
CENSUS OF INDIA 1981 

SERIES 14 

MEGHALAYA 

PART XII 

CENSUS ATLAS 

J. TAYENG 
OF THE INDIAN ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE 

Director of Census Operations 
MEGHALAYA 



Part I-A 

PartI-B 

Part II-A & B 

Part Ill-A & B 
and Part IV--A 

Part lV-B 

Part V--A&B 

Part Vl-A&B 

Part VII 

Part VIlI- A&B 

Part IX 

Part X-B 

Part X-C 

Part'X-D 

Part XII 

Part XII-A 
Part XIlI-A & B 

CENSUS OF INDIA 1981 
SERIES 14 MEGHALAYA 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS 

Administration Report-Enumeration (for official use only) 

Administration Report-Tabulation (for official use only) 

General Population Tables and Primary Census Abstract 

General Economic Tables and Social and Cultural Tables 

Social and Cultural Tables 

Migration Tables 

Fertility Ta~les' 

Tables on Houses and Disabled Population 

Household Tables 

Special Tables on Scheduled Castes and Sch~duled Tribes 

Town Survey Report-Tura 

Survey Report on Village-Resubakrapara 

Handicraft Survey Report 

Census Atlas (Present Volume) 

MEGHALAYA GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS 

Administrative Atlas 
District Census Handbook (5 districts) 

• All the maps included in this Atlas are based upon Survey of India map with the permission of the SUIveyor General of India, 

• The boundary of MeghaJaya shown on the maps is as interpreted from the North-Eastern Areas (Re-organisation) Act, 1971, but has yet to be 
verified, 

• The Indo-Bangladesh ooundary shown in the maps is the one existing prior to the conclusion of the agreement on May 16 between India and 
Bangladesh. 

• The territorial waters ofIudi. extend into the sea to a distance of twelve nautical miles measured from the appropriate base line (applicable to India 
map only). 

• © Government of"India copyright, 1989 

• The age-group wise data used in the preparation of some maps were processed on computer broadly confonn to the relevant figures f-do1ished in the 
Primary Census Abstract but there may be some marginal difference in totals dlle to rounding off. 

(ii) 



21 Youthfulness of population 1981 53 

22 Dependency ratio 1981 55 

23 Males in working age 15-591981 57 

24 Females in working age 15-591981 59 
25 Urban males in working age IS-59, 1981 .61 
2(> Rural males in working age 15-59 1981 63 
27 Urban females in working age 15-59 1981 65 
28 Rural females in working age 15-59 1981 67 

Urbanisation: 

29 Urban population 1981 71 
30 Change in urban population 1971-81 73 
31 Growth of urban popUlation by size class of urban areas 1901-81 75 
32 Growth of urban centres 1971-81 77 

Migration: 

33 In-migrants 1981 81 
34 Rural in-migrants to total rural popUlation 1981 83 
35 Urban in-migrants to total urban population 1981 85 
36 Inter district migration 1981 87 
37 Intra-<listrict migration 1981 89 
38 Migrants residing upto 4 years 1981 ·91 
39 Migrants residing 5-9 years 1981 93 
40 Migrants residing 10 years and above 1981 95 

PART III-ECONOMIC ASPECTS 

The 1981 Industrial Categories: 

41 Main workers and non-workers 1981 101 
42 Rural main workers and non-workers 1981 103 
43 Urban main workers and non-workers 1981 105 
44 Main workers 1981 107 
45 Male main worker~ 1981 109 
46 Female main workers 1981 III 
47 Male and female main workers classified by industrial categories 1981 II3 
48 Urban male and female main workers classified by industrial categories 1981 ll5 
49 Rural male and female main workers classified by industrial categories 1981 117 
50 Main workers with ,educational level 1981 119 

(xl 



population distribution, characteristics and dispersals portray contemporary trends and issues. The Atlases include a 
few general maps on administrative and physical aspects to introduce the region, followed by detailed maps on 
demographic, economic and socio-cultural aspects consisting of distribution, density and growth of population, age and 
sex, urban trends, census industrial categories, migration, literacy. religion, physically handicapped, scheduled castes 
and scheduled tribes, education and health. In all, the programme envisages to publish 31 volumes for the country. The 
leading volume is the all-India one in the series. A standard list of themes has been generated for presentation of maps 
according to Census data for each State/Union Territory and by-cross-classification of data. the number of maps in 
these Atlases are kept at a minimum to make each volume handy. The Atlas volumes of the major States of the country 
may contain 114 maps, such as in the volume of Uttar Pradesh, while for smaller States/Union Territories there will be 
a minimum of 50 sheets as in the case of Pondicherry. The all-India (National) volume contains 93 map plates and 
interpretation with diagrams ann ~hort statistical tables. 

This Atlas programme has been executed under the planning and direction of Dr. B.K. Roy, Deputy Registrar 
General (Map). Well knit teams worked in the Map Division in my office and the Map Units of the offices of the 
Directors of Census Operations of States and Union Territories in the implementation of the programme. A list of all 
those who have contributed to the completion of the work is given separately in this volume. I congratulate the 
members of all teams and officers associated with the project on their excellent work and their dedication which 
contributed to the success of this venture. I hope the volumes will answer the needs and get the approval of scholars, 
planners, administrators, traveUers and the general readers. 

New Delhi 
10 March, 1988 
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PREFACE 

The Census collects various information on demographic, sqci<>:-economic and cultural aspects of population of the 
country. The information collected at a particular point of time is then tabulated. analysed and published in a series of 
publication. The present volume known as ·Cens.us Atlas' is one of such publications. 

The above volume is an attempt in presenting a comprehensive account of some of the important demographic and 
socia-cultural variables in the form of maps. The volume covers most of the important aspects of population statistics. 
Simple methods have been used to make out the maps in order to facilitate the readers to understand and analyse the trends 
of population structure. It differs from other Census publication in that as much attention is paid to present the 
demographic, socio-economic and socia-cultural data on map and each map is then supplemented by an analytical note. 
The analytical note will be helpful for the readers to study and understand the map. Further, a short table in most rt!fined 
and modified form has also been given in the bottom of the explanatory note for reference and use. 

The publication contains 98 plates and the whole volume is divided into four major parts viz .• I General" II 
Demographic Structure and Trends, III Economic Aspects and IV Socio-Cultural Aspec.ts. 

I am highly indebted to Shri J. Tayeng, lAS, Director of Census Operations, Meghalaya,,under whose guidanfe the 
entire Census was conducted but he had to leave the Organisation for taking up other important assignments in State 
Government before the volume is made ready for press. The credit for bringing out the volull?-e rightly goes to the map 
section of my office. A list of officials associated with this project is given separately. I avail this opportunity to thank Shri 
S.K. Kar, Cartographer who not only drafted the analytical notes but also shouldered the responsibility to supervise the 

work in the map section for bringing the publication in the present form. I am also thankful to Shri K. S. Lyngdoh, Asstt. 
Director of Census Operations, w~o made valuable contributions in editing the entire project. 

I am very grateful to Dr. B.K. Roy, Dy. Registrar General (Map) under whose overall guidance the publication has 
been brought out. I express my sincere gratitude to Shri P. Padmanabha, lAS. former Registrar General, India, and Shri 
V.S. Venn a, lAS, Registrar General, India, for their constant help and encouragement. I am also thankful to Smt.Minati 
Ghosh, Asstt Registrar General (Map) and Shri N.C. Sengupta, Research Officer (Map) for their careful scrutiny and 
valuable suggestions to improve the quality of the maps. My thanks are also due to Shri. B.P. Jain, Asstt. Director 
(Printing) and the Manager, Aravali Printers & Publishers (Pvt.) Ltd. for printing the volume in time. 

SHILLONG 
September 27, 1988 
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PLATE 1 

POSITION OF MEGHALAYA IN INDIA 1981 

The map shows the location of Meghalaya among the states and union 
territories.ofIndian Union. The capital ofIndia has been shown by special 
symbol ~ereas the capitals of the states/union territories have been 
represented by black dots as ~r the legend of the map. 

The location of the state of Megha1aya has been depicted by suitable 
hatching to make it clear from other states and union territories. Meghalaya is a 
hilly state and situated in the north-eastern region of India. It lies within 25°2' 
and 26°6' north latitudes and 89° 48' and 92"50' east longitudes. Prior to 1972, 
Meghalaya was part of Assam. The new state of Meghalaya came into 

India/State/ U.T. 

INDIA-@ 
I. Andhra Pradesh 
2. Assam $ 
3. Bih:' 
4. Gujarat 
S. Haryana 
6. Himachal Pradesh 
7. Jammu & Kashmir@ 
8. Kamataka 
9. Kcrela 

10. Madhya Pradesh 
11. Maharashtra 
12. Manipur 
13. MeghaJaya 
14. Nagaland 
15. Orissa 
16. Punjab 
17. Rajasthan 

Area in Kffi2- T ".:.: ~ opulation 1981 

2 3 

3,286,419 685,184,692 
275,068 53,549,673 
78,438 19,896,843 

173,876 69,914,734 
196,024 34,085,799 
44,212 12,922,618 
55,673 4,280,818 

222,236 5,987,389 
191,791 37,135,714 
38,863 25,453,680 

443.446 52,1 78,844 
307,690 62,784,171 
22,327 1,420,953 
22,429 1,335,819 
16,579 774,930 

155,707 26,370,271 
SO,362 16,788,915 

342,239 34,261,862 

existence on 21st January, 1972 under the North-Eastern (Reorganisation) 
Areas Act 1971. The state is bounded by Bangladesh on the south and 
southwest and the state of Assam on the north and east. The state has an area 
of 22,429 km2 and a population of 1,335,819 according to.the 1981 Census. 
In terms of area it ranks 19th position among the states and union territories and 
accounts for 0.6 9 per cent of the total area of the country. The state claims 0.19 
per cent of the total population of the Indian Union and ranks 21 st position in 
population among the states/union territories. 

The following table shows the state wise area and popUlation figures in 
1981. 

18. Sik1cim 
19. Tamil Nadu 
20. Tripura 
21. Uttar Pradesh 
22. West Bengal 

UNION TERRITORIES 

1. Andaman & Nicobar 
Islands 

2. Arunachal Pradesh 
3. Chandigarh 
4. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 
5. Delhi 

\ 

6. Goa, Daman & Diu 
7. Lakshadweep 
8. Mizoram 
9. Pondicherry 

2 

7,096 
130,057 

10,486 
294,411 
87,912 

8,249 

83,743 
114 
491 

,1,481 
3,814 

32 . 
21,081 

492 

3 

316,385 
48,408,077 

2,053,058 
100,862,013 
54,580,647 

188,741 

631,839 
451,610 
103,676 

16,220,406 
1,086,730 

40,249 { 
493,757 

'604.471 

• Includes Projected figures of Assam where Census could not be held owing to disturbed conditions there. 
S Projected population figures 

@ The population figures exclude population of area under unlawful occupation of Pakistan and China where census could not be under taken 
4 
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PLATE 2 

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISJONS 1981 

The map represents the administrative set-up of the state of Meghalaya as 
prevailed at the time of the 1981 Census. The state is bounded on the north, 
east and north-west by the state of Assam and Bangladesh on the south and 
south-west. The boundaries in the map viz., intemavonal, state, district, sub
division, administrative units and C.D. blocks have been shown with respec
tive symbols as per the legend of the map. The state capital, the headquarters 
of various districts, subdivisions/administrative units and C.D. blocks are 
depicted by suitable symbols as explained in the legend of the map and the 
riames of headquarters are also given against them. Wherever the names of 
headquarters differ from those of the district/sub-division/ administrative 
units/C.D. blocks, they are written in lower caps, e.g. Tura. For administrative 
purpose the state has been divided into two divisions and five districts. The 
districts are further divided into iO sub-divisions/a.dl1)inistrative units and 30 
C.D. blocks. Resubelpara C.D. block falls in both the districts of East Garo 
Hills and West Garo Hills. The portion wkich falls in East G aro Hills is 
named as Resubelpara (East) and that in West Garo Hills as Resubelpara 
(West). F~r conducting tlte Census of 1981, these two were taken as separate 
units. 

The state of Meghalaya has a total area of 22,429 km2 inhabited by 
lJ35,819 persons in 1981. The district-wise area figures indicate that West 

6 

Garo Hills is the largest district with 24.81 per cent of the total area of the state 
while East Garo Hills is the smallest district witb 11.61 per cent of the total 
area. In terms of popUlation, East Khasi Hills district with 38.28 per cent of the 
total population of the state is the highest while East Garo Hills, the smallest 
with a population of 10.22 per cent only. 

·The following table gives the districtwise area and population according to 
the 1981 Census. 

Pupulation 1981 

State/district Area in km2 Persons Males Females 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 22,429.0 1,335,819 683,710 652,109 
Jaintia Hills 3,819.0 156,402 79,052 77,350 
East Khasi Hills 5,196.0 511,414 262,952 248,462 
West Kbasi Hills 5,247.0 ' 161,576 82,906 78,670 
East Garo Hills 2,603.0 -136,550 70,365 66,185 
West Garo HiUs 5,564.0 369,877 188,435 181,442 
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PLATE 3 

CHANGES IN ADMINISTRATIVE BOUNDARIES 1971·81 

The map brings out the jurisdictional changes in the administrative 
boundaries that have taken place during the period 1971·81. During the 
decade 1971-81 the state ofMeghaiaya has experienced a 19tof changes in the 
administrative boundaries. Different kinds of hatching pattern and colours 
have been used in order to explain the changes occured in the administrative 
boundaries and the map is accordingly prepared as per the legend. 

In 1971, the slate has two hill districts carved out of Assam, viz., Unite<! 
Khasi and laintia Hills and Garo Hills. For .administrative purposes, the 
district ofGaro Hills was divided into ten mouzas while U.K. & J. Hills into two 
sub-divisions and five police stations. The police stations/mouzas were the 
lowest level of administrative unit in 1971. At that time, the state of 
Meghalaya had 24 C.D blocks viz., Laskein, Thadlaskein, Khliehriat, Bhoi
Area, Mawryngkneng, MyJliem, Mawphlang, Pynursla, Shella-Bholaganj, 
Mawsynram, Mairang, Mawkyrwat, Nongstoin, Resubelpara, Dambo
Rongjeng, Songsak, Dadenggiri, Selsella, Rongram. Zikzak, Dalu, Chokpot, 
DambulAga and Betasing. 

In 1972 Meghalaya became a fuU-fledged .state. It had two districts, viz., 
U.K. & 1. Hills and Garo Hills. In the same year, for smooth functioning of 
administration the district of U.K. & 1. Hills was divided into two districts 
namely (i) Khasi Hills and (ii) laintia Hills. Subsequently in 1976, Khasi Hills 
district was further sub-divided into East Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills 
district and Garo Hills district into East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills 
district. 

In 1974, Ri-Bhoi administrative unit was created in the district of East 
Khasi Hills comprising the entire existing Nongpoh police station as well as 
certain areas of the Bhoi-Area development block under the jurisdiction of 
Shillong police station. In 1976, Khliehriat Admn. Unit was created in the 
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district of J aintia Hills comprising the same area of the existing Khliehriat 
C.D. block, Sohra administrative unit comprising the whole Shella-Bholaganj 
development block, parts ofPynursla and parts of Mawsynram Dev. blocks in 
East Khasi Hills district, Mawkyrwat administrative unit comprising the 
Mawkyrwat development block in West Khasi Hills district. Another three 
more administrative units were created viz. (i) Resubelpara in East Garo Hills 
(ii) Betasing and (iii) Dadenggiri in West Garo Hills district. 

In 1977 four new sub-<livisions were created. Those were Mairang sub
division in West Khasi Hills district, laintia Border sub-division in laintia 
Hilts district, Baghmara sub-division in West Garo Hills and Ri-Bhoi sub
division in East Khasi Hills. Jaintia Border sub-division has Men renamed as 
Amlarem sub-division in 1979. 

In 1980, six additional C.D. blocks were carved out of the existing 24 C.D. 
blocks. The six new C.O. blocks are Amlarem, Mawkynrew, Nongpoh, 
Samanda, Rongara and Mawshynrut. In the Jaintia 'Hilts district Amlarem 
C.D. blocks was created by carvin&out the existing Thadlaskein CD. block. 
Mawkynrew CD. block was formed by carving out of 14 villages of 
Mawryngkneng C.D. block and 55 villages of Pynursla C.D. block and 
Nongpoh C.D. block by carving out 174 villages of Bhoi-Area Dev. block & 
61 villages ofMairang C.D. block in the district afEast Khasi Hills. Samanda 
C.O. block was created by carving out lowerportian of existing Songsak C.D. 
block in East Garo Hills and Rangara C.D. block consisting of the area falling 
in the east ofSimsang river ofDambuk~Aga Dev. block of West Garo Hills. 
Mawshynrut C.D. block was created bi. carving out 220 viltges ofNongstion 
Dev. block in West Khasi Hills. TJle 1981 Census was under taken on the 
basis of these new 30 C.O. blocks as the lowest administrative unit and Census 
data were presented as such. 
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PHYSICAL ASPECTS 



PLATE 4 

RELIEF AND DRAINAGE 

The map represents tbe relief features and drainage systems of the state of 
Meghalaya. To depict the surface features of the state, contours with specific 
colour are drawn al suitable interval. The spaces between the contours are 
shaded in different colours as per the legend of the map. Most of the important 
rivers along with their tributaries are shown with suitable symbol. 

The physiographic, details on the map reveals that the entire state is hilly 
encircled by a narrow plain belt on the north, west and south, It could be 
observed with the map that the central part of Meghalaya is a rising landmass 
which stopesdown towards all directions. The continuity of the high land of the 
central part is di&turbed by the low hills, valleys gorges, rivertnd lakes etc. 
The southern hills are characterised by deep gorges, spurs, knolls and falls etc., 
which abruptly slope down to meet the plain of Ban~adesh. Whereas in the 
northern parts ofthe state the foothills gradually merge with the Assam valley. 

On the basis of the general surface configuration, relief, slope, drainage, etc., 
the state of Meghalaya can be broadly divided into two natural sub-divisions 
viz., (I) Eastern Meghalaya (2) Western Meghalaya. 

(I) Eastern Meghalaya: It consists of three districts viz:, Jaintia Hills, East 
Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills and spreads over an area of! 4,262.00 km2

• 

This "region is characterised by hilly and dissected landscape with plateau 
structure in general. The central part of this re~on seems to be an imposing 
table land witll an average elevation of 1,000 metres. This part is called the 
Shillong plateau, which is the most important feature of this region. The 
northern part of tlte region consists of series of hills which gently slope down 
towards the north to reach the plain of Assam. The eastern part of the re~on is 
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marked by the hills with east-west alignment which continue towards N.C. 
Hills of Assam. The southern belt consists of the steepest part ofthe region and 
abruptly falls down to face the Ban~adesh plain. Many waterfalls are found in 
this belt, among which Mawsmai of Cherrapunjee is important. There are 
several high peaks in this region with altitude ranging from 1,500 metres to 
1,900 metres. Shillong peak (1,963 metres) which is the highest peak of the 
state is located in this re~on. The central highland part is the source of almost 
all rivers, streams and springs of this region which drain their water towards 
north and south. The rivers Umkhri, Umtrew, Umkhen and Kopili etc. drain 
their water towards Brahmaputra whereas the rivers Kynshiang, sheUa, 
Myntdu, Urn Ngot and Lubha etc., flow towards south. 

(2) Western Meghalaya: The region includes two districts of East Garo Hills 
and West Garo Hills and extends over an area of 8,08(00 lan2

• From 
topographic points of view, this region is also similar with that of Eastern 
Meghalaya with the only exception of low hills and plain areas in some parts. 
The low hills in the north gradually increase in height till the Tura Range is 
reached. The Tura Range passes through the central part of the region from 
south-west to north-west.The Arbela is another important range of this region 
which lies on the north ofTura Range and runs in east-west direction keeping 
more or less parallel with Tura Range. Nokrek (1,411 metres) is the highest 
peak oft ura Range situ ated about 12 lans away from T ura Town. Among other 
peaks kylas (1,026 M,) Balpakram(856 M) and Gowangdona(I,011 M) are 
important. All principal river~ of the region are originated in the Tura and 
Arbela Ranges and drain towards all directions, fonning a radial type of 
drainage patteren. The important rivers are Krishnai, Dudhnai, Ringgi, 
Simsang; lldek, Bandra and Dareng etc. 
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PLATE 5 

NORMAL MONTHLY AND ANNUAL RAINFALL 

The map depicts the distribution of normal monthly and lWlUal rainfall of 
the state ofMeghalaya. The nonnal annual rainfall data (average 10 years) for 
some selected stations of the state are plotted in the map and isohyetallines are 
drawn by joining the stations of equal rainfall at an interval of 2,000 rom. The 
regions between these isohyetallines are then shaded by different grades in 
blue colour according to the legend of the map. The normal monthly rainfall for 
the stations namely ShiUong, Cherrapunjee, Mawsyram and Tura has also 
been shown by means of bar diagrams along with a scale in 111m. The state 
enjoys rainy seasons from the month of May upto the end of September. 
During this season the state gets heavy rainfall with the incoming monsoon 
from Bay of Bengal. The bar diagrams of different stations indicate that the 
rainfall is fairly widespread over the major period of the year. The two months 
i.e. June and July record the maximum rainfall. The isohyetallines indicate 
that maximum amount of rainfall occurs over the southern slopes of tpe Khasi 

Hills. The intensity of rainfall diminishes towards I).orth. The isohyetalline of 
2,000 rom.from east to west divide the whole Meghalaya into aoproximately 
two equal partl. Th~ most important feature emerging from the rainfall 
distribution is a high rainfall in the soutb-centraI parts of the state and it 
gradually decreases towards south-west and south-east, while the northern 
part experiences a raiofallless than 2,000 rom. The wettest patches of the 
world i.e. Cherrapunjee and Mawsynram are located in the southern part of 
East Khasi Hills district Cherrapunjee which is situated on the scarp or East 
Khasi Hills gets an annual rainfall of7,379 mm. whereas Mawsynram a place 
16 km .. west of Cherrapunj~e experienced a world record of annual rainfall of 
10,093.53 mm. 

The following statement ~ves in detail the normal monthly and annual 
rainfall in selected meteorological centres of the state. 

Normal monthly and annual rainfall (in millimetres) 

Stations January February March April May June July August Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Annual 

MEGHALAYA 16.56 14.23 88.79 247.52 578.5~ 1,563.811,428.53 977.75 462.44 208.67 31.22 2.25 5,620.23 

Shillong . 9.69 9.70 61.37 118.01 202.49 472.04 372.69 280.46 261.30 180.88 23.92 4.06 1,996.61 

Cherrapunjee 20.81 11.50 115.64 382.46 634.72 2,261.03 1,907.80 1,289.71 496.22 232.50 24.91 1.64 7,378.94 

Mawsynram 25.31 30.95 125.30 327.ot 1,046.592,880.972,748.83 1,856.69 782.46 227.13 40.07 2.31 . 10,093.53 

Tura 10.44 4.76 52.85 162.61 430.34 641.00 684.80 484.21 309.79 194.18 35.96 0.97 3,011.84 
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PLATE 7 

SOILS 

The map indicates the distribution of soils depicting sub-order associations 
ofMeghalaya. It is based on the Soil map of India, published by the National 
Bureau of Soil Survey and Land use planning (leAR), 1983. The soil units 
respond greatly to the physical set-up of the state and correlate to the climate, 
vegetation and relief to a greater extent. The map also shows the traditional 
nomenclature of the soils in the index along with the newly arrived sub-order 
associations of soil characteristics which are shown by the number according 
to the original map for reference. 

The soils of the state have been grouped into three m~or classes and five 
sub-order associations. The distribution pattern and the characteristics of the 
different group of soils are given below:-

Aqualfs-Aquepts (1) This soil association have relatively high base status 
with brown colour and found in a very limited tract in the eastern most part of 
the J aintia hills district. This type of soil is not found in any part of the state. 

Ustalfs-Ochrepts-Orthents (18) are shallow black, brown and recent alluvial 
soils occuring in the north-eastern part and southern part of East Khasi Hills 
district. Similar type of soils are also found in the northern, eastern and 
southern parts of J aintia Hills district. 

Uda/fs-Ochrepts (22) are most common soils of the state. They spread over 
the north-western part of East Khasi Hills, north-eastern part of West Khasi 
Hills and north-western part of J aintia Hills district. They are also present in 
the major part ofEast Garo Hills district. Generally the soils are loam to sandy 
loam in texture and rich in organic matters. The red loams occur along the 
slopes of hills and along ridges due to high gradient and the profiles are 
generally sandy in nature. In the hilly areas the texture of soils naturally 
depend on slopes gradients but clay soils are found on the gentle slope 
gradiel!ts. 

In the central part of West Garo Hills and in the south-western fringe areas 
. of East Garo Hills Uda/fs-Orthents (23) are noticed. The soils are recently 

developed under humid climatic condition. 

18 . 

The associations ofUdalfs-Ochrepts-f1uvents-Orthents (24) are spreading 
over the major part of the Shillongplateau areas. These soils have high base 
status with shallow black and brown colour, and have recently been formed 
under humid climatic condition. They occur in the central parts of West Khasi 
Hills, East Khasi Hills and Jaintia Hills districts. 
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PART-II 
DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE AND TRENDS 





DISTRlBUTION, DENSITY AND GROWTH 



PLATE 8 

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION 1981 

The map shows the distribution afrural and urban population ofMeghalaya 
state. It also brings out the degree of concentration of population in different 
parts of the state. The rural population has been depicted by black dots, each 
dot representing 1,000 rural population while transparent red squares have 
been drawn to represent the urban population. The squares are drawn 
proportionate to the size class of urban centres accordLl\g to the 1981 Census 
as explained in the legend of the map. 

In order to analyse the population distribution, the physiographic details like 
rivers and streams, etc., maybetaken intoaccount asthe concentration 
of pupuiation is very much influenced by the physical environment. It is 
evident from the map that concentration of population is more in the areas 
where relief is more or less uniform. On the other hand. some concentration of 
population is found along the river valleys as the rural people need sufficient 
water to raise their crops and other domestic purposes. The eastern part of the 
state has a higher concentration of population. Quite a large number of urban 
centres including Shillong, the capital city, are the influencing factor for higher 
concentration of population in this part. Moreover, the region has a developed 
transport network, better communication facilities and agriculturally rich 
lands. The neighbouring areas of Shillong have a very high concentration of 
popUlation. It is mainly due to large scale migration todwards Shillong as it is 
the nodal centre of the state having all kinds of amenities like offices, 
commercial.establishments, education, health etc. 

The central part of the state comprising the West Khasi Hills district shows 
low concentration of population. Ine infertile soil, lack of developed transport 
net-work, forests and absence of good market centres are the influencing 
factors for low concentration of population in this part. 

The western part of the state consisting of the districts of East Garo Hills 
and West Garo Hills has a higher concentration of population. In this region 
the only important town Tura is a place for government offices, commercial 

establishments, education, hospitals, etc. As such,Jarge number of people are 
attracted to this town. The warm climate and a large plain areas are the 
influencing factors for higher concentration of population In this region. The 
concentration of population is more in the areas bordering Bangladesh and 
Assam. The alluvial soils along the border attract large number of people to 
this region. Migration is also one of the influencing factors for the dense 
settlement in this region. 

The important urban centres are Shillong, Jowai and Tura. The capital city 
of Shillong, the only Class I city in the state, is a place for all kinds of cultural 
and commercial activities. Pynthorumkhrah, Madanrting, Cherrapunjee, 
Nongstoin, Williamnagar and Baghmara are the new towns declared for the 

, first time in the 1981 Census. 
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The following statement indicates the total, rural and urban population in 
each district in 1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
J aintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total 

2 

1,335,819 
156,402 
511,414 
161,576 
136,550 
369,877 

Population 
----

Rural Urban 

3 4 

1,094,486 241,333 
143,479 12,923 
330,614 180,800 
157,696 3,880 
132,260 4,290 
330,437 39,440 
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PLATE 9 

DENSITY OF POPULATION 1981 

This map displays the density of population of the state of Meghalaya in 
1981. In this map the density (persons per km2) has been calculated for each of 
the C.D. block and graded into six suitable ranges as shown in the index of the 
map. The C.D. blocks are then hatched according to the Classification as per 
the legend of the map by choropleth technique. 

The density as being the simpjprithmetic ratio of population and area can 
not give the precise location of densely populated areas. However, we can use 
this measure to study the regional variation Qf population density of the state. 
The density of population in a hilly state like Meghalaya depends upon various 
physi()-cultural factors like topography, fertility of soil, availability of cultivable 
land, water supply, urban centres,market places, educational and health 
centres, road and transport facilities and others basic amenities. It is evident 
from the map that the pattern of population density of the state is very much 
influenced by the above factors. 

TIle average density of population of Meghalaya in 1981 is 60 persons per 
km~ which is much lower than the national average/of 207 persons per km2 

(excluding Assam). The highest density (1,068 persons per'km2) is recorded in 
Mylliem CD. block of East Khasi Hills. Such high density is mainly due to 
number of urban units located in this C.D. block. The lowest density (20 
persons per km2) is found in Mawshynrut C.D. block ofWesl Khasi Hills. The 
population density pattern of the state is strikingly uneven. The eastern ~d 
western parts of the state have a comparatively high density of population than 
the central part. The high density in the eastern part'especially in the East 
Khasi Hills district is riue to the presence ot:.number of urban units including 
the capital city of Shillong, better means of communication system, fertile 
land. good market areas and other basi~ amenities. The western and northern 
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parts of Garo Hills have a relatively high density of popUlation due to fertile 
areas and adequate water supply. A very low density of population is observed 
in the central part of the state which is mainly due to poor soils, forested areas, 
rugged topography and absence of market centres and other basic amenities. 

There are 14 C.D~ blocks having a density of population above the state 
average and 17 C.D.; blocks below t~e state average. According to range,. there 
are 2 C.D. blocks having the population density ()f 121 persons per km2 and 
above. The density range of 101-120 is noticed in 4.C.D. blocks, whereas only 
I C . .Q. block falls in the range of 81-100. There are 8 C.D. blocks with a 
population density between 61 and 80 and the range of 41-60 ~epresents 8 C.D. 
blocks. A very low density of population (40 and below) is found in 8 C.D. 
blocks. 

