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ABSTRACT

Occupation implies profession or trade. The study of occupational structure occupies an important position in the
field of demography. The economic and social development of a region depends on the number of persons who are
engaged in economic activity. The economic activity which decides the demographical structure and characteristics of the
population especially family size, structure, density, literacy, growth rate and the integration of all these. Since it decides
the economic strength of a population, such studies are very much important for policymakers and planners to formulate
policies and plans for the socio-economic development of a region or country. The present study conducted in Devikulam
taluk is situated on the western slope of the Western Ghats in Idukki district, Kerala. Snce the entire population of the
taluk isliving in rural areas, it can be termed as a rural taluk. The main source of livelihood is plantation agriculture and
allied activities. In spite of that, plantation (mainly tea), tea processing, jiggery processing, lemongrass oil extraction and
tourism are the dominant economical activity in this study area. Occupational characteristics were mainly collected from
Idukki district census handbook for the years 1971 to 2011. The occupational types are broadly classified into four
categories. According to 2011 census, the study area having about 16% (177621) of the total population of Idukki District
and is distributed in 12 villages. The share of the total population of Devikulam to the district has been remarkably
decreased since 1981 and the growth rate in 2011 was -4.04. After 2001, most of the plantation workers in KDH village
voluntarily retired and migrated to adjacent villages and Tamil Nadu. Due to that in 2011, five villages showing negative
growth. Therefore, the study of occupational structure in Devikulam taluk is very much important to understand the

population dynamics from 1971 to 2011.
KEYWORDS: Devikulam, Occupational Structure, Migration and Census Report
INTRODUCTION

The study of human resources is dynamic, not stBogulation distribution, movements of populatamd its
structure constantly change in time. Occupation maydefined as engaged in any economically prodeidctivity.
According to the census of India (1991) occupatiohonly involved in actual work but also effectivesupervision and
direction of work. It also includes unpaid work arfarm or in the family. Economic development aodlsstication of a
country mainly depend on occupation structurenfluences population aspects of a region. The cattmpal structure is
play a vital role in the socio-economic developmehan area, manifestation of a population compwmsiand gives the
ratio of the working and non-working population.rfd@pation rates of labor force useful for an urganding of the

economic growth of a region. In the occupationalcture, primary activity indicates the low econordevelopment while
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the secondary and tertiary activity throws a lighteconomic advancement and social transforma8ote most part of
the Devikulam taluk is covered by dense forests plamtation agriculture only 16% of the total atieadevoted for
habitation. The structures of the population imtgiof population growth, density, literacy rate, ¢étave been the result of

not only the physiographic features but also thecstiral changes in the economy over several decade
STUDY AREA

The high range mountain landscape of Devikulam K &ulocated on the western slope of the Westerat&h
(Figure 1). It is the northern most taluk of thelkki District. The study area stretches betweeratirides of 856’ 56”N
to 1021’ 29”N and longitudes of 7645’ 00”E to 77 20’ 00”E covers an area of 1140 Kiand is inhabited by 1,77,621
persons (Census 2011). Devikulam taluk consisiafillages, nine panchayats, and two blocks. Muigia census town
in this taluk. The landless laborers once migréitech Tamil Nadu are living in this study area mgiKIDH and Pallivasal
villages where tea plantation and its allied wodke predominant. Kannan Devan Hills Plantation, AAf€a limited
company and Harrison Malayalam tea plantation laseenajor tea producing companies who have expathd@dservices
and accommodated more people in KDH and Pallivallagjes. These companies offer various amenities sis medical
facility, school facility and home. Compare to malerkers, female workers are highly engaged inpleatation related
works. General hospital situated in Munnar is thenrhospital once it served good treatment to th@pany workers.
But now the potentiality of this hospital is desig. Less number of specialized doctors and lddalities failed to
treat serious causalities such as serious deligasgs, serious injuries are forced them to neadspitals mainly to
Adimaly government hospital, Kottayam medical cgdiehospital and Theni Medical college hospital. Téee estates are
located away from their settlement. Road conndgtivaccessibility and condition of roads are pathéb nature.
Auto rickshaw and jeep are the main modes of transo people are pushed to migrate mainly thacadjt state of
Tamil Nadu.

METHODOLOGY

i o B v : .
"Stic Boundan STUDY AREA: LOCATION MAP 2 ‘|
Devikulam Taluk (%} |

Figure 1: Study Area

In this study, occupational characteristics weralyed using 1971, 1981, 1991, 2001 and 2011 cedatss
published by the census department, Govt. of In@ographic Information System (GIS) is used tgare thematic

maps for the study area. The census of India fledshe occupational structure into four categori (i) cultivators, (ii)
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agricultural laborers (iii) household industry (Mdacturing, processing, service and repair) andl ¢ther workers.
The same classification has been incorporatedsrsthdy.

OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE

The economic and social development of a regiomipalepends on the number of active people who are
engaged in the production of goods and servicesriegion. It is computed by taking the total numbepersons in the
labor force to the total population. The study dnea a total workforce of 88246 in 2011 which citasgs 49.68 percent
of the total population. Among the 12 villages, Kwalloor has the highest workforce of (32.7%) whistfollowed by
Mannamkandam (21.77%) and Vellathuval (7.13%) géla There are large spatio-temporal variatiorthiénpercentage
of the total workforce in the taluk. The followirtgble.1 shows the total workforce of the taluk fra®i71 to 2011.
The graphical representation of a workforce is giveFigure 2.

Table 1: Devikulam Taluk Total workforce from 19712011

Year | Workforce
1971 50231

1981 57875
1991 80737
2001 86882
2011 88246
SourceDistrict Census Handbook, Idukki: 1971-2011

A total workforce of the taluk was only 50231 in719which increased to 88246 in 2011 marking a totlease
of 75.7%. The highest growth in the workforce waparted during the period 1981-1991 when it inadasy 40%.
In fact, the workforce of the taluk is showing amcrieasing trend for the last 40 years. The follgwiable.2 depicts the

distribution of working force among different cateigs of workers from 1971 to 2011.

Table 2: Proportion of Workers in Different Classesfrom 1971 to 2011

vear | Cultivators _Plantation and House Hold Other Total
Agricultural Labourers Industries Workers

1971 14.38 66.57 0.74 18.30 100

1981 17.89 59.22 1.13 21.75 100

1991 13.23 67.56 1.02 18.18 100

2001 14.49 58.28 2.05 25.18 100

2011 14.17 52.65 1.07 32.11 100

Source:District Census Handbook, Idukki: 1971-2011

Village Wise Distribution of Workforce

According to the given data, in 1971, the highasipprtion of the workforce was reported in KDH (TaB).
It accounted for 52.78% of the workforce of thaikalKDH was followed by Mannamkandam (16.3%) andlatkeuval
(12.48%) with a workforce of only 0.89%, Kottakamlvanked last in the year of 1971. Among the vidlagthe highest
proportion of cultivation was reported in Mannamttam (37.6%) and Vellathuval (25.20%)
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Table 3: Occupational Structure 1971

SI. No Village Cultivators AT Household Other Services Total
Labourers Industries
1 Mannamkanadam 2719(33.21 3925(47.94 180(2.20) 364(1.6.66) 1568(100)
2 Vellathuval 1821(29.04) 3160(50.39) 53(0.85) 123773) 6912(100)
3 Pallivasal 443(9.78) 2749(60.70) 48(1.06) 1289188 5167(100)
4 KDH 173(0.65) 21777(82.14)| 70(0.26) 4491(16.94) | 0,794(100)
5 Marayur 474(26.41) 729(40.61) 8(0.45) 584(32.53) | 3397(100)
6 Keezhanthoor 274(31.86) 506(58.84) 1(0.12) 79(09.1 1822(100)
7 Kanthalloor 511(52.73) 336(34.67) 7(0.72) 11587). 1978(100)
8 Kottakambur 272(60.44) 178(39.56) 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 635(100)
9 Vattavada 538(81.76) 80(12.16) 5(0.76) 35(5.32) 302(100)
Devikulam Taluk 7225(14.38) 33440(66.57 372(0.74) 9194(18.30) 50231(100)
SourceDistrict Census Handbook, Idukki-1971
Table 4: Occupational Structure 1981
Plantation and Household
Sl. No Village Cultivators Agricultural . Other Services Total
Industries
Labourers
1 Mannamkandam 3498(22.04)) 6983(44.01) 388(2.45)  99¢1.50) 15868(100)
2 Vellathuval 2142(30.99) 2966(42.91) 58(0.84) 1(25626) 6912(100)
3 Pallivasal 516(9.99) 1104(21.37) 34(0.66) 35138y 5167(100)
4 KDH 1462(7.03) 17756(85.39) 108(0.52) 1468(89.68) 20794(100)
5 Marayur 556(16.37) 2280(67.12) 43(1.27) 518(1p.25] 3397(100)
6 Keezhanthoor 752(41.27) 965(52.96) 11(0.60 aB(5. 1822(100)
173
7 Kanthalloor 449(22.70) 1350(68.25) 6(0.30) (8.75) 1978(100)
8 Kottakambur 175(27.56) 443(69.76) 8(1.26) 9(1.42) | 635(100)
9 Vattavada 806(61.90) 427(32.80) 0(0.00) 69(5.30)| 1302(100)
Devikulam Taluk 10356(17.89 33,274 (59.22) 65681.1 | 12589(21.75) | 57875(100

