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Development-Induced Displacement: The Class and Gender Perspective

Walter Fernandes

Development-induced displacement has come to stay with globalisation adding to land acquisition. Also the number of displaced (DP) or project affected persons (PAP) i.e. those deprived of livelihood without physical relocation is growing. Studies point to the impoverishment and mariginalisation of the DP/PAPs. It also has a class and gender dimention. Most DP/PAPs belong to the subaltern classes. Loss of livelihood impoverishes them further but even among them women suffer more than men do. Development-induced displacement has existed from the ancient times but became a major problem with colonialism and got intensified with post-independence planned development. Globalisation involves a greater attack on land that is the sustenance of most rural communities. To it should be added more urban displacement in the name of beautiful cities. This paper will take a look at these aspects.

1. The Situation of Displacement

This paper will begin with the British age since the present problem originated with colonialism whose objective was to turn South Asia into a supplier of capital and raw material for the British Industrial Revolution and a captive market for its finished products. 

The Colonial Age

To achieve this objective already from the 19th century the colonial regime opened coal mines in Jharkhand, tea gardens in Assam, coffee plantations in Karnataka and other schemes elsewhere (Mankodi 1989: 140-143). Also legal changes were introduced to make land acquisition at a low price easy. It began with the Permanent Settlement 1793 and culminated in the Land Acquisition Act 1894 (LAQ) (Bora 1986: 46) that is based on the principle of the State’s eminent domain. It has two facets. Firstly, all biodiversity and natural resources as well as land without individual titles belong to the State. Secondly, the State alone has the right to define a public purpose and deprive even individuals of their land (Ramanathan 1999: 19-20). 

This paper will not go into its details other than to say that, colonial inputs deprived many lakhs of people of their sustenance. But most displacement by it was process-induced i.e. resulting from loss of sustenance through technological, economic and legal changes such as laws recognising only individual ownership and obstacles put in the way of the manufacturing sector in order to support British industrial products. One does not know the exact number they affected. Dadhabhai Naoroji (1988) puts it at 35 millions. It is an estimate, not the final total. But they certainly impoverished millions, particularly Dalits and tribals, most of whom got indebted and became bonded labourers or migrated as indentured labour in the plantations in the British colonies the world over. Many tribals from Chattisgarh, Jharkhand and Orissa went in slavelike conditions to work in the tea gardens of North Bengal and Assam (Sen 1979: 8-12). Not surprisingly revolts followed particularly in the biodiversity and mineral rich tribal areas (Singh 1985; Mackenzie 1995). The best-known non-tribal struggle against project-induced displacement is the one of Mulshi-Peta near Pune in the 1920s (Bhuskute 1997: 170-172). 

The Post-Independence Age

The freedom fighters appropriated these struggles and opposed the British on this count but they had themselves internalised much of the colonial value system including the eminent domain. Thus, post-independence India has kept the thinking on development more or less unchanged and has not only retained the colonial laws but has even strengthened them to make acquisition easier. As a result, people continue to be displaced in the name of national development that involved large-scale investment in schemes like dams, industries, roads, mines and power plants. For example, according to one estimate (Nag 2002: 40) 15% of the world’s large dams 1947-1979 were built in India. Today the country has over 4,000 of them. These projects brought about irreversible changes in land use and in the lives of millions of its dependants. The number of DP/PAPs has thus risen enormously so have struggles against it. 

Table 1: Number of DP/PAPs of Some States Where Studies Have Been Done*
	State/Year
	1951-1995
	1947-2000
	1947-04
	65-95
	Total

	Type
	Andhra
	Jharkhand
	Kerala
	Orissa
	Assam
	Bengal 
	Gujarat
	Goa
	

	Water
	1865471
	232968
	133846
	800000
	448812
	1723990
	2378553
	18680
	7602320

	Industry
	539877
	87896
	222814
	158069
	57732
	403980
	140924
	3110
	1614402

	Mines
	100541
	402882
	78
	300000
	41200
	418061
	4128
	4740
	1271630

	Power
	87387
	NA
	2556
	NA 
	7400
	146300
	11344
	0
	254987

	Defence
	33512
	264353
	1800
	NA
	50420
	119009
	2471
	1255
	472820

	Environmt
	135754
	509918
	14888
	107840
	265409
	784952
	26201
	300
	1845262

	Transport
	46671
	0
	151623
	NA
	168805
	1164200
	1356076
	20190
	2907565

	Refugees
	NA
	NA
	0
	NA
	283500
	500000
	646
	Nil
	784146

	Farms
	NA
	NA
	6161
	NA
	113889
	110000
	7142
	1745
	238937

	Hum Res.
	NA
	NA
	14649
	NA
	90970
	220000
	16343
	8500
	350462

	Health
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	23292
	84000
	NA
	1850
	109142

