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“er discrimi.ation in wages is prevalent in
most wart of tle World and Tamil Eadu, is not an exception.
In tris report‘g;éftempt "as uveen made on the analysis of
forws of discrimi.ation in wages obtaining in Tamil Hadu
over 2 period of 12 years from P 64-65 to 1975—76,
restricting the scope of the study to agricultural labour only,
which 18 the single largest avenue of employnent open to

vomen workers in rural areas.

Ihiru §.N. Balaraman, Deputy Statistical OFficer
assisted by Thirumizthi N.K. Prabha, Statistical Inspector
ipalysed the data and prepared the report under the guidance
of Thiru V.Chockalingam, Assistant Director and Thiru

M.Aa, T2atiff, Deputy Jirector of Statistics.,

Suggestions, if any, for improvement arew elcome.

ph. —-—‘:‘ P -
P‘JtL(U RN I R ‘. Tt PAOMAVATLLT
waliooe % o o

Lew 17 . DIN&CTOR OF STATS TIcs



l.

2.

GONIENTS

Introduction

rends in wage differentials
Open wage discrimination
Female Tasks

Quantum of employment.
Conclusions,

Appendix (Tables 1 to 5)

[ 3

10

11 to 16



1. Ploutiiing Operxrction

L. onwing ond transplontetion

5. Weedin~ znd Inter gultivotion
4. Reepins/Hervesiing ond

. Other winoy onerections.

Ploughing onerstions nre beins sttended to only Ly nen woriers
“nile in other categories, wen ard yomen =lile take part.
Plowehine has, thercfore, Leen dominated ns o wale-tesk by
virtue of the strenous noture and it carried higher waze

rete o5 comwexr~d to othey onerstions. In getual Practice

™

verious tvpes of agriculturol operatinns carried its own wage
:ind femsle farmJaze was lower thean male waze thrmughout the
tuelve yeasr oerird 1964-68 to 1975-76 assgeen from appendix

takle &,

3. Qoen Ware digcriminaiion

W'able 2 irdicetes thet there had been open uage

“igcrimination thioughout the 1. verrs oexiod from 1964-65

to 1$75-76 in Temil Nadu. On an average, tiic woages pald to
female worter was roughly 2/3 to /4 of the wages paid to

male worker. However, the female wage did not fall telow 207
of the male forr wase in anv vear ard at the sese time, 1t yas
not higher then 95% of the male wa~e prevaillng at any one
voint of time under mmv tyne of farm operation., This could

.

be better observed from the appnendix Lable 3.

Q.O.5..0.

¢

-5 B 5

Lhe relstive disparities bvetween the male and famale
wases in the distriets have not Leen much wider throughout the
1c yeais ver;od. Wwhen the digtzicts are claco.fiE 4 into “un
groups - those yith femeale faru wages of less than 66‘2/5%
of the rnale wage =nd thoge eaceéding thiet svtenff point (3 66 ,-2

5%) . With refererce to the table 5* e have in the first
groun the dislricts of sealem (61.86% ) The Nilgivis (83.91%),
liadurai (51.74%) Tiruchirapalli (55.52%) ond Ramenathapuram
£7,41%)

In the Second group fa211 the districts »f Chengelpsttu
(81.10%),Soutl Araot (66.95%), W~rth Arcot (67.117), Dharmapurt
(69.37%);Thanjavur (76 .59%) , Tirunelvell (68.87%) end Kanniya-
umari (68.73%) .(The percentages given in narenthesis are
of female wages in reclztion to corregponding male wages
in 1970-71)

In order éo eiplain the inter-district disparities iﬁ
the relative fémale farm wage differential s propnrtion of the
corresponding male wa-€, two hypothesis may be offered. The
first one 1sﬁthe grezper the female labour supply in a distrlct,
the lower in the relative wage of women in thet- dlstric*“‘

e.)an ebundsnt supply of femsale fam 1labour shoﬁid depreés{
the female relstive wage. The other hypothesié‘seéks to o
expleln the disperities in relstive female wege in terms of
abeolute level of mele waze.  That 1s%if the mele .wage An. g ..
distritt is ¥Wigh, the female wage tdzen as a-proporiion of the

male wege wiuld temd to be 1awer“,“ S D P S E e
» G:a-iuning of ‘WLt &t ‘Lo Aone “Withv B ieRce B0 MWM*

