration on rural females. Economic and political weekly, WS47-
WS53.

Indrani Mazumdar, N Neetha, Indu Agnihotri (2013) Migration and Gender in India, vol xIvlil no 54 10,
54-64

Kunal Keshri and R B Bhagat (2012) Temporary and Seasonal Migration: Regional Pattern,

Characteristics and Associated Factors, Economic and political Weekly, vol xlvii no 4, 81-88


https://:censusindia.nic.in

Dharmendra Pratap Singh and Rejeshwari Biradar

Kundu Amitabh and Saraswati L. Ray (2012) Migration and Exclusionary Urbanisation in India,
Economic and political weekly, Vol. 47 (26-27)

Lingam, L. (1998). Migrant women, work participation and urban experiences. Indian Journal of Social
Work, 59, 807-823.

NSSO (2010) Migration in India, 2007-08, NSS 64th ROUND (July 2007 — June 2008), New Delhi:
National Sample Survey Office Ministry of Statistics & Programme Implementation, Govt of India

Premi, M. K. (1980). Aspects of female migration in India. Economic and Political Weekly, 714-720.

Premi, M. K. (1984). Internal migration in India 1961-81. Social action, 34(3), 274.

Roy, B. K. (1991). On the questions of migration in India: Challenges and
opportunities. GeoJournal, 23(3), 257-268.

Shanthi, K. (2006), “Female Labour Migration in India: Insights From NSSO Data”, Working Paper
4/2006, Madras School of Economics, Chennai.

Singh, A. M. (1978, January). Rural-Urban Migration of Women Among Urban-Poor In India.
In Population Index (Vol. 44, No. 3, Pp. 422-422). Office Population Research, Woodrow Wilson
School Public International Affairs, Princeton, Nj 08544: Princeton University.

Singh, D.P., 1986. “Internal Migration in India: 1961-1991” Demography India 27(1): 245-261.

Singh D. P. (1998) Female Migration in India, Indian Journal of Social Work, vol. Vol. LIV (3):

728-742

Singh D. P. (2005) Migration in India: Evidence based on National sample survey Data, Demography
India (2): 271-298

Singh D. P. (2009) Poverty and Migration: Does moving help, Amitabh Kundu (Eds) Urban Poverty
Report 2009, Oxford

Skeldon, R. (1986). On migration patterns in India during the 1970s. Population and Development
Review, 759-779.

171


https://www.epw.in/journal/2012/26-27/special-articles/migration-and-exclusionary-urbanisation-india.html

Demography India
Vol. 51, No. 1 (2022), pp.160-175

ISSN 0970-454X

Table 1: The population of India based on place of birth data: 2011-1991 (figures in ‘000)

2011 census

2001 census

1991 census

Persons Males Females Persons Males Females  Persons Males Females
Total Population 1,210,855 623,270 587,585 1,028,610 532,156 496,453 838,568 435,208 403,360
Born in the place of enumeration — Non-Migrants (Percentage) 63.46 77.09 48.18 70.14 83.01 56.34 72.59 85.37 58.80
Intra-district Migrants 21.81 12.40 31.79 17.67 8.04 28.00 16.24 6.74 26.50
Inter- district Migrants 10.01 6.09 14.17 7.47 4.66 10.49 7.50 4.25 10.07
Inter-state Migrants 4.65 3.99 5.35 4.12 3.70 4.57 3.26 2.79 3.75
International Migrants 0.44 0.41 0.48 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.83 0.82 0.83
Unclassifiable 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.07
Total Migrants 447,287 142,791 304,496 307,150 90,410 216,739 229,841 63,677 166,164
% of Migrants 36.94 22.91 51.82 29.86 16.99 43.66 27.41 14.63 41.20
Source: Migration Tables 2011, 2001 and 1991 census, D-1: Population classified by place of birth and sex- 2011, Soft copy
Table 2a: Percentage distribution of duration of residence of migrants by type of migration in 2011
2011 <1 year 1-4 5-9 10-19 20+ Unknown Total (‘000) * <1 year 1-4 5-9 10-19 20+ Unknown Total (‘000) *
Male Female
Total (all migrants) 5.34 1456 1261 17.78 24.05 25.66 146,145 3.16 13.76 1357 22.20 35.94 11.38 309,641
Intra-district Migrants 4.18 11.88 10.73 15.60 20.68 36.93 82,948 2.69 1262 1290 21.76 36.54 13.49 194,565
Inter- district Migrants 6.10 17.68 1527 21.03 27.38 12.53 36,649 3.56 356 1466 2322 3530 7.97 81,489
Inter-state Migrants 8.27 19.71 1569 21.02 27.19 8.11 23,869 5.12 512 1538 2292 31.98 7.21 30,394
International Migrants 4.68 8.42 6.52 1141 57.24 11.73 2,513 2.75 2.75 8.71 15.96 54.75 8.51 2,977
Unclassifiable 6.47 16.94 1330 16.54 17.46 29.29 164 4.35 4.35 1437 20.10 25.10 19.72 214
Rural-Rural 7.26 1549 13.34 20.08 30.06 13.77 36,841 2.55 1259 1329 2369 4311 4.77 176,917
Rural-Urban 9.82 19.77 1576 19.48 17.60 17.58 35,372 5.78 1854 1654 23.00 25.82 10.31 42,828
Urban-Rural 5.15 17.79 1631 2397 30.31 6.47 10,137 4.07 17.16 1622 2472 3185 5.97 16,837
Urban-Urban 5.20 17.63 1486 1946 24.39 18.46 35,196 4.52 17.87 1569 21.76  25.59 14.58 42,903