	Admin
	NA
	NA
	NA 
	NA
	322906
	150000
	7441
	3220
	483567

	Welfare
	37560
	0
	2472
	NA
	25253
	720000
	20470
	NA
	805755

	Tourism
	0
	0
	343
	0
	0
	0
	26464
	640
	27447

	Urban
	103310
	0
	1003
	NA
	1241
	400000
	85213
	1750
	592517

	Others
	265537
	50000
	0
	100000
	18045
	0
	15453
	840
	449875

	Total
	3215620
	1548017
	552233
	1465909
	1918874
	6944492
	4098869
	66820
	19810834


*Since the understanding of displacement has grown during the 15 years of the studies, Orissa has very few categories. They are more in later years. Sources: AP, Fernandes et al. 2001: 89; Assam, Fernandes & Bharali 2006: 107; Goa, Fernandes & Naik 2001: 55; Gujarat, Lobo & Kumar 2007: 99; Jharkhand, Ekka & Asif 2000: 97; Kerala, Muricken et al. 2003: 189; Orissa, Fernandes & Asif 1997: 130; Bengal, Fernandes et al. 2006: 123

However, no official database exists on the total and type of DP/PAPs. In its absence, researchers came to a reliable database by studying development-induced displacement and deprivation in several States. In Orissa, Kerala and Jharkhand only 60% of the projects 1951-1995 were studied and in AP around 80%. When their figures are updated to 2004, the total of DP/PAPs in Jharkhand and Orissa would be 3 million each, 5 million in AP, 1 million in Kerala, 100,000 in Goa, 2 million in Assam and 7.5 million in West Bengal or a total of 27 million. Once high displacement States like Chhattisgarh and MP are studied one will probably come to an All-India figure of 60 million DP/PAPs 1947-2004 from 25 million ha including 7 million ha of forests and 6 million ha of other CPRs (Fernandes 2007: 204) (Table 1).

The class component is seen in the fact that more than half of the 25 million ha are commons in the administratively neglected “backward” areas where land can be acquired at a low price and with very little resistance. It is also seen in the type of DP/PAPs some 80% of whom are voiceless. The tribals who are 8.6% of the population are 40% of them. In Table 2 they are 29.15% of the total but 34.5% of the 16,729,392 whose caste-tribe is known. There are indications that they are 50% of the DP/PAPs of Assam and 30% of Bengal whose caste/tribe is not known. Besides, studies have not been done in MP, Chattisgarh and Maharashtra that have a big number of tribal DP/PAPs. Their caste/tribe was not got in Kerala. Its biggest projects like Idukki are in its tribal areas. So more than 10% of its DP/PAPs are bound to be tribals who are 1.3% of its population. Once all of them are counted, the tribal proportion will reach 40% (Fernandes 2007: 204). 18.96% of those whose caste-tribe is known are Dalits.

