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There are wwo azjor cempeting explanations for the rc—lal'l'
betwesn t..: hous.hold and the par’ icipation of women in the
One exp.anation states that fomale labour foree participaticn is conditi.
by childbenring ani rearing and by women's misponsibility for domestice
wrk. Thus the rise in labour force participaticn rates in wost Western
{ndustrialized countries during this century is trucad to the decline in
fertility and dramatic changes in the tectnol gy »f hcusewsrch.,  Labour

force participation, in this theory, if residual %o women's responsibility

for child~care ~nd other domestic work,

While not denying women's primary resgponsibility for domestie work, the
alternative .theory places greater emphasis on the economic pressures that
necessitate women'searning cash incomes through work outside the home.j-’/ In
a situation wherc 2 hownsehold docs not have access to sufficient 2eonomic
regources for its on;-going reproduction, women may hzve to participate in
vage lavour regerdless of childcare or domestic work. The latter work is
then "man-7ed" 1n a variety of wayra including the extensicn of the woman's

working d2y. In this case, therefors, it is domestic work that pecomes, in
some sense, Lesidual vo participation in the labour force. The pricrity
given to earning 2 cash incame narises from the faet that modern day donsstic

york to a onsiderable exient involx}es the transformetion «f purchassd com-

podities fEnto consumable forsm as well ag maintenznce activitys the first

regnivement is thereforc te hage access to the commodities themszlves cither

through own prodnction or through cash,.

The actual experience of any country or region will obviously depend on
how widespread is the phenomenon of economic pressure. In a country like
India where a gignificant proportion of the populatinn is below the sfficial

peverty line, and as many is 3Ph '2‘/Of rural households obtaln their principa’

2d at the Workshop on "The Fanily 2nd Women's Subordinati.a® a.
> los anles, Bngnta, Colombia, august 6-11, 1984. ¥e are grate
Vaidyanathan for stimulating ldiscussion, questions and suggest



A wage labour, we would axpeot quite .z large proportioa of rural
women te be under pressure te participate in the labour force. Child-care

2
and domestic work are ndot  entirely without explanatory vower however asg we

ghall gec.

We examine two main hypotheses about India in this paper. First, dvi-
ding women's work into three types ~ (i) pirticipaticn in the traditionally
defined labour force, (ii) domestic work plus activities such as fuel eolle—
etion, animal carc ete, (iii) domestic work alOHQZ/; we expect to find that
labour forece participation will inecrease with poverty; 2nd among women who
do domestic work, the share of those who do nnly domestic woerk will itself
ba negatively correlatad with poverty. Second, the impprténce of ehildcaxe
and domestic work will detemnine which women (by ege and martial status)
within the household will do which type of work, but will neot affect overaﬂ
labour force participation. Family structure varizbles such as overall house
hold size, the dependency ratio or the prescnce of muclear versus joint fagi-
lies zre ncot, we believe, the dominant variables detemmining female labour
force participatioﬁ in India, although we try 4o contml for family gize
later in the papexr. These vafiablcs are more likely to affect the divisios
of work =mong women (a2s in the second hypothesis above) but it is difficuld
to test this with the data at our disposal. We turn now fo examine more
systematically the precise meanings of the diffexent types of work mentioned
above that are discussed in this paper.

Mational level enquiry ints the durttion and conposition of domestic work
has rarcly been wndertaken anyvwhere in the world to date. The National Sample
Survey in its 32nd Round on Pmployment and Unemployment made a modest begin—
ning in this direction. #4lthough these date are somewhat limited in the

scope of questions asked and in the category of perscns covered, they,



result of one of the firat large-sdale attempts to investigate and quantify

domestic lubour; as such, they me: it serious attenti o from analysts of women's

work,

It should be borne in mind in this context that the content of domestic
work varies gignificantly across gocleties, between rural versus urban dual-
lers, and across. soci-aeoonomié c]_.as;;:tes within a society. . In particulaxr, in
partly ?commoditized® rural societies, the dividing line between domestic
work and what data-gathering agenoi‘es-‘ea,li “’ecoi;omic actvity* i quite i‘uzzy.y
Thisg ambiguity is an ospeot of the work itself as well ag of the time-~digpo-
sition of those who do t?}e woﬁc. ¥or example, should work in houschold
poultry or animal care for family consumptioﬁ be considered part of domestic
Qork ar eéonomic.activity? The fact that thé product is for home eonsumption
does not define the work zs non~economic, since agricultural work for home
consumpbion is usually treated as economic activity. Furthemore, a woman
may lock aftezj the animnls in between cooking meals, washing cl\othes ete.,
pmaking a sa*rict timebased divimion hetween diffe_z:ent types of activi‘t.;y.r quite
difficult. It is possible to visualize a range of tasks (typically though
not :xclusively performed by women) such ag fuel gathering, kitchen gardening,
poultry/animal care, water collection among .otlwr.s, which are fraught with
such ambiguity in terms of their content, location and time disposition, but

which are of considerable importance in rural Indian 1life.

- The National Sample Survey in its 32nd Round distinguished between a
person who "attended domestic duties only™ (code 92) and one who "attended
domestic duties and was zlso engaged in free collection of goods {fish, small
game, wild fruits, firewood, cowdung, cattlefeed ete) for househnld consumption,
maintenance of kitchen garden, orchards etec., work in household poultry, |
dizry etc, sewing, tailoring, weaving ete. for household use, wtoz‘lng children
or bringing water\frbm other villages" (code 93). Ccdes 92 and 93 together

ineluds all women whoge usunl work is domestic. The detailed data we ghall



examine iu this paper refer to code 93 abové, and thercfore do not strictly

deal with "domestic futies" as defincd by the Fational Sample Survey. They

do, however, provide some detail on precisely the type of ambilguous tagks
discussed earlicer. The next sectinn of the paper discusses the data and

their limitations. This is followed oy three sections, the first on labour
forece participation versus domestic work, the second on the impact of the house-
hold's economic resources on women's work, and the third on the division of
work among women on the basis of age and marital status. & brief discussion

of the coverage, definitions and procedures used in the N3S 32nd Round in

contained in zn Annexurec.

o5/
Data and Limitationéi

The A~ta used here were colleected ds part of the all Indi~ ouinquennial
survey on Employment conducted by the Notional Sample Survey in 1977—78}é/
The published datu are broken down both by urban versus rural households and
across states. In this payer we concentrate on rurnl women alone. For the
purpose 5f 5halysing fhe gignificance of the work included under code 93, there
are three main limitations to this information. First, the survey only
provides information on those women who are not considered workers by “umﬂﬂ
status™. (See Annexure)., This means that we do not have data on the “douhle
burden™ of women who are defined as part of the labour force. For example,
we do not know how many women oombine work such as fuel-gathering or animal
care with working for a money inecome and the more narrowly (_iefined domestio
activities., Iot only can we not assess the content of women's dual work=
burden, but we have algo_to be cautious in analyzing the distribution across
different classes of houscholds of work such as fuel-gathering, since the dis-
tribution of "economically active™ women varies across households, The game

problem would crop up for an analysis across states; we shall discuss it in

more depth later.



