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Th~':rc: t u x  IXD ;i.zji.h:: ccmpeting a p l a n a t i o n s  for.the x\i.li*f 

betwetin t:. : W~uc;,.:hold ,and the par' Lcipation of tror;?en the 

One exp2-nation states that fcmsle labour force p.?rticl~ati:n i s  c ~ n d i t i ,  

by childbc:.tring t:ud :reari,w w,d by warnen's m2sp3nsi.bility ftcr dojnestic 

worlc. Thus t h e  1.596 in laS:!ur fo rce  p,?rticlpati:n .ntc:s i n  n:cist  W L ; S ~ E ~ R  

h i u s t r i d i z e d  cc~?mtrieo daring t h i s  c ~ t l t ? ~ . ~ l  is traced t o  thc: doclille j.n 

force participation, i n  th is  the*r?~, i~ msidu~~i  t;? w3nlen :: ~ ~ p ~ n ~ i b ~ l ~ t f ; ~  

for child-car;: ?-nd o t h ~ r  domestic w3,rk. 

V i l i l e  no t  denying wo*enrs primary respons ib i l i  tx for dmestic' work, the 

:altem;Ltive thecry places greater emptianis on the economic pressures that 

1'  necessitate wo*enrsearning cash incomes through work outside t h e  i~ane.-' In 

a situation whc.* a household nat have Eccess tc:! sufficient sa9no~ic 

msouccs for its on-@in% .m?pr?duction, women may h.~,ve to pmticipate in 

wqp labour r e P , r d l e s s  of childcam ax domestic work. The lat ter  *ark is 

,then "an- ~ d "  in a varXe ty of' wayn including the ~xtensicn of t he  woman ' s 

working d&. In t h i s  case, tharefarr;, it is domestic v ~ r k  t h ~ t  becomes, 53-1 

m e  sens3* msiduzl t? ppartiqipztion in the labour Iprce. The p r io r i ty  

bven to earning n czsh inmlnl? ;t.risus fmm t h e  fact t h a t  n ~ j d ~ ~ n  cdzy &ri~stic 

.krk t3 a r n n i d e r a b l e  extan? involves the  tr%nsfcmetion of pumha.sod corn- 

&&ties Ant3 consumable f o ~ !  as well ae rnainten:ace actii~ity; tho first 

req,~rireaaent is thsmfcrtj. t c ?  hnee scooss to the comodiCies th6nsolvss e i t h e r  

t b u g h  own p r o d ~ ~ c t i o n  o r  t b u g h  cash. 

Thc ac-h~al experience d f  any country or region will obviously depend on 

how widesprezd is the phenomenon 3f eccnornic pressurn. In a country l i k e  

I n d i a  where a significcznt pmportio.n of t h o  popltl3,tion is below thi? s f f i c id  

2 
pcvrdy l ine,  and as many .xs 37% Jof r u r a l  housrhulds obtain t h e i r  prinolpa' 

3(? st thc Worksb.?p o n  "The F:m~ily an8 G:'crm?nl s Subordinnti..)n'' a. 
2 l o s  hn:!es, B : , p t a ,  Q ~ l ~ r n b i n ,  .i'~-iwst 6-1 1 , 1 984.  >!e are gm.tz 
V?.,.i4,yann.f.h;tn for stimulating &Loctlssi:m, questions rlnd s ~ p s t  



A u a t ~  l abour ,  we wmld -n.xpeot quite .a large pmp.3rbim ~f lzcc:.~l 

&men tc be under prdssure tc p w t i c l p n t c  in the lzbour force. Child-care 
t 

and d~rnestic  wjrk  re n2tl c n t 8 i k l y  without cxp1an:tt~riy rower hewsver as wo 

shall aee. 

'rle excanine 4 x 0  main hypotheses ~ S ~ j u t  Ind ia  in this P;qer. fxrst, a?ib- 

ding ,womenqs wmk i n t o  three types - (5) p-lrticipatior? in the t = d i t i a n a l l y  

ilefined labour farce, (ii) domestic wofk plus a c t i v i t i e s  such as fix1 c?lLe- 

c t ion,  mirml c a m  etc. (iii) d?rnestic wofk alonsl/- we expect t n  f i nd  t h x t  

l a b o u r  force participatix will incmase with  pov:srby; 2,nd <mow wmen whg 

63 domestic wgrk, t h e  sham of thoas who d3 ~ n l y  dcpestic wcrk will f t sa l f  

ba negati-vely correleted with  pov~rtjr .  Seconc?, the im&rtzncc of ehildcctm 

and domestic wark w i l l  deternine which women (by age and ;martial s t r t tus)  

w i t h i n  the household will da which type of wcjrk, b u t  w i l l  n e t  .zffect overall 

l abour  force padic ipa t ion .  & i l y  structure varieblea such 8s isvemll houae 

hold size, the dependency mtio !>r the presanct? nf mlclear versus joint f a d -  

lies sre not, we believc , the daainant  ~%riables determining f.smz1e labour 

force participation in India, althgugh we t ry .to c o n t ~ l  f ~ r  b i l y  giae 

later in the pager. Theso veriablcs are mom l i k e l y  t.3 affect the divisiq 

of work among wcm.;lan (as in ths  second hypothesis abi>v@) but it is .fiifficdd 

to  test this with the  &ta at our disposal, We turn now tn exmine mom 

systemnticelly the precise me.mings of the different types of work mentioned 

above that are discussed in t h i s  papor. 

lJational level e n w r y  into the d u ~ t i o n ' a d  co~position of d3mestic w ~ r k  

has rarely been undertaken znywhzre i n  the world to date. The National Sample 

Survey in its 32nd R~m4 on Employment and Unsmployment made a modest be&- 

ning tn t h i s  direction. Although these b t a  are somewhat l imi ted  in th2 

scope cf q u e s t i ~ n s  asked pula in t he  category of persons cgvercd, they, 



reiult of one ui' tb:e f i z a t  largo-sba?-o attempts to, investigq.te and q y n t i f y  

domestic i.:~bour; :as such, they me:::.: t se.rious sttenti an f r n m  :analysts f>f women ' s 

It should be borns in mind in t h i s  c~ntex t  thht t he  contznt of domestic 

work va.lrias aignif icmf ly  cross so;:ieties, bstwien rur.31' versus uxban dwh- 

l e r sp  ancl acmss s~ciscconamic clnsaes w i t h i n  a wciety. . In par t icu l s r ,  in 

part ly "commoditized" rural s a c i e t i e ~ ,  the dividing. l ine be.tween dnmestic 

work and what datr+gatharin.z sgencies.oa11: 'fleconornic .~cf.vi-t;y:~ is quite fuzzy- AJ 
This m b i g u i t y  is an aspeot of the work i t s e l f  as w e l l  as 3f t h e  time-d-ispo- 

si t ion of those who do f he WQ&. Far exanple, should work in h~uschold 
1 

p o u l t r y  or animzl care f o r  f:mily conswnpticla be considered part of &mcstic 

work ?r ec~nonic  activity? The fact that the product is for home c o a m - p t i ~ n  

does not define the wnxk z s  non-economic, since a@.cult&2 w ~ r k  f o r  home 

c o m p t i o . n  is usually treated as economic activity.   hem ore, a woman 

may look after the anitr,-tls in between cooking meals, washing clothes etc., 
I 

making a s' r ic t  timebased division 5etween different types of activi ty iuite 

difficult.  Xt is pi s s s ib le  t c ;  visualize a range of tasks (ty-pically t h o w h  

pot :xolusively perf omsd. by w0rne.n) such ael f i e 1  gathering, kitchen gardening;, 

pisdtry/animal cam, w a t e r  collectZon cmong otholts, which are fmught with 

snah ambiguity i n  tenns of their oontent, I ~ c z t i o n  nild t ime  disposition, but 

Whlch ctre of considembie impoP,ance in sum1 Indi'an lifs. 

The Nztional Smpla Survay in its 32nd Round diatlnguished between a 
. . 

person. who %..ttended d?mastio duties onlym (rode 92) and one who tq;lttended 

domestic dutics ,nd was z l s o  engaged i n  free ~ o l l o c t i a n  :,f goods ( f i sh ,  mall 

@,me, wlld fruits, f i r emod ,  cowdung, cattlefeed etc). for .  h o u e h n l d  c ~ ~ p t f o n ,  
tma.intemnbe of ki9tct.lon garden, orchards a t c  . , work i n  household poultry, 
dizry, etc, aewing, tailoring, ueavin% etc. for household use, tutoring children 

o r  blSlaging water%from o t h e r  v i l l w s w  (code 9.3). Ccdes 92 and 93 tagether 

include all: womn whose US-GI work' is domeatic . The aetailed data We 



.exarniila i r l  this paper refer  t o  code 93 above, an6 t h e r e f o r e  rlo not s t r i c t l y  

deal w i t h  :'domestic !:iuties" .XS defined by the h t i o n a l  Sample Survey. They 

do, however, provide some d e t a i l  on precisely t ha  typa of -mbiguous tasks 

' 

d.iscussecl sarlim. The next sec t ion  of the papeT discusoes t h e  data and 

t h e i r  l imitations.  This i a  followed by three sectionsp t h e  first on labour 

force pnrticipati.m vcrsuo fiornestic work, t h e  second ,311 t h e  impact o f  tb~e housu- 

k101d's economic ~ s o u r c s s  on wr>nienTs work, and the third on the divis ion of 

work ~zmong women on the b a s i s  of age and zsr.rit31 st.?.tus. R brief dj-scussion; 

of t h e  cit-em@, def ini t ions  rcnd pmcadures used i n  t h e  NSS 32nd R~und i n  

contained in ah Bnnexum. 

Data m d  ~ i n i t c ~ L & /  

Tho +zta used he= wer i .  co1lcct;ed. as p s r t  af the all  Indi?,, t~uinquennial 

lY survey on Employment con5ucted by the X?. t iond Sample Survey in 1977-78. 