Table 2: Caste-Tribe of DP/PAPs from Some States

	State
	Tribals
	%
	Dalits
	%
	Others
	%
	NA
	%
	Total

	Andhra
	970654
	30.19
	628824
	19.56
	1467286
	45.63
	148856
	04.63
	3215620

	Assam
	416321
	21.80
	NA
	NA
	609015
	31.90
	893538
	46.30
	1918874

	Goa
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	66820
	100
	66820

	Gujarat
	1821283
	44.43
	462626
	11.29
	1791142
	43.70
	23818
	0.58
	4098869

	Jharkhand
	620372
	40.08
	212892
	13.75
	676575
	43.71
	38178
	02.47
	1548017

	Kerala
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	552233
	100
	552233

	Orissa
	616116
	40.38
	178442
	11.64
	671351
	48.01
	0
	0
	1465909

	W. Bengal
	1330663
	19.16
	1689607
	24.33
	2566223
	36.95
	1357999
	19.55
	6944492

	Total
	5775409
	29.15
	3172391
	16.01
	7781592
	39.28
	3081442
	15.55
	19810834


Source: Ekka & Asif 2000: 99; Fernandes et al. 2001: 89; Fernandes & Bharali 2006: 108; Fernandes & Naik 2001; Lobo & Kumar 2007: 99; Muricken et al. 2003: 189; Fernandes & Asif 1997: 87; Fernandes et al. 2006:  91.
Since they are a big proportion of those whose caste-tribe is not known, they are at least 20% of the total. Another 20% are from the weakest of the backwards like fish and quarry workers. For example, they are a majority of the 10,000 DPs of the Sriharikota Rocket Range, 43,000 of the Simhadri Thermal plant and other coastal schemes in AP (Fernandes et al 2001: 80-81) and in Kerala like the Vikram Sarabhai Space Centre (Murickan et al 2003: 178-179). Since more than 50% of the land used is commons for which no compensation is paid and 80% of the DP/PAPs are voiceless some (e.g. Singh 1989: 96) ask whether it is done deliberately in order to keep the project cost down. It is also a probable reason for lack of an official database.

Resettlement and Impoverishment

The fact that 80% of the DP/PAPs are from among the rural poor may explain also poor resettlement. Orissa has resettled 35.27% of its DPs (Fernandes and Asif 1997: 135), AP 28.82% (Fernandes et al. 2001: 87), Kerala 13.8% (Murickan et al. 2003: 185-189) 1951-1995, Goa 40.78% of 1965-1995 (Fernandes and Naik 2001: 62), West Bengal 9% (Fernandes et al. 2006: 123-124) and Assam of some 10 projects (Fernandes and Bharali 2006: 109) 1947-2000. Its result is impoverishment that begins with landlessness. For example, landlessness among the Assam DP/PAPs grew from 15.56% before the project to 24.38% after it (Fernandes and Bharali 2006: 188) and in AP from10.9% to 36.5% (Fernandes et al 2001: 112-113). In Orissa, among the mining displaced families, 16.7% of the tribal and 13% of the Dalit DPs became landless against 3.6% of the general castes (Pandey 1995: 180). Also the cultivated area declines, for example in Assam from an average of 3.04 acres per family to 1.45 acres and in AP from 4.2 to 2.3 acres. In other words, the DP/PAPs experience a downward mobility in their cultivator status. Most big farmers become medium, the medium farmers become small and marginal and small and marginal farmers become landless. Many of them own only homestead land. Also support mechanisms such as the number of ponds, wells, poultry, cattle and draft animals that supplement agricultural income decline (Bharali 2007). 

The next step is joblessness that takes two forms. The first is lack of access to work and the second is downward occupational mobility. To begin with the first, the project that alienates from them the land that gives them work and provides them security, resettles very few of them and gives fewer jobs. For example, out of 266,500 displaced or deprived families studied in Orissa, only some 9,000 were given project jobs (Fernandes and Asif 1997: 137-139). No job was given in Goa and very few in Kerala (Murickan et al 2003: 222-223). West Bengal gave a job each to fewer than 20% of the DP/PAPs in the 1950s and very few recent ones (Fernandes et al. 2006: 201). In Assam 3 projects gave some jobs (Fernandes and Bharali 2006). 

Lower access to work is the first form that the resultant joblessness takes. In AP, 83.72% of the DP/PAPs used to work on their land or elsewhere. After land loss access to work declined to 41.61% (Fernandes et al. 2001: 141). In West Bengal it declined from 91.02% to 53.18%  (Fernandes et al. 2006: 203) and in Assam from 77.27% to 56.41% (Fernandes and Bharali 2006: 165). Secondly, most of those who have access to work experience downward occupational mobility. For example, in AP 45% of the cultivators among the DP/PAPs became landless agricultural labourers or daily wage earners (Fernandes et al 2001: 112-113). In Assam 50% became daily wage unskilled workers (Fernandes and Bharali 2006: 188).

2. Impact on Women and Children

All feel the impact of the consequent impoverishment but women and children feel it more than the others do. The lower the social stratum they belong to, the greater the impact. It takes the form of higher joblessness, greater malnutrition and deterioration in their social status. Its first impact is seen in children’s lower access to schools since most DP/PAPs are subalterns.  

Impact on children

Since most DP/PAPs are from the administratively neglected “backward” areas their access to education is low. It declines further after displacement and child labour grows among them because of “new poverty” resulting from loss of land and forests that are their sustenance. For example a researcher who studied the National Aluminium Plant (NALCO) at Damanjodi in the tribal majority Koraput district of Orissa claims that the literacy rate in the area has gone from 22.63% before the project to 34% after it (Kar 1991: 5). He does not mention that the rise is in the project township. Among the displaced tribals it was 18% male and 3% female and many children had been pulled out of school (Fernandes and Raj 1992: 58-59). 