Source: Migration Tables 2011 census, D-2:

Migrants classified by place of last residence, sex and duration of residence in the place of enumeration - 2011, Soft copy
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Table 2b: Percentage distribution of duration of residence of migrants by type of migration in 2001

2001 <lyear 14 59  10-19 20+ Unknown Total (‘000) <1 year 1-4 5-9 10-19 20+  Unknown  Total (“000)
Male Female

Total Migrants 4.47 17.77  13.00 17.92 21.29 25.55 93,361 2.13 13.88 13.56 23.84 36.72 9.86 221,180
Intra-district Migrants 3.61 15.35 10.93 14.72 16.16 39.23 47,337 1.67 12.71 12.94 23.47 38.05 11.15 146,255
Inter- district Migrants 5.24 20.19 15.20 21.14 23.42 14.80 24,241 2.72 15.73 14.85 24.82 34.13 7.76 50,384
Inter-state Migrants 5.98 2227 16.32 2224 25.29 7.90 19,098 3.95 18.23 15.49 2488 3091 6.53 22,068
International Migrants 1.93 6.49 5.98 14.51 64.09 7.00 2,683 1.03 6.27 7.03 16.97 62.43 6.26 2,471
Unclassifiable 12.02 19.67 1257 16.39 26.78 12.57 (183) * 5.48 13.24 15.07 27.85 26.94 11.42 (219) *
Rural-Rural 8.26 21.82 14.96 19.61 23.57 11.79 26,080 1.97 13.00 13.59 141.39  42.79 3.32 145,655
Rural-Urban 3.48 21.03 1754 2553 27.09 5.32 24,505 2,71 18.33 16.81 29.86 30.24 4.98 27,180
Urban-Rural 9.67 28.23 18.85 20.85 15.94 6.45 4,547 4.36 21.49 17.76 46.29 27.56 3.93 8,451
Urban-Urban 3.34 20.77 15.83 21.96 25.24 12.86 16,501 2.77 19.58 16.52 30.27 26.23 9.99 20,061

*Actual number

Source: Migration Tables 2001 census, D-2: Migrants classified by place of last residence, sex and duration of residence in the place of of enumeration — 2001, Soft copy

Table 2c: Percentage distribution of duration of residence of migrants by type of migration in 1991

1991 <lyear 14 5-9 10-19 20+  Unknown  Total (‘000) <1 year 1-4 5-9 10-19 20+  Unknown  Total (‘000)
Male Female

Total Migrants 51 218 155 20.4 232 14.0 64,308 23 154 150 247  36.3 6.3 167,805
Intra-district Migrants 49 219 154 19.3 20.3 18.4 30,820 1.9 145 147 247 379 6.4 109,537
Inter- district Migrants 55 238 16.6 216 211 11.4 18,431 27 171 159 251 331 6.1 40,410
Inter-state Migrants 57 219 165 23.3 249 7.8 11,884 3.7 19.0 16.8 25.4 294 5.7 14,806
International Migrants 2.5 8.2 7.1 146 58.9 8.7 3,068 1.8 8.6 8.3 17.3 57.0 7.1 2,860
Unclassifiable 3.0 141 8.5 10.7 137 50.0 105 18 133 120 204 312 21.3 192
Rural-Rural 6.3 207 143 186 218 18.4 26,452 20 136 142 248 39.8 5.6 118,593
Rural-Urban 38 229 176 240 22.6 9.2 18,237 28 19.7 177 256 27.0 7.2 21,673
Urban-Rural 82 279 17.2 18.1 146 14.6 4,547 3.7 204 16.8 232 282 7.7 8,932
Urban-Urban 41 240 170 21.8 11.3 21.8 11,530 31 216 182 25.0 236 85 14,890

Source: Migration Tables 1991 census, D-2: Migrants classified by place of last residence, sex and duration of residence in the place of of enumeration — 1991, Soft copy
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Table 3 (a): Percentage distribution of all India migrants by type of migration stream and reasons for migration in 2011

