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PREFACE

_ ihe need for 'endogenizing' demograpﬁic variables in devélopment
planning is now widely recognized. The planners have to spread their
analytical net wider to capture iﬁ one_'go':both the demographic and
socio-econouic variables. This requ1res an exp11c1t recognition of the
: éwu-way link between changes in fert111t§ on the one hand-and thoae in
labour market, wages, income distributionm, consumption, savings, investment
anq othef.variablep‘én the other. The research‘wbrk doée so far in Pakistan
has inadequatély gddresseq itself to this twé-way Iinkége between demographic
and‘aocio-economia phenomena, Researchers, constrained by limitations of
bgth data and'%nalytical framework, have, tended to sﬁudy the demogr;phic
phenomenon of_fértiligy in isolation from such related matters as labour
force participation, rupél¥urban migration and income gnd'expenditure
patterns, These studies have failed.tO'analyse simultaﬁeously the
demographic; pfoductioﬁ and‘conéumpfion'decihiOns‘éf households, "“For ik
instance, high fcftilityrrates-arp generally attributed to Biologicél
dgtermipants alone which can be inﬁluenéed By large suppligs of.auch
clinical devices as'contrapepéives;,.Such notions about the fertility) -
behaviour of the héuseholdé'ﬁave-given-birth to ineffedtive’gbvernment
policies,,hThat-thé~many'p09u1£tion plann%ng adv#ntures,ftaking;mastlyd:'rf
the form df.cragh‘programmes, unﬁercaked so ‘far have foundered should hot. !
surprise anyone."j-Fertili'-ty;_l.‘ike love that' sustains! ié,' ‘18 & many= "o
splenﬂoured‘thiné, It must be aeen”in a ‘broader socio~economic context,

The nature of the influences of economic forcea, both dlrect and
1nd1rect, on fert111ty behavxour should therefore const:tute a maJor ‘area

of concern for soczal sc1entlsts and policy makars. To make a atart in

il



thiﬁ directiou;'thefinter-linkagee between such variabiee as fertility, labour
force participation ade ﬁigration and tﬁeir:effects on the-ﬁoucebold income and
expehditure.behaviour must be stueiae; ‘Such-e.studﬁ should uermit us to |
uuderétand-better_the¥eecision;making process of tue houeeoold. which ie.the
“basic unit in both the demcgréphic.end economic ahalyeee; Research studies of '
this genre have already been carrled out in many other develop;ng countrles

and heve provrded gaznful 1ns1ghts 1nto the-determrnante of’ houeehold
econoulcfdemographxc behaviour, However, in Peklstan the present-exerciae

is the first of.its kind,

e

In order to understend better the economrc-demogrephrc 1nterface the

i prOJect ent:tled “Studles in Populatxon, Labour Force and Migratlon“ has been

undertaken by the Paklstan Inst1ture of Development Economlce in collaborat1on :
with the ILO and UNFPA. The preJect is a ’four—zn—one venture hased on a
: natlonel semple, ‘the fxeld-work for thCh was undertaken by the Statlstzcs
DLVISlon (formerly called Centrai Statistlcal 0ff1ce, or CSO for ehort)
coverrng 10 288 households. The 3urvey geuerated a wealth of data on tha

G

household deczslon~mak1ng process concerning the behaV1our oﬁ the connected

ufoursome“-v1z, fert111ty. nigration,. 1abour force part:crpatlon end-lncome'

and expenditure. Every effort has baen made to ensure relxeb111ty of the data,
Th1s study, which is bezng brought out in the form of a serxes of seven 'first'
"reports, would enhance our understandrng of the behavxour of households wlth

respect to-the var1oue ways rn whlch they go. about fulfllling thelr 'basic

.needﬁ'1 ' Even more 1mportant, it should lay the foundatlone of econom1c .
demography in Pakrstan, open1ng up new erees of multl-dxscxpl1nary research
thet could not be pereetved ‘before, This study should elso provxde the : -

: researcher wrth a su£f1c1ent feel for the reel world to permlt formal economrc—

demographxc moeelllng exerclaea; In thls raapect the present reporte are truly o8

ploneerlng both in intent and, ‘in purpose.

Syed Eewab'ﬁeider Naqvi
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC EFFECTS OF INTERNATIONAL
MIGRATION OH THE FAMILIES LEFT BEHIRD

by

Hasreen Abbasi
Mohammad Irfan

INTRODUCTTON

Economic boom in the Middle East consequent upon
oil price hike in 1973 generated a high pitched demand for
labour far outstripping the domestic labour supply of these
countries; In order to combat the problem of labour scarcity
these countries resorted to labour import which in turn
appeared as a unique opportunity for the neighbouring labour
rich and capital poor countries. Workers from many countries,
notably from South and South East Asia, flocked to Middle East
to exploit the better earning opportunities, By 1981, the
stock of out-migrants from Pakistan alone was 1.8 million

_[__Ir fan n.d.__7.

For Pakistani workers, Middle East was not a first
ever outlet, but this stream of out-migrants was different in
many respects from the Pakistani emigrants to West, Unlike the

migration to Europe or North America during the Sixties,
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Middle East migration comprised mostly of workers unaccompanied
by their families and dependents, This was mostly due to the
policies of the labour importing countries designed to limit
the possibilities of the permanent se;tlement of workers and

to reduce the social and economic eost of their assimilation
in the society [Birk and Sinclair 1979]. The recruited workers
were discouraged and were not permitted to bring along their
families, In addition, the short term nature of the job
contracts offered, in conjunction with the heavy initial

cost of out-migration, acted as 'constraintsg for emigration

of the whole family, In Pakistan, according to an estimate,
about one million families or about 7.4 miliion women,

children and other dependents are living a 'separated life',

The skill composition of the out-migramts to the
Middle East is another distinct feature, Unlike the Brain
Drain to the Industrialized West and ﬁdrth America an
overwhelming majority of migrants to the Middle East is
either semi-skilled or unskilled, Roughly three=fourths of
the workers who left for the Middle East during 1972-79 were
production workers, Since most of these workers were
belonging to loﬁer'income groups prior to emigration, the
remittances sent by them may have elevated the socio-economic
status of their families, In a short period of a deéade or so,
about a million families have been added to the Middle class,

the level of affluence hardly enjoyed by them prior to
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emicration of their family member} Because of the large
numbers involved and the fact that most migrants remit money
to their families coupled with the prospect of this pattern
to continue in the near future% it becomes imperative to
study the socio-economic effacts of emigration on the

families left behind,

Admittedly, the effects of out-migration transcend
beyond the families left behind, Manpower exodus appears to
have affected people from every walk of life and every level
of society, The outflow of workers, which links the labour
market of Pakistan with labour scarce economies of the oil rich
Middle East, bears upon broad spectrum of choices ranging from

1nd1v1dua1's labour part1c1pat10n and human cap1ta1 investment
to sectoral pr1or1tles at nat10na1 level. The reverse flow
of remittances has an equally thorough pervadlng lnfiuence

AlE LY % ~1 { ith g yatbterns

on consumptlon patterns, sav1n;s behavxour and u1t1mately on

'
..\__ -4y,

the volume and COmpOSltlon of acgregate demnnd. Assessment of

ALY -yt ]r-; ~,-"‘-: o

the totallty of the effects of out-mlgratlon can hardly be made
in a 31ngle research exercise, Whilst studies are underway at

i

Ll A8 L iitl

1, This should not be construed as a net effect on soclety
-.at large, because the fanilies who.do not have a member
working in Middle East may have experienced a deterioration
in their; living standards and a down fall in socio-economic
status too.