The megond problem is that the data contain no time-dispasition, even
of the sort available for other parts of the.32nd Round Survey. To elaborate,
for thoge considered to be part of the labour force by current stutus”

(See annexure ), the survey obtaing their main activity for. each half-day of
the refervncs week.. Thus A swmary time—disposition cver fourteea half-days
isavailable for each person, and is available for eodes 92 or 93. Thus,
while we now know how many women are involved in the different zctivities
listed under code 93 (subject to the first limitation discusszed in the
previous parcgraph), we do not know how wmuch time they spend on sucﬁ x.,vork., nxT
how their”cime is divided betwecn the different azctivities. Hence, judgements
made about the relative impoi't:emce of different types »f activities included
wdar code 93 are based on the nwaber ~f workers rather than amount of time,

and have therefore to be treated with caution.

The third limitaticn of the data relates to the possible inferences ons
can dray about the relafionship between female un/under-employment 2nd in-
volvement in do;nastio work. It has besn swgrested in the literaturc that
domestio work is a "residual™ activity (especially for women from agricul~
tural labour househclds) which women report themselves to be doing when they
cannot find waged employment,‘ and. that there appears to be 2 seasonil increnae
in the mmber of women engsged in domestic attivities during the lean season
in ggricultural employment l/ With this kind of hy’pothesis‘,in mind, the HSS
enquired int;> the reasons underlylng women's attaohment to domesti€ duties
a8 a "usual status® occupation. However the three alternatives given-
pressing need", Mon-availability of work™ and “other™ = arxe probably insui‘--
ficient to test a hypothesis regarding the putentizl link betwecn unemployment
and doméstic work. The notion of "pressing need” for domestic work is not
adcquately defiped, and it is probable that meny women engaged in domestic

work wuld feel that their work fulfills an impnrtant houschold need, whether



or not their perfomance of.it hzg been catalyzed by nonavallability of
waged suploynent,tnThis potential confuslon could possibly have been avolded
by 2gking a question about akrailabllity of waged work prior to the question
«bow’, nzed for domestic work, and by defining the notion of need more sharply
in terms of the availability of alternative domestlic workers if the woman

were ewnyloyed in waged or other remunerative activity.

It is, of courses, possible that the very high preportion (over 92% for
the country as a whole) of women reporting “pressing need" as the reason for
their involvement in domestic duties 1s an accurate reflection of the priorit-
ies >f thoge women who are in c6des 92 or 93 as their usual status. The hypo -
thesis about seasonal unemployment may, in fact, be properly testable only
for <hose women who reporf domestic work as their oﬁrrent gtatus which would
be more sensitive to secsonzl variations., (See Annexure). Unfortunately,
gucn detalled infonnatién on the ieasonsAfor current status domestic qork:is
not available:é/ Bearing these caveats in mind, we now proceed to.eiamine the

data. We shall rely on usual status data uvnlegs otherwise specified,

Laooux Force Participation - Intexr State Veriations

In neoclassical economic litexature, the participation of wgmen in work
outsiide the home is undexstood to be conditioned by household choices between
income and lelsure, with the former lncluding both purchased gvods and goods
produced at home. Accordingly, women's low labour force participation rates
relatvive to men are seen as the direet mwesult of their comparative advantage
in work within the home, a reflex of the relative wage structure which is
tilted in favour of men. PFeninists have criticized this approach for its
treatment of the household aé a homogenous decismion making unit free of power
rclations, authority and hierarchy. The approach has a2lso been questioned

because it treats the household as an essentially lsolated unit, independent



of goeial pressures, nomms or values. Certainly. in the Indian context, Tew
hovseholds are either homogenous or lnwependent. In nerticular, it has been
extengively observed by anthropolesists and other ficld resesrchers that, in
‘maral India, an improvemeht in the hounchold's economic pogition in terms of
reoess to land or incuimne, ~ften leads to 1 "withdrwal® of women from waged
ggrionltural labour ox Other income-generoting work outside the home. The horas
of the traditicnal caste hierarchy whersby upper caste women's mobility is
regtricted as a mechanign of sexval control wre enmeshed herein with the

removal of women from dircct clasg dominance by larger landowners who hire
agricultural labour. Caste, class nnd gender hiemxrchies are all interwovzn

in these "decisions” which ~ffect women's participation in the Labour force.

Bven ferinist writzrs hrwve not, however, systomatic lly examined
what those women who arc not part of the traditionally defined “labour forc..™
do, Wh2t types of activities are they enghged in? Do they substitute 1ai -
sure for work ~a is often assumed"‘ In the Indian ;"sntexm the shhxp varia-
tions across states in the mral feualc Libour force participation rate (LERR)
mke such questions 2ll the wore interesting. Provious attempts te oxplain
these voriations in terms of émpping patterns or caste divisions have not
been very successful.ﬁ/ an attempt to correlate these variations to differe-
ness in the extent =nd type of work done by wemen In and arcound the home nay,
however, be mors fruitful. Indecd, using the dnta from the Naticnal Sample
Baxvey, we fo\.m'rl. a strong negative correlaticon acrogs states between female
labour force participation and the proportion of the rural female populatiorﬂ—o/
usually engage:d in domestic duties.w (See Table I). Tt is arguable, of
course, that thls correlation is to be =xpected, since mogl wen who are
not part of the traditionally defined labour force are likely to be engeged
in some domestic activity. (Unfortunately, these data cinnot tell us if

labour force participation i1s being subgtlituted by leisure,; since we do not



have time disprsitions available.) What is striking, nevertheless, is thnt
the negative ecorrelatlon between the labour furce participation rate and the

proportion »f women engiged In domestic and other activitlies such as fuel

collection or care of livestyck Ti.e. code 93} is highly significant; indeed

it is more significant than the inverse correlation between LiPR and the
proportion ~f women in domestic duties alon_aw(i.e. code 92). This suggests
that 1n states such as Punjab whe re women's participation in the traditionally
defined lzbour force is low,. women's participation in the type of activities

covered under code 93 is high.

One could argue therefore that if the activities tha.f come under code
94 werc to be acknowledged to indeed be Meconomic™, then the overall rate of
female labour force participation would rise; furthemmore, the inter-gtate
variations in LFPR would decline. Thus fgr the country =s a whole, the LFPR
(for rural women above 5 years of age) increases from 30.51% to 52430/, which
is much éloser $o the mele rafe of 63.66%; and the coefficient of varlation
in the female LFPR across states declines from 0.452 to 0.124. It would
appear therefore that, to a considerable extent, the observed variation in
female labour force participetion rates across states is an artifact created
5y the unjustificd exclusion of a considerable r.'a.n"ge of women's tasks from

go~called "economlc activity™.

