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FOREWORD

- This report on factors affecting migration to
Peshawar City is the second in the series of such case
studies being donc under the auspices of the Pakistan
Institute of Development Economics. The first report
provides a similar analysis in respect of Gujranwala City.
These studies are bascd on a sample survey of each
selected city. The survey of each city is supplemented
by a survey of infrastructure of itgs adjacent rural areas.

1t is. hoped that the contents of this report and
other similar reports would be uselful to the policy makers
and planners in understanding the role of various social
and cconomic  factore which influence people to leave their
place of original residence in order to live in cities.

The survey and the writing of the present report
were done by the North West Fronticr Province Board of
Economic Enquiry, Peshawar.

The Pakistan Institute of Development Economics
appreciafes the effort made by the staff of Board of
Economic Enquiry, for this undertaking, particularly those
of its Director Dr. Nurul-Islam Mian who invested a grcat
deal of his time for getting the report re-written in the

light df the comments and suggestions given by the PIDE

resegaroh staff. IMr, Mohammad Ahmed Khan, Research Economi

, ist
at the Board of Ecopomic fnguiry was nrléarllv respons 1b1e0
for the preparation of this report.

Mb L. Qureshi
Director
Pakistan Institute of
Development Economics
Islamabad

Islamabad
September 1977
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Chapter I

INTRODUCTION

The rapid concentration of Population in large cities during

the recent decades has been a striking feature of the urbaniza-

e

tion process in Pakistan. The growth of Population in cities is
‘to a large extent contributed by in~migration either from rural
arcas or from other urban areas. In view of the fact th@f the
rate of natural increase of population is already very high, the
additionsl growths due to migration havebeen causing dispropor-
tionate increascs in the growth rate of urban population in com-
parison to the absorption capacity of industrial units, trade
and other urban social services; Internal algration has
not only been considered ﬁé a major contributing factor to the
urban unemﬁloyment and under-employment but also as a drain of
valuable human capital“frbﬁ the rural areas,

In view of the important role of mipgration in the social
and economic development process, an understanding of the factors
affecting: internal wmigration to urban areas 1s considered impor-
tant - for the formulation of appropriate'policies regarding

population redistribution within the country.

Objective

The present stud& was assigned to the Board of Economic
Enquiry, M. W.F.P,,by the Pakistan Institute of Development
Hconomics as a part of a series of such studies entitled "Factors
Affecting Urbanisation in Pakistan', 1Its main focus is on the

extent, nature, and causes of in-migration to the areas in the



e

jurisdiction of rhe Peshawar fMunicipality(henceforth interchange-
ably called the fity, the Pashawar city, Pashawar). Peshawar,
though the bicgest and the most congestzd urban centre in WWFP,

‘has been growing at a daclining rate; .Therefore, the study's

scope was extended also to include out-nipration from the city.

The- time reference of the study is the period commencing after

the 1981 census and ending in July 1974, In pursuing the main

objective of . the study, i.e., to identify the factors which in-

fluence people to fmigrate to Peshawar -city, an attempt was made

to collect relevant data on in-migrants in respect of the following::
. a) Places of original rasidence

..b) Causes of migration
q)_Chgraqteristics,of migrants

In addition, the following information ia respect of out-.

migrants was also collected,
~a) Causes of out-migration,
b) Destination of out-migranis,
¢) Characteristice of out-migrants,

“ettiedology -
'lh'fThe:study.is based on a s&mﬁle survey of migrants in Peshawar
Eitj»éuppléhenteé by o survey of selectad villages with regard

to théif'ihfrastruCtﬁre;' S .

“In order.to draw  the sauple for theé Pashawar olty survey‘lists"
of property units maintained by the Excise and Taxation Depart-
went were used as the sampling frame., This depa;tment‘haé:;;‘”
divided thefbity,iﬁto 15 wards, which were grouééd‘into five
..sectors'for'ﬁhé-pufpose of the survey. The groﬁping was done
iﬁ:conSultation‘with’tha;?axation ﬁepartmg@t‘accordigg to |

hqmogeneity and contiguity of the wards,



1?The sanple of 2438 property units, forming 5 percent of the
_total of 49,766 property units in the city, was allocated to
‘each sector in proportion to its size.. The.alloCQted’sample

-was drawn-usi ng the ‘random number. tables.

Table T

TOTAL “QOPMMTY UHITS Tit PESHAVAR CLTY '
AVD U iB ..... C:F ONyTs SELECTED FOR SURVEY

5.8, Sactor Humber Total proparty Sample Units

Unlts - Mhumber Parcent of
1. I 13,673 53 5,00
2, CIX 12,003 503 5,10
3. i1y . 9,435 &1z 5.00
3. v 12,““ 6348 - 5.00
G, A1l Sectors 49, 15% 2h5S 5,00

The Ekc“ se and Taxation Department does not maintain sep-
arate lists f rcsidentLal and non-residential unitsa. There-
fore, in the sample got inaluded the non-residential units_asw
well, These constituted 32,23 per cent of the gamnle as shown
in table 2,

Lable=~-2

CLASSITICATION OF S44PLE. UNITS RY PESIDEMTIAL AMD NOH-
. ?ﬂ IDEWTIAL UNITS, ‘

No. Type of vnroperty units | No. Percent

S

i. AlY typas. . . - 2465 . 190,00
2, Residential 15686 _ . 67.77
3. Hon-residential L. 802 . 32.23




lym

The non-residential units comprised of commercial/insdustrial

iiuﬂifé;(shops, garrages, factories etc;), open plots, mosques, and
f a£1épiﬁated houseé. " The assumption is that their share in total

. ﬁibperty units would be the same as in the sample. Thus, the re-
presentation of residential units is not affected by their inclu-
sion of non-residential one in the Sam@le.

All but 18 of the 1&33 residential Sample units were con-

~ tacted and vesponse was achieved from their occupants,

Table=3

TPOTAL GAVD THE ACUTIZVED SAMPLE OF RESIDEWTIAL

UNITS
S.%o. Particulars Number Percent
1. Total saumple residential 1536 100,90
2. Units contacted 15663 98.93

3. Units not contacted - 15 1,07

<

Of{the‘18 units under reference 17 weve vacant. And one
was locked, HIts occupant was not ekpected back for some months
In order to securc an understanding of the "push" factors
operating in rural areas, a sampie wés drawn of 30 villages
representing approximately 5 percent of the total villages in
the Peshawarhpisfrict. Village list was taken from the District
Census'(lgéljlreport. The villages in the &ifferent Tehsils of |

the district_were given a continuous serial number, and selection



was randomised from the distyrict zs a whole and not the dlflerent
Tehsil$ taken senarately, Tables 4 below shows the hotal samole

and its distribution over the different Tehsils.

Table &4

IncsABms b A s

TOTAL AND SAMPLE VILLAGHES I¥ PESHAWAR
: : :}iﬂtrg -&rw .

S0, Locality Wumber o; Villages.
Total ‘Sample
1. Pashawar Talisil 252 15
2. fharsadda 7 197 7
3. Howsher g . 135 B
L, - Total = Pashawar District 540 390

(list of sample villages given in appendix-1).

The "Baiy Chiragh" un-inhabited villages are not-
included 4a the total givaen in rhe above table,

Quegtionnaires in Pachawar city were fill 2d up by the
Board' taff who paid 4 to doov wisits The ¢
oard's staff who paild door Ca door visits. The questionnaire

!

was a vevglon forms Anpendix-I1),

fte

n the urdu languasa {(its anglis

(

'3

‘The interviewers were issued written instructions, in urdu,

. . . P o= o . “
ine questionnaire ("o, 2) used for collection of data about the

Q,a

samole villases forms part of the Apnendix-17, Thesequestionnaires
~were filled un by the survey staff with the 121ln of ‘Patwaris,

- school teachers, and other marsons in the samle villages,



Conceptual Cldarifications

i-In-Migrants

For the nurpose of this study an in-nigrant was the persoan.
2 Dury : ¥ 2 . ¥

o

e Sions i~

who satisfieg the following condil

th

a, Had woved into Peshawnr 2fter the 1261 census but befora
Ist August, 1974, o
b. Had been in Peshawar for at least onme yaar ending hily 3L, 1974,
‘r wad beer in the C{:y for less than one year upte Juiy i1, 1974
but-his total stay was éxaectéd to be .of at least one year's
duration.

ut-Miprants

lp-ln
Hc
@

P

\

A

rsons satisfying the following conditions were takbn'és

out-migrantg: =

a.  Left the 0itv before Ist August, 1974, énd.héd been away for
one year. or _‘;atqfé; | |

b; ‘ﬁad been away for iaseg than one ysar but intamde@_to stay
out for tdtal'ﬁefidd of e ‘ér”ﬁore than onea year.

iii. Local Population

The terr local pooulation has been used for the peovle

living in Peshawar since hefore the 1961 census.



HIGRAITTS ATD THEID PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE

The total wmmber of"persons 1iﬁing in'i668 housing units
which could be contacted out of the sample was 12,5%93. ODut of
these 1,227 perqons'wefe eithar themselves migréﬁﬁsv(aﬁtar‘l961)
or_the .children born to them subsequently. The rest consisted

-
¥

of;?hgs@mwho were born in Peshawar, thosz who migratedvbefore
1961 and their respeciive children, The break up of all the per~
soné in the contacted housing units by migratory status is pro-
vided in Table 5.

NMumber of Households:

The total number of houssliclds residing in 1668 housing
cunits was 2250, 0f rthese 1276 had been in Peshawar prior to 1951
“census and the remaining 282 cane after 1951 census but before

July 31, 1974, These 282 households were treated as migrants

households in thls study and analysis- in respect of such house-

et

I'd
P!

hoiﬁs would ba3pfpvi ed nmosily, in terms of the nunber of house-
hold hea&é;

Table & provides the distribution of household-heads by
years of inumigrationwtc~9eshaWar. The table indicates .in i1cm
reasing trend of in-uigrants over the yeavs, pavticularly 'since
1970, Out of all the migrants who woved to Feshawar city over
the years 1971-74, the proportion coming since 137) was about
44 percent, One vogsible yzason for thies rise could be the re-

- establishment df’?eshawar as provincial capital after the dissclu-

tion of the one Unit.



¥

SAMPLY POPULATION BY ¥

Ly vkt

Ta

o

[

le~5

GRANT STATIE

Sy EMigratory Status Wumber Percent
Mo . | vlale Temale Both dale Female Both
1 Hexes Sexes
1, Born and living in ‘
Peshawar since be- 4705 4419 9184 7L.79 74,18 72.93

fore 1951 census

2. Moved into Paghawar

before 1961 but not S5
born thera

3. Children born to : )
person at HNo, 1 3y
and 2

o

4, Miprated to Pesghawar

235

1247

7.43

10.37 9.34° 9.90

7.07

after 1901 census 325 459 937 7.95 7.84
5. Children born to o B .
post~ 19861 census =~ 111  12¥ 240 .87 2.17 1.50
in-migrant (Wo.4) _ .
G, ALl categories H637 5956 12593 100,00 105,00 103.09
Table-0
DISTRIBUTION OF AOUSEHOLY HEADS BY YEARS OF IN-MIGCRATION
3,40 . Year of } Yumber ﬁ Parcent
;in-misyration ; ;
. 19451 5 1.77.
. 1952 Lé 5.067
. 1953 14 4,97
. 1964 27 .58
. 1965 16 5,407
1366 27 , 60

1957
1368
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
s 1974 (uote 31.7.74)

RO NGBUGIEWNF

ot ok s
Lo PSS Ce o o
L - ’ -

.32
2.93
3.93
2.22
7 .00
10,29

a0

5.39

5
7
3.67
5
o

Total

100,93




'.a

Expected duration of Stay g

The survey alsc collected information on the yearsuof
";exﬁectea stay fron the 1ip»éu* nou ehold head&. Thié”informau
~tion is portraysd in table 7.

About 3Y oe cont mﬁ@&oﬁséheld-hea&s stated that they‘inu
.»tended.to.live in Peshawar vor ever (Table 7). Another 39
arcent had mbf 7@# nade 2 dwé%gion in thig rentact. . Also about .

1. 3

10 per -cent of tme housemo}ﬁ naad who did wot regpond can be pla-
| o . S -
ced in this catecory {of tha 'undecidad ones).

-

A little cver 10 pepent/vespondents, being on transfer-

ablin JObS, couin 1Ot spacily D@

Lod of. their =xpecte:l stay.

iny about 3 )@rcunt apacis iad ihe perid&, Most o

[

T them stated '

it to be over 10 swars,-

Af the in-nizromcs ousified in Table 7 by their expec-

o

tad stqv 1u Peghatvar, thoss v sarial oumbers 1 and & Zorming-

4U.0? pE“Cﬁnt of Lhe totai, ~in he tveated as

-,

Categories numbey £ toe %, {voming 2,07 peveent of the total,
belong to semi-pevmanent cirus., And the vest, 49,11 percent are

eraes of temnoravy in-migrai’on.