1870- inge 1 pened to be the Cemtral
perin uo%sfgg 3‘};?3» tHe’ iﬁuag“’;?vﬁg*l [ F

Furthe 19'71 wes o Censua yesr.
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To tect the hypothesis that "the female relstive
. . . he first group of districts, Salem alone ranked among the
ware is lower, the higher is the particivzstion of women in t © 9 P ' ¢
) a top half with regard to money farm wage paid to female workers
sgricultural lobour, an ottemmt was mede to correlate the sex
. . . in 1970-71 (Table 4), In the second group of districhs we have
corposition of the Agricultural labour in different districts
v Kanniyakumazi, Tirunelveli, Salem, North Arcot and Coimbatore
(which reflested the female varticipstion unfer Agricultural :
ranking high with respect to male farm wage in money teims.
1sbour) with relstive ferale ferm wages. The results obioined
When the over all rank correlation between Inter-cdistrict male
d1d not suvpport this vroposition gince the rank correlation
farm wage in money valuwe and the relative female wage is worked
between the two worked out to be regativej but rot significant
out we find it to be positively correlated but not significant
(r peing 0.18) . e , A )
- ( ¢ = +.33), However the rank correlation between male famm
i then the 4i ict ere ce n ascendin: . . . . eps
Again when the districts were ranked in ascending order of wage and female farm wage both in money terms is highly signifi-

female farm wages in cbsolute (money) terms and correlated cant (= heing +0.84)., Thus it appears that there is a strong

with sex composition (of agricultural lsbour), the districts tendency stleast for the absolute difference in money wages

i d in descending order, the result: a7 . . . .
being renked in descendibng o T, ¢ results obtained sre between males and females to be high in the district where male

itive d not sigmificent (r being +0.29). Thi a : . .
posif an an ant ( e 9) s indicated money ‘wage is high.

that in the districts with larrse supply of female agricultural

workers, the tendency is for the femele wage to be lower then The wage pattern in the districts during the subsequent

that in the district with less supply of female farm workers. years have undergone some changes but still the second hypqthesis

' , . L stpi . . h ‘ . ai
But it did not show thst the gbundant supply of femele form that 'if the male wage in a district is h}gh, the absclute differen

. - s s i .
1abour lowered female form wage considered es s proportion of in money wages between males and females is also high! holds good.

Thus our results show that inter-district disparities in female
male form wages. '

farm wage arc oorrelated not to the supply of female %abour but

" Coming to the second hypothesls sbout the possible to the level of male wage. However, it was noted that in the
relgtionship between the male money wege and the relative districts where supply of female labour was high, the femaia
female wage in sgriculture, it is relevent to recall the mcney wages tended to be lcwer than those districts Whe;§¢§ug§ﬁy;9
earlier classificestion of districts into two categories, of female labour force was less. “ .

vthose uithvfeméle farm wages of less than 2/3 of e ' " IR
/ malg wage 4, Female Tasks: Farm wages are decided in actual pxacticee -

énd.those with female form W above 2/3 of male . ‘ ‘
age € wage. In on the types of major agricultural operations, Earlier it was

pointed out that ploughing operation is;exciuagvg$yﬁgj%{rwﬁ%«

.oo-'?oo
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task and it is generally believed that women are best suited
for certain specific agricultural operaticns such as transplan-
+tation and inter-cultivation. This means that there arc specific
agricultural operations for which women night te, by virtue of
their special aptitude or biological reasons, better sulced, but
yet these agricultural operations are low paid opcraticns and they
could not command better wage price than men and it goes to Lmnly
that some farm operations open to women ar2 not relatively pro-

ductive and there is hardly an operation where women could command

higher wage rate than men.