Even if the LFPR were adjusted 3o inelude the activities under code
9%, it would gtill be important to know what detemmines whether A woman will
be bart of the traditionally defixied labour force or of code 9%, 1.2,
performing a range of acctivities in and around the home, Given the prevalent
soclal st:;'ucture which permits, indeed encourages, the control of women's
mobility, there exists a hierarchy of female labour which accords the lowest

statna to agrdoultural wage labour, and a higher status to women who work in



Taole T

1 2 3 4 9 6 -

% % % %
all-Inlia 3051 40.23 21.79 18.44 14.34 12.68
Andhra Pradesn 47.90 27.47 11.60 15.87 7.31 5.73
kssam 7.97 54.85 35.71 19.15 18.65  25.67
Bihar 19.93 49.87 . 27.56 22.25 20.55 15.84
Gujarat 33,97 33.90 17.77 15.13 14.64 10,02
Haryana 16.06 52,97 32.18 20,78 17.26 24,59
Earmnataka 39,22 32.92 16.51 - 16.41 11.81 8.46
Kerala 29.74 36 .26 22.28 12.98 9.28  20.56
Madhya Pradesh 43.70 22.85 14.28 13.90 10.59 6.93
Mabarashtra 47.90 23.53 9.88 13.66 7.45 4.04
Ortgga 27.05 14,09 24.62 19.47 7.06  17.27
Punjab 11.77 59.57 41.87 17470 14.61 26,28
Bajastan 39.47 36.60 28.24 8,36 20.00 18.00
Tami 1nadu 42,09 31.93% 15.93 16.00 11.76 7.74
Uttar Pradesh 19.39 51448 21.87 25.61 15.99 8456
West Bengnl 14.33 - 52.20 33,72 18.48 20.39 22.80

Sourcet Sarveghana, Jan-April 1981, ovp.cit.,pp 20, 51, S46 - S87 Q\I._B. There
appears to be some digcrepancy between columns 3 and 4 above which
_were calculated from the detailed tebles on pp S46 = S87 and the dzata
presented in pp 17-18 of Sarvekghanz. We have used the detailed tables
as our source throughout).

!dhax (1) -
(2) -

(3) -
(4) -
(5) -
(€) -

LFPR  (over 5 yeor)

Women usually engaged in domestic Autics (92 plus 93) as a
propordinn of all women over 5 years.

9% ag a proportion »f all women OvVer S years
92 18 4 H} t 1) on L]
Women in fuel collection ~s a proporticn of all wamen over 5:yéars

Woren in dairy, poultry, kitchen garden ctec., as a proportion
of alli women over 5 ycars.

K38 A1l the data used in this paper refer to the "nsunl status" category as
defined jin the Annexure. While the NSS does report the proportion of the
female population engiged in 92 andfor 93 by "current stitus", these data
gre not comparable to the ™usual stutug" data for the following reason.
While the "usual atatus® data on endes 92 wnd 93 refer to women who are
outaide the labour force, the "current status” data on these codes refers
to the time dispoasition of women who are within thelabour forcej the two
are thergfore conceptuarlly not comparable,
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and around the howe. The countoc pressure exerclsed by economic need would
imply that b. th across stotes and acioss housthnlds within o gtobte, the pro-
portiosn of the femule popalotion engrged in eade 93 activities wonld vary
dircetly with the resource position of the household. Using the houschold's
land=hnlding s a ruasonable proxy for the resource porsition of households,

we find that there is indeed 2 systematic risc in the number of women per
housechold aengaged in code 93 activities as houschol! lond-holding incrense
(See Trble II). Across states, the proportisn of woimen engiged in cods 93

(as also code 92 lone activities is negntively correlated with the propor-
tion of 1undlessl§/ houscholds among rural householdsfhi/ {An interesting
point worth noting here is that these‘correlmt;ona break down completely yhen
we ard houscholdS'with 0,01 = 0.49 acres of land which constitut: around
.one—thi#d of rural houscholds) to thé landless households. This scemg to
imply that the possession 0f cven o émall piece of land (up to half an amm)
acts as  significants counter to the necd to gend women to work outgide

:the home).

The above point about the importance or the housghold's ¥Qsource
pésition can be mule diffsrently by examining some of the activities included
in code 93 in greater detall. Of these activitiss twn in particular — frec
collection of fircwsod ete., and work in houschold poultry, dairy, kitchen
gardea etc. each hus amund 60% »f the wowmen who are included in code 93
active in tbem.ii/ These twe suts of activities axe different in that the
second set assumes access te some resocurces such as livestock, or a garden,
while the first set invelves foreging for fusl - an activity more typical of
tho resource=poor. Now: there is a strong negative correlation between the
proportioﬁ of the female populatign sngeged in ithe
seqond get of activities and the trediticnally defined LFPR3 the correlation

with the firsi set ot activities, Ll.¢. fuel gathering, is much weaker 16/
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Land Holding and Domestic Work ~ all Indis

2o L amanne s

Size class of Households 92 + 93 9% 92 Number of women
land possessed (acres) - % % % % in domestic Auties
per househol:l

0.00 without own homestead 1.76 0.66 04,46 0.91 0.33
0,00 with own homestead 1477 103 0491 1.16 051
0,01 - 0.49 33.65 26,53 26.70 26,32 0.70
050 ~ 0.99 6,58 6.70 6.92  5.13 082
1,00 ~ 2,49 17440 17435 18414 16.42 0.88
2,50 = 4,99 16.87 19427 19430 19.24 1.01
500 = 7.49 8.78 10.93 10.62 11.29 1.10
1450 = 9.99 3,76 4.93 4.80 5,09 1.16
10,00 =14.99 4443 5.81 5.40 6.28 1416
15.00 ~19.99 2.0% 2.85 2,70  2.99 1423
20,00 & above 2,95 4056 4.04 5417 1.36

100,00 100.00 100.00 100400 0.88

Source: Sarvekshana, Jan = Aprill 1981, op.cit., pp 9, S 124,
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Thus participation in the traditionally defined labour force is mainly
substituted by resource~based activity around the home such 2s livestock

care ectc., when such resources are available.

Farthermore, if we look_at opouyations, while there is 2 strong nega=
tive correlation across stdies between the proportion of the female population
in code 93 and the proportion who 2re agricultural wage labouﬁers, there is
nd guch correlation for code 92.11/ That is, the lower the proportion of women
in a‘étate who are agricultural wage labourers, the higher the proportion
-engaged in code 93 activitiess women do not however "withdraw" into domestic

duties alone-in such casege

We turn next to examine the houaeholds of women usually engaged in
domestic duties (including both codes 92 and 9%), ag also the age and marital

status of the women themsclves,

Household Economice Fositinn and Demegtic Work

As already mentioned in the previous seetion, the number of women engaged
in domestic duties per househnld increases systematically with the size
clagg of land pogsessed by householdsy this is true both for the counlry
as a whole, and for each state considered separately. (Sce Table ITJ. On
.average, thefe is less than one woman per household whose ugual status is
in domestic dutiess the size class 2.50 = 4.99 acres is the cut-off beyond
which thexe is more than one such woman per household. Put differently,
there is legs than one such woman per houschold in the 61% of rural houge-
holds that operate legs than two and a half acres of land. The need for a
cash income and the paucity of owned resources sends a significant propor-
tion of the women from such households out to work. TFurthermore, as aan be

geen from Table II, land size classes above two and a half acres account for

t



only 39% of all rural houscholds, but over 484 of all women usually engoged

In dmestic “uties.

The above evidence bused on household landholding is weakened by the
faot that houschold size itself inercascs systematically with landholding,
iees households with more land ore generally laxger. Thus, it might be
argued thet, as houscholds become larger, both fhue need for and the availa-
ﬁ)ility of women to be inv:;ived i;_l domestic duties increnses, leading to the
pbaerved positive correletinn of women doing domestic’ duties wi‘th landhslding
size, Since our da.t:a.'.on landholding cannot directly fgfu'te this cc_:njecture,
we tum to data bosed on the houvsehcld's pexr capitr expenditure which would,
by dnfiniti;ny-".-woid the problem posed by the cl_s,ndholding imta.J—B/ from
Tebls TII it.ocan be seen thet these data define relati~>r£ships between female
work and poverty very similar to those given by the previcus landho’lding'
figures, As r;xon‘bhly per capita expenditure increases, the traditionally
defined LFPR declines; on the other hand, the p:cbpr.)rtions of Q-")mcn' in bath
eodes 92 and 93 increase. ‘Also, _if code 9% 1s adrled on to the tmditioné,lly
defined LFPR, the variation clu':mss per capita expenditure elasses declings

sonsiderably.