The published data. cre brolten' down both by u r b a n  vers'us m n l  households md 

zcross s t ~ i ~ ~ s .  In this pager we ccqcentnte on mr?l women alone. For  the 

purpose of &alysing the significance of the w ~ z k  included under  code 93, t h e r e  

a re  t h r e e  miin limft~tiori:: t.9 t h i s  information. l % i c , - ,  t he  survey o n l y  

pmvides infomztion on those womcn who are n ~ t  considered workers by "Usual, 

s t a t u ~ ' ~ .  (see iianexure). This means tht we do not have data on t he  vdouhle 

burden1' of Momen who are defined as p e r t  of the labour force.  J%r exmple, 

we i i ~  not kncw hcw m a n y  wc>men oombine w ~ r k  such as fuel-@thering or mimdl 

care with  working f o r  a money incqme and t h e  more ti,zrrc)wly defined hrnestio 

activities, R o t  only can we not assess  t h e  content of women's d u d  wqrk- 

burden, but we h v e  a l s o  to be cauti~us in am1yzLng the d i s t r i b u t i o n  acmss 

d i f fe ren t  classes of houschglds of work such as fuel-gathesing, since the  dis- 

tr ibut ion of  "economiczXly activeG' women varies across households. The sme 

problem would crop up for ,an analysis ?.cn>ss .states; we shall discus's it in 

m o m  depth later. 



The eeaonrl problem is t h a t  t h c  data contain ncl tias-disp3sition, even 

of the sort :%vailable f o r  o t h e r  parts of  the.32nd Round Survey. To elaborate,  

f o r  those conaide.red tn be part o f  the l a b o u r  forcu  by "cursent statustt  

fks 'rmexum), the .survey obts ins  the i r  main activity fir czcb half-&.xy of 

the r e f e ~ n c a  wesk..  Thcs ;L r m a r y  t ime-d i spos~ t ion  &ur fourteen ba.lf-Cays 

is ;available for each person, and i s  .%v:;cilable f o r  co:les 92 or  93. Thus, 

while ve now, kn~w how many women are irivolvcd, i n  the 'different ~ctivitiss 

l i s t , e d  undar code 93 (subjoct to  t h e  f i r s t '  limitation fiiscusaed in the 

pxavious p e ~ s m ~ h ) ,  we do not  know how mych t i m ~  they spend on such work., o r  

tiow their time i s  divided b e t w e ~ n  the  different activities. Hence, juc&ements 

made about ths  relative fn:port;;~nce of dif f o r e n t  t y p e s  f ~ f  activities included 

undar code 93 are based on the number .lf wmkers r.?"ther t han  :mount of timep 

and have therefore t o  be t ~ a t e d  w i t h  czut ion.  

third l i m i t a t i c n  of the data relates to tk; ,possible inferences on: 

czn draw about the relat ionoMp be twwn female un/unde~ernplo~ment 2nd in- 

volvement in h m e s t j - o  w.)rrk. It h;~s be:.or, sag~;caked i n  the? l i t e ~ t u r c  th3t 

h m e s t j - o  mrk is  a "residual" %ctivity (rspecially for women f r o m  bagpicul- 

tu rn1  labour households) which women rcpod  themselv-ss t a  be dcting- whsn they 

c3nn'o-b find waged employment, and. t h a t  thare %>pears t9 be n senson:~l incmnsc 

in tha mnnber of womn cngz~pd in domestic zbtivitias &iring the lean sesson 

in @cultuml Yith this kind bf  hypothesis ,in mind, the ElSS 

enquired i n t o  the reasons 1m3erlying trment s n t t~ahmen t  to domestid duties 

as X 'CU~ual statusn occupztion. IEowevcr the t h ree  a l t e r n a t i v e s  givcn-• 

gres.siog needn., % o n - ~ ~ v a i l a b i l i  ty of work;' and ;'CI t hs r" - a* prob~bly insuf-- 

f icic-nt to test  a hypothesis regar:lj.ng t h s  potenti:!.l l i nk  between unemployment 

and domestic wark. The notion of 'tpressine nsed'' f o r  domestic wark is n o t  

adc-paately defined, and it is probable that meny women ~ngngeti in d:)mestic 

W ~ A  cronld feel that t h e i r  work f u l f i l l s  an important househald need, whether 



or not- t h e i r  perfomance of it hzs been catilyzed 55. n ~ n a ~ i l a b i l i t y  of 

wwed .;.cplaymnB :t.-.T1lia p o t e n t i d  cor-fuaion could possibly have been avoidsd 

b y  asking a question about abailability of w:%ea work prior to the queatioq 

::L2-c., ' 
' 

ntled f.~r domsstic work, and by d e f i n i n g  t he  ncltion of need more sharply 

i n  t enno af t h e  c~vai labi l i ty  of slternntive domestic workers if thc woman 

we:m srci:;loyed. i n  waged o r  othcr remwnerativ~ activity. 

It is, af course, possible th.g,t tho wry. high propor t ion (over 9.2% f .~r  - 

the couKtry as a whole) of women r e p o r t i n g  "pressing need" as t h e  reason f.~r 

t h o i z  involvement i r i  domestic duties i s  an e .ccmte  ,-cflection of the  pdokit,- 

iee  =f those women who are in codes 92 or 9 J as t h e i r  umd. status. The hyjpo - 
t h e s i ~  ;%bout seasanal unemployment may, in fact, be properly testable only 

f o r  .,;h:,su wmen who r e p o r t  domestic work zs t h e i r  cursent status which would 

be  mom sensitive to sscsonz.1 variations ., (see h e w e ) .  UnfortUnately, 
, . 

su,s;l d.c?failed i n foma l lon  on the kasons for current stz-t;us domestic york is 
. . 

. . 
6/ not ; ;z\fai lable r Bearing these caveats in mind, we now proceed t o  exmine the  

data, Ije &all r e l y  on usual status data ulrl-eus atherwifle speci f ied.  

Labour Po rce Park&ipation - Inter_ gt_G.e-F'@af h n s  -. --.-- 

I n  nouclaGsic~b1 ecrrrnomic l i t e r a t u r e ,  the participation of women i n  work 

ou5sj ~ l u  the home is understood t o  be conditioned by household c h ~ i c e a  between 

income :md leimre, w i t h  t he  former including both purchaaad goods and goods 

produc;od at home. Accordingly, women ' s l o w  labour force parkicipat i o n  mteb 

relxi;ive t o  men are seen as the d i ~ c t  nesult of t h e i r  comparative advanta,ge. 

in woik within the home, ,z reflex of the m l a t i v e  w~age  struc-hmc which i a  

til . t . .d. i n  Pll-vnur o f  men. Feminists have cr i t ic ized  this appmach for i t s  

tma-hncnt of  the househ~ld  as a homogenous decision rn,zking uni.t free cf power1 

relations, z ~ u t h o r i t y  and hierarchy. Ths approach has ~ l s o  been q ~ e s t i o n e d  

beoeaee it treats the household sa an essentially iaolated unit, inLepenben% 



@f sooial pressures, norms or a<alus:$. C ~ : r t n . i n l y ,  in the 1.nij.ian coxltext, few 

bouaeholds am e i t h e r  haaw:.;cn:,us c y  i t ~ c q ~ a n d ~ n t .  :In ?;:rti~ulxr, it has bzon 

brtenaively,obaemed by a n t h ~ p o 1 o ~ i i s . t ~  a,n;l. nt;her fie12 resc:::.rcbers that, i . n  

'a Ind.ia, fin improveinent in the ho.u:~:ciholdlo econorni.~ p73itio.rl in terns of 

recess t o  l k d  o r  inccj;ni?, f:ften lei:ds -to :I. '~wi.th~~lr: .! .wal; '  uf women from wi.:~:c.r? 

sgrioultuml l abou r  o r  :.) t tit; L iricmc:-gone r! ti r1g WC: rk out, si GIG t hi! hame . ''Phe t ~ a  m s  
. . 

@P the tradi t ic  nal css t c  h i e  rnrchy w h e  r ~ b y  upper custe women s i ! i i~bi l . i ty  is 

restrioted h s  s mechmisz o f  sencsl  c:>ntm!, 2170 enmesh<; d hex>in with the 

removal of women from direct 2 1 2 ~ ~  *?.min.mce by l c ~ r ~ a r  1s.ridowncrs who h i r c  

' @ ~ u l t ~ l  labour. Ca.ste, class ~dnd, gender Xenrchics 'cre  311 .int,erwg.v.~n 

in these :'de&isions;' whi.c.h r ~ f  feet wo:nen *.; psr t ic ip: l t ion in the 1;:bour force. 

Evsn fezinist wri-krs ,C:IL'JC not, howc>vcr, s;f$t;mati.;: :.lljr sxXmined 

what those wonen I J ! I ~  tire ncjt p a d  of' t t : ~  trsditionczlly de f ined  ::labcur fort;;.'' 

do. Wh-t tmes of activi'ties a m  thcg engsg~i2 ir,? Ik, they substitute I:;! - 
L 

I 
EWS $xc'vork :-.s is of ten  as:med: In the  Inciipdn c,-intext, t h s  sh;lSrp varia- 

tions 2cK)~s sta tes  in the  3.71rn:2. .€eu!J.c:, i:x,bour f:~rce purticipqtion rate (LRR) 

jh~h such q u e s t i o ~ s  a l l  t he  ma.- interesting. I ' r~vious  nttsnpts Bo oxplain 

3hese vcriztiona in toms of cmpping prsttexns o r  caste flivisinns hclva not  

been very successful. 9 -.n .. attempt t:) comel~~tt? these wrist inns  t o  &iffere- 

1 ~ 3 s  i n  t h e  extsnt -:,nd t ype  r > f  work clona by worrrerl in -an?. ;~~.;unc! t h e  b m e  :nn:'~y, 

however, be mom f-ruitful. Inf3eod, l~sing t h ~ !  1.1.cttr~ f m m  the  N s t i o n d  Smple 
. . 