4 4 N ' ! - T

2, Accordlng to an estlmate of Bureau of Emlgratlon, 0 ] n;lllon
:would emigrate for overseas. employment.during 1982-85, of
which 0,6 million would be towards Middle East.,

ad. wpectrom of cholcegyradeait. from
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PIDE which focus on the consequences of out-migration at
macto as well as sectoral and individual levels, this paper
is an attempt to assess the effects of the exodus of a member
of household on the remaining members of the same household.
Influences wielded by the out-migration of a family member
are inferred from the behavioural changes displayed by the
rest of the family members, Idealiy, one would like to
compare the pre-migration to the post-migration situation to
arrive at chanpes attributable to the act of out-migration,
This, however, is precluded by lack of longitudinal or
retrospective data, The data at our disposal being cross=
sectional, yields only a comparison between households having
out-migrants or not, and hodgéﬁolds which received remittanceé
during the year prior to the Survey and those which .did not,
The implicit assumption junderlying this comparison is-that
the members of the two types of households in question had

gsimilar behaviour patterns prior to out-migration, - -

In th;s paper, behav1oural dlfferentxals of

13y 455 i oY mge

members in the above mentxoned two categorles of houaeholds

i 4 - rs el to
perta1n1n~ to labour force partxclpatxon, schoollnr of

'ch11dren and consumptlon patterns w111 be studled. In

add1t1on, the att1tud1nal and personallty changes of marr;ed

(R |~ o=t Wy ‘ e ra .
‘I Yol \ ¥

'females and chlldren w111 be dlscussed. Furthermore, some

(o o } Sy

c11n1ca1 eVLdence on the psycholoolcal effects of emxgrat1on

riacny Betwaen hoavninehalds
iy Uty QS enoid
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on wives and children left behind will be provided,

THE DATA

This paper is based largely on the information collected
in connection with the "Studies in Population, Labour Force and
Migration" (PLM) a PIDE/ILO project, Based on a_ two-stage
stratified random sample, the PLM survey covered 10,288 households
wherein ecach household was administered four different questidnnaifea -
Labour Force, Mipration, Fertility and Household Income & Expenditure,
The data were collected by Federal Bureau ofVStatistics during
July-December 1979? Migration in this Survey refers to mobility
after December 1971? Information from a local hospital on the
psychqlogipal prpplems of wives 1eft_bghind)yagrfq}lected by the
authors themselves, A recent stuﬁy entitled "Left Behind or Left
Out™ conducted by Pakistan Institute of Public Opinion (PIPO)
cdnsfifﬁted a source of information for an understanding of the

attitudinal changes of wives and:children left behind, - ool 1o

LABOUR FORCE PARTICIPATION AND OUT-MIGRATION,
. Exodus of a working hand from the household necessitates

a major readjustment in, the: organization:of- production and work, .., --

especially in the:rural areas: where family based enterprises. . i cur.,

~ 3.° Tor detdils’on this Survey, see Trfan (1981)° ** °

‘Aa;-Decemher:lQ?l tefersato;a:key event: of war-with: Indig.: i1 oy
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prevail, To the extent the exit of a worker results in higher
productivity for the remaining members of the household-then
one may expect hicher labour force participation by the left
behind family members in the post-enigration situation. On
the other hand, if there is a2 complementarity between the
labour use of those who are left behind and that of the out-
migrant, then a decline in their labour utilization may occur,
Similarly, remittances sent by the out-migrant bear their
influence on the labour force participation specizlly of
females and children whose activity rates are found to vary

with the socio=-economic status and income of the households,

Statistics on labour force participation in Pakistan

is reflcctlve of the fact that while adult males of working ages
iy 1 " oy iy .3 ' . T W 1 4= o] ‘:‘ ""‘il-
exhlblt a very h1nh 3ct1v1ty rate, the part1c1patzon rates of

I ’ } | |

?females in neneral are very 1ow whlch could pa;tly be a

ey Ay Vi ey e beim ey 1 ee

ATRIN ;T [E5! ou I2ETITIDANIOn Y 1L
statzstlcal art1fact because of the 1nadequate concepts used

) ol VAT V| ooy ertion cituation, an

to neasure female econonic act1v1ty. Studles on female labour

i1ty hetwaern
y

force part1c1patlon however, prov1de ev1dence of a negatlve
1o by hoy sipd and rhat of the autg-
incone hhrect' that women work out cf sheer economxc necessity

"

t dieline v, feir labecur utilization may otcour,
and tend to w1thdraw from the labour force as fanmily income
: iv, repattancas By the out-siigrant bei
1rpravesa EKhan and Bllquees, 19761, EShah, 1975] [Hodge, 1977].
th1U¢Hht =t the Lzbouy fored porticipati ;
An 1nverse, though non-llnear, relatlonshlp between famlly

wpieles and childron whose motivic ‘
income and female patt1c1pat10n is "1so found by Khan [1979]and
with tha ~ﬁ»Ln-1:nr ol nad invome of che hbussholid:

Irfan [n.d.], In the 11ght of the above, one can expect that
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addition of remittances to family income would lead to 2 lower * - -

labour force participation of females and children.

Relationship between remittance money and work participation
is borne out by Table 1 which suggests that the activity rates of
the females belonging to remittance receiving households are lower
than their counterparts living in non-recipient households, The
determination of the specificity of the relationship between females
and children's work pa;ticipation and renittancec ‘to the amount
renitted and expectations regarding their future-flow is precludéd
by lack of proper data. A cross tabulation between household
income, which presumably includes remittances, and femaleg:urhd
children's labour force participation is, however, provided in
Appendix Tables II and III, The data are indicative of a non-
linear relationshiplbetween_household income and feqalé activity
rates in rural areés in ndn;remittance receiving Househblds
wherein female participation rate rises till the middle incone
group and thereafter falls, In case of urban females, the
participation levels appear to be inversely related to the level

of household income,

Controlling for the household income levei, the
relationship between female work participation and receiﬁt of
remittancesaﬁpears intérescing. In.the middle and higher incomé
.groups of rural areas total-as wéll és théIage specific labour

force participation rates of feuwales are generally lower in the



Table 1

Female Labour Force Participation Rates by Household Status;
As Receiving or Not Receiving Remittances by Area:
Pakistan 1979,

Househol FEMALES MALE CHILDREN
Status Ase A11+ v ! ‘ .
\ |1t | s | 26 | a5+ | 1814 | 15-2%e
; ! | : .. .
[ &Lt S |
RURAL
Households received remittances 10.89 9.83 13.10 11,24 8.35 28.78 67.46
Households did not recelve |
remlttances 15.46 12.24 14 .88 18.97 14.35 43,94 82.31
URBAN
Households received remittances 2.59 - 3.74 - 5,13 5.19 49.95

Households did not receive
remittances 4.52 1.81 3.88 7.04 4,81 14,21 64.63

Source:; PLM Survey 1979.
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remittance recciving households, For the lower income groups
(0~280 and 281-420), activity rates of fenales belongingz to the
recipient households are higher than the females of non-recipient
households, These findings tend to suggest that if the
remittance income is meapre and the houschold still lies at the
lower rung of income distribution ladder, females have to work
more, It must be noted that majority of the remittance
receiving households fall under upper niddle or hicher income
sroups and very few observations pertain to lower income groups.
The validity of the conclusion, cited above, is éhereforee
impaired to some extent despite its plausibility in certain
cases, Furthermore, the nexus between female work participation
and household income can satisfactorily be examined in a
nultivariate repression framework where variables like age and