Thus, the combination of the evidence based on landholding and per
oaplta expenditure lends strong support to the hypothesis that an improvement
in the household's economic positlon leads to ~ substitution by women of
Peconomic activitieg" in 2nd aroun?d Lha home in place »f work done outside
the home. The ccoupaticn—wise data alsc point in this dirvetiosn, Rural
baussholds that obtain the bulk of their income from wage labour constitute
3% of all rural households but account for only 27% of all women usually
engaged in domestic duties. Selfenployed househsolds, on the other hand,
widoh tend to be cconomieally better off, comprice 5% of all householdé but

oot for 67% of the women in domestic duties.la/



Table ITX

o —

Per Capite Expenditure and Domegtic Work - &1l India

[ U VU R

Monthly pexr

CvAn s e A e s e et st .

LFPR+__93

L2293 0 38 92 .

capital.expenliture LFPR Al women A1l women A1l women All women
(Rupees) % % % % %
0.00 =  9.99 7 35.35 25.93% 15,76 10417 5114
10,00 =  19.99 . 40.83 2%.90 16452 7438 57435
20,00 =  29.99  .37.93 29.55 18416 11.39 56409
30,00 = 39499 35.34  33.30 19,09 14.21 54443
10,00 = 49.99 32,44 37 .42 0.3 17.12 52474
50.00 - 69.99 26490 12,04 22,66 19.38 51456
70.00 -~ 99.99 26.84 45.55 23,78 21277 50462
100.00 = 149.99 25.40 48.53% 24.26 24,27 19466
150,00 = 199.99 23,60 50,78 27.23 23.55 50.83
200,00 & above 23,05 54.34 28,63 25.71 51.68
Total 30451 40,23 21.79 18444 52.50;

Sourcet Sarvckshana, Jan - 4prll 1981, op cit., pp 28, $98 ~ 3119,
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Among women who usually do 8~ estic wirk, the distincbion betwoon
thoge who perform Yomestic work sloze (code 92) and thoge who do the work
Included in code 93 zlgo appears to be systematically related $o both house=
hold landholéding and monthlj per capital e;qpémliture. Por India asg a whole,
the ratlo of women in domestic Juties nlone (code 92) 4o all women in Aomestic
Juties (code 92 plus 93) bears a U-shaped relationship to size~class of land
possessed, (See Toable IV). The lowest point of the ratio ie in the size=class
0450 = 0,99 acres. Beyond this point, for the country as a whole ('e.s well ag

for most gtates),. the.re, 1s a ‘clear upward trend in the ratio of 92 to 92

Plus 93, Thus, beyond &‘_poin‘b.&n improvemént in the ‘householrl‘s resource
position leads to a relative increa,ss_; in the number of women englg,od oaly in
domestic works The h.i.gh.rsa.ﬁio‘s in the lowest three gize-clagses 3re more
diffioult to explain, énd we can only gpeculate here about the possible reasons.
First, the two landless classés together account for anly "l . T% of a.li WO
engaged 1n domestie dutiess hence therc may be some small semple problems

here, However this cannot b‘e‘tme +O1 the next size-class (upto 0.5 acres)which
accountg for fully 27% of the women in domegtic dutles. .Second,'- the resourse -
position in these "size—olassc—s may he too poor to allow very much of the
activities 1Inoluded ‘in. ccde 93. Third, these gize-classes probébly acoount

for a considerable proportion of all agricultural labourer's and o.f women who
work outside the homeé since the economic pressure for women to work outside-
is gsevere, it is possible that those women who a0 not w-:ric out‘side are also

incapable of foreging for fuel eto, and may be confined to Jomestic work

alone.

Ag in the division between LFPR and domestio dutles, data based on
landholding are vitlated by the problem of household size. The higher pro=

portion of women in domestic dutles alone way be direct result of the above,
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Tebls: IV

§§_%2§3_ by size clags -f and posscssed
{acres)
Total 0090  0.00 1.00 2.50 5.00 7.50 10,00 15,00 20.00

without with 01— .50= ~ - - - - -

owned  owned .49 .99 2.49 4,99 7.49 9.99 9.99 19.99 *POVe
home-  home--

atead gtead

India A5 64 51 W6 W39 43 46 4T 4T 50 .49 .52
AP, .58 .69 45 61 58 .55 .56 .53 .56 .56 48 65
Assan 35 0 e 39 .34 4 34 35 26 .28 24 42
Bihar A5 W44 A2 3T W32 46 .35 .55 6T W60 W73
Gujarat 28 .69 ST W57 W52 I8 43 W42 39 .38 W51 47
Hardyana <39 1.00 33 .38 .38 W34 W39 W37 W39 .43 W35 47
Kernataka 50 .45 28 .58 .33 .17 W42 W4 W42 W51 W54 .64
Kerala W36 W74 S0 W42 .33 0300 300,38 .36 .16 W44 .19
M.P. 49 .54 65 42 31 A5 A9 A9 .53 A8 A3 <6
Maharashtra 58 .78 L7 59 A5 L4 W51 59 64 65 b1 T
Orissa A4 W37 30 W45 W41 L33 A2 L6 W53 W45 W52 W57
Punjab 30 .28 A5 W31 .32 .25 .25 30 .28 L3031 .54
Rajastan W23 A3 6330 43 .10 19 W25 .48 .25 .20 .22

Tamilnadu «50 .60 W36 54 W50 -1 AB 16 T3 W57 TN Vil

U.P. B 50 B4 85 AT 55 B0 59 .56 .68 69 .82
W.B. 35 .50 39 .32 3 .77 3T .39 .52 W37 .40 .45
R . —

Source ¢ Sarvekshna, Jan—Spril 1981,0p eit., pp 5124 - $145
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rather than of an improved rescurce position per sce To correet for this
Problem, we look at the ratic of 92 tn 92 plus $% across per capits expen-

Ature classes ag before. (Soe Teble V).