As catheved Hrom dnterviews with the in-migrants and

T
)

alse the local wopulation, Pwu;awar-bonstantiy experiences. popu-
.1atipn.infloﬁé and outflowa.' The élty serves‘as a teporary
halting station to a large number of in-migrants on their way

to other ULEW Ceznires, wosti outside the Province. The out-

gone are raplaced @ y the nexf streams of in-cowmers. Fortunately

for the city, the cate of sueh re place emont is on  the decline.

erimanent in-migrants,



Table-7 -10-

"’

TXPECTRD STAY OF ILH-MISRANT HOUSHHOLD

VEADS 1M "’T"Si WAWAR CITY

8.No. Period of expected flumber Percent

Stay -

1. For ever 105 37.03.

2, More than 10 years 4 1.43

3. 5 to 1 years 2 0.72

&, 1 to 5 years 2 0.72

5. Undecided 110 32.43

5. HWot known; post 29 10.39
transferable

7. Mo idea ' ’ 13 5.45

i, Hot wreported 3 3.23

9. Total 279 190,930

Place of Previcus Residence

In migrants to Peshawar come mainly from within: the WWFP

;3 :

Cand the adjoining tribal arsas. As will be seen frown Table 8,

g3

75,58 percent of the in-uigrants had been living in other parts

of MWFP and 11;55 percant in the adjolning tribal areas before
shifting to Peshawer city.

fmong all the districts in Pakistan, Peshawar district
has been the ?rincipal gsource of in-migration  accounting for
47.11 per cent of all in-uigrants. The other important areas
are the districts of Mardan and Xohat showing cerrasponding
figures of 9,0) percent and 5,97 percent respectively., The

districts of Swat, Dir and Ghitral, covered by the Malakand

Division, accounted for 4.1l vercent,



PLACE OF PREVIONUS

Table-&

‘WJulﬁﬁﬂtR OF IN-MYIGRANTE

5.Mo. Place of Previous Household Head only A1l Tu-Migrants
residence Ho.. . Perceant No . Percent
T, WP, 215 76,24 146 75.50
1. Hazara Distriect 11 3,90 23 2,33
2. tardan v 39 19,54 89 9.02
3. Paghaway " 114 40,54 465 647 .11
b Kohat v 19 &.LA 59 3.97
5, DI, 7han . 3 1.00 12 1.22
6. Taiviu " & 1.41 13 1.32
7. Sawat o 14 4,90 33 3.34
3. Mx - " 7 2,48 27 2. 74
9. Chairal " 13 4,51 21 2.03
1T, Tribal Areacs 23 8.1 114 11.55
1.  Malakand " - - 19 1.92
2, Mahmand AE€1CV 16 5.07 3 g, 11
3. “uvher § 2.13 14 1,42
b, ~th Vazdr Letan 1 .30 1 0,10
5. South " - - - -
1L, Punjab Pwoviace 21 G.51 65 5.5%
1, Campbelivuy " 1z 4,26 27 2.75
2, Rawalpinal " 2 .71 10 1,01
3. Jhelum * - 1 0,10
&, Gujrat " L C 36 2 0.28
5. Sargodhe H 4 1.41 7 U.71
3, Lahore ' 4 D,71 10 1,01
7. Guiranwala " 1 3,35 2 3.26
3. fiallkot ” 2 0,71 7 5.71
- Iv Sind Provines Z 3,72 / 0.71
1.  iyderabad " 1 0,36 2 3.20
2. Xarachi " 1 0,36 5 D.51
Vv~ Baluchistan 3 1.05 12 1.22
-1, Muetta " 3 1,06 12 1.22
VI Azad Xashmir 2 0,71 3 0,30
fYII Other Country 13 L, o0 39 3.95
“ i Eangladesh T D.36 10 1,01
o 14 Afghanistan 19 3.35 25 2,564
© o 1id Tanzania 1 3,30 . 3 0.30C
All places 282 103,00 2467 100,09




'In

ce CHAPTER~3 @l
”HA&ACW Y atILg aF MIG QANTS

household Size

o

The average houssaoid_31ze of the migrants to Peshawar
city was 4,3, Ponpar ad to this the corresponding average for the
nonémigranté was 5.4, The lower average for the migrants is
due to the large proportion of simgle member households among
the migrants. A comparative nicture of the distribution of mi-
grant and nou-mizyant houssholds by the number of persons in the
hous ehﬁ A ig wrovided in Table 9, ‘'he table shows that the
percéntage of one person houszholds is 33 auong migrants'and.ﬂ
anoeng, non-ﬁigramts. On the othker hand the households with 5 or
wore persong were about 35 percent amoung the migrants and 64 -
peroent anong the non-ulgrunts. These resulits are supportive of
the'general aypothesiz that the minrants first move to tﬁe‘city
alonce snd their depeﬁdents or ramilies cone aftsrwards,

Aze-8Sex Distribution

Tabhle 10 mives age distribution of all in-migrants and
the household heads separately, The single larzest concentra-
tion of ine-nigrant househneld heads is ssen in the age-group
25~29 accounting fox 15,67 percent. The next higher groun,

ollows with 15.25 vercent,

The youngsr groups sre velantivalv wore heavily représented
in the dn-migrant population than the middle and older ones. Thus,
as will be seen from Table 10, household heads aged unto 34

caceounted for 46,41 percent of the totzl. Those in age group 35-49
“accounted for,3l.“1 9ereenL. “The next hLigher one, 50-59, clained
11.71 percent. Persons nbov~ agé.ﬁﬁ nade up the balance of 9,57

percent.



RISTRIBUTION OF HDUREHOL

~13=

- Yhumber of Persons

in the hougehold
o

e

CALLT
T

One menber house-

L, 215
hold

2. Two " ' 154 3.0 135 c.n3 23 3.1
3. Three - " Y 232 10/27 207 L0j47 25 Y
4. Four i " 259 12.72 254 12,86 35 12,41
5. Fivé i "o A0 12,39 257 12,99 23 8,16
0. Six " " 233 12,96 259 13,60, 24 wedd
7. Seven M .M 253 7 11.42 239 12.08 19 6. 74
5. Dight i i 222 3,82 205 10.37 17 6,03
9,. Mine A & ¢ I Y T L5612 4,26
13, Ten o " sl 2,70 35 2.93 3 1,37
11, Flaven i " 53 2.34 52 263 1 L35
14, Twelve " " 27 1,28 25 1.26 & 0.70
13, Thirteon " " g 0.93 20 1.01 1 0.35
14, Fourteen " “ 11 0,41 11 3.5 - -

i5, Tifteen ': V 9 N4 G 0,048 1 0,25
16, Sintesn " " & 0.L0 4. 0,932 - -

17, Seventeen " M B) 5,26 5 H.2H. 1 .35
18, Bighteen " Y o 2018 4 0.0z - -

19, Hintean 7 " 3 0.13 3 0.15 - -

20, Twenty " Y 1 0.94 1 0.02 - -

21, Twenty one " 1 0.04 1 3.02 - -

22, Twenty two " 2 .09 - - 2079

Total 2250 100,00 1978- 100.00 282 100,00
" s, e £ e A e =t
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Deapite a relatively lavger prqurtidﬁ of one-person hoﬁseholds
anong the migrants their sex ratio did not indicate a relatively
higher nroportion of males as compared to non-migrants., This

is clearly indiCatedlby e corresponding sex ratios of migrants

@
]

and non-migrants, which camz out to be 1909 and 113 respectively.

Marital Status

The proportion of un-married =among the migrants was lower

baing 54 percent and 60

7

than amdng those who wetre aon-migrants,
percént for the two groups respectively. Table 11 indicates
that among the femile migﬁants the proportion married was higher
than the correspauiimg prdportion among the female non-migrants.
This is indicative of marriage mipration of females to Peshawar
city,

Among ths household heads {alwost all mﬂles};‘fhe ney -
centage of unenarried was only 21 which iodicates that most of
the migrants are married wnether they come aldne to Peshawar |

or thay come with dependants,

a .

theracz

Lrk)

The litevacy status of wmigrants and non-migrants in
Peshawar city is described in Yable 12. The table shows that
of those aged 5 and above in the sample population, whether
migrants or nom=migrants,:5$,peréeﬁt wersa 1iteraté... The liter-
acy percentage was hbwever, mach highar for males (GG%) than

for females (447 .



MARITAL STAIUS OF THE SAMPLE POPULATTON

Table .11

]

S

T

LT M e A Pt 8 e N

¥ . .
Al in Migranmbs 1. _Non - Migrants 1 In Migrant household Head

S.Nodilaritali Male i Female |Both Sexes ! Male | TFemsle | Both dexes ! Iale i female ) Both Sexes

; s rarpgiOe v % IRo.y % 1 To.! % s Mo,y % iNo. ;% (No.i ¥ Hou! % [Noo! % ! No.: & .

S 2 | J— ) PPN ZUNGSUNDN UV JN 1 — 1 I . i 3 3 N A 4 -l t 3 ——
1. Never 363 57.00 297 51.00 660 54,00 3845 €4.00 3076 57.00 6921 60.00 58 21.00 - - 58 21.00

- Married o ' .
2. Married 266 42,00 271 L6,00 537 Li .00 2090 35.00 1970 37.00 L06C 36.00 215 77.00 2 67.00 217 77.00
3, Widowed 9 1,00 20 3,00 29 2,00 523 1.00 315 6.00. 3% 4,00 6 2.00 1 33,00 7 2.00

4. Divorced 1 - - - 1 - 5 - L o g - - - - - - -
5. Not - - - - - - 67 - 3 - 9 - . - -

Reported
6. Total 639 100,0 28% 100.0 1227 100.0 5998f 100.0 5368 100.0 11366 10C.C 279 100.0 3 100.0 282 100,00




~ Table. 12
ZITERACY STATUS OF THE POPULATION AGZD 5 YEARS AND ABOVE

ol e

Household head of In-Migrants | Non- Migrants | All(Migrants + Non-lhgrants)

A . Ml 4

100,00

100.00

- | Literacy Status. 11 To-Migrents |
) ¥ : ) 1 O . . |
oy T Ve, L1 % T No. | % U No. | % No. | %
=| (] | A, S £ l | L 3
Te Iiterate: . ’ 7 X
. Male 250 Lz ol 112 Lo 1k 3389 68.19 3639 65.69
Female S5 16.96 - - 2090 46,97 2175 43,93
Both Sexes 335 31.31 112 39.72 5479 58.16 5814 55.48
2e Illitrate:= )
' Male 319 56,06 167 59.8€ 1561 21,81 1900 .31
Female _ L16 82,03 3 100,00 2360 53.03 2776 . 56,07
- Both Sexes: 735 58 .69 170 60.28 304 1 h1,84 - LE7g hh 62
| 3a Total (1 + 2) ' - ‘
' Male 569 100.00 276G 100.00 4990  100.00 5539 100,00
© Female 501 100.00 100,00 4450 100,00 Lo51 100.00.
Both Sexes 1C70 100,00 282 100,00 - 9420 10490

e ——
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S/1o. Wigaest Imaozmination Lg&l im'ﬂigrants in-ticrant Jousehold Zeads ! Hon-ligrant TPepulation
?éssed . AR Temale Both Sexes { Mele ¢ Female { Both Sexes { linle Femzale Both Cexes
i - 7 7 - v
{ : o §% § lic §% ot % Hd % § No § % ¥ ¥o 1 % § UWo 1% No U % § Wo (%

59 27.kk

1., Under §riaary {(Grade Ly 17,20 25 20,k 50 20,29 2 1,70 - -~ 2 31,70 506 2L,7:  30% 32,96 9
1 to % . o ’ L
2, Frimary toUnder 57 _14~CO 15 17,6k 52 15,52 15 13.39 - - 15. 13.39 435 20.47 253 21.77 739 20,50

¥iddle Grade (5-7)

3.  ¥idéle $o Under 17 10,00 1k 16,47 61 138.21 16 1%,29 - - 15 15,29 4k 10,7k 292 19,10 555 ° 13,86

Ketric Trade (3—9)
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A comparison of Iiteracy of migrants and non-migrants shows that
68 parcent of non-migrant males were literates as compared

to 44 percent among the migrants, The iiteracy percentage for
females was‘much lower (17 %) for migrants than for non-migrants
(47%). These differences can be taken to represent the rural -
urban differentials in literacy by sex. |

Level‘of Iducation

The distiribution of literates among ihe migrants aud non-
migrante by lavel of education attained is provided in Table 13,
The table shows that out of literate migrants, 36 percent were
educated to balow middle level, while for  the noﬁwmigrant
literates the correeponding percentage was 43, This‘shows that
the percentage df migrant literates who had completed middlas
or abova lavel of education, was relatively higher than the
corresponding pervcentags arong the non-migrants. This indicates
that a 1arﬁe proportion of migrants came to Peshawar for jobs

1 &

raquiring educated persons or they came for aducational pursulte,
2 A ,77 ;

Working Status of Populatioa Aged 10 and over.

Table 14 and 15 classify the total im-migrants and house-
hold hzads respectively acecording to theilr working status before
and after moving into Pashawar, The rolevant summary statistiecs

are given below: -



SLASETVICATICH OF IN-MIARANTS BY UOAKINS STATUS BEFORET AT) ATTHER
\ b b T . o7 -
MIGRATION TO PESEAVAR

T LD <2 . . 3 o v
Before coming to Fosaawar

Ye: ho : S YT Famalo T At Do
remale Both Saxes ;_ izle Fanale Loth Zexmes
3 e ] o < o < Pk <
AL BN 72 Ho. ic [RLO AN éz \EZO. > . F) A I fo
- I 0 ¢ 15 =& 139 4 Lo B0 272 65 21 \ ~ TR
Gainfully Imploved 395 75,15 & 1.89 404 42,50 233 63.81 7 1.2 299 S a3
. P i s 5 4 £a o o - - an
Unamploy=1: lociing 21 4,15 - - 21 2,22 53 13.49 - - 53 7.292

for werk ,
Heither working nor _ A
looking for worx i73 19,30 416 98,11 312 54,98
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All in-migrants Household heads only
Working Status . In peshawar FPrevious - In Peshawar Previous
o ’ ‘o ‘ ) "—%’ ) %—_—F %
~Gainfully Employed - 2,80 36.43 93,55 76.59
~Looking for work : 2,22 7.29 . 1,08 12,06
~Nither working nor 54,53 56.29 5,37 - 11.35
looking for iwork ' .
f 109.00 - 105.90 100,00 100.00

The cafagory 'neithar working nor looking for wark"is
comprised of housewivés students, idla persons aged 60 and over,
pensioners, and invalids. Of.phe 252 household heads 32 helonged
to this categdry bafore they movad into Peshawar. The' mmber fell
to 15 afterwards hooause 24 pevsens who ware nreviously students,
joined the work force after coming into Peshaﬁar, while of the

previously enployed ones waant into retirement, Thus, the working

population gained 17 new entrants to working groups in Peshawar.

The éategoryﬁfneither working nor locking for work' in-
cludes 3 houscwivas ﬁndﬁB students in post-migzration period, This
may be clarified. They'were iniPeshéwar for vrausons 6thef than
'economic. They had been naintaining indenendent households and
were by vittue of ﬁheiriactual and intendaed stay in Peshawar,

eligible for inclusion in the in-aigration category..

Returning to Table 14 and 15 it would be seen that :
activit& rate of in-migrants in genaral as well as that ofjhousém
hold heads improved aft.r migration., It rose from 43.72 percent
to 45.02 percent in the casu of all in-migrants, and from 38.65.

percent to 24,63 percent in the case of household heads.



i

. Temale'. participation in economic activity wa
" both befors and after migration. Taking all in-migrating
females as a whole, only 1.9l vper cent were economically active

before and 1,892 percent after wmoving into Peshawar. The corres-

79.39 peresnt and 80.30 percent

115

ponding figures for wmalss av

respectively. .