In some cases literacy may deteriorate even when the resettled DPs. For example, the predominantly tribal DPs of the Salandi dam in the Keonjhar district of Orissa were earlier living close to a town that had some schools, so most children were at school. They were resettled in a forest area in which they were given some land and a house but no school was built for a few years. By the time schools were built the children had lost the habit of going to school. Besides, poverty had increased among them because land allotted to them was of poor quality and they could not grow enough food and had to buy much of it. In the absence of other sources they had to turn their children into child labourers in order to earn an income (ibid: 60).  

In most cases impoverishment itself forces the parents to put their children to work full time to maintain the family. By impoverishment we mean not the relative economic deprivation or poverty in which many of them lived prior to their displacement, but “new poverty” caused by the alienation of their sustenance. As stated above, it begins with landlessness and slowly turns into joblessness, loss of income, lack of access to health care and to education and into other forms of deprivation (Downing 2002: 8-9). It forces parents to pull even school going children out of it. For example, 49% of the displaced or deprived families in West Bengal (Fernandes et al. 2006: 140-141) and 56% in Assam (Fernandes and Bharali 2006: 125-126) have pulled their children out of school in order to turn them into child labourers.

Such negative impact continues in other aspects too, health being one of them. All the studies show an enormous rise in water borne, malnutrition and environmental degradation related diseases among the DP/PAPs. In AP, for example, one noticed a rise of more than 100% in dysentery, malaria, tuberculosis and skin diseases (Fernandes et al. 2001: 151). While all suffer from it, the incidence of such diseases is greater among children. One can continue with other aspects such as malnutrition and the cultural impact but what has been said above should suffice to show that there is a gradation of impacts and children suffer more than adults do. 

The Gender Impact among Children

Apart from the class differential mentioned above, one sees a gender differential in the negative impact both among children and adults. It is visible in children’s access to school, health status and even sex ratio. Such feminisation of poverty exists in other sectors too. For example, among former tea garden workers of Assam, the sex ratio in the 10-19 age-group is a low 739 because poverty forces teenaged girls to leave their homes for domestic work in the urban middle class families in Assam and outside (Fernandes, Barbora and Bharali 2003: 5). One notices a similar situation among the DP/PAPs. For example, even in Goa that has made much social investment and is considered socially advances one noticed a gender differential in the sex ratio and access to school among children. While the number of boys and girls in the 5-14 age groups was almost the same one noticed a sudden decline in the 0-4 age-groups of recent DPs who were not resettled, as such were impoverished. Similarly, the number of girls in the primary and middle schools was around half of that of the boys and all the girls had dropped out before high school (Fernandes and Naik 2001: 62-63). 

The situation is worse in other States in which investment in the social sector is low. For example, among the NALCO DPs of Orissa the very low sex ratio of 739 among teenaged tribal girls came as a surprise to the researchers because studies show that tribal sex ratio is high because of the higher social status of tribal women that that of her caste counterparts. As long as land and other resources continue to be community controlled, she has a say in their management and she is an economic asset unlike in the settled agriculture-based dowry-paying groups that consider her an economic liability (Menon 1995: 101). Further inquiries showed that the situation of girls at Damanjodi was similar to that of the former tea garden workers of Assam. Because of “new poverty” many families had sent their teenaged daughters out as domestic helps in the middle class families of the township (Fernandes and Raj 1992: 59-60).

Similar were the findings of the health status after the alienation of their land and other resources that sustained them. As stated above, there was greater incidence of diseases than among adults. Among them girl children suffered more than boys did. In AP, for example, the incidence of most diseases was 50% higher among girls (Fernandes et al. 2001: 151). Studies show that 60% of all child labourers are girls (e.g. Burra 1995). Among the project-displaced families of West Bengal, boys were a third and girls two thirds of the children who were pulled out of school to work for an income (Fernandes et al. 2006: 140-141).

Impact on Women  

Children suffer more than adults do mainly because the mother is unable to attend to her duties as the caretaker of the family. As stated above, access to work declines after the project alienates the land that is also the foundation of the tribal woman’s relatively high status. While the access of the whole family declines, that of women declines more than that of men. We have said already that, if the project gives jobs, except in women headed families they go almost exclusively to men considered heads of families. If they are rehabilitated, land is allotted to men. So domestic power passes fully to the man and from him to his son (Thekkekara 1993: 92). As a result, after displacement joblessness is higher among women than among men. But for exceptions, women who want to work have to be satisfied with unskilled daily wage labour. 