: D
education of females are also reckoned with,

A similar comparison between houscholds having out-
migrants and those who do not, irrespective of the remittances,
tends to corroborate the earlier findings. Female apge specific
labour force participation rates are higher in the non-migrant
households than the houscholds having an out-migrant, Besides
participation, two other labour supply measures were also taken

into consideration, Average number of hours worked per week by

5. A companion paper by lMohammad Irfan presents the results
of such an exercise,
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females does not-vary acreoss the two sets of households
distinpuished on the basis of receipt of remittances or out-
mipgration from the household, Another indicator,which can be
regarded as a measure of potential labour supply is the
proportion of workers who want more work, Desire for additional
work is relatively higher in females of the non-receiving than the
remittance receiving households, In rural areas, 29 percent

of the females in the labour force from non-recipient household
desired more work, compared to 21 percent of females from the
recipient housecholds, In case of urban areas, the corresponding
fipures are 27 percent and 25 percent, Not only that the labour
force participation rates of females of recipient houscholds are
substantially lower than that of the females of non-reéipient
households but a higher percentage of the former also wants
lesser work, This leads to the question whether remittance money
further enhances the seclusion of females or withdrawal from
iabour force occurs only from arduous and low paid jobs. A
comparison between recipient and non-regipient households
indicates that proportion of the unpaid family helpers among
working females is smaller in the former households than that of
the latter in rural areas. Opposite pattern holds in urban
areas (See Appendix Tables II and III). Assuming that the
females of the two categories of houscholds had roughly the

same cmployment structure prior to enicration, the remittance

flow appears to have reduced unpaid family work in rural areas

e T e s r!.

Tt daiL
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and wage employment in urban areas amongst the females of
recipient households, Whils:'unpaid fenily work performed by
females in rural areas consists nostly of farming and live-stock
related activities which carry a high effort price of labour,

in urban areas female wape employment ranges from maid servants
to professionals like doctors and teachers. Though there is no
evidence to offer but it can be conjectured that in case of
urban females the reduction in their participation due to
renittance flow has taken place in the low paid jobs, because
female family nembers of skilled and semi-skilded-wonkers (the

major proportion of out-misrants) could have hardly been

enployed as professionals prior tc the latters emipration to

Middle East,

Exit of a member alongwith the lower participation of
those left behind may have éither reduced the output of family
basec enterprise or led to hiring of the additional labour.
Effects of outmigration on output, work and income of the
households are presented in Table 2 wherein effects of out-
nigration to Middle East are also compared with-effects of
out-migration within Pakistan. Responses to the guestion,

"what are the effects of out-migrant's absence on fanily" are
detailed in the table by rural/urban and by income classification

(appendix Tables VI and VII).



Table 2

**" EFFECTS OF OUTMIGRATION ON HOUSEHOLD'S OUTPUT, WORK AND INCOME BY AREA: 1979.

Bl i s ———— et L L COTUTADAE IS o T ¢ - (Percentages)*

~-:o.... . Household of: - . "I'U7 ' EFFECT ON.WORK __EFFECT ON OUTPUT | EFFECT ON INCOME

OSSN . 0 - R L e 0| 1 TR 4} s ¢ =]~ 7 F%8. | 9
a. Outmigrants to middle East ~ 63 - 2 15 51 13 11 27 5 45
L. Outmigrants .within Pakistan 78 1 8 70 6 3 33 5 44
a, Outmigraats to lHiddle East 82 - 1 70 = 6 18 5 55
b. Outmigrants within Pakistan 72 - 4 65 5 2 3 3 24

Source: PLI Survey 1979

* :  Percentages will not total to 190 because others and few additional
minor cateczories are rot reported in the table.

- No effect.

Had to hire latour

Addicional work for the family

Loss of labcur and detline in apricultural/non-asricultural output
Remittance roney helpful in increasing output

= Renittance toney helpful in increasing incone

Additicnal money for use.

Note:= 1,4, 7

O el N
]
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Table 2 reflects that three fifths of the rural héuseholds
having an out-migrant in Middle East report no effect on work, this
fraction is higher for households with out-migrants working in
Pakistan, While a minor fraction of households (2 percent) of Middle
East migrants reported hirine labour in rural areas, a substantial
proportion (15 percent) admitted additional work oﬁing to migration
of a member, Compared to this when the out-migrant member was
working within Pakistan a significantly lower proportion (8 percent)
reported additional work for the family. A plausible explanation
of lesser additional work in latter case could be that out-migrants
within Pakistan synchronise their visits home with the peak
harvesting and sowing periods in ruéal areas, whereas overseas
workers are unable to do so, Relative to the rural households
their urban counterparts are less affected by the departure of a
working hand simply because the family based enterprise,like

farming, is less common in urban areas.,

Effects of out-migratinn pertaining to output are
interesting, In rural areas, approximately half of the housgholds
- with out-migrant member in Middle East reported that their output
is insensitive to the exit of a member. Whilst 13 percent of the

households reported a decline due to loss of labour, 11 percent
\

i

reported an increase in output because of the remittance money
that added to the investment funds, The corresponding percentages
for households with out-mipgrant member working within Pakistan are

6 and 3, Compared to effects on work and output, the percentage of
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households reporting a positive influence on income were
respectably high in both the rural and the urban areas,
Remittances are regarded as an addition to money available for
use by most of the households., A minor fraction of the house-
holds reported addition to income through the use of remittances,

presunably from investment funded by the remittances,

overall output and work load proved to be less
sensitive to out-migration compared to household income, which

rose due to the inflow of remittances. However, in rural areas

an
fractions of households reporting/increase in work load for the

family (15 percent) and decline in output due to loss of labour
(13 percent) are not insignificant, Thus sucpesting that labour

force partxc;oatxon of soue members of some households having

2 Y " A
' 3 = :--‘.- ¥ 5, iatlhancs o; Lot . '
n‘l “ 1 " I' Liss s IL

out-m1ﬂrants in Mlugle East must have 1ncreased, thounh the

z_, o B i
{5 . e

group d15p1ays an overall declxne 1n act1v1ty rates of females

" e

and chlldren.
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Table 3

AGE SPECIFIC ENROLLMENT OF CHILDREN BY
" SEX AND AREA: PAKISTAN 1979

___ Household S MALE | o
 Status 3 il 5-¢ | 10-14 ]| 15-25 5-9 | 10-14 3 15-25
RURAL AREAS
1. Households recciving remittances 45.2 65.5 27.1 22.3 21.1 249
2. Households not receiving rerittances 35.4 51:0 13.6 11.7 12.56 1.2
URBAN = AREAS
~1.' Households rececving remittances 77.0 84.9 39.0 61.1 69.4 14,0
2. Housecholds not receiéing repittances . 58.3 75.0 29,0 47.1 55.1 17.0°

Source: PLM Survey 1979,

..gI-
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The Table reflects that the percentapge of children
enrolled in schools is higher for the houscholds receiving
households,
remittances than that of the non-recipient/non—migrant1;This is
true for both the sexes for all age groups :ucept for urban
females 15~25 , Relative differences in the school enrollment are
targer in rural areas apecially for females., Overall high
enrollment of children particularly in older ase groups is not
consistent with the findings of earlier case studies which
suggest that there is a dis-interest in educatioﬁ among nale
children after class III [Bilquees and Hamid 1931] and decline
in the number of male students pursuing higher education because
of the incentives associated with emigration [Shaheed 1981],
The data at our disposal providesenrollment in the schools only, with
no information regarding drop-outs or completion of grades,
Behaviour towards investment in human capital Ly fanmilies of out-
migrants merits further investigation,as-it is reflective of the
importance accorded to education in maintaining or upgréling their
newly acquired socio-economic status in society, To the extent a
rise in socio-economic status was achieved without a major
contribution from formal education, there nay not be sufficient
incentive to get the children highly educated though sore
schooling might be preferred, A closer look at the remittance use
pattern, discussed below, is reflective of a very low priority

accorded to education, It can, therefore, be argued that while



school enrollment of children belonging to the out-miprants'
household is higher than their counterparts, this hardly constitutes
a guarantee that they would end up being more educated than the
aroup under comparison, thoush data at our disposal supgmest

otherwvise.