Source:District Census Handbook, I1dukki-1981
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Table 5: Occupational Structure 1991
: . Plan'gation g Household .
Sl. No Village Cultivators Agricultural Industries Other Services Total
Labourers

1 Kuttapuzha 2628(31.10) 3840(45.45) 220(2.6D) 7®.84) 8449(100)
2 Mankulam 786(30.70) 1426(55.70) 11(0.43 337(88.1 | 2560(100)
3 Mannamkandam 2558(24.76 4316(41.77 447(4.33) 12@9.15) 10333(100
4 Anaiviratty 269(13.05) 1442(69.93) 13(0.63 33BED) 2062(100)
5 Vellathuval 1224(26.45) 1934(41.79) 58(1.25 18051) 4628(100)
6 Kunjithanny 686(17.09) 2257(56.24) 19(0.47 1@6119) 4013(100)
7 Pallivasal 274(7.11) 2397(62.23) 13(0.34 116&3p 3852(100)
8 KDH 209(0.62) 28813(86.08) 12(0.04) 4437(13.26) 34BL(100)
9 Marayur 451(11.12) 2942(72.55) 11(0.27 651(16.05 4055(100)
10 Keezhanthoor 336(17.00) 1503(76.06 7(0.35 a.3@) 1976(100)
11 | Kanthalloor 583(18.08) 2368(73.45) 12(0.37 B61Q) 3224(100)
12 | Kottakambur 372(43.16) 451(52.32) 0(0.00 39n.5 862(100)
13 Vattavada 310(24.76) 858(68.53) 3(0.24 81(6.47)| 152(100)

Devikulam Taluk 10,686(13.23 54,547(67.56 82621.0| 14,678(18.18) | 80,737(100)

Source:District Census Handbook, Idukki- 1991

Cultivators were lowest in KDH (2.39%) village. KDHas the highest proportion of agricultural labsref
65.12% followed by Mannamkandam (11.73%) and (9)¥5%attavada village recorded the lowest proportimi
agricultural laborers of only 0.239%. At the sameary Kottakambur had no household industrial warker
Household industrial workers mostly concentratedMiannamkandam (48.38%) village. Workers in othawises were

mostly inhabited in KDH where it accounted for 8.8t was followed by Mannamkandam village (14.84%)

The table.3, 4 and 5 made it clear that the prapomf cultivation remained more or less the sameng the
period from 1971 to 2011. It was 14.35% in 1971 alhincreased to 17.9% in 1981. The proportion dfivation
recorded a negative growth in 1991 when it readhed 17.9% in 1981 to 13.2% in 1991. It again irased to 14.49% in
2001. At present, it contributes 14.17% a dramettignge occurred in the composition of agricultlabbrers to the total
workforce. Agricultural laborers constituted motean half of the workforce 66.57% in 1971 and 67.58/61991.
But thereafter it decreased abruptly and reache8%24nd 29.4% respectively in 2001 and 2011. Owwekers include
workers in industries other than household indystrgrkers in construction, transportation, commatian, and storage
and government employees. Other workers have isedeitom 59% in 2001 and 60.35% in 2011. This isndicator of
the development of the economy and society ofahet Now the economy of the taluk is more tiltedédrtiary activities
rather than embedded in agricultural operationofable feature of the occupational structure oftéhek is the stationery
growth of the household industry workers. They tituited only 0.74% of the total work force in 1972113% in 1981 and
1.02% in 1991. During the year 1981 also Mannamiancemained in the top position in terms of thecprtage of total
cultivators. Nearly 33.8% of the cultivators lived this village. The least proportion of cultivatowas lived in

Kottakambur village where it forms 1.7%. Agriculhlir laborers were thickly concentrated in the vidagof
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Mannamkandam (40.85%) and Vellathuval (17.35%ds$ very sparse in the Vattavada village (2.5%}hé&year 1981
KDH Village had the highest share workers in othervices which constituted 62.6% of the total otherkers in the

taluk. At the same time, Kottakambur had the lovpestentage share of 0.03% in the workers in ataerices (Table.4).