It reduces women to being housewives alone depending on the man’s single salary. But men spend a part of their salary on alcohol. Tribal women who are deprived of the resource that is the basis of their relatively high status, experience downward economic and social mobility. Dependence on men grows further among other women whose social status is not the same as that of the tribals (Menon 1995: 100-101). It also deprives women of the resource that met the family’s food, water and other needs that are traditionally their responsibility. Their role does not change but they have fewer resources to attend to it (Ganguly Thukral and Singh 1995). 

Coping Mechanisms

Moreover, forced displacement is a traumatic experience. A mode of coping with it is drunkenness. One of its results is rise in domestic violence. Both drinking and domestic violence existed before displacement but they increase enormously after displacement as a coping mechanism meant to deal with the trauma. It becomes a coping mechanism even of many women. Since they have no work, many of them spend their time gossiping or drinking as we noticed even in a rehabilitation colony in Orissa (Fernandes and Raj 1992: 153-154).

A second coping mechanism is internalisation of the dominant ideology. For example, influenced by the consumerist values that enter their area with the outsiders coming to the township, men spend much of their income on clothes and entertainment. Hence, even those who earn a higher monetary income than in the past leave women with a relatively little share of their salary to attend to their role in the family. Thus, women have to find economic alternatives in order to deal with the reality of catering to family needs with reduced resources. In the absence of other alternative many of them sell their body since that is the only asset they own. For example, in most mining towns of Jharkhand, a specific locality has emerged called “Azad Basti” (freedom shanties) where men who leave their families behind and work in the mines, come to satiate their sexual thirst. (George 2002: 17).

Besides, the project changes the economy of a village drastically. Village women who were used to a barter economy in which they played an important role have now to compete with the salaried class to buy food in the market with no control over its price. This combination of landlessness, joblessness and lack of exposure to the market economy reduces their access to food. Already before displacement, women did not have full rights over land and forests. But as long as they were community resources, they had some control over it. Displacement deprives them of this control and leaves them with very few resources to take its place. Malnutrition is one of its consequences (Bhanumathi 2002: 21-22).

Women too often internalise the dominant ideology as a coping mechanism. For example, when less food is available than in the past, many take to the dominant custom of the woman eating last after feeding the elders, men, boys and girls in that order. In case of shortages women and girls live on gruel as studies of the DP/PAP in Orissa and the Delhi slums show (Fernandes and Raj 1992: 153-155). Internalisation of this ideology continues also in the attitude towards unskilled work. As stated above, most women are forced to take up unskilled daily wage jobs since they do not have other alternatives. Some men whom the project employs as maintenance staff in their offices do not want their wives to do domestic or other unskilled work because “it is against an office worker’s dignity to have his wife doing menial work”. Many women internalise the ideology of their place being in the kitchen and of not being intelligent enough for skilled work (Menon 1995: 101). It closes the vicious circle against them.

3. Globalisation and the Gender Issue

The situation has deteriorated with liberalisation. With the profit motive as its main motor, the corporate sector in general and the private sector in particular, require more land. Large-scale mechanisation is integral to it. That has implications for the workers in general and women in particular. 
Displacement after Globalisation

Intrinsic to the investor’s profit is the demand for more land than in the past. The Centre expressed its intention to accede to this demand in the 1994 rehabilitation policy draft that began “It is expected that there will be large scale investments, both on account of inter​nal generation of capital and increased inflow of foreign investments, thereby creating an enhanced demand for land to be provided within a shorter time‑span in an increasingly competi​tive market ruled economic structure. Majority of our mineral resources… are located in the remote and backward areas mostly inhabited by tribals” (MRD1994: 1.1-2). 

The Centre provided it legal backing through the Highways Act 1995, the SEZ Act 2005 and the attempt to change the Fifth Schedule in 2001 to make acquisition of tribal land easier. Most States too have introduced legal changes to suit this purpose. For example, Karnataka amended its Land Reforms Act in 1995 to make leasing of land possible for aquaculture and raised land ceiling to 108 acres and is planning to remove the restrictions on tenancy. Goa has amended its industrial policy to encourage investment without giving priority to employment generation (Goswami 2007). Gujarat too is contemplating changes (Lobo and Kumar 2007: 22-23).