REMITTANCES AND CONSUMPTION

Househol:l consumntion, both its level and pattern, are
sensitive to the level of disposable income, To the extent
remittances lead to a rise in the household incomé, a higher level
of household consumption expenditure is an obvious result, The
PLH Survey provides information on the use of remittances and its
effects on consumption ete, by secking responses on the spending
preferences of the households and their ability‘to spend on
different items, These two sets of information are utilized to
study the influence of remittances on housechold consumption and
investnent behaviour, A summary of the preferences of the

households is reproduced in Table 4,

The foremost preference of the households to be satisfied
out of remittance income, reflects that two items: to buy food/
clothing and to buy houschold goods or to make improvements in
the house, exhaust 20 percent of the responses in rural and 70
percent in urban areas, Preference to spend on these two items

ig almost equal in rural areas while in urban areas the latter



Table 4

USE OF REMITTANCES BY PREFERENCES AND AREA, 1979.

RUERITTANCE USE

i 2 3 4 5 G 7 8 9 10 11 P g Se 13 14
.{RURAL)
First Praierence 100 6.69 - - 40,18 42,99 - < 3.76 - - 1. 79 2.52 - 2.08
Second Preference 100 2.73 10.70 1.27 15.66 25.21 = 4.59 - - 0.40 10.40 0.66 28.73
Third Preference 100 2.45 4352 1,61, 3.5 8.69 2.57 6.04 1.09 - = 8.08 - 61.43
(URBAN)

First Preference 100 1.05 092 == 26.44 43.53 1.09 8.28 e - 2.12 7.64 - 8.93
Second Preference 100 3.97-.. 0.85.1.81-11397 "20:60. ~ .9.35 1.72 1.80 3.62 8.80 =~ - 35.50
Third Preference 100 3.74  0.84 1.87 5.58 3.90 - 8.28 1.54 - - 7.53 2.82.64.09
vource: [/PLii survey, 1979/.
Colurm

1. Total

2, To pay for weddings .

3. To pay for scho-l fee

4, To pay medical expenses,

5. To buy food/clothing )

G To buy household goo's or.make irprovements to house 2

7. To pay for luxuries such as ornarents

8. To pay off Jdebts ’

9. To buy farm/ncn=-farr. equiprent

10.. To purchase seels/pestficiles, fertilizers

13, To buy land/business

124 Others -

13. Savings

14, No response.
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item is preferred ( 43 percent compared to the former 26 percent).
These two items are followed by the preferences to spend on weddings,
to pay debts etc., An insignificant fraction (1,8 percent in rural

and 2,1 percent in urban areas) of the preferences fall under the
category "to buy land/business", A similar distribution at second and
third preference level further indicates high priority accorded to
food/clothing or household poods and improvements in the house,
Expenditure on schooling and health acquires some weightage at the

second and third preference levels specially for rural households,

It is a bit surprising that spending on the education of
the children does not come as a matter deserving any special
priority even at the third preference level, Compared to urban
areas, there is a higher proportion stating expenditurg on the
school fee of children in rural areas and this percentage shows a
slicht increasing trend with the amount remitted [Appendix Table VIII].
The emerging educational preference for children is, however, hardly
encouraging, This could be, firstly, because the average age of a
migrant from the PLM Survey is only 2§ years, hence many of
emigrants' children might be of pre=-school apge. Secondly, primaryl
education was made free during the Fifth Five Year Plan throughout
the country so children going to government schools do not incur
much of an expenditure, However, ié is distressing to note that
a higher priority is attached to pay for wed&ings in the rural

compared

areaslpo education (7 percent have given this as the first

preference on which money was used compared to nil for education),
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This should not be surprising because marriage is an important
social occasion which provides an opportunity to exhibit the wealth

of the fanmily through extravagent indulgence.

Substantiating the question on remittances use, ability to
spend on a variety of itens [Appendix Table X] was enquired
through a precoded question in the PLM Survey, It varies widely
across different items, but there is an overall reported
improvement in the ability to sﬁend both in the rural and the
urban areas, Respondents have reported a high improvement on
the consumption of food/clothing, housechold eoods, improvements to
house, marriages ctc, The reported ability to spend in business,
farm, non-farn implements, purchase of land or other property,
and improvements to land are quite low, In essence both the
data on preference ordering and ability to spend suégest that a

the
sipnificant prnportion-ofzfemittances is being consumed and the

investments made by families are predominantly in the form of

renovation or construction of houses,

The purchase of household goods/or making improvements in
the house is accorded high priority by recipient fanilies even at
the second and third preference level, High investment priority
on housing and improvement to house is not unusual and is in
line with the observations of the small scale sample studies by
Shaheed [198I1,Bilquees and Hamid [1981] and the larger enquiry

conducted by PIPO [1983], all of which reported a preferential
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investment in construction., Studies on international migration
elsewhere also have shown that a visible form of investment
resulting out of remittances is in the housing sector, This pattern
is quite widely exhibited whether it is migration from Maghrel
(Algeria, Morrocco, Tunisia) to France [OECD: 1979] or of the
temporary Mexican rural niprants to U,S. [Cornelius: 1979]

or of Yemeni migrant; workers to Middle East [Birk and Sinclair:1979].

A number of reasons can be offered for investment in
housing, At the macro level, investment in housing may have been
induced by the facilities offered Ly the povermment through
housing schemes for the Pakistani's working abroad., At the micro
level, individuals and families regard ownership of a house as
adling to the status of the familf, an indication of the success
of the migrant and a desirable form of investment, In rural areas
converting?'katcha' (made of mud and straw etc,) house, or part of
it to "pucca' (brick or cement structure) is perceived as a
significant change in the status of the family and a display of
the newly acquired wealth, It affects the family both in tangible as
well as non-tangible ways. HNon-tangible benefits derived by the
fanily are status in the community and relatives whereas, tangible

benefits add to the physical comfort of the family,
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EFFECTS ON ATTITUDES AND VALUES

The forepoing sections evidence that fanmilies of ifiddle
East workers enjoy a higher level of consumption, experience a
relief in work load and reside in new or removated houses as
compared to non-migrant households, However, there are other gains
and acjustments which the family of an out-niprant has to contend
with but which are not quantifiable. As emigration of an adult
male entails family separation, it may call for a variety of
adjustments and assunption of additional responsibilities by those
who are left behind (especially the wives and children). It nust
be noted that according to PLM Survey, two thirds of the enigrants
to the Middle East were marrieé '{Appendix Table @]. In other words,
roughly 0,9 nillion wives are living a separated life. In addition
to psychological, emotional and sexual problems associated with
prﬁlonged absence of the husband, his out-mipration also imposes )
upon the wife the role of decision maker in household matters
besides supervision of the children. Whether the wife successfully
performs her new role, is important to know, as consolilation of
gains wmade through a job in Middle East depend- to a large
exteﬁt on her performance in bringingz up the children and managing
the household affairs., Information pertaining to these aspects
of feﬁales and children is woefully inadequate, There is a
distinct lack of systenatic studies on the adjustment problems and

effeets of out-migration on the values and attitudes of those

left behind,
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A recent study conducted by PIPO entitled "Left Behind or
Left Out" attempts to ascertain behavioural changes of the wives
and children left behind, Admittedly, the treatment of the subject
can hardly be regarded as adequate, findings cf the study pertaining
to attitudinal and behavioural changes are reproduced in the
Appendix Tables XI and XII, Overall, the data suggest an increase
in the independence, disobedience, extravagence and unhappiness