Employment Leval

Beside a riss in acuivity rate, the lavel of smployment of

0

the in~migrants‘improvad too. From table 16, we find that of
the econownilcally active household heads, Bé.éﬁ'percent Wére
emplo&éd before and 98,37 percent after coming to Peéhawar. The
unenmployment iata Jell from 13,860 percent to 1,13 percent. Im
the case of the in-migrant (active) population as a whole, the
unemploymgnt rate drbppe frowm 16.67 percent t0_4.94 percent
after migration, | |
Th@.@mployed ones as sugéested by their income data, a?peared

to be mora fully employed in Peshawar than previously, Tais is

e@speciaily: tvue of those coming from rural areas,

Income,
The sample. population’s response ta the guastion on

inconme was most unsatisfactory. 1t is believed that they

grossly understated their existing income. As regards their

pravious ineome, a large number of them 2ither did not
remember it or could not specify it in terms of money. Those
who did state it, ave believad to have err@dion_the high side,
This applies particulariy to those from rurai a:eas; ot %ith~

standing these flaws .the data on their present and previous
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Jdncone point to significant improvement in their income level
“after moving into Peghaw&g.v ‘ “

Pfidf'tb cbmiﬁﬂ to Peshawar, 20 oxr 11.24 pewcent out of the
SL7e houaehold heads who provided 1nLormarlon o1l 1ncomg, earned
less thap Rs., 50 a month.  Tu tha correonondlng column for the
;post migration period i.e, after coming to Peshawar, there are,
as will be seen from table 17, ouly two households heads forming
0.77 percent of the total, And we do not believe that these two
household heads stated the -fact when they sald that they were
earning less than Rs, 50 per month, A sumnavised versions of

table 15 is given helow for a compar:siive study of ﬁrev1ou -and

present income of the housahold head.

Monthly Income. : Percent of Hqggghold,ﬂeédgf;ﬁx:“;
| In Pesghawar ' Previous

Joto Rs, 100 o 14.55 45,26

101-200 | - h5.51 26.32

201-300 19,31 - 13.69

301-400 o 7.94 2.63

4D1-50 2,33 o 3.6¢

501 and above 10.31 | 8.42

A1l Levels ; 100,04 ' 100,00

—M"‘-w——w’

‘ Due to inflétionl the extent of improvement in economic well
being of tha population under study would not be as great as
indicated by their comparative money income data given above.
Allowing for the suspected under-reporting of income for 5dst—mig—

ration period, there are, however, strong;suggestloﬂs that the,‘



Table 17

MOWTILY INCOME OF IWN-IGRANTS HOUSEROLD
READS BEFORS AMND AFTER COMING IO PESHAWAR,

S.No. I‘\ionthly Income‘ - In Peshawar .~ _Previous
o . - ‘Percent Mo. Parcent

1. Lless fthan 50 2 077 20 11.24
2. 51-100 15 5,77 65 36.5%
. 101-150 | 50 23,08 23 12,92
4. 151-200 " ) 23,08 - 22 12,36
5. 201-250 1 a0y 13 . 7.30
5.  251-300 | 39 15,90 10 5.62
7. 301-350 15 5,77 3 1.69
3, 3sleaso 1 4,23 2 1.13
9. 40L-450 1 0.6 1 0256
10. 451-500- - ° e _' 2.31 b 2.6
11, - 50L-550 - o Lo 0,38 1 .56
o ssiana 9 e X .
13, 601-650 | - | - . -
14, 651-700 _ - : - 2 1.12
15,  701-750 1 0.38 - -
16, 751-209 3 1.15 2 1.12
17, 801-350 1 0.35 1 0.56
18, 851-900 1 0.35 - -
19. 991-950 - 1 6.39 . .
20, 951-1000 5 2,31 - -
21. 1000 and above 7. 2.9 7 3.93
22, TFacilities{(food, acco- - - ' - -

mnodation) o T
23, ALL groups 260 100,00 176 100.00




real income of the wigrants did lmprove significantly sfter mige
ration, daspite inflation,

Semittances to and Frowm Hone:

QfF the 279 primarvy movers, 53 ov 1% perxcent had been

sending money home after coming to Peshawar. Host of them (27),

had been sending lessc than one huadered wupeesc a month.(table lu)
Table 13

DISTRIRUTION OF PAUSEHALD HSADS BY MOWDY SEHIT TN AND BECEIVED
FROM (. Lo ONNME AITTER COMING TO RESHAWAR,

et o, WY S W VR S .
S.Mo. Meonthly remittance Persons Personsg
{(Rupees) - __Sending loaey Beceiving Money
No . % No, To

e ™ sy I, et

1. Tass than 100 27 9,648 12 4 .36

h—'
&

2. 101200 15 5,37 6 S22,
3. 201300 iy L.79 - -
4, 301=40G0

"y g e . ¥
4 .72 2z G.72
3. 48]« 500 4 G 72 - -

5. 501 + 2 .72 2 0.2

7. None 216 77 .42 250 59,60

&, Not reported 10 3.58& 7 2.5
Total 279 100,00 279 100,00
Only 22 oxr 7.89 percent of housezhold heads concerned had

been veceiving moaey from home after moving into Peshawar.

The majority of them, 12, received less than one hundered rupee:
a month., These aud other recipients of money from home comprised

mainly the persons: who were un-employed and also these who were



not available for uandertaking ewployment, This latter class

includes students and others who came to Pesghawar for reasons

other than economic;

Ddecupations

Significant change in cccupational composition of in-mig-

rants took place due to migration. Prior to migration, the
occupational group appearing in Table 1D uncder the head

CAgriculture Animal Husbandary.....” had the single largest

concentraiion, 32,87 pevcaut, of the workers (the emploﬁadtu'm
hbuééholdrhéads). This ;roﬁp's share fell to 2.05 percent
after inlmigfatidh“alﬁ the cutegory of workers clasgified @tv
no. 7 in table 19 as “?rwdu&tiﬁn and Rﬁlatéﬁ wockars... .., "
energed as the siugle largest one with 31.52 rercent of the
workers., |

group was the major losiug zcoup due to migrarion. The major
gaining categories were (i) professional and technical workers,
(i1) salaes workecs, (1ii) s2rviece workers, and (iv) production

¢

workers.,

Type of. Housing

In Peshawar, 61.29

»

DETTEONT of.the'inmmigrants lived;ﬂn
'pucéa'aand'10.04‘péf¢ént iﬁ“éeminpucca houses. Before coming

.ﬁo.Peshéwar, only 22,Séréérceut of them lived in pucca and 23.30
percentfih'sémiupucca houées. {Tﬁbié 20y 1t would, however, |

be m{sleéaingﬂto consﬁfua qua these statistiecs that they had
been enjoyiﬁg beﬁfer 1iving cbnditiohrin Pashawar théh?previously.

As seen during the course of the survey, most of the houses were
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~Table 12

ULASSIPICATION OF IH-{IGRANTS ZOUSEHOLD
MEADS BY

EADS MAJOR DCCUPATIOVAL GROUP- PP LSEHT
AUDY BEY ’)i’».‘_l AIGEATION
S.No. Qccupational Groun Prosent Baefore
Aigration
Ho. Percent No . Parcent
1. Professional, Techincal 19 7.19 B 2.32
and Related workers
2. Admiastrative and 1i &, 17 9 &,17
Ralatad workers
3. Cleriecal and Related 34 12,084 21 2.72
workers ' :
4, Séléﬁ‘workewgmﬂwhm L. 65 25,00 31 14,35
5. Bervines workers . 27 1.3 R
6. Aglicnlturoé, hpinal o _
- dusbandry-anc-dorestry 7 C2.05 71 32.067
workers, Els FaTHAD and T e
Huntars., :
7. Production qnd rolatod
workers, Traunsport Equip-
ment operstors, and 34 31,62 53 24, 54
Labourears
&, Workers Mot classified
by occupation 4 3.03 7 3.24
9, Armed ¥Forces Zuployees 3 3.3: 15 5.94
Total 264 190,00 216 7 100,00
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Table 20

v Distribution of

e

n-Migrant Housshold Heads
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5. Mot ranorted 20 7.17 19 H.81
Total 279 105,00 279 130.00
Tabilc 280 (a)
Nistribution of In-liigrant Houszhold Haads By Tenure
. ‘ Status of Houso ' '
«

5r, Ho.Tenure Status Before "ligration Pragent

1.  Owned = o 138 L6539 56 20,07

2. . Rented 78 27.86 166 . - 59,90

3, Heither owrad nor 51 ‘ 13.28 39 ST 13,98
rented

&4, Mot reported 24 7.17 18 5.45

(%7}

All types 275 100.00 279 100.00
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véry samll, in bad repair, not providad with proper amenities,
and had highly insanitary surroundings. For the in-migrants
from rural areas at least, the éhange in this respect did not
appear to be forlthe better.» Tu the villages, the houses are
at least mdfe spacious, if not better built, and placed in iess-

incongenial surrondings than those in Peshawar,

Tenure Statug

Host of the in-migrants (59.59 percent) lived in fented
houses in Peshawar. {(Table Zd) A 1ittls over 20 percent,of
them owned the houses in which'fhey were Tiving in Féshawér}
while about 14 percent lived in houses which were neiathér.

atter category includas

b

ownad: nor ranted in by then, This
those who were living with their relatives, friends, or/and
in rent-free.housas providad by erployers,

Of the housas in which the migrants lived before migration
46.59 percent were rentad, The éategory of neither rentedlndr

owned accounted for 18.23 percent, wiile the ownership status

of 7.17 percent was not reported,.



CHAPTER @ O

FACTORS KISPONMSIBLE FOR IN~HI'KAEIOQ TO PEuHAWAn

.o : LT

In causing the population under study/leave their previous

abodes and nigtate to Peshawsr, the nusn;iaﬁuux played the domi-
v ‘ ) as the pnlace to migrate,

nant role and in the selection of Pashawar/ its nearness to mig-

rants previous places of residenca and also their better kanowledgz
of opportunities in the City due to presence of {riends and rela-
tives in it, were the wajor determining factors, s

Reasgoiny £or Leaving previous Place of Residence
The response of the houschold hsads to this question is

ziven in Table 21 under seventeen different Leads which can be

'\'i‘.l

tei into thrra Lroad pgrouss viz; (i) ecounmic. reasons and

{(i1) non-economic renscns and (ii1i) combination of the aforestated
two factqrs., Fach of thes2 groups admits furtier classification
into (1) nush factors, (ii) »ull factors and (iii) non-dizcre-
tionary migration; this lattar category is introduced to cover

tne cases of trausier in service and narriasgs nigrations. Among the‘
reasons for léaving‘ their previoue nbodes, econoaic Factors were

>y

mentioned by 09.53 percent in-miprants. About 7 percent gave non-

acononiec reasons, and the remaining 23.60 peraent.stated that they

had left their previous abodes bacause of a1 combination of economic
and non-economic factors(Teble 21).

Fconomic Factors

#fmong the 134 respondents who attributed their migration to
economic factors exclusively, vhH pr 23,08 percent stated that
they left their previous place of residence because their income

was insufficient. Another 15 or 5,32 percent left because there were
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no job opportunities for them after they had completed their
education, Ipsufficiency of land was mentioned by .83 percent
and absence of ﬂonwagrlcultur 2al JOb by 5.32 Detcent»yesppndentg.
Oneipéfééﬁ'Iéft as he 1ad bufforad loss in -business. 1In all -fo¥
09 peféen€;~i the factors of i mlﬂratlon W@rpaﬁtrlbutabla to eco-
nonic re aoons.: |

Only 24 or 5,31 percont respondants stated that‘they left
their previous places for batter income prospects outside, |

Aigration due to transfers, retirvement, and to join other

migrants in the city (in casas of sacondary mover) was repgrted.

in 33 cases., These formed 12,47 percent of total 1n—m15rﬂt1ng

hauseholds. = They helong te non-~discretary aigr tlon .ategory.
The push fovees as sugzested by the above givan data,
. to

played the dominant rola in causing the respondents migrate.
Further support te this suggestion is provided Dy the data on
pre and'post migration income level of in-migrants as given
in Table 21.

Non-Economic Factors

Required aducational £

acilities not
3vallab1c in the villaga .
Mal-adjustment with rural
envirorment P L
Prafer city life to rural life R
I‘ia‘rriag@ ' LIS ) -‘. * 3

Other redsoms . !. . . . a7



R . o -3 b=

Pable~21 o
wf PREVIOUS PLACE OF RESIDENCE

]
i
P
=
b

o
0

REASONS FOR

—— T

(In Migrant Househcld heads)

Sr, Reasons _HMale Female Both sexes
No. o 5 Yoo & Moo %

. A < oot T b b bt

1. Economic TFactors 193 69.17 - - 1937 68.44

1. Wo nmrlcvmcv DUPOTL~ | ‘ .
tunities afier 15 5.37 = - 15 5.32
rivcaffun ' '

2. Insuffinien&y of land # 2,87 ~ - 3 - Z.83

3., Mo safeiyfor noa- agri- ]
cultured job 15 2.37 - - 15 5.32

w2
(%]
[
R
.

)
5

4, Tnsufficient 1icome 95 34,05 = -

=
o
w
(8]

5, Loss ia busineszs 1 0.3 = -

Ui

6. Yor beiter inc me _
prosneatg 20 84,60 - - 24 8.51

7. '‘ransfar K1 0,75 - - 30 10,65
8. Retirerent 200 0,72 - - 2 0.70
4. Secoundaryi: . vecrs 3 1.7 - - 3 7 1.907

11 flon-Economic Factow 20  7.17 3 100,00 2L - - 7.44

i, Reculred edueca~ional
facilities not availl~- & 2.87 = - 8 2.63
able

2. Prefer city lile aver o
rural life 2 L.44 - - 4 <142

(%)

1.07
0.35

3, Harriage a3 1.07 - -

4, Religicns fact-ors 1 0.36 - -

Y

5. Mal~adjustment with

rural oreloeo 4 1,84 1 33.3 1.87

LA

TII. Combintation o/ _ )
different facturs., 66 23.66 2 _ 66.57 3 24,12

N

IV, All Tactors 279 106.00 3 100.090 232 100.00

——— . o L — - S Aot




The ranking of the different non-economic factors of migra-
tion, as above, is more or less in line with the common knowledge
on the subject, Lack of good aducational facilities, and incongen-

ial living conditions in rural areas are too well known to need

a comment'héfe. fhesé sérvé ééméfrong ﬁﬁéh factors culminatiﬁg )
in migration if the affected onaes have means to break away from
rural life,

Mal-adjustment with rural enviromment is another equally
important push ractor. The five cases falling in this category
are of the in-migrant household heads who were forced to leave
their villages due to énmity.