M e y ,  we f~mA. a strung nogcitive corxc1atj.cn acmss skates between fem<21Q 

labour f-:)rc~ p a r t i  ci.2rt.t ion mc? the prc>port,ion of the rural f rmd.2 papulatio a 

kmurae, thzt Chis correlation is t o  be expected, since moat i ~ ~ ? ~ c ; n  who ?.re 

'not part of the t r a ~ t i ~ n K L l y  definoil labour force a.rG l ike ly  t o  be engzgeil 

In some domestic activity. ( ~ n f o r t m a t e l ~ ,  these  data c c m ~ t  tell us if 

labour fr;rce p n r t i c i p t i o n  is being substituteil by l e i s u r e ,  ~ i n l c c  we fir.) nrst 



have t h e  disg?sit ians.  avnilabLe. ) What is strikir~g, heverthi-less, i.s that 

the negative corrs l i~ t ion  between t h e  ltsbour fo rce  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  rcite and t h e  - 

proportiem :-,f women eng?ged i n  domestic :wd other activities such 8s fuel 

col1ecti:m :jr cam of 1ivc~t;dI :i .e. cnde 9 3 )  is h i g h l y  significant; indeed - ---- 
i t  is mere s ign i f i c .~ .n t  than the inverse c o r r e l a t i o n  beh-een LZ'PR and the 

12 p r ~ p o r t i m  ,:f w->men i n  d1,mastic 81-ties ~ ~ l . l s n k / ( i  .em code 92). Th i s  suggests 

that in statea  such as Punjab &here wtm.ml s partioipation in the tmditionallg 

defined l z b o u r  force i s  low, wrsnen' s parbicipation i n  the type of ac t iv i t iea  

covered under cx3.e 93 is high. ' 

. . . . 

One could argue therefore that i f  the act iv i t iea  that come under oade 

95 werc t o  be  acknowledged t o  indeed be "economicn, then the w e d l  rate1 of 

female labour farce par t ic ipat ion would r ise;  furthenr,orer t he  in ters ta te  

variations in LFPR mu!.< &cline. Thus for the ccn.mtry 3s a whole, the LFPR 

(for  rura l  women above 5 years af a@) increases f q m  3Qm51% t o  52.w- w h i o h  

is much closer to the m d e  *ate of 63.66%; and the coefflcfent of =riation 

in the famale L P R  ac rxs  s t s . t ~ s  declines f r n m  0.452 to 0.124. It wauld 

appear thzrefore  thz t ,  t~ 8 cons ide rab le  extent, the observed =:riation in 

f e m a l e  l abour  force p:r,rticipetion mtes across s t a t e s  i s  an. artifact oredted 

by the unjnstifiod exclusio~z of a cons ide rab le  m e  of mments t a k s  f q , m  

so-called "economic activity*. 

Even if the LlPR were, adjusted t o  include t h e  activikkes under oade 

93, it would still be imporbcant t o  h o w  what deternines whether s m m ? n  w i l l  

be part of the traditionally defined labour force or of code 9'3, i.e., 

perfcmning a ran,+ of cc t iv i t i ea  in mil around the home. Given t h e  prevalent 

mcial structure w h i o h  parmita, indoed e n c o u r q e s ,  the  contml  of women's 

mobility, there exiats ,z hierarchy of female labour which mcords the lowest 

atn.hio tn agd.cul~turd w a g e  labovr, and a Weher status t o  women wh2 work i n  



h k z  Pndean 
'Psem 
B l h m  
Oujarat - 
b a t  aka 
Ke rala 
Whys Pradeab 
IUamehtxa 
Odaaa 
PunJ nb 
hjaatan 
mwu 
Uttar Pxadesh 
Yest Beoe;.3 

' h t  S a r v e s h ~ ,  Jan-April 1981, op.cit.,pp 20, 51, 546 - 587 m. There  
appears t o  be 80mc J18crepancy between, columns 3 znd 4 above which 

. w e r e  d c u l a t e d  fmm the b t n i l e d  tzbles on pp S46 - S87 aod the &l;a 
presented i n  y3 17-18 of ~arvskshma. We bv;. us& the detailed tables 
ae our s3urce throughout). 

h t e e t  (I ) - LFPR (over 5   ear) 

(2) - Women usud.ly e l y e d  in domestic 3utir.a (92 ylue 93) 38 a 
prup~rBion 3f. all wmen over 5 ycsra . 

( - 93 as a p ropo r t im  nf a l l  women over 5 yecm 

(3) - 9 2 . 1 !  ~4 o n 11 II n 

(5) - Women i n  fuel collectim ,:s s pmprt icn c;f d l  women ovcr 5; y&ars 

(6) - Womn in dairy,  p o u l t r y ,  kitchen gmden .j;tc., as a pmpr t i on  
of ali w3msn over 5 years. 

1Jr A . l l  the data uaed in this pzpcr rcfor to the '%suzl ~ t : ~ t u z ' '  category as 
bf ined  in the Anncxure, While the NSS d ~ e s  rrport the  prop9rtion of tho 
female populatim cngred  in 92 znI;/c)r 93 by n~urrent; s t ~ t u e " ,  these data 
&re mt amparable to ,,the 'W stutua" data f o r  tha following reason, 
While the 5 s d  atstus" dzta on ccvL3s 92 zn4 93 rcl"er t o  women who are 
outsi3e the l a b a m  force, t h e  "currat statuen data on theae codes zsfers 
to the time dispositiorl of women who a= within  thelabour force; the bn 
are themfore concepturzlly n3t compzmbls, 



?ad amGd t h e  ho~llr;. Thc; c!juntbr pressurs exorcisec? by uconomic need woul8 

irnppj thct b. t h  acmso skrr.t,oa 911d .ZC.:.ISS h ~ ~ s : ; ! h o l d . ~  within a s t s t c ,  the  pro- 

porti.oa of t h e  f e!n!ale p;l~nl:::,t ion 8 i n  c,: de 93 a c t i v i t i e s  wry11 d vary 

:lircctly w i t h  the resource p o s i t i ~ n  of  t h e  hcnzrj;.hold.. Using t h o  househ:~ld's 

land-hr)ldl ng .. is a rf~?~..sonable proxy f o r  t h e  n.:s:,urci: p7 sit i o n  :.,f househ~lds, 

we find t h a t  t h e r ~  i s  inc!eed 3. systamatic risc in t h e  numhcr of women per 

house hold. angaged in cv;!~ 93 xctivitie s as h:susch(; 1.1 l::..nd-hcrl ding incm-7.so 

(see Tnbla 11). kcrass states,  the proportirm .af w2mcn o n q ~ g e d  i n  code 93 

(as .dsn 'co tie 92 ; I , J Q , ~ ~  activitics is. neg.ztivzly c9rrelatc.d wi th  t h e  propor- 

t i o n  cf 13ndlas @ houschulds among rural h ~ u s e h u l d s . ~  ( ~ n  i n t o w s t i q  

point wokth rm ting he= is tha t  thc-so c~~rml$~ . t i ons  break down completely whon 

w e  a6.d hous3holds. with 0.01 - '0.49 acrcs o f  lancl which constitute. hround 

one-third n f  rural h.susohol8s) to tho  l:m~4leso~housc-:holds. T h i s  saems t o  

hy:ly that t h e  pr)sscssion :rf even z ~ m r , l l  piece ~f lmd (up t o  h,df  an acre] 

acts 3s' n significants c!:~lmter to the need t o  send wcman to wclrk outside 

. t he  home). 

The abave p i n t  zb:m.-b t k c  impostrtncc PI the  h ~ u s e h o l d ' s  ~--Gsourcs 

7~ 's iLion  can be n?.:le d i f  f t irently by  cxmining some :>f +,he :~c.tivj.tics included 

i n  c3de 93 in grenter detai l .  Of t h ~ s e  a c t i v i t i . 5 ~  two in pi~r t icular  - free 

c.)llection 3f f imws~d etc., and work in housoholi!. poultry, dn i r y ,  kitchen 

p r d e n  etc. czch hzs amun3 60C/o 9f the vmun who sre i n c l u d ~ d  in code 93 

active in them. -II/ These twc s ~ t s  c , f  .zctivitiss :ire bi l fcmnt  i n  tha t  the  

seoonr? set assunos ac=ss te same msl?urcas sdch as livestock, ?r a garden, 

wh-jlo the first se t  invc?lvss f r ) ~ ~ ~ i n g  fo r  fucl. - mn activity m9m kypic?J <if 

t he  resome-poor. Now.- there is a strong ncgntive coxmlatic~n between the 

;)mportion c>f t ho  female populntihn a r q : a a d  i n  %ha. 

s e ~ o n c l  set  3f activities c:nd the  tmdi t lona l ly  11ef ined L E R ;  the coxmlatic~n 

l6J 
with thc f i m t  set :)f activities, i . o .  fuel gnthering, is nuch WE.-zker. 



.Table 11, 

Land @1Unq and Domestic Work - d l  InPJz 

Size class of 14ouseholda 92 + 93 93 92 lhnbt;.r of k m a n  
l&d possessed (acres) . % % % % i n  .dmestic duties 

por Izousohc~l:? 

1 .76 0.66 0.46 0.91 0.33 0.00 q t h ~ u t  own h9mcjstead 

0400 with own hmestead 1-77 1 .03 0,9A 1 .i6 Om>? 

1~5,OO -1 9 -99 

20.00 & above 

Some t Sarvckshana, Jan - April 1 98q , op &it., pp 9 S 1 24. 



Thus participation i n  the traditirsmlly defined labour forci. is mainly 

substitutcc?. by resource-bctscd a c t i v i t y  an~unc?. t h s  home such 13 livestock 

cars a t  c . , when such XG source o are available. 