The following table gives the districtWise density of population in 1981. 

State/District 

MEGHALAYA 
J aintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

A,ea (in km2) 

2 

22,429.0 
3,819.0 
5,196.0 
5,247.0 
2,603.0 
5,564.0 

Population Persons per km: 

3 4 

1,335,819 60 
156,402 41 
511,414 98 
161,576 31 
136,550 52 
369,877 66 



MEGHALAYA 
DENSITY OF POPULATION 

1981 

BOUNDARIES' 
IKTERN~TIOtI ~L. . 

!TAn .. 

olSTllCT 

C.O.8LOCK, " 

N G 

lO .~ KM o 102M 16 F I i I r-t i 20 10 MMS 10 o 10 

PLATE 9 

_III'.DIBOVE 
2l PERSONS PEA KM 

11101_110 

~81-1O' 

L 

27 



PLATE 10 

INTERCENSAL CHANGE IN ~OPULATION 1971·81 

The map' depicts the intercensal change in population of the state of 
Meghalaya during 1971-81, The percentage increase of population during the 
period 1971-81 has been worked out for each of the C.D. block. The 
percentage figures thus obtained are grouped into six suitable ranges as shown 
in the legend of the map. The C.O. blocks are shaded by suitable hatching 
pattern according to their gradation from high to low percentage by choropleth 
method. 

The population of Meghalaya has increased from 1,011,699 in 1971 to 
1,335,819 in 1981. During the decade 1971-81 the state's population has 
increased by 32.04 per cent against the all India growth of25.00 per cent. All 
the C.D. blocks of the state have experienced an increase in their population 
ranging from 5.59 per cent to 61.50 per cent during the period. In allIS C.D. 
blocks have shown the percentage growth above the state average (32.04 per 
cent) whereas 16 C.O. blocks registered a lower growth rate. Highest growth 
rate (61.50 per cent) has been recorded in the Nongstoin C.D. Block followed 
'by Mairang C.D. block (58.09 per cent) of West Khasi Hills district. The 

lowest increase of 5.59 per cent is found in Chokpot C.D. block of West GaTo 
Hills. 

In terms of ranges, 8 C.D. blocks have experienced an increase of 29.00 per 
cent and below, 7 C.D. blocks between 20.01 & 30.00 percent, 7 C.O. blocks 
Qetween 30.01 &40.00 per cent and 5 C.O. blocks between 40.01 & 50.00 per 
cent. There are only 3 C.O. blocks where percentage increase varies between 
50.01 & 60.00 per cent while 1 C.O. block shows variation 60.01 per cent & 
above. 

The area showing high percentage of growth may be notiqed in the central 
and north-eastern parts of the state. The rest of the areas of the state is 
characterised by low percentage variation in population during the decade 
1971-81. 

The following table shows the districtwise popUlation increase during 
1911-81. 

S tatel district Population 1971 Population 1981 Population increase 
during 1971-81 

Percentage of 
population increase 
, during 1971-81 

2 

MEGHALAYA 1.,01l,699 
Jaintia Hills 113,562 
East Khasi Hills 380,650 
West Khasi Hills 110,872 
East Garo Hills 102,698 
West Garo Hills 303,917 

3 

1,335,819' 
156,402 
511,414 
161,576 
136,550 
369,877 
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4 

+324,120 
+ 42,480 
+130,764 
+ 50,704 
+ 33,852 
+ 69,960 

+32.04 
+37.72 
+34.35 
+45.73 
+32.96 
+21.70 
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PLATE 11 
GROWTH OF POPULATION 1901·81 

The map shows the growth of population of the slate of Meghalaya during 
tile period 1901 -81. Bar-diagrams have been drawn with suitable scale tashow 
the rural-urban population from 1901-81 at district level. Each bar is divided 
into two parts and shaded suitably to distinguish male and female break-up. 
The scale is reduced five times for the state diagram. 

The map shows that in every census decade there has been an addition of 
population in each district. It is a widely accepted fact that the increase has 
resulted mainly due to general socia-economic development and public health. 
Prior to independence the growth rate of population was always below 20 per 
cent in respect or'the districts as well as the state. The post-independence 
period records accelerated growth not only in total population but also its rural 
and urban components. 

During the last 80 years from 190 I to 1981, the population of the state has 
multiplied ,by approximately four times. The growth rate during the period 
1901-81 is 292.28 per cent while rural and urban areas accountfor230.76 per 
cent and 2408.40 per cent respe~tively. The inflated figure of urban growth 
rate is mainly due to a number of new urban units which have come up since 
1961. 

The percentage growth rate during the period 1901-81 is not the same for all 
the districts, The district of Jaintia Hills experienced a highest growth rate oC 
335.05 per cent followed by West Khasi Hills (312.50 per cent). The district 
of West Garo Hills records lowest growth rate of258.94 per cent during the 

period. Unlike the other states of the country, the state ofMeghaIaya has not 
experienced any loss oEpopulation during the ilecade 1911-21. However, the 
growth rate of population of the state abruptly falls from 15,71 per cent in 
1901·11 to 7.21 per cent in 1911-2l. The period 1901-1941 shows a gradual 
increase in population in respect of all the districts of Meghalaya. Since then 
the growth rate is quite significant and the state has experienced a highest 
growth rate of 32.04 per cent during the decade 1971-81. Among the districts 
West Khasi Hills has registered a highest growth of 45.73 per cent during 
1971·81. 

Examination of the growth pattern of population (sex-wise) during the 
period 1901-1981 reveals that the growth rate is always more among the male 
popUlation. The male population has noticeably increased during the period 
1901-81 in respect of the districts of laintia Hills, East Khasi Hills and West 
KhaSi Hills where the male growth rate's are respectively 360.11 per cent, 
329.58 per cent and 340.03 per cent as against female growth rate of 312. 1 2 
per cent, 276.92 per cent and 286.76 per cent. On the other hand the female 
growth rate in respect of East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills districts is just 
below the male growth rate. The male growth rates ofthe districts of East Garo 
Hills and West Garq Hills are respectively 296.60 per cent and 260.34 per 
cent as against the female growth rate of278.52 per cent and 257.49 per cent 
during the period 1901-81. 

The table below shows the population of the state and the districts during 
1901·81. 

TOT AL POPULATION 

State/district 1901 1911- 1921 1931 1941 1951 1961 1971 1981 

2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10 

MEGHALAYA 340,524 394,005 422,403 480,837 555,820 605,674 769,380 1,011,699 1,335,819 

Jaintia HiUs 35,950 41,783 43,240 51,534 59,057 64,629 82,147 113,562 156,402 

East Khasi Hills 127,130 147,760 152,910 182,242 208,847 228,552 290,500 380,650 511,414 

West Khasi Hills 39,170 45,526 47,113 56,150 64,347 70,418 89,505 110,872 161,576 

East Garo Hills 35,227 40,491 45,638 48,637 56,957 61,672 7'8,270 102,698 136,550 

West Garo Hills 103,047 118,445 133,502 142,274 166,612 180,403 228,958 303,~17 369,877 
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PLATE 12 

FERTILITY 1981 

The map brings out the district-wise distribution of fertility rate in the form 
of child-woman ratio. The child-woman ratio for each district has been worked 
out by the following formula: 

Number of children in age-group 0-4 
-------- X 100 
Number of woman in age-group 15-44 

The ratios thus obtained are grouped into three suitable ranges, one above, 

district of West G aro Hills. 

It is seen from the map that fertility ratio is higher in the eastern part of the 
state whereas it is relatively low in the western part. 

The table below shows the number of children in the age-group 0-4 per 100 
women in the age-group 15-44 at district level in Meghalaya in 1981. 

one nearer to and one below the state average as shown in the legend of the State/district Number of children No. of women in No. of children 
in age-group (0-4) age-group (15-44) per lao women map. The districts falling in these ranges are then shaded with suitable hatching 

pattern according to high to low order by choropleth technique. 

The average child-woman ralioofthe state is 67 .38. The distribution pattern 
of the child-woman ratio reveals the district of West Khasi Hills has the 
maximum number of children per JOO women (79.6 J) closely followed by 
laintia Hills district where the ratio is 79.10. 

The range 62.51-77.50 of fertility rate in which the state average (67.38) 
falls is noticed in the districts of East Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills. 

Fertility differentials in t~e range of 62.50 and below is observed only in the 
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MEGHALAYA 
J aintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

196,553 
25,203 
71,859 
26,325 
21,009 
52,156 

291,720 
31,864 

112,049 
33,067 
31,280 
83,458 

4 

67.38 
79.10 
64.13 
79.61 
67.16 
62.42 
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PLATE 13 

SEX RATIO 1981 

The map depicts the distribution pattern of sex ratio in the state of 
Meghalaya as in 1981. The sex ratio is represented by the following formula. 

Number of females 
-----x 1,000 
Number of males 

With the above formula, the sex ratios for all the C.D. blocks of the state 
have been worked out and the data thus obtained are grouped into six ranges. 
Suitable hatching pattern has been used for each range from high to low order 
and the C.D. blocks are shaded accordingly by choropleth technique. 

According to the 1981 Census, the state of Meghalaya has a male 
population of683,71 0 against the female population of652,109. Thus the sex 
ratio of the state i.e. number of females per 1,000 males is found to be 954. 
The distribution pattern of sex ratio on the map reveals that a major part of the 
state shows a sex ratio with male bias and a limited area with a sex ratio of 
female bias. There are 17 C.D. blocks having the sex-ratio above the state 
average (954). The C.D. blocks where females out-numbered males are 
Tbadlaskein (1,014) and Laskein (1,009) in Jaintia Hills district and 
Mawryngkneng (1,004), Mawkynrew (1,050) and Pynursla (1,039) in East 
Kbasi Hills district. The sex ratios ranging between 981-1,000 are found in 4 
C.D. blocks spreading over 3 districts viz., J aintia Hills, East Khasi Hills and 
West Garo Hills of the state. In all there are 7 C.D. blocks where tbe sex ratio 
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varies between 961 to 980. These C.D. blocks are confined in the districts of 
WestKhasi Hills and West Garo Hills. The next range of sex ratio Le. 941-
960 is noticed in 4 C.D. blocks in the districts of East Khasi Hills and East 
Garo Hills. There are 8 C.D. blocks in the range of921-940 in the districts of 
East Khasi Hills, West Khasi Hills, East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills. 
Only 3 C.D. blocks have been recorded under the range of 920 and below and 
these are confined in the districts of Jaintia Hills and East Khasi Hills. 

The following statement gives the districtwise sex ratio in 1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total male 
population 

2 

683,710 
79,052 

262,952 
82,906 
70,365 

188,435 

Total female 
population 

3 

652,109 
77,350 

248,462 
78,670 
66,185 

181,441 

Sex ratio 
(females per 1,000 

males) 

4 

954 
978 
945 
949 
941 
963 
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PLATE 14 

CHANGE IN SEX RATIO 1971·81 

The map shows the change in sex;ratio during the decade 1971·81. The sex
ratios for the year 1971 and 1981 have been workedoutC.D. block·wise as in 

, Plate 13. The data for the years 1971 and 1981 are grouped'into sixranges 
separately for 1971 and 1981. The CD. blocks are then shaded with suitable. 
colour as per legend of the ml!P to show the pattern of sex ratio distribution in 
1971 and then the sex -ratio map of 1981 ilrawn with suitable hatching pattern 
by choropleth method is-superimposed on it. 

The sex ratio ofMeghalaya has increased from 942 in 1971 to 9 5 4 in 1981. 
It has been observed that all the C.D. blocks have experienced a change in sex
ratio during the decade. However, the distribution pattern of sex ratios in both 
the years remained mQre or less the same. 

The change in ~x ratio is observed in the Jaintia Hills district where sex
ratio has dropped down from 999 in 1971 t0978 in 1981. The rilapshows that 
KhIiebriat and Amlarem C.D'. blocks have suffered a loss in sex ratio while 
Thadlaskein C.D. block of the same district has registered an increase in sex
ratio during the decade. 

The district of East Khasi Hills has experienced an increase in sex ratio 
during this period from 913 in 1971 to 945 in 1981. The changingpatternis 
quite different in respectofC.p. blocks. Some C.D. blocks have experienced 
an increase in sex ratio and some others show a decline during the decade. The 
C.D. blocks where a loss in sex ratio is observed are Nongpoh, Mawryngkneng 
and Mawphiang and the C.D. blocks with a rise in sex ratio are Bhoi-Area, 
Mawkynrew, MyUiem, Pynursla, Shella::Bholaganj and Mawsynram. 

The sex ratio of West Khasi Hills hasdectined from 956 in 1971 to 949 in 
1981. Among the 4 C.D. blocks of West Khasi Hills, Mairang, Nongstoin and 
Mawshynrut have experienced a loss in sex ratio while Mawkyrwat has shown 
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a gain in. the sex ratio during the decade. 

The district of East Garo Hills witnessed an increase in sex ratio during this 
period from 930 in 1971 to- 941 in 1981. Except Samanda, all other C.D. 
blocks have experienced ali increase in sex ratio during the decade. 

Likewise the West Garo Hills district also shows an increase iri sex ratio 
from 957 i~ 1971 to 963 in 19S1. Among the C.D. bloc~s, Dadenggiri and 
Rongara experienced 'a decline in sex ratio and the rest of the C.D. blocks have 
shown an increase during the decade. The sex ratio in Selsella C.D. block, 
remained ~nchanged during the period 1971-81. , 

The over-all changing pattern of sex ratio of the state during 1971-81 reveals 
that eastern Meghalaya has experienced comparatively more change than 
\westem Meghalaya. 

The following table gives sex ratio in each district in 1971 and 1981. 

State! district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Sex ratio 1971 

2 

942 
999 
913 
956 
930 
957 

Sex ratio 1981 

3 

954 
978 
945 
949 
941 
963 
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PLATE 15 

RURAL SEX RATIO 1981 

The map brings out the distribution pattern of sex ratio i~ rural areas of 
Meghalaya as in 1981. The rural sex ratios have been computed by the same 
formula as applied in plate 13 for all the C.D. blocks. The sex ratio figures thus 
obtained are classified into six ranges- two above, one nearer to and three 
below the state average. The C.D. blocks falling under each range have been 
shaded with suitable hatching according to the legend of the map. 

The state ofMeghalaya has an average ratio of965 females per 1,000 males 

C.D. blocks in 921-940 found in the districts of East Khasi Hills, West Khasi 
Hills, East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills. Only 2 C.D. blocks have 
r~corded a very low sex ratio of 920 and below and these are located in J aintia 
Hills and East Khasi Hills districts. 

The following statement indicates rural sex ratio in each district in 1981. 

in the rural areas. It is comparatively higher than the sex ratio (954) for total State/district Total rural male Total rural female Rural sex ratio 
population of the state. The female biased area is confmed to the districts of 
East Khasi Hills and J aintia Hills in a continuous belt in the eastern part of the 
state. 

Highest sex ratio (1,050) has been noticed in Mawkynrew C.D. block 
followed by Pynursla C.D. block ofEastKhasi Hills district. There are 5 CD. 
blocks having rural sex ratios in the range 1',001 and above and these are 
located in the districts of East Khasi Hills ,and J aintia Hills. Four C.D. blocks 
represents the sex ratio in the range 981-1,000 and are distributed over the 
districts of 1 aintia Hills, West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. The largest 
number ofC.D. blocks (9) have fallen under the sex ratio range of961-980 and 
are distributed over East Khasi Hills, West Khasi Hills, East Garo Hills and 
West Garo Hills districts. There are 7 C.D. blocks in the range 941-960 and 4 
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MEGHALAYA 
laintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Bills 
West Garo Hills 

population population (females per 
1,000 males) 

2 3 4 

556,958 537,528 965 
72,571 70,908 977 

168,158 162,456 966 
80,745 76,951 953 
67,944 64,316 947 

167,540 162,897 972 
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PLATE 16 

CHANGE IN RURAL SEX RATIO 1971·81 

T&e map depicts the change in rural sex ratio during the decade 1971·81 .. 
The rura1 sex ratios for the years 1971 and 1981 have been calculated by the 
same formula as applied in' plate 13 for all the C.D. blocks. The data thus 
obtained are grouped into five suitable ranges seperately for 1971 and 1981 as 
per the legend in the map. The C.D. blocks are then shaded with different 
colours as per range to indicate the rural sex ratio in 1971 and then the rural sex 
ratio.map of 1981 prepared with suitable hatching pattern is superimposed on 
it 

During the decade the rural sex ratio of the state has shown an increase from 
958 in 1971 to 965 in 1981. Most of the C.D. blocks of the state have 
undergone a change in the rural sex ratio during 1971·81. 

The district of laintia Hills shows a decline in rural sex ratio durio'g this 
period as the figure came down from 1,003 in 1971 to 977 in 1981. The C.D. 
blocks which experienced decrease in rural selt ratio during the decade 1971· 
81 are Laskein, Amlarem and KhIie briat while the C.D. block of Thadlaskein 
has shown an increase in sex ratio. 

The district of East Khasi Hills has experienced an increase in rural sex 
ratio during this period from 942 in 1971 to966in 1981. Only 3 C.D. blocks of 
the district viz., Nongpoh, Mawryngkneng and Maw'phlang have shown a 
decrease in rural sex ratio dUring the decade. The rest of the 6 C.D. blocks of 
the district have recorded a rise in rural sex ratio. 

The change in rural sex ratio is observed in the West_Khasi Hills district as 
the rural sex ratio figure dropped down from 956 in 1971 to 953 in 1981. 
Among the 4 C.D. blocks of the distric~ Mairang and Mawshynrut C.D. 
blocks have experienced a decrease in sex ratio while Mawkyrwat C.D. block 
has shown a rise during the decade. The rural sex ratio of Nongstoin C.D. 
block remained unchanged during the period 197I~81. 
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The district of East Gam Hills witnessed an increase in rural sex ratio 
.during the decade from 930 in 1971 to 947 in 1981.lt is clear from the map 
t1iatexcept Samanda C.D. block, all the remaining C.D. blocks have shown an 
increase in rural sex ratio during 1971·81. 

Likewise, the West Garo Hills district also shows an increase in rural sex 
ratio from 968 in 1971 to 972 in 1981. Among the C.D. blocks, Dadeng~ri, 
Rongram and Rongara have experienced a fall in rural sex ratio during the 
decade while the sex ratio in Selsella C.D. block remained unchanged. The 
rest of the C.D. blocks have shown a rise in the rural sex ratio during the decade 
1971·81. 

The districtwise sex ratio for rural population is given below for 1971 and 
1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Gam Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Rural sex ratio 
1971 

2 

958 
1003 
942 
956 
930 
968 

Rural sex ratio 
(Females per 
1,000 males) 

1981 

3 

965 
, 977 

966 
953 
947 
972 
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PLATE 17 

URBAN SEX RATIO 1981 

The map brings out the urban sex ratio at C.D. block level in the state of 
Meghalaya as in the 1981 Census. The sex ratios are grouped into four ranges 
and the C.D. blocks falling under each range are hatched suitably according to 
the legend of the map. The C.D. blocks where there are no urban units are left 
blank. 

The urban sex ratio of the state in 1981 is 904 as against 954 for total 
population. A glance at the map reveals that seven C.D. blocks of Meghalaya 
having urban population are male biased. This may be because of the 
migration of male popUlation from TUrai areas to urban areas in search of 
employment. 

Highest urban sex ratio has been observed in Thadlaskein C,D. block (994) 
followed by Shella-Bholaganj C.D. block (989) both falling in the rangeof981 
and above. These two C.D. blocks are located in the district of J aintia Hills 
and East Khasi Hills respectively. 

Urban sex ratio in the next higher range (901-980) is located in Mylliem 
C.D. block of East Khasi Hills and Dambuk-Aga of West Garo Hills. 

The urban sex ratio in the range 821-900 is noticed only in Rongara C.D. 
block of West Gai'o Hills district 
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The urban sex ratio 820 and below is confmed in the two C.D. blocks of the 
state viz., Samanda in East Garo Hills and Nongstoin in West Khasi Hills. 
Laskein, Amlarem, Khliehria~ Nongpoh, Bhoi-Area, Mawryngkneng, 
Mawkynrew, Mawphlang, Pynursla, Mawsynram, Mairang, Mawkyrwat, , 
Mawshynrut, Dambo-Ron~eng, Songsak, Resubelpara, Dadenggiri, Selselta, 
Betasing, Zikzak, Dalu, Chokpot and Rongara C.D. blocks are entirely rural. 

The following table gives districtwise urban sex ratio in 1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
J aintia Hills 
E as! Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo\Hills 
West Garo HiUs 

Total urban Total urban U rhan sex ratio 
male population female popUlation (females perl,OOO 

males) 

2 

126,752 
6,481 

94,794 
2,161 
2,421 

20,895 

3 

114,581 
6,442 

8',006 
1,719 
1,869 

18,545 

4 

904 
994 
907 
795 
772 
888 
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PLATE 18 

CHANGE IN URBAN SEX RATIO 1971·81 

The map depicts the change in urban s~x ratio during the dec~e 1971-81. 
The urban sex -ratio figures are classified into three suitable ranges separately 
for 1971 and 1981 as per the legend of the map. The C.D. blocks are then 
shaded with different colours according to range to indicate the urban sex ratio 
in 1971 and then the urban sex ratio map of 1981 drawn with suitable hatching 
is superimposed on it. The entirely rural C.D. blocks are left blank. New urban 
centres have come up for the first time in 1981 in the C.D. blocks of Shella
Bholaganj, Nongstoin, Samanda and Dambuk-Aga and as such the change in 
urban sex'ratio is not reflected in these C.D. blocks. 

There were only 3 C.D. blocks having urban units in 1971. Therefore, the 
change in urban sex ratio during 1971-81 is shown only in these three C.D. 
blocks viz" Thadlaskein, Mylliem and Rongram. During the decade 1971-81, 
the urban sex ratio of the state has shown an increase from 853 in 1971 to 904 
in 1981. All the three C.D. blocks have expe*nced an increase m urban sex 
ratio during the decade. The Thadlaskein C.D. bloc~ of J aintia Hills has 
experienced an increase in urban sex ratio from 955 in 1971 to 994 in 1981 
while Mylliem (East Khasi Hills) from 855 in 1971 to 905 in 1981 and 
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Rongram (West Garo Hills) from 779 in 1971 to 884 in 1981. 

The comparative statement of urban sex ratio is given below to show the 
districtwise changes. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Urban Sex ratio 
1971 

2 

853 
955 
855 

779 

Urban sex ratio 
1981 

3 

904 
994 
907 
795 
772 
888 
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PLATE 19 

SEX AND AGE STRUCTURE 1981 

The map exhibits the districtwise distribution of population by sex an~ age 
structure in Meghalaya in 1981. Age pyramids are inserted in each district to 
represent the male and female population by age-groups. Horizontal bars' 
proportionate to total population in each age-group are drawn for males and 
females. Absolute scale to show male and female population is drawn at the 
bottom of the horizontal bars of the pyramids and the percentage scale is given 
at the top of the diagrams. The male and female population has been classified 
according to the age-groups as infants (0-4), boys and girls (5-14), young men 
and women (15-34), middle aged men and women (35-59) and old men and 
women (60t ). These groups are shown by means of suitable hatchjng pattern 
as explained in the legend bf the map. 

The total male and female population of the state is 683,710 and 652,109 
respectively in 1981. In terms of percentage, 1he male and female population 
constitute 51.18 per cent a~d 48.82 per cent of the total population of the state 
respectively. Males outnumber females in all age-groups except the age-

groups 20-24 and 25-29 where females exceed males by about 0.91 per cent 
Inf&!ts and boys and ~rls constitute 42.43 per cent of the total population 
of the state. In this broad age-groups (0-14), the proportion of male population 
(21.40 per cent) is closely followed by female population (21.03 per cent). The 
proportion of population in age-group 15-39 is 33.65 per cent while 19.42 per 
cent of the total population represents middle aged men and women in the age
group of 35-59. The st re of old men and women in age-group 60t has been 
recorded as 4.42 per cent of the total population of the state. 

It has been observed that the population of children under 15 years ()f age 
and old persons above 60 years of age constitute the major portion of the state's 
population. This indicates a high dependency rate on the working population of 
age-group 15-59. 

The following statement indicates percentage distribution of population iD 
each district of Megha!aya by age-groups, 1981. 

Percentage of population to the total population 

State/district Infants Boys & girls Young men and women Middle aged men and women Oldman 
and women -_ 

0-4 5-9 10-14 _15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50-54 55-59 60t 

2 3 4 6 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

MEGHALAYA 14.77 14.34 13.37 10.53 8.47 8.36 ~.29 6.09 4.54 3.87 3.13 1.78 4.43 
Jaintia Hills 16.12 14.71 14.15 10.91 8.55 7.25 5.61 5.38 4.11 3.62 2.98 1.78 4.69 
East Khasi Hills 14.05 13.64 13.22 10.69 9.25 8.36 6.40 6.11 4.68 4.00 3.18 1.94 4.41 
West Khasi Hills 16.29 15.38 14.86 10.37 8.17 7.69 5.45 5.59 4.00 3.51 2.74 1.74 4.13 
East Garo Hills 15.38 14.42 12.77 10.57 7.67 9.31 6.67 6.79 4.56 3.74 2.86 1.44 3.78 
West Garo Hills 14,10 14.68 12.82 10.19 7.75 8.75 6.67 6.34 4.79 4.01 3.39 1.72 4.72 
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PLATE 20 

MARITAL STATUS 1981 

The map brings out the marital status of male and female population 0.[ the 
state of Meghalaya in 1981. 

Bar-diagrams have been drawn along with suitable absolute scale to 
represent the male-female population for each category of marital status viz., 
(i) Never married, (il) Married, (ill) Widowed and (iv) Others. The over
lapping bars for male and female have been made distinct by suitable shading 
as per the legend of the map. The category of marital status' others' includes 
unspecified and divorced or separated. The scale is reduced three times in 
respect of state diagram. 

It may be seen on the map that the proportion of never married and married 
persons is much more than that in olber two categories of 'widowed' and 
'others'. It is further observed that never married population alone accounts for 
58.78 percent of the total population of the state in which never married male 
population is more than that of female. The never married male population is 
more than the female in all the five districts of the state. The highest proportion 
of never married male population (33.65 per cent) is observed in the district of 

West Khasi Hills where the corresponding figure for female is only 28.63 per 
cent 

The married population of the state accounts for 36.32 per cent of which 
18.25 and 18.07 per cent are males and females respectively. The district 
figures also follow similar pattern except the district or East Khasi Hills where 
male married persons (7.95 per cent) are less than that offemales (17.06 per 
cent). 

The widowed population is 3.43 per cent of the total population of the state. 
The map reveals that the proportion of female widow population is compara
tively more than the male in respect of all the districts of the state. The district 
of West Garo Hills shows the highest proportion (3.55 per cent) of female 
widow popUlation as compared to male (0.69 per ~ent). 

The following table shows the distribution of male and female population in 
the four categories of marital status at district level according to the 198! 
Census. 

Never Married Married Widowed Others 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East G aro Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Males 

2 

423,841 
49,284 

164,877 
54,367 
42,188 

113.124 

Females 

361.370 
43,790 

141,592 
46,258 
35,521 
94,208 

Males Females 

4 

243,771 241,325 
27,012 27,331 
40,669 87,223 
26,677 26,915 
27,220 26,870 
72,193 72,987 

50 

Males Females Males Females 
----------

6 7 8 
------

9,207 36,655 6,648 12,679 
889 3,410 1,828 2,805 

3,908 13,335 3,412 6,280 
1,065 3,470 756 2,023 

778 3,317 158 476 
2,567 13,123 494 1,096 
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PLATE 21 

YOUTHFULNESS OF POPULATION 1981 

The map displays the youthfulness of the population of the state ,of 
Meghalaya as prevailed in the 1981 Census. 

population means high birth rate which in turn gives over burden to the working 

The youthfulness of population is expressed as the proportion of population 
in age-group 5-14 to the total population. The percentage figures are 
calculated districtwise and these figures are arranged into three suitable 
ranges. The districts coming un~er each.range are then hatched by choropleth 
method according to the legend of the map. 

According to the 1981 Census, the population in the age-group 5-14 is 
370,231 as against the total population of the state (1,335,819). In terms of 
percentage this comes to 27.72. The percentage figures of the districts do not 
vary significantly. The district of West Khasi Hills shows the highest 
percentage of youthfulness Qf population (30.24). The range of 27.50-29.49 
per cent of youthful population covers the districts of J aintia Hills and West 
Garo Hills. The districts of East Khasi Hills ~d East Gar~ Hills have a low 
proportion of youthful population,and fall under the range of 27.49 per cent 
and below. 

Youthfulness of population is an important criteria to study and analyse the 
socio-economic development of an area. The high proportion, of young 
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population. 

The following statement indicates the districtwise percentage of youthful-
ness of population as per the 1981 Census. 

State/district Total population Population in Percentage of 
age-group 5-14 population in 

age-group 5-14 
to total popUlation 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 1,335,819 370,231 27.72 
Jaintia Hills 156,4Q2 45,139 28,86 
East Khasi Hills 511,414 137,368 26.86 
West Khasi Hills 161,576 48,868 30.24 
East Garo Hills 136,550 37,m 27.19 
West'Garo Hills 369,877 101,722 27.50 
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PLATE 22 

DEPENDENCY RATIO 1981 

The map brings out the districtwise variation of dependency ratio of the state 
of Meghalaya in 1981. 