Here too, the pattern is gimilar €5 that based on landi~holding, in
fhat bgyond'n. zonthly per capita expenditure of N5.30, there is ~ steady
Encrease in the proportion of women engaged in domestic dutiss nlonc. The
ﬁ- shape ‘in this case ig muc;h?less pronounced,; and the s.mm;z TELELNS CAN

be advanced for it as in the case of land=holding.
, for o

A fifdel point mely be made about the tagks focluded in ceonde 93, A4s
i8 obvious from Table VI, the I;i‘oportion of all women in Jomsstic duties
o are enga.ged in fuel csllecfion has an invexjt__g(? I -~ shape vis a vis
la.nd—holding, tending to drap off sharply after the o.SOI‘- 0499 acres
slze=clags. On the »ther hé.;l:l, the pmoportion engaged in amiinal care etc.
_i‘ises gharply upg to the same size-class, but remalns falrly stable th;;xﬁafte”r.
1t v01‘11d appear,therefore, that the size=class 0.50 -~ 0,99 écros isA Some
sort of turning I;oint for the digtribution between 92 veJ_;s..u's. 9%, as well as .
for the relative importance of fuel cellection versus enimal carc etc. The

pattern for 4liffei‘ent.states, while broadly similar, are hoywever hy no

means identical. -



Taeble V

—22__

52493 by hcusehold monthly per capita expendiwure

—
0.00~ 10,00~ 20,00- 30.00-~40.00-50,00-70.00-100,00~150,00- 200,00
Total 9493 19499 29.99 39.99 19.99 69499 99.99 149.99 199.99 ani

_ L above
India A5 W39 W3 W39 A3 W16 W46 4B .50 L4
AJ, . 58 .68 .56 .52 51 .58 .56 .S58 5% 64
Assam 35 1.00 W35 W39 W35 W32 W36 W37 4,29 W43
Bihar W45 W26 06 .28 W34 W43 AT W54 5 W49
Cujarat 28 - .22 .50 55 W49 . W46 A2 53 9
Haryana ¢39 - «30 37 A1 337 37T 390 L 40 A2
Karnataka +50 .66 57 ' .50 55 a8 ST 449 . 16 50
Kerala 36 .40 .28 .40 .38 .38 .40 33 30 2
M.P.. 49 0 23 32 36 W4T W51 .58 2 6
Mebareshtra .58 0 ST .50 W52 W57 W57 .57 .1h 0 o6
Orissa 440 35 37 .39 40 W5 .55 5
Punjab .30 1.00 0 21 W36 W32 W30 .29 .30 .
‘Rajastan 25 0 54 .20 .23 6 .23 .24 .27 . |
T.N. .50 0 .32 v A9 A8 W46 .55 .58 ﬂ
U.P. 58 0 36 .52 W56 58 .58 .58 .60 L5
V.B. .35 .67 .25 W24 29 .36 «36 +39 48 N |

Sourcet Sarvekshana, Jau ~ bpril 1981, op.clt., pp S98 - S119 .
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Table VI
Womcn engaged in "free colliostion of firewood, cowdung ete! and

“york in Kitchen garden, pouliry, diary etc™.as % of

engaged in domestic duties - all India

E_:-,.._.._,.....,. P e ma e mae s D e e = e e

8ize clags of

kalgl;gsgossessed | Firgw%r;qd | .Daé.g
%.00 without -
ewned homestead 27 .12
.00 with owned

hemestead -39 .18
4001 - 0,49 W4 .25
£:50 = 0.99 .46 .36
£,00 = 2.49 .39 34
2:50 = 4499 .34 .35
5400 = 7.49 .30 35
7450 = 9.99 .29 .36
10400-14.99 .27 .33
15+00-19.99 26 .33
0 & :;bove ez .32

Total .36 .32'

Sourcet Sarvekshana, Jan - April 1981, op cit., p.S124.
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fge and ¥arricez: Based Division »f Female Work

In th' > = »iion we e¢x~mine th- age an? marital - status vased division
of female work. ‘< wish trnerehy to obtain a clewsrer picture of which women
Vithin the anueob»? ' =-tieipate in which types »f work, anc how different
types of work is izlribute? among the women ~f the household, a*_nccor‘iingly
We oxamine the ¥vllowing eategories of work - paﬁtici];.:atio'n in the tradition-
ilely defined loboux :i"c;rce, domestic duties alone-(code 92), do:n'estiiz plus
other activitics {inis 95},'fuul collection, and care of livestock. It ig
tme that thero in cc-z:ei\jle%rable overlap betweon age and marrig‘o:j categories,
but the two arc woy identical. For exampie , while t..he age=group 15 «~ 59
aceounts. ('not .m:-p,risingl.ir) for dver 90% O‘_f' those “ourrcntly ma'_z;:'ried’-', there
lare gignificani a° E'L‘cel’enceé in toms nf work betweer;»the age—gmuﬁé 15«29,
30-44, and 45@;}‘ Pava A éepamte consideration of the age divisions is well

worth our why 2.

Table V2" one VITY presents both thcagé—wise participation in different
ﬁfpes of work, « .. thi ddstribution of work across :Li.fferent age-growps. 1t
Bppears that. vl cenesy all wonen in the age-groups 15-59 participate In
gome type of vzt (L¥PR, 9% or 92), only 25% of those aged 5-14 and 486 of
thoge above 60 o any sort of worke This is naturally explained through the
BEportance of school=#clng, youth, age, illness or I)énsion support in these

BEE Eroups.

For al'l. 236 rroups cxoept‘ 30=-44, domestic duties (92 plus 93) aceount
formore women ' or LFPR. In the group aged 30-44, Aparti.cipation in the
traditionally defined .1abou'r force is as important as Jdomestic work, Within
domegtio work i%tself, porticipation in code 9% activities is about the same
for adult able bodied women inthe groups 15-29, 30-44 and 45-59, This is also

reflacted in th:iv perticipation in fuel gathering and animal carc. However,
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Table VII

Women's work participation by 2ge - all India

bttt = et 7+ s A 1 2

Age-group LR 92+93% 93 92 LFPR - Firewood Dalry
(years) All women All women All women 93 gte ete
. £11 women All women All women
% % % % % % %
5= 14 9413 16.17 BeT7 8461 17.90 6.92 1.04
15-29 3971 56 .83 29.75 27.08 £9.46 18444  17.2
30=-44 49.16 49,88 29,22 20.66 78.38  18.96  17.98
45-59 N6 51447 28,37 23,10 69.98 18,93 17.64
60 & above 15.99 32,27 . 14.67 17.60 30.66 2.58 8.5%
Total 30,51 40,23 21,79 18.44 52.30  14.34  12.69

Table VITII

Work distribution by age - all India

- -~

A -group' 411 wonien - LFP 9249% 93 92 Fl.rewood Da.ir;':to
years) % % % % % Bte % %
514 31,25 B.07 12,56 12,58 12.55 15.08 10.35
15-29 28.77T 37444 40.64 39429 42425 36498 39.01
30=-44 20.03 32428 24480 26,87 22.45 26,48 28,02
45+59 12446 16,99 15.94  16.23 15.61 16445 17,32
‘60 & above. T.49 3493 6.0 504  T15 5.00 5.03

100,00 100400 100.00 °~ 100,00 100,00 100,00 100.00

Sources Sarvekshana, Jan - April 1981, op eit., pp 10, 21, S46
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Barticipation in domestic duties alsne (eode 92) is much greater for those

Bged 15-29. than fox those in the succeeding age~crup.-

It would appear fron the above thut ’che. relative Ilmportznce of tra-
Qitiphal labour 'f-n:nl'c-a participation versus lomestic work elone is exactly
feversed for the -twa adult age-'g-@‘,ups,l 15-29 and %0~A4. This view is stre—
ggthene'.d.. ift-.wé éxaminq _'t_hc Aistribution (as distinet from participation)

j»,f different .ty'pes of work across the Ia_,ge gmupé." The disproporbionslity
E—ndex&/ for labour forcg 'papticipation is highest for the age-group 30-44i on
BKhe otherllhnind:, the index for code 92 is highest for the age-group 15-29.
There are no Isignificant_ differcnces ir the disproportionality index for

00(19 93 'acrossﬂthe three adult age=groups 1n the range 15-59. We c¢an conclude
;{imm thlis discussion thot womeh,aﬂged 15«29 are particularly responsible for
?omes{:ic duties aldné. “ Marriags and hence child=~bearing is probably a major
factors This can be seen from the fact that fpr the 1% of worcn in this
age-gr*up who have never been maryicd, the disproporti')na;ity index for

eode 92 is only 1.1, compaz;ed to 1.6 for the currently married. ige per

Be alppe."xrs to be _less'imporﬁfmt than marltal status in this case., The older’
&eééfoup above 60 yenrs par':tici_patea less thaﬁ proportionately in all werk
;éixcep’t.: donestic dutics alone (eode 92) for which their ddgproportionality

l.ndsx is 2lmost one.