Furthem3rs, if we look at occupations, while there is 3 st rong  n e e  
. . 

tive coxre1ztio.n acmss st&as betwee'n t he  pmpor t ion  n f  t he  female population 

in corle 93 md t h e  propor t ion  -&ID %re ~ 3 ~ i C U l t u r a l  iJ8ge laboursrs, them is 

no such o c r r e l o t i o n  for code That $8,  t h o  lower t ha  bropor t ion  nf vlmee 

in a 'state who are agricultural m&z labourem,, the higher the pr3portion 

engaged i n  code 93 ac t iv i t i e s !  wlrnen do not however ' * ~ i t h d m w ~ ~  into damestic 

dut i e  s alone .. i n  such case a, 

We turn .next to ex-mine t h o  housdhblde o f  women usually engaged i n  

damestic duties (including.br~th codes 92 and 93), aa d n o  the  age and m8Fi.t:al 

a t  at ue of t h e  ..wmen thernsclve s , 

H~usehold Econcmnic Position' a d  Demeot ic Work 

As already mentioned i n  the previous section, the number of women engaged 

in domestic duties per househ<.~ld Fncma.ses aystem~ticallg with  t he  s ize  

claas of land possessed by' h3useh~lds; t h i s  is true both for t h e  c C O ~ ~  

as a whole, a d  fox each state .considered . ~epsmto ly .  (see Table II)~ On: 

. average, there is less th,w one wornfan per household' wh.~sc usual status is 

in d o m e ~ t i c  cluties; t h e  size class 2-50 - 4.99 acres Ls the cut-off beyon& 

which there  i a  more than one uuch m m m  per  h~usahold.  Fut diffsrent ly ,  ' 

t h e r e  i s  less than one such woman per hrmueh~ld in the 61% of r u r a l  house- 

holds that  opera& lee8 than two and a half  acres of land. The need for a 

cash incama an!? the  paucity of owned resources sends a significant p m p o r  

t i o n  af the women from such households out t o  w:~rk. Fur-bhemore, as WXI be 

seen f m m  T n b l e  XI, land size classes 'abgve two and a half acres account; fox 
t 



W y  3996 of a l l  rur.?,l houscl~.dda,  but over 4@$ :,f a l l  vrmlen us.uzlly e w ~ g e C  

gn d d l n ~ s t i c  /.utios. 

The above evidence b-;.se d. an hous~h31d l anAh~ ld in (y  is ueskcned by t h e  

,&of t h a t  h~usehold size it self incmaoos systemati ci3lly wi th  lznl-lmlding, 

&.e. househblds with mnre  lEncf. c.rc g~ncmll;. lzrsr. '  Il?hus, -it m i k . t  ba 

argued t h e t ,  as ht)~sehi;lds bacone l a r g ~ r ,  b o t h  the need fr>r :.u-~d the avsila- 
/ z  

bi l i ty  r3f mmdn tc\ bo i n v ~ l v s d  in fiomr.:stic' duties incm~ses,  lcs8irg t o  the 

pbaerved positive c~Fmlatl tc~n of Gomen d3lng donror)-tic' 4uf ies with lan(-lh3ldLng 

dze.  Since our data on 1md.holUng cwvlot direc t ly  refute this conjectun?, 

IO t u m  to ' h t s  based on the househclrlls per capit? uxpn.liturs which woul8, 

' O ' J '  $y d.finitibn,Livuia t h i  problem gosen by t he  Izfiilhc>lrlink c~atn. '~_ F m m  

'!tabla I I f  it .or& br? sew) that  these ' da ta  eefine r c l a t i ~ ~ n s h i p s  betwoen femcde 

brlc and povokty very similar 6:) thona given by the prcvious landholding 

figures. As nonf hly per capita expendi turn increases, the tmrUtional ly  

&fined LETR .declines; on thc c t  her  hand, the p&portions nf mrncn' in b!>th 

mdes 92 and 93 increase, 'Also,  if code 93. is rtdrfcd on to the tmiliti.onally 

&fined LFPR,. the a n t S . : > n  acmss per capita eqsndi tur t ,  classes Ceclinas 

Thus, the combination of the  evifience baged 3n l a n d h ~ l i l i r g  an('! pe r  

mita  expendi t u ~  lends strong auypurt to the hypthes i s  that an impmvmant 

in the housohald's economic p o s i t i a n  loads to a eubstitution by women of 

"boonomlc ac.tivf kiastt  in a.nn aY.,rmr: Gtln home An plcce of t ~ ~ r l c  outsirle 

the home. The occiy:i.ti.nn-wise thta $Lso point in this .fimcti:>n. RueiL 

buasholda that o b t d n  the b u l k  gf t h e i r  incijno fmm waqe l.xbour conot i tu te  

3196 of d1 mrd h<>uselmlt'ls but :%ccomt f o r  only 27h of all women usudly 

0-d in riome~tic duties. Selfemployed househslds, on the o t h ~ r  b n i l ,  

d o h  tend t o  be eco .nnmj .c~ l ly  be t t c r  off, compriae 5% of d l  househ~lils but  

J.Y LF,-,MI,,L ftlr 6'* of tha wmen in domcstio duties. 



Monthly ye? -J?% -.-. 9fj ? , & . , - -  LWR+ 95 
c;~pita':.cixy,an::iture L%'PR A l l  x~rnen All wmsn A11 w c ~ m e n  All wmsn 

( ~ u ~ o e s )  94 ?/c, % .$ % 



thgse whn perf9.m 3.~1mestic w ~ r k  g , l a w  (cock 92) ant? thgse wh3 610 the work 

inaluiied i n  cock 93 n lso  appears t~ be system~tically rzlated f a  both houae- 

huld lmcihulding nnrl xonthly per  capital a~pent i i ture .  F9.r Ind ia  39 a nhcle, 

the ratio u f  wnen i n  chcs t ic  ~ I u t i e s  clona ( ~ ~ 4 8  32) to all  wmen i n  Sr.>mesLic 

:.lutiee (milo 92 plus 93) boars s U-sb-xped relatianship t o  size-class o f  land 

possessed. (see Table IV). The lnwest point of t h e  rCbt io  is in the  sizerclssa 

0.50 - 0.99 ncrea. Beyond . t h i s  point, fcr the coun-try ae a whole (.as weU as 
, . .  

fcr most states),.. there. is a clear upw?ar6 trend in the mtio of  92 t o  92 

Plus 93. Thus, beyond a -.p~i.nt .m impmvernent in the h.>usehold's xesousce 

position leads t o  a mlative increasc in the  number = ~ f  woman ongaged only i n  

chcs t ic  work. The high r:.:itio'a i n ' t h e  lowest t h ree  size-classes zre mura . 

dif  fioult t o  explain, and we can only qscu la te  hem about the  poss ib la  rehsona. 

First, the two landleaa cl.?s&s tngother account for only 1 .% af a l l  womiXI . - 
engs,ged. i n  dmestia duties; honce t h e r e  may bc sDme mall s ~ a p l e  prc.)blems 

L 

here , However this clmnot b e  ' t r ue  A.?X the next aiae-class ( q t o  0.5 ~ r e s ) w ~ i c h  

naaovnta for M l y  2'7% of the  wmon i n  rlornestic ibatias. Second, - the resoursc . 

Position i n  these size-classes may be too poor ti] a l low very muoh of tho 
' .  

na tiv4itiee inaluiied i n  code 9 3 ,  ThiriX, t hsee si ze-clssse s probably aoo3un-b 

f o r  n conaidemble pmportidn of all agricultural labourers and of wornon wh@ 

w>rk  outside the home ; since the  econ~mic pressurn for women tl:) work outsida . 

i e ,  severe, it l e  p ~ & i ' b l e  th%t thooe ,women who ilo not w>rk  outsige am 31s:) 

incapable of fo=ing f o r  &1 @.to, and nay be cmfined t o  i:lomestic work 

alone.  

A s  i n  the divieion botwwn L D R '  ~ n d  domestio duties, data based on 

h.ncihulding am vi t ia ted  by t h e  problem af housebr;ld sizo. The higher pm- 

portion of women i n  domesti* duttse: elone may be direc t  msult of t h e  above, 



by size class 8 c . f  imil possorsed 
92 -1. 93 

(acres) 

Om00 Om00 .I .ibO 2-50 5-00 7-30 1OaOO 15m'OO 20.00 
w i t h w t  with .01- -50- -. -- - - .- - 
ownet: ::wncc? .49 .99 2-47 4-94 7+49 9.99 9.99 19.99 above 

hma- how+-- 
steeil s t e ~ J  

*.. -... - -,*..,,.. ----a-. -.. .------"-----..----.-- - 

Bihar .35 *&I .42 -37 .32 4 6  -55 .55 .67 .60 a73 

Orissa 4 4  037 -30 .45 l j ./12 *..% -53 .45 .52 457 

Pun jab -30 .28' .15 I .32 ,.25 .25 .30 .28 .30 .31 -1'4 

U.P. -5n .5O - 4  655 7 5 a 6 0  -59 .56 -68 469 -82 

W.P. 035 -50 3.9 032 .31 e,?:  .37 -39  -52 .37 .&I -35 

--- -- ---.. . _ - .._.. .%. .- .. ... . ..._.-... ".A .. ...- .... ..-.".. . - - .. . ...-.. .. -.. .. .--. -.-- .a 

Sources Sarvekshnz, ~ ~ ~ r i . 1  1981 ,op tit., pp S123 - $145 



rather than of an hpr>ve:! ms.:.urc6 i ) ~ ~ i t i ~ n  per sc. To correct for this 

@oblem, we look :~t tbi. ratio ,>f 92 t c ?  92 plus 93 acmss Tor czpita cxyen- 

:!itwe classes rsa .before. ( W e  Table v). 

8 2 ~  t g ~ ,  t he  p,3'ctsm is ahil;:.r t . i  th~1-k based r j n  Inn<-bal<li@, i n  

fhat beyondv*?. xo.nthly per c:ipj.ta t?qendi ture  d f  !Is.JO, t he re  is ?. stesc!:q 

Increase i a  tl?e pa3port isn of women engagerl in ii:.>rnestic du t ies  i 5 1 0 i ~ ~ .  The 

- shape in t h i s  c;Lse is much'lass pron3unct?d, and t h e  svne ~ ~ ~ s o r ~ s  c%n 

be advmcch ,for it AS in the case of land-holding. 
?. . 