The dependency ratio for each district has been worked out by the following 
formula :-

No, of persons in age-group 0-14 and 60+ 
----------x 1,000 
No, of persons in age-group 15-59 

The data thus obtained are classified into three suitable ranges- one above, 
one nearer to and one below the state average, The districts falling under each 
range are then shaded by suitable hatching pattern as per the index of the map, 

The persons in the age-group 0-14 are too young to work and those above 60 

State/district Population in age-group 
15-~9 

2 

MEGHALAYA 799,001 
Jaintia Hills 78,624 
East Khasi Hills 279,238 
West Khasi Hills 79,613 
East Garo Hills 73,184 
West Garo Hills 198,341 

years are too old to take part in any economically productive work, The people 
of age-group IS-59 are generally economically active and have to support 
tho.se who cannot take part in any economically productive work, In m~ority 
of cases the burden of the population in the age group 0-14 and 60 above falls 
on people of age IS-59 years, 

The average dependency ratio of the state is worked out to be 883, Among 
the districts the ratio is highest in West Khasi Hills (1,028) followed by Jaintia 
Hills (988), The districts of East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills fall in the 
range of 851-950 while low dependency ratio is noted in the district of East 
Khasi Hills (830), 

The statement below ~ves the dependency ratio at district level according to 
the 1981 Census, 

Population in age-group Dependency ratio: 
0-14 & 60+ Pop~lation in age-group 0-14 & 60+ 

population in age-group 15·59 
X 1,000 

4 

625,954 883 
77,666 988 

231,779 830 
81,863 1,028 
63,304 865 

171,338 864 
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PLATE 23 

MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-59 1981 

The map brings out the proportion of male population in ~orking age-group 
15-59 to total male population at district level as per the 1981 Census. 

The percentage of male population in working age-group 15-59 to total male 
population has been worked out for each district The figures thus obtained are 
arranged into three ranges viz., 54.01 and above, 52.01-54.00 and 52.00 and 
below. The districts falling under the various ranges have been hatched with 
suitable shaded as in the legend of the map. The total male population of each 
district is shown by proportionate circles, the shaded sectors therein indicate 
the proportion of male population in age-gI'9up 15-59. 

The map indicates the districtwise percentage of male population in age 15-
59 to the total male population. This gives an approximate idea about the 
availability of working male population as it includes whole-time students, 
beggars and invalid persons etc. 

In 1981 the total male population in the working age-group 15-59 ofthe 
state of Meghalaya is 365,143 which constitutes 53.41 per cent of the total 
male population (683,710). The highest percentage of males in working age
group IS-59 in the range of 54.01 and above is observed in East Khasi Hills 
(55.70). In the districts of East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills this proportion 
ranges between 52.01 to 54.00 per cent. The lowest percentage range (52.00 
and below) is noticed in the districts of Jaintia Hills ~d West Khasi Hills. 
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A glance at the map reveals that the eastern part of Meghalaya has a 
comparatively higher proportion of males in working age-group 15-59 to total 
males as compared to the western part of the state. 

The following table shows the districtwise proportion of males in working 
age 15-59 to total males in 1981. 

State/ district Total male Total male Percentage of 
population population in male population 

age-group in age-group 
15-59 15-59 to total 

male population 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 683,710 365,143 53.41 
Jaintia Hills 7Q,052 40,454 51.17 
East Khasi Hills 262,952 146,461 55.70 
West Khasi Hills 82,906 40,606 48.98 
East Garo Hills 70,365 37,460 53.24 
West Garo Hills 188,435 100,164 53.16 
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PLATE 24 

FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15·59 1981 

The map depicts the proportion offemale population in working age-group 15-
59 to total female population at district level in 1981. 

The percentage figures offemale population in age-group 15-59 to the total 
female population are calculated for all the districts. The data thus obtained 
are grouped into three ranges-one above, one nearer to and one below the 
state average. The districts are then shaded by three different hatching pattern 
according to the above stated groupings as explained in the legend of the map. 
The total female population for each district is further shown by means of 
proportionate circle. The proportion offemales in working age-group 15-59 is 
shown by shaded sector. 

There are 343,858 females in working.age-group 15-59 as against the total 
female population of 652,109 in the state of Meghalaya in 1981. In terms of 
percentage the figure comes to 52.73 of the total female population. The 
district of West Garo Hills has recorded the highest percentage (54.11) of 
females in working age-group IS-59 to total females and has fallen under the 
highest range (54.01 and above). In the districts of East Garo Hills and East 
Khasi Hills the proportion ranges between 52.01- 54.00 per cent. The lowest 
percentage in the range of52.00 and below is observed in the district of Jaintia 
Hills (49.35 per cent) and West Khasi Hills (49.58 per cent). The map reveals 
that western part of the state has comparatively higher proportion offemales in 
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working age-group 15-59 to the total females as compared to the eastem part. 

The table given below shows the percentageoffemale population in working 
age-group IS-59 to total female population in 1981 at district level. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total female 
population 

2 

652,109 
77,350 

248,462 
78,670 
66,185 

181,442 

Total female 
population in 

age-group 
15-59 

3 

343,858 
38,170 

132,777 
39,007 
35,724 
98,177 

Percentage of 
female popu-
lation in age-

group 15-59 to 
total female 
population 

4 

52.73 
49.35 
53.44 
49.58 
53.98 
54.11 
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PLATE 25 

URBAN MALES IN WORKING AGE 15-591981 

The map shows the proportion of male population in working age-group 15-
59 to total male population in urban areas in each district in 1981. 

The following statement indicates districtwise proportion of urban males in 
working age-group 15-59 to total urban male popUlation in 1981. 

The percentage fi~ures of urban lI!~e.~p.ulaqon in age-group 15 -59 to total 
urban population have been calculated and represented in all the districts in 
same manner as in plate No, 23 and 24. 

According to the 1981 Census the total male population residing in the 
urban areas of the state is 126,752 out of which 76,913 or60.68 per cent are in 
the age-group 15-59. The map shows the availability of working force among 
the males in the urban areas in each district. It may be seen that the proportion 
of males in working age-group 15-59 to total male population is comparatively 
higher in. urban ~as than rural areas. The highest percentage of urban males 
in working age-group 15-59 in the range of 60.01 and above has been noticed 
in the district ofEas! Garo Hills (64.44 per cent) following by East KhasiHills 
(61.30 per cent). The range 58.01-61.00 per cent,where state average falls 
covers the district of West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. The lowest 
percentage in the range of 58.00 and below is confmed only Jaintia Hills 
district (56.18 per cent). 

60 

State/district 

ME(1HALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total urban Total urban 
male population male population 

in age-group 
15-59 

2 

126,752 76,913 
6,481 3,641 

94,794 58,104 
2,161 1~277 
2,421 1,560 

20,895 12,332 

Percentage of 
urban male 

population in 
age-group 15-59 

to total urban 
male population 

4 

60.68 
56.18 
61.30 
59.09 
64.44 
59,02 
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PLATE 26 

RURAL MALES IN WORKING AGE 15·59 1981 

The map brings out the distribution pattern in the proportion of male 
population in age-group 15-59 to total male population in rural areas as in 
1981. 

The percentage figures of rural male population in the working age-group 
15-59 to totaJ rural male population of the districts as in 1981 are calculated 
and the data are classified into d1ree ranges-one above, one nearer to and one 
below th~ state average (51.75). The districts are then hatched suitably 
according to above classification as explained in the legend of the map. 
Further, circles proportionate to the total rural male population are inserted in 
each district and a sector proportion to rural male population in age-group 15-
59 is shown with suitable shading. 

According to the 1981 Census, the total male population residing in rural 
areas of the state is 556,958 out of which 288,231 or 51.75 percent are in the 
age-groupof15-59. The percentage ofmalesin age-group 15-59 to total males 
in the rural areas is a measure of availability of male working force in the rural 
areas. It has been observedthatthe proportion ofrurall)lale working force does 
not vary considerably from one district to another. However, the highest 
percentage of rural males in working age-group 15-59 in the percentage range 
of 5 2.51 and above has been recorded in the district of East Garo Hills (52.84) 
which is closely followed by East Kbasj Hills (52.54 per cent). In the districts 
of Jaintia Hills and WestGaro Hills this figure ranges between 50.01 to 52.50 
per cent. The lowest percentage in the range of50.00 and below is noticed only 
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in West Khasi Hills district (48.71 per cent). The eastern and western parts of 
the state have comparatively higher proportion of rural males in working age
group )5-59 as compared to the central part. 

The table sho~ below indicates the percentage of rural male population in 
working age-group 15-59 to total rural male population in 1981 at districf 
level. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia'Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Gam Hills 
West Garo Hills 

T ota! rural male Total rural male 
population population in 

2 

556,958 
72,571 

168,158 
80,745 
67,944 

167,540 

age-group 15-59 

288,231 
36,813 
88,358 
39,328 
35,899 
87,831 

Percentage of 
rural male 

population in 
age-group 15-59 

to total nural 
male population, 

4 

5I.7S 
50.73 
52.54 
48.71 
52.84 
52.42 
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PLATE 27 

URBAN FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15·59 1981 

The map shows the proportion of female population in the working age
group 15-59 to total female population in urban areas as in 1981 at district 
level. 

The following statement gives districtwise proportion of urban females in 
working age-group 15·59 to total urban female population as per the 1981 

I 

Census. 

The percentage of urban female popUlation in the age-group 15·59 to total State/district Total utban Total utban Percentage of 
urban female population are worked 'our for each district The figures thus female popu- female popu- utban female 
obtained ~ categorised into three ranges viz., 56.51 and above, 53.51-56.50 lation, 1981 lation in age- population in 
and 53.50 and below. These ranges are displayed in the map by means of group 15-59 age-group IS-59 
different hatching pattern as per the index of the map. Further a circle to total urban 
proportionate to the total urban female population is inserted in each district female popu-
and the proportion of urban females in age-group IS-59 has been shown by lation 
shaded sector within the circle. 

2 4 
According to the 1981 Census the total fe~e popUlation of Meghalaya 

residing in urban areas is 114,581 of which 64,592 or 56.37 percent are in the MEGHALAYA 114,581 64,592 56.37 
age-group 15·59. The highest percentage of urban females in working age- Jaintia Hills 6,442 3,444 53.46 
group 15-59 is found in thedistrictofEastKhasi JIills (57,36). The percentage East Khasi Hills 86,006 49,33Y 57.36 
ofurlian females in age-group 15-59 in'the range of 53.51 to 56.50 per cent is West Khasi Hil~ 1,719 855 49.74 
spread over the two districts of the s~ viz; East Garo Hill~ and West Garo East Garo Hills 1,869 1,006 53.83 
Hills. The lowest percentage range (53.50 and below) is noticed in Jaintia West Garo Hills 18,545 9,952 53.66 
Hills and West Khasi Hills districts. 
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PLATE 28 

RURAL FEMALES IN WORKING AGE 15:59 1981 

The map exhibits districtwise proportion of female'population in age-group 
IS-59 to the total female population in rural areas of the state as in 1981. 

The p.Jercentage of rural females in working age-group 15-59 to total rural 
female population has been worked out for each district The figures thus 
obtained are then classified into three ranges and the district falling in each 
range are shaded by shitable hatching pattern as explained in the legend of the 
map, Further, a circle proportionate to the total rural female population has 
been inserted in each district and the percentage of rural females in the age
group 15-59 is shown by shaded sectors within the circle, 

There are 279,268 females in the working age-group 15-59 against the total 
female population (537,528) in the rural areas of tile state of Meghalaya. In 
terms of percentage the rural working female force stands at ~1.95 per cent of 
the total rural female population. This indicates that more then half of the 
female popUlation are in working age in rural areas. 

The district of West Garo Hills records the highest proportion of females in 
working age-group IS-59 to the total female population in the rural areas with 
the figure as high as 54.16 percent. The map further shows that the districts of 
East Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills in the percentage range of50.0 1-54.00, 
The lowest percentage of rural working females to total rural female 
population in the range of 50 .00 and below is noticed in J aintia Hills and West 
Khasi HillS'. A glance Over the map reveals that the western partofMeghaiaya 
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(viz; East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills) has comparatively'higher propor
tion of working females in rural areas than the eastern part of the state. 

The table below gives districtwise proportion of rural females in working 
age-group 15-59 to total rural female population as per tlie 1981 Census. 

State! district 

MEGHALAYA 
laintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West I\hasi Hills 
East Gam HiUs 
West Garo Hills 

Total rural 
female papu-

lation 

2 

537,528 
70,908 

162,456 
76,951 
64,316 

162,897 

Total rural 
female popu-
lation in age-
group 15-59 

279,268 
34,727 
83,44$ 
38,151 
34,718 
88,226 

Percentage of 
rural female 

population in 
age-group 15-59 

to total rural 
female popu-

lation. 

4 

51.95 
48.97 
51.36 
49.58 
53.98 
54.16 
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PLATE 29 

URBAN POPULATION 1981 

The map depicts the percentage of urban population to total population at 
C.D. block level of the state of Meghalaya as in 1981. 

The percentage of urban population to total population has been computed 
for each C.D. block and the figures ,thus ()btained are grouped into four ranges
two above, one nearer to and one below the state average (18.07). The C.D. 
blocks f8lling under each range are then shaded with appropriate hatching by 
choropleth mehod. The C.D. blocks which have no urban population are left 
blank as shown in the legend of the map. 

According to the 1981 Census, there are 12 urban centres in Meghalaya and 
these are found in only 7 C.D. blocks of the state. 

There are 241,333 persons residing in 91'ban areas of the state. The 
proportion of urban population is a good indicator of the level of development 
of a region. In Meghalaya the urban population constitutes only 18.07 per cent 
of the total population which is far less than the national average of23.31 per 
cent. The low percentage of urban population is mainly due to agrarian 
economy of the state. 

A glance over the map reveals that there is a considerable variation in the 
proportion of urban population to total population form one C.D. block to 
another. The highest percentage of urban population to total population is 
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recorded in Mylliem C.D. block (76.03) per cent. The percentage of urban 
population in the range of36.0 1 to 54.00 per centis confined only to one C.D. 
block i.e. Rongram, while the range 18.0H6.00 per cent is represented by 
three C.D. Blocks viz; Thadlaskein, Samanda and Dambuk-Aga. The 
proportion of urban population to total population is below 18.00 per cent in 
two CD. blocks (Shella-Bholaganj and Nongstoin). 

The following statement indicates districtwise proportion of urban population 
to total population in 1981. 

State/district Total Total urban Percentage of 
population population urban population 

to total popu-
lation 

MEGHALAYA 1,335,819 241,333 18.07 
Jaintia Hills 156,402 12,923 8.26 
East Khasi Hills 511,414 180,800 35.35 
West Khasi HiUs 161,576 3,880 2.40 
East Garo Hills 136,550 4,290 3.14 
West Garo Hills 369,877 39,440 10.66 
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PLATE 30 

CHANGE IN URBAN POPULATION 1971·81 

The map brings out the change in urban population at.C.D. block level in the 
state of Meghalaya during 1971 -81. 

The percentage variation of urban population during 1971 -81 has been 
wor~ed out for each of the C.D. block and the data thus obtained are grouped 
into three suitable ranges as per legend of the map. The C.D. blocks are then 
hatched suitably according to above stated groupings by choropleth technique. 
The C.D. blocks urbanized in 1981 are indicated by the symbol 'u' whereas 
the entirely rural C.D. blocks ate left blank. 

The urban population of the state increaed from 147,170 in 1971 to 
241,333 in 1981 causing about 64.00 per cent increase as against the national 
increase of 46.39 per cent. The corresponding percentage figure was 25.2' 
during the period 1961-71 in respect of the State. The high percntage increase 
in urban population during the decade 1971 -81 is mainly due number of new 
urban units which have come up in the 1981 Census. There are 7 C.D. blocks 
having urban population in 1981. Among these 3 C.D. blocks had no urban 
population in 1971, as a result the percentage change in urban population 
during 1971-81 is not reflected in the map. The highest percentage increase in 

urban.population during the decade is found in Rongram C.D. block (127.63 
per cent) which is being followed by ThadJasken (44.73 per cent) and Mylliem 
(42.32 per cent). 

The districtwise percentage increase in urban population during 1971-8 I is 
~ven below:-

State! district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jalntia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total urban 
population 

1981 

,241,333 
12,923 

180,800 
3,880 
4,290 

39,440 

Total urban Percentage 
population variation during 

1971 1971-81 

147,170 +63.98 
8,929 +44.73 

122,752 +47.29 

15,489 +154.63 
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PLATE 31 

GROWTH OF URBAN POPULATION BY SIZE CLASS OF UR~AN AREAS 1901·81 

The map depicts the growth of urban population during the period 1901-81. 
It also shows the break-up of the urban population of various class-size in each 
district. 

Vertical bars proportionate to the total urban population for each decennial 
year during 1901-81 are drawn in each district. These bars are further sub
divided into five parts indicating the proportion of urban population residIng in 
clasS I, class II, class Ill, class IV, class V and class VI iIrbancentreRand each 
part is shaded with appropriate hatching as per the index of the map. 

The total urban population of Meghalaya in 1901 was 9,621 which has 
increased to 241,333 persons in 1981. During the period 1901 to 1981 the 
urban population of the state has multiplied by about 25 times. Unlike most of 
the states of the country, the process of urbanisation is not so rapid in 
Meghalaya. At a glance over the map reveals that only East Khasi Hills 
district has made a remarkable progress· in IlI'banisation. 

The spatial and temporal pattern of distribution of urban population by size-

State/district 1901 1911 1921 1931 

2 _4 

MEGHALAYA 9,621 13,639 17,203 26,536 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hilla 9,621 13,639 17,203 26,536 
WestKhasiHills 
East varo Hills 
West Garo Hills 
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class of urban centres is strikin~y uneven throughout the state. The district of 
laintia Hills has recorded urban population only in 1961. The population 
figure of urban areas of Jaintia Hills district stands at 12,923 and are 
distributed over cla~s IV urban centre in 198!. The higher concentration of 
urban population in East Khasi Hills district is obviously due to location of 
number of urban centres in the district. The urban population of the district of 
East Khasi Hills has been found to be 180,800 persons in 1981 and they are 
residing over class I, class III, class IV and class V towns. The district of West 
Khasi Hills has shown urban population (3,880) for the flfsttime in 1981 with 
the declaration of N ongstoin as class VI town. Similar situation has been 
noticed in East Garo Hills district where the 1981 Census has recorded urban 
population (4,290) for the firsttime as Williamnagar has come-up as class VI 
town. West Garo Hills district has recorded urban populatio.D in 1961. The 
population figure of the urban areas of the district has been round to be 39,440 
and are distributed over class IIJ and class VI towns. 

The following table brings out the urban population ofthe state from 190 I to 
1981 (districtwise). 

1941 1951 1961 1971 1981 

6 8 9 10 

38,192 58,512 117,483 147,170 241,333 
6,197 8,929 12,923 

38,192 58,512 102,398 122,752 180,800 
3,880 
4,290 

8,888 15,489 39,440 
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PLATE 32 

GROWTH OF URBAN CENTRES 1971·81 

The map brings out the growth pattern of the urban centres of the state of Urban centre 1981 Class Total Total Variation Percentage 
'Meghalaya during 1971·81. urban urban during growth 

population population 1971-81 during 
The percentage growth during the decade 1971-81 is calculated for each of 1971 1981 1971-81 

the urban centre. The percentage figures thus obtained are put in the categories 
of growth rates as (i) 80.01 and above (ll) 40.01-80.00 and (iii) 40.00 and 2 3 4 6 
below. The urban centres according to size-class are located on the map by 
suitable symbols as per the legend of the map and the symbols are hatched Jowai IV 8,929 12,923 3,994 44.73 
suitably according to the growth rate categories of the respective urban Shillong (M) I 87,659 109,244 21,585 24.62 
centres. Towns which are declared as such for the firsttime in the 1981 Census ShiUong (C) V 4,730 6,620 1,890 39.96 
are distinguished with solid black shading within the urban centre symbol. Mawlai III 14,260 20,405 6,145 43.09 

During the decade 1971-81 the highest urban growth (127.63 per cent) is 
Nongthymmai III 16,103 21,558 5,455 33.88 
Pynthorumkhrah IV 10,711 

recorded in Tura town. The range of urban population vcwth 40.01 to' 80.00 
Madanrting V 6,165' 

per cent is found in Jowai and Mawlai toWns whereas ShiUong (M), Shillong 
Cherrapunjee V 6,097 

(C) and Nongthymmai fall in the range of 40.00 per cent and below. 
Non~oin VI 3,880 

The following table gives the percentage growth of population of the urban 
Wiltiamnagar VI 4,290 
Tura III 15,489 35,257 19,768 127.63 

centres of the state during the decade 1971-81. Baghmara VI 
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PLATE 33 

IN-MIGRANTS 1981 

The map depicts the size of in-migrants by sex and place of birth (rural and 
urban) and their proportion to total population in each district of the state as in 
the 1981 Census. 

The circles proportionate to total in-migrants according to place of birth 
have been drawn in each district. Each circle is divided into two sectors 
representing the rural and urb?Jl in-migrants with male and female divisions. 
The rural sector is shaded to differentiate the same from urban sector. Further 
the percentage of tot a] in-migrants to total population has been worked out for 
each district and the percentage figures thus found are grouped into three 
ranges viz, 10.01 and above, 6.01-10.00 and 6.00 and below. The districts 
coming under each range are shaded with different grades of hatching in 
background as shown in the legend of the map. 

It is a widely accepted fact that natural increase cannot alone explain the 
total expansion of population of an area, the si~e of in-migration has to be taken 
into account. The in-migrants component of population not only affects the age 

and sex composition of an area but also changes the distributional pattern of 
population over the re~on. The proportion of in-migrants to total 
population is highest in East Khasi Hills (16.38 per cent) followed by West 
GaroHills (11.37 per cent). In the district of East Garo Hills the proportion is 
found as 9.67 per cent whereas it is under the lowest range (6.00 per cent & 
below) in J aintia Hills and West Khasi Hills district 

The map also brings out the distribution of ruraVurban in-migrants with 
male and female proportions. It illustrates that the proportion of in-migrants is 
comparatively high in rural area in aU the districts except East Khasi Hills 
where urban in-migrants account for 60.27 per cent against the rural in
migrants of 39.73 per cent. In both the areas (rural and urban) male in
migrants have higher propertions than that of females in all the districts of the 
state. 

The following statement indicates the districtwise percentage of in-migrants 
to total population as in 1981. 

District Total Total Rural In-migrants Urban In· migra~ts Percentage of 
population In·migrants In-migrants to 

Males Females Males Females total popu-
lation 

4 6 7 8 

Jaintia Hills 156,402 9,264 4,930 2,311 1,286 735 5.92 
(53.23) (24.95) (13.88) (7.94) 

East Khasi Hills 511,414 83,746 19,481 13,774 29,765 20,695 
(23.27) (16.46) (35.55) (24.72) 16.38 

West Khasi Hills 161,576 5,046 2,712 1,409 675 250 
(53.75) (27.92) (13.38) (4.95) 3.12 

East Garo Hills 136,550 13,204 6,541 4,339 1,425 899 
(49.54) (32.86) (10.79) (6.81) 9.67 

West Garo Hills 369,877 42,067 15,830 15,011 6,340 4,885 I 
(37.63) (35.68) (15.07) {I 1.62) 11.37 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. SO 
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PLATE 34 

RURAL IN·MIGRANTS TO TOTAL RURAL POPULATION 1981 

The map exhibits the proportion of rural in-migrants to total rural population 
in each district of the state as in 1981. 

The districtwise percentage figures of rural in-migrants to total rural 
population have been grouped into three ranges viz 9.01 and above, 3.01-9.00 
and 3.00 and below: These rahges are represented on the map by suitable 
hatching as explained in the lelgend of the map. Further, the size of the Mal in
migrants has been shown by proportionate circle in each district. The circles 
are then sub-divided into three sectors representing rural to rural, urban to 
rural and unclassified in-migrants. 

The proportion of rural in m~rants to total rural population is above 9.0 I 
per cent in the districts of East Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. The moderate 

\ 
range 3.01-9.00 per cent is observed in the districts ofJaintia Hills and East· 
Garo Hills, whereas the lowest (3.00 per cent and below) is noticed in West 
Khasi Hills district only. 

District 

AIl)ong the districts, the highest proportion of rural to rural in-migrants is 
observed in East Garo Hills (72.22 per cenQ followed by West Khasi Hills 
(59.45 per cent), Jaintia Hills (51.98 per cent), East Khasi Hills (49.02 per 
cent) and west Garo Hills (47.95 per cent). On the other hand, the proportion 
of urban to rural in-migran~ is found to be the highest in East Khasi Hills 
(18.65 per cent) followed by West Khasi Hills (14.92 percent), Jaintia Hills 
(12.42 per cent), East Garo Hills (9.73 per cent) and West Garo Hills (4.88 
per cent). The rural in-migrants under unclassified group consist of major 
portion of rural in·migrants in the districts of West Garo Hills (47.17 per cent) 
and Jaintia Hills (35.60 per cent). In the districts of East Khasi Hills, West 
Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills, the 'percentages of unclassified group are 
32.33,25.63 and 18.03 respectively. 

·The following table gives the districtwise proportion of rural in-migrants to 
total rural population in 1981. 

In-migrants from Jotal rural 
population 

Total rural 
In-migrants Rural to rural Urban to rural UnclassIfied 

Proportion of rural In-migrants 
to total rural population 

4 6 

] aintia Hills 134,479 7,241 3,764 8.99 2,578 
(51.98) (12.42) (35.60) 5.05 

East Khasi Hills 330,614 33,255 16,303 6,203 10,749 
(49.02) (18.65) (32.33) 10.06 

West Khasi Hills 157,696 4,121 2,450 614 1,056 
(59.45) (14.92) (25.63) 2.61 

East G aro Hills 132,260 10,880 7,857 1,059 1,964 
(72:22) (9.73) (18.05) 8.23 

West Garo Hills 330,437 30,841 14,789 1,504 14,548 
(47.95) (4.88) (47.17) 9.33 i 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 
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PLATE 35 

URBAN IN· MIGRANTS TO TOTAL URBAN POPULATION 1981 

The map depicts the proportion of urban in·migrants to total urban 
population at district level of the state of Meghalaya as in 1981. It also 
indicates the size of urban in-migrants by urban to urban, rural to urban and 
unclassified in-migrants in each district 

The districtwise percentage figures of urban in-migrants to total urban 
population have been arranged in three ranges as per the legend oft!te map and 
these ranges are displayed on the map by means of different grades of hatching 
according to the values from high to low. Further, the size of urban in-migrants 
has been shown by inserting proportionate circles in each district and each 
circle is divided into three sector indicating urban to urban, rural to urban and 
W1c1assified in-migrants. The sectors are then shaded suitably to differentiate 
each group from the other. 

In Meghalaya the urban in-migrants, constitute 22.91 per cent of the total 
urban population in 1981. Among the districts, East Garo Hills ranks first by 
recording a significantly high proportion of urban in-migrants to total urban 
population (54.18 per cent The moderate proportion of urban in-Il\igrants 
from 25.01 to 30.00 per cent noticed in the districts of East Khasi Hills and 
West Garo HiDs, while a relatively low proportion (25.00 and below) is 
noticed in Jaintia Hills and West Khasi Hills districts.lfthe total number of 

District Total urban Total urban 

urban in-migrants are considered at district level, it is seen that East Khasi HUls 
with'50,460 persons records the largest number followed by West Garo Hills 
(11,225), East Garo HiDs (2,324)"J aintia Hills (2,021) and West KhasiHiIIs 
(925). 

The proportion of urban to urban in-migrants is highest in West Khasi Hills 
district (42.81 per cent). It is lowest in West Garo Hills (23.44 per cent). 
Whereas the proportion of rural to urban in-migrants is significantly high in 
the East Gato Hills district (66.05 per cent) followed by West Garo Hills 
(52.03 per cent). The formation of Williamnagar and Nongstoin as district 
headquarters and subsequently as towns in 1981 makes the proportion of rural 
to urban in-migrants relatively high in these two district (East Garo Hills and 
West Garo HiDs). The lowest proportion of rural to urban in-migrants to total 
urban in-migrants is noticed in East Khasi Hills (3&.16 per cent). Among the 
districts, the proportion of urban in-migrants categorised as unclassified is 
highest in West Gam Hills (24.53 per cent). In East Khasi Hills such in
migrants account for 20.72 per, cent followed by Jiintia Hills (i2.13 per cent 
West Khasi Hills (9.41 per cent) and East Garo Hills (9.08 per cent). 

The table ~ven below indicates the districtwise proportion of urban in
migrants to total urban population 1981. 

In-migrants from Proportion of urban In- migrants 
population In-migrants Urban to urban Rural to urban Unclassified to total urban population 

4 6 7 

Jaintia Hills 12,923 2,021 992 184 245 
(49.08) (38.79) (12.13) 15.64 

East Khasi Hills 180,800 50,460 20,749 19,258 10,453 
(41.12) (38.16) (20.72) 27.91 

West Khasi Hills 3,880 925 396 442 87 
(42.81) (47.78) (9.41) 23.84 

East Garo Hills 4,290 2,324 578 1,535 211 
(24.87) (66.05) (9.08) 54.18 

West Garo Hills 39,440 11,225 2,631 5,840 2,75~ 
, 

(23.44) (52.03) (24.53) 28.46 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 84 
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PLATE 36 

INTER-DISTRICT MIGRATION 1981 

The map shows the inter -district migration of the state o(Meghaiaya, ~ in 
'~ " 1981. . . ,:. 

Circles proportionate to toial gross mtg;:ants (in.migranlllaoo aJt-~ants) 
have been drawn in each district These circles are split-up into two segmentS 
to represent the proportion of in-migrants and out-migrants with rural and 
uman divisions. Further, the percentage of net-~grants (in-migrants minus 
out-migrants) to total population has been calculated for each district. The 
percentage values thus ohtained are grouped into four ranges-two representing 
gain and another two loss as per the legend of the map. Th~se> ranges are 
depicted on the map by different grades of hatching in the, backgrpund. 

The inter-district migration is associated with those migrantS' who move 
from one district to another. The socio-economic factors like urb~ation, 

District T<ial population 1981 Gross migrants 1981 

2 

Jaintia Hills 156,402 6,550 

East Khasi Hills 511,414 19,840 

West Khasi Hills 161,576 11,751 

East G aro Hills 136,550 8,606 

West Garo Hills 369,877 10,827 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 

growth of industry, mining, fertile land and agricultural development etc., are 
the main causes for the acceleration of this type of movement 

Additional factors like low rate of urbanization, lack of industrial develop
ment terrain etc., prevent the people to move from one districtto another, Ithas 
been observed that East Khasi Hills is the only district where the percentage 
gain of net-migrants to total population is l.81 per cent while itis as low as 0.27 
per cent in East Garo Hills district The district of West Khasi Hills shows a 
loss of net-migrants to total population (4.32 per cent) and in J aintia Hills and 
West Garo Hills districts the loss is below 1.00 Per cent. 