2011 3 5 < 3 5 =

s. 8 & & 2. (2 ¢ 5 B. % & & £ (2 ¢ 4

ss £ 8§ £ gE gy £ E& §8 £ B £ gE gy & %

£f 8§ 3 & 8°® g3 8 r+ £ 3 g & 8 g3 S ¢

s - = s < s - = =<

Male Female

Total 2396 184 226 366 13.74 2031 3424 100 207 029 070 66.48 4.45 11.72 14.30 100
Intra-district Migrants 13.67 124 200 422 1634 1795 4457 100 141 023 064 6871 4.74 8.18 16.08 100
Inter- district Migrants 3250 241 299 373 1348 2351 21.37 100 279 037 080 66.74 4.22 14.20 10.87 100
Inter-state Migrants 4717 3.00 212 183 6.18 21.86 17.84 100 426 050 0.78 54.15 3.40 25.77 11.14 100
International Migrants 1869 202 129 142 367 3628 3662 100 278 043 055 4090 212 3040 2281 100
Unclassifiable 20.72 205 245 124 7.90 2755 38.08 100 361 076 108 3850 4.43 27.46 24.17 100
Rural-Rural 1724 111 250 939 2319 21.79 2479 100 123 017 040 83.83 3.04 4.62 6.71 100
Rural-Urban 4539 3.01 318 215 7.34 23.81 1512 100 428 045 149 5210 4.09 28.04 9.54 100
Urban-Rural 1274 102 201 273 3748 1728 2674 100 199 03L 077 5342 1723 1214 1414 100
Urban-Urban 2825 275 244 169 1198 2608 2682 100 3.85 0.68 133 4124  7.25  27.18 1847 100

Source: Migration Tables 2011, D5: Migrants by Place od Last Residence, Age, Sex, Reason for Migration — 2011, Soft Copy

Table 3 (b): Percentage distribution of all India migrants by type of migration stream and reasons for migration in 2001

2001

> >

o c T = K=} o c T = k=)

£z § 2 % T < s 2 s = gz ? 2 % §c 25 g =

L O — S £ T T T o = ° (SRR I— S = o T T o = B

< E a S & L5 L g 5 = XE & S & L3 L Qg 5 =

5 @ 2 > S S 2 s @ & = 2 s 2

= = = = P =

Male Female

Total 28.09 2.55 2.55 2.33 9.94 19.39 35.15 100 166 020 044 6961 294 1127 13.87 100
Intra-district Migrants 15.28 1.80 2.38 3.17 12.62 16.51 48.24 100 1.01 016 035 7385 282 6.93 1488 100
Inter- district Migrants 35.54 3.06 3.35 1.99 9.72 22.61 23.74 100 250 026 0.63 66.03 338 1554 11.67 100
Inter-state Migrants 52.25 3.88 2.14 0.93 4.87 19.89 16.05 100 402 035 064 5463 3.01 26.78 1058 100
International Migrants 14.94 1.89 1.21 0.58 0.68 37.36 43.36 100 208 034 039 2512 048 4275 28.84 100
Unclassifiable 37.70 9.29 7.10 0.55 5.46 11.48 28.42 100 594 000 091 4886 320 2237 1872 100
Rural-Rural 23.29 1.98 2.83 6.18 17.27 23.20 25.25 100 1.12 015 0.22 8395 2.05 5.52 7.00 100
Rural-Urban 51.06 4.13 3.72 1.03 6.18 20.59 13.29 100 3.77 033 122 5270 390 2874 935 100
Urban-Rural 23.29 2.58 3.03 2.25 28.01 22.67 18.16 100 245 034 072 59.72 11.71 1654 852 100
Urban-Urban 34.93 3.91 3.06 0.88 10.35 26.31 20.55 100 3.16 042 1.18 4577 633 29.20 13.95 100

Source: Migration Tables 2001, D5: Migrants by Place od Last Residence, Age, Sex, Reason for Migration — 2001, Soft Copy
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Table 3 (c): Percentage distribution of all India migrants by type of migration stream and reasons for migration in 1991

1991

5 2 5 % g =8 |5 2 s % g -8
g ¢ § § = *° ° B & § E = 25° °
Male Female

Total 27.0 6.9 4.8 26.6 40 11 29.7 100 18 06 08 11.0 761 03 95 100
Intra-district Migrants 18.1 5.2 5.4 27.2 57 14 37.1 100 12 04 07 7.4 81.0 0.2 9.0 100
Inter- district Migrants 34.0 7.3 5.3 27.1 31 12 22.1 100 27 07 10 145 721 03 8.7 100
Inter-state Migrants 43.4 115 35 237 17. 06 15.7 100 38 12 11 24.5 601 03 9.1 100
International Migrants 10.6 2.9 1.2 303 12 00 53.8 100 24 10 07 303 28.1 0 375 100
Rural-Rural 16.0 5.0 4.3 278 67 21 38.1 100 10 04 05 5.6 847 03 8.1 100
Rural-Urban 415 9.7 6.7 22.9 22 05 16.6 100 41 10 21 24.4 575 03 10.8 100
Urban-Rural 21.7 5.3 35 295 30 05 36.5 100 28 08 1.0 16.4 63.9 0.2 15.0 100
Urban-Urban 35.9 85 4.6 28.1 19 03 20.7 100 43 10 1.8 275 521 0.2 13.2 100

Source: Migration Tables 1991 census, D5: Migrants by Place od Last Residence, Age, Sex, Reason for Migration — 1991, Soft Copy
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