of the wives, Length of the husband's stay abroad strengthened these

attitiudes,

These findings should not be accepted prima facie as they
embody many biases on the part of the respondents, The question
was asked to the defacto household head as, "in the light of your
observations in your locality, would you agree that the overseas
Pakistanis' wives have becone éaring for the family, spendthrift;
disobedient, dominecering etc,"? Any information so obtained would
obviously Ee highly sensitiv. to the respondents' perception and
night not be the depiction of reality, Also, while analysing such
data, it should be bornme in nincd that a number of changes that are
labelled as nepative really do not mean that, For instance,
obedience and passivity expected fron daughter-in~laws, in joint
families, may not be feasible in a situation when husband is not
present, and the wife's direct participation and expression of
opinion in the absence of her husband coull be taken as her

becoming independent and disobedient,
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Interestingly, the study reports no change in the assumption
of additional responsibilities by the wife, The indi;ators used
to gauge the reorganization and assumption of new respomsibilities
ares dealings with banks; children's admissions to schools; day to day
shopping of the household; purchases/construction of property/house;
arranging children's marriages; looking after the farm/livestock,
Since nost of the above dealings require some minimal level of
literacy, the above responsibilities would not be taken up by the

females, the majority of whom are illeterate.

The behaﬁiour of children is also ascertained on the
basis of reéponéeg of the defacto houschold head base& on his
observationsin his locality. Biases of the respondent can be
very important in this case too, as usually older people are
wary of the behaviour of the younger zeneration. The table shows
an increase in the keenness for education amongst male children
with the length of father's stay abroad, However, at the same
time hish truancy is reported. Together these two are contradictory,
The reported behaviour of male children is also reflective of
some regressive tendencies, like becoming spendthrift, indulgent
and disobedient, Arongst female children, keenness for education
somewhat declines with the length of father's stay abroad, Their
incicence of disobedience is higher in the earlier years of
father's absence, This should be a reaction to relexation in the

stronger paternal control and authority over young girls,
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The 'negative' behavioural changes in wife and children
are reflpctive of various types of psychological strains that
each individual undergoes. At times the psychological pressures
can contribute to problems of physical and mental health, Some
clinical evidence on this aspect is provided in the following

section,

CLINICAL EVIDENCE OF PSYCHOLOGICAL DISEASES/DISORDERS

Because of societal values, women do not express their
distress verbally, hence the psychological aberrations born out
of husband's absence find expression through psychosomatic
diseases, Women in our sample suffered from various anxiety
symptoms, fainting attacks, epileptic fits, tetany, aphonia,
hemiplegia, headaches, back aches and other body cehes, Sexual
frustration among the younger women was highﬁ According to the
specialist who heads the Department of Psychological Diszases in
a local hospital, every day he deals with ten to fifteen patients
afflicted with what is described as the 'Dubai Syndrome', According
to the official records of the six months period for which the
data were provided (December lst, 1982 to May 30, 1983) 1443

females patients afflicted with 'Dubai Syndrome' were treated.
Of these, 97 were in-patients, and 1346 were out-patients, These
clinical records indicate that 87 percent (Appendix Table XIII)

of the female out-door patients were those whose duration of

6. Some evidence of increase in sexual involvement among fenales
of migrant households is provided by Bilquees and Hmeed[1981],



-26=
marriage was less than two years, and in 71 percent of the total
cases duration of husband's migration was also less than 2 years.
Thus most of the wives were young and 34 pcrcent have had either onme
or no child, Majority of them (78 percent) was living in the joint/

extended families,

Most of these women came to the hospital loaded with
jewellery, wearing expensive clothes as described by doctors.
These women might have had material satisfaction but this did not
recompense the physical companionship of the husband, that resulted
in various types of psychological problems, Among the younger
wives, of age less than 25 years, hysteria, hyperventilation and
anxiety were common whereas wives in age group 26-35, reported
headaches, other pains and weeping attacks, An increase in drug
abuse was discovered amongst the children belonging to the migrant
households. (Appendix Table XIV). Amongst the younger boys, 12-14.
years, smoking and hashish was on the rise, but in older aée
groups, heroin was being used. The hospital records for the six
months period (Detember Ist, 1982 to May 30, 1983) showed admission
of 67 in-patients who were heroin addicts. Of these, 43 had their

fathers working in Middle East,

Keeping in view the small number of observations nothing
conclusive can be offered on the use of drugs by the emigrant's
children, It could, however, be sympotamatic of the related
oroblem, as during the therapeutic process, it was linked with the

father's absence. Left behind children have had suddenly more access
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to noney and less of parental control, hence they are more easily
teonted to such evils, This needs to be investigated further,
However, it should be cautioned that on the basis of the clinical
evidence provided, it is difficult to generalize about the.effects
on the left behind females and children, Firstly, because

these persons might have been suffering from various types of
psychological illness!s prior to the enigration of the husband/
father, but because of affluence seek uedical treatment ncw.
Secondl&, the small sample size and the absence of any control

group for comparison precludes generalization.

CONCLUDTNG REMARKS

This paper represents an attennt to ascertain the effects
of migration of a fanily Hember (cut-migrant) ‘on tHE‘réﬁﬁiﬁ{hg'y'.
household métibers, <A comparison ‘betwesn households having an
‘out-nigrant and ‘receiving or mot receiving remittances is
‘Suggestive of d lower female work participatior, a higher
‘schooling of children in the' former ~‘than id the latter households.
whiile ‘sone households Feportedly had additional work ‘for ‘the
Fanily, ‘overall ‘the remittance mondy appears to have redtced the female
unpaid fatiily Work in rural areas and low paid wage employment
in the urban aréad, Therefore, d reduced work burden, hipher
T6VE1 O eotsutipefoh ud hiereade Tu Yelidolfing of children can
be regarded as the effects of out-migration on the ieff-behkind

Family members K"




MAgsan

IR

In contrast to these quantifiable gains, certain changes
hardly amenable to measurement have taken place too, Admittedly,
there is no way to impute a shadow cost for husband's separation,
some evidence from other studies and clinical data reflect certain
unhealthy developments., While some females have fallen victim
to psychological disorders/diseases the children of the out-nigrants
may turn into delinquents because of the absence of paternal

control, It must be noted that this study,by making a comparison

- of the two types of households, is in fact capturing their

differential behaviour which may not represent inter-temporal
changes in the behaviour patterns of members of the out-migrant's
households, 1In addition, a bivariate classification is used as a

major expositional device which carries its own limitations,
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APPENDIX TABLE I

CHARACTERISTICS OF MALE OUT-MIGRANTS TO

MIDDLE EAST BY AREA:1979

Characteristics

Total Rural Urban
Total Migrants (B.S) 100 100 100
% Males 95.8(100) 97.22(100) 93.54(100)
% Single 33.96 33,10 V. 35.44
% Married 65.16 65.51 64,56
Mean Current Age . 29,58 29.64 -"29,47

SQURCE: PLM Survey 1979.
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APPENDIX TABLE II

LABOUR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES OF FEMALES BY HOUSEHOLD STATUS
AS RECEIVING AND NOT RECEIVING REMITTANCES, BY INCOME GROUPS &
AREA:1979

RURAL

INCOME GROUPS

Females
Total 0-280 281-420 421-700 701-1120 1120+
HQUSEHOLDS RECEIVING REMITTANCES