The following table gives the percentage of net-migrlUlts to total population, 
1981 at districtlevel. ' 

In-migrants Out-migrants Net-migrants Percentage of net-
. migrants to total 

Rural Urban Rural U man population (gain or 
loss) 

4 5 6 8 9 

2,349 896' 1,224 2,081 
(35.86) (13.68) (18.69) (31.77) (-)60 (- 0.04 
7,436 7,118 3,520 1,766 

(37.48) (35.88) (17.74) (8.90) (t) 9,268 (t) 1.81 
1,895 491 5,465 3,900 

(16.12) (4.18) (46.51) (33.19) H 6,979 H 4.32 
3,311 1,177 2,411 1,107 

(38.47) (13.68) (28.02) (19,83) (t) 1,370 (t) 0.27 
2,282 1,832 4,653 2,060 

(21.08) (16,92) (42.97) (19,03) H 2,599 ( .. ) 0.70 
I 
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PLATE 37 

'INTRA·DISTRICT MIGRATION 1981 

The map brings out the intra·district migration of the state of Meghalaya as 
in 1981. 

The following statement gives the proportion of migrants born elsewhere in 
the district of enumeration to total migrants, 198'1 at district level. 

The percentage of migrants resided elsewhere in the districts of enumeration 
to total migrants has been worked out for each district. The percentage figures 
thus obtained are grouped into three different ranges viz. 70.01 and above, 
55.01-70.00 and ?5.OQ and below. The districts coming under each range are 
shaded with suitable hatching as explained in the index of the map. 

The movement of people within the district of enumeration is explained in 
terms of intra-district migration. The factors like marriage, education, urbanJ
sation, better amentities and fenik agricultur~lland etc., influence this kind of 
migration. In some areas this type of movement is pronounced during 
harvesting season when large number of agrieulturallabourers are encouraged 
to leave their place of residence by big farmers. Intra-district migration to the 
tune of 70.01 per cent ~nd above has been bbserved,in the district of West 
Khasi Hills. The next range of 55.01-70.00 per cent is represented by laintia 
Hills and East Garo Hills districts, whereas in the district of East Khasi Hills 
the proportion of intra-district migration is relatively low (41.91 per cent). 

88 

District 

laintia Hills 
E as! Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
E as! G aro Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total migrants 
1981 

2 

27,475 
144,105 
26,034 
30,291 
91,822 

Migrants born Percentage to 
elsewhere in total migrants 
the district of 
enumeration 

1981 

4 

18,212 66.29 
60,390 41.91 
20,988 80.62 
17,087 56.41 
49,754 54.19 
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PLATE 38 

MIGRANTS RESIDING UNO 4 YEARS 1981 

The map represents the migrants residing upto a duration of 4 years in each 
district of Meghalaya as in 1981, 

The m~rants residing upto 4 years are shown by proportionate circles in 
each of the districts, The circles are then divided into sectors representing 
rural/urban migrants with male and female divisions. In the background, 
hatching have been provided in each of the districts to indicate the percentage 
of migrants residing upta 4 years to total migrants in all duration according to 
the percentage range as explained in the legend of the map, 

The highest proportion of migrants residing upto 4 years to total migrants 
(all duration) is noticed in EastGaro Hills district (35.26 per cent), The 
district of Jaintia Hills'and East Khasi Hills fall in the ragoe 25,01·35.00 per 
cent while the lowest range of 25,00 per cent and below is noticed in West 
Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills districts, 

The map reveals that the proportion of migrants residing upt 4 years is 

comparatively more in the rural areas than the urban areas. In most of the 
districts, the proportion of rural migrants constitute above 65,00 per cent to the 
total migrants, In the East Khasi Hills district the position is reversed, where 
54,24 per cent of the migrants residing upto 4 years are found in urban areas. 
Among the rural migrants, male percentage is noticed high as compared to 
female in all th~ district. The highest proportion of male migrants residing upto 
4 ~ears is observed in J aintia Hills (53.87 per cent) followed by West Khasi 
Hllls(Sl.69 per cent), while it is lowest in East Khasi Hills (25.67 percent), 
The urban migrants also show similar pattern, where male-migrants out
numbered females in most of the districts except East Garo Hills, where 
female migrants, account for 30.90 per ceqt as against 12.38 per cent for 
males, 

The fa lIowing statement, gives the districtWise percentage of migrants 
residing upto 4 years to total migrants (all duration), 1981, 

State/district Total Total migrants Percentage of migrants resi- Rrual migratns residing Urban migrants residing 
migrants residing upto ding up to 4 years to total up to 4 years upto 4 years 

(All duration) _4 years migrants (All duration) Males Females Males Females 

2 4 6 

MEGHALAYA 321.660 90,433 28.11 32,366 21,849 19,613 16,605 
(35,79) (24.16) (21.69) (18.36) 

Jaintia Hills 27M 7,706 27,86 4.151 1,966 820 769 
(53.87) (25.51) (10,64) (9.98) 

East Khasi Hills 144.940 44,399 30,63 11,398 8,919 13,103 10,979 
(25,67) (20.09) (29.51) (24.73) 

West Khasi Hills 26,507 5,833 22.01 3,015 1,570 767 481 
(51.69) (26,91) (l3.l5') (8.25) 

East Garo Hills 30A03 10,720 35,26 5,158 3,313 1,327' 922 
(4S.l2) (30,90) (12.38) {8,60) 

West Garo Hills 92,151 21,778 23.63 8,646 6,082 3,596 3,454 
(39.70) (27.93) (16.51) (15,86) 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 
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PLATE 39 

MIGRANTS RESIDING 5·9 YEARS 1981 

The map depicts the total migrants residing from 5 to 9 years with 
rural/urban and male/female break·up in each district. It also shows the 
proportion of migrants residing 5 to 9 years to total migrants (all duration) at 
district level of the state 0: MeghalaYlI as_in! 981. The map has been prepared 
by the same ~artographic method as applied for Plate No, 38, 

districts whereas the lowest proportion is found in West Garo Hills district 
(15.37 per cent). 

Percentage of migrants residing 5 to 9 years to total migrants (all duration) 
in the highest range of 18,01 per cent and above has been noticed in Jaintia 
Hills and East Garo Hills districts. The migrants within the range of 16.01· 
18.00 per cent have been recorded in East Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills 

The rural/urban distributionof migrants residing 5 to 9 years indicates that 
rural areas have comparatively more migrants than the urban areas. On the 
other hand, in the rural and urban areas of all the district, the male migrants are 
more in number as compared to female migrants. 

The following table shows the districtwise percentage of migrants residing 5 
to 9 years to total migrants (all duration), 1981. 

State/district Total Total Percentage Rural migrants Urban migrants residing 
migrants migrants of migrants residing 5-9 years 

(All duration) residing residing 5-9 5-9 years 
5-9 years years to total 

migrants Males Females Males Females 
(All duration) 

2 4 6 7 

MEGHALAYA 321,660 53,933 16.77 20,773 5,576 9,820 8,148 
(38.51) (28.17) (18.21 ) (15.11 ) 

Jaintia Hills 27,659 -5,152 18.63 2,386 1,779 538 449 
(46.31) (34.53) (10.44) (8.72) 

East Khasi Hills 144',940 24,000 16.56 7,218 5,114 6,441 5,227 
(30.08) (21.31) (26.83) (21.78) 

West Khasi Hills 26,507 4,767 17.98 2,663 1,652 270 182 
(55.86) (34.66) (5.66) (3.82) 

East Garo Hills 30,403 5,850 19.24 2,901 2,230 416 303 
(49-59) (38.12) (7.11) (5.18) 

West Garo Hills 92,151 14,167 15.37 . 5,606 4,418 2,156 1,987 
(39.57) (3l.l9) (15.22) (14.02) 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 
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PLATE 40 

MIGRANTS RESIDING 10 YEARS AND ABOVE 1981 

The map shows the proportion of migrants residing ,I 0 years and above to 
total migrants (all duration) and percentage distribution of such migrants by 
rural/urban and males/females break-up in each of the districts of the state as 
in 1981. The map is prepared by same cartographic technique as used for plate 
no, 38. 

According to 1981 census, out of the total of 321,660 migrants in the state, 
138,027 or 42.91 per cent are migrants residing 10 years and above. The 
highest range of 45.01 per cent and above of such migrants to total migrants 
(all duration) has been recorded only in West GaTo Hills district (48.19 per 
cent). The next range of 42.01-45.00 per cent covers the districts of Jaintia 
Hills and West Khasi Hills whereas the districts of East Khasi Hills and East 
Garo Hills have fallen in the lowest range of'42.00 per cent and below. 

State/district Total Total migrants Percentage of total 
migrants residing 10 years migrants residing 

The (nap reveals that such migrants are mainly confined in the rural areas as 
rural migrants account for 7-1. 66 per cent of the total migrants residing 10 years 
and above in the state. Among the district the proportion of such migrants in 
rural areas in as high as 98.12 per cent in East Garo Hills followed by West 
Khasi Hills (97.43 per cent). The (listrict of East Khasi Hills claims the 
highest proportion of urban migrants under tbis category and figure stands at 
51.45 per cent. The remaining district of the state have recorded below 30.00 
per cent of urban migrants. In East G aro Hills distrcit the proportion of urban 
migrants is as low as 1.88 per cent. 

The following statement gives the percentage of migrants residing 10 years 
and above to total migrants (all duration) at district level, 1981. 

Rural migrants residing Urban migrants residing 10 years 
10 years and above and above 

(All duration) and above 10 years:and above to M 1 
total migrants (All duration) a es Females Males Females 

2 4 6 8 

ME~HALAYA 321,660 138,027 42.91 57,101 41,811 22,227 16,888 
(41.37) (30.29) (16.10) (12.24) 

Jaintia Hills 27,659 11,752- 42.49 5,576 4,959 710 507 
(47.45) (42.20) (6.04) (4.31) 

East Khasi Hills 144,940 59,254 40.88 16,870 11,898 17,218 13.268 
(28.47) (20.08) (29.06) (22.39) 

West Khasi Hills 26,507 11,360 42.86 6,944 4,124 174 118 
(61.13) (36.30) (1.53) ( 1.04) 

East Garo Hills 30,403 11,254 37.02 6,442 4,600 125 87 
(57.24) (40.88) (1.11 ) (0.77) 

West Garo Hills 92,151 44,409 48.19 21,271 16,232 3,999 2,907 
(47.90) (36.55) (9.00) (6(55) 

I 

Percentage figures are shown below the absolute figures within brackets. 
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PLATE 41 

MAIN WORKERS AND NON·WORKERS IN TOTAL POPULATION 1981 

The map depicts the distribution of main workers and non·workers by age 
and sex at district level as prevailed in the 1981 Census. 

Age pyramids are drawn for each district with horizontal bars proportionate 
to male main workers and non·workers on the left side and female main workers 
and non·workerson the right side. Each horizontal bar is divided into two parts 
and shaded properly to differentiate main workers from non-workers. The 
absolute scale for the horizontal bar is ~ven at the bottom of the diagram. 

In Meghalaya there are 580,220 main workers in 1981 of which 62.59 per 
cent are males and 37.41 per cent females whereas the population under' non
workers is 722,378 of which male constitute 43.57 per cent and female 56.43 
per cent. 

The map reveals that the proportion of male population is more than the 

TOTAL MAIN WORKERS IN AGE-GROU 

females in almost all age-groups in respect of main workers of all the districts. 
The main workers account for 43.43 per cent of the total popUlation of the 
state.ltishighest(50,Q7 percent) in the West KhasiHilIs district. The district 
of East Garo Hills claims the lowest percentage (40.09) of main workers to 
total popUlation. 

It has been observed that the proportion of non-workers is comparatively 
more than main workers in all the districts. Among the non-workers the share 
of male is more than the females. The district of E ast Khasi Hills records the 
highest percentage of non-workers (58.38 per cent) and the lowest figures has 
been noticed in West Khasi Hills. 

The table ~ven below shows the distribution of main workers and non
workers by age-groups and sex in 1981 at district level. 

TOTAL NON-WORKERS IN AGE-GROUP 

Slate/district Males ().14 t5-19 20-24 25·29 3()'34 35-39 40-49 50·59 60+ ().14 15·19 2()'24 25·29 30-34 35-39 40-49 5().59 60+ 
Females 

10 11 12 13 14 15 Ih 17 18 19 20 

MEGHAlA YA Males 22,919 40,749 41.857 49,540 43,364 43,761 60,859 35,115 25.105 26Q,56Q 28,801 11.001 3.t37 1.oon 627 1.016 1.337 6.902 
Females 16,250 30,477 31,548 33,727 23,597 23,059 31,790 16,862 9,706 261,307 35,342 24,498 20,455 13.060 11.137 15.059 10.]59 16.050 

JAINTIA Males 3,704 6,843 6,129 5,i63 4,571 4,503 6,363 3,693 2,694 31,346 1,816 523 131 58 34 71 94 745 
HILLS Females 2,194 5,385 5,006 4,464 3,345 3,181 4,480 2,660 1.523 32,977 2,901 1,717 1,089 i21 614 1.069 910 2.282 
EAST KHASI Males 5,638 14,300 16,957 19.772 16,982 17,112 24,208 13,712 8,m 98,624 13;398 5,857 l.i22 419 310 i32 823 3,341 
HILLS Females 4,259 9,579 10,401 10,327 7,931 7,535 11,180 6,285 3.650 99,788 16,731 13,470 10,529 6.884 5.856 7.873 5.044 7.140 
WEST KHASI Males 4,221 6,266 5,494 5,826 4,526 4,781 6,429 3.817 2.962 34,131 2,224 655 I17 47 31 33 62 690 
HILLS Females 3,442 5,724 5,772 5,363 3,566 3,641 4,877 2,605 1,522 32,968 2,269 1.020 835 526 427 599 597 1,403 
EAST GARO Males 1,777 3,llt 3,293 5,086 '4,754 4,912 6,360 3,378 2,735 27,296 3,684 1.163 429 t36 9~ .90 107 504 
IllLLS Females t,268 2,349 2,744 3,733 2,257 2,452 2,737 1,168 612 26,688 3,994 2,195 2,198 1,212 1,091 1,365 857 1.085 
WEST GARO Males 7,579 10,229 9.784 B.293 12,524 12,453 17,499' 10,455 R,563 69,163 7,679 2.803 878 286 160 290 251 I 1,621 
HILLS Females 5,088 7,438 7,625 9,841 6,498 6,250 8.515 4,144 2.399 68,886 9,446 6.096 5.804 3.651 3.150 4.153 2,952, 4,139 
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PLATE 42 

RURAL MAIN WORKERS AND NON·WORKERS 1981 

The map shows the districtwise distribution of main workers and non
workers by age and sex in the rural areas of the state of Meghalaya in 1981. 

non-workers in all age-groups. The age-group 0-14 represents a higher 
proportion of non-working population. 

The map has been prepared by the same cartographic technique as applied 
for plate no. 41. 

According to the 1981 census the state ofMeghaiaya has a lJIrai population 
of 1,094,486 of which 502,350 are main workers and 559,788 non-workers. 
The proportion of males and females among the rural main workers of the state 
accounts for 60.35 per cent and 39.65 per cent respectively. The percentage 
figures of male and female among the non-workers s~d at 44.35 per cent and 
55.65 per cent respectively. The map shows that the share of male main 
workers is more than female in almost all age-group, on the other hand the 
proportion of female population is comparatively more than male among the 

The percentage of rural mllin workers to total rural population is 45.90 per 
cent and that of non-workers to total rural population stands at 51. J 4 per cent. 
The district of West Khasi Hills claims the highest percentage of rural main 
workers to total rural population which is closely followed by laintia Hills 
(50.00 per cent). The percentage of rural non-workers to total rural population 
is highest in East Garo Hills (53.58) and lowest in West Khasi Hills (48.52 
per cent). 

State/district Males 
females 

MEGHAlAYA Males 

RURAL MAIN WORKERS IN AGE-GROUP 

0-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-49 50-59 

10 

The following table indicates the distribution of rural main workers and non
workers by age-groups and sex in 1981 at district level. 

RURAL NON-WORKERS IN AGE-GROUP 

60+ 0-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-49 50-59 60':' 

II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 10 

22,263 37,430 33,798 38,806 33,987 35,232 49.788 29,430 22,460 216,460 17,679 5.380 1,653 519 382 607 692 4.65' 
Females 15,626 29,006 28,921 30,418 21,Q28 20,952 28,872 15,315 9,001 216,828 22.762 14.292 13,007 8.335 7,221 9.790 6.991 12,041 

JAINTIA Males 3.655 6,630 5,662 4.985 4.112 4,152 5,899 3,455 2,519 28,813 1.218 311 99 46 28 57 84 671 
HILLS Females 2,122 5,243 4,756 4,178 3.111 3,006 4,234 2,541 1,460 30,362 2,171 1.260 849 593 504 880 777 1.04') 
EAST KHASI Males 5,209 11,865 11,038 11,753 9.961 10.758 15.648 9,066 6,115 66.354 5,232 1.518 i94 140 140 251 286 1.463 
HILLS Females 3,854 8,543 8,531 1,914 5,962 5,929 8,881 5,042 3.093 67,461 7,631 5,622 4.935 3,146 2,133 3,525 2.255 3.858 
WEST KHASI Males 4.204 6,181 5.284 5,564 4,341 4.640 6,261 3,817 2.913 33.328 2.101 620 169 43 30 33 62 676 
HILLS Females 3,434 5,618 5,681 5,288 3,512 3,593 4,812 2,518 1,500 32.164 2,107 906 759 489 401 579 581 1.375 
EAST GARO Males 1,167 3,051 3,105 4,828 4.534 4,754 6,186 3,320 2,704 26,491 3,490 1,011 374 100 67 n 91 49) 
HILLS Females 1,262 2,314 2,682 3,662 2.217 2,420 2,716 1,155 602 25,863 3.787 2,015 2.047 1.216 1.050 1.315 834 1.010 
WEST GARO Males 1,428 9,103 8,109 11,676 11,028 10,929 15,193 9,682 B,150 61,474 5,638 1,834 616 189 118 194 169 1.349 
mLLS Females 4,955 7,221 7.271 9,376 6.219 6,004 8,230 3,999 2,346 60,972 1.060 4,489 4.417 2.891 2.527 3.492 2544 3.588 
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PLATE 43 

URBAN MAIN WORKERS AND NON·WORKERS 1981 

The map brings out the distribution pattern of main workers and non· 
workers in the urban areas at district level of the State of Meghalaya as in 
1981. 

The map is prepared by the same cartographic method as applied for plate 
no. 41. 

According to the 1981 Census, the urban population of the state has been 
recorded as 241,333 of which 77,870 are main workers and 162,590 are non
workers. The sh!ll'c of males and females among the urban main workers 
account for 77.04 per,cent and 22.96 per cent respectively and that of urban 
non-workers accounts for 40.89 per ce~t and 59.11 'Per cent respectively. 

A glance at the map reveals that the share of male is comparatively more 
than female among the urban main workers in almost all age-groups. 

URBAN MAIN WORKERS IN AGE-GROUP 

.I 
It is further noticed that the proportion of female population is more among 

the total urban non-workers in all age-groups. 

The percentage figures of urban main workers and non-workers to total 
uIban population of the state are 32.27 and 67.37 respectively. The 
percentage figures of urban main workers and non-workers indicate that the 
proportion of non-workers is very high in the urban areas. The district of West 
Khasi Hills records the highest percentage of urban main workers to total 
uIban population. (41.75 per cent) and on the other hand of West Garo Hills 
has recorded the lowest figure (29.05). 

The table ~ven below shows the districtwise distribution of urban main 
workers and non-workers by age-groups and sex in 1981. 

URBAN NON..,...WORKERS IN AGE-GROUP 

State/district Males ()'14 15·19 2()'24 25·29 3Q..34 35-39 4()'49 5()'59 60+ Q..14 15·19 2()'24 25-29 30-34 35·39 40-49 50-59 60+ 
females 

MEGHALAYA Males 
Females 

JAINIT A Males 
HILLS Females 
EAST KHASI Males 
HilLS Females 
WEST KHASI Males 
fillS Females 
EAST GARO Males 
InLLS Females 
WEST GARO Males 
HILLS Females 

656 3.319 
624 1,471 

49 213 
73 142 

429 2.435 
405 1,036 

17 85 
8 47 

10 60 
~ 35 

151 526 
133 211 

7,859 10,753 9,377 8,528 
2,627 3,309 2,569 2,107 

467 577 466 351 
250 286 228 175 

5.919 8,020 7,015 6,354 
1,871 2,413 1,968 1,606 

210 262 180 141 
91 75 54 48 

188 258 221 158 
62 70 40 32 

1,074 1,617 1,496 1,524 
3S 4 465 279 246 

10 11 

1,012 5,775 
2,918 1,547 

464 237 
247 119 

8,561 4,646 
2.299 1,243 

168 60 
66 27 

173 59 
21 13 

1,706 773 
286 145 

104 

2,645 
705 
176 
63 

1,976 
557 

49 
21 
32 
10 

413 
53 

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

44,100 11,122 5,622 
44,479 12,580 10,206 
2~33 598 192 
2,615 730 458 

32,270 8,166 4,339 
32,321 9,094 7,848 

802 123 3S 
804 162 114 
805 194 87 
825 207 180 

7,690 2,C41 969 
7,914 2,386 1,607 

1,484 488 
7,448 4,725 

32 13 
241 135 

1.128 338 
5,594 3,739 

8 4 
76 36 
55 36 

151 56 
262 96 

1,387 760 

245 
3,916 

6 
110 
171 

3,123 
1 

19 
26 
41 
42 

623 

410 645 
5,268 3,367 

14 10 
189 132 
281 537 

4,348 2,788 

20 16 
19 16 
50 23 
96 82 

661 I 407 

2,250 
4,009 

7S 
232 

1,878 
3,282 

14 
29 
11 
15 

273 
451 
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PLATE 44 

MAIN WORKERS 1981 

The map displays the proportion of main workers in age-group IS-59 to total 
population in age-group 15-59 as in 1981 at district level. 

Circi,es proportionate to the total main workers in age-group 15-59 are 
dr~wn fore~ch district. Each circle is then divided into two sectors to represent 
the rural and urban main workers in age group IS-59, The sector representing 
the rural main workers is shaded properly to differentiate it from urban sector, 
Further, the districtwise percentage figures of main workers in age group 15-59 
to total population in age group 15~ 5 9 have been grouped into three ranges
one above, one nearer to and one below the state average and the districts are 
shaded by choropleth technique according to high to low order as shown in the 
legend of the map. 

According to the 1981 Census, the state of Meghalaya has recorded 
709,000 persons in the age-group 15-59 of which 506, I 05 are main workers. 

State! district 

MEGHALAYA 
laintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total pOpulation 
in age-group 15-59 

1981 

2 

709,000 
78,625 

279,238 
79,612 
73,183 

198,341 

106 

The proportion of total main workers to total population in the age-group 15-
S 9 stands at 71.38 per cent. 

The highest percentage of main workers is observed in the district of West 
Khasi Hills (86.35 per cent). The proportion of main workers to total 
population in the range of 67.01-85.00 per cent is found in the districts of 
J aintia Hills and West Garo Hills. In the districts of East Khasi Hills and East 
Garo Hills the proportion is 67.00 per cent and below. 

The map shows that the state of Meghalaya has a GOmparatively higher 
proportion of rural main workers than that of the urban. The rural and urban 
break-up of the total main workers of the state accounts for 85,53 per cent and 
14.47 per cent respectively. The district of West Khasi Hills has the highest 
proportion of rural main workers (97.80 per cent) closely' followed by East 
Garo Hills (97.13 per cent). The lowest percentage of rural main workers to 
total main workers is found in East Khasi Hills (70.27 per cent). 

Main workers in age-group 15-59, 1981 

Total Rural Urban 

3 4 5 

506,105 432,893 73,213 
66,192 61,970 4,222 

186,281 130,897 55,386 
68,747 67,236 1,514 
48,337 46,947 1,390 

136,548 125,846 10,702 
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PLATE 45 

MALE MAIN WORKERS 1981 

The map depicts the proportion of male main workers in age-group 15-59 to 
total male population in the age-group 15-59 as in the 1981 Census at district 
level. 

The map has been prepared as pef method applied for plate No, 44, 

The total male population in the age-group 15-59 of the state is 365,143 of 
which 315,045 persons are male main workers, Thus the state average for the 
proportion of male main workers in the age-group 15-59 to total male 
population in age-group 15-59 comes to 86,28 per cent. This proportion is 
highest in the district ofJaintia Hills (93, 12 per cent), The proportion of male 

State/district Total male population 
in age-group 
15-59,1981 

MEGHALAYA 365,143 
'daintia Hills 40,455 

East Khasi Hills 146,461 
West Kbasi Hills - 40,605 
East Garo Hills 37,460 
West Garo Hills 100,164 

108 

, 

main workers to total male population in the range of85 ,0 I to 92,00 per cent is 
represented by the districts of West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills, while it 
is 85,00 per cent and below in East Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills districts, 

The map reveals that the share of rural male main workers is comparatively 
more than that of urban male main workers. The state average of rural male 
main workers in age-group 15-59 to total rural male population in age-group 
15-59 stands at 82,01 ver cent. The percentage share of rural male main 
workers is highestir. the district of West Khasi Hills (97,03 per cent), while it is 
lowest in East Khasi Hills (65,09 per cent), 

Male main workers in age-group 15-59, 1981 

Total Rrual Urban 

4 

315,045 258,381 56,665 
37,671 34,895 2,775 

123,043 80,095 42,950 
37,199 36,094 1,106 
30,894 29,781 l,.l17 
86,237 77,520 8,716 
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PLATE 46 

FEMALE MAIN WORKERS 1981 

The map brings out the districtwise proportion of female main work~rs to 
total female population in the age-group 15-59 as in 1981. 

This map has been prepared as per the cartographic method applied for plate 
No. 44: 

According to the 1981 Census, the total female population in age-group 15-
59 of the state is 343,857 of which 191,060 or 55.56 per cent are female main 
workers in the age-group 15-59. The highest percentage share of female main 
workers in age-group 15-59 to total female population in age-group IS-59 is 
noticed in the West Khasi Hills district (80.88 per cent) while the percentage 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total female population 
in age-group 15-59, 1981 

2 

343,857 
38,170 

132,777 
39,007 
15,723 
98,177 

110 

range between 50.01-80.00 is confined in the districts of Jaintia Hills and 
West Garo Hills. The districts of East KhasiHilis and East Garo Hills have 
the lowest percentage range of 50.00 per cent and below. 

A ~ance at the map reveals.that the percentage share of rural female main 
workers in age-group IS-59 is significantly more than that of urban female 
main workers. The proportion of rural female main workers is highest (98,71 
per cent) in the district of West Khasi Hills which is closely followed by West 
Garo Hills (98.43 percent). This figure is lowest in the district of East Khasi 
Hills (80.33 per cent). 

Female main workers in age-group 15~59, 1981 

Total 

191,060 
28,521 
63,238 
31,548 
17,440 
50,311 

Rural 

4 

174,512 
27,075 
50,802 
31,142 
17,166 
48,326 

Urban 

16,548 
1,447 

12,436 
408 
273 

1,986 
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PLATE 47 

MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 

The map represents the industrial structure of male and female main 
workers at district level as in 1981. 

The nine industrial categories of the main workers as per the 1981 Census 
are I Cultivators, II Agricultural labourers, III Livestock, forestry, fishing, 
hunting and plantation orchards and allied ac!!vities, IV Mining and quarrying, 
V. Manufacturing, processing, servicing and· repairs (a) household industry 
(b) other then household industry, VI Constructions, Yilt rade and commerce, 
VIII Transport, storage and communications, IX Other services. The size of 
main workers engaged in the nine industrial categories are shown on the map 
by pyramids. Horizontal bars proportionate to the total main workers engaged 
in each categories are drawn in either side of the two vertical lines for males and 
females respectively. The roman figures inserted between the two vertical lines 
indicate the industrial categories. The bars on the left side indicate the number 
of male main workers engaged in various categones and those on the right side 
shows the female main worke~. Nine industrial categories are then grouped 
into primary, secondary and tertiary activities and three different hatching 
pattern have been used to differentiate one group from another as per the 
legend of the map. The scales are given both in absolute and percentage figures 
respectively at the top and bottom of the diagrams. 

In Meghalaya the total number of main workers as recorded in the 1981 
Census is 580,220 of which 62.59 per cent constitutes males!l!ld ~7.41 per 
cent females. This indicates that the male participation to main workers is 
significantly more than the female. 

A glance over the map reveals that a large number of PEsons are engaged in 

primal)' activities followed by tertiary and secondary activities. The agrarian 
economy of the state is mainly responsibile for the hig)ler proportion of 
population to be engaged in primary sector. The share of persons engaged in 
the primary sector is as high as 79.80 per cent of the total main workers of the 
state. Among the primary workers, the proportion of cultivators is much higher 
than the agricultural labourers, plantation and orchards etc. The district of 
West Khasi Hills claims the highest percentage of main workers under primary 
activities (94.90 per cent) among the districts whereas it is lowest in the East 
Khasi Hills district (63.40 per cent). 

The main workers under the secondary activities account for only 7.40 per 
cent of the total main workers in Meghalaya. It indicates that the economy of 
the state is not influenced by the industrial activities. The proportion of 
secondary workers to total main workers is highest in East Khasi Hil~ (7.42 
per cent) and lowest in West Khasi Hills (1.2 per c.eo!). 

The share under tertiary activities in the state account for over 16.00 per 
cent of the state's total main workers and is next to primary sector with regard 
to the size of main workers. The percentage of tertiary ·workers to total main 
workers is highest in East Khasi Hills (29.19 per cent). The high percentage is 
mainly due to the location Of the state capital', concentration of educational, 
commercial and other institutions in the district. Nearly 75.00 per cent of the 
main workers in the tertiary sector are engaged in services. 