There may be a few jobs which are strensma and women
cannct cope-un with such jobs; but there arc other jobs which
women can do equally well if not better, but they do not seem
+o0 be adequately paid, let alone equally. Thus when farm oper-
ations like ploughing is regarded as male oriented job, operations
1ike transplantation, weeding, reaping and harvesting are open to
females workers, Female wages for these operations are lower than
the corresponding wages for males. Information on operatiorn-wise
farm wages for men and women for the years from 1964-65 to 1975-76
for Tamil Nadu given in Table 2 shows that femalc wages for the
three operations (viz., Sowing and transplanting; weeding and
inter-cultivation and reaping and harvesting) are uniformly lower
than the corresponding male wages. On an average the deficiency
in female wage varied from 10 to 30% of male wage for different

operations,

The discrimination in farm wages has existed

against women in the form of denial of access to better paid

...9/.

1 9 s

mperations. Practically for any farm job that a women is

omployed for, hex wage 1s lower than that of a male doing the

same iob, As such in spite of this fact that farm operations

~re classified according to wage rates, discriminaticn against
women openly existed and this will exist ©ill such tine whan a
Rfistinction is drawn between different faxm operations for the

nurpose of {ixing wages and bettex paid farm operations ara

thrown open equally to men and women,

5. Quantum of employment;

iscrimination in the quantum of work can create dis-
parities in carnings when the same wage rate is payable and paid
for men and women workers. Female agricultural labourers in India
(as well as in Tamil Nadu) have an added responsibility =as they
have to attend to houschold chores besides lenking after their
children and the time at their disposal for fazm work is limited:
to 60 to 70% of the number of days that men are employed../a
Thus with 66 percent of male wage cn average and cnly 7C per cent
of the guantum cf work, the avercqae yearly female earning fiom
farm labour would work out to less than BO per cent of the male
carnings. HRoliable information cn the quantuw of work which
male and female agricultural workers got in Tamil Nadu in any?of

..an--—n—nnn—-------——---—--u-———-—nn-—--------—an---w-—--n-—-o-‘---.

/a Indian Labour year beook 1969, Labour Bureau, Simla gives that

female wage-employment in agriculture is limited to 63.,4% in
1950-51, 71,2% in 1956-57 and 68,7% in 1964-65 of the quantum
of employment of male agricultural labour in India,

eelOfe
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the years is not forthcoming and therc 1s no evidence to show

: 3 011 s
hat rolative "7 me it 3 the farm have distinctl
that relative employment position on ar i \Y APPENDIX TABLE
i ] in Tamil Nadu, .
improved for women in Tamil Na AVERAGE DALLY HONEY. AGES SF';gg1CULTURAL ABOLRERS
{In Rs.)
6. Conclusion: ‘
Thus it is difficult to resist the conclusion that e e Dfl}y_m?nfy_wfgfs __________ -
t h n prevailing in all its form in States 1950“51 1956.57 196465 1970~71
n vee Iz ¥ infuindnhnindeiedeiedeiuiadiiladebaladaiodeibadnd el kediibakededaded Dot b B R R i -
discrimination against wome as p Male TFemale Male Female Male Female Male Female
agricultural sector and this discrimination is largely operatod T R 2 = w3« - de meb e vbee T e aB w9
through open wage discrimination, Denial of access to disadvantaged All India 109 0.68 0.96 0.59 la43 0.95 223 1,42
class (females) to the better paid jobs without any differentiation Assam 1.0 1.48 1,54 1,15 2,21 1,70 3.77  2.92°
between male and female wage rate does not appear to be the characteric Bihar 1.26 1.1l 0.91 1l.74 1.39 1.20 2,25  1.90
tic of the agricultural labour, The reduction in quantum of work in Uttar Pradesh 1.18 1.05 1.92 0,65 1.10 0.93 2,42 1.59
respect of female farm workers too prevails in addition to the open- West Bengal 1,66 1,04 1.43 0,98 1.81 1.36 2,46  1.88-
wage discrimination. Summing up, we have that an average female farm | Orissa ' 0.72 0,49 0.80 0,55 1133 0.89 1.83 1,34
worker's earnings are much less than what an average male farm worker. Andhra Pradesh 0.97 063 0,87 0,55 1,21 0.85 2.10  1.49
earns which derives an over-all picture that discrimination against Tamil Nadu 0.97 0.59 0.84 0.48 1.39 0.84 2,38 ‘1;50
smale farm worker is substantial and it persists, . . r
female fa Kerala 1,26 0.79 1.28 0,70 2.18 1.23 4,10 2,24
Karnataka 0,90 0.57 Q.84 0.55 L.21 0,79 1,89 1.64
pC Maharastra 1,0l 0,66 0.87 0,55 1,47 0.77  2.20 1.3l
o Rajasthan 1,23 0,94 0,98 0.61 1.76 1.09  2.97 18k
f’?uz Punjab 1.84 1.32 1,98 1,22 2,13 1.45 4,91 3.48