. il finbl pc;int m%y b.o mace ab!>ut th;: tcsks inc1ud.w.l i n  coda 93. AS 

$0 obvious from Tsbla VI, t ho  pmgortion of a11 women in dorn~stic dut ies  

rbo am e n g ~ e d  in fuel c o l l z c t i o n  has  an &ve?$-tet? U - eh:~pe v is  a vis 

bd-hdf!!ng,  tending t:s dmjj off ~ b r p l y  a f t e r  t h e  . c.50 - 0.39 acres 
. >  - .. 

dze-class. On thc !~tthe hang, the p r q o r t i o n  enmge$ in ~mLial  .care etc. 
.- 

Hees sharply u? t o  t h e  .asmd size-class, but remains f a i r l y  .stable t h a m a f t ~ ~ r .  

would appear,theref:)re, t h z t  the size-clsss 0.50 - Os99 acms is same 
. . 

r o e  of turning ; l in t  f o r  thc  distribution between 92 versw 99, as well as .i 

i*r the. AlatiM hprtanoo of fuel ocl lect ian versus 9 :n im~l  wre stc. The 

)gt*ern for diff e k n t  s.t;c?~tes~ while bmadly simllar, are h,>wevlzr 5g no 



-q?_ by house h o l d  monthly per ~:%pi ta ewundi+~m ' 
92+93 

Guj ara t .28 - ' .22 -50 .55 -49 . 046 -42 .!53 -49 

Tis~yam *39 - *30 -37 -41. a 3 7  .37 -39 . . 40 m42: 

hrnatak~ -50 -66 -57 05.0 a 5 5  . 051 049 .tS .Sd 
. . 

Ke rala .36..40 -28 . 4 0 '  .38 638 -40 .33 - 3 0  *fl 
74 .P e, *49 0 .23 .32 3 -47 .51 .58 ,t:2 eq 
Mabxaahtra -58 ' .O 57 -50 -52 a 5 7  -57 -57 .71 .64 

Orissa a 4 4  0 033 -37 a39 -40 045 655 -5;' 

l?un jab -30 1 -00 0 .Zl .36 -32 .30 -29 -30 .a 
'Rajaatan .23 0 -54 . .20 .23 I .23 .24 .Z7 *a 
T.M. *50 0 -32 a 4 1  4 9  */y8 .55 .58 

U,P. 058 0 3 6  3 2  056 058 -58 .58 -60 ,fl 
.B -35 167 -25 -24 029 6 056 .39 .48 ,A 

- 

S o w e  P Sarveksham, Jar; - lapril  I 98l, op . c i t  , , 2p S98 - S1.19 - 



Table  ' V I  

Womcn engqpi% in atfree cclll:. stion of f i rewmd9 condung e t c t t  .and 

;'work in Kitcheri garden, p o u l - l r y ,  d i l r y  etctP.as 0/6 of 
e%aged in dgmestic duties - a l l  Znclis 

6-- .-- -.--.. - .. .-...-.---- - -.-... .... .-...---,-------------.------.- --..-. - - _ I .  ... 

8iee class o f  kLlaasessod ~ i r e n , G i d  ' D a i r y  
e t c  e t c  

b'i& without 
gmed homestead 

b'i& with owned 
bmestead 

%urcet E&rvekshans, Jan - Apri l  1981, op cit.9 p.Sq 24. - 
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. . 
_and Karrib;p -l&a.-~z,_liLyisi:)n :>f &mds Work .---- 

In Cb2 r . :.. -:.;. i f ~ ~  we a x ~ M &  the ... .Zi m.l marital - stetus sased kivisim 

;&thin the  h ~ 4 ~ . 3 1 , . ~ '  ' -qn+:jqip~te in t y p s  3f wlrk, sf i t:  h.,lw ciffexnt 

'%8 of work is ::-5. s t r  lk>u.tei'! ; n n n g  the  ~r3rnen ~f tho h.3usehc,l?, AccorAingly 

*%. axamine tRc .?:':. ll.>w.rinli; catemrie s 3f work - pmt ic ips t io 'n  i.n the trsi?rlti.>.n- 

by &fined lcbellr 'i%'C:-rc;a, 53rneatic duties alone - (co :le 923, biestic plus 

ether activitie.: {,:2:1& yj),, fucl collection, MO CJFS 3f livestads. It i8 

-7' tm thAt 'then? t..: oc.rsi~lersble overlap between age and rnarrige cate@fiss, 
. . .. . . 

but the two ars .?q",..\ent hcel. F5r exc?mple, while ths  ap-group 3 5 - 59 
. . 

& m m t s .  (hot . ~ l l - ~ ~ i s i ~ ~ ~ r >  for qver 9% of t hgse :'ourxntly ma'~ied:', them 
. . 

lrre significbint i14 l'ic rs ncs s In tcnns ;:> f w ~ r k  between the sg,.a-gr*iups 1 5-29, 

+a 45-5: I i h ~ s  ? a sepzmtc consideration ~f th+ age divisions is well 
. a  

. . . .  . .. . 

w&*h ~ u r  w h i  .2. 

Tzble 1.c '. Z?L K T 1  presents both theage-wise pzrtiaipati3.n in d i f f e r e n t  

b s  of wod:, i: .la: khrs c'ustributiofi of w:,& acmss ;lifferen.t a@-gmups. It 

wpe&rs that 1: ..: .! :... ri:r.:,a-; d l  wailen in t h e  %e-gmups 1 5-59 paEticipate b'l 

B Q ~  typo of WL?- ~.:,.B.;!R, 97 5lt 9 2 ) ,  only 2% of t;h:~se wfl wid 4.8% :~f 

thbae above 60 ( -2  acy sort  of work, This is m t u d l y  e q ~ l a i n a d  t h r w h  the 

m&mce ~f esl~aa?.-.+ mg, puth ,  age, illness ar pension support in these 

firrppre miel; ~ - 7 : )  LIZ-%. In . . the , p u p  aged 30-44, pJ.rticipation in the 
- 

' t M t i o n a l l y  il.<:f !. ii<!l 1rtbr)w farce f s aa impo rkant: as ,bme s tic work. Within 

domechi  a work itsel f , pa.x=ticipat ion in code 93 activities ie abaut the sane 

for adult; able bofiiecl. w m e n  in the g ~ ~ ~ u p s  1 5-29, 30-43 an2 45-59. 'Phis is alao 

ref1lhctad in th:;ir ~e.rt;icipation in fuel e t h e r *  and anlmrrl. &m. B-~wever, 



Table VII 

..-.--.-- --.--u--- r...-r.-.-----.r"-----.du-----..-t--.r. --.-.-- U1 

Age-gm up ~ l p ~  -- A 3- LFPR +- Firewood ~ d r g f l  
(years 1 A l l  womcn A l l  women A l l  women 93 e t c  e t c  

1;ll wmen A l l  mmen A l l  mmen 

. 
5- 14 9.13 16.17 &77 8.61 9 7.90 6.92 2 .d  

15-29 39.71 56 *a3 29.75 27-08 69.46 18.44 1 7 e Z I ;  

30-44 119.46 49.138 29.22 20.66 78.30 18.96 17.94 
45-59 41 e 6 1  51 *47 28-37 2j.l 0 69-98 18.93 17.6d 

60 above -15.99 32.27 . 14.67 17.60 30.66 9 a-53l 

.... 
.. . . . 

I .  .. Table VIII 
. . 

Work.' , .. . *- . .., , ,,.-, clis$dbp-t;ion&%.= --, a.l.l,-~ndi+ 

-I ...---.--.LC.. -- --- ---u.-. -.-uc-- 

A l l  women , LIP 92+93 9-5 92 Firewood DcdrJi  e t c  
% . ' . '  % X :A "4 Eto % ?4 

F 1 4  31 e 2 5  . , 8sO7 12.56 72.58 12-55 ,15-08 4 0.35 

l S 2 9  28 -77, 37.44 40.64 39.29 42.25 36.98 39.a 
3*44 20.03 32-20 24.W 26.87 22.45 26.48 28 *02 

4559 12.46 A6.99 ' 15.94 j6.23 15.61 16.45 17*32 
.60 & above. 7 049 3 e 9 3  6 .ol 5.03 7.15 5.00 5.03 

Source a SFcrvekshrtna, Jan - A p r i l  1 981 , op c l t  . , pp 10, 21 , S& - 



~ i o i p r i ; t i ~ m  in ::i.lh1ijsvl;ic 3 ~ t i ~ t . n  a1 .. ..rnc (c3c1e 9 2 )  i s  much gmater for ttmm 

b d  ,1 F 2 9 .  th.m f 33: t'tl.; s b  in the succee cling a+;;.c..-gr:1~2, . 

It mulct &?pear f:mn the zbove t k ~ t  the relative import2.nce of t m  

Ptipnk l a b m r  'f.3 rca p a r t i  oipnti::n versus ::l:~meatio WJ rk &lona is exactly 
. . .  

k v s ~ a e d f o r  t h e  tv.7 a J d t  ag~-~&~uD~ 15-29 and 30-44. This v i c w  ie st=- 
1 .  

@gthenerl. if .we exomin? the Ustr ibut ion  (an ~ U a t i n c t  fmrn gartioipa.ttion) 

@$ dlffercnt tmes of n:,rk acmss the age amups l ' The iliapmportionz.lity 

@&@ 'Mr labour fo rce  brtr t icipntion ia highest fir -the age-gmup YO-&; on 

,we other had, t l l c  index f o r  co& 92 is highest for the w - g ~ ~ u p  1 5-29. . , 

There a.m nu ~Lgnif ic tmt  dlfferSnoos i~ the disprc?por t ioml i ty  indc.x f o r  
. , 

. . 
ar),@, 93 .acmss t ho  th . re@ adult wt,*-gm~kys in the range 4 5-59. We c=w conclude 

t k i e  disunesion thr:.t wImen. aged 1 5-27 are gartioulirrly responsible for 

hmestic 3uties done .  E'I,mriagz, and hence child-benriw is probnbly a. major 

tactor. Th is  c,m.bc seen fmn the fact that for t he  1 % of wmcn in this 
i '  

who k v e  never bean m e r r l a i l ,  the d i ap ropo r t i /~na l i t y  in&,: f c r  

9.2 ie only 1 .?, cnm:pnrecl t n  1 a 6  fox the currently married. i i ~  g e r  

ltla apposra to be .less 'impo&[snt than marital status in t h i s  csse . The olrler 

&p&ouF above 60 yenrs pzPticipatea less than .pn>portionatefy in all wcrk 

k e p t  Clonestlc r Z u t i ~ s  alone. (co.d.0 92) frjr which t h e i r  dlepmportionali  ty 
1 .  