The table given below shows the percentage distribution of male and female 
main workers classified by industrial categories in 1981. 

MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 

State/district II III IV v VI VII Vlll IX 

Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males . Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 

10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

MEGHALAY,A 36.19 26.37 5.90 4.08 4.19 2.34 0.57 0.12 1.88 0.59 1.58 0.16 2.57 0.95 1.13 0.09 8.87 2.70 
Jaintia Hilb 37.05 29.29 5.36 6.11 4.41 2.04 1.92 0.29 1.24 0.63 1.08 0.20 0.93 0.92 0.46 0.01 5.31 p.75 
East Khasi Hills \ 20.76 15.09 7.27 4.62 9.01 5.68 0.77 0.19 3.54 1.07 2.56 0.25 4.48 2.05 2.46 0.23 14.95 5.02 
West Khasi Hills 46.93 41.99 3.16 2.06 0.43 0.10 0.20 0.005 0.30 0.13 0.73 0.08 0.25 0.15 0.16 0.005 2.71 0.62 
East GatO Hills 50,47 31.11 4.27 2.79 1.28 0.06 0.10 0.06 0.99 0.36 0.96 0.03 1.69 0.08 0.22 0.02 4.72 0.79 
West Garo HiDs 45.53 30.12 6.32 3.87 0.74 0.05 0,02 0.01 1.15 0.27 1.19 0.13 2.34 0.24 0.54 0.03 6.10 1.37 
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PLATE 48 

URBAN MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 

The map exhibits the distdctwise industrial structure of male and female 
main workers in the urban areas of the state of Meghalaya in 1981. 

The map has been prepared by same cartographic technique as applied for 
plate No.4 7 . 

According to the 1981 Census the total urban main workers of the state are 
77 .870 of which 77.04 percent are males and 22.96 per cent females. The map 
reveals that female participation rate is significantly less than the males in all 
Ihe industrial categories. The proportion of persons engaged in primary 
activities is quite low in the urban areas. In the state as a whole, the 
percentage of urban main workers in primary activity to tqtal urban main 
workers is only 9.86 per cent. It is highest in W,est Khasi Hills (39.3 per cent) 
and lowest in Jaintia Hills (4.55 per cent). 

The persons under the secondary activities constitute 17.75 per cent of the 
lotal main workers in the urban areas of the state. The highest percentage of 

secondary workers is observed in Jaintia Hills district (27.90 per cent). 
Among the secondary workers, the proportion of persons engaged in manu
facturing, processing, servicing and repairs is slightly higher than those 
engaged in constructions in the state as well as in the districts of the Jaintia 
Hills and East Khasi Hills while it is lower in the districts of West Khasi HiUs, 
East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills. 

The tertiary sector has supported the largest number of persons in the \lTban 
areas followed by. secondary sector. In the state as a whole about 72.00 per 
cent of total urban main workers is foond in tertiary activities. Nearly 48.00 
per cent of the main workers in thi,s sector are engaged in other services. The 
proportion of tertiary workers is highest in the East Khasi Hills district 
accounting for about 75.00 per cent of the total urban main workers of the 
district 

The following statement indicates the percentage dislribution of urban male 
and female main workers by industrial categories in 1981. 

URBAN MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 

Slate/district II m IV V VI VII VIII IX 

Males Females Males Females Males- Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 

10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

MEGHALAYA 1.77 1.23 1.78 0.86 2.92 0.39 0.68 0.23 8.50 1.17 7.18 0.90 12.70 4.63 6.25 0.51 35.18 13.04 
Jaintia Hil~ 0.74 0.26 0.65 0.24 2.03 0.52 0.09 0.Q2 13.57 3.58 8.60 2.16 7.18 6.59 2.58 0.02 30.01 21.15 
East Khasi Hilts 1.00 0.46 1.47. 0.65 2.70 0,]8 0.86 0.28 8.83 1.12 6.58 0.70 13.16 5.05 6.86 0.60 35.73 13.55 
West Khasi Hilts 14.61 15.35 3.48 1.43 4.16 0.25 6.03 0.93 8.45 0.87 4.79 2.30 1.37 29.% 6.03 
East Garo Hilts 1.44 7.31 8.82 7.31 7.86 0.48 4.20 0.41 10.75 0.55 8.41 0.28 1.03 31.50 3.65 
W cst G aro Hills 3.60 2.84 2.68 1.27 3.61 0.40 0.18 0.12 5.64 0.62 9.05 1.46 14.78 2.54 5.89 0.38 35.60 9.35 
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PLATE 49 

RURAL MALE AND FEMALE MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 

The map depicts the districtwise industrial structure of male and female 
main workers for rural areas as in 1981. 

The cartographic method for preparation ofthi~ map is the same as for plate 
no. 47. 

There are S.021akh main workers1n rural areas of Meghlllaya in 1981 of 
which males constitute 60.35 per cent and females 39.65 per cent. It is 
observed that persons engaged in primary activities account for 90.6 per cent 
of the total main workers in the rural areas of the state. In this sector of 
economy, the cultivators (category-I) alone e1ainis the highest proportion 
(71.8 per cent) of which males are 41.53 per cent and feinales 30.27 per cent. 
The map reveals that the district of West Khasi Hills has the highest 
proportion of main workers under primary activities where the percentage of 
primary workers is 96.01 per cent. I! is fQllowed by the district of West Garo 
Hills where the share of primary workers is found to be as high as 92.2 per cent 
The very high percentage of primary workers shows that the economy of the 
state is agrarian in nature. 

The secondary sector of economy is not developed in the rural areas of 
Meghalaya as it accounts for only 2.1 per cent of the total rural main workers of 
the state. The proportion of persons engaged in secondary activities is highest 
in East Khasi Hills (3.56 per cent) and lowest in West Khasi Hills (0.93 per 
cent). 

The tertiary sector constitutes 7.28 per cent of the total main workers in the 
rural areas of the state. In the tertiary activities, other services (category IX) 
accounts for the highest proportion (5.63 per cent) of the rural main wotkers. 

In all the three sectors of the economy the male participation is mort than 
the female. The participation of female is ~ery low in the tertiary sector ( 1. 5 1 
per cent). . 

The table given below shows the percentage distributlon of rural male and 
female main workers by industrial categories in 19811lt district level. 

RURAL MAIN WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 

State/district IT 1II IV V VI VII VIII IX 

Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 

10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

MEGHALAYA 41.53 30.27 6.54 4.58 4.39 2.64 0.55 0.10 0.86 0.50 0.71 0.05 0.99 0.38 0.34 O.oJ 4.44 \.10 
laintia Hills 39.37 31.14 5.66 6.49 4.56 2.14 2.03 0.31 0.45 0.44 0.60 0.08 0.53 0.56 0.33 0.01 3.73 1.58 
East Khasi Hills 28.54 20.85 9.55 6.19 1\.49 1.77 0.73 0.16 1.45 1.05 0.98 O.OS 1.07 0.86 0.13 0.08 6.77 1.67 
Wesl Khasi Hills 47.58 42.53 115 2.08 0.35 0.10 0.21 0.005 0.19 0.11 0.51 0.06 0.15 0.11 0.13 0.005 2.16 0.51 
East Garo H~ls 51.64 31.75 4.15 2.61. 1.10 0.05 0.11 0.D7 0.90 0.35 0.70 0.02 1.51 O.OS 0.20 0.02 3.99 0.71 
West Garo Hills 48.16 32.22 6.60 4.01 0.51 0.02 0.01 0.80 0.24 0.58 O.oJ 1.38 0.06 0.13 0.003 3.82 0.76 
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PLATE 50 
MAIN WORKERS WITH EDUCATIONAL LEVELS 1981 

The map lrings out districtwise distribution of main workers with their 
educational levels in 1981. 

f or the preparation of this map, the educational levels for both rural and 
urban main workers are grouped into five broad categories as ~ven below: 
l. Primary and middle. 
2. Matriculation! secondary, Higher .secQ(ldary IIntermediate/pre-University, 

Non-technical diploma or certificate not equal to degr~e and technical 
diploma or certificate not equal to degree. . 

3. Graduate degree, other than technical degree, post-graduate degree, other 
than technical degree and technical degree or diploma equal to degree or 
post-graduate degree. . 

4. Literates (without educational levels). 
5. IUiterates. 

The percentages of each of the above categories ~ total main workers are 
calculated districtwise separately for the\ rural and urban areas. Two half 
adjusted circles proportionate to total ruraVurban main workers have been 
drawn in each district. The half circle on the left side indicates rural main 
workers and that on right side indicates urban main workers. The half circles 
indicating the rural and urban main workers are divided into five sectors 
according to the percentage share' of each group. The sectors are then shaded 
suitably to make them distinct from each other as per the legend of the map. 

The map reveals that the proportion of main workers is significantly high in 
the rural areas than in the urban areas. The total population under main 
workers is 580,220 of which rural main workers account for 86.58 per cent and 
urban main wor~ 13.42 per cent. It is, therefore,.clearthat the main workers 
are mainly confined in the rural areas of the state. It is observed that 69.52 per 

cent of the rural main workers ofMeghalaya are illiterates. The proportion of 
illiterates is highest in Jaintia Hills (78.83 per cent) followed by West Garo 
.' Hills (75.76 per cent). 
The proportion of primary and middle standa)'d main workers is highest 

among literate main workers. This figure in the rural areas stands at 17.7 per 
cent for the state as a whole. The proportion of primary and middle standard is 
highest in East Garo Hills. The next preqominant level of education in the 
rural areas is matrie, higher secondary and non:technical and technical 
diploma or certificate below degree level which account for 10.22 per cent of 
the total rural main workers. The share of graduate or post-gniudate level 
degree is quite low in the rural areas ofMeghlaya which constitutes only 0.37 
per cent. The literates without educatonallevel claim 10.22 per cent of the 
total rural main workers of the state. 

The urban area ofMeghalaya'shows a comparatively better picture than the 
niral areas where illiterates account for only 26.60 per cent of the total main 
workers. The educational levels of primary and middle standard occupy the 
highest position claiming about 32.9 per cent of the IOtal main workers. The 

. share ofliterates among the urban main workers is 26.60 per centforthe state as 
a whole. The urlian main workers having the education level of matric, higher 
sec_ondary and non-technical and technical diploma or certificate not equal to 
degree account for 21.87 per cent of the total urban main workers, whereas 
13.50 per cent bfthe urban main workers are in educational level of graduate. 
post-graduate degree, and technical and non-technical degree ordiploma equal 
to degree, or post-griKIuate degree. 

The following statement indicates the percentage distribution of rural and . 
urban main workers by educational levels in 1981. 

State/district EDUCATIONAL LEVEL .; 

Primary and Matriculation/secondary/higher seCllndary/ Graduate degree.other than technical degree. Literates Illiterates 
middle intennediate/P.U./non technical diploIDa post-graduate degree other than technical (without 

or certificate not equal to degree/T echnical degree and technical degree or diploma educational 
diploma or certificate not equal to degree equal to degree or post graduate degree level) 

Rural UIban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural UIban 

MEGHAlAYA 17.70 32.85 2.19 21.97 0.37 13.50 10.22 5.08 69.52 26.OU 
Jaintia Hills 9.18 36.40 1.30 18.99 0.27 8.56 10.42 9.28 78.83 26.74 
East Khasi Hill; 18.22 31.00 2,91 22.72 0.63 15.60 12.27" 4.75 65.~7 25.93 
West Khasi Hills 20.56 17.60 1.37 16.22 0.20 5.16 15.75 5.35 62.12 35.67 
East Garo Hills 28.23 43.48 2.95 16.74 0.33 5.65 7.98 3.37 
West Garo Hills 15.98 38.93 2.07 20.80 0.25 6.85 5.94 . 5.30 

60.51 30.80 
15.76 

, 28.12 
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JLATE 51 

CULTIVATORS 1981 

The map depicts the proportion of cultivators among total main workers in 39 ;068 cultivators. 
age-group 15-59 at district level as in the 1981 Census. 

The following table ~ves districtwise percentage of cultivators in age-group 
The percentage figures of cultivat~rs in ag~:group IS-59 to total main 15-59 to total main workers in age-group 15-59, 1981. 

workers in age-group 15-5 9 for each of the districts are calculated and the data 
are grouped into three ranges one above, one nearer to and one below the state 
average (61.17 per cent). The three ranges of percentage figures are then State/district Total main Total cultivators Percentage of 
displayed on the map by means of differ~nt grades of hatching as per the legend workers in age- in age-group cultivators in 
of the map. Further, a solid bar according to scale has been drawn in each group 15-59 15-59,.1981 age-group 15-59 
district to show the number of cultivators in age-group IS-59. 1981 to total main 

workers in age-
The map reveals the availability of cultivators ineachdistricl In Meghalaya, group 15-59, 

cultivators within the age-group 15-59 constitute 61.17 per cent of the total 
main workers in age-group 15-59. The proportion of cultivators in age-group 

1981 

15-59 to toti!l main workers in age-group 15-59 is highest in West Khasi Hills 2 3 4 
district (88.22 percent) followed by East Garo Hills (80.83 per cent). In the 
districts of J aintia Hills and West Garo Hills the percentage figures vary from MEGHALAYA 506,105 309,564 61.17 
40.01'to 80.00 while the district of East Khasi Hills has recorded the lowest Jaintia l;Iills 66,192 43,973 66.43 
proportion of cultivators (34.39 per cent). East Khasi Hills 186,281' 64,061 34.39 

West Khasi Hills 68,747 60,647 88.22 
In terms of absolute number, the district of West Garo Hills occupies the East Garo Hills 48,334 39,068 80.~3 

highest position with a total number of 101,817 cultivators in the age-group West Garo Hills 136,548 101,817 74.56 
15-59, whereas East Garo Hills district has record~ the lowest number of 
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PLATE 52 

CULTIVATORS IN RURAL POPULATION 1981 

The map brings out the proportion of rural cultivators.in rural population in 
the age-group 15-59 at district level as per the 1981 Census. 

The percentage of rural cultivators in age-group 15-59 to total rural 
population in age-group 15-59 is calculated for all the districts and these 
'PCrcentage figures are grouped into three ranges, one above, one nearer to and 
one below the state average. The districtslalllng under each range are then 
hatche4 as per the legend of the map. 

According to the 1981 Census, the total rural population in age-group 15-59 
is 567,500 of which 307,571 or 54.20 per cent are cultivators. The proportion 
of cultivators in rural population is highest in West Khasi Hills district (77.72 
per cent) followed by Jaintia Hills district (61.42 per cent). The percentage of 
cultivators in the range 40.01-60.00 is represented by the districts of East 
Garo Hills and WestGaro Hills. The district of East Khasi Hills has recorded 
the lowest proportion of cultivators where the percentage figure stands at 
36.88. 

1.24 

The table shown below indieates the percenta,ge of rural cultivators in age
group 15-59 to total rural population in age-group 15-59 at district level, 1981. 

I 

State/d~trict 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Rural population Rur~1 cutivators 
in age-group in age-group 
15-59, 1981 15-59,1981 

2 

567,500 307,571 
71,541 43,937 

171,802 63,356 
77,480 60,219 
70,617 38,880. 

176,058 101,178 

Percentage of 
rural cultivators 

in age-group 
IS-59 to total rural 

population in 
age-group 15-59 

1981 
4 

54.20 
61,42 
36,88 
77.72 
55.06 
51.47 
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PLATE 53 

MALE AND FEMALE CULTIVATORS 1981 

The map represents the districtwise distribution of percentage of male and 
fern ale cultivators to total male and female main workerS in age-group 15-5 9 as 
in the 1981 Census. 

The percentage figures of male and female'cultivators in age-group 15-59 to 
total male and female main workers in age-group 15-59 for each district have 
been wor~ed out separately. The data thus 09tained are grouped under three 
different range& separately for ·male and female as per the legend of the map. 
The percentage' ranges of male cultivators are depicted by Hat colours in the 
background and that of female culuvators by means of suitable hatchings 
according to percentage range as shown in the legend. Further, two proportio-. 
nate solid bars have been drawn to indicate the total number of male and female 
cultivators in age-group 15-59 in each district. 

. The proportion of male cultivators in age-group 15-59 to total male main 
workers in age-group 15-59 for the state as a whole comes to 55.82 per cent 
and thal of female cultivators stands at 69.99 per cent. These two figures 
indicate that participation of female cultivators is more than male cultivators. 
The highest percentage of male cultivators in age-group 15-59 to total male 
main workers in age-group 15-59 is noticed in the district of West Khasi Hills 
(84.22 percent) which is followed by East Garo Hills (76.76 percent). In the 
district of Jaintia Hills and West Garo Hills the proportion of male cultivators 
varies between 35.01-75.00 per cent. The proportion of male cultivators is 
lowest io East Khasi Hills (29.89 per cent). 
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Among the female main workers in age-group 15-59 the proportion of 
female cultivators is highest in West Khasi Hills (92.93 per cent) followed by 
East Garo Hills (88.03 per cent). The proportion of female cultivators in the 
range of 45.01-85.00 per cent is found in Jaintia Hills and West Garo Hills, 
while the proportion is lowest in East Khasi Hills (43.14 per cent). 

The followillS statement indicates the districtwise distribution of male and 
female main workers and cultivators in age-group 15-59. 

State/district Total main workers in Total cultivators in age-
age-group 15-59,1981 .group 15-59, 1981 

Males Females M*s Females 

3 -4 

MEGHALAYA 31~,045 191,060' 175,848 133,716 
laintia flills 37,671 28;521 24,227 19,746 
East Khasi Hills 123,043 63,238 36,782 27,279 
West Khasi Hills 37,199 31,548 31,328 ·29.319 
East G arp Hills 30,894 17,440 23,715 15,353 
West Garo Hills . 86,237 50,311 59,796 42,021 
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PLATE 54 

AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS IN TOTAL A6RICULTURAL WORKERS 1981 

The map represents districtwise distribution of proportion of agricultural The following statement shows the districtwise percentage of agricullural 
labourers in agricUltural workers as in the 1981 Census. According to the labourers. to total agricultural workers in age-group IS-59. 
1981 Census a persons who worked in another persons's land for wages in 
money, kind or share is regarded as agricultural labourer. Agricultural workers 

State/district' include both cultivators and agricultural labourers. Agricultural Total agricul- Percentage of 
labourers in tural workers agricultural 

For each of the districts in the state the percentage of agricultural labourers age-group (cultivators and labourers to total 

in age-group 15-59 to total agricultural workers in age-group 15-59 is worked 15-59,1981 agricultural agricultural 

out. The percentage figures thus obtained are grouped into three ranges-one labourers) in workers in age-

above, one nearer to and one below the state average (13.83). The districts age-group 15-59 group 15-59 

are then shaded from deep to light hatching according to high to low order 1981 1981 

values by choropleth method. Further proportionate bar diagram has been 
drawn in each district to'show the n'Jmber of agricultural labourer. 2 4 

In the state of Meghalaya as a whole the agricultural labourer constitute MEGHALAYA 49,693 3359,257 13.83 

13.83 per cent of the total agricultural workers in age-gn:oup 15-59 in 1981. Jainti~ Hills 7,418 51,391 14.43 

This percentage is highest in East Khasi Hills district where the proportion of East Kbasi Hills 21,709 85,770 25.31 

agricultural labourers accounts for 25.31' per cent of the total agricultural West Khasi Hills 3,618 64,265 5,63 

workers in age-group 15-59, In the districts of Jaintia Hills and West Garo East G aro Hills 3,366 42,434 7,Q3 

Hills this figure varies between 10,01 & 20,00 per cent while the districts of West G aro Hills 13,m 115,398 11.77 

West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills have fallen under the lowest range of 
10,00 per cent and below. 
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PLATE 55 

NON-AGRICULTURAL WORKERS IN PRIMARY SECTOR 1981 
The map indicates the proportion of non-agricultural workers in total main 

workers engaged in primary activities for each of the di$trict of the state in 
1981. Main workers in primary activities.include the following four industrial 
categories: 

I Cultivators, II Agricultural labourers, III Livestock and hunting, fi~hing, 
forestry and plantation, orchards and aWed activities, IV Mining and 
quarrying. 

The non-agricultural workers in primary sector comprise categories III and 
IV as stated above. The peicentage of non-agricultural workers to total main 
workers in the primary sector has been calculated for each district. The 
perce~tage figures thus obtained are grouped into three suitable ranges and the 
districts falling under each range are shaded bX flat colours from dark to light 
according to ranges of high to low order of va hies. Further, circles are drawn 
proportionate to lQtal non-agricultural workers in primary sector in each 
district The circles are divided into five sectors representing the main workers 
engaged in (i) Livestock and hunting, (ii) F ishig (iii) Forestry (iv) Plantations, 
orchards and allied activities and (v) Mining and quarrying. The sectors are 
shaded by means of different hatching pattern as per the legend of the map. 

Accordingto the ) 981 Census, there are 41 ,883 non-agricultural workers in 
primary sector in Meghalaya which constitute only 9.05 per cent of total main 
workers in this sectqr, This proportion is very less in the state as large number 
of persons are engaged as cultivators and agricultural labourers. The 
proportion of non-agricultural workers in primary sectOr to total workers 
in the sector is highest in East Khasi Hills (24,69 per cent), The percentage of 
non-agricultural wprkers in the range of 1.01-20.00 is seen in the districts of 
J aintia Hills and East Garo Hills. However there is great v~iation between 
these two districts as 10,01 per cent of the total main workers in primary 
sectors constitute non-agricultural workers in Jaintia Hills while in East Garo 
Hills district this is only 1.67 per cent. The lowest percentage range (1.00 & 
below) has been noticed in the districis of West Khasi Hills and West Garo 
Hills. 

Plantations, orchards and. allied activities are the main occupation of non
agricultural workers in primary sector for the state as a whole, In Meghalaya 
this categories account for 75.30 per cent of the total non-agricultural workers 
in primary sector, The district of East Khasi Hills has recorded highest 
percentage (83.01) of non-agricultural workers in plantations, orchards and 
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allied activities followed by Jaintia Hills (55.43) and West Garo Hills (34,22) 
districts, 

Livestock and hunting is the second important occupation as it accounts for 
10.80 per cent of the total n~n-agricultural workers in the state. It is the main 
occupation of non-agricultural workers in the districtS of West Khasi Hills and 
East Garo Hills, The proportion of non-agricultural workers engaged in 
livestock and hunting accounts for 37.37 per cent and 34,83 per Cent 
respectively in the districts of West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills, 

The non-agricultural workers engaged in mining and quarrying occupy the 
third place in the state (9,52 per cent). This proportion is highest (28,28 per 
cent in West Khasi Hills district. 0 

Forestry is not a popular activit¥ in this group ~s it accounts for only 3.50 per 
cent of the non-agricultural workfrs in the, ',tate. The .proportion of workers 
engaged in forestry is highest in East Garo Hills (23.18 per cent) followed by 
West Garo Hills (21.39 per cent). 

Fishing is not at all an important occupation in this group'as.it constitute 
0.87 per cent of the total non-agricultural workers in Meghalaya. In West 
Garo Hills the proportion of workers engaged in fishing is found to be highest 
(16,50 per cent) among all the districts of \he state, 

The following table shows the districtwise percentage of non-agricuitural 
workers to total main workers in primary sectors, 1981. 

S tatel district Total main Total non-agri- Percentage of 
workers in cultural workers non-agricultural 

primary in primary workers to tolal 
sector sector main worke;;'in 

primary sector 

2 3 4 

MEGHALAYA 462,782 41.883 9.051 
Jaintia Hills 659,988 6,607 10.0/ 
East Khasi Hills 131,854 ~2,549 24.69 
West Khasi Hills 76,765 594 0.77 
East Garo Hills 49,348 824 1.67 
West Garo Hills 138,846 "1,309 0,94 
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PLATE 56 
I 

MAIN WORKERS IN MANUFACTURING, PROCESSING, SERVICING AND REPAIRS 1981 
) 

The map shows the proportion of main workers engaged in manufacturing, Meghataya. Therefore, it ~as not been represented on the map. 
processing, servicing and repairs in each of the district in MeghJ.laya as in 
1981. The following statement indicates the districtwise percentage of m.ain 

The percentage of main workers engaged in lllJInufacturing, processing, workers engaged in manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs to total 
servicing and repairs to the total main workers has been worked out for each "main workers as per the 1981 Census. 
district. These percentage values are grouped into three ranges-one above, ,~-----------------
one nearer to and one below the state average. The districts are then shaded by State/district 
choropleth technique from dark to light hatching as per high to low percentage 
range. Further, solid circles proportionate to main workers engaged in. 
manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs are drawn in each district. 

For the state as a whole the proportion of main workers engaged in 
manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs to total main workers is 2.48 
per cent. The percentage range of 3.01 and above is noticed in East Khasi 
Hills district only, where the proportion of main workers engaged in 
manufacturing, processing, servicing and repairs in total main wqrkers 
accounts for 4.61 per cent. The districts ofJaintia Hills and West Garo Hills 
fall in the range of 1.4 J-3.00 per cent. This proportion is 1.40 per cent & below 
in the districts of West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills. 

The proportion of main workers engaged in other than household indutry to 
total main workers is below 5.00 per cent in respe~ of all the districts of 
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MEGHALAYA 
Jaintja Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total main 
workers 

2 

580,22~ 
76,319 

208,016 
80,912 
54,743 

160,230 

Total main Percentage of 
workers 'engaged total maiD 
in manufacturing 

'. 
workers engaged 

processing in manufacturing 
servicing and etc. to total main 

repairs workers 

4 

14,370 2.48 
1,427 1.87 
9,590 4.61 
'349 0.43 
737 1.35 

2,268 1.42 



MEGHALAYA 
MAIN WORKERS IN MANUFACTURING, 

PROCESSING. SERVICING AND REPAIRS 
1981 

PLATE ~ 

N G TOTAL MAIN WORKERS ENGAGED IN MANliFAClURINGD 
PROCESSING, SERVICING MID REPt.IRS 

BOUPIOUlE 5 ~ A:::: INTElINATIONAl _._._._. 
STAlE _._._._.-
DIS1RJCT 

I ( \ --.-.---

I. 11 I' 

2~~t:: 
' I 

10 0 ro 
I ~"""r""""'O ~3 I \ ( ..... 7 ........... , '" 

MILES 10 10 20 .0 \ \ \ ........ ·············100 

]35 

E S 
Hi 

PE1itEHT"[tE or MIIlN WD!ilKEItS EkIi,t,6ED 

IN MAMUFltCfUR'If«i, PII'OC£SSIIti~, S[JI~lcrN6 

AND REPAIRS TO IOT~ MAIN W'ORkEll5 

~rOIAHDA80V£ 

[IT]] I',,~]"DO STATe: Ayn.llc,E 2'U FrGUII(S INSIDE rHEClmES 

'HDICUE TOTAl. MAINWOIIKERS 
EII'''&ED IN MA""FAe~URItt.! 8m ruAItO-1Iihow PROCf:SSIN&.SfR~ICIHG. AND 

ItEPllRS 





CONSTRUCTION, TRANSPORT, 
STORAGE AND COMMUNICATION 



PLATE 57 

MAIN WOR~ERS IN CONSTRUCTIONS, TRANSPORT, STORAGE AND 
COMMUNICATIONS' 1981 

The map depicts districtwise percentage of main workers engaged in 
constructions, transJ1Ort, storage and communications to total main workers in 
1981. . 

The districtwise percentage figures of main workers engaged in construc
tions, transport, storage and communications to total main workers have been 
calculated and the data are grouped into three suitable ranges. The districts 
coming under each range are hatched by choropleth meth<><\ as per the legend 
of the map. Further, solid circle in each district indicates the total main 
workers engaged in constructions, transport\ storage and communications to 
total main workers is 2.98 per cent forthe state as a whole. Itis highest in East 
Khasi Hills district (5.50 per cent). The distriets of laintia Hills and West 
Garo Hills have the percentage figures between LSI & 3.00 while the lowest 
ran ge (I. 5 0 & below) is found in West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills 
districts. ' 

The table ~ven below shows the percentage of main workers engaged in 
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constructions, storage, transport and communications to total main workers in 
1981 at district level. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jain!ia Hills 
East Khasi Hilts 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hil~ , 
West Garo Hills 

Total main Total main workers Percentage of main 
workers engaged in cons!- workers engaged in 

ructions, transport, constructions, trans-

580,220 
76,319 

208,016 
80,912 
54,743 

160,230 

storage and port, storage and 
'communications communications to 

total main workers 

17,262 
1,337 

11,439 
784 
674 

3,028 

4 

2.98 
1.75 
5.50 
0.97 
1.23 
1.89 
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PLATE 58 

MAIN WORKERS IN TRADE AND COMMERCE 1981 

The map represents the proportion of main workers in trade and commerce The' following table indicates the districtwise percentage of main workers 
10 total main workers in each district of the state as in the' 1981 Census. engaged in trade and commerce to total main workers, 1981. 

Percentage of main workers engaged in trade and commerce to total main State/district Total main Main workers Percentage of main 
workers has been calculated for ea-ch district:The figures thus obtained are workers engaged in trade workers engaged in, 
arranged. into three ranges as shown in the legend of the map and the districts 1981 and commerce trade and commerce 
falling under each range are shaded by means of suitable hatching pattern. 1981 to total main workers 
Further, solid circles have been drawn according to scale to indicate the total 1981 
number of main workers engaged in trade and commerce in each districl 

2 4 
According to the 1981 Census there are 0.58 million main workers in MEGHALAYA 580,220 20,410 3.52 Meghalaya of which only 3.52 per cent are engaged in trade and commerce. laintia Hills 76,319 1,413 1.85 The proportion of main workers engaged in trade and commerce to total main East Khasi Hills 208,016 13,483 6.48 workers is highest in East Khasi Hills district (6.48 per cent). This proportion West Khasi Hills 80,912 321 0.40 varies between 1. 81 and 6.00 per cent in the districts of laintia Hills and'West East Garo Hills 54,743 972 1.78 Garo Hills, while it is in the lowest range of 1.80 per cent and below in the West Garo Hills 160,230 4,123 2.57 districts of West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills. 
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PLATE 59 

MAIN WORKERS IN OTHER SERVICES 1981 
The map depict& the proportion of main workers engaged in other services to 

total main workers at district level as in the 1981 Censu~. Other services 
comprise of public services; educational and scientific services, medical and 
health services and personal and other miscellaneous services. 