Reasons for Coming to Paghawar,

In order to identify the pull factors and also to serve as
a check guestion, the in-migrating household heads were asked
to syecify the reasons for coming to Peshawar. The response patt=
ern was quitg consistent with theilr statenent of push factors
discussed in the previous seection (tablelZZ). In Peshawar, they
either found a solution to the problems faced by them in their
previous abodes or hoped to find one. The respondents mentioned
17 different reasons for coming to Peéhawar. Hlere the in-nigrants
ware more clear and sp@cific than in their response to the geustion

for leaving their previous abodes. In the latter:

as to reasons
case, 193 of them specified cconomic reasons, 21 gave_néﬂeconomic
reasons, whilerﬁs stated a combilnation of these two. On the
other hand in response to the former question (why they came to

Peshawar) , econonic-reasons were stated by 231, non-economic

by 15, and a combination of these two by 36, This statcment of
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TEASON FOR COMING TO PESHAWAR

{

( . Migrant Househoid Heads)

S;No.iﬁeasan Thmber Percent
| for coming Male Fenale Both Hale Female Both sexes
] T o Sexes o

1. Gotajobina 18 - 19 581 - 6,75

Factory :
2. Came for business 59 - 59 20,15 -~ 20.92
3. Came for Govt/ )

nrivate service /0 - 70 25.09 - 24,32
4. TFor education - 5 - 5 1079 - 1.77
5. For apnrenticeship 15 - 15 5.38 <« 5.32
6. Proper city life : ' g

to villapge life R 4 o LA - 1.42
7. Marriaze 3 - '.3”". mi.%& ;'u T 10
8. Retter Medical faci~

lities - - - - - -

9, Fxpected more income & -~ A L.43 - 1.42
- 10, Secondary Hovers 3 - . 3 “%,08 - 11,06

11, Transfer .30 - 39 10,75 - 10. 64
12, Retirement 2 - 2 nD,72 - 0.71
13. Piri MMurede 1 S 0.3% - 2.35
14, Ma adjustment with 1 1 2 0.36 33.33  0.71

rural environment
15, Deathof spouse. - - - - - -
15, Fxpectdd better

employment opper~ '

tunities 29 - 29 10.38 - 10,28
17. Combination of , o

causes ' ' 34 2 36 12,19 86.67 12,77

279 3 232 100.00 109.00 100.00
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reasons can be accepted as more ijgctively explaining the
reasons for leaving the previous'place than the response pattern
emerging From the'quwstion dxscusaed in the-previousxsectiong;;'
“The §iﬁgl 1ar?est-numbor -of in-migrants 24,8 percent of tﬁe“
#totalzcame;tumyeshawargf0£'Gngrnmgnﬁ;gng'Qriyape jobsf"Th%ﬁ_
dogs not include cases of transfer, but is inc 1u51vo oi pers ons_
who came after arranging a job in the c*ty and alsc thosa who
came in the hopes of getting one.
The next largest category is of those who came for business.
They numbered 59 or 2U.9 percent of the total.‘yAnofher 19.6
percent came as they had been transferred (in scrvice) to Peshawar,
and 10.§:perceﬁt came in the hope of batter amployment opportunities.
This latter‘group had not arranged a job in advanceiof moving
into thé city.
 About 7 péicang§r52%ondeﬂts gﬁme as they got job in Eactoriéé.

These appear to be cases pf p drranbou employmeuf. A lirtlo

‘s

percent raspondents cane for ledrnlnw some tradu as dpp~

.over
rentlcas., Ixpectation of higher incom: wag s;gted’as a reason
_ ) of the

for in=-migration by 1,42 poarcent) respondonts,

Reasons for Seloction of Peshawar By Tn- ligrants

Why especially peshawar was selected by in Migrants? Table 23 gives

%)

their veplies to this question. The most mentioncd reason was
that of Peshawar being the nearcst city to respondent's villages.
This was stated by 27.9 percent houschold heads. Another 19.3
percent were encouraged to move into Peshawar because theilr

friends and/or relatives were alrecady in the city. The presence



REASONS FOR SELECTION

" 7able 23

HOJ SEHOLD HEADS

OF PESHAWAR BY LN~4I&RAN1

S.No, - Reasons’  Iumber of __Percept .~ e
I .. Malc Female Both iale” Femal@ BGtLh
Sexes : uexes
1. Friends/Relatives Already - 33 1 54 19.20v33.33 19.35
in Peshawar ’ '
2. Fellow villagers in - ‘ .
Peshawar , 43 - 43 15.58 - 15.5
3. Peshawar is nearestto ,
respondent's village 77 1 78 27.90 !
4. Transfer in service 28 - 28 10.15
5. Secondary iovers 1 1 2 0.36
6. Combination of 142+3 reasons 13 - = 13  4.71
7. Cot a job here 35 - 35 12.68
8. fo look for a job 3 - 13 4,71
9. No specific reason 13 - 13 4,71
Total 274 35279
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of fellow villagers in the city prompted 15.6 percent respondents

to follow the suit.

Thirteen or about 5 percent respondents men-

tioned a combination of rhe aforestated threc factors..

A total of 35 6r’12.5 Percent respondents came becau e they got

a JOb 23 or 10 percent were transfer cases, 13 or 4.7 percent

came in search for Jobs, ‘and an Pqual numbar had no opec1:1c o

'reason to state.

. A faixly. large proportion,. 41.58 percent . of the in-migrants

possessed prior 1nfoxmatlon about employment opportunitles in

Peshawal (table 24)

The mqln

sources of 1nformation ware thelr

relatives and fellow vxl]agers (table 25),

HOUSEHCLD HEADS BY PRIOR
 EMPLOYMERT OPPORTUNITIES IN PEWHAWAR . . . . .

Tabl» 24

INT

ORMATION ABOUT

N
BERTEL L s P

S.HMo, Prior informatiom Humbex Percent
' Male Female Both Wale FemalC Both
. sexes sexes
1, Yes i15 1 115 41.67 33.33 41.58
2, o, 161 2 163 58,33 66.67 58.42
All 276 3 276 100,00 100.00 100.00

-
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TableYZS

HOUSEHOLD HEAD BY SOURCE OF INFORIATION ABOUT
 EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES IN PESHAWAR

S5.% . Informing Person Huber Percent e
Maic Female Both  Male Femalé Both sexes

szXes

1. Friends .9 - 9 7.33 - 71,75
2.  Relatives 5 1 46 39.13 100 39.68
3. Some one from :
village 35 - 35 390.44 - 30.17
4, . Any other person 26 - 26 22,60 - 22.41
Total 1L 1 116 100.00 100 100.00

"



CHAPTER 5 =41-
STHE RURAL AREAS OF PE‘LJZ{AWAR DISTRICT

In a prev1cuﬂ chapter we  saw that oi the 1n—mlgrants to the';
Peshawar c1ty,ioo.46”per ent hailed from rural arﬂas and of thﬁf'w
latter, Ehbéérdf the Peshawar District accounted for 54 Dercent
We also faﬁﬁd“thﬂt-th@ overwhelmlng ma]orlny of th»sa had left.
pré?idﬁs:dbbdes be cause of 1n10oplt?blehCOﬂ0m!C oon11f1on th@ro!'
In order to securc a closer and better view of the rural infras»
tructure a sawu1e of 39 villages was surveyed in the Péshawar.
Distriqty‘ Thé main purpose of . the survey was to seek.infbrﬁatidn
that:WOuldzhelp‘tc-know, why the rural folk flook in 1arge numb;;
to urbzn Cpntres. The findings ars glvgn in this chapter

ﬂhau ‘the survey of rural area‘reveals,'substaﬁtiates'the -
in-migrants reports of the inhospitable cconomic conditions

_ﬁhgxg; - Stated in brief, the rural areas are hPaVlly daé
pendent on agriculture for income and employment. ‘Thls sector |
has, however, already exhausted its ﬂannowar absorvtlon capacity
The popularlon is on the other hand- “inereasing qut In sucn a
situation one would lock to the non- agrlcul*ural seuto* for absbu
rbing the new entrants to - the labour mazket, But thl% sector
hay very little to offer in this respect. No mentlonable advance

waa,kw-made-ih'cottagm and small industries. Somm notlceable
development had, however, taken place in trade and commerce. Howpver
rural sector of to- day appenrs to be more llvely ‘than that of
a decade ago. This’ is particularly true of the rural areas lylng

close to Poshawar and other urban centres in the dlstrlct ' But
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despite the up rising in its growth during the past few years, the
rural sector is unable to fully absor® the growing number of ew
entrants to the labour force. This is symptomised in the large
number of wholly ind under-cmployed people in these areas, a
situation which is the most importat cause of rural to urban
migration. - Thére does not nppear tb ba any hope of reversening of
this outflow unless th: undériying factors are controllad,

'Many people, particularly thosz who have not lived in
villages, have a great liking for the country life. But in
actual fact there is nothing much romantic about it, There'is
almost complete absence of medical facilities & educational faci-
lities are extremely short in supply and poor in quality. HNo arran-
gements exist for sanitation., lor arz they all provided with
proper communication and transport facilities. Though the

condition of these things  is much better these days Ehnn a decade

)

ago, yet the village life is £ull of ordeal which few are sorry
to break away from} With these general observations thé_survey's
findings are presented as follows.

According to the 1972 Caznsus, the population of sample
villages was 71,837‘wﬁich exceeded their 1961l population of 43,033
by 66.93 percent, [Tablg 26)' In 1961, as many as 12 out of the
sample villagés had a pépulation of 500 or less, The'corresponding
number was 6 in 1972 (table 27). The »opulation density was 0.82
per acre in 1961» which increased to 1,38 in 1972. | |

Most of the sam?levvillages are located at easy dis£ances

from the Peshawar city. As will be scen from-table'28; ten of

these are within ten miles distance from Peshawar, Another 3 villages
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-POPULAYION OF THE SAMPLE VILLAGES TN PESHAWAR
‘ DIC“hTCT

T MaTe “Yewale . T T T
" Year . o 7 No. 7 U BotH mexas o e e
’ L , : . - » - (=100,00 -

1961 . . 22620 52.56 20413 47,44 . 43033
1972 . 35589 52.32 34248 47,68 71837

- S Ksare TV A A A Mrfwnu___‘q,ﬂn )
Variation over ' ' 86,95
1961 - e e e . o

Tabla | 27
 SAUPLE VILLAGEﬁ CLASSIFIED RY PJPULATICN SIZE

S5.%o. Population o : 1961 . 1972 o
1. Upto 500 . . o 12 o
2. 501-1000 & 4
- 3. 1001-1500 5 3
4, 1501-2000 2 4
25,0 2001-2500 L -3
6. 2501~3000 - e
7. 3001-4000 3 2
- 8. 4001-5400 1 2,
9. 5001 and above 2 G .

Total 30 - 30

A e P . N~ e e, A AR . AR TPy e Sy

Yable 26
SAMPLE VILLAGES TY DISTANCE FROM PESHAWAR CITY

8. Wo,  Distance (Miles ~— ~ TR ) Ferdﬁﬁi‘“mff“f
10,00 -
23.33
26,67

19.00

10,00

" 6.867

3.33

5,67

e A e S i LS et 77 i P s T ey, F T

Upto 5 |
5 to 10
10 to 15
15 to 20
20 to 25
25 to 30
30 to 35
35 to 40
40 to 45
45 to 50

50 to 55

" 55 to 60
Total

® » e ¢ =

.
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are at a distance of 10 to 15 miles, The remaining lie beyond 15
miles; but none beyond 60,

Communication and Transport

A faiglyllarge number of thg.samplé villages is connected with
-Pesﬁawar throughwmetalled roads,.andurailways,plustmetalled roads,
As will be seen from Table 29 cleven of these are connected with
Peshawar through metalled roads only, and four have railways plus
metalled roads leading'to Peshawar. The remaining 15 have: road |
connections, partly mctalled and partly un-matallad.

Railway stations are located within f£ive miles.distance in-
nine of the selected viliages. At the other extreme, these are |
located bayond 15 niles in case pf 10 villages (Table 30). fThe»f"
villagers, howavor, normully prefor the road transport even where.
a railway station is close by. : L

Approach roads from the sample villages to the nearasﬁ rail-
way stations are all wmetalled in the case of 11 villages, antirely_
gnmet;lled iﬁ three casaes, and partly metalled and pg;tlyﬁunmetaf:'
1led in 16 cases (Table 31).
| Regarding the type of approach roads to the main road leading
to Peshawar, the position is that there are unmetdlled in 106 out
“of 30 villages. Ouly 2 villages have metalled approach roads, Ly
| Buses and non-mechanical vehicles are the most widely used
means of butbound transyort (table 32). Sixteen of the éample
villages employ this means., In six villages only the buses,'and
in an equal number only the non-mechanical vehicles (tonga, Bu110ck

cart) are the main means of transportation, Only two villages
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Table 29

SAMPLE VILLAGES BY WAY OF CONNECTION WITH
Y PESHAWAR CITY T

7 ) ) e et
sr. No.iWay connected with Peshawar City vo, Percent,
1. " Railway only '~~~ - - - ) .

2. Railway and metalled roads - & 13.33

%3, Matalled roads Al 36,87
54.  lletalled roads as well as

- unnetalled roads i5 50.00
55. - Unnetalled voads only - -

Total o 30 100,00

| Tablé’30
SAMPLE VILLAGES BY DISTANCE OF NEAREST RATLWAY
STATION
é;S.qu Distance (Miles) - lumbex Percent -
L. Less than 1 miles i 4 13.33
2. 1 to 3 miles 3 10;Odi o
3. 3 to 5 niles 2 6.67
b, 5 to 7 miles 4 113.33
55. 7 to 9 miles 3 10,00
6. 9 to 11 miles | 1 3.33
7. 11 to 13 miles 1 o33
8. 13 to 15 miles 2 667
9, over 15 miles 10 133.34 ,
AR A -
Total 30 100,00
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TYPE OF APPROACH ZOAD FROM SAMPLE VILLAGES TO
NEAREST RATLWAY STATION AND TO MATH ROAD LEADING
0. PRSHAWAR B o e

S.Wo. Road Type Road leading to

e

Hearsst Aailway Wotalled Road to
Ctation Peshawar
. e BRAWAL
Mo, A No . %

1., Hetallad i1 36,57 9 30,00
2, Sand M@fall@d : - - - : -
3, Un-metalled 3 10,066 16 - 53.33

4. Metalled-cum-upmetalizd 16 53.33 s 1867

All type” . 30 7 100,00 30 100,00

Tabla 32

MAIN MEAIS OF DUT-30UND TRAWSPORT oM SAMPLI

VITLAGES

§5.1o, Means of transpavh Mo % No.

. Railway only - - o G
. Bus only 4] 20.00

1
2
3. Rail + Bus 2 6.67
4

. Bus + non-nechsanical veohiclies i6 53.33
5, Non-mechanical vehiclasg only 6 - 20,00

All types 30 100.00 v




have rail plus bus service as the main means of éutbaund;tfangboﬁty*

Post Office and Schools

Only 7 of the 30 sample villages have post offices. Schools
exist in 14 villages. In‘all there are 33 écﬁools-whiCh-means that
in some villages there are more than one Out of these
schools 24 ara primary, 4 widdle, and 5 ﬁ igh schools (tab e 33).