- W WE s B M M A WY A W e e e e L A I L ) Qu«u-b-“-qvudﬂ( ’

’ %

Source : Leela Gulati - 'Sex discreminatio
working Paper No.44 (P,2), 1Iss
. Development - Studies, Trlvandrui

il Wages't . -
oo for*

X 8C's.> ‘73

~ vy :
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APPENDIX TABLE 2

Average Agricultural wages in Tamil Nadu from 1964.67 to 1975.76
by type of famm work and by sex.

(in R\u)
Plough- Sowers and fleedars feapers and  Othen miscella
nen transplanters harvesters. neous agrie-
o ar (MEN  cmmecmmmmm——— m———— DS g cuitural
only ) operations,

e T e A s - - .

Male  Female Male Female Male Female Male  Femaln

064-65  1.84 1,57 1.08 1,30 0.99 177 1l.45 1,39 1,09
%965_66 1,97 176 1,15 152 1.08  2.17 1,67 1,88 1.33
066-67  2.21 2,08 1.31 1,58 1,22 2,49 2,07 2;01 1.53
1067-68  2.38  2.22 1,49 1,80 1.47 252 2.27 2,10 1,47
1968-69 2.56 7,33 1.47 2.05 l.41 2,92 2,03 2.45 1,40
1060-70  2.62 2,51 1.60 2,11 1,50 3,17 2.30 2,53 1,52
1970-71  2.75  2.53 1,61 1.86 1.49 3,09 2.26 2,23 1,72

1971-72 2,76 2,74 1.60 2,09 1,57 3,26 2,34 2,54 1,51

1972-73 2,99 2,85  1.71 2,36 1,93  2.58 2,40 2,73 1,64
1973-74 3.32 3.19 .1.86 2,46 1.75 4,06 2.83 3,10 1.89
197475  4.77° 4,10 2,67  3.56 2.35 6,32 4.24 4,31 2,68

1975-76 4,79 4,69 53,10 2,94 2,73 5.34 4,30 4,37 2,95

Source : Departsient of Statistics, Madrgs-s.

wle - - = - N S S SN - S, A A N [

- e re e

1664.65
196566
196667

196768

1968«69

1969-70

1970-71

197172
1972;73
1973-74
197475

1975.76

- - - o= e = - - es we s em  em = P

s 13 s
APPENDIX TA3LE 3

FEAALE WAGE AS A PROPORATION OF MALE WAGES

Ve me  em - e = - em

---n-..—‘---..-.—-.n-.u.—......m~_._.._---———.—.u—~.—n...'.-oo--.,-.a.---m-.—“w.--—n_.._
- -

Sowzvs and Reapers Other _
transplanters Wleeders and miscella-
harresters neous
oper-
ations
------ 2"""""""""""3""“""‘-4"--"‘--5—-
6848 76 .2 82,5 68,6
65.3 71.1 17,0 70.7
63,0 77.2 83,1 76,1
67.1 8l.2° 90,1 - 70,0
63.1 68,8 69,5 57.1
63.7 71.1 72,6 60,1
63.6 80.1 73.1 75 .4
58,4 7541 © 71,8 59,4
60.0 81,8 23.0 60,1
55,3 71,1 69.7 61.0
' 65,1 - . '
65,1 \ | 67,1 62,2
6644 92 ' .
O . 09 - B0 © 678