The percentage of main workers engaged in other services to total main 
workers has been worked out for each district. These percentage values have 
been grouped into three ranges-one above, one nearer to and one below the 
state average (11.27 per cent). The districts are then hatched by choropleth 
technique according to the ranges from high to low. Further, circles proportiQ
nate to main workers engaged in other services have been drawn hI each 
district. Each circles. is divided into four sectors representing- public services, 
educational and scientific services medicaf and health servicing and personal 
and other miscellaneous services. The sectors are shaded by means of different 
flat colours to differentiate one category from another. 

The proportion of main workers engaged in other services to total main 
workers for the state as a whole stands at 11.27 per cent. The highest 
proportion of main workers engaged in other services is noticed in East Khasi' 
Hills (19.98 per cent). It may be due to the presence of Shillong U.A. and 
Cherrapunjee town in the East Khasi Hills district. The proportion in the range 
of6.01-12.oo per cent is found in the districts of Jaintia Hills and West Garo 
Hills. The lowest range (6.00 per cent & below) is represented by the districts 
of West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills. 

Public service is the main occupation among the main workers in other 

services for the state as a whole. The main workers engaged in public services 
account for 49.41 per cent in Meghalaya. It is highest in East Kbasi Hills 
(54.88 per cent) followed by Jaintia Hills (48.65 per cent) and West Garo 
Hills (38.05 per cent) districts. J 

v 
Personal and other miscellaneous' Services occupy the second position 

among the main workers in other services and account for 24.20 per cent of the 
total main workers in other services for the state as a whole. Among the 
districts, this proportion is highest in West Garo Hills (30.82 per cent) 
followed by Jaintia Hills (26.20 per cent) and East Khasi Hills (22.99 per 
cent). 

Educational and scientific services secured the third position among the 
main workers in other services and accounts for 19.37 per cent of the total 
main workers in other services for the state as a whole. 'It seems to be the main 
occupation among the other services in West Khasi Hills district where the 
proportion of main workers engaged in educational and scientific services to 
total main workers in other services stands at 38.93 per cent. In the West 
Khasi Hills the proportion of public services is 36.70 per cent 

Medical and health services have the fourth place among the other services 
as it a!:Count for 7.02 per cent of the main workers in other services in 
Meghalaya.1t is highest in East Garo Hills (12.29 per cent), followed by West 
Khasi Hills (9.17 per cent) and West Garo Hills (7.86 per cent) districts. 

The following statement shows the percentage of main workers engaged in 
other services to total main workers in 1981 at district level. 

State/district Total main 
\\I)rkers 

1981 

Total main workers Percentage of main WIlrkers engaged Main workers Main workers engaged in 
educational ru)d scientific 

services, 1981 

Main workers Main workers engaged in 

MEGHALAYA 580,220 
Jaintia Hills 76,319 
East Khasi Hills 208,016 
West Khasi Hills 80,912 
East Garo Hills 54,743 
West Garo Hills 160,230 

engaged in other services in other services to total main workers engaged in 
1981 . 1981 public ser

vices 1981 

65,385 11.27 32,304 
6,154 8.06 2,994 

41,559 19.98 22,807 
2,695 3.33 989 
3,012 5,50 960 

11,966 7.47 4,553 
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engaged in mediciil personal and other 
and health services miscellaneous services 

1981 1981 

12,668 4,590 15,823 
1,145 404 1,613 
6,567 2,631 9,553 
1,049 247 410 
1,122 370 559 
2,784 940 3,689 
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PLATE 60 

MAIN WORKERS IN PUBLIC SERVICES 1981 . . 
The map depicts the districtwise proportion of main workers engaged in 

public services to total main workers in services in the state as in the 1981 
Census. 

TJ;e, statement ~ven below shows the districtwise percentage of main 
workers engaged in public services to total main workers in services in 1981. 

State/district Total main Main workers Percentage of main 
The percentage'of main workers engaged in p~blic services to total main workers in engaged in public workers engaged in 

workers in services has been calculated for each district The percentage services services, 1981 public services to total 
figures thus obtained are grouped into three ranges- one abOve, one. nearer to 1981 main workers in 
and one below the state average (49.4 bper cent). The districts are then shaded , services, 1981 
by suitable hatching pattern as per the ranges from high to low. 

4 

In Meghalaya, the total n_r of main workers in services is 65,385 of MEGHALAYA 65,385 32,304 49.41 
which 32,304 or 49.41 per cent are engaged in public sei-vices. The proportion Jaintia Hills 6,154 2,994 48.65 
of main workers engaged in public services varies from one district to other. East Khasi Hills 41,559 22,807 54.88 
This figure is highest in East Khasi Hills 'district (54.88 per cent). The West Khasi Hills 2,695 989 36.70 
proportion varies between 38.01-50.00 per cent in the districts of J aintiaHills East Garo Hills 3,012 960 31.87 
and West Garo Hills, while in the districts of West Khasi Hills and East Gara West Garo Hills 11,966 4,553 38.05 
Hills the proporpon is 38.00 per cent and below. 
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PLATE 61 

MAIN WORKERS IN EDUCATIONAL AND .sCIENTIFIC SERVICES 1981 

The map brings out the districtwise percentage distribution of main workers educational & scientific services to total main workers in services in 1981 at 
engaged in educational and scientific services to total main workers in services district level. 
in Meghalaya state as in the 1981 Census. 

State/district Total main Main workers Percentage of main 

The districtwise percentage figures of main workers engaged in educational workers in engaged in workers engaged in 

and scientific services to total main workers in services have been grouped into other servi- educational & educational & 

three ranges and these ranges are displayed on the map by choropleth ces, 1981 scientific services scientific services 

technique as per the legend of the map. 1981 to total nlain workers 
in other services, 1981 

The proportion of main workers engaged in educational and scientific 
services stands at 19.37 per cent of the total 'main workers in services for the 

2 4 

state as a whole. The district of West Khasi Hills claims the highest proportion MEGHALAYA 65,385 12,668 19.37 
of main workers engaged in educational & scientific services (38.92 per cent). Jaintia Hills 6,154 1,145 18.61 
This percentage figure ranges between 19.01-38.00 in East Garo Hills and East Khasi Hills 41,559 6,567 15.80 
West Garo Hills districts whereas the lowest proportion (19.00 per c~nt & Wes\ Khasi Hills 2,695 1,049 38.92 
below), is found in Jaintia Hills and East Khasi Hills distric~. East Garo Hills 3,012 ~,122 37.25 

West Garo Hills 11,966 2,784 23.27 
The table given below shows the percentage of main workers engaged in 
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PLATE 62 

MAIN WORKERS IN MEDICAL AND HEALTH SERVICES 1981 

The map indicates the proportion of main workers engaged in medical and workers engaged in medical and health services to total main workers in 
health services to total main workers in services at district level as in the 1981 services, 1981. 
Census, 

State/district Total main Main workers Percentage or' main 
The percentage of main workers engaged in medical & health services to workers in engaged in workers engaged in 

total main workers in services has been worked out for each district The data other services medical & health medical & health 
thus obtained are arranged into three ranges and according to these ranges the 1981 services, 1981 services to total 
districts have been shaded by different grades of hatching by choroplerh main workers in 
technique, other services 

1981 
In Meghalaya stale, the propo'rtion of main workers engaged in medical & 

2 3 4 
health services to total. main workers comes to 7,02 per cent The proportion is 
10,01 per cent and above in East GaroHills district, while it ranges between MEGHALAYA 65,385 4,590 7,02 
7,01-10,00 per cent in districts of West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills, The Jaintia Hins 6,154 404 6,56 
lowest range (7,00 per cent & below) is found.in Jainti~ Hills and East Khasi East Khasi HiUs 41,559 2,631 6.33 
Hills districts, West Khasi Hills 2,695 .247 9.17 

East Gam HiDs 3,012 370 12,28 
The following statement indicates the districtwise percentage of main West Gam HiDs 11,966 940 7,86 
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PLATE 63 

MAIN WORKERS IN PERSONAL AND OTHER MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 1981 
/ 

The map represents the districtwise percentage of main workers engaged in other miscellaneous services to total main workers in other services in 1981 at 
personal and other miscellaneous services to total main workers in services as district level. 
in the 1981 Census. State! district Total main Main workers Percentage of main 

The districtwjse percentage figures of main workers engaged in personal & 
workers in engaged in workers engaged in 

other services personal and personal and other 
other miscellaneous services to total main workers in services have been 1981 other miscellane- miscellaneous 
grouped into three ranges and these ranges are displayed on the map by ous services, 1981 services to total 
choropletb technique as per the index of the map. main workers in 

For the state as a whole the percentage of main workers engaged in personal 
other services, 1981 

and other miscellaneous services to total main workers in services is 24.20. I 2 4 

This proportion is above 25.01 per cent in the districts of Jaintia Hills and MEGHALAYA 65,385 15,823 24.20 
West Garo Hills. It ranges between 18.01-25.00 per cent in the districts of Jaiotia Hills 6,154 1,613 26.21 
East Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills districts, while the lowest percentage East Khasi Hills 41,559 9,553 22.99 
range of 18.00 per cent & below is confmed to West Khasi Hills district only. West Khasi Hills 2,695 410 15.21 

East Garo Hills 3,012 559 18.56 
The table given below 'Shows the percentage of main workers in personal and West Garo Hills 11,966 3,689 30.83 
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PLATE 64 

MALE AND FEMALE MARGINAL WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 1981 
The map depicts the proportion of marginal workers in total population and 

also the male and female mar~nal workers classified by industrial categories 
at district level as in the 1981 Census. 

For the preparation of this map the broad nine industrial categories of 
m~nal workers have been grouped into three activities as ~ven below :-

INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES GROUPS 
I. Cultivators } 
n. Agricultural Labourers P . 
m. Livestock, hunting, forestry, fishing, plantations, '. r::s 

orchards & allied activities ac I 

lV, Mining and Quarrying 
V. Manufacturing, processing, servicing & repairs (a)} 

Household industry, (~) Other than household Secondary 
industry activities 

VI. Constructions 
vn. Trade and Commerce } Tertiary 
VIlL Transport, storage & communications activities 
IX. Other services 

Circle proportionate to total marginal workers has been drawn in each 
district Each circle is divided into three sectors representing the marginal 
workers engaged in primary, secondary and tertiary activities. The percentage 
share of males and females in primary, secondary and tertiary sectors have 
been calculated for each district. Further, the shares of male and female within 
the same sector are shown by two different atcs. The percentage of marginal 
workers to total population has been calculated for each district and the data 
are grouped into three ranges. The districts falling under each range are 

hatched in background by choropleth technique as shown in the legend of the 
map. 

~ccording to the 1981 Census, the total number of marginal workers in 
primary sector in Meghalaya is 31,666 which constitute 95.32 per cent of the 
total marginal workers. Amongthe districts the proportion of marginal workers 
in primary sector is highest in West. Khasi Hills (98.20 per cent) closely 
followed by East Garo Hills (98.10 percent). It is lowest in East Khasi Hills 
where the proportion stands at 81.60 per cent. 

The proportion of marginal wprkers engaged in secondary activities 
accounts for 1.98 per cent of the total marginal workers in Meghalaya. It is 
highest in East Khasi Hills (8.27 per cent) and lowest in West Khasi Hills 
(0.27 per cent). 

The marginal workers engaged in tertiary sector constitute 2.70 per cent of 
the total marginal workers for the state as a whole. The proportion of marginal 
workers in tertiary activities is highest in East Khasi Hill's (10.15 per cent) 
followed by Jaintia Hills (8.07 per cent). This figure is lowest in West Khasi 
Hills (0.27 per cent). 
Th~ map reveals that the female participation r~te is significantly high as 

compared tO,male in all the three sectors. 
The mar~n:u workers constitute 2.49 per cent of the total population jn 

Meghalaya. The proportion is above 5.00 per cent in East Garo Hills district. 
The next range of 1.01-4.99 percent is represented by West Khasi Hills and 
West Garo Hills districts. The lowest percentage range (1.00 per cent & 
below) is found in Jaintia Hills and East Khasi Hills districts. 

The following statement shows the percentage distribution of marginal 
workers by primary, secondary and tertirary activities in 1981. 

State/district Total m~rginal Percentage or marginal workers in Percentage or marginal workers in Percentage or marginal workers in 

MEGHAIAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
EastGaroHi1~ 

West Garo Hills 

workers 

33,221 
880 

4,837 
1,885 
7,5.13 

18,106 

primary sector to total marginal 
workers 

Males Females 

16.16 79.16 
11.14 79.20 
16.13 65.47 
21.86 76.34 
18.32 79.78 
14.93 82.84 
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secondary !ector to total marginal tertiary sector to total marginal 
workers workers 

Males Females Males Females 

0.27 1.71 1.02 1.68 
0.45 1.14 1.36 6.71 
1.03 7.24 3.87 6.28 
0.11 0.16 0.32 1117 
0.12 0.68 0.48 d,60 
0.14 0.%4 0.54 0.71 



MEGHALAYA 
MALE AND FEMALE MARGINAL 

WORKERS CLASSIFIED BY 
INDUSTRIAL CATEGORIES 

1981 

10UMOA~IU' 

INIOII.IIlOIIAl 

ITAT! .. 

OI5WCT. . 

~ 
~~'-

Jr \d U· 4r 1M 
-- - iii 

s 

NILES 10 0 10 10 10 TERTIARY 

MALE 

PLATE 14 

I'£RCENTAG[ OF M~AL WOIIKEIIS 
TO THE TOTAL POPUlATION 

~!'OaANO_ 

D 1'01-4'19 SUll ~[RAG[ Z'49 

----- !OOOAIIOBELOW D 
'rl-I-H--PlIMARY -~-. . 1'00 AND mow 

FEMALE 

FIGllI£S AT THE TOP OF Til CIRCle 
NlICATE TOTAL MIIIGWAl WOAK!AS 





PART· IV 
SOCIO-CULTURAL ASPECTS 





SCHEDULED CASTES ANt> SCHEDULED TRIBES 



PLATE 65 

SCHEDULED CASTES 1981 

The map brings out the proportion of scheduled castes to total population in 
each C.D. block of the state in 1981. 

The percentage of scheduled caste population to total population has been 
calculated for each C.D. block. The percentage figures thus obtained are 
arranged in four ranges- two above, one nearer to and one below the state 
average. The C.D. blocks falling in each range are hatched by choropleth 
technique according to high to low value. The C.D. blocks having no scheduled 
caste population are left blank. In each C.D. block, circle proportionate to 
scheduled castes is drawn under five different sizes viz. 19 and below, 20-49, 
50-99,100-999 and 1000 and above as shown in the legend of the map. 

The total scheduled caste population is 5.492 in Meghalaya which constitute 
0.41 per cent of the total population of the state. This indicates that the 
proportion of scheduled caste population to total population is very low in the 
state. Among the districts, this proportion is highest in West Garo Hills (1.04 
per cent) and lowest in Jaintia Hills (0.03 per cent). In the West Khasi Hills 
district there is no schedul~ caste. 

The scheduled caste population is very unevenly distributed in the state. The 
'proportion is relatively high in the western part of Meghalaya. The proportion 
of scheduled caste population to total population is 1. 06 per cent and above in 
3 C.D. blocks. The proportion varies between 0.56-1.05 per cent in 3 C.D. 
~locks, while the range 0.06-0.55 is found in 9 C.D. blocks. The lowest range 
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of 0.05' and below is confined in 8 C.D. blocks. 

In terms of absolute number, West Garo Hills district has recorded highest 
scheduled caste population (3,851) followed by East Khasi Hills district 
(1,480). Among the C.D. blocks the· largest number of scheduled caste 
population is found in Mylliem C.D. block (1,335). 

The following statement gives the districtwise percentage of scheduled caste 
population to total population in 1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total population Scheduled caste Percentage of 
1981 population, 1981 sch~duled caste 

2 

1,335,819 
156,402 
511,414 
161,576 
136,550 
369,877 

5,492 
47 

1,480 

114 
3,851 

populatiim to total 
population, 1981 

4 

0.41 
0.03 
0.29' 

0.08 
1.04 
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PLATE 66 

SCHEDULED TRIBES 1981 

The map depicts the C.D. blockwise percentage distribution of scheduled The table given below shows the percentage of scheduled tribe population to 
tribes to total population in Meghalaya as in 198 J. total ,population in 1981 at district level. 

The map has been prepared by the same cartographic technique as applied 
for plate No. 65. State! district Total Scheduled tribe Percentage of 

population population scheduled tribe 
The scheduled tribe population in Meghalaya constitute 80.58 per cent of 1981 1981 population to 

the total'population in 1981. This indicates that the majority of the population total population 
in the state belong to scheduled tribes. The proportion of scheduled tribe 1981 
population to total popUlation is highest in West Khasi Hills district (97.16 per 
cent) foUowed by Jaintia Hills district (95.08 per cent). It is lowest in East 2 4 
Khasi Hills district where scheduled tribes account for 73.15 per cent of the 
total population of the district MEGHALAYA 1,335,819 1,076,345 80.58 

Jaintia Hills 156,402 148,710 95.08 
There are 10 C.D. blocks where the proportion of scheduled tribe East Khasi BiDs 511,414 374,081 73.15 

population to total population is 95.01 and above per cent. This proportion West Khasi Hills 161,576 156,995 97.16 
varies between 85.01-95.00 per cent in another 10 C.D. blOCks, 75.01-85 .. 00 East Garo Hills 136,55Q 124,462 

, 
9U5 

in 6 C.D. blocks and 75.00 and below in 5 C:D. blocks. The map reveals that West Garo Hills 369,877 272,097 73.56 
the eastern half of the state has comparatively high proportion of scheduled 
tribe population as compared to western part of the state. 
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PLATE 67 

MAIN WORKERS, MARGINAL WORKERS AND NON·WORKERS IN SCHEDULED CASTES 1981 
Themap depicts the proportion of main workers, marginal workers and non· 

workers of scheduled caste population at district level as in the 1981 Census. 
Circles proportionate to total scheduled caste population have been drawn 

in each district Each circles is divided into three sectors representing main 
'workers, marginal workers and non-workeru,mong scheduled castes. Percen
tages of male and female scheduled castes by main workers, marginal workers 
and non-workers have been worked {lut for each district. Then by treating the 
radius of the circle as 100 per cent two separate arcs have been drawn within 
the same sector to indicate the male and female share. These divisions have 
been shown by light green colour shades for males and females and in addition 
black dots have been ~ven in the female sectors. In the district of West Khasi 
Hills there is no scheduled caste population as such it is left blank. 

According to the 1981 Census, the total sc4eduled caste populati~n in the 
state is 5,492 persons of which the main workers constitute 33.39 per cent. 
The proportion of scheduled caste main workers to total scheduled caste 
population is highest in Jaintia Hills (6&.09 per cent) followed by East Garo 
Hills (5 1.75 percent). The proportion is lowest in West Garo Hills (30.12 per 
cent). 

Scheduled caste marginal workers account for 1.40 per cent of the total 

sched~ed caste population in the state. East Garo Hills district claims the 
.highest proportion of scheduled castes mar~nal workers (2.63 per cent) to 
total scheduled caste population among the districts. The lowest proportion 
(0.61 per cent) is obselVed in East Khasi Hills district. In Jaintia Hills and 
West Khasi Hills districts the scheduled caste mar~nal workers are found to 
be nil. The population of scheduled caste non-workers to total scheduled caste 
population stands at 65.21 per cent in Meghalaya. The highest proportion of 
scheduled caste naR-workers to total scheduled caste population is noticed in 
West Garo Hills district (68.19 per cent), followed by East Khasi Hills district 
(60.00 per cent). The population is lowest in Jaintia Hills (31.91 per cent). 

The map reveals that males palticipation rate is more than females among 
the scheduled caste main workers in respect of all the districts of Meghalaya. 
On the other hand proportion of female is more than the males among the 
scheduled caste marginal workers in the districts of East Kh'asi Hills, East 
Garo Hills and West Garo Hills. The map further, shows that females are 
more than the males among scheduled castes non-work~rs except the district of 
East Garo Hills where males are more in number ilian the females, 

The following table indicates the distribution of main workers, marginal 
workerS and non-workers in scheduled castes in 1981 at district level. 

State/district Total scheduled Main workers in Mar~al workers in Non-workers in 
caste popualtion ,scheduled castes scheduled castes scheduled castes 

1981, 1981 1981 1981 

I 2 3 4 5 

MEGHALAYA 5,492 1,834 77 3,581 
(33.39) (1.40) (65.21) 

Jaintia Hills 47 32 15 
(68.09) (31.91) 

East Khasi Hills 1,480 583 9 888 
(39.39) (0.61) (60.00) 

West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 114 59 3 52 

(51.75) (2.63) (45.62) 
West Garo Hills 3,851 1,160 6S 2,626 

(30.12) (1.69) (68.19) 

Note:- Percentage figures are shown within brackets. 
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PLATE 68 

MAIN WORKERS, MARGINAL WORKERS AND NON·WORKERS IN SCHEDULED TRIBES 1981 
. I 

The map brings out the proportion of main workers, marginal workers and 
non-workers among scheduled tribe population at districtlevel as in the 1981 
Census. 

This map is prepared by the same cartographic method as applied for plate 
No. 67. 

In Meghalaya the total scheduled tribe population is 1,076,345 of which the 
main workers account for 44.95 per cent. The proportion of scheduled tribe 
main workers to total scheduled tribe population is highest in West KIIasi Hills 
(49.98 per cent) followed by Jaintia Hills (47.95 per cent) while the lowest 
proportion is noticed in East Garo Hills (39.66 per cent). 

The proportion of sc~eduled tribe marginal workers to total scheduled tribe 
population is 2.57 per cent for the state as a whole. It is highest in East Garo 

Hills (5.78 per cent) followed by West Garo Hills (4.94 per cent), while the 
lowest proportion is observed in Jaintia Hills (0.57 per cent). 

The scheduled tribe non-workers account for 52.48 per cent of total 
scheduled tribe population for the State as a whole. The district of East K.~asi 
Hills (56.68) claims the highest proportion of scheduled tribe non-workers to 
total scheduled tribe population, whae in West Garo Hills, (48.39 per cent) 
this proportion is the lowest. 

The map reveals that the female participation rate is more than the male 
among the marginal workers and non-workers in all the districts _9f the state. 

The table given below shows the distribution of. main workers, marginal 
workers and non-workers amon~ scheduled tribes ~! district level. 

State/district . Total scheduled tribe Main workers in scheduled Mar~nal workers in Non-workers in scheduled 
population, 1981 tribes, 1981 scheduled tribes, 1981 tribes, 1981 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 1,076,345 483,901 27,615 564,829 
(44.95) (2.57) (52.48) 

Jruntia Hills 148,710 71,299 851 76,560 
(47.~5) (0.57) (51.48) 

East Khasi Hills 314,081 157,774 4,255 212,052 
( 42.19) (1.14) (56.68) 

West Khasi Hills 156,995 78,471 1,883 76,641 
(49.98) (1.20) (48.82) 

East Garo Hills 124,462 49,361 7,192 67,909 
(39.66) (5.78) (54.56) 

West Garo Hills 272,097 126,996 13,434 131,667 
(46.67) (4.94) (48.39) 

Note: Percentage figures are shown within brackets. 
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PLATE 69 

RELIGIONS 1981 

The map depicts the districtwise percentage distribution of various religions 
in Meghalaya according to the 1981 Census. The major religions of the state 
are'Hinduism, Islam, Christianity, Sikhism, BuddhismandJainism. However, 
the other religions and persuasions and religion not stated are also shown. 

The squar~ proportionate to total population as per the 1981 Census has 
been drawn in each district. Each square is divided into hundred equal squares 
each representing 1 per cent of the total population. The percentage figures of 
Hindus, Muslims, Christians, Sikhs, Buddhists, Jains, other religions & 
persuasions and religion not stated have been calculated for all the districts and 
the state as well. The small squares have been shaded in different colours 
according to the percentage share of each religion as per the index of the map. 

Christians' are predominant in the state which constitute 52.62 per cent of 
the total population. This is followed by Hindus which account for 18.03 per 
cent of the total population. Muslims secured third place contributing 3.1 0 per 
cent of the total population in the state. It is followed by Sikhs (0.1 3 per cent), 
Buddhists (0.20 per cent) and Jains (0.04 per cent). The percentage share of 
other reli~ons and persuasions is as high as 25.77 per cent of the total 
population in Megbalaya, whereas religion not stated claims onlyO.ll per cent 

State/district Total Hindus Muslims Christians 
Population 

4 

MEGHALAYA 1,335,819 240,831 41,434 702,854 
(18.03) (3.10) (52.62) 

Jaintia Hills 156,402 9,362 176 87,478 
(5.99) (0.11) (55.98) 

East Khasi Hills 511,414 129,355 6,7tf1 248,540 
(25.29) (1.31) (48.60) 

West Khasi HiUs 161,576 5,480 120 120,443 
(3.39) (0.07) (74.54) 

East Garo Hills 136,550 11,340 1,094 94,396 
(8.30) (0.80) (69.13) 

West Garo Hills 369,877 85,294 33,337 151,997 
(23.06) (9.01) (41.09) 

Note:- Percentage figures are shown within brackets. 
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of the total population of the state. 

A ~ance at the map reveals that Christian population are in majority in all 
the districts of the state, Among the districts the proportion of Christian 
popu(ation to total population is highest in West Khasi Hills (74.54 per cent) 
followed by East Garo Hills (69. I 3 percent). The proportion is lowest in West 
Garo Hills (41.09 per cent). 

Hindus are spreading over the entire state, but their proportion varies from 
one district to another. The proportion of Hindu popUlation is highest in East 
Khasi Hills (25.29 per cent) followed by West Garo Hills (23.06 per cent), 
while it is lowest in West Khasi Hills (3.39 per cent). 

Muslims, the third important religious group in the state, claim 3.IOper cent 
of the total population. The proportion of Muslim population is highest in West 
Garo Hills (9.01 per cent) and l<iwesl'in West Khasi Hins (0.07 per cent). 

Sikhs, Buddhists and Jains are less in number in the state and their 
percentage figures are negli~ble. They are mostly confined in-East Khasi Hills 
district. 

The following statement ~ves the distnbution of population by different 
religions in 198 I at district level. 

Sikhs Buddhists Jains Other Rel~ions Religion 
~ persua~jons not stated. 

8 9 10 

1,674 2,739 542 344,215 1,530 
(0.13) (0.20) (0.04) (25.77) (0.11) 

23 62 59,233 68 
(0.01) (0.04) (37.87) (0.05) 
1,579 1,917 324 122,130 862 
(0.31) (0.37) (0.06) (23.89) (0.17) 

2 24 99 35,180 228 
(0.001) (0.03) (0.02) (21.77) (0.14) 

10 43 21 29,368 278 
(0.01) (0.03) (0.02) (21.51) (O}O) 

60 693 98 98,304 94 
(0.02) (0.19) (0.03) (26.57) '(0.03) 
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· PLATE 70 

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY LANGUAGE MAINLY SPOK~ IN THE HOUSEHOLD 1981 
The map depicts the districtwise 'distribution of population by language 

mainly spoken in the household as per the 1981 Census. 
The percentage of population speaking languages in the household to the 

total population excluding institutional household population has been 
'calculated for each district. The languages specified in schedule VIII of the 
constitution of India and other than those specified in schedule VIII of the 
constitution of India have been considered for the preparation of this map. 
Fur~er, the percentage of population speaking various languages have been 
grouped into four suitable ranges. The major speakers of the language have 
been shown by colour duly gradedJ'QIlowed by other hmguages of appropriate 
hatching/symbols in suitable class sizes as per the legend of the map. 

The map reveals that Khasi is the major language in the districts of Jaintia 
Hills, East Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills. The map further shows that 
75.01 per cent and above population 'speak Khasi as their language in the 
districts of J aintia Hills and West Khasi Hills while it varies between 40.0 I· &' 
75.00 per cent in East Khasi Hills district. In,East Garo Hills district the 
percentage of Khasi speakers to total population ranges between 1.0 I & 5.00 
while in West Garo Hills district the proportion being negligible. Garo is 
second major language in the state. The map shows that Garo speakers 
constitute 75.01 per cent and above of the total population in the district of 
East Garo Hills and the range varies between 40.01 & 75.00 per cent in West 
Garo Hills district. [J1 the districts of We.st Khasi Hills and East Khasi Hills 
their proportion ranges between 5.01 & 40.00 per cent and between 1.01 & 
5,00 per cent respectively. The proportion of Bengali speaking population 
ranges from 5.01 to 40.00 per cent in the districts orE?st Khasi Hills and West 
Garo Hills a:nd the range of 1.01-~.OO per cent of Bengali speaking population 

Districts Assamese Bengali Hindi Garo 

4 5 
/,'1 

Jaintia Hills N 1.12 N N 
East Khasi Hills 2.43' 8.09 4.42 2.66 
West Khasi Hills N N N 11.02 
East Garo Hills 1.99 1.19 N 89.88 
West Garo Hills 2.14 20.10 1.47 66.87, 

N-Negli~ble . 

to the total population is found in the districts of Jaintia Hills and East Garo 
Hills. The percentage of Gorkhali/Nepali speaking population varies between 
5.01·& 40.00 in the. district of East Khasi Hills and between 1.01 & 5.00 in 
remaining districts o(the state. The Assamese speaking population is mainly 
confmed in the districts or East Khasi Hills, East Garo Hills and West Garo 
Hills and their proportion varies between 1.01 & 5.00 per cent of the total 
population. Rabha speaking population is mainly found in the districts of East 
Garo Hills and West Garo Hills and varies from 1.01 to 5.00 per cent. The 
percentage.ofHindi speaking population varies between 1.0 I & 5.00 and they 
are mainly spread over the districts orEast Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. 
The Mikir and Koch speaking population is mainly confined in the districts of 
East Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills respectively and their proportion to the 
total population varies from 1.01 to 5.00 per cent. The population speaking 
other languages specified in the VIII schedule of constitution of India like, 
Gujarati, Kannada, Kashmiri, Malayalam, Oriya, Punjabi, Sanskrit, Sindhi, 
Tamil, Telegu, Urdu constitute very small proportion in the state. Similarly 
the population speaking the languages not specified in the VIII schedule of' 
constitution of India like Adi, Anal, Angami, Ao, Bhotia, Bhumit, Bodo/Bora, 
Coorgi/Kodagu, English, Halam, Hmar, Kabuli, Kachanaga, Kharia, 
Khezha, Konkani, Korku, Kuki, KurukhaJOraon, Lakher, Limbu, Lotha, 
Lushai/Mizo, Manipuri/Meithei, Mao, Munda, Mundani, Naga, Nissi/Dafla, 
Nocte, Paito, Santali, Serna, Sherpa, Tangkhul, Thado, Tibetan, T ripuri and 
Vaiphei also claim very small percentage and as such they are not represented 
in the map. 