Total Population 10+ 100 100 100 100 100 100
% 10+ in Labour Force 10.89 32.08 29.92 11.04 8.73 10.55
Age Specific LFPR 10-14 9.83 0 19.45 4.15 12.89 10.32
Age Spacific LFPR 15-25 13.10 0 41.49 21.83 4.46 12.60
Age Specific LFPR 26-44 11,24 0 26.83 6.80 11.65 11.55
Age Spetific LFPR 45+ 8.53 100 27.10 7.90 7.08 6.99
Unpaid Family Helpers as % of _

total L.F. 70.53 100 49.52 66.90 82.56 69.13
% of L.F. Wanting more work 21.05 0 18.40 23.52 10.74 28,11
% of L.F. Wanting less work 12,07 100 24,82 0 8.39 15,14

HOUSEHOLDS NOT RECEIVING REMITTANCES

Total Population 10+ 100 100 100 100 100 100
% 10+ in Labour force 15.46 10.95 17.00 18.00 17.65 9.41
Age Specific LFPR 10-14 12.24 14,59 7.88 12.87 13.95 10.05
Age Specifiec LFPR 15-25 14.88 7.40 12.93 18.03 17.05 9.03
Age Specific LFPR 26~44 18.97 5.44 22.46 18.10 23.47 12.53
Age Specific LFPR 45+ 14.35 19.25 19,75 19.00 14.16 6.31
Unpaid Family Helpers as % of

total L.F. 75.64 59.10 72.47 78.63 70.74 84.48
% of L.F. wanting more work 29.51 11,56 25,03 33.09 26.95 31.55
% of L.F. wanting less work 11.42  37.07 15.24 11.69 10.78 7.40

Source: PLM Survey 1979.
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APPENDIX TRABLE III

LABQUR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES OF FEMALES BY HOUSEHOLD STATUS

AS RECEIVING AND NOT RECEIVING REMI'TANCES,BY INCOME GROUPS & AREA:1979.

(URBAN)
INCOME GROUPS
Females

Total 0-280 281~420 421-700 701-1120 1120+

HOUSEHOLDS RECEIVING REMITTANCES
Total population 10+ 100 100 100 - 100 100 100
% 10+ in Labour Force 2.59 100 0 0 1.87 1.91
Age specific LFPR 10-14 0 0 0 0 0 0
Age specific LFPR 15-25 3.74 0 0 0 0 522
Age specific LFPR 26-44 0 0 0 0 0 0
Age specific LFPR 45+ 5.13 100 0 0 9.39 0
Unpaid Family Helpers as %

of total L.F. 69.96 100 0 0 0 51.26

% of L.F. wanting more work  25.20 0 0 0 0 51.26
% of L.F, wanting less work 15.06 0 0 0 100 0

HOUSEHOLDS NOT RECEIVING REMITTANCES
Total population 10+ 100 100 100 100 100 100
% 10+ in Labour Force 4,52 13.57 3.69 4,83 4.64 4.23
Age specific LFPR 10-141 1.81 0 2.05 2.31 2,51 1.20
Age specific LFPR 15-25 3.88 2.99 1.91 4,90 3.30 3.93
Age specific LFPR 26-44 7.04 [ 5 B g 6.08 5.49 7.39 7.68
Age specific LFPR 45+ 4,81 35.82 5.16 5.61 4,94 3.46
Unpaid Family Helpers as % of

total L.F. 21.03 0 0 20.84 34,16 14,68

% of L.F. wanting more work 27.40 27.61 24.84 40.77 25.19 22.88
% of L.F. wanting less work 9,36 0 35.74 6.45 8.47 10.44

Source: PLM Survey 1979.
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RPPENDIX TABLE IV

AVERAGE HOURS WORKED PER WEEK BY: EMPLOYED:FEMALES” 10+ BY' HOUSE-
HOLD STATUS AS RECEIVING AND NOT RECEIVING REMITTANCES, BY
INCOME GROUPS AND AREA :1979

INCOME GROUP

Employed
Females Total 0~-280 281-420 421-720 721-1120 1120+
10+ in HH's
RURAL
No Out-Migrant 30.95 35.84 30.87 30,13 325 L7 29.48

Households with out migrants

a) Not receiving remittances 30.95 36.10 30.80 30.0¢ 32.21 29.40

b} Receiving remittances 30.82 35.00 29.34 31.62 25.86 34.02
URBAN
No Out-Migrant 40.19 36.53 41,39 34.82 38.96 45,55

Households with out migrants

a) Not receiving remittances 40.98 37.18 41.39 44,92 38.96 45,27
b) Receiving remittances 41.09 35.00 - - 42.00 45,24

Source: PLM Survey 1979,

APPENDIX TABLE V

AGE SPECIFIC LABOUR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES OF FEMALES
IN HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF OUT-MIGRANTS BY AREA;1979

Household AGE GROUP
Total 10+ 10-14 15-25 26-44 45+
RURAL
No out migrant 16.77 13,71 16.79 20.10 15.11
One out-migrant 12,07 2 e i 1337 14.35 9.85
URBAN
No out-migrant ' 5.01 1.98 4.52 T+12 5.90

One out-migrant 2.65 4.66 2.39 2.74 2.89

Source: PLM Survey 1979.
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APPENDIX TABLE VI

NFFECTS OF CUT-MIGRATION TO MIDDLE EAST ON WORK, OUTPUT AND INCOME OF
THE LFFT BEHIND HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS BY INCOME AND AREA : 1979.

INCOME GROUP

el Tot,. 0-280 281-420 421-720 721-1120 1120+
. RURAL

ON_WoBRX 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No ~=ffect 7 63.1 64.7 571 62.5 57.9 66.2
2. Had to hire lcbour 2.0 - - - 5.3 1.4
3. Additional work for family 15.4 29.4 28.6 18.8 7.8 14.1
4. Loss of labour & decliine in

egri./ron=-eg=i. output. 0.7 - - - 2.6 -
5. Others 18.8 5.8 14.3 18.8 26.3 18.3
ON OT25T 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. Mo epffect ‘ 51.7 70.6 42.9 56.3 52.6 46.5
2. Loss of labour & cdacline in

agri. /mon-agri. cutput 13.4 17.6 28.6 18.8 7.9 12.7
3. Monzy helpful in increasing

agri./non-egri. output 10.7 - - 6.3 7.9 16.9
4. Additicnzl output availeble

for use 0.7 5.9 - - - -
5. Provided information to

improve ocutput 2.0 - - - - 4.2
6. Others 2l.4 5.9 '28.6 18.8 31.6 19.7
Ol INCOME 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. Yo cffect ' 26.8 17.6 14.3  37.5 28.9 26.8
2. Money helpful in increasing

agri./non-agri. output 4.7 5.9 - 12.5 5.3 2.8
‘3. Additionel cutput available , '

for use ' 44.3 -+ 70.6 42.9 31.3 26,3 50.7
4, Provided ‘aformation to )

improve cutput L3 - - - ; - 2.8
5. Othecrs 22.8 5.9 42.9 18.8 39.5 16.9

URBAN

ON WORL 100 100 100 100 100 100
l. I~ effect 82,1 100.0 100.0 60.0 76.2 84.4
2, Had to hire lcbour - - - = o =
3. Additionnl work for family 0.9 - - 20.0 - g -
4. Loss of labour & decline in

agri./non-agri. output = - - - i =
5. Others 16.9 - - 20.0 23.8 15.6
ON OUTPUT 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No effect 68.9 100.0 - 40.0 61.9  72.7
2. Loss of labour & decline in

agzi./non~agri. output - = = - = = =
3. Money helpful in increasing

agri./non-agri. cutput Brei 7 - - 20.0 4.8 552
4. Additilonal cutput available

for use 3.8 - - - Co- 5.2
5. Provided information to

improve oviput - - - - = -
6. Others 21,7 - 100.0 40.0 33.3 16.9
NON INCOME 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. N> effect 17.9 0.0 - - 9.5 20.8
2. Money helpful in increasing

agri. /aon-agri. output 4.7 - - - - 6.5
3. Addi. euiput available for use 53.8 50.0 100 60.0 52.4 53.2

4. Providad information to .
improva cutrut - - - - = -

5., Cthery 23.6 ~ = 40.0 3g. 1 19.5

M Buwn-dy 1998
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APPENDIX TABLE VII

EFFECTS OF OUT-MIGRATION WITHIN PAKISTAN ON WORK, OUTPUT AND INCOME OF

THE LEFT BEHIND HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS BY INCOME AND AREA :

1979.