A total of 5347 students were enrolled in the schools in
1975, The male students numbarad 48356 or 84 percént of the total,

Female numbered 961 or 16 percent. (Table 34)

Banking and Credit,

The sample viilages have three branch offices of commercial
banks, and seven cooperative societlies. A1l the three villages
banik branches ex1st have population excecdi=g 3000. These villa-
zes are infact in the process of transformation from rural to urban
ifcation aud are alraady as good as small towns., They are
important centres of trade, and lie close to main roads leading
to Pashawar,

Electricity -

in number
Host of the villages, 22 Jor 73.3 percont have electricity

connections, In the electrified ounes, mest of the housces arc not
electrified,

Medical Faellity

Govarmment dispeunsaries exist only in two villages. Both
of these two medical units are without a qualified doetor; the
compounders head these, (Table 33) |

Frivate medical practitioners exist in nine'viilégéé. There
are in all 23 of them. Only 2 are MBBS both in the same village

and 20 are unqualified practitioners., There is only one Hakim.



Table 33 - '
- PUBLIC INSTETUTKONS IN SAMPLE VILLAGES

~48-

f
s,

5.Ho,

Type of instituticns/

Whether or not available in

establishments/facilities villlages e _
Yas Mo Total
Ho. yA o _%' Villaﬁigi
1. Post office 7 23.33 23 76.67 30
2.  Schools 14 46,67 16 53.33 30
3,  Banks - 30 100.00 30
b, Cooperative society 7 23.33' 23 76,07 30
3. Mandis for local producar - - 36 100.00 30
6., Tlectricity 22 73.33 & 26.87 30
7. Medical cantres (public) 2 6.67 2o 93.33 30
3, Private medical practi- 9 30,00 2L 70.00 30
_cion o o L
Tﬁbl@ 34‘
KUMBER OF SCu00LS AUD STUDENTS TW SAMPLE VILLAGES
S.io. Type of School Mumber of
_ Roys Girle L quiiqn
1. Primary 15 8 24
2., 1iddle 2 2 | S 4
3.  High 4 1 5
ALl types 22 i1 33
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Major Occupations

i

Agriculture is the wmain occupation in ) but four of the
30 sample willages., o the four villages undar *wfmrﬂncn thw nou=

agrizultural secter absorbs most of the work force or is as lmpcnw
tant aﬁgloyer as'the‘ asgricultural sector. This depaﬁtuté ﬁ;omgthhuh
conaral pattern deserves a comment.

Tﬁa pronminent nosition of non-ngricultural sector iu the
villages ﬁnder roferencs is attributable vrincinally t5 sﬁortage:

»f land, and also non-sultability of the avodlable land €or agri-

culture, Ons of thasa V1lllgmb, Pirniai, is in transition from
rural to urban churnc toris ticu, Although, an important vegetable
growing avea its Jocation pafrurn is hglpxnp it in ?eraui trans-
Formwflon into le: ading centro of txadc and commarce,

nOLh@l Vll "Wod.uh Payaun™ lics guilte close to Peshowar,
just four wmilee, 1t has only 640 acres of 1and; and a pépuiation
of 7233 (197%2)., Pressure on agricaliural laad, ﬁnd its'neaﬁneﬁs
to Peshawar hawve baon Lostromental dn the ascedency of nmnumgricﬁlu
tural sector in this village.

"Durraan’, another village of this category, has a total arca
of 473 anves, which is almost all hilly., Wood cutting, and labour~
ing‘iﬁ ﬁﬁ&téﬁtgi@gfﬁhe_villag@ axa_tﬁe.m&in'ppqygat;pnﬁwof thci‘
seoole. Tts population is se sanll, only 744 (1972),-that wood - -
cutting casual labouring, =nd other petty trades have conveniently

absorbed the major portion of its work forca.

Waployment Level
“Host oi the 7aon1@ ayw omploycl But how many of them and”
how fully? Thisg q%pont was not covered as thg” purpas of the sutvey

wag just to have agener 1 introduction with the v11lages,.,lt-is} .
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however, indicated by the in-migrants employmont level prior to

migratinn that open unemployment would be fairly high in these

villages as well. Much more serious than this is the problem of
% .

under~employment,

~Cottage Industries

Iin 17 out of the 30 sample villages no cottage industry exists.
In the other 13, there are 61 such units. The most frogquently ra-

ported ones arve, wheat milling, rice husking, and cotton ginning

and "gur" making (tablc 38&).

Tabla 35

MEDICAL, CENTRES, BEDS , AND STAFF IN SAMPLE VILLAGES

i, i i, S _-——.ﬁ_—g‘___ P

3.0, Particularg . ' Mo. -
1. Dispensries ' ' 1
2 ospitals _ : -
3. Beds in Dispensrise & dospiitals =
b . Doctors. : S -
5. Anxilary medical staff . 1
0. Private practitioncyrs _ 23

~MBRS (2) ‘

wUncualified (20)

~Halkim (1) o .

- Table 36
NUMBERX AND TYFE OF COTTAGE AND SMALL THMDUSTRIES
I THE SAMPLE VILLAGE .
S.No, Typé of Industry e Mo. Percent
L. Wheat Grinding ' . 31 50,8
2. Cotton ginning C 13 27.8
3. - Rice Husking 2 3.3
by 01l extraction - . ‘ 3 | . 5,0
5, Gur making (chani) B 8 . 1301
8. All type . - 51 - 100.00
" i, s el e PN, . T




Land and Crops

With the axception of two villages most of the land in other
villages is irrvigated. And of the irrigated land, most is ixriga-
ted by canals in 26 villages, Wells are the chief means in the
other two,

Sugarcane is the major cash cvop., Anong cereals, whoeat is
the most‘important one,

Jut tpgration

Cases of out-migration have beon reported from 18 of the
30 selected villages., During 1974, approximately 220 persons left
these villages. The survey's objiective was unot to undertake cla-
borate estimation of out-migratior but only to have a rough idea
in this respéct; -Villager's reports on the subject indicate that
considerable out—migratimn haa already taken'piac@,aﬁd it is ine-
reasing further. Lack of eaployment oppmrtanitié(*an& iow income
in villages ave statad to ba tﬁe-principal nush factors;

A large number. of workers from thoe saaple villageé 2o daily
to nearby urban centras where they have regular jobs or busziness.
Pashawar is the most important such urban centwre, People from
the surrounding areas come to the city daily in the morning and
raturn after day's work., The number of such regular comuters
is presently believed to be in low thousands, Tha important
thing about this is that their  number has baen '“.nc.reasiﬁg .-
Speedier transport facilities have greatly contributed to this
trend, People come daily to Peshawor from as loag distance-as
35 miles, But the majority travels from the areas.lyingucléég

by 5 to 10 miles,



DUT MIGRATION FAOM PESUAWAR CITY

Aloagwith the study of in-nigration to the Peshawar'city}_
an attempt was méda to determine the nature, extent, and causes
of out=migration from it. Tho main aiwm was to seek an cxplanation
fdr the declining growth rate of the ﬁity's population.

From the selected aduple of Hou eholds it was obsarﬁed that

in all 150 wenmbers of such holds were no more living in Poshawar

o ]

and, were classified as out-migrants. Out of these. 140 had pre-
viously been living in Poshawar, whila the remaining 10 were born
outside Peshawar t¢ the cut-aigrating p arents. These lﬁ are also

a

being treated as out-nigrants as they would have bean classified

as Peshawar's population 1f tho  parents had‘not'laftwtﬁe city.
0L 150 perséns under ﬁtudy 8 had left thc city‘befbte’l?ﬁl.

The Vtﬂf of ds;qur o of ?'uat»mlg antis  was not'rgﬁoited and is

g ave in the 'not

(J

believed to ba bafore 1961, Another 10 RT:
applicable catesory' as they wers born to out-ailgrants after they

had left the city., This leaves 127 cases of 1261 out-migration.
: LTy Ves i : \ A

(Table 37)

Reasons of Qut-Migration

Table 38 indicates that the economic and non-economic reasons
were almost even, Senerally speaking, the pull factors were more

important than the push factors, The speecific reasons of out-

\..
F"s

migration are discuss2d as £ 11\w .

Marriage WﬂS’SCﬁted'tQ_ue the caus2 of nig aLion in 41.34



Table 37 |
OUT-MIGRANTS BY YEAR OF FIRST LEAVING PESHAWAR

— Wals “Famale BoTh SoXes——
Wo. Year Tol 7 % e % - Fo. %

Before 1961 2 2.90 6 /.41 5.33
1961 - - Y 2.47 2 1.33
1962 - 3 3,70 3 2,00
1963 1 1.45 - ; 1 0.67
1964 2 2.90 4 4 9% 5 4 .00
1965 1 1.45 1 1.23 7 1.33
1966 - - 2 2.47 2 1.33
1967 - - 2 2.47 2 1.33
1968 2 2.90 5 7.41 3 5.33
1969 2 2,90 4 4.9 6 4,00

. 1970 . Lo 10 12.35 10 6.67
1971 5. 7.24 4 4.9 9 6.00
1972 18 26.09 15  18.52 33 22.00
1973 11 15.94 11 13.58 22 14.68
1974 4 20,29 7 8,64 21 14.00

- Not repor-
ted 4 5.80 1. 1.23 5 3.33

Nnt appli-

cable 7 10.1& 3 3,70 10 6.67

— e e
Total 69 100,00 81  100.00 150  100.00




QUT-MIGRAN

.

Table 38

§ BY RWASON FOR GOING OUT OF

. - PESHAWAR

Forerantr v,

- 54

TR T Gpas Hale Temale BOTh Sexes
5.Mo. Reasons ooy Mo, A o, A No. h_
1, TFBducation 0z 3 7.25 - - 5 3.33
2, Harriage 03 - . 62 76,56 562 41,34

ODffer of better
job/business

Better jobs and.
business oppor-
tunity
Transfer
With family

Family di=spute

Mot reported

05

o
fee)

32 48.35 1

5 /.25 -
3 11.59 -

3 11.59 12

$

13.04 .6
2 2.90 -

1,23

LA

5.33
13,34
10,00

1.33

I

Total

— L A T, e s, i e (R e

29 100,00 81

106,00

e—

.100.00

R i Pz W




. percent cases; who were all females, Ancother 10 percent left

the city to sstablish a separate household elsewhere due to famil
g ¥ ¢ y

}disputes between wives and ?1ﬂhrnis

“Migration in pursuit of education was reported. in 3.33 per-

icent'casés; Tbese are vartau a5 out- mlﬁxahta a8 the persons

~concerned had been out for one year or more or were expectad to

sremain out Lor fnar naciod,

conomic reasons were specifled in 46 or 30.66 percent, cases.

“These.are (1) offer of better jobs or/and business deal, being mentioned

cin 22 -nercent casas ii} hope cf getting batter job or/and
o s i o] > 7

jbu51neuu opportunities, 3,33 percent cases, and (1ii)transfer,

aaccounting for 5.35 pevcent ou-migrants, Another 13,34 percent
“had moved out in family; the latter zve alse halleved to have

‘migrated for economic reasouns,

Mo out-migrant was reported to haove left with tle intentlon

70f ermanently staying out of Peshaw&r, However, most of them,
p 2 ) .

fBQ 3 percent werp likely to stay oufvlor an - indefinite perlod

eihe rpnatnln? 10 7 percent werve e(pected to return to Peshawar

fafteyuqn@mxaaz;gr HOYE . - -

Destination of OJut~-Migrants

e An-number
Most of the out-migrants, 126 jor 4 perceat, had gone to

various places within Pakistan. The whereabout of one out-mi-

grants are not reported. The remaining 2.3 or 15 percent had

ngne abroad (Table 39),
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Table 39

SUT-HIGRANTS BY THELR PRESINT PLACE OF REZIDENCE

> a =

,
[

DO DD et et PONS DO et et L0 L0 L0 U100 b WD DN I U DD L0 B G0 B et B (0 b

10,00
.67
1.33

11, Lahorsz
12, Bialket
13. Multan

§ NS4

10.15

L <

g

S.Me. Prasent place of Hale Female ~Both sexes
Residence o, 7o o, T [ A

i Hazara - - 1.23 0,67
2, HMardan 5 7.25 7.42 1 7.33
3. Peshaway 11 15,94 2 27.17 3 22.00
G Tohat - Z i S 1.32
5. RBannu - - ‘ 1.23 0.67
9,  Rawalnindi 12 17.39 1 6,81 2 15,00
7. Gujrat - - 3,70 2.0¢
8, . Sargodha B = 1.23 .67
9. Mianweli - 3,70 2.00
10, Jhang 1.45 1.23 1.33

5.5

i.2

2

9

08 8RS e 0 SR O R I DN NI B G

14, Rarachi ' 11 15,94 .85 1 12,67
15, fGrace 1 145 - .67
16. Libva Z 2,90 1.23 2.00
17, Iran 2 2,90 3.70 3.33 "
18, U.5.4A, 3 4,34 - 2.00
1%, U.K, 3 4,34 - 2,00
20, Saudi Arabia 2 2,90 1,23 2.00
21, Halakand - - 1,23 0.67
22. Y¥hyber Agency - - 1.23 0,67
23, HXurramnm Z2 2.990 - 1.33
24, Chitral - - 2.43 1.33
25, Afghanistan 2, 2.90 - 1.33
26. Holland 1 1.45 - 0.67
27. Switzerland 1. 1.45 - 0.67
26, Muscat 2 2.90 - - 1.33
1 1,453 1 1,23 1.33

23, Hot reported

¢

i R,

100,00 150 100.00

Total 69 109,090

=
P




SH “57-

The destinations of 36 pexcent out-migrants were within pro-
zivince of HWEFP and the adjoining tribal areas. Tha punjab province
ireceived 34 percent and %;nd 12,66 percent of the out-migrants
;frbh_P hawqr ulty.

Percent

;Place of Present residence of o

fOutwmigrants e
CWLFLP. and Tribal Areas 54 36,00
punjab | | 51 36,90

- 8ind | 19 12,66
fBaluchistan - -
LOther countries 24 16,00
i 1\101‘: repoxted 2 L.34

3 | 50 o/

The: single largest number of out-migrants 33 or 22 percent
went to different places in the Peshawar district. The Rdmalpindw
 district received 24 or 16 vercent, Xorachi and Lahorg followed
}with 19 (or 12.57 percent) and 15 (or 10.00 parcent) respectively.,
iMardan claimed 11 or 7.v3 HQTCJnf In ail other district their

Srnumber was batweon one. and throo

;ChﬁfaCterﬁstiCQﬂoi Dut~Migrants
| Host of thé out-migrants, 84,606 percent wera born iﬁ the
 Peshawar city. Including the othe¢r places in Poshawar District,
;th@ Latter's share risas to 89,98 percent (Table 40).

Persons born in other parts of WWFP but resident in Peshawar
At the time of out-migration comstitutad 6.67 porcent of out-migrants

to Peshawarx
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Table 40

OF - BY

SUT-IGRARTE BY PLATE BIRTH

TT31e - Female
.80, Floos Ho. % to..