The table ~v~n below shows the percentage distribution of popuiation by 
language mainly spoken in the household in 1981 at district level. 

GorkhaU/Nepali Khasi Koch Mikir Rabha Others 

10 II 

2.29 91.71 N N N 2.54 
9.39 67.90 N 1.63 N N 
2.18 85.40 N N N N 
1.46 1.47 N N 3.02 N 
1.26 N 4.18 N 2.66 N 
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PLATE 71 

LITERACY 1981 
~ 

The map indicates the proportion of literates to total popUlation excluding 
.population in age-grou~'0-4 in each district of the state in the 1981 CensUs. 

noticed in East Khasi Hills district (223, 618) while it is lowest in 1 aintia Hills 

The percentage of literates to total population excluding age-group 0-4 has 
been worked out for each district. The percentage figures thus obtained are 

.grouped in three ranges viz; 40.51 per cent and above, 30.51-40.50 and 30.50 
-and below. The districts coming under each ranges are then shaded by means 
of suitable hatching as per the legend of the map. Further, solid green bars 
proportionate to total literates have been drawn in each district. 

In Megh~laya the proportion of literates to the total population excluding 
age-group 0-4 comes to 39.95 per cent. Among the districts the percentage 
figure of literates varies considerably. The highest proportion of literates is 
r.ecorded in East Khasi Hills district (50.87 per cent). The percentage range of 
literates 30.51·40.50 is found in the districts of West'Khasi Hills and East 
Garo Hills, whereas the lowest range of 30.50 per cent and below is confined 
to laintia Hills and West Garo Hills districts. 

Further the map reveals that the total number ofliterate population vary 
from one district to another. The largest number of literate population is 

district (38,327). 

The following statement indicates the districtwise percentage of literates to 
total population (excluding age· group 0-4).' 

State/district Total population Total literates Percentage of . 
(excluding age· 1981 literates to total 
group 0-4), !981 population (exclu-

ding age-group 
0-4),1981 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 1,139,266 455,191 .39.95 
JaintiaHiIls m,199 38,327 29.21 

East Khasi HiUs 439,555 223,618 50.87 

West Khasi Hills 135,251 51,652 38.19 

East Garo Hills 115,541 45,752 39.60 

West Garo Hills 317,721 95,842 30.17 
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PLATE 72 

MALE LITERACY 1981 
, 

The map depicts the proportion of male literates to total male population 
(excluding age-groupO-4) in each district ofMeghalaya as in the 1981 Census. 

The percentage of male literates to total male population excluding age
group ().4 is worked out separately for rural and urban areas in each district. 
Two sidelapping bars proportionate tcrpercentage'figures of male literates in 
rural and urban areas are drawn respectively in each district. The bars are 
shaded suitably to differentiate percentage of rural male literates from that of 
urban. Further, the percentage of male literates to total male population 
excluding age-grcup 0-4 has been calculated for each district. These percen
tage figures are grouped into three ranges and are displayed 9n the map by 
choropleth technique, 

Garo lIiIls (45.86 percent), while this proportion varies between 30.01-45.00 
per cent in the districtsofW est Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. It is lowest in 
Jaintia Hills (29.26 per cent). 

A glance at the map reveals that the proportion of male literates is. 
significantly higll in urban areas. The proportion of male literates to total male 
population (excluding age-group 0-4) comes to 78.17 per cent in the urban 
area& of the state while the corresponding figures is 36.26 per cent for rural 
areas. The proportion of urban/rural male literates varies from one district to 
another. In J aintiaHills the proportion of urban male literates is highest (81.67 
per cent) among the districts, whereas East Garo Hills elatInS the highest 
proportion of rural male literates (45.17) per cent. . 

The percentage of male literates to total male population excluding age
group 0-4 stands at 44.26 per cent for the state as a whore, The proportion of 
male literates is highest in East Khasi Hills (54.36 per cent) followed by East 

The table given below shows the percentage of male literates to total male
popUlation excluding age group 0-4 at district level. 

State/district Male population excluding Male literates, 1981 Percentage of male literates 
age-group 0-14, 1981 to total male population exyluding 

age-group 0-4, 1981 

Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban 

2 ,4 6 8 9 10 

MEGHALAYA 585,212 473,451, 111,761 259,024 171,688 87,366 44,26 36,26 78,17 
Jaintia Hills 66,546 60,977 5,569 19,470 14,922 4,548 29,26 24.47 81.67 
East Khasi Hills 227,131 143,096 84,035 123,479 57,136 66,343 54.36 39,93 78,95 
West KhasiHills 69,601 67,785 1,816 28,251 27,027 1,224 40.59 39,87 67,40 
East Garo Hills 59,847 57,760 2,087 27,447 26,091 1,356 45,86 45.17 64,97 
West Garo Hills 162,088 143,834 18,254 60,377 46,512 13,865 37,25 32.34 75,96 
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PLATE 73 

FEMALE LITERACY 1981 

The map shows the proportion ofremale literates to total female population 
( exe! uding age-group 0-4) in each district of the state as in the 1981 Census: 

The map has been prepared by the same cartographic technique as used for 
plate 72. 

The percentage of female literates to total female population excluding age
group q-4 comes to 35.41 per cent. The corresponding figures for the rural and 
urban areas are 28.34 per eentand 6 7 ,66 per cent respectively, The proportion 
offemale literates is fairly high in Meghalaya, The proportion is highest in East 
Khasi Hills (47.14 per cent), while in the districts of West Khasi Hills and 
East Garo Hills the proportion varies between 30,01-45,00 per cent. The 
lowest percentage range of 30,00 and below is found in the districts of Jaintia 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Fern population excluding 
age-group 0-4,1981 

Total Rural Urban 

2 4 

554,054 454,440 99,614 
64,653 59,140 5,513 

212,424 137,233\ 15,191 
65,650 64,26~ 1,~8S 

. 55,694 54,18 1,511 
155,633 139,622 16,011 

Hills and West Garo Hills; 

The map reveals that the percentage of female literates is comparatively 
high in urban areas, The proportion of female literates to total female 
population (excluding a~e-group ~) in urban areas stands at 67,66 per cent, 
while it is only 28.34 per cent in rural areas, Among the districts, the 
proportion offemale literates in urban areas is highest in Jaintia Hills (72,75 
per cent), In rural areas the highest proportion offemale literates is recorded in 
.East Khasi Hills district (35.35 per cent), 

The statement given below indicates the districtwise pe\centage of female 
, literates to total female population exclud~g age-group 0-4', 

Female literates, 1981 Perc@tage of female literates to 
total female population excluding 

age-group 0-4, 1981 

Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban 

6 9 10 

196,167 128,769 67,398 35.41 28.34 67,66 
IS,857 14,874 3,983 29.17 25,15 72.75 

100,139 48,508 51,631 47.14 35.35 68,67 
23,401 22,594 807 35.65 35.16 58.14 
18,305 17,627 678 32,87 32,53 44,S7 
35,465 25,166 10,299 22,79 18.02 64.32 
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PLATE 74 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 1981 

The map depicts the educational attainment in each district ofthe state as in 
the 1981 Census. 

In order to prepare this map the total number of persons with different 
educational levels are grouped into the following five categories. 
I. Primary .& Middle. 
II. Matriculation/Secondary, Higher Secondary/Intennediate!Pre-univer

sity, Non-technical diploma or certificate not equal to degree and 
Technical diploma or certificate not equal to degree. ' 

Ill. Graduate and above. 
IV. Literates (without educational level). 
V, Illiterates, 

Each of the above five categories has been shown by columner diagram 
represented by solid equal sized coloured circles in each district as per the 
legend of the map. Each circle represents 10,000 persons for the districts 

• 40,000 persons for the state. The population figures equivalent to even 114th 
solid circles have been represented wherever necessary, If a particular 
category is not appearing in any districtthen the next category is shifted to that 
place. 

According to the 1981 Census, the state of Meghalaya has a total 
population of 1,335,819 persons of which, 236;899 or 17.73 per cent have 
attained the education upto primary and middle level. Among the districts, this 
proportion is highest in the district of East Garo Hills (21.36 per cent) closely 
followed by E'ast Knasi Hills (21.29 per cent), whereas it is lowest in Jaintia 
Hills (10.98 per cent), 

-The persons who attained the educational level upto matriculation! 
secondary, higher secondary!intermediate!pre-university, non-technical & 
techniCal,diploma or certificate not equal to degree constitute 3.97 per cent of 
the total population of the state, This is the highest in East Khasi Hills (7.16 
per cent) and lowest in West 'Khasi Hills (1.18 per cent). 

The educational level upto graduate level and above is attained by 16,284 
persons in Meghalaya. The largest number of persons having educational level 
of graduate & above is found in East Khasi Hills district (13,740), while the 
lowe~t is recorded in West Khasi Hills district (266). 

The literates without educational level constitute) 1.16 per cent of tile total 
popUlation of the state. Among the districts the number of literates without 
educational level is highest in East Khasi Hills (64,3 78) foll~wed by West 
Garo Hills (29,770), The lowest number is found in East Garo Hills district 
(13,721). 

The illiterates constitute the majority of the population in Meghalaya as they 
account for65.92 per cent of the total population. The proportion of illiterates 
is highest in J aintia Hills (74.49 per cent) followed by West Garo Hills (74.09 
per cent). The lowest percentage of illiterates is recorded by East Khasi Hills 
(56.27 per cent). In terms of total number of illite rates, East Khasi Hills claims 
the largest number of illiterates (287,796) followed by West Garo Hills 

, (214,035), while the lowest number is found in East Garo Hills (90,79B), 

The table given below shows the districtwise distribution of popUlation by 
different level of education in 1981. 

EDUCATION LEVELS 

State/d~trict 

MEGHALAYA 
laintiaHills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
WeSl. Garo Hills 

Total population Primary & Matriculation/secondary, higher 
198 I Middle secondary/interniediate/pre-univer-

1,335.819 236,899 
156,402 17,175 
5Il,414 108,873 
161,576 25,854 
136,550 29,169 
369,877 55,828 

sily non-technical diploma or certifi
cate not equal to degree and technical 

diploma or certificate not 
equal to degree 

52,966 
2,941 

36,628 

186 

1,906 
2,579 
8.910 

Graduate & Literates without Illiterates 
above educational 

level 

16,284 149,041 880,628 
660 17.550 118,075 

13.740 64,378 287,796 
266 23,623 109,924 
284 13,721 90.798 

1,334 29,770 274,035 
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PLATE 75 

URBAN LITERATES PER 1000 OF POPULAT~ON IN AGE 5·14 OVER LITERATES PER 1000 OF 
POPULATION IN AGE 15·34 1981 

The map depicts the districtwise variation (excess or deficit) of literates per 
1,000 of population in age-group 5-14 o~er those in age-group 15-34 in the 
urban areas of the state as in the 1981 Census. 

The number ofliterates per 1,000 of population in urban areas have been 
calculated in each district for the age-group ?-14 and 15-34 separately. 
Further, the number of literates per 1,000 population in age-group 15-34 has 
been subtracted from that in age-group 5-14 in order to get the deficit or excess 
of literates in age-group 5-14 over that of 15-34. This figure has been. 
calculated for each district of the state. The values thus obtained are grouped 
into three suitable ranges-one above, one nearer to and one belQw the state 
average figure. The districts coming under each range are then shaded as per 
toe leg~nd of the map. 

State/district Total urban Total literates Literates per 
population in age-group 1,000 of 

in age-group 5-14 in population 
5-14 urban areas ' in age-group 

5-14 in 
urban areas 

4 

MEGHALAYA 59,951 43,108 719 
Jaintia Hills 3,428 2,805 818 
East Khasi Hills 43,881 32,422 739 
West Khasi Hills 9S5 571 598 
East Garo Hills 960 356 371 
West Garo Hills 10,721 6,954 648 

188 

According to the 1981 Census, for the state as a whole, the literates per 
1,000 population in the urban areas for the age-groups 5-14 and 15-34 are 719 ' 
and 796 respectively. Thus the state experiences a deficiency of 77'literates in 
the age-group 5-14 over that of 15-34. No district has shown an excess of 
literates per 1,000 population in age-group 5-14 over that in age-group 15-34 in 
the urban areas. The deficiency of literates is lSI and above in the district of 
East Garo Hills only, while it ranges between 76-150 in the district of West 
Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills: The lowest deficiency of literates of7 5 and 
below, is observed in laintia Hills and East Khasi Hills districts. 

The folloWing statement gives the deficiency of literates per 1,000 of 
population in age-group 5-44 over literates per 1,000 of popUlation in age
group 15-34 in urban areas in 1981:-

Total urban Totalliterate~ Literates per No. of literates 
population in age- group 1,000 of per 1,000 

in age-groUp 15-34 in population of population 
15~34. urban areas in age-group in age-group 

15-34 in 5-14 over 
urban areas literates 1,000 

of population 
in age 15-34 

in' urban 
areas. 

6 8 

95,440 76,016 7.96 (-) 77 
' 5,029 4,153 826 (-) i 8 
71,285 57,222 803 (-) '64 

1,563 1,119 116 (-) 118 
1,929 1,314 681 (-) 310 

15,635 12,210 781 (-j 133 
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PLATE 76 

RURAL LITERATES PER 1000 OF POPULATION IN AGE 5·14 OVER LITERATES PER 1000 OF 
POPULATION IN AGE 15·34 1981 

The map indicates the districtwise variation (excess or deficit) ofliterates The deficit of literates observed in rural areas of all the districts of the state. 
per 1,000 of population in age-group-5 i 4 over-those in age-group 15-34 in .This is 151 and above in the districts of West KhasiHills and East Garo Hills, 
rural areas of Megbalaya for the year 1981. while it varies between 76-150 in the districts of East Khasi Hills and West 

Garo Hills. The lowest figure in the range of 75 and below is noticed in J aintia 
The map has been prepared by same cartographic technique as applied for Hills district only. 

plate 75. 
The table ~ven below shows the deficiency of literates per 1,000 of 

F or the state as a whole there is a deficit of 120 literates per 1,000 of popu- population in age-group' 5-14 over literates per 1,000 of population in age-
lation in age-group 5-14 over literates in age-group 15-34 in rural areas. group 15-34 in rural areas in 1981. 

State/district Total rural Total Literates Total rural Total Literates per Number of 
population literates per 1,000 of population Literates in 1,000 of literates per 

in age-group in age-group population in age-group age-group population 1,000 of 
5-14 5-14 in rural in age-group 15-34 15-34 in rural in age-group population in 

areas 5-14 in rural areas 15-34 in age-group 
areas. rural areas 5-14 over 

literates per 
1,000 of 

population in 
age-group 15-34 
in rural areas. 

2 3. 4 6 

MEGHALAYA 310,279 88,604 286 354,083 193,863 406 (-) 120 
Jaintia Hills 41,711 10,104 242 45,655 13,608 298 (-) 56 
East Kbasi Hills 93,488 34,277 367 106,222 49,042 462 (-) 95 
West Kbasi Hills 47,914 14,838 310 49,629 24,446 493 (-) 183 
East Garo Hills 36.171 10,612 293 44,791 22,102 493 (-) 200 
West Garo Hills 90,995 18,770 206 107,785 34,663 322 (-) 116 
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PLATE 77 

PRIMARY SCHOOL ENROLMENT OF BOYS 1981 

The map shows the percentage of boys attending primary and mi4dle 5-14 attending primary and middle school to total number of boys in age-group 
schools to the total number of boys in the age-group 5-14 in each district of the 5-14 in 1981. 
state according to the 1981 Census. 

S tatel district Total number Total number Percentage of 
The percentage of boys in age-g(oup 5-14 attending primary and middle of boys in of boys in boys in age-

level of education to total number of boys in age-group 5-14 bas been worked- age-group age-group group 5-14 
our for each district. The percentage figures thus obtained are grouped into 5-14 5-14 attend- attending pri-
three ranges, one above, one nearer to and one below the state average (12.01 ing primary & mary and middle 
per cent). The districts falling under each range are then shaded by choropleth middle school school to total 
technique as per the index of the map. number of boys 

.in age-group 
According to the Census the total number of boys in age-group 5-14 in the 5-14. 

state is 187,355 of which 22,505 boys are attending primary and middle 
schooL Thus, forthe state as a whole the percentage of boys attending primary 2 4 
and middle school comes to 12.01 per cent. The highest proportion of boys 
attending primary and middle school to total number of boys in age-group 5-14 MEGHALAYA 187,355 22,505 12.01 
is recorded in East Khasi Hills (18 .. 96 per cent). This proportion varies Jaintia·HiIls 22,590 1,617 7.16 
between 8.01-16.00 per cent in East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills, while East Khasi Hills 68,900 13,064 18.96 
the lowest range of 8.00 per cent and below is confined in J aintia Hills and West Khasi Hills 25,266 1,665 6.59 
West Khasi Hills districts. East Garo Hills 19,060 1,659 8.70 

West Garo Hills 51,538 4,501 8.73 
The following table ~ves the districtwise percentage of boys in age-group 
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PLATE 78 

PRIMARY SCHOOL ENROLMENT OF GIRLS 1981 

The map indicates the percentage of girls attending primary and middle 
school in age-group 5-14 to the total number of girls in the same age-group in 
each district of the state in 1981. 

group 5-14 attending primary & middle school to total number Of girls in age
group 5-14 in 1981. 

The districtwise percentage lIgures of girls in age-group 5-14 attendirtg 
primary and middle schools to the total number of girls in age-group 5-14 have 
been grouped into three ranges and these ranges are displayed on the map by 
choropleth technique as per the. legend of the map. 

There are 23,433 girls in age-group 5-14 attending primary and midale 
school in Meghalaya in the 1981 Census. They constitute 12.81 per cent of the 
total girls in age-group 5,14 in the state, The highest percentage of girls in age
group 5-14 attending primary and middle school to total girls in the same age
group is recorded in East Khasi Hills district 19.92 per cent, while this 
proportion varies between 9.01-15.00 per cent in the districts fo laintia Hills 
and East Garo Hills. The lowest range (9.00 per cent and below) of girls 
attending primary and middle school has been r~corded in the districts of West 
Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. 

The following statement indicates the districtwise proportion of girls in age-
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State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total number 
of girls in age

group 5-14. 

2 

182;875 
22,549 
68,469 
23,603 
18,071 
50,184 

TOlAl number Percentage of 
of girls in girls in the age-
age-group group 5-14 

5-14 attend- attending pri-
ing primary & mary & middle 
middle school school to total 

number of girls in 
age-group 5-14. 

4 

23,43~ 12.81 
2,283 10.17 

13,63'8 19.92 
1,941 8.82 
1,631 9.03 
3,938 7.85 
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PLATE 79 

EDUCATIONAL ENROLMENT OF MALES AT MATRICULATION/SECONDARY, HIGHER 
SECONDARY AND HIGHER LEVELS 1981 

The map depicts the proportion of male students attending matriculation! age-group 15-24 at the level ofmatriculationlsecondary, higher secondary and 
secondary, higher secondary and higher level of education to the total male higher education to total male population in age-group 15-24 in 1981. 
population in age-group 15-24 in each district of Meghalaya in the 1981 
Census. State/district Total male Total male Percentage of 

population population in male population 
The percentage of male students in age-group 15-24 attendipg matricu- in age-group age-group in age-group 

lationl secondary, higher secondary. and higher classes to the total male 15-24 15-24 at 15-24 at the level 

population in age-group 15-24 has been calculated for each district. The data the level of of matriculationl 

thus obtained are classified into three ranges-one above, one nearer to and matriculation! secondary, 

one below the state average (7.64 per cent). The districts coming under each secondary, higher second-

range are then shaded suitably by choropleth method as per the legend of the higher second- ary and higher 

map. ary and-higher education to 
educatLon. the total male 

There are 124,479 males in age-group 15-24 of which 9,509 or 7.64 per population in 

cent are attending matriculation/secondary, higher secondary and higher age-group 

classes in the 1981 Census in the state. The district of East Khasi Hills.has 15-24. 

records the highest percentage of male students (13.90 per cent) attending -1 2 ' 3 4 
matriculationl secondary, higher secondary and higher classes to the total male 

MEGHALAYA 124,479 9,509 7.~4 population in age-group 15-24. The corresponding figure ranges between 
2.51-8.50 per cent in the districts ofJaintiaHil~ and West Garo Hills, while Jaintia Hills 15,344 447 2.91 

the lowest percentage range of 2.50 per cent and below is found in the West East Khasi Hills 50,845 7,065 13.90 

!{hasi Hills and East Garo Hills districts. West Khasi Hills 14,792 247 1.67 
East Garo Hills 11,871 269 2.27 

The following table ~ves the districtwise percentage of male population in West Garo Hills 31,627 1,479 4.68 
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PLATE 80 

EDUCATIONAL ENROLMENT OF FEMALES AT MATRICULATION/SECONDARY, HIGHER 
SECONDARY AND HIGHER LEVELS 1981 

The map indicates the proportion of female students in 'clge-group 15-24 
attending matriculation/secondary, higher secondary and higher classes to the 
total female population in age-group 15-24 in each district of the state as in the 
1981 Census. 

The districtwise percentage figures of female students in age-group 15-24 
attending matriculation/secondary, higher secondary and higher level of 
education to the total female popul~tion in age-group 15-24 have be-en 
calculated and the data are grouped intc three ranges and are depicted OIl the 
map by choropleth method as per the index of the map. 

According to the 1981 Census, the female students in age-group 15-24 
attending matriculation/secondary, higher secondary and higher classes 
account for 5.51 per cent of total female population in age-group 15-24 in 
Meghalaya. The highest proportion of female students in age-group 15-24 
attending matriculation/ secondary, higher secondary and higher classes is 
observed in East Khasi Hills district (10.83) per cent. This ,figure varies 
between 2.01-6.00 per cent in J aintia Hills and West Garo Hills districts. The 
districts of West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills depict the lowest proportion 
of 2,00 per cent and below. 

The table given below shows thedistrictwise percentage offemale popUlation 

in age-group 1 S-24 at the level of matriculation/secondary, higher secondary 
and higher education in 1981. 

State/district Total female Total female Percentage of 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 

'E ast Khasi Hills 
West JpJasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 
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popUlation in population in females popu-
age-group age-group lation in age-

15-24. 15-24 at the group 15-24 at 

2 
129,331 

15,225 
51,168 
15,165 
13,030 
34,743 

level of the level of 
matriculation/ matriculation/

secondJy, secondary, higher 
higher second- secondary and 
ary and higher higher education 

education io, the total female 
population in 

age-group 15-24. 

7,121 
480 

5,543 
166 
177 
755 

4 

5.51 
3.15 

10.83 
1.09 
1.36 
2.17 
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PLATE 81 

TEACHERS PER 1000 OF STUDENTS AT PRIMARY LEVEL OF EDUCATION 1981 

The map depicts the number ofteachers per I ,000 stu~ents at primary level 
of education in the districts of Meghahya as in 1981. 

The following table indicates the number of teachers per 1 ,000 of students at 

The numuer of teachers per 1,000 students at primary level of education is 
WOl out far each district. The figures thus obtained are arranged in three 
ranges viz: 40 and above, 30-39 and 29 and below. The districts falling in each 
range are shaded with different hatchin1 as .~r th~ legend of the map. 

The nUI,llber of teachers per 1,000 of students1t primary level is 33 for the 
state as a whole. The highest number afteachers per I ,000 students at primar 
level is recorded in the district af Jaintia Hills_( 46), while this figure varies 
between 30-39 in the districts of East Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills. The 
lowest ratio of 29 is observed in West Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills 
districts. 
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p,imarllevel of education at district level in 1981. 

State/oistrict Number of Numper of 
students at teachers at 

primary level primary level 
of education of education 

MEGHALAYA 190,026 6.337 
Jaintia Hills 21,530 995 
East Khasi Hills 55,025 1,970 
West Khasi Hills 41,175 1,204 
East Garo Hills 25,242 740 
West Garo Hills 47,054 1,428 

Teachers per 
1,000 of students 
at primary level 

of education 

4 

33 
46 
36 
29 
29 
30 
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PLATE 82 

TEACHERS PER 1000 OF STUDENTS AT SECONDARY LEVEL OF EDUCATION 1981 

The map represents the number of teacher per 1,000 students at secondary The table given below shows the number of teacher per 1,000 of students at 
level of education in each district of the state in 1981. secondary level of eudcation. 

The number of teachers per 1,000 students at secondary level has been State/district Number of Number of Teachers per 

calculated for each district. The figures thus obtained are grouped into three students at teachers at 1,000 of students 

ranges and the districts coming under each range are shaded suitably by secondary secondary at secondary 

choropleth technique as explained in the legend of the map. level of level of level of 
education education education 

There are 54,321 students and 2,167 teachers at the secondary level of 1981 1981 1981 

education in Meghalaya in 1981. Thus, the number of teachers per 1,000 1 2 3 4 

students at secondary level stands at 40 for the state as a whole. Compared to MEGHALAYA 54,321 2,167 40 
primary level of education teachers-students 'r;ttio at secondary level of Jaintia Hills 3,801 181 48 
education is more in the state. The ratio is highest in West Khasi Hills district East Khasi Hills 31,462 1,114 35 
(53) followed by Jaintia Hills district (48), while it varies between 36-45 in West Khasi Hills 2,517 134 53 
East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills districts. 'The ratio is only 35 in East East Garo Hills 4,600 205 45 
Khasi Hills district. West Garo Hills 1l,941 533 45 
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PLATE 8j 

TEACHERS PER 1000 OF STUDENTS AT UNIVERSITY LEVEL OF EDUCATION 1981 

The map brings out the number of teachers per 1,000 students at university The statement ~ven below indicates the number of teachers per 1 000 of 
level of education in each district of the state in the 1981 Census. studen~ at university level of education in 1981. ' 

State! district Number of Number of Teachers per 
The proportion of teachers per 1,000 students at university level of education students at teachers at 1,000 of students 

has been worked out for each district. The figures thus obtained are arranged university university at university 
into three ranges-one above, one neareLto and one below the state average level of level of level of 
(40). The districts falling in each range are shaded suitably as per the index of education education education 
the map. I 2 3 4 

MEGHALAYA 12,691 508 40 
The number of teachers per 1,000 students at university level comes to 40 for Jaintia Hills 590 32 54 

the state as a whole. The district of Jaintia Hills has 54 teachers per 1,000 East Khasi Hills 10,871 411 38 
students at university level, which is the highest among all the districts. This West Khasi Hills 40 7 18 

ratio ranges between 40-49 in East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills district East Garo Hills 250 12 48 

while it is 39 and below in East Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills districts. West Garo Hills 940 46 49 
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PLATE 84 

TEACHERS OF ALL GRADES PER 100 SCHOOLS AND OTHER EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS IN 
RURAL AREAS 1981 

The map depicts the number of teachers of all grades per 100 schools and 
State! district Number of Number of Number of 

other educational institutions including trainmg classes, coaching and shop 
classes in rural areas in each district of the state as in the 1981 Census. 

school & other teachers of all teachers of aU 
educational in- grades of grades per 100 

The number of teachers per 100 schools and other educational institutions 
stitution inclu- school & other schools and 

including·training classes, coaching and shop classes in rural areas has been 
ding training educational other edu-

calculated for each tlistrict. The figures thus obtained are classified into three 
classes, institu- cational institu-

ranges and the districts falling in each range are hatched according to the 
coaching and tions including tions including 

legend of the map. 
shop classes training classes, training classes, 

in rural areas coaching & shop coaching & shop 

The number of teachers of all grades per 100 schools and other educational 
1981 classes in rural classes in rural 

institutions in rural areas arrives at 189 for the state as·a whole. The number of 
areas, 1981 areas, 1981 

teachers is 201 & above in the districts of lairltia Hills and East Khasi Hills 4 

where it varies between 161-200 in West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills MEGHALAYA 4,-749 8,979 189 
districts. The lowest number of teachers per 100 schools and other educational Jaintia Hills 511 1,240 243 
institutions is observed in East Garo Hills district (158). East Khasi Hills 1,22& 2,518 205 

West Khasi Hills 1,034 1,819 176 
The following table show,s the number of teachers of all grades per 100 East Gllro Hills 659 1',038 158 

schools and other educational institutions including training classes, coaching West Garo Hills 1,317 2,364 179 

and shop classes in rural areas. 
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PLATE 85 

LITERATES HOLDING NON·TECHNICAL AND TECHNICAL DIPLOMA OR CERTIFICATE 
NOT EQUAL TO DEGREE 1981 

The map shows the proportion of literates holding non-technical and 
technical diploma or certificates not equal to degree per 10,000 ofliterates at 
district level in the state of Meghalava as in 1981, 

The districtwise number of non-technical and technical diploma or certificate 
holders per 10,000 literates has been calculated and the data are grouped into 
three ranges one above, one nearner to and one below the state average (13), 
The districts coming under each range are shaded suitably by choropleth 
technique as explained in the legned of the map, In addition, circles 
proportionate to the total number of literates holding non-technical and 
technical diploma or certificates are drawn in each district. The circles are then 
divided into two sectors to show the percentage share of non-technical diploma 
or certificate holders and technical diploma or certificate holders, 

According to the 1981 Census, the literate popUlation of the state is 
455,191 of which 597 are non-technical and technical diploma or certificate 
holders. Thus, the number of non-technical and technical diploma or 
certificate holders is only 13 per 10,000 of literates in the state, Among 
the districts. E as! Khasi Hills has recorded the highest number (20) ofliterates 
holding non-technical and technical diploma or certificates per 10,000 of 
literates, This number ranges between 6-15 in the district of West Khasi Hills 
and WestGaro Hills, while it is 5 and below in the districts ofJaintia Hills and 
East Garo Hills, 

The percentage of technical diploma or certificate hoillers are very high as 
compared to its counterparts, The share of technical diploma or certificate 
~olders for the state as a whole accounts for 97.<15 per cent. Among the 
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districts, this proportion is as high as 100,00 per cent in West, Khasi Hills 
followed by East Khasi Hills (97,94 per cent), East Garo Hills (94.44 per 
centj, Jaintia Hills (3:75 per cent) and West Ga:ro Hills (93.26 per cent) 
respectively, 

The following table gives the districtwise number of technical and non
technical diploma or certificate holders per 10,000 of literates in 1981. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
laintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East G aro Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total 
literates 

1981 

2 

455,191 
38,327 

223,618 
51,652 
45,752 
95,842 

Total number Total number Number of 
of literates of lit,erates technical and 

holding tech- holding non- non-technical 
nical diploma technical diploma or 
or certificates diploma'o! certificate 
not equal to certificates holders per 
degree, 1981 not equal to 10,000 of 

580 
15 

428 
36 
17 
83 

degree, 1981 total literates 
1981 

4 5 

17 13 
1 4 
9 20 

7 
1 4 
6 9 
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PLATE 86 

LITERATES HOLDING UNIVERSITY DEGREE/DIPLOMA OF THE GRADUATE LEVEL 
AND ABOVE 1981 

The map depicts the proportion of literates holding university degree/ 
diploma of the graduate level and above per 10,000 literates in each district of 
the state as in 1981. 