INCOME GROUP

EFRECTS " Jotal 0-280 281-420 421-720 721-1120 1120+
RURAL
ON WORK 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No effect 179 86.7 87.0 78.9 74.3 70.9
2. Had to hire labour 1.4 1.0 4.3 - 1.8 1.8
3. Additional work for family 8.4 o 4.3 6.6 115 8.5
4. Loss of labour & decline in
agri./non.agri. output 0.7 - - 1.3 = 1.9
5. Others 11.7 6.1 4.3 13.1 12.4 16.9
ON QUTPUT 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No effect 70.2 80.6  78.3 69.7 68.1  61.3
2. Loss of labour & decline in
agri./non-agri. output 6.0 5.1 8.7 2.6 10.6 3.8
3. Money helpful in increasing agri./ , o
non-agri. output 249 2.0 - - 2.7 6.6
4, Bdditional output available for use 5.3 2.0 4.3 10.5 543 4.7
5. Provided information to improve output 0.5 - = = - 1.9
6. Others 1554 10.2 B, 7 11:1 13.3 21:7)
ON INCOME 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No effect 32.5 26.5 26,1 35.5 272 32.1
2. Money helpful in increasing agri./
non-agri. output 53 [ | 4.3 7.9 8.0 0.9
3. Additional output available for use 43.7 87,1 52.8 43.4 38.9 34.9
4. Provided information to improve output 0.2 - - - - 0.9
£. others : 18.2 112 ~ 398 132 16.0 31.0
4
URBAN
ON WORK 100 100 100 100 100 100
1. No effect : 72.4 83.3 4C.0 88.9 65.6 75.5
2. Had to hire labour - - - - - -
3. Additional work for family 3.8 - - - 3.1 5.7
4. Loss of labour & decline in agri./
non-agri. output ‘ - = A gy &
5. Others 23.9 16.7 60.0 11.1 3.3 18.9
ON OUTPUT 100 100 100 100 100 100
l. No effect , 64.8 83.3 40,0 T a8 59.4 66.0
2. Loss of labour & decline in agri./
non-agri. output Bl - - o 9.4 55
3. Money helpful in increasing agri./
non-agri. output _ 1.9 - - - - 3.8
4, Additional output available for use 1.9 - - - 3.8
5. Provided information to improve
output 25.7 16.7 60.0 222 31.3 20.8
6. Others
ON INCOME 100 100 100 100 . 100 100
l. No effect ) 35.2 - 20.0 55.6 34.4 37.7
2. Money helpful in increasing agri./
non-agri. output 7.6 - - 2 b 5 - 13.2
3. Additional output available for use 23.8 83.3 20.0 11.1 25.0 18.9
4. Provided information to improve output - - - - = -
5. Others gt 16.7 60.0 222 40.6 30.2

Source: PLM Survey, 1979.
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UI'E OF REMITTANCES BY PREFERENCES, AREA, AWD BY AMOUNT REMITTED LAST YEAR, 1979.
' (RURAL AREAS)

T ocay To pay To pay To buy To buy To pay To pay To pay To Purchase To buy Others Savings 1o

iﬁfﬁ?;egimlttEd Total fcr for medical food/  HH goods for off farm/ seeds/pesti= land/ res-
o wedauings School expenses cloth- or make lwmuries debts non-famm cides fer- — busi- ponse
fee's ing improve- such as . equip~ tilizers ness
ments a omaments ment
to hame
) . FIRST PREFERENCE .

Total 100 De9t - = 40.18 42,99 - 326 ° - - 1.79 2.52 - 2.08
~%6000 100 2.39 - - - 36.98 38.67 - 6.85 - - 336 798 = 317

6001-12,000 1(0C Z2:11 - - 51.13 43.53 - s, 5 - - - - - -

12001~-24,000 1100, 3,21 - = 30.28 56.65 - - = 385 - - -

24001~48,000 100 15230 - - . 48.14 29.12 - 7.44 . - - - = -

45,000+ 100 2F€.03. - - 11.95 54.0 - - = - - 7497 - -
Ho Informaticn 10u - - - 50.43 - . - = - - - = 49.5

SECOND PREFERENCE

Total 10) 2473 10.70 1.27 15.66 25.21 - 4,59 - . - 0.40 10.04 0.66 28,73
< 6000 10C Z2.39 639 0 7.7} 31.28 - 3.56 = - - 2:55 - 36.12
6,001-12,000 100 | 3.71 21:53 1.48 9.16 21.74 - - - - - 12.34 o= 30.04
12001-24,000 100 - 106.92 . 3.56 14,97 20.99 - 1e37 - - - 1%.07 - 23,11
24001-48,000 1u 7.58 = - 21.54 30.67 = 7.24 - = - 9.42 - 23 .55
482000+ 100 - - - - 38.62 7.98 = 12.:21 - - 7.48 - 13.51 11.9%9
No Information 100 - = - - 50.43 - - - - - - - 48.57
THIRD PREFERENCE .
Total 100 2445 4,52 1.61 3:51 8.69% 2:57 6.04 1209 - - 8.08 - 61.43
< 6000 100 - - - 8.78 1.94 2:39 ..3.36 - = — 3.53 - 77.00
6,001-12,000 100 e o i == 3.47 - 16.02 2.11 4,79 = - - 15.54 - 53.94
12001-24,000 109 3.07 5.08 2.44 5.06 5.79% 2o 3 769 4,70 - - 10.13 - 5331
24,001—48,000 100 - 22.61 = == S.42 - 1175 - - - - - 56.22
48000+ 10v 12.5% 7.98 = - - 13,51 7.98 - - - - - - 57.%4
- ol - - - - - -~ 100.00

o Information 10J i - = -

Source: PL¥ Survey 1979.
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APPENDIX TABLE IX 38

USE JUF REI'ITTANCES BY PREFERENCES ,AREA, AND BY AMOUNT REMITTED LAST YEAR, 1979.
(URBAN AREAS)

Amount remitted Total To pay To ray To pay To buy To buy To pay To pay To buy To purch- To buy Others Savings No res-
last year for for medical food/ HH goods for lux- off farm/ ase seeds/ land/ ponse
wedd-  schoadl expen- cloth- or make  uries debts non-farm pesticide's busi-

ingg fee'. ses ing improve- such as eguip- fertili- ness
ments to orna- ment zexr's
home ments . R
FIRST REFERENCE

Total 100 1.05 0.9? - 26.44 43.53 1.09 8.28 - - 2.12 7.64 - 8.93
< 6,000 100 - - = 36.31 46.02 - 6.80 - - - - - 10.87
6,001-12,000 100 «.18 - - 34.19 41.73 4.28 - - - 4.40 7.40 - 3.81
12,001 100 - - - 11.86 55.89 - 19.61 - - - 4.31 8.23 - -
24001-48,000 100 - 6.77 - 36.65 27.86 - - - - = 28.72 i -
48,000+ 100 - - - = 38.11 = 38.11 - - - ik - 23.77
No information 100 - - . - 30.91 S . » = = = - 69.09