The evidence by marital s t ~ t u s  doe a not appear to add significantlg 

&o what b s  already beon discussed. (6eo T s b l e s  IX an:".-). In particdsr, 

'W Q not unfortunately have LFPA b t a  clnssif isd by rn.~rit-d status. This 

&a it ,impossible Lo know how m c V  of thua:! wmen whg have never beon 

itarrfed or a m  widowed, sepsmtod stc. p2rtlcfi;oto in Shc t r a d i t i o n a l  I . ~ b o u r  

tome v i s - ~ v i s  rhmostic work. In conclusion, it seems t h a t  whilc acrDss 

abtes md acmss housahi>l2s, cocle 93 zctfvitias ;zrd tho main aubstituhe fr~r 



t r a d i t i o n a l  labour foxcc particigrztion, it i a  code 92 (fiomestic w ~ r k  done)  

tha t  bscomes the .principal subs-t;ihte zcmsa age a.nc? m a r i t , z l  atatus. Thia i a  

reflso.tive of the miative importance of access ti? resources in the fonner 

c ~ s c ,  and o f  work d i v i s i o n  within t h e  househclld .............. in t h e  lattar. .-.-.* .... -- . . . . .  C 

Table  18 

Warnon's work p r t i c i p a t i o n  by marital status - d l  India  

.-7- ---- --. .- --- 
Mmi tal 921.93 93 . 92 mrew~oa s t 0   aid s t o  
Status N1 women ' i r l l  women . A11 women ' 611 women ~11 women 

Never married .19-64 - . .  10.17 8.87 7 51 5.66' 

Chmeni.;ly married 56.4 5 30.48 25-67 19.66 18.14 

Others 30.49 15.80 14-69 I O a 9 4  9*3d 

Total 40.22 21 a 7 9  18.43 ' 14.34 12.69 
.-.-- ................ .,--.. ..-.--...- .. -.-----,----...--.*w--- ;I 

Table  X. 

Work fllst.ribution by mriial sta tua - al l  India 

- -- -. .--.... I---...'. ......"-..--.-.--... . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -.. ... :--.. "I- 

N a t a l  All mmen 92+93 92. Flmwood e t c  lkiry; e t c  
S t a . t u ~  % % % . %  4 

Currently 
married 52.97 73.95 74.1 1 73-75 72 *63 75 674 

Others 7 1.46 8.69 8.Y 9.13 8-74 8.40 
. .  .----.- -- '.-...--.--.-..--. .. --..-.-.- ...-..., .- ...- .--. ..........-............. .3 
100.00 100.00 100.00 Z00.00 100.00 

Source z Sarvekshana, ... ..s.._.vI ..,*, . Jan - April '1 981 , oy cit . , p S46. 



The evidence presentefi in t h i a  paper Sjes seem to support the view 

that, in India, wmen participate in the tm3i t ional ly  &fined labour  force 

%n respnse t:r econt:jmic .ne~d.  However, when warnen %L,thdra .~~~ f r o m  such work, 

k e y  tend ti: substitute i t  w i t h  a range n f  "econ:)micl* activities in and 

fimund the h:>m,me, mc'l not  r?mestic w ~ r k  alone. Pure involvement in d~mes t i c  

appears t o  be the pmscrva  of mainly well-to-dn rural wornen: o n l y  in 

~uBehdd$ '  with ,land over 10 acrks or monthly per capita eaendi'hzm over 

p. 150 &;&the numbdr of  such women become greotor than tho number involved 
. . . . 

gome Iecbnomic ~ c t i v i t y ?  ?~cve&holcss, wen in poamr houreholcls, married 

p e n  in the' grinoipal childbearing age group are !di spmportionate ly . engn4e d 

domestic dy-kies alone. Thue, both cconcmfo need a C  responsibi l i ty  f3r 

pld-cam affect wmen; s work hii t  in .mewhat different mrs. 
. . 

. . .  . . 

In. what w i y  w m k  affects womenls atstus id mciety or witbin the  hime, 

wamenls swn s e l f - ~ e r c p t i o n s  i s  7.. matter' fa= on-~miqe;. debate , .. .-- 
. . .  

2' ' since 
.. . .. . 

B e n t s  l a b o u r  f o k o  parti.ipatio.n, is mainly wnjl t ioned by . economid . ... need, 
. .. . 

p s  paper reinforces t h e  view that by i t se l f  1ab:mr fgmg parbicipation "' 

. . 

mt significantly improve women1 s status in smioty  at large.  he ' ch.ss 
* 

p u t i o n  of the large numbers of poor ?ad deapercrte women seeking jobs -.2k 

bly t o  be a mom b a s i c  determinant of %heir  social statue. 

Vis-a-vis the htme, tzowever, it is nc, coubt true that women w h ~  

w d c  outside have g.reator mobility and flexibility, t h m g h  still bounded 

w i .  s&.ally defined lMts  tha t  are much s t r i c t e r  than thclse that 

opra te  for t h e i r  m i l s  cornterpartaag' Whether t h e i r  statue w i t h i n  tho 

Core improves in meaningful ways such as a greater mice in househrrld 

deaieions, a larger share in househ~lli mssurces, or c o n t ~ ~ l  over income aoes 

not  'appear certain. There seeras to bo a gmwing consensus in India that 



labour f orcc! yarbhcipatiion in i t  self b e e  n ~ t  signif iokntly impmve! women ' s 

status in the home. i ~ s  long aa women's clabs  to. the household's maouroes 

continue to be exercised thmugh men (husbands or a ~ n s ) ,  t h e i r  oontrfbution 

to the bhaeholdts income diaa~pears withgut a trace,  it were, into the. 

househald, Independent +cess to maouroe s .through chmgaa in inhemit +rice 

~yst'ems as we11 aa systematic fmde employment creation by the  atate are 

.. ' both :tbe'rofore ,viW.lg necessary. The emsrging d e w  that women' 8 .  subor di - 
&ion is multi-faceted m.d reguims sfmultaneous effort on many fants 

would mean C h a t  m single aapeot c s  be isolated as either $& oauq o r  

the  aol'ution. - 



(1) It mny, 3f c m r s e ,  be 2::)ssiblc f )r wl.3ne.n t:r os.m c:sh tt~r.:q;h p u t t j . ~  
out w~rk dark ; ~ t  hzna ; houav.?r trailit ion:d ~maloyment g f  t h f  s t y l ~ e  
appears to ' have beon ' di3cli.ning Fn Inilia.  

(4) See i  enar aria, lbiLc~o-~r~ting fs r Woman1 s W>rkw, i r ?  M .msn -mJ Deve1n1msn-t - 
The Soxuc:l Divls i~a  ~f Lab~;. lr  jn RnmL Sacietie.3, (sd) La Bsneris, 
P.meger h b l . ,  1982. 

( 5 )  I t  .is.poaciblc. t skip tUs sc!ction .-~n.l st i l l  follow the sud'st,?inoc.; af the 
paper for those so inclined, 

(6) The :rtvailablc data cn., 'Waxer. e . ~ ~ c t i v i t i c s  ir. Ru-1 InCia7' hare been 
published in S~rvekshan?, op.cit. 3Zzrther res6Lts are contained Fn. 
%wokahma, vol V, n:.)s. 1 b 2, July--Oct.>. 1381. 'these are extensively 
used i n  t h i s  pxper. 

. . 

( 7  :Sea P. BZrlh&, "+%me Emplcynent .and Unomploymen t O h a a c  teri  stics of 
htd W~rner::~ An .Analysis af KSS .Mta for \ k 3 t  .?en&, 19'72-73" 
Econoinic And P o l i t i c t ~ l  k J e ~ a ,  Rcvicw t3f Agrf cu!fLu_~, March 1975. . .--..-.- - - . : - . - I  

L ' 

(8j !~omsa etntas  the= is a rank o r r e l a t i o n  of - 0.71 4 (significant at 
1% level) betwar-n tho p.mportion of the fen1:zle population over 5 years 
of age who m e  i n  co9e 92 or 93 -A? the pmp3rti:',n unemplt,yed by azlrmnt 
&zLly sta.ha, There was no comelation by usual ~ t a t U s .  

( 9 )  See' L. Gulati , wr,rk p&icipa+io.n - a a'tucly a f  inter-e.ta.te 
:; differencesn, I3conr.,mic ~ : ? ~ ? o l i t i c c a l  J J J C ~ & > ~ ,  J7zn '1, 7975 ,  pp 35-42. 

(I@) U n l s s ~  a t , . t ~ r l  tc thc c~nt ra ry ,  e l l  b t n  An Cbds paper refer  to 
women abcve 5 yo.:~rs of %EX?. 

. . 

(1 li) The rank oorrt.l.:.tion fir 3 5 -state h . . i i ~ O r 9 5 5  (sipif icmt  at ~..l% level ). 

(721 Tho rank correlati.cn for cl>Se 93 is - 3,390 (s5,gxLficant at 0.1~;)~ 
f o r  co& 92 18 - 0.727 (si@ficlwt >t 1%). 

(1 3) The National  Smpla Survey inclubs .mi:>n& the 1,milIe~s those who o m  
their hope st cads. .. _ I: . 

( t$7*~be rank ccmelaficn f o r  CG~IC 73 is - 0,602, cm3 f ~ r  code 9? i~ -0,579 
Csignfficwt at 9 lavel) 

(1 5) !l!hese sub-categnr3.0~ are not mutually exclusive. , 



( 1 6 )  R d c  oomelation ~f L F P X  with dairy, pdtzy, Mtchen garden e)o. is. 
-0.877 (0.1% significance lev::l), but only -0.500 (5% eignif'icaua 
level) with f i o l  calluotion. 

(17) The rank correlation for mile 93 is -0.854 (0.1% significance l w e ~ ) ~  
but -0.37.Q (not significant) far code 92. 