The table given below shows the number of literates holding university 
degree and diploma of the graduate level and above per 10,000 of total literates 
at district level. 

The map is pr.epared by the same cartographic method as used for plate 85. 
According to the 1981 Census out of 455,191 total literates as many as State/district 

16,284 literates are holding university degree/diploma of graduate level and 
above in the state. Thus, the number of literates holding university 
degree/diplomas of graduate level and above per 10,000 ofliterates stands at 
358. The highest number of literates holding university degree/diplomas of 
graduate level and above has been recorded in East Khasi Hills district (614). 
This is due to the location of a number of educationalinstitutions.in the district 
This figure ranges between 101-400 per 10,000 literates in Jainitia Hills and 
West Garo Hills districts, the lowestrange(lOO and below) is noticed in West 
Khasi Hills and East Garo Hills districts. 

The sectors within circles indicate the rural/urban percentage share of 
literates holding university degree/diploma of graduate level and above. The 
urban literates holding university degree/diploma is as high as 85.85 per cent 
for the state as a whole. Among the distri~ts, the proportion of urban literates 
holding university degree/diploma has been observed in East Khasi Hills 
(90.59 per cent), follOwed by West GaroHilis (69.12 per cent) and Jaintia Hills 
(66.21 per cent). On the other hand the rural areai.of the state show 
considerably low proportion of literates holding university degree/diploma 
except the districts of West Khasi Hills and East GarQ Hills, where the 
proportion in the rural areas accounts for 66.92 per cent and 67.25 per cent 
respectively. 
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MEGHALI\YA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East G aro Hills 
West Garo Hills 

. T otalliterates 
1981 

455,191 
38,327 

223,618 
51,652 
45,752 
95,842 

Total number 
of literates 

holding uni
versity degree 

• I 
and diploma 

of the 
graduate level 

and above 
1981 

Rural Urban 

2,299 
223 

1,293 
178 
191 
412 

4 

13,985 
437 

12,447 
88 
93 

922 

Number of 
literates hol
ding univer
sity degree 

and diploma 
of the gradu
ate level and 

above per 
10.000 of 

total literates 
1981 

358 
172 
614 

52 
62 
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PLATE 87 

TEACHERS PER 1000 OF POPULATION IN RURAL AREAS 1981 

The map exhibits the proportion of teachers per 1,000 of population in the 
rural areas at district level as in the 1981 Census. 

The number of teachers per 1,000 of population in rural areas has been 
worked out for each district. The figures thus obtained are grouped into three 
ranges viz; 10 & above, 7-9 and 6 & below. These ranges are depicted on the 
map with sutitable hatching as per the legend of the map. 

The total numbePofteachersin rural areas of the state is only 8,968 in 1981. 
The proportion of teachers per 1,000 rural PQpuiation thus comes to only 8 
(eight) for the state as a whole. 

The map at a glance reveals that the eastern part of the state has a relatively 
highet proportion of teachers than that of the western part. The maximum' 
number of teachers per 1,000 poPulation in rural areas has been observed in 
Jaintia Hills (10), while this number varies between 7-9 in the districts of East 
Khasi Hills, West Khasi Hills and East Gam Hills. The proportion of teachers 
per 1,000 rural popualtion is lowest in West Gam Hills district (6). 
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The following table indicates the districtwise number of teachers per 1,000 
Ii P,OPulation in rural areas. 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Gam Hills 
West Garo Hills 

RuralPopufation Number of Number of 
1981. teachers in rural teachers per 

1,094,486 
143,479 
330,614 
157,696 
132,260 
330,437 

areas 1981. 1,000 of popu
lation in rural 
areas 1981. 

8,968 
1,440 
2,900 
1,426 
1,098 
2,104 

4 

8 
10 
9 
9 
8 
6 
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PLATE 88 

CENSUS HOUSES AND THEIR USES 1981 

The map illustrates the number of census houses classified according to 
different uses to which they are put at district level as in 1981. 

For the preparation of this map, the occupied census bouses are classifieil 
into the following fi ve broad categories according to the uses which they are 
put- . 

(I) Residence; (II) Shop-cum-residence, workshop-cum-residence including 
household industry, (III) Hotels, sarais, dharamshalas, tourist homes !U1d 
inspection houses, restaurants, sweet-meat shops and eating places, places of 
entertainment and community gathering (llanchayat ghar) excluding places of 
worship, (e.g. temple, church, mqsque and gurdwata etc.), (IV) shops excluding 
eating houses, business houses and offices, (V) factories, workshops and 
worksheds. 

The percentage figures of each of the ~bove five types of census houses to the 
total number of occupied census houses have been calculated for all the 
districts separately. Five vertical bars proportionate to the percentage of 
census houses as used in the above five catogories are drawn in each district. 
These bars are then shaded with different hatching to differentiate one from 
another as explained in the index of the map. Both absolute and percentage 
scales are drawn on left and right sides of the bar-diargrams respectively. 

The state ofMeghalaya has a total of268,359 occupied census houses out 
of which 248,989 or 92.78 per cent houses are used as residence. This 
indicates that large proportion of census houses are residential in the state. The 
proportion of residential census houses ranks first among the five catogories of 
census houses in all the districts. Among the districts, the proportion of 
residential houses is highest in West Khasi Hills (95.44 per cent) followed by 
West Garo Hills (93.97 per cent). Jaintia Hills (93.l6per cent), East Garo 
Hills (93.02 pe( cent) and East Khasi Hills (91.03 per cent). 

For the state as a whole, census houses used a shop-cum-residence, 

State/district Total n_r of census houses in 1981 

workshoJ>-cum-residence including household industry constitute only 1.87 
pel cent of the total occupied census houses. The district of J ~tia Hills has 
the highest percentage (2.71 per cent) of census houses being used as as slloJ>
cum-residence etc. East Khasi Hills district comes next with 2.4 7 per cent 
while Jhe lowest proportion (1.06 per cent) is noticed in West Garo Hills 
district. 

Census houses used as hotels, sarais etc, account for 2.31 per cent of the 
total occupied census houses in the state. Besides, residential houses, the 

. proportion under this category is relatively high in the districts of West Khasi 
Hills (2.54 per cent), East Garo Hills (3.73 per cent) and West Garo Hills 
(2.36 per cent). 

Census houses mentioned in category (IV) i.e. shops excluding eating houses 
and offices claim 2.30 per cent of the total occupied census houses for the state 
as a whole. East Khasi HiDs with 3.58 per cent of the census houses used as 
shops excluding eating houses, business houses and offices ranks fITst among 
all the districts due to existence of number of towns. The lowest proportion 
(0.69 per cent) of this category of census houses is noticed in West Khasi Hills 
where Nongstion is the only town which has come up for the first time in the 
1981 Census. 

The numerical strength of census houses used as factories, workshop and 
worksheds stands at 1980 in Meghalaya. In terms of proportion this category 
of census houses constitutes only 0.7 4 per cent of the total occupied census 
houses in the state. East Khasi Hills district with 1.03 per cent of census 
houses in this category ranks first among the districts. The lowest proportion 
(0.15 per cent) is noticed in West Khasi Hills district 

The table ~ven below shows the districtwise distribution of census houses 
according to their uses in 1981. 

Occupied census houses and their uses classified by the categories 
excluding census houses vacant at -----------------'---------

11 ill IV V 
the time of bouse listing and census 

houses used as othm . 

MEGHALAYA 268,359 
Jaintia Hills 29,227 
East Khasi HiI~ 107,109 
West Khasi Hills 30,471 
East Gala Hills 27,302 
West Garo Hills 74,250 

Total 

248,989 
27,232 
97,504 
29,080 
25,397 
69,776 

Per cent 

92.78 
93.16 
91.03 
95.44 
93.02 
93.97 

Total Per. cent Total 

5,004 1.87 6,201 
791 2.71 639 

2,649 2.47 2,018 
361 1.18 774 
421 l.54 1,018 
782 1.06 1,752 
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Per cent Total Per cent Total Per cent 

2.31 6,185 2.30 1,980 0.74 
2.19 332 1.14 233 0.80 
1.89 3,833 3.58 1,105, l.03 
2.54 209 0.69' 47 0.15 
3.73 341 1.25 125 b.46 
2.36 1,470 1.98 470 .63 
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PLATE 89 

AMENITIES IN URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 1981 

The map shows the amenities in urban household at district level in 1981. 

Electricity, toilet and drinking water are takes as amenities for urban 
household in this map. The total number of urban households having the 
amenities of electricity toilet and drinking water are worked out separately for 
each district. Now quantitative diagrams in the form of rhombuses have been 
drawn in each district to depict the total number of urban households. The big 
rhombus has been divided into'a number of small rhombus and each small 
rhombus represents 1,000 households in respect of state, East Khasi Hills and 
West Garo Hills districts while only 100 households for the remaining three 
districts. The small rhombuses in each district are shaded as per the legend of 
the map by superimposing each other to show the three amenities viz; 
electricity, toilet and drinking water available to each households. The small 
rhombus representing households having e.lectricity are shown with black dots, 
households having toilet by hatching in black and households having drinking 
water by flat· yellow colour. 

According to the 1981 Census, the state of Meghalaya has a tota] urban 
households of 45,995 out of which 27,408 households are ~aving electricity. 
These having toilet facility consist of32,265 households in the state, whereas 
21,660 hou§enolils, are h~ving drinking w~ter in the urban areas ofthe state. 
Among the ditti'icts, the largest number of urban households having electricity 
is noticed in East Khasi Hills (23,116), followed by WestGaro Hills (2,093), 
laintia Hills (1,642), West Khasi Hills (386) and East Gar~ Hills (171). 
Considering the percentage of households having electricity to total households, 
J aintia Hills wit~ 71.14 per cent ranks first followed by East Khasi Hills 
(66.20 per cent), while the lowest percentage figure is found in East Garo Hills 
(17.52 per cent). 

Toilet facili ty is considered and important amenity in urban life. East Khasi 
Hills with a total number of 25,583 urban households having toilet facility 
ranks first among the districts. This is followed by West Garo Hills (4,287) 
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while the lowest number is found in East Garo Hills (493).'In terms of 
percentage of urban households having toilet faciti(¥ to total urban households, 
East Khasi Hills claims the first position (73.27 per cent) followed by West 
Garo Hills (62.10 per cent). The lowest percentage figure is noticed in East 
Garo HiI(s (50.51 per cent). 

Drinking water is considered as the basic amenity to human life. The percentage 
of urban households having drinking water'to total urban households is highest in 
East Khasi Hills districts (52.29 per cent) followed by West Khasi Hills 
(33.48 per cent) Whereas the lowest proportion is found in East Garo Hills 
(20.70 per cent). 

The following statement indicates the number of households having the 
anlenities viz; electricity, toilet and drinking water in urban areas in 1981. 

State! district Total number Number of urban households having 
I of urban the amenities 

households ( ) E)' " . ( c )Drinking 1981 a ectnClty (b) TOilet 
water 

2 3. 4 

MEGHALAYA 45,995 27,408 32,265 21,660 
laintia Hills 2,308 1,642 1,390 768 
East Khasi Hills 34,918 23,116 25,583 18,259 
West Khasi Hills 890 386 512 298 
East Garo Hills 976 171 493 202 
West Garo Hills 6,903 2,093 4,287 2,133 

* hclu~ouseless and institutional households. 
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PLATE 90 

AMENITIES IN RURAL.HOUSEHOLDS 1981 

The map brings out the amenities in rural households at 1istrict level of the 
state of Meghalaya as in 1981. 

The following table ~ves the number of rural households having the 
amenities (a) electricity 'and (b) drinking water 10 1981. 

The map is prepared by the same cartographic technique as used for plate 
No. 89. The only change is that the households having the toilet facility are.not State/district 
shown in this map. Each small rhombus represents 4 000 households in 
respect of state while only 1,000 households for the dis~cts. 
\ 
'As per the 1981 Census, 15,558 households or 7.44 per cent of the total 

rural households have electricity in the state of Meghalaya. Among the 
districts, the proportion is highest in East Khasi Hills (16.57 per cent) 
followed by Jainti~ Hills (7.39 per cent). The lowest percentage figure is 
recorded in West Garo Hills (1.58 per cent). 

The state average of rural households having drinking water facility comes 
to 12.85 per cent of the total rural households in 1981. Among the district the 
highest proportion is found in East Garo Hills (22.16 per cent) followed by 
West Garo Hills (16.60 per cent). The lowest figures is noticed in JaintiaHiIls 

1 . 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo. Hills 

Total number of 
rural households 

1981 

Number of rural households 
having the amenities 

, (a) Electricity (b) Drinking Water 

,2 4 

209,136 15,558 26,875 
26,021 1,922 1,716 
65,113' 10,787 6,586 
28,171 1,223 2,250 
25,352 610 5,619 
64,479 1,016 10,704 

district (6.59 per cent). * Excluding houseless & institutional households. 
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PLATE 91 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED 19si 

The map shows the districtwise distribution of rural households according to 
number of rooms occupied by them as in the 1981 Census. 

Rhombuses proportionate to the total1')1l'al househ91ds have been drawn in 
each district and each rhombus is divided into 25 equal parts each representing 
4 per cent of the households. Further, the percentage share of rural households 
living in no exclusive room, one room, two rooms, three rooms, more than 
three rooms and unspecified number ohooms -are depicted by means of 
different flat colour shades in each rhombus. 

In Meghalaya, there are 209,136 households in rural areas in 1981 of 
which 32.03 per cent live in single room, 35.86 per cent in two rooms and 
16.30 per cent in more than three rooms. 

It has been observed that the percentage of I"lral households living in one 
room is comparatively high in the two western districts of Meghalaya. The 
district of West Garo Hills has recorded-the highest percentage of sin~e room 
dewllers (46.38 per cent) which is being followed by East Garo Hills (37.64 
per cent). 

Highest percentage of households living in: two rO(lt:'s, in rural areas nas 

State/district Total number 
of rural 

households 
1981 

No exclusiv.e One room 

--' 
MEGHALArA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Kbasi Hills 
We~\ Kbasi Hills 
E," raro Hills 
West Garo Hills 

2 

2,09,136 
26,021 
65,113 
28,171 
25,352 
64.479 

228 
23 
54 
49 
67 
35 

Note: Excluding hlluseless and institutio\lal households. 

4 

66,991 
1,751 

16,988 
8,807 
9,541 

29,904 

222 

been recorded in the district of East Khasi Hills (37.52 percent) followed by 
West Khasi Hills (35.15 per cent). It is also significantly high in Jaintia Hills 
district (30.61 per cent). This sho)l'S thatsin~e and double rooms households are 
dominant all over the rural areas of the state. 

The rural households living in three rooms are singificantIy high in the 
districts ofJaintiaHiIls (20. II percent), East KhasiHilIs ( 19.70percent) and 
West Khasi Hills (17.28 per cent). 

Households living in more than three rooms are less in the state as a whole. 
The proportion of households in this category is highest in J aintia hills (37,30 
per cent)'followed by the districts of East Khasi Hills (12,75 per cent) and 
West Khasi Hills (12.09) per cent. 

The number of households occupying no exclusive room and unspecified 
number of rooms are insignificant in the state and they account for only 0,11 
per cent and 3.8.) per cent respectively of the total rural households of 
Meghalaya. 

The following table indicates the ,di~tribution of rural households by number 
of rooms cooupied in 1981 at district level. 

Number of rural households occupying 

Two rooms Three rooms 

6 

74,994 34,089 
7,966 5,232 

24,429 12,829 
9,898 4,868 
9,465 3,621 

23,236 7,539 

More than 
three rooms 

7 

. 24,816 
9,705 
8,299 
3,407 
1,446 
1,959 

Unspecified 
number of 

rooms 

8 

8,018 
1,344 
2,514 
1,142 
1,212 
1,806 

f 
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PLATE 92 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED 1981 

The map dipicts the percentage distribution of u~ban households classified 
according to the number of rooms cooupied at district level of the state as in the 
1981 Census. 

The map has been prepared by the same cartographic method as applied for 
plate 91 

There are 45,995 households in 1981 in the urban areas ofMeghalaya. It is 
noticed that 30.86 per cent of the total urban households are occupying one 
room, 29.64 per cent are living in two rooms, 16.5 4 per cent in three rooms and 
19.89 per cent in more than three rooms. The percentage of households living 
in more than three rooms is comparatively more in the urban areas than the 
rural areas of the state. 

Among the districts, the percentage of uroan households living in single 
room is highest in West Khasi Hills (42.47 per cent) fellowed by East Garo 
Hills (37.29 per cent). The lowest figure is noticed in laintia Hills where the 
proportion of one room dwellers is as low as 8.97 per cent in the urban areas. 
Single room households are dominant all over the urban areas of the state 
except J aintia Hills district. 

The households with two rooms constitute a considerable proportion of urban 
households. Among the districts the percentage is highest i~ East Garo Hills 
(33.2Opercent) followed by East KhasiHills (30.66 percent) and West Khasi 
Hills (30.00 per cenl). The percentage figures recorded in this category do nol 
vary significantly from one district to another. The lowest percentage figure is 
noticed in Jaintia Hills (23.22 per cent). 

The urban households with three rooms are not predominant in the state. 
However, this figure is considerably high in East Garo Hills (21.21 per ~ent) 
and Jaintia Hills (19.15 per cent). The urban households occupying more than 
three rooms again present a betl:" picture for the state as a whole and the 
percentage of such households (s" high as 44.76 per cent in laintia Hills 
followed by East Khasi Hills (~ / .1 per cent). 

The urban households living in no exclusive room and unspecified number 
of rooms are not significant inth~ state and they account for only 0.0 I per cent 
and 3.06 per cent respectively ~~ the lotal urban households of Meghalaya. 

I 

The table ~ven below shows Ihe distribution of urban households by 
number of rooms occupied in 1,81 at distIjct level. 

State/district 

Number of urban households occu~ing 
I 

Total number 
of urban 

households 
1981 

2 

MEGHALAYA 45,995 
J ainlia Hills 2,308 
East Khasi Hills 34,918 
West Khasi Hills 890 
East Gliro Hills 976 
West Garo Hills 6,903 

No exclusive 
rooll\' 

Note: Excluding houseless and institutional households. 

One room 

14,194 
207 

10,910 
378 
364 

2,335 

224 

Two rooms 

5 

13,635 
536 

10,7~ 
267 
324 

1,802 

Three rooms More than Unspecified 
.1, three rooms number of 

II rooms 

7 8 

?06 9,148 1,407 
~42 1,033 90 

5,550 6,995 752 
UO 104 21 

1207 66 15 
1.287 950 1529 
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PLATE 93 

PERSONS BY RURAL HOUSEHODLS 1981 

The map brings out the distribution of rural households according to the 
number of persollli at district level as in the 1981 Census: 

Vertical bar-diagrams are drawn in each district to depict the number of 
households according to the number of persons in the rural areas. Absolute 
scale for number of households is given on the le~ side of the bar-diagrams. 

As per the 1981 Census, in the rural areas of the state, there are 12',168 
households with .Jne person, 17,857 households with 2 persons, 27,577 
households with 3 persons, 32,752 households with 4 persons, 32,407 
households with 5 persons and 86,972 households with 6 persons and above. It , 

is quite evident that 6 and above persqns households constitute the m~ority of 
the rural households followed by 4 persons households,S persons households, 
3 persons households, 2 persons households and I person households. The. 
state pattern of rural households by size of persons has also been observed in 
the districts of East Khasi Hills and West Oaro Hills whereas the districts of 
J ainda Hills, West Khasi Hills and East Oaro Hills have the highest number of 
rural households with 6 and above persons followed by 5 persons households, 
4 persons households and so on. 

The following statement shows ilie distribution of rural households according 
to number of persons in 1981 at district level. 

Number of rural households according to following number of persons 
State/district 

One person Two persons Three persons Four persons Five persons Six persons and above 

2 3 4 6 7 

MEOHALAYA 12,168 17,857 27,577 32,752 32,407 86,972 
Jaintia Hills 2,220 2,138 2,740 3,299 3,466 12,246 
East Khasi Hills ,5,809 6,135 8,165 9,536 9,336 26,327 
WestKhasiHilIs 1,175 2,H:l 3,258 3,995 4,050 13,600 
East Oaro Hills 786 1,937 3,544 4,454 4,487 10,226 
West Oaro Hills 2,178 5,536 9,870 11.468 11,068 24,573 
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PLATE 94 

PERSONS BY URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 1981 

The map shows the districtwise distribution of urban households according 
to the number of persons as in 1981 

. 
The map has been prepared as per the method used fot plate 93. 

In Meghalaya, there are 4,432 households with 1 persons, 4,830 households 
with 2 persons, 5,756 households with 3 persons, 6,605 households with 4 
persons, ,6,365 with 5 persons and 18,366 households with 6 and above 
persons 'in the urban areas in 1981. The figures indicate that the 6 and above 
persons households constitute the maximum mnnber of urban households 
followed by 4 persons households, 5 persons households, 3 persons househlds, 
two persons households and I person households respectively in the' state, 
This pattern of urban households do not hold good in respect of the districts 
excepet East Khasi Hills. In Jaintia Hills, the largest number of urban 
households are occupied by 6 and above persons followed by 5 persons 

households, 4 persons households, 1 person households, 3 persons households 
and f. persons households, respectively, The pattern is very much different in 
West Khasi Hills where the maximum number of households are having 6 and 
above persons followed by 1 person households, 2 persons households, 3 
persons households, 4 persons households and 5 persons households 
respectively. In East Garo Hills 6 and above persons households are largest in 
number followed by 4 persons households, 3 persons households, 2 persons 
households, 5 persons households and 1 person households respectively, In 
West G aro Hills the distribution pattern of urban households is in descending 
order. i.e, the largest number of households by 6 and above persons are being 
followed by 5 persons households and so on. 

The table given below indicates the distribution of urban households 
according to number of persons in 1981 at district leveL 

Number of urban households according to the following number of persons 

State/district One person Two persons Three persons 

2 4 

MEGHALAYA 4,432 4,830 5,756 
laintia Hills 262 221 247 
East Khas,i Hills 3,371 -8,719 4,393 
West Khasi Hills 171 142 133 
East Garo Hills 123 145 158 
West Garo Hills 505 603 825 
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'Four persons Five persons 

6 

6,605 6,365 
283 287 

5,119 4,870 
101 96 
160 138 
942 974 

Six and above 
persons 

18,366 
1,021 

13;666 
251 

)77 
3,151 
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PLATE 95 

MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS PER 10 000 OF OCCUPIED CENSUS HOUSES 1981 

The map indicates districtwise distribution of medical institutions per The following table ~ves the proportions of medical institutions per I 0,000 
10,000 of occupied Census houses ofMeghalaya in 1981. of occupied Census houses in 1981 at district level. 

Number of medical institutions (including hospitals, health cenU"es, doctor's ! 

Total number Number of Number of medical Statel district 
clinics and dispensaries etc.) per 10,000 of Census houses has'been worked: of occupied medical institu- institutions (including 
out for each district. The figures thus obtained are arranged into three ranges census tions (including hospitais,health centres, 
vi~; one above, one nearer to and one below the state average. The districts are houses hospitais, health 4octor's clinics 
then hatched from deep to light shades liccordingto thefrvalues as shown in the centres, doctor's dispensaries 
legend of th~ map. clinics, dispen- etc). per 10,000 

saries etc) of occupied census 
There are 299,313 occupied Census houses and 157 medical institutions in houses. 

the state of Meghalaya in 1981. Thus the number of medical institutions per MEGHALAYA 299,313 157 5.25 
10,000 of occupied census houses comes to 5.25 for the state as a: whole. Jaintia Hills 33,669 23 6.83 
Among the districts the proportion is highest in East Garo Hills (7.82), while East Khasi Hills 115,530 46 3.98 
the proportion varies between 4.0 1 and 7.00 in the districts of J aintia Hills and West Khasi Hills 34,881 10 2.87 
West Garo Hills. The districts of East Khasi Hills and West Khasi Hills have East G aro Hills 33,267 26 7.82 
registered the lowest proportion (4.00 & below). West Garo Hills 81,966 52 6.34 
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PLATE 96 

HOSPITAL BEDS PER 100000 OF POPULATION 1981 

The map brings out the availability of hospital beds per 100,000. of 
population in each district in the state as in 1981. 

The table ~ven below shows the distribution of hospital beds per 100,000 of 
population in 1981. 

The number of hospital boos per 100,000 of population hasbeen calculated 
for each district and the data thus obtained are grouped into three ranges. The 
districts falling in each range are then shaded with suitable hatching by 
choropleth tech!lique as explained in the index of the map. 

In the state as a whole the number of hospital beds comes to 93.57 per 
100,000 of population. Among the districts, East Khasi Hills ranks first, br 
claiming 172.85 or apporximately 173 numbers of hospital beds per 100;000 
of population. The number of beds available in hospital per 100,000 
population ranges between 45.01-100.00 in the districts of Jaintia Hills and 
East Garo Hills, whereas the lowest number of (45.00 & below) is found in 
West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills districts. 

234 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
E as! Garo Hills 
West Garo Hi!ls 

Total population T olal number 
1981 ofho'spital 

beds 1981 

3 

1,335,819 1,250 
156,402 109 
511,414 884 
161,576 30 
136,550 68 
369,877 159 

Number of 
hospital beds 
per 100,000 
of population 

1981 

4 

93.57 
69.69 
172.85 
18.56 
49.79 
42.98 
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PLATE 97 

REGISTERED MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100000 OF POPULATION 1981 

The map displays the availability of registered medical practitioners per 
100,000 of population in each district of the state as in 1981. 

The following table indicates the number ofre~stered medical practitioners 
per 100,000 of population at districts level. 

The number of re~stered medical practitioners per 100,000 of populaiton 
has been worked out for each district. The figures thus obtained are grouped 
into three suitable ranges as explained ill the legend of the map .. The districts 
are then shaded with different grades of hatching according to their values 
from rugh to low. 

State/district Total population Total number 
1981 of re~stered 

medical 
practitioners 

1981 

Number of 
registered 
medical 

practitioners 
per 100,000 of 

population 
1981 

2 
For the state as a whole, the number of re~stered medical practitioners per • _~ _____ -:-______ ..:.:.::.:__ 

100,000 of population arrives at13.54 in 1981. East Kbasi Hills bccupies the. 
first position among the distircts which claims 19.94 or approximately 20 
medical pracittioners per 100,000 of population, while the number varies from 
12.01 to 16.00 in the districts of Jaintia Hills and East Garo HiUs. The lowest 
number of medical practitioners available for 100,000 population (12.00 and 
below) is noticed in West Khasi Hills and West Garo Hills districts. 
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MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia HiUs 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

1,335,819 
156,402 
511,414 
161,576 
136,550 
369,877 

4 
181 13.54 
24 15.34 
102 19.94 
10 6.18 
17 12.44 
28 7.57 
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PLATE 98 

PRIMARY HEALTH CENTRES PER ,100 000 OF POPULATION 1981 

The map represents the number of primary health centres per 100,000 of 
population at district level of the state of Meghalaya as in 1981. 

The table given below shows the number of primary health centres per 

The number of primary health centres per 100,000 of population has been 
calculated for each district and the data thus obtained are arranged into three 
ranges-one above, one nearer to and one below the state average (1.72). 

• The districts are then hatched according to those groupings from deep to light 
shades by choropleth method. 

The number of primary health centres available for 100,000 population 
indicates the level of medical services available in a state. It has been observed 
thai the number of primary health centres per 100,000 of population is only 
1.72 or approximately 2 for the state as a whole. The proportion is 2.01 & 
above in the districts of East Garo Hills and West Garo Hills. The range of 
1.51-2.00 of primary health centres per 100,000 of popUlation is represented 
by Jaintla Hills and West Khasi Hills districts while the lowest ratio (1.50 & 
below) is noticed in East Khasi Hills district. 
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100,000 of population at district level. . 

State/district 

MEGHALAYA 
Jaintia Hills 
East Khasi Hills 
West Khasi Hills 
East Garo Hills 
West Garo Hills 

Total population Number of 
1981 primary health 

centres 1981 

2 

1,335,819 23 
156,402 3 
511,414 6 
161,516 3 
136,550 3 
369,811 8 

Number of 
primary health 

centres per 
100,000 of 

population 1981 

4 

1.72 
1.91 
Ll7 
1.85 
2.19 
2.16 
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