The evidence by marital status does not appear to add significantly
b what has already been discussed. (Seo Tables IX and X). In particular,
¥ 3o not unfortunately have LFPR data clagsified by marital status. This
makes i‘b._,impoasible to know how many »f thusc women who have never been
l‘l,arried'or are widowed, separated ste. participate in the tmditional labour
Eorce vis—a_vig domestic werk. In conclugion, it scems that while across

states and across hougeholds, code 9% activities arc the maln substitute for
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traditional labour force participation, it is code 92 (Acmestic work alone)
that becomes the principal substitute zerosg age and mardital status. Thisg is
reflective of the relative importance of access to resources in the fomer

cage, and of work division_g}ﬁﬁ%g‘ﬁbe.hgugehp}q“}p the latter,

Table IX

Women's work participation by marital status - all India

Marital 92493 9% _92 _Firewood oto  _Dairyeto
Status 411 women &1 women - All women @ All women All women
e %% % % _ %]

Wever married  19.64 - 10.77  8.87 7454 5466
Currently married 56.15 30,48 25,67 19,66 ' 18.14
Others 30,49 15480 14.69 10494 9,30

Total 40,22 2179 18.43 14,34 12,69
o s aimn e men . |
Table X

Work distribution by maritel status = all Indic

Marital © A11 women 92493 93 | 92 Fiféwood etc Dalry etc
Status % % % % . .%
Never married  35.57 = 17.37 17.58 17412 18,63 15486
Currently 5
married 52.97 73.95 T4a11 73475 72.63 75474
Others 14 .46 8469 8.3 9413 8474 8.404
100,00 100,00  100.00 100.00 100,00

Sources Sarvekshana, Jan - ipril 1981, op cit., p 846.



25

E‘ nelusion

The evidence presented in this paper does seem to support the view
that, in India, women participatc in the traditionally Jdefined labour force
In response to cconvmic need, However, when women "™withdraw'" from such work,
they tend t& substitute it with a range of "economicW activities in and
ground the home, 2nd not domestic work alohe. Pure involvement in domestic
fork appears to be the prescrve of mainly well-to-do rural women; only in
BousehoIds with land ové:r: 10 qorés or monthly wer capita expenditure over
h.‘ 150 &é)éé:'the m_.zmbe'r of such women become greater than the number involved
in gome Meconomic activity? I.%veftheless,’ even In poorer hoﬁsehol:ls, married
Fomen in t.he-' principal .childbearihg age group are disproportionately engaged
in domes”:t'ic duties a.lone.‘ Thue, both cconcmic need and résponsibility for

Bhitld~care affect women's work but in somewhat different ways.

In what waiy work affeots women's status in society or within the hume,

21/

Br worien's ~wn self-perceptions is -~ matter‘ for on-going debate ' Since
Fenen's lai)our force partieipation i.s: maj.z"lzl.y' conditioned by ngnomid need,
ﬁis paper reinforces the view that by J.tself labour fore: p@rbici_ﬁétion'
Rnnot significantly lmprove women's status in society at 1grge. The ‘clags

osition of the large numbers of poor and desperate women seeking jobs g

[Bkely to be » more basic determinant of their social status.

Vig—a~vig the home, however, 1t is no doubt true that woemen whn
wotk outeide have greater mobility and flexibility, though still bounded
within socially defined limits that are much stricter than those that
operate for their male counterparts.ga/ Whether thelr status within the
Pme Inproves in meaningful ways such as a2 grenter voice in househald
dfénciaions,v a larger share in household regources, or contrel over income does

not appear certaln. There geems to be 2 growing oconsensus in India that



. labour force participation in .;ltself does not significantly improveiwomen's
gtatus in the home. is long as women's clalms o the household's resources
contlnue to be exerclsed through men (b!cusba.nds or gons), their contribution
to the household's income disappears without a trace, as 1t were, into the
howugehold. Independent access to resources -throngh changes in inheritance
systens ag well as systematic female employment creation By the gtate are
both therefore vitally necessary. The emerging view that women's enbordi-
nation is multi-faceted and requires simultaneous effort on many fronts
would mean that no single aspect can be imolated as either the causé] or

the molutione
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0tnotes
(1) Tt may, of course, bc possible THr women to oarn cish thro uﬁh putting—

out work donc at home; however trafitional umnlayment of this type
appearg to have becen'"le.clinim’ in India,

(2] a.rvekshanr, vole IV, nose 3 & 4, Jan-ipril 1981, p.Y.
(3) More preslise dufinitiong of these tyres are given latera

( ) See LyBeneria, “iccounting f)r Woman's Work", in Women nnd Development -
The Sexuzl Divisioa of Labgur in Rural Socx tles,-(ﬁzﬂ L. Beneria,

Praeger Publ., 1382.

(5) It is possiblc to skip this section -nld still follow the subst'mcc, of the
paper for those o inclined,.

(6) The available data on. “Womer'e Activitics ir Rursl Iniia™ have been
published in Sarvekshunc, op.cite. Ffurther results are contained in
Sarvekshana, vol ¥, nos. 1 & 2, July-Oct>. 1981. 'hese are extensively

uged in this paper,

(7) 'Ses P. Bardhin, “Scme Employment and Unemployment Characteristics of
Rural Vomens An Analysis »f KS§ Nata for West lengal, 1972-73"
Beonomice And Political \-Je_c-:klx, eview of Agriculture, March 1578.

r— v r——

(8) fLeross stotes there 1s a rank eorrelation of = 0.714 (significant at
1% level) betwezn the proportion of the femule population over 5 years
of age who are in code 92 or 93 and the proportinsn unemployed by gurrent

daily statug. There waz no correlation by usual status.

(9) See L. Gulati, "Female work participation ~ a study of inter-atnte
differences™, Hconomic and Bolitical Weekiy, Jan 11, 1975, pp 35=42.

(10) tnless st ted tc the contrary, zll data in this paper refer to rural
women abcve 5 years Of age.

(11) The rank correlation for 15 stabedio-0,955 (significant at C.1% level).

(42) The rank correlaticn for oode 93 is — 2.098 (significant at 0.1%), and

for code 92 1s = 0,727 (significant at 1%).

(13) The National Sample Survey includes among the landlegs those who own

thelr hopesteads.
(14¥ The rank correlaticn for code 93 is -~ 0,602, and for code 92 is ~0.5T79
(eignificant at 5% lovel)

(15) These sub=categories are not mutuwally exclusive.



(16)

(n

(18)

(19)
(20)

(1)

(22)

28

Renk oorrelation of LIPH with dairy, powltry, kitchen garxden edc. ig
=0.877 (0.1% gignificance lev:l), but only =0.580 (5% significance
level) with fuel collection.