Pashawar Disgit,
excludiag

Lahors Districr
Libya

iran

5 Sau@iuﬁyabiﬂ i
8, Mohmnd Agency 1
9. Zhyber ' -
13, swat
11, Dir 2
172, 1India -

Totai

~d
Lok

b

1

51

2.
1.23

48

1.2:

100,00 150

!
Both™ Sexes
Moy
.

127 84.069

7
Q

l.

W e R e

=

1

i S

100.00

(4

2,00

5.32

0.67
5.67
0.67

0.67
2.00
0.67
0.57 .
1.33
0.67

’ ¢ ] [

’

R



Ape Bistribuiion

All age group upto 6U-7% arve represented. The concentration
is relatively larger in the younger brackets 15-40,as will be
seen from the following summary statistics bagéd ‘on table given

balow: -

Unto 14 29,00
15-19 | 11.53
2030 S 36. 00
3140 | 26.00
41- 5.67

' 10 0

A compafativm study oif. thase data and corregponding age

dis irlbutLOn of 1nnm1yr nts would reveal heavier r@presentation
of younger ag 25 1n *he out~migrating _hﬂn in the in-migrating
population (Table 4i). In the latter, as we saw in an carlier
chapter, the vural population is heavily represented. This
suggest tha*'ﬁhe older pecople with heavy rural r@present&tion
are easicr to attract out ur_@istfact from their permanent
aboder than the corrvespending age : groups of urban origin. Or
put 11tern%t1ve?v the oldc 3;6 DTOU g of urban areas, would need

far strongay innonttv 8 Lhan Lhﬁlr rural counterparts to leave

for the other place:

Marital Status

Of the es 3 percent and of the females 80 parcent were
married, The corxre ponding figure . for both sexes comes to

62 percent (tabie 4.).



~ 60
Tablas 41

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF OUT-MIGRAUTS

r

DR s T T

12-13 Age Humber ' Percent .

Group Male Temale Doth Male ~ Teoale _‘“’Eﬁ?ﬁ_‘S'éiéﬁ%“
e Se X28 . e
Below 5 7 2 9 10,14 2,87 5.00

5-9 6 L, 10 8.70 4.9 6,67

10-14 & 5 11 8,70 6.17 7.33

15-19 6 11 17 2.70 13.58 11.33

224y 5 19 24 7.25  23.46 16,00

25-29 11 1 30 15.94 23.46 20.00
30-34 13 13 26 18.84 16,05 17.33

35-39 7 6 13 16,14 7.41 5.67

40-44 > 1 3 2,90 1.23 2.00

4549 3 - 3 4,36 - 2.00

50-54 1 1 2 1.45 1,23 1.33

55=59 1 - 1 L.45 - 0.67

50,64 1 -1 1.45 - 0.67

Total 69 g1 150 100,00 100.00  100.00
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- Table 42

MARITAL STATUS OF OUT-MIGRANTS RBY AGE

W — o, - -, "‘;w—-\....u-g..,.,.i.._..,__,_.. e . T ’ . — .

12-12 HMareiced Upmarried = .

Age Group Male _ Yemale Male Female™
ey T He Mo, . o, % Wo. — %

Under 12 e " “- = L 39.13 8 :70.00
13 ol - 1 1,43 o= L 10,00

15 - - i 1,43 2 4.35 -

21- 25 g 9.7¢. 21 30.00 7 15.22 1 10.00

31- 3B © 21,74 -7 1000 2 4.35 1 . 1000

Io=
fonmt
Eal
L]
[\
cc
~J
e

T

3
}—l
N
-2
~§

2

51- 55 2 8,70 ' - - - -
56- 60 A VR - - - s

Total 23 100,00 75 100.00 46 100.00 11 100.00

= e e s — e a7 e o, R g3 B s i 10 TR 7 I NIt et




2

Hone of the males of under 20 years was revorted as married.

On the other hand as many as 20 of the 70 married females were aged

years -
20/or less; ona of these was only 13 years.

Literacy and Education

e o . dlliterates, L
~The literates slightly.out=nuubered the in the sanple,

They constituted 51 percent of the out-migrénts.- The remaining
A9 percent were illiterates. (Table 43) Among the males, 69 per-
cent; and amnong, Ehe fenales, about 37 percent were literate.
Taking both sexes togoether, 29,16 percent out-nigrants had
passed Intermediate and higher examinations. The corresponding
figures for males and fewmales considered seperately are 37,52
percent and 13,79 percent raspectively (Table 44).,
The males weﬁé better educated than the females, On theum,

25,57 percent had passed first degree and higher examinations..
Orn the other hand the corresponding figure for females is only
3.45 percent.

Working Status

The pr0portion of the economically active and also the
employed workers increasad after migration. The rise in the wor-
king population came about chiefly due to entry tc the labour
market by those who ware previocusly students.

Befora migration, 28,03 percent of the 0ut~migrhnts aged
10 and over were either working or ﬁVﬂilablélfOr ﬁ;rk1 ih the‘
case of malez 55,93 percent and in that of females only 2.74 per-
cent were in the civilian Labour force (Tabla 43).

After migration the activity rate rose to 35.77 percent,

for both saxes, for the males it was 73,33 percent and in

case of females it declined to 2.60 percent.



Table 43

LITERACY STATUS OF OUT~MIGRANTS
: (5 years and over)

5o, Literacy Status Male amile Bothe sexes
' a Mo, Pareent o, Percent No. Percent
6.71 72 51,06

Iiliterate 19 31.00 53,29 69 43,94

T r

7 Mo
Liferate 43 69,00 29 3

50

79

100.00 __ 141 100,09

Total _ = '62 100,08

Table 44

LITERATE OUTIIGPANTS BY EDUCATIONAL ATTATMMENT

- 8.No, lighest Grade _ Male Femalo "~ ‘Both sexes
L Passed - o, Percent lic., Percent No. Percent

. Grade 01 4 930 1 3.45 5 6.9
| | 5.89 4,17
3,45 1,39

VL 02 1 2.33

™o
to

= W

1
2

ffs. & I
A 2.33

?”53 " =5 ;

i

2,78

N

3.45

w2
2

6,93 10.34 6 3.33°
2,33 - . 1 1,39

2,33 - R 1.39

7. gy

g

10,346 8 11,11
3.45 3 4,17
44 .84 21 . 29.17
11, Intermadiste. 6 13,95 3 10,36 9 12.50

i
(@8]
L2

S8, ag GI

9, 99 2 4,

()
(s}
s

(e
P‘J LN
(%)

S100 IRV a 13,6

wr
Ch
\O
£~

;112. B.A,/B.Sc., 4 9.30 1 3,45
11.63 - - 5 6,9
14, B.Sc/Eng.MBBS/Law 2 4,64 - - 2 2,73

5

Total 43 100.00 29 100,00 72 100.00

—t, e, oy Py




All but two oF the 35 males in the civilian labour force were
meloy d berore migration.' After migration the unemployment rate
fell to zero.

. In . case. of LQma¢w.ClVlllau ]wbour Foroe,_non*.was un»naloyed
before or after migration.
In respect of OCCUJ"thﬂ before and aftor out-migration, the

’t]ne of™ chanv@ IRy ohservad in~the-case of-in-migrants.is. not.seen.in:

.

it.  This indicatres that as compared with the in-migrants, a
larger propoxtion of the people under study was able.to find jobs

telated to their prEVious ‘LPPT1LHCE ( Jblt 46)

e oA W AN e

Bafore mlgra 1on, swla workcr uonstltut d the 51ngle 1arn

L e e -

. gest group with 25,72. p@xcen;,_,pllowgd Cloeuly by productlon
group with 22.86 percent. This latter category became the 1ead1ng

one alter migration, ¢ ~,..h’unlmr 24,49 percent of the labour force.

Sale workers slipped to the sacond position with 16.33 percent,
Income

Pre-migration income datawere available in 25 cases and posg-
migration data in 36 cases, Before migration, 07.85 percent of
the persong concerned earned three hundered rupees or less. On

the other hand the corresponding figure for post-migration period
is 44,45 percent (Table 47).

o

It ig significant that: before migration there was no case of
income exceeding one thousand rupses a month. In the post-migra-
tion period 3 such cases are found; these accountfor 72 percent

s

of the out-migrants concerned,




Table 45

WQRKIHG STATUS OF OUT~MIGRANTS (10 years +)

N— P e,

'EHO’ Working Status BSefore Out-Migration After OQut-iigratiou

i Male Fenale DOLh Bexes Mals Tamile  DOCh soxes
o, % - Noy 7% Mo, h o Wo. % No. % RYA

K.Employed ' 33 55,93 2 2,74 35 28,52 47 6.32 2 2.60 4% 25,77

Jot working:look~- 2 3,39
ing for work

3

- 2 1,51 - . e e e .

1ot available for 24 40,68 71 97,26 95 71,97 12 21,867 75 97.4088 54 .23
1 work - - ' —

i.Household duty - - 63 86,30 63 47,73 -~ - 71 92,2171 51,42
2 di,8tudents. 26 40,58 8 10,96 32 24,24 13 21.67 4 5,19 17 12,41
1 ‘ - it e et . .
f ‘ 59 100 73 100 132 100 60 100 77 100 137 109

Table 46
QCOUPATIONS OF OQUT-MIGRANTS

Previous “AEter
8.No. Occupational Group Vo %~ W%
1. Production, Technical and Relatad worker 4 11.43 4 | 8.16
2. Administration and Mechaniecal workers 2 5,71 6 - 12.25
3. Clerical and Relatad workers, 3 8.57 5 10.20
4. Sales workers - 9 25.72 5 16.33
5. Service workers 2 5,71 2 4. G3
6. Production and Related workers | 3 22,85 12 24 .49
7. Unclassified 3 8.57 7 14.29
8. Armed forces 4 11.43 5 10.20
| 9. ALl Occupations 35 100,00 49  100.00

D’ —— B e mtnie Do —




Table 47
OUT-MIZRANTS BY IHCOME

5.Ho.,

Monthly Tncome

. HNo. =

“Before digration  After Migration
K3 o No - e

T

.. 51-.100.

101-200

. 302-4007

401-500
501-750

_751-1000-— -

H0+ 20013000

1L,

3001 and above-.

'Less ‘than Rs. 50

e 714

G ... W28 7 -

3 ‘ L 23,97

QY]
A
L
Wi
Ch

6 . 21,43 14 28,89
s T w2 % 11l

W
R
e
H
,—-I

3. o el 10072

=

L

)

i
. X

~J 7
. G

= ey

?
T
R
(31
o
vt
b

B 100.00 - 36 . 100.00.




CHAPTER 7 =67~

MATN FINDINGS.ANB CONCLUSIONS

::Ih pursuihg the'ultimateﬁobjective'of finding.out the fgetors
f:influéﬁcing urbanization in Pakistan, the present study provides
E'resultEVBf‘a sample survey of the city of Peshawar in the N.W,F.P.
5:prdﬁinéé'6f Pakistaﬁ. " The data collected. through the survey indi-
;fcafé “that most of the in-mipronts :to Peshawar city have come-within the
H.F.P. and the adjoining tribal areas. The previous abodes of
¥:76}2ﬁ peféentgiﬁ~migrnﬁt houschold heads came within HWFP., and
."'B;iﬁrpércént'iﬁ Tribal areas. “The Punjab province contributed-
8.51 percsnt &and the Sind and Baluchistan provinces 0.72 and. 1,06
péfbéht‘respebtiVélyfI'The rest came - fromoutside Pakistan.

The rural areas accounted for 66,46 percent of the in-
migrants., Of those originating from within WWFP and tribal areas
- 70.93 percent were from rural areas..
- Among the different districts taken separately, Peshawar
{#diStrictVitselfiis the single most important source, claiming 40,54
| percent’in—migrants’househoid heads, Wardan and Xohat are the .-
other ‘important onas with 19,44 percent and 6,64 percent respectively.
3'Thé‘Mahmaﬁd'Agency'contributed 5,67 percent.
~Among the characteristics that pr.minently. distinguish the
f in-migrants from the Province's population in general is. their
;:1iteracy”raté; ‘The survey vevealed that 39.7 percent in-migrant
ifhouséhola'heads were literate.Qf the total literates 706.7 percent -
~ had attained Matriculation and higher levels of education. . .
;iThelcorreSponding astimate for all in-migrting population aged 5

f;yéafs'and‘abbvé-are 31.3 percent and 406 percent regpectively.
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These LlldﬂngS strongly suggest that with the spread of
highur educatlon ;nonp tb rural’ folk%mobility from rural to urban

areas .is likely to 1ncrease further, -The nain explanation lies

suitable jobs for the educated man-

7

b 2

D
S

ca o

m.

in the lack or the abs

RN

A
"3‘
W
@»
@0
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pOWérfinathggrugal‘ TEVaﬁ otherwise the-@duca;ed people seem
to prefer the ﬁrban iife tﬁ ﬁhé rural. This is suggested-aiso by‘
raspondent’ s statements 0of reasons for leaving their brevious abodes.
On the baqi t?f the present study no objective conclus10n
16
can be, reached ab01t/35foc1qtlon betwaen caste and ﬂOblllty of the
peoplé.‘ ilowever, the study hints at the p0531b1¢ lnfluences of‘
caste on the occupations of the peoplz and thereby on their mobi-
lity, if the occupations concerned offer better Qmploymeﬁt pros-:
pectsvin the cities.
There arc however, strong suggestions about the fact thaﬁ
to the Qechpatibns whiéh are monopolised by a given caste group
in the city, the now cnif Aants fo that oecu

frhm nut+atde
e ey A N

AL A AL

same - caste groups. For instance, tea shops,

2
®

firewood stalls, casual labour and patty vending are monopoliSe&'v
by'fMahmandf. This Fac (litiates the entry of people from ilahmand '
tribe to the city, as Lhnv get preferential tre 2atment in the matter
of employmentﬂi Thus,.while nothing conclusive can be éaid about
the impact o éocial castes on mobility, the survey's fiﬁdings
do Suggeap that_cértain pecipational groups are more mobile than
others, o

NOLlCQ&BLb lmproveneﬁt took rlaca in the 1ﬂ-m1pr3nt E

income and employm>nt level due to migration., Also thelr occupa-

tional composition underwent a significant change,
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J_Previously 12,ﬂ6:pe:¢entvof‘the'in?ﬁigrating'household
fheads werekunemployéd.' Thevunemploymént”fété féll to 1.08. percent
?after migration, | o ‘
B Before migration ll 24 parcent res onaénus under referunce
;Larned less than fifty rupeo a month, After 1t, only U 77 percent
;belonged to this category.
| o ‘Agricultufé1Was.the single largest emploﬁer before migra-
;tion.. Prqduction, sales and service groups emerged as the principal
fones after migration, accounting for 31.82 percent, 25,00 percent,
1and 10.23 pexcent of tine workers respectives, The shift is quite
consistent with thz skill composition of the in-migrants.