The condition was changed during the period 199&nwMuttapuzha replaced Mannamkandam in the totaksh
of cultivators. The lowest share of cultivators waported at KDH village. But in terms of total mgitural laborers,
with a percentage share of 52.3% KDH village rantaggm(Table.5). Agricultural laborers were veryntlgi distributed in
the Kottakambur village when it was only 0.82%. Eelold industry workers were mostly found in thenkamkandam

village (54%). Nearly 30.22% of the workers in atlervices were concentrated in KDH. The lowespprtion of other

workers was recorded in Kottakambur village (0.26%)

Table 6: Occupational Structure 2001

. . Plan'gation el Household
Sl. No Village Cultivators Agricultural Industries Other Workers Total
Labourers

1 Anaviratty 512(20.33) 899(35.69) 12(0.48) 1096543 2519(100)
2 Kanthalloor 1170(26.76) 2731(62.45) 11(0.25 461%4) 4373(100)
3 KDH 1324(3.87) 29834(87.22) 251(0.73 2796(8.17)| 34205(100)
4 Keezthalloor 251(13.96) 1087(60.46) 242(13.4p) 8(22.12) 1798(100)
5 Kottakambur 518(37.45) 819(59.22) 4(0.29) 42(B.04 | 1383(100)
6 Kunjathanny 1646(32.40) 1448(28.50) 84(1.65 130214) 5080(100)
7 Mankulam 1311(31.22) 1427(33.98) 56(1.33 140388 | 4199(100)
8 Mannamkandam 2728(18.41 4817(32.51 420(2.83) 53@®%.25) 14818(100
9 Marayoor 431(7.62) 3630(64.18) 563(9.95 1032Z8B. | 5656(100)
10 Pallivassal 737(13.80) 1382(25.88) 54(1.01 #1680) 5339(100)
11 Vattavada 395(25.35) 1045(67.07) 7(0.45 1127.1 | 1558(100)
12 Vellathuval 1573(26.42) 1522(25.56) 59(0.99 837.03) 5954(100)

Devikulam Taluk 12596(14.49 50641(58.28 1763(2.05 21882(25.18) 86882(100

SourceDistrict Census Handbook, Idukki- 2001

NAAS Rating: 3.10- Articles can be sent to editor @ mpactjournals.us




| Occupational Structure of Devikulam Taluk, Idukki District, Kerala 695 |
Table 7: Occupational Structure 2011
Plantation and
Sl. No Village Cultivators Al_ga:it::glljtrl:ar?sl T'n%l:JSS?:;glsd w%trii:s Total
1 Anaviratty 379(15.27) 1262(50.85) 16(0.64) 825233 2482(100)
2 Kanthalloor 396(10.87) 2162(59.35) 58(1.59) 1Q8719) 3643(100)
3 KDH 1691(5.86) 25933(89.85) 228(0.79) 1011(3.50) 28863(100)
4 Keezhathoor 328(13.59) 1400(58.02) 25(1.04 6608 2413(100)
5 Kottakambur 1308(77.72 326(19.37) 14(0.83) THP. 1683(100)
6 Kunjithanny 1229(23.64) 1230(23.66) 44(0.85) 269636) 5199(100)
7 Mankulam 1279(25.77) 2260(45.54) 26(0.52) 1398(28 | 4963(100)
8 Mannamkandam 2669(13.89 4746(24.70 313(1.68) 486(59.78) | 19214(100
9 Marayoor 918(14.12) 3926(60.37) 81(1.25) 157&2). | 6503(100)
10 Pallivasal 505(10.05) 755(15.03) 23(0.46) 374018) 5023(100)
11 | Vattavada 415(21.17) 1216(62.04) 19(0.97 318Q)5 | 1960(100)
12 Vellathuval 1391(22.08) 1249(19.83) 86(1.37) £56.73) 6300(100)
DevikulamTaluk 12508(14.17 46465(52.65 933(1.07) 28340(32.11) | 88246(10Q)

Source: District Census Handbook, Idukki- 2011

In the year 2001, Mannamkandam village had thedsghhare of cultivators and agricultural labordr21.66%
and 22.81% respectively. The lowest proportion ufieators was reported in Keezhanthoor (2.1%).tfm other hand,
KDH had the lowest percentage of agricultural l&sof 1.47%. Marayur for the first time rankedtfiamong the villages
in the share of household industry workers (31.98kg lowest proportion of household industry woskerere reported in
Kottakambur village. An outstanding characteristiche occupational structure of this period was timore than 60% of
the workers in other services were from KDH Villagehe village in the bottom position for other wers was