The rank correlation for code 93 is —0.854 (0.1% significance level)y
but =0.379 (not significant) for code 92,

Housechold per caplta expenditure has been extensively used as a

proxy for poverty in Indian poverty studies, While this measure
appears to ovoid the problems posed by household slze, it has recenily
come under attack as being a misleading indieator ofpoverty. See

N, Krishnajl, "Family size, levels of living, and differential mortality
in rural India: some paradoxes™, Beopomic and Political Weekly, Feb,11
1964, pp 248-258. a

See Sarvekebana, Jan-ipril 1981, opecits, ppe 8 20d S5,

The disproportionality index 1s explalned most clearly by an examples
If women in the dge=group 30-44 constitute 20.,0%3% of the-total female
population and 32.28% of the total no. of women in the labour-forgs.a
then the disproportionality index is 32.28 #ivided by 20403, i.c. 180
It is a way of normalizing the share of a particular group by its share
in the labour force that 1s more than proportional to 1ts share in the
population, the index makes 1t pogsible to compare and rank such group
according to the extent of ddsproportionzlity. Similar indices oan be
congtructed. for any variable. ' T

For example, the scssions on ™ork and Employment® at the Second National
Confexence on Women's Studies (Trivandrum, Indiz; April 9-12, 1984)
discussed these questions at great length.

See G.S&n, "Subordinntion ané sexuael control comparative view of tha

_ control of women®, forthcoming, Review of Fadical Political Feonomiod
1984



ARNEX—aT*

SALIENT FEATURES OF THE CONCEPTUAL FRAME
AND THE DADA COLLECTION PROCEDURE

AI.1 In the second quinqﬁennia,l survey on employment and Unemployment
carried out by the NSSO in its 32nd round (July 1977 - J{me 1978) survey
Speration, acmprek.ensive da,’ca_on the enmployment and unemployment situation in
theg:obuntr'y were collested. The first quinguennial sur‘_reylwa.s sarried out
in $he 27th round (Sevtember 1972-October 1973). In fomﬁatﬁg the Survey

Ques}ionnaii;e and also in standardising the procedure of data colleetion both
in the firgd and the second survey, almost all the recommendations of the
Expe_.‘vré Commii;tee on Unemployment Eatimates were taken into congideration.

The bagis conceptual frame remaini: g esséntially the same for both these
surveys, gome important changes, however, wers introduced in the second survey.
Fhe salient features of this are wscussed bx:iefly in the following paragraphs,

bringing out ‘the changes intmduce in the second survey.

ATL.2 Zhe main objective cf tiese surveys was to measure, in quantitative
terms, the pattern and characteristics of all activitieg (aleo iractivities)
including employment and unemployment of the total population and of the
different sub-poputations homogenous with respec;,t to varicus social and
economic characteristics pertalning to households and individuals. In achi-
eving this objective, the main nperatioﬁ oi‘ the survey was to classify the

population into different activity categories, independently, by using three
different approaches, namely, (i) the usual status approach, (ii) the current
veekly gtatus approach, and (iii) the current day status approach. The

various activity categories, adopted for the purpose, were as under:
IS
* JOURCE: SARVEKSHANA, JANUARY - APRIL - 1981, pp 65 - 68.
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description of the anctivity
category

(17

P P s

category code

(2;

iy s ¢

Working with an employer under obligation but work not
gpecifically compensated by any wage/salary

Worked (self-employed) in househéld enterprises
Worked zs helper in housechold enterprises

Worked ags regulir salaried/wage employee

worked asg casualiwage labour in public works
Worked as casual wage labo;r in other typeé of work

Did not work though there was work in household
enterprise

byl

Did not work but had regular salaried/wage employment

Sought work
Did not seek but wag available for work
Attended educational institutions

Attendéd domegtic duties only

Attended domestic duties and was also engaged in free

collectlon of goods (Vegetables, roots, fire-wood, cattle

feed, ete), sewing, tailoring, weaving, etc., for
hougehold use

Too young to work/to attend school/to seek employment
014 and disabled

‘Rentiers, pensioners, remittance recipients, etc.
Beggers, prostitutes, etc.

Others

Did not work due to temporary sickness (for casgual
workers only) ' '

LI

01 = 04
1
21
31
41
51

82 .
9
92,

94’
95
96 -
97
98
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- The activities 1iéted under the category codes 01 to 71 were considered
gainful activities and persons aésigned any-one of thege activities were
treated a9 'working' (or employed). - Persons assigngd activity category
codes 81 or 82 wewe trezted as 'secking and/ow availuble for work! (oz un-

employed). The remaining persons i.e. the persons assigned any of the

activity catagory codes 91 to 99 were treated as 'not available for work'

(Q.‘—L‘,Q‘?j{ An labgg;__foroe)‘. ‘The data on activity particulars of the pexsons

were, however, tabulated only for population of é.ge 5 years andé above by
certain social and gconomic sharacteristics of households‘ a.nd individuals',
ﬂu;m as, village ‘irrigatisn and crop pattern, household groups, household
land possessed, _per-capita monthly househoid eipenditure ,. house.hold industry
and c;coupations, etc., and also by mex, age, educatibn, irdustry and ocoupa=-
tibn, etc, ~C individual members of the households with a view to raaking the‘

date amenable for further analysis in disaggregated groups of homogenous

sub=pcpulzticnsg. |

AI.3 Classificubion according to usuwal status approach: In the 32nd
round survey, for classification of pepulation jnto various activity catego-
.ries according to usual status, persons were first classifj:ed into three
major activity status, namely, 'working', 'seeking and/or available for work'
and'not available for work' on the bagis of the me,jor-time-gpent criterion
with reference to the period of 365 days preceding the date of survey.
Accordingly, one was categorised as 'working' if one was xeported to be
engaged for relatively long time during ﬁhe reference period in one or more
of the gainful activities (ocategory c;odes 01~51), 'seeking and/or available
for work! if one was reported to be either 'seeking or available for work'
(category code 81 or 82) for relatively long %ime during the same reference

period and 'not available for work' if one was reported to be not available
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for work during the major time of *he reference perind. Within each of
these three broad groups of categories, the detailed activity status catex
ries were tnen determined by the same major-tims-spent criterion. This
precedure of cléssification of persons by activity status categories market
a clear deparbure from the procedure adopted in the 27th round survey. In
that survey, the status category corresponding to the zetivity a person pursued
for a congiderably long period in the immédiate past (say, oné year or go)
and which the person was likely to continue also in future was considered
his/her usual activity status. But in a situation where a person pursucd
more than one activity ln the immediate past, the statué corresponding to
his/her currept activity which was likely to contimeé in the future also was
considered his/her usual activity even whea the activity which w;s disconti-

mied wag the doninant activity during the past one year or so,

AI.4 Classification_according to current weekly stétus appioach:
Tn poth the 32nd and the 27th round surveys classification of popwlation
azccording to current weekly 'status was done in two stages‘considering their
activities during the reference period of geven days preceding the date of
survey, In the first‘stagE, a person was categoriged zs 'working', 'szexing
and/or available for work® or 'not avalable for work' by adopting a priority
rule, Under the-ruie, the status of ‘'werking' got ?riority over the status

of 'seeking and/or available for work' and the latter in turn, got priorit;

over the status of 'not available for work'. At the second

stage, the detailed activity status category was assigned to the peraon
within two of the three major atatus groups, namely, 'working' and 'not
in labour force! by adopting major—time-spent criterions Engagement of a

pefson in «n activity for at least one hour on any one day of the reference
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week was ‘oonsidered sufficient to br-at him/her as eng:ged in that activity.
Thus a person was considered 'working' if he/she was reported to be engaged in
one or more of the gainful activities (category codes 01-71) for at least

ope hour on any one day of the reference week and the detailed acj;ivity'status
category corresponde;d to the one of those different gainful activities (categ’mr:
qedes 01=71) in which he/she spent relatively long time during the week. Each
person was thus assigned a unique activity status for i?he week. .Agg‘regates of
#ersons under the different activity statuses provided the distribution of

person by activity, on an average, every week of the survey period of one year.