fhe reasons for which the respondents left their previous
places of residenc: can be sifted 1into (1) economic, (ii) non-
aconomnic and (iid) a comb;ﬁatzon of the aforestatad two. Economic

: of the
- reasons were specil

fied by 68,44 percent/respondents, non-econonic
by 7.44 porcent, and the combiunation of these two by 24,12 percent,

The push facters Qp ar to be more dominant than the pull
factors. That is, they were forceu,.not attracted out of their
previous abodes, Thus 33,068 perceat stated that they laft bscause
income Wd”tlnsu ficient, Aﬁgther ».32 percent left because of
lack of employment. opportunit ties in the villages after education,’
2.32 percent due to insufficinecy of land, and 3,32 pereent for
lack of non-agricultural jobs. |

The rural areas of Peshawar district'were briefly surveyed
as a part of an attempt to discern the factors oﬁgmigration: " The

‘ (o]
findings of the survey reinforce the existence/push factors indi-

cated by the in-migrants. Tha people in rural areas are heavily



dependent on agriculture. Onlyi6i uﬁits in cotfage and émali,
scale industry were enumerated in the 30 sample viilages. Lénd
is limited and the population is sgrowing Tast,

* Some briskness has been observed in trade activity;
Rising prices of Sugéf'éine,’wheat, %iﬂit, and vegetabies have
brought some reliaf to gro&ers. Coﬁmefcialisétion 5f agriculm
tural activity 1s on the increase. Rut d?sp te all thls the
viliagéS’are losing neonle*in‘larﬂe~numFer, as theéir manpower
absorptlon capacity is llmlted WuLl? ‘the supply of manpower is
1ncrea31ng;fast. The nressure of tH@ our bound popu;*tlon

is partly on. tho nearby urban centres; Peshawar, jowshera, Mardan,
Charsddda'étc. in NHFP;'but mainly on those in Punjab and Sind..
Most of the eut-mi igrants left for places w1tamn the
country. . Those going abroad;aCCQunted fox 15 percent»of the:
total migrants. | ) | | | -
The'primary-reasons'fot out-mi pratlon 1nc1udgd harr1age
family problems and transfer of service or secarch for job.
tlone of thé oﬁt=migrﬂnt was reported to ﬁaﬁe’left the
city with the intention of ]ilp'out for evef. The pexiod of
stay out of Pashawar was expectad to bz one year or more in 10 7
percent cases. While the others were iikely to stay out for an
indefinite period.
Unlike the in-migrants to Peshawaxr, most of the outomigrants
went into ocCupations which were related to their previous exper-
ience, They also enjoyéd a better lovel bf income and employment

in their new places of work as compared with the in-migrants.
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~ APPEMDIX-I

-

LIST OF SAMPLIE VILLAGES

s ' ‘ T v A

S.Ho., Householdlame of village | TehsiliAres in Population
Mo, _é& local details E gAcra:  1961 1972

. .39 . Sahara Sang Peshawar 313 285, 176
: 47 Pir Bala .. w417 600 776
. 71 “,mTakﬁéébaésAwal " 1295 1477 2213
; 74 Haghmi 3 610 515 612
86  Bhattian a 253 550 891
.11 Mandova T e 296 321 535
. 92 Gehi - " 402 4568 756
. 168  Jhalasrian " 382 256 393
. 123 Bela Nikokhan i 548 351 502
10. 129  HNagir Pur " 167 1238 ~ 1438
11, 222 Palosi Piran " 70 2G4 429
12, 207 Modha Payan ” 640 3296 7233
13. 245 Badh Bar Morvyazi i 34338 4596 17839
14, 266 Khall Zai " 2441 1893 3096
15. 244 Bad Ber Harzail " 5317 3162 4832
16, o4 Sarcehlealer Charsadda 537 226 1834
17, &7 Manduri o 188 108 1071
18, 71 dissar B " 1770 571 1872
19, 186 Malha Dher w1005 1353 2278
290, 113 Maha Allozai i 4338 1199 1957
21, 102 Dang Qila " 43 250 336
22, 144  Hawaral " 2458 3061 4810

23, 10 Banda Uabauk Nawshera 1756 2469 3607

contd, next page.
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PENDIX-IT

E.i.lii‘—]'

[N .

Enumerator’s questionnaire's continuous serial number.

Enumerator’

¢ cofe numbaw
Enumeratoeors naune.
Property and block nuibar

Address FCI

-
5ds
i
s

Mumbor on the survey
Sector No.

Sample numbd ¢

Numbér of households < this property unit
Interviewed househo! 7 o number

Since when sre vou living in T'eshawar city?

vk

1) After Is. August, 07beenecos
i) 1,8.73-3%,7. 190 v vnmmnaaian
1iil) Before 31.7,1973«r crmrecnma -

a, After 1%861l-cwwr=
b. Before 1961 cenrugeeow=-
Note: -

Questions muaber 12 to 15 are applicable only to those
who migrated tu Pachawar after the 1961 census,

State the structure of the house in which you lived before
-mgration,

i) Pucca--==-=- we s (02} Saml pucea = e-mmesa---

iii) Jhugged/Chappnr-----~{iv) Other type(specify)=-==--m=-
Tenure status cof *he nrevious home: -

1) Owned _ ___ (il) Rented in__

iii) Neither owned nov wznted in,



14,

15,

16.
17,
18.

19 ‘». A

Structure of the present house:-
i) Puccasm~==w~===(ii) Semi puccar-emm=—=--
i11) Katcha----==-~(iv) Chuggl/Chapper-=--==-=
Tenure status of the‘present house: -
i) Owned -=-----(ii) Rented in---=----

iii) Heither owned nof rented in-—;—--——--
ﬁﬂamé d%.househofd>hoad. o
:‘Respondent's‘reiationshipﬂwith the household

Respondent's age.

Respondent's sex,

head.



12,
13,
14,
15,

16,
17.
13,
19.
20,
21.

Part-11

( The following information was obtained from
‘household menbera)

Ralation Qith household head

Sex
Age (completed years)
Marital status

Caste
Religion
BEducation,
Place of birth
Jecupation after moving iﬁto Peshawar
Occupation hefore moving into Peshawar
Monthly income after coming to Peshawar
Monthly income beforce coming to,P@shawar
Money recelved from home
Money sent home

Place of previous residencea
~Village/City

District

Province
When did you come to Peshawar 7
Why did you leave the previous place of residence ?
Why did you come to Fuashawar 9
Why did you especially select Peshawary
tow long do you intened to stay in Peshawar ?

Were you informed by any one zbout the opportunities
in Peshawar? If ves, by whom.



Part-11I1
SCHEDULE FOR OUTgMIGRAETS_..
The foilowling information was Obtained about the
OQut-Migrant
Sex
Age
Marital Status

Caste

Religion

Relationship with the household head/who answer part I & I1

Education

Place of hirth

OQccupation beforz and after 1eaving Peshawar
Monthly incoma before 'and afﬁar'leaving'Peshaﬁar.
When did he €irst come to Peshawar

Reason for first leaving Yo shawar

Peshawar

Reason for leaving
Period 2lapsed since he left Peshawar.
Lxpected period of stay out of Peshawar

Prasent rasidence .

Reason for last leaving Peshawar.



L ~73
Questionnaire Mo, 2:-

IHERASTRUCTURE OF 'THE "SAMPLE VILLAGES
10 PESHAWAR DISTALC!

1- (a) }:]ame ()f Villagelcuun»apnh.no,naoo(b) T@llsil..;.r.,..,.,.....
(¢) Distance fromlPééhawar'city;d.......;......;..

2. Population

Year - Male Female  _  Both Sexes .
1961 - " o el
1972

3. (a) Name of nearest city/town (other than Peshawar)......e...

(b) Distance of 3 (a) from the Villag e, tee oot orcanoavunyns

4, Yow is the village connected with Peshdwar By rail
A By Pucca Road

5. (a) Name of the nearest 2allway station:-
(b) Distance.of the Railway station from the village

(¢) Is the approach road from the village to the

T T RETIWAY S tAtioN i et s e et enensnansaacsas  Hetalled
Sscrnli-metalled
Rutcha

(d) Is the approach road from the village
to the main road leading to Peshawar....... lotalled
Sémi-metalled
Kutcna ‘

6. Means of out-bound transportation, Rail

Tonga
BuI%ock cart

7. Post officCCecisvecsnscsnearsayas/No

8. SChOOL(S) evvrenvnennnnenons. Yes/Ho

If "yes' state - i L ‘ R
School™s Number Of schools T Number of students I
level Boys irls Total Boys Girls Total
Primary
Middle .

High , — ‘ S




-7%9~

9. Banksl..'..'l.!.“...ﬂﬂ.'.'.'Y{ES/t‘TO
BANK o ' L S WUMBER
L. Cooperative T e
.2' . Commerci A e, s e
10. Loopurw;yvo ”“Cl@tlLu,..........,...... .Yes/No
- If yas state -
S,No., - . Typa of societies o ' Humbex ™
11, (a) Marketing facility for agricultural products:

Market (landil) exists
- No "stich f1c111hy : Lo o
(b) In case no mandi oxigts the distance of nearest

Mandi (rmiles)

].2. (a) IS the Vil].a?,e §3l(§ctrified. A EEE RN ,YGS/I*JU

- (b) If "Yes" arve most of the houses electrified? Yes/No
13, '(a)~ﬂeﬂ1ca1vfacilities.*.,..w..n,“..Exi&t/do not exist
ledical o, o of “Ho of. Ho of other medical staff =
Units beds doctors ' -
Govt,
Hospital ..
Govt,
Dispensary .

(B) Number of private mediecal practitioners
Types Humber

1. Doctors (MBRBS)
2, Unqualified Doctors
3. Hakims
14, Source of drinking water:
15, Predominant occupation of population:-

Yostly agriculturiests
Mostly Mon-agriculturist




.M:v;“ . ’ | -30“

16, Size of Agriculturai,holding in general . (accts)
17.  Employment status;of»§opulation in general
Category L ‘ Employment Status About the Eap loyed
: ) - Mostly  fostly un- Mostly  ilostly
. Employed = employed self employed
| e o s : emploved by others
Agriculturists

Non-Agriculturists

A, P R i

13, = Cottage industries
A Name of Industry Bumber of Untts
1,
2,
3.
4,
5, . .
19. any small scale industry....cvevossesss..¥es5/No
' 1f yest state
Name/ type : o, of units
1.
2.
3.
4,
3, - - o
20, Mumbar of shops:-
‘ Type No.,
21, Main crops of the village:-
Name of crop Area
3
3.
4.
5.




22,

23,

24,5

‘(a)i)'Most“of'the land irrigated

) Destlnatlon of oat—wlgrant

Agriculturnl land by means of irrigation:-

ii) Most of the land-un-irrigated
(b) . - 0Ff the irrigated land:-
-Mostly canal Irxigated
Ceos iy weli-irrigated

~Mostly under ﬂ'nqlurumuwell lrrlgatlcn
(c) Nunbaf of Lubgwoxls in" tha V111age-

(a) The known number ot persons £rom this v11]age wno

mlgrat\d to citie durﬂng 1974~

(list in the order of
importance).

Tyne of-houses; -

Mostly:~ Pucca
Semi-Pucea
Katcha



APPEMDIZ TABLIR
Shet .
e _Table I

T OCCUPATIONS OF TH-1TGRANTS HOUSEHOLD HEADS

. ' : Prasent Prcvious
" S§.Mo. Occupational Group - Male Female Both Walec Temale Both
A . ' : sexes BCXES
T T T Wo. No._ No,  Wo.. To. No. .
T 7 34 5 & 7 g

I Major Group:0/L1l:-

Professional, Technlcal and 19 = 19 5 - 5
Aelated Workers
1,Physical secrintists and 1@13- - - - - - -
ted Technician S S :
2 Artichitects, Engineers, and 1 . = -1 = -,
related technicians
3.Mechiel, Dental, Veternary 5 - -3 C- 3
and related workers. o : e o
4 . Accountaants : ' : - - - R - -
5.Jurists Z - 2 1 - 1
6,Teachers 3 - 3 - - B
7 Workers in Religion 6 - & 1 - 1
8.Authors, Journalists and -
Related writers 2 - 2 1. = - -
IT Major Group 2:~ Administrative 11 ~ il 9 - 9

And Related VWorkers

l.Legislative officials, adnini-
strative and executive offi- 7 - 7 6 -
cials, Govt, SR
2.Directors, Managers, and
working propreliors (Manufac~-
turing, construction, . - : :
Electricity 1 e L S - ~
3. Administrators aand Managers - :
{(bank and other financial 2 -
institutions, R )
4 Adgministrations: - Transport,
communication =te. - - - - - -
5.Directory, Managers and working ' '
proprietinsg (service industries
excluding managers and work-
ing proprietors catering and
ludging including adminis-
trator (community and busincss =
services); administration
(recreatzon services); adminis-
tration(personal S“IVlCQ) 1 - 1 -1 T 1

o

™
[

1

o

Contd.



T 7 S I S S Y 7
ITL. fajor Group 3:-
Clerlcal and Related HWorkers 34 ~ 34 21 -
l.Clerical supervisors St e 2 - 2 1 -
2.Govt, Executive officials

(Non Gazetted) I A e L
3.otenographers “typistrand” _ S

card and tape punching ™ - 0 Ce - ‘- -

machine operators L e
4.Book-keepers, cashiers,”and =~ .. . e .
~related workers, T T L T m Ll e
5.Transport  and commuaicition L ,

supervisors 2 - 2 - -
6.Transport conductors B T
7.Mail dlsrributlon clzrks and Mo e

workers - - - - -
8.Tele-~communication operators. 2 = 2 2 -
9.Clerical and related workers o S

not elsewheare classified =~ 020 =~ - - 20 ~ 11 -

IV, Major Group 4:- ) B o .

Sales Workers : 66 - 66 31 @ -
1.Working proprlctors~— whole o

sale traders/dealors, pro- ) oL

prictors. other than retant - o 28 L=

traders, Bt TR SO
Z‘WQrkLng.Proprigtors:w - §

Retail Trade 58 - -
3.8ales supervisors and buyers 1.7 =it ol wn
4. Techmical saldésman, comnmercial :

travellors and nanulacLurlng S

agents. N - e T e
5.Insurance, Heal =2state, A .
securities and bqun@Sa o

serviece salesman and T ) 5

Auctioneers. I R - -
5,5alesman, shop Assistant and I n , o

related workers . 7 o 7 3. - 3

7. uRlLS workers not elscwherc SR T o :

~ classified - - - - - -
V. Major Group 5:~ ) ‘ o "

Service Viorkers 272, - 27 & - 4
1.Managers O 1 - - -
2. .Working proprietors(catering AR . o

blodying)services - . - - = - -
3.Cook, waiters 5 - 3 - e -

L. Maids and related housekeeping
service workers not elsewhere L
classificd , 2 - 2 - - -



w6.Laundexoro, oYy cl@aner and

VI.