Kottakambur (0.08%) (Table 6).
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Figure 2: Occupational Structure
From the table.7, during 2011 census 21.33% of tibial cultivators are living in Mannamkandam.
It is followed by Kanthalloor (13.5%) and Vellatral\(11.12%) villages. Keezhanthoor village had ltheest proportion
of cultivators at 2.62%. About 22% of the agrictélulaborers are concentrated in Mannamkandam 2¥8.id Marayur
and 10.49% in Mankulam villages. The lowest peragatshare of agricultural laborers was observetiénvillages of
Kottakambur (1.5%) and Pallivasal (3.50%). Houseéhaidustry workers are mostly found in Mannamkandam
(33.54%) and thinly reported in Kottakambur (1.5%)e predominance of KDH village in accommodating torkers in
other services has been broken by Kanthalloor til20hen it supported 48.7% of such workers andedrfkst among
the villages. It was followed by Mannamkandam g#avhere nearly 22% of the other workers are wgrkirhe smallest

share of other workers is recorded in the villagdt&kambur (0.06%).

A number of small-scale industries are engage@@ydry preparation mainly along the Marayur andtKaltoor
main road. According to the Sugarcane Cultivat@tiety, the area under sugarcane cultivation abenffrom 2,500
acres in 2002 to 1,200 acres in 2008. The produafdVvarayur Jaggery has fallen from 10000 tonme20d01 to 3,600
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tonnes in the same period 2008 (Giji. K. Raman,8208s per data available in Krishibhavan, there whout 60% drop
in area under sugarcane cultivation at Marayur Kaxdthalloor in the past one decade. From the resagmney, it states
that at present only 1000 acres of land is undgamane. But a decade ago 2500 acres were undmicang cultivation
(The Hindu, 2015). In the present time consideratfi@nges in the areas cultivated by vegetables attavada.
The cultivable area dropped from 3,800 acres tOQL gcres now. In addition to that, as many as 3&thdr families
migrated to Tamil Nadu in the recent times (Giji Kaman, 2013). Eucalyptus plantation also depksddsutrients and
affects its productivity, fertility and microbialctvity. It also causes for reducing groundwatevelesignificantly

(Directorate of Agricultural, 2013).

CONCLUSIONS

The occupation of a person can simply implies tkade, profession, type of work etc,. It reveéls hature of
economic progress of any area. About 16% of thal fmpulation of Idukki District is concentrated Devikulam Taluk
and is distributed in 12 villages. KDH village miimed its first position in terms of the total pigtion of the Taluk. But
the population of KDH village is observed graduadlgcreasing from 47% in 1971 to 31% in 2011. Idie to the
Voluntary Retirement Scheme (VRS) introduced by pésmtation companies and out-migration of therdite youths.
Kottakamboor, Marayur, and Vattavada villages areiig less population in all the decades. But thdteges are shown
with increasing growth rate. Population growth riatehowing a decreasing trend of 4.78 of 1991-2004 in 2001-2011.
The most part of the Devikulam Taluk is unsuitafade cultivation because of its undulating terra2®.75% of area in
Devikulam Taluk has devoted to agriculture. Abo6t Kt area is devoted to food crop cultivation in thedgtarea.
The black pepper occupied 450 hectares in Mannadaltan 900 hectares in Vellathuval and Kunjithanriages.
The economy of Devikulam Taluk is mostly based gricalture. Tea, coffee, rubber, areca nut and aaam are the
important plantation crops cultivated which earmefgn income too. The study area’s cool climate @sak viable
condition for vegetable cultivation, especiallyMattavada village. Cabbage, carrot, beans, potadogarlic are cultivated
in the study area and it is known as “Vegetable BafWiKerala”. The major problem is the high costpobduction and low
price realization. Severe drought largely affetis hewly planted cardamom areas where the posgibfliirrigation is
low. When the trees in the cardamom areas wereeptutihe green cover lost resulted in a change nmospheric
temperature, which negatively impacted the sustdliba of cardamom cultivation. High labor costtatks of pests,
jaggery imported from Tamil Nadu and labeled as ayar Jaggery, low price rate, 4% tax for sugarcamévation,
wild animal attacks, massive flowering in sugarcdoe groundwater level and climatic change are lifge challenges
faced in sugarcane cultivation in both villagestia present day, sugarcane cultivation has dwihdie sugarcane field
are now slowly making way for arecanut, coconut atder cultivations. Vegetable cultivation in Kaalflor and
Vattavada had been badly affected by lack of rdinfée cultivable area dropped from 3,800 acre&,#0 acres now.
In addition to that, as many as 350 farmer famiti@grated to Tamil Nadu in the recent times. Thase some of the
problems affected the study area’s occupationaicaire and leads to forced migration. So governnsfould take
necessary initiatives to enhance the formers amorésms standard of living, increase the agricultpraductivity and stop

land conversion.
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