AI.5 Clagsification acccrding to current day status approach: -The
activity pattem of the population particularly in the unorganised sector is
sich that a person might be pursuing more than one activity during a week and
ssmetimes even during a day. Some people especially women-might undertake
wminal wo:;k in their household enterprises along with other hon-_-ga.inful acti-
vities, thus pursuing both gainful and non-gainful activities on the sanfe day. _
In adopting thc current day status approach, therefore, attempt was made to
account for two major activities pursued by 2 person on each day of the seven
iays reference week ailocating 'half day' to each activity. The unit of
tlagsification, according to this approach, was thus half day though the data
vere collected for all the seven days of the reference week. In assigning
the activity status on a day, a person was considered 'working' _(or émployed)
for the entire day if he/she had worked 4 hourg or more‘ on the 3day, and assigned
the one or two (as the case may be) work activities (01-71) to which he/she
isvoted the working time. But if the work wag done for one hour or more but
less than 4 hours, he/she was sonsidered 'working'(or employed) for half ’da.y
wd 'seeking -available for work' (or unemployed) or 'not available for work'
(or a0t in labour force) for the other half of the day depending on whether

he/she was seeking/availahle for work or not on the day. On the other hand,
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if a-person was pot engaged in any ~ainful work even for one hour on the
day but was seeking or available for work for four hours or more, he/she
was consldered 'unemployed' for the e¢ntire day. But if the reported availas
bility for work was for less than four houxrs only, he/she wag considered
'unemployed’ for half day 2nd 'not in labour force' for the other half of
the day. A person who neither wes having any gainful work to do nor wasg
available fo;.work even for half of the day was considered 'not available
for work' (ox not in labour force ) for the entire day and assigned the one
or two of the non-gainful activity statuses which he/she had during the &wé
The 1ggregﬂte of person~days 8o clasgified under the dlfferwnt activity
categorlﬁs for all the seven days of the week divided by seven gave the disq
tribution of pérsons (strictly speaking, person-days) per day, by activity

category on an average‘évery day of the survey period of one year.

A4.1.6 Probing Questions: The data on the activity situation of the
population —emerated through the aﬁ:ption.of the threc diffgrenf approaoheﬂ
do bring out the different facets of the characteristics of the various
activities pursued by persons including the characteristics of employment,
and unemployment. But, as for classification of the population by the
activit& (or insctivity) categories, use of such criteria as major time dig«
position, priority treatment etec. becomes unavoidable, oertain facts of t@
acuvivity situation capéble of throwing up ;nfonpation 1o prove r: disn*ﬁV@
certain hypotieses often made kn analysing the activity sitwation get mgmfed
ged 1n the process. For instance, information on (i) the nature and extent
of multiple activites pursued, the extent of uAderutilisation, the nature and
extent of the expressed willingness to do additional work etec. for the
persons clasgified ag employed and (ii) the types of work degired, efforis

made to get work, the extent of mobility in securing work e¢tc. for those
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clasgified «s unemployed or gtudents or engaged in household duties etc. acco-
rding to usual status get concealed in this process of analysis. It is with
the objectives of also obtgxiriing information on these a2spects of the employ-
zent situatior that provision was made, first in the 27th round, to introduce
somz additional probing queétions in the survey schedule intended be put to
persons categorised under the various usual zctivity status oategoriés,
Similar probes were undertaken in the 32nd round survey also with some
structural modifi'cations. The set of probing questions formulated for the

jond round survey congisted of the followings—

(i) Whether seeking or available for work, (for unemployed and not in
labour force categoriec)/additional work (for emplcyed categories)

(ii) whether seeking or available for work for the first time (for unemploy-~
ed category only)

(iii) éfforts made to get work/additional work

{iv) for nhow long seeking or available for work/additional work
{v) ty'pe' of wo.rk/a.dditional work wought or availaeble for

(vi) status of work/additional work éought or available for

(vii) If wage/salaried cmployment gought within the village/town of stay,
then acceptable: }

(a) daily wage
{b) monthly salary

{viii' whether willing to accept wa.ge/sa.la.ried employment outside the
village/town of stay

(ix) 4if willing, acceptables
(a) daily wage

(b) monthly salary i

"hege probing questions apart, a second set of probing questions were
also canvagsed in the 32nd round survey exclusively for those _claggified _Aaccorg=

ing to usual status as engaged in domestic duties with a view to eliciting
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infernation on the rmesons for their ususl engygenent in househsld ‘chores,
wnether tacy would riporlt as availadble for work if work was provided 2% their
residences ete. This second set of probes censisted of the followings-
(i) whether it wag nocessiry to spend most of their dsys on domestic
duties 2aimost throughouvt ths year,
(ii) the reason for usual &ttachmentAto domestic dutics
z2longwith domegtic dutivs whether carried out ~lso regularly

(a) froe collsction figh, sunll pumee, wild fruits ete. for hoise
hold consumption

(b) free collection of fire-wood, cowdung, cattle feed etc, for
household consumption

{(¢) waintenancz of kitchen garden, orchards etc.
(1) work in housenold poaltry, dairy ete
(e) sewing, tailoring ete. for household use

(f) tutoring of childrea
(g) bringing water from outside the villages {for rural areas only]

(iv) ingpite of the pre~occcupation in domestic duties, whether willing to
aceu ot work if work is made -wvailable ot their houses.

(v) if willing, the nature of work acceptable

{vi) type of work sccepltable
(vii) whether they have skill or experience to undertake the work

(viii) what assistance they need to undertake the wnrk

6L.7 Activity category 93: It is well kKnown that normally a part of the

totnl vorking time of the wounen usually engaged in housgehold dubkies is spont’

on coertain activities to mest household needs. These activities zre considkered
’ |

gainful if the goods or services produceld as a.result of such work are musen

tially 6or sale. It was generally felt that information on this aspect of

participation in household aectivities of persons, mostly women, classified

according to usuzl status as 'engaged in domestic duties' could not be obteined
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from the 27th round surviy. In the 32nd rcund survey, therefore, attempt
wagg made to sub=divide persons who ugually remzin predoninantly engzged

in domestic duties into two sub-cutegeries, namely, (1) cngerged exclusively
in domestic duties a2nd (ii) engaged in domestic duties as well as in the
activities like free collection of fish, small games etc, listed above.

The adoption of thisg new approach was iantended to ascertain to what extent
these activities for household use got combined with purely donestic duties

like cooking, rearing of children, ctc.
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