(1 8 )  Household per capita emenditurn baa been extensively used aa a 
prow for poverty in Iniiizn povexty stu2i .e~.  While this measure 
appears to avoid the problems poses by bnusehcld size, it has recen= 
coinc under attzck as being a mialaaclAng indicator ofioverty. See 
N. Kriahnaji, Vamily a i m ,  levels of l i . v h g ,  and differential mortdit~ 
in India t some paradoxes1', Emnomfc -and P b Z i t i d  Weekly, Feb, 11 
1964, PP 24&258* ., . . 

(1 9 )  See ,.Sarvekahan=, - ~an-~,~ril  1:YB-l , op.cit., pp. 8 ilnd S5. . .  . "- 
(PO) ~ h e  & i p m p o r t i o ~ i t y  index is cxpiiiriea mdst olasrly by an exmpli, 

If women in the age-up 30-44 constitute 20.07? of' the -tot& female 
population and 32.2% of the total no, of women i n  the labaur.-fcme..r 
then thd rlisproportion.6Lity index is 32.28 f i v i d e d  by 20.03, i.e. 7.4 
It ie a way of norm,.tlidng the share o f  a part5cula;r gmup by i ts  ahare 
in th& labour farce' that i s  mori? than .-pmporbional to i t 8  share in the 
p p l a t i o n ,  the index mjkes it 'possible to compra  -and mnk such gmup 
aocording to the exten* of  dispmgortiodity. S M l a x  Inaces oan b,e 
constructed-for my variable. .. . , .... , 

(21 ) &r example, the sessions on Y o &  and 3mp10ymentn",at the ~ec&d Rational 
Confeance on Woment s StuLios (~rivandrum, India; April 9-1 2, 1984)' 
diacuased these question8 at' great length. 

(22) See G;Sn9 qSubo&n%tion mi sexuzl control mmp-tive view of the 

.. . ... contmf of 'w3rnenfl, forthcoming, %view of Radical P o l l t i a d  Economfq 
198qi' 



AI.7 In the  second quinrluonnisl. survey on emplo,yment and Unerrlployment 

oarried but by the  NSSO in i t a  32nd munil ( ~ u l y  19-77 - June 1978) survey 
b8pe rckttari ,' cxrmprek+ensive data on the einployment and unemployment situation i n  

the lbunte wexe collented. The first quinquennid. hmey, w a s  earried out 

in the  27th round ( ~ e ~ t e m b e r  1972-.October 1973). In foanulating the Survey 

~uo~$ionnal& and also in sta.ndardisicg the  procedure of h t a  culleetion both 
- . 

in the  firsf and the second survey, ,almost all .the recornendations ' of the 

~ x p c $  Committee on Unemployment Estimates were taken into consideration. 

Yhk. Phi, oonoqptual frame remini. ; essentiaLly the same f o r  both these 

su-a, some important changes, hovfever, were intm2uced i n  t h e  second survey. . . 
Yhe.kialient fea iuree  of t h i s  ii.lr uroasued  b i t e f l y  in the following paragrapha, 

bri@ing out the change8 in+.mdatc , t  ir! t h e  second gurvey. 

'AI',2 Yhe'main ob jec t ive  GI" tilese SUE-sy~ was to measure, in quantitative 

terms, the pat tern  a n d ' c h a m c t e r i s t i c a  of a l l  activities ( a l e 0  ioac.tivities) 

including employment and unemployment of  t he  total. population and of the 

diff&mnt sub-popuations hgmtigenous w i t h  respect t o  various social and 

econo'mio oharac teristi cc p e r t s i n i . ~  t o  households and individuals. In mhj- 

e v W  this objective, the main operation of ths survey was to classify.the 

population i n t o  d i f ferent  a c t i v i t y  ,osteg=ories, independently, by uaing t h ree  

diff&mnt approaches, namely, ( i )  .the unuxl status approach* (ii) the current 

vfeekly status approach, and (iii) the  current day status appmach. The 

var ioQ aotivity categories, adopted f o r  the  purpose, were es under2 

.* WQ t SURVEKSKARA, Jk?VA.;riv - *  APRIL - 1 981 1 pg 65 - 68. 



_..-..--_..,---- -..--- . -- _,.-- _ _  -.-.-- 
descriptj.on of the ~tc.tivity 

cast ego ry category code 

!dorlcing bri th a,n employer under n bligation but work not  
spccificitily cor:rpensated by any wage/salary . . 0.1 - 04' 
Worked (self-eiqloyed] in household enteqris5s . . 11 

Yorked ae helper h household enterprises .. 21 

Worked as regula r  salarLed/wage employee 

biorked aa casual wczge labour in public works 

Worked as c a d  w e e  labour in other types of work . b 51 
, 

Did not work though there  was work in hohsehold 
enterprise . . 

0 
61 

Did not work but had regular salariedlwage employment = 71 

Sought wart 4 6i  

Di& not seek but was available for mrk * *  - 82 . 
. 

Attended educational institutions t 91 

Attended domestic dutles only ' .. 92 .. 
Attended domestic duties and was also engaged in free 
collection of goods (vegetables, mots, fiw-wood, cattle 
feed, etc), sewing, t a i l o r i n g ,  weaving, etc.,  f o r  
household use - # ,  93 ' 

Too young to work/to attend. s=hool/to seek employment 
4 .  94 ' 

O l d .  aad disabled . . 9 5 

'Rentiers, pensioners, remittance recipients, etc.  . . 96 . 

Othera 4 98 

Did not work Bus to temporary sickness ( f o r  casual . ,  
workers only) . 99 



The activities listed undsr the category codes 01 to 71 were considered 

gainful ao t iv i t i o s  m d  persons assigned any,'one of these activities were 

treated as 'working' (or e 1 1 ~ ~ l o ~ e d ) .  , Persons assigned zctivity c a t e g o r y  
, 

oo des 31 or 82 wore t r e a t e d  as s e e $ ~ ~ g . - a n , d L o o g , , ~ ~ + _ b J ~  &r. xo.rk '.,. . (o,~ un- 

1 , .  f he remaining persons i .e . the persons 3saignee any of ths 

activi ty category codes 91 to 99 we,= treated as ln9.t +vaiJgble for wag?,' 

(or not In labour force ) . ' The data on activity particulars of tho persona . .-" ..-.- ..-. -.--. l-...:...-^ .-..... ..- * 

were, however, tabulated only for population o f  age 5 years a,nd above by 

certain social and economic aharacteristics of househoLds and individuals, 

suoh as, villa& .irrigatim and crop pattern, household groups, household 

land possessed, per-capita monthly household emenditurn, household industry 

and occupations, etc,, &d also by sex, age, oduoation, icdustry and occupa- 

tion, etc, .?.C individual  membem of the households with.a view t o  making the 

h ta  ame~lable f o r  further  anaLy~is J.n Usaggregated groups o f  homo@nous , 

sub-psfulz5Sznn. 

A 3 Slzssif ic:~%ion accoreing t o  usw~l  status approach: h the 32nd 

rdund survoy , for classification of population i n t o  various activity catego- 

ries accoxding to usual status, persona were first classified into three 

major sctivi.-f;y sta.t;us, mla ly ,  'working' , seeking and/or available, for work' 

and'not 2vaj.lable for work1 on t he  baais of the  rnajoul-time-spent criterion 

with reference t o  t h o  per ioa  of 365 d z y ~  preceding the date of susvey. 

Accordingl.y, one was categorised as 'working' if one was xeported t o  be 

engaged for raletively l ong  t ime during the reference period in one or more 

of the gninf ul wtiv i t iea  (oategow codes 01 -51 ) , seeking and/or available 

fir work' if one was reported to be e i the r  'seeking o r  kvailable for work' 

(category code 81 6r 82) for relatively long time during the  same reference 

period and. 'nofj available for workt if one W ~ B  reported to be not available 



for work c'uring t h e  major  time ok t h e  reference per iod .  V i t k i n  each of 

these three broad gmups of caDegoriss, the detailed activity atatus cstep 

r ies  xere then deteminod by - the  s d s  m a j o r t i m a - s p m t  cr t ter ion.  This 

p r u c e d u ~  of claseif i.cation o f  pexsons by activity status categories market 

a clear departure f r o m  the procedure adopted in t h e  27th mund survey. In 

that surrey, the category corresponding to the I'ctivity a p&on pursued 

f o r  a considerably long period in the  immediats past (say, one year or ao] 

and which thc person wae likely to continue also. in future was considered 

his/her usutl. ac t iv i ty  statas. But in -a situation where a person purrnod 

more thzn one activity In the immediate pa&, the status corresponding t o  

his/her current activity which was likely to continue in the fu%um d a o  was 

considered hLs/her usual activity even w:kn the activity which was disoon!.i. 

nued wze the  dornislant activf ty during the past one year or so, 

.Q ~ l a s s i f i c a t i o n  according to ourrent weekly status ayymacho 

Jn both the 'j2nd and the 27th round surveys olassificntion of population 

nccortling to'curmnt weekly  sts st us w;le done in t w o  stages considerine;  heir 

activities cl~zriy the  reference period of seven days preceding the date of 

survey. In the first stage, a, perslon was c a t e g v r i ~ e d  as 'workingt, ' sackine; 

and/or available for work' or 'not avdable for work' by adopting a priorit:: 

rule. Under the o d e ,  the c t n t u s  of 'wcrking' pt p r i o r i t y  over the sfah3 

of 'seeking a i d l o r  3;vailable f o r  workq m d  the latter in turno @t priorit7 

over the, status of 'not available f o r  work'. Ei? the second 

stage, the detailed activi ty status c a t e e r y  was assigned -t;o the peroon 

wlthin two. of the  three najor atat l ls  groupa, namely, 'working' and 'not 

in labour force by adopting majortime-spent cr i ter ion.  Engagement; of a 

person in ;n a c t i v i t y  f o r  at least, one hour onany one day of the re fe ren i t  



week was ionsiderod su f f i c i en t  t o  t c  a t  him/her as eng,~gcd i n  t ha t  a c t i v i t y .  