- o e &

Source : Department of Statlstics M d
. (Computed from Table 2) P e ras.&
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PPENDIX TABLE 4.,
AVERAGE “WAG3S_PALD TO AGRICULTURAL LABOURZRS, 3Y_ SEX_AND 3Y. NISTATCT
1064-65  1955-66 106667  1067-68  1968-65  1969-70
strict 7707 oo T oyTTITT STITTLTTT nTITTITTTT STITTE T e -
Male Female Male Fe- Male Fe- Hale Fe-  Male Te-  Hale ?;“_—
male male male male ) %aie
.Chengal-
pattu 1.58 1,23 2,11 1.86 1.98 1.75 2.12 1.71 2,29 1,31 2,46 1.9
\.South- .
CArcot 1.35 0,99 1.43 114 1,70 1.38 172 1,01 1,83 1,49 2,17 1.66
.North-
Arcot 1,79 1.23 1.96 1,29 1.94 1.38 L.72 1.42 2.49 1,62 2.84 2.00
Pharma-
Uri . e .s ° ) .o e e :
9 p LN L3N ] LI J .. 2.78 1.84
JSalem 2415 1,37 2.31 1.29 2.73 1, '
: 1.83 2.82 2,33 2.84 2,03 2.50 2,00
LCoimba~ :
- tore 1,31 0.87 1.31 0.86 1.83 1,07 2.10 1,24 2,56 1,63 2.60 1 61
.The Nil- -
oMadural .
1.34 0.95 1.68 1.07 1.87 1,43 2.37 1,96 2,17 1.44 2,06 | 29
LTiru-
chira-
“palll 1,91 1,11 2,03 1,24 2.25 1.37 2,27 1,64 2,66 1,46 2,47 1 45
,Thanja- _ .
vur 2027 1057 n
] 1.71 1.22 2,04 l.14 2,73 151 2,67 1,49 2,60 1.40
.Rama-'
lnatha- , .
.puram 1,97 1l.49 2,09 1.24 2,06 1,41 1.69 1l.40 2,00 1.40 2.00 1
»Tirunel- , . . .
yell 1.30 0,98 1.54 1.13 1.80 1.39 2,32 1.53 2.25 1.40 1.97 1.20
fKanniya- ’ ‘ . .
«39 1.36 2.24 1,52 3.0l 1.98 3,39 2,18 3.60 2.60 3.43 2,18

?——-——‘—
District
\
1,Chengalpattu

2,5outh Arcot

3.North Arcot

4 ,Dharmapuri
3 6,C0oimbatore
7;The Nilgiris

8. Madural

53 1D ¢

(TABLE 4 - GONTINUATION)

- - - wa P - - - e - - -
-

1976-31 lO7l~72 1972-73 1973— 1974.75 1975-76
Male Fe-~ Male Fe- Male. Fe-~ Male Fe- Male Fe- Male Fe-
male male male male male male

- e - tm wm we s we W = - o= - e wme  em e ew e - e wm e - = ae =

2,54 2,06 2.49 2,08 2,62 2,12 3,09 2.38 4,61 3,55 4,96 3,72

.15 1.44 2,27 1,56 2,90 2438 2,70 1.75 4,47 3.32 4,12 2,68
.98 2.00 3.13 1,99 3.34 2,38 3.38 2,24 4.93 3.0l 4,04 2,18

3.33 2.51 5.47 1.53 2448 1.47 3,09 1.85 4.22 2,80 4.29 3.14

3.33 2,06 2.66 1,75 2.50 1,66 3.13 2419 4,91 2.90 5.18 3,
2. 92 2.00 2,93 1,92 3.18 1.98 3.81 2.34 4.69 2,83 5.10 2.8
2.30 1,24 3,75 2.32 3.74 2. o4 3.49 2.33 4.91 3. 53 4.87 3.l

2,30 1,19 2.19 2,08 2.25 1,32 3.20,2.16 3,78 2.94 4.84,3‘1

9. Tlrﬂchlrapalllz 8l L. 56 2,77 1,61 3.04 1, 84 3. 21 1,89 5. 73 3.18 4.86 3. H

10.Thanjavur

11.Ramanatha-
puram

12;Tirunelﬁeli

2.43

1.86 3.03 2. .08 3.12 2,08 3.51 2.44 5. 46 3.25 S.41 3. &

2,70 1.28 2,55 1.40 3,88 1,61 3.25 1.99 4§76_3.3O 4,41 2.9

3018 2,10 2.25 1,24°2,52 1.42 2.90 1,89 5.89 3.30 5,62 3.3

% l3.KanniY'akumari' 3.55 2044 4-06 2.590.4059 3;01_5o5§ 30735‘;12 3.22 6'27 3.]

Source :

e PIR D
Department of Statistics, Madras-6e
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