1 2

-8y

¥.Building caretaters, char
workers, cleaners and rela—
ted workers

pressers

7.EQerressera, barbars, béauti-

cians, and velated workers

8 . Protection service workers

9.8ervice workers not oleewherc
ulassxxled

M&Jor Group 6:-
Agriculture Animal Hushandry
And Forcstry Workers

, Flsherggn and Hantey

1, Hon-worlking and owners

2, 0ultivators indading those

talling the land personelly
or perscnally sapervising its
tilling

3.Agriculiure and Husbandry
workers

VIT Major Group 7:- Production

and Rel:ted Worxers, Transport,

rqulpmonL operators dna
Labours

1. Production s sepervisors and’
general foranan

2 Metal Proce& ors and Manuwg

factur
3.¥Wood pT@pﬂTﬁtiﬁﬂ Workers and
papar makers

4¢wplﬁn”ru, weavecrs, knitters, ..

-dayers - ard ta Tatod workers
BgFood and beverage processors

6.Thetors, dress-makers, swere,

hphO]SuLfOTS and recated
workers,

7 .8hoe makers and leather

good makerg
¢.Spoxts goods maikers

9 Blacksmith, Toolmakers and

machine cool operators

10 .Machinery fatters, machine

Assemblers and precisin
Instrument makers

11.Plectrical fitters and re-
lated clectricel and electronic

12 ,Broad carting c

workers .,

equipment operators

13, Plumbers, welders, shcet

metal and shririctural metal
preparers and crecloy

station and sound

[N 1

¥

2

2

L]

L2

B4

N LS

9

H

71

69

71

6

1 W



1 2 34 5- )
14, Jewellery and preciovs mctal
workers, 1 - 1 -

15.Glass porgers, polters and
related workors.,
16 ;Rubber and plastlc product

maliers - - - -
17.Printers and related workers - - - -
18 Musical instrument makers 1 - 1 1
lQ.Bricklayers, carpenters and R
other construction workers- - § L. 9 6
20,Transport equipment operater 14 - 14 7
21.Labourers not elsewhersa
classified 34 - 34 27
VIIL Major Group 8:- &brkgra Hot 8 - 8 7
Clagssified by occupation
IX, Armed Forces Rmployacs 8 - 8 15
X. Persons not Gaiufully 12 3 15 29
employed notr looking fox UOT&
1l.House~wife(including . glrls aged :

10 & above not going to school) -~ ~ 3 = 3 -
2.Persons aged 60 and over 4 - 4 1
3.Children less than 10 years _

- of age-not 801ng to schools - - - -
4.5¢udents 3 - 3 27
5.P ensioners 4 - - 4 -
§.Invalids 1 1 1
Unemployed 3 - 3 34

B

Total 2790 3 282 279




APPENDIY TABLRS : - 86~
Table 2

' OCCUPATIONS OF ALL IN-MIGRANTS

ETNS. Bocupation GRoUp T Prosent. T Travious
Male  Female Both Male Female Both
Vo, Mo, ~No, No. No, =~ MNo. _

T, 7. R P A N v A
. I.Major Group:~ Professional, - )
Technical and Related 23 3 26 6 - 6
Workers ' N |

1.Physical Scientests and

related technicians - - - - N -
2+Architects, engineers, and

related technician \ 1
3.Medical, dental, veternary

and related workers, )

4 Accountants -~

5.Turists , 3

L ‘ 3

6

2

3
]
?

&~

6.Teachers

7.Morker in Religion

8.Authors, jurnalists and
related visitors,

[ S S B ]

=t

&
i

N W oo
-1
vyt
e

11, Major Group 2:-
Adninistration and related 13
workers

s
%

fer
[#5]
fos

|
I

l.Legislation officers,

administrative aud cxecutive .

officials, Govt. 7 - 7 1 - 1
2. Directors, Managors, and ' '

working, prop. 1 - 1 - - -
3.Adnministrator and Managers

(bank and other financial .

ingtitution) . -3 - 3 1 - 1
4 Administration, Transport,

cpyrunications cte, - - - - - -
5.Directors, Managers, and ' '

working propriters(service

industries excluding managers

and working proprieters,

Including administration

(community and business o ,

services), Administration 2 - 2 -1 - 1

personal services).

ITI . Major Group 3:-
Clerical and related 42
Workers

|
|
I
|

1.Clerical supervision 3 - 3 2 - -



1 - 2 C 3 o 5 6 7
Z.GovE, Executive officers . - B . T
(non gazaéttad) - e el 8. - 8 7 -
3.8tenographers, typists and v
top punching machine operators 1 - 1 - -
% ,Book-keepers, carbins and
related workers 2 - 2 - -
3.Transport and communicative
supervisiors 2 - 2 - -
6.Transport conductors 1 - 1 ~ -
7 Mail distribution clerks
and workers, - - - - - -
8.Tele-communication operators 2 - 2 2 - 2
9.Clerical and related workers, :
not, elsewhare classified, 23 - 23 12 - 12
IV, vajor Group 4:-
Sales Workers 113 113 42 42

|
%!
|
|
’
|

1. Working proprietors:-
wholesale trading dealers,
proprietors other than 1 ~ 1 1 - 1
petant traders,

2. Working proprietors:- : '

retail traders 101 - 101 37 1 33
3.8ale supcrvisors and surveys 1 - 1 - - -
4, Technical salesmen,

commercial travellers and .

manufacturing agents, - - - = - -
5.Insurance, Real estate, '

securitics and business

gervicc salegman and

Auectioners, - - - - - -
6.8alesmand, shop assistants

and related workers, 10 - 10 4 - 4
7 .5ales workers not elsewherc :

classified - - - - - -

V. Major Group:- 5,

Service workers _ 33 - . 33 4 2 b
1. Managers » 1 - 1 - - -
2 Working proprietors(catering v

and lodging services) ‘ - - - - - -
3.0ooks, Waiters ‘ 6 - & = - - -

4.Meniels and related house
keeping services workers not

93
f

M:

N

elsewhere classified. 4. 2
5.Building carectakors, chan

workers, cleancrg and

related workers , - - - - - -
6.Landerors, dry cleanars and

pressers 2. - 2 - - -

7 JHairdressars, Barbar
butiei jns, and related
workers. 2 - 2 2 - 2



1 2,

8.Protaection service workers

16

. 9.8ervice-workers-not -eltsewhere™

classified.

vEVI Major Group 6:- Agriculturist.
. Animal hugbandrv and

Forestory workers.
Fisherman and Hunters

1.Non-working. land owners B

2. Cultivators including thosc
tilling the land persornaily or
personally supervision
its tilling

3.Agriculture and &UObandly
workers

VII, Major Group 7:- Production

and related workers, transport

cquibment operator and

1. Productlon supervxqors and
general foreman,

2. Metal processors and
manufacturers : :

" 3.Wood preparation workers and -

C o paper makers’ _

4'Spinnars weavers, hnictars,
dyer and related workers.

5.Food and beverage prOCQSaors._“

- 6.Jailors, dress arakers,
_sewer, whlshter and related
workers,

139

_7.8hoe-nakers-and-teathey 77

goods makers
3.8norts goods wmakers
9.Blacksmith, tool makers and:
nachine tools operators
10,Machinery Fittevrs, MMachine
assenblers and nrecious
instruments nakers,
11l.Electrical fitters and
related electrical amd
elcetronic workers
12,.Broad costing station and
Sound equipment cperators
13, Plumbers, welders, sheat
Metal and strucheral Metal
preparers and creators
14,.Jewellery and pracious metal
workers
15.Glass, Poineer, Potters and
related workoers

140

71

29

97

73



1 2 3 4 5 6 7
16 ., Rubber and pIastlr uro&ﬂCt . T -
.makers A - - &
17 Primtors and relwtcd workers - - e l -
18 Musical Instrument makets 1. - -1 1 -
19.Brick layers, carpenters and
other construction workers il - 11 10 -
20.Transport Equipment bpe rators 23 S0 23 . 10 -
21.Labourers not elsewhere I
classified i 61 3. 64 37 T2
VIIiIL.Major . Group VIII
Worker not classified by :
Oecupation, 9 - - 9 S -
I¥  Armed Forces Hwnloyees 1. - il 17 -
X.Hot joinfully employed P
not looking for work. 243 580 823 245 452
1 House wife (including) girls o
aged 10 & above not-going , . T
to schools - 375 .375 - : 332 332 .
2 .Persons aged 60 and over 6 =8, L ALee 20T 5 i
3.Children less then 10 years 7 o
age-not going £o
schools ' - 119 164 283 96 93 191
4 ,Students i 92 35 127 5o s 110
5.Pensioners 4 - 4 - - -
6.Invalids 1 1 2 1 - 1
Unemployed: - 21 - 21 58 - 53
Total o - 639, 588 - 528 459 937
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APPENDIX TABLES

'OCCUPATIOW OF OUT-MIGRANTS

Govt, Ex-servant

' §.No, Occupation E T ' | - o
s : Before e e After
o - ETe - Female Both rElle.“Female Both sexes
ot Mo, Mo, o, No, " MNo,  No.
1. iv11 Enclneer 1 1
;?';ﬂ';echni01zns r
“"3, "Doctor
L, Murse L.
*”ST“fLawyer
.6, Teacher
8 5

. Bankers/Manager
9, Bank Officer »
. Book~keepers cte,
- 1l. General Clerk
- 12, Clerks
. . Foodstuff holders
- 14, General Merohanis
- 154 Retailer ate
16, Hair dressgrs etc .
17, Policenan '
18§, Production Fapairs
19, Food and vevergge processes
- 20, Machine tool operdtors
21 Electrical fitter
22, Carpenters
23, Constxuction worker
24, Drivers (Motor) )
25, Manual -labours
-26. Other labouxs
27, Occunation not Ldentifxablo
28, Non- com~Army £t.

DLW E RN R WUN L RN T R e

[IR ST v l-l‘l-i- i1 i’l“z”z L0 TP T N T T SO S S O i,‘g—s_':t}-——'ﬁ 1 1

| O] NWNI Dbt bod bl N P pd ot R b= 0 WO RS DW= 1§ 1 8

P onen NI 3 3 1 % o& 310§ & 8§ 1§ ¥ 38 1ot ov b b1 oE 0 Mgopsiotot

NN 1 W ?"‘i—';Ni:l Prlp=tpt et LDASIDNS § DN RO bk !—-‘l
O NN RN DR RN R R W R W NG e

29, Cormon=-officers - "
30, Housewl g _ 3 53 1 ;
31, Children below 10 0 - b ' 3
32, Students b 32 3 7
33. Unemployzd . ‘ 2 o
Total 59 81 150 69 . 81 150




23, 1201-1909

'APPENDIX TABLES
Table 4 . - 91
INCOME OF OUT-MIGRANTS

v B

- 8,Mo. Income ' Before O t-Migra- | After Qut-Migra

' ' ) tion. | tion

Male ~Fomals Both | Malc Yamale Bot
Mo. Ho.  No, | No. "To. ™No.J}

i

Léss then Rs, 50
50-100
101-150
151200
201-250
"251-300
301-359
351-400

. 401-450
10.. 451-500--
11, 501~559

12, 551-600

13. 601-650

14, 651~700

15, 701-750

A&, 751-800 -
17, 301-859
13,..851-~900
19, 30L-950 ~
20. 950-1000

- 231, 1001~1109
22. 1100-1200

L-‘Q.H

OOV P Lo s
« 9 & = @ © @

WH VWM 3
o

LW M o P

IR SR

¥

QNN T E N F o ) WS

C24, 19912000

25, 2001~3009

26, 300 and-above

27, Alongwith some other
28, Mot given

29, Not applicable

\Xe
=
[ow N ]
[

\Jlﬁl!!illl.l..!!l?liililill!l‘dl—‘!l

HmHilluicHIEatyHHHlHiglmHHwbH

w:aj:ia!s{lnjtlﬁxwlrisLHane:

O T 3 5 1 ) § s+ 1 =§ § 5 P}

S
POR S LAN 1 2 POL B § 8 B P

N O

[#)Y
O
co
—
frd
i
(]

Total : &9 81 150
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Table 3

PLACE CF PPEVIOUS RESIDENGE OF IN-MIGRANTS BY
URBANW/RUIRAL CLASSIFICATION

“§.Ho.

e

Place Humover Percent
Urban RuraI ATl places Urban Rural ALL places

l. Hazara District 12 3 17 3.3 0,76  1.73
-2, Hardan " 41 a5 86 12.39 6.86 5,71
3. Peshawar ¢ 134 354 488 40.45 53,97 49.44
-4, Kohat " 27 44, 71 8.16 6.71 7.19
"5, D.I. Khan" - 13 13 - 1.98 1.32
6. Bannu " 13 - 13 3.93 ~ 1.32
7. Campballpur” 11 12 23 3.32 1.83 2,33
6. Rawalpindi " 1 3 4 3,30 0.4 0,41
9. Jhelunm " 1 - 1 0.30 - 0.10
10. Sujrat " - 1 1 5 0.1 0.10
l%. Sargodha " 3 3 6 0.9 046  0.61
12, Lahore " 10 - 10 3.02 - 1.01
13, Sujrantwala’ - 2 2 - 0.30  0.20
14, Sialkot : 2 5 7 0.0 0.7 0.71
15, D.I.¥Xhan - 1 i 5 0.10 2.15
1o, Hyder;bad " - - - - - -
17. Rarachi " 3 - 3 0.9 - 0.30
18. Juetta " - 12 12 - 1.33 1.22
19, Azad Rashailr - 3 g - 0.46 9.30
20, Malakwal - 12 1 - 2.75 1.83
2). Mahuanad Ageﬁcy - a0 86 1.51 12é2 S.g%
22 . Ehyber - 8 8 - .22 0.
23, HWorth Wazirestan - 1 1 - 9,15 0.10
24, Sowth Wazirostan 5 - 5 1.51 - Q.51
25, Swat 20 i3 33 6.04 1,98  3.34
26, Chitrel 2 13 15 0.50 1,98 1.52
27, bir 9 15 24 2,72 2,29 2,43
28, Bongladesh g 1 & 0,91 0,15 O.Qi
29. India Y2 7 1,51 0.30 0.7
30, Afghanistan 22 1 23 6.05 0,15 2,33
3L, Tanzania 1 1 2 2.30  9.15 0,20

All Places 321 656 957 100,00 100,00 100.00
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