Thus a person was considered 'workiw' i f  he/she was reported to be engaged i n  

one o r  more of the  gaj nful  a c t i v i t i e s  (category codes 01 -71 ) f o r  a t  l e a s t  

Qne hour on any one d . 2 ~  of  the  reference week and the ds ta i l ed  a c t i v i t y - s t a t u s  

cabgory corresponded t o  the one of those d i f f e m n t  p in fu l  czctivit ies (categxq 

codes 01-71) i n  which he/she spank . r e la t ive ly  long time during t h e  week. Each 

Qerson was thus assigned a unique a c t i v i t y  s t a t u s  Tor  the  week. dggregates of 

#emone under the  d i f f e r en t  a c t i v i t y  s ta tuses  provided the  d i s t r ibu t ion  of 

Person by ac t iv i ty ,  on an average, every week of the survey period of one year, 

A1 05 Class i f icat ion aoccrding t o  current  day status approach : . The 

activity pattern of tho population pa r t i cu l a r l y  i n  the l m o r g d s e d  sec tor  is  

a c h  that  a person might be pursuing more than one a c t i v i t y  during a week and 

sxaetimes even during a day. Some people especia l ly  women-might -mdert&e 

Wna l  work i n  t h e i r  household en te rpr i ses  along with o+,her non-gainful a c t i -  

vities, thus pursuing both gainful and non-gainful a c t i v i t i e s  on the s d e  d a y .  

X.n adopting thz current  day s t a tua  appmach, fherefore,  attempt was made t o  

account f o r  two major a c t i v i t i e s  pursued by  s person on each day of the seven 

days reference week a l l oca t i ng  'half  dayt t o  eazh ac t i v i t y .  The un i t  of 

claseification, according t o  t h i a  approach, was thus half  day though the data 

~ere'collected f o r  all the  seven da3-s of rthe reference week. In  assigning 

the aotivity status on a day, a pFrson was considered 'working: ( o r  employed) 

f ~ r  the entire day if he/she had worked 4 hours o r  more on the day, and assigned 

the one o r  two (as the  case may be)  work a c t i v i t i e s  (01-71 ) t o  which he/she 

lavoted the working time. But i f  the  workwas done f o r  one hour o r  more but 

ledls than 4 hours, he/she was =onsidered 'working ' ( o r  employed) for half day 

and 'seeking -available f o r  work' ( o r  unemployed) o r  'not avai lable  f o r  wo*' 

( ~ r  39t in labour fo r ce )  f o r  the  o the r  half of the day depending on whether 

he/she was seeking/available f o r  work o r  not on tha day, On the o the r  hand, * 



.' . . .. . 

if' a p e r s o n  was not engaged in any .yainful work even f o r  one b u r  on tho  

day but  w a s  seeking or available f o r  work f o r  four hours or more, he/she 

was considered 'unemploge(1' for the  u n t i ~  by:. But if thz reported availa- 

bility for work was f u r  leas then f o u r  hours only, hc/she waa considered 

funemploycd' for half hczy and 'not in l a b o u r  fo rce '  f o r  the o t h e r  half of 

the day. A parson who n e i t h e r  m a  having m y  gainful work. t o  do nor was 

available for .~ . rork  even for half of t h e  day was considerad 'not available 
I 

for wodc' ( o r  not i n  labour force 9 for the entim day and assigned the one 

i 
or two of the .non-gainful activity statusea which he/ahe had  ring the day,! 

The 8 & p s t e  of p e r s o n d a y s  RO c lasa i f i cd  under t he  d i f f e m n t  activity 

categoriss for all t h e  seven day8 of t h e  week diviaed by aevan $ m e  the disj 

t3cibutio.n of per-sons (strictly e-peaking, pe rson-days ) p e r  day,  by activity 
- 

category on an zver.g,ge every day of t he  survsy period of one year. 

b.I.6 Pmbim Quest:.ons :, The data on thc activity situation of the 

population ynemted through the s? ::pti.on of the t h r w  different approachesl 

do b r i n g  out the different facets of the c h r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the various 

activities pursued b y  persons including ,the chsracterisLics of  employment 

and unemployment. But, as f o r  classification of t h e  popula.tion by the 

activity (or inactivity) categoriesp use of such c r i t e r i a  as major time disi 
1 

posit io.n,  priority treatment ctc.  becomes unavoidable, oer ta in  f a c t s  of the 

aclivity situation czpczble of t t k - o w i n g  up 4nfomation t o  prom r .: ( l i s ~ m v e ~  

certain hy-potlzses often azde allczly. aing the activity. uitaation get sup?iei 

sed in the procesg. For instance, information on (i) the nature ;md extent 

of multiple ~zctivites pursued, the extent 6f undemt i l i sa t ion ,  the nature 

extent of the expressed willingness to do addi t iona l  work etc.  for the 

persons classified as employed and (ii) the types of wozk desired, effort$ 

made t o  get v~ork, the ,extent ok mobility in securing work etc. for those 



clessified ~s unemployed or students or engaged in household duties etc.  acco- . 
rding to usual ~ltatua get concealed in this pmcess of analysis. It is. with 

cbjectivcs of also obtaining infom-ation on these zspects of the enploy- 

xent s i tuat ion t h a t  provision was made, first i n  the 27th r ound ,  t o  introauce 

s o w  additional probing questionn in the survey schedule intended be put t o  

pmns  categoriaed under the vnrious ugml activity status categories, 

5imiLn.r probes were undefiaken in the 32nd round survey also with some 

srtntctural modiffcations. The set of probing questions formulated f o r  the 

j2nd round sutvey consis ted of the' following:- 

(i) Whether seeking or ixvnilsble far work, (for unemployed m d  not in 
labour force categbries )/additional work (for emplcye d categor ies)  

(ii) whether seeking o r  avrtilable f o r  work f o r  the first time (for unemploy- 
ed category only) 

(iii) effortl j  made to get workladditional work 

(iv)' ,for how long seeking or available for work/additional work 

(v) type o f  wo.rk/additional work vought or available f o r  ' 

(vi )  status of work/additlonal work sought or available for 

!lJii) If wa@?/salarfed employment sought withj  n the ~ i l l , ~ / t o n n  of stay, 
then acceptable: 

(a) daily wage 

(ti) monthly salary 

(lriii i whet her w i l l i n g  t o  accept wage/salarie d employment out side t h e  
village/town of stay 

(ix) if willing, acceptable: 

(a) daily wagc 

(b) monthly salam 

?'hese pmbing questions apart, a second. set of probing ques$.i:ion~ were 

alao canvnssed in the 32nd' round aurvey exclusively for _ ._.__.._ those _ _  .__,-__ classified ____.._. zccord- . --.-.- 

i s  ts  ~surd. status as engage - -....-. ---- d .i,nn.mest~c_~c~~&~_s with a view to eliciting 



wnether tn.2~ xoul.3. n:pi3r.t 11,s ccv:~ilnSle f'oq work if work kiss provided ai thc.ir 

residen.i:co etc.  This ascond set u f  probee cc.nsinted of the following:- 

(i ) whethcrr it w-~s n~coos i : . , y  t o  syand most of t h e i r  dz,?.ys 6.n ?ornostic 
d . ~ ~ t i e s  Lrnost t t=ro.ugh~ut  th,: yens. 

(ii) the xlL2rLaon f o r  asual s.t.k:wbment kr., do:~ey , t i~  duties 

(iii ) slongwi t h  domestic dutit..js whsth~r c . ~ r r i c d  D U ~  T ~ S O  r eguhr ly  

(a) free c o l l e c t i o n  fish, n i l : d l  t yxca ,  wi ld  fruits e t c .  fur house- 
 old consn~ption 

(b) free collection of fi=-wood, cowdung, cattle f e e d  etc. fir 
house hold cc>nsumption 

(c) asintcnancz of k i t c h e n  gardan, orchards etc. 

3 )  w ~ r k  i n  hol~sehold po-d t ry ,  Lziry e t c  

(e) sewine, ta i lor ing e t c .  for household use 

( f ) tutori. ng cf c h i 1  dm.n 

(8) briagira wstar f r o m  outaide the villages ( f o r  rum1 areas on'ly'j 

(iv) i n sp i t a  of the y r e - o c c ~ ~ p a t i o n  i r ~  d o m u s t i c  d u t i e s ,  ,whether willing to 
a%2~~jLl.t: work if wnrk is nwie .:,vfi51.nlblt~ ;.~t t n c i r  houses. 

(v) if willing, t he  n.aturs of ~ o r l c  .R.c~eptabk 

(vi ) type nf work 2-ccep.tsblo 

( v i i )  w h e t h e r  tiley h:;ve skill or i?xpel.i;lr.ce to mnd.ertake the work 

(viii) what assista.nce they need to undertake the w r k  

61.7 Activ-i ty cntc:@ry 97 r It is w e l l  known thxt nomslly n part of the 

tote1 to or kina t i i l ; ~ ~  af tbc W O I D ~ : ~  11sua.lly engaged in hclusdbultl duOies is opcr,t' 

on certain ~9,ctiviti -l n to nc::.t household needs. These act iYit ies  axe cor?siLsmtl 
I 

ga infu l  if t h a  gclr;:'is or services proc2ucer3 as a , m s ~ d t  of such work are i:ss@.nl 

t.i.ally 6or sale, It was generally f e l t  that i nformation on %hi$ aspect ~f 

pnrticipation in h o ~ ~ s s b o l d  ac,tivi t i e s  of persons, mostly wo~nen, classif ic:d 

according t o  usud status as rengzged in danestic dutiesr c~ould n o t  be ob.tained 



fmm the 27th r~untl survey. I n  the 52nd mund survey, thexefore ,  attempt 

was meda  to sub-8ividc persons who usually remzin predominantly e n e g e d  

in domestic duties i n t o  t w o  sub-categorise, m~mely, (i ) enp&ed cxclusiv~ly 

in domestic dut ies  znd (ii) ongaged i_r? dome:?tic duties as well as in t he  

activities like free col lect ion of f i s h ,  amall g m e s  e t c ,  1i.sted above. 

The adopt im of t h i s  new approach w.zs intended to ascertain to w h a t  ex-tent 

Cheso activities for household use cornbinid with puraly doc.estic duties 

l ike  cooking, maring of chi ldren,  o kc.  
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