SECOND REFERENCE

Total 100 3.97 N.gt 1.81 11.97 20.60 - 5.35 1.72 1.80 3.62 8.80 - 35.50
£ 6,000 100 4.01 3.0¢ 3.40 6.03 13.66 - 13.48 - 3.23 - 3.40 - 49.74
%,001-12,000 100 3.74 - - 10.41 29.33 - 10,51 - 3.59 - 3.38 - 39.04
12,0001-24,000 100 8.29 - = 29.32 16.41 - 8.19 7.48 - vty 21.26 - 9.04
24,000-48,000 100 -- - 6.34 - 2773 - 7.79 - - 21.20 15.68 - 21.28
48,000+ 100 - - - - 38.11 - - - - [ - - 61.89
Wo information 100 - - - 17.06 - - - - - 13.85 - - 69.0%

THIRD REFERENCE

Total 100 . 3.74 0.384 1.67 5.58 3.90 - 8.28 1.54 - - 7.53 2.82 64.09

£.6,000 100 . 3.329 3.0z - - 3.61 - - 2.74 - - 5.87 - 80.36
6,001-12,000 100 6.96 - 2.58 3.82 4.18 - 4.68 3.05 - - 7.46 - 66.27
12,001-24,000 - 100 4.5%, - 3.34 16.40 4.05 - 22.78 - - - 4.09 8.11 36.70
24001-48,000 100 - - - 6.34 6.77 - 13.87 - - - 13.73 7.10 52.20
48,000+ 100 - - - - - - - - - - 100.00
No information 100 - - - - - - - - - - 17.06 - 82.94

Source: PLM Survey 1979.
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Household  Food/ Marriage Luxury
gowdSand - - ¢clothing ' Citems
improve- : such as
ments to ornaments
building
- 61288 - B86.72 29.27 16.75
©61.27 . 78.99 20.24 10.95
‘69,17 89.66 34.74 17.44
64,89 87.06 32.85% 20.66
~30.58 100.00 16.64 14.74
88.13 68.19 54.58 15.96
50.43 100.00 49,57 50.43
68.89 87.00 28.56 §.01
69.49 94.07 24.64 7.24
75.92 . B7.32 35.53 7.62
78.02 88.14 26.26 - 5,83
57.78 72.26 27.97 6.34
38.11 100,00 38.11 38.11
68.81 19.00 -

49.91

APDENDIX TABLE X <5
AETILITY TO SPEND BY AMOUNT REMITTED LAST YEAR BY_EREA,
Amount Total Purchase Farm non- Expansion Improve- Pesticides
Remitted of land farm imp- of ment to  rertilizers
¢r cther Jlements & business land seeds raw-
prorerty machinery material. etc.
- RURAL AREAS
Total 24.00 4.94 3.76 32,35 . 2.78 6.85
6,000 21.82 3.36 3.36 2,39 3.36 1261 -5
6,001-172,000 24.46 3.66 - 5.45 . -
12,001-243600. - 26.78 8.53 8.10 - 8.10 - 10.83
- 24,001-48,000 18,71 7.44 - - - L=
48000+ 29.61 ~ 19.94 - - 19.94
Mo informatic. 33.33 - - 49.57 - -
URBAN AREAS
Total 25.07 6.92 1.86 F. 1 15.49 5.2
6,000 23.70 - - 3.21 5.97 6.02
€:991%12,000 27.46 4.40 3.57 7.38 21.71 3.78
12,001=24,000 27.91 13.05 4.18 4.14 22.26 T2
24,991<48, 000 22,43 15.26 - - ;3.73 6.77
48000+ 23.2" - o - - -
No information 18.74 13.85 - - 17.06 -
Source: PLN svwve, 17°79.
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APPENDIX TABLE XI

EFFECTS: OF OUT-MIGRATION ON THE BEHAVIOUR OF WIVES BY LENGTH OF
HUSBANDS STAY ABROAD

Length of More res- Better Spend- Very Dis~  Undo- Fond Unhappy
Etay abroad ponsible infor- thrift Inde- obe- mes- of dis- and con-
' about med and pen- dient tic playing cerned
family mature dent pros-
perity
Uptp 2 years 91 82 52 50 42 50 63 64
2-4 years 87 83 57 57 49 50 61 57
4~6 years 88 80 74 69 47 61 66 48
Above 6 years 83 © 92 65 64 47 56 59 46

Source: Reproduced from PIPO. 1983

APPENDIX TABLE XII

EFFECTS OF OUT-MIGRATION ON THE BEHAVIOUR OF CHILDREN BY LENGTH
" OF FATHERS STAY ABROAD

Length of Keennees Responsible Spend- Indul- Discbe~ BAbsent

stay abroad for towards thrift gent dient from
education parents ' ' school
MALES
Upto 2 years 74 g3 63 56 51 56
2~4 years 77 8l 64 63 59 55
. 4-6 years 77 B2 80 55 59 58
Above 6 years 77 78 79 64 63 61
FEMALES
Upto 2 years 71 88 38 a4 45 35
2-4 years ' 75 84 43 50 47 33
4-6 years . 67 83 . 56 51 38 22
Bbove 6 years 68 80 36 31 34 - 25

Source: Reproduced from PIPO. 1983.
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APPENDIX TABLE XIII

SOME DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF LEFT BEHIND WIVES
SUFFERING FROM PSYCHOLOGICAL DISEASES
(DECEMBER IST,1982 TC 30TH MAY

1983)

Characteristics

Out-patients

In-patients

Total female patients
Age of wife

15-25

26-35

36-44

45+
No-information

Duration of marriage

Less than one year
1l to 2 years

2 to 5 years

5+ years

puration of husband's migration

Less than one year.)

1 to 2 years J
2 to 5 years
54 years

Frequency of husband's visit

Once in 6 months
Once in a year
Once in 2 years

Number of children

None 5
one child
twe children
3+children

*
Number of children born before

husbands migration

Area of current residence

Rural
Urban
No-information

Type of family in which living

Nuclear
Joint/extended
No-information

1346 (100)
100.00

2.6
33.88
7.65

11.59
44,28
100.00

24.22‘}
62.56 )
7.21
6.02 j

100,00
70.73
29.27

100.00

nil
nil
100.00

" 100,00

14.63
69.69
8.84
6.84

100.00

10.47
78.08
11.45

100.00

7.06
78.08
14.86

oF

Majority either with
na child or one child

(100)

100.00

75.26

oo
-

24.74
100.00
87.63

12,37

100.00

93.81
6.19

100.00
nil
nil

100.C0

100.00

73.20

26.80

Majority
no child

100.00

6.19
83.81

either with
or one child

100.00

89.69

10.31

Source: Department of Psychological Medigence and Neuro Psychiary,

Rawalpindi General Hospital.

*This information was not available for all patients, and is a rough indication.
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APPENDIX TABLE XIV

DRUG PREVELANCE AMONG CHILDREN OF MIDDLE EAST MIGRANTS
(DECEMBER IST 1982 TO MAY 30,1983)

Patients Drugs and Diseases
Common disease among school Truancy, (running away from school)
going children Aggressive and voilent behaviour
Qut-patients
age group 12-14 Cigarette and hashish ( 5 percent)
age group 25-26 ’ Herion (46 percent)

In-patients

Total in-patiengs.who
were Herion addicts 67 (100)

Number of in-patient herion
addicts whose fathers were
abroad 43 (64 percent)

Source: Department of Psychological Medicine- and Neuro Psychiatry,
Rawalpindi General Hospital.’ !