Also the extent of land acquired or committed to private companies shows the same trend. For example, West Bengal has committed 93,994.7 ha to industries alone (Ray 2006). Orissa had used 40,000 ha for industries 1951-1995 but planned to acquire 40,000 ha more in the succeeding decade (Fernandes and Asif: 1997: 69-70). AP has acquired in 1996-2000 half as much for industry as it did in the preceding 45 years (Fernandes et al. 2001: 69-70). Goa had acquired 3.5% of its landmass 1965-1995. If all its plans go through it will acquire 7.2% of its landmass in this decade (Fernandes and Naik 2001: 37-39). Gujarat has promised land for 27 SEZs (Lobo and Kumar 2007). The private sector is eyeing mining land in Jharkhand, Orissa and Chhattisgarh. Thus, there will be more displacement than in the last 60 years, much of it tribal for mining in Middle India and dams in the Northeast (IWGIA: 2004: 314). 
Implications for Women

The negative impacts felt till now will continue but globalisation will intensify them. There are indications that it has negative gender implications even without displacement. An example is the well known decline in the sex ratio in the 1990s in the 0-4 cohort in Punjab, Haryana and the prosperous districts of Maharashtra, Gujarat and Tamil Nadu, attributed to greater dowry demands to satisfy the demands of consumerism (Bose 2001: 45-46). To counter it prosperous families in these areas resort to sex-specific abortions (Srivastava 2001: 184-185). 
Higher land acquisition has serious implications for women since that is the resource that she requires more than men do. One is not certain that the rehabilitation policies that some States have introduced will improve their status. Most speak of a job per family or self-employment. One does not have to repeat that jobs are given mainly to men. Besides one job per family is not an alternative because after land alienation the remaining members do not have resources for self-employment. So women from the families that are excluded are bound to be doubly marginalized. Most women are involved in self-employment and production but do not control the market. So they may end up as cheap labour without much income.

Besides, mechanisation that is integral to globalisation reduces employment. Till the mid-1980s, the T. N. Singh Formula 1967 had stipulated that industries and mines give a job each to the families they displaced. Mechanisation began in the mid-1980s, so SCOPE abandoned this Formula in 1986 (MRD 1993). One can see its impact, among others, in the mining companies. Coal India (CIL) gave a job each to 11,901 (36.34%) of the 32,751 families displaced 1981-1985 (Govt of India 1985). But till 1992 immediately after mechanisation in the Upper Karanpura Valley of Jharkhand the first 5 of the 25 mines that were to have 1,00,000 DPs, gave a job each to 638 (10.18%) of the 6,265 families displaced (BJA & NBJK 1993: 36). CIL also changed its norms for giving jobs. In what later became Mahanadi Coal Limited in Orissa, in the 1980s the norm was a job given for 3 acres of land acquired (Fernandes and Raj 1992: 33). In parts of Jharkhand it was changed to 2 acres if the person was a matriculate. Such jobs went by and large to young men from the dominant castes even in tribal majority districts since they alone had patta land and had access to high school education (Sherman 1993). By and large tribals as well as women from the dominant castes were excluded from them.
With traditional transport the NALCO mines in the Koraput district of Orissa activated in the late 1980s would have created 10,000 jobs and rehabilitated the 50,000 DP/PAPs of the Upper Kolab dam and 6,000 of the NALCO Plant in the same district. Their income would have created more indirect jobs. But the fully mechanised mines created some 300 skilled and semi-skilled jobs that went to outsiders since its predominantly tribal PAPs lacked the skills they required (Pattanaik and Panda 1992). According to a calculation the first 400,000 acres of the SEZs that are integral to liberalisation will create 500,000 jobs with an investment of Rs 100,000 crores i.e. at Rs 20 lakhs per job. Studies indicate that in India an acre provides 2 jobs. Thus, 300,000 out of the 800,000 jobs will be lost. Besides, most of their cultivators lack the skills these jobs require and they will be rendered jobless (Thakur 2007).
The impact of fewer jobs on women is obvious. In the past too, those who wanted to work could take up low paid unskilled employment. But they got at least food for their survival. Even that possibility disappears with mechanisation. For example, the proportion of women in the coal sector has come down from 30-40% in the 1970s to around 12% today (Bhanumathi 2002: 21). Even in the past, very few women could hope for technical training when the project offered it to the displaced since high school studies required for it were accessible mostly to boys, not even girls from the high castes (Sherman 1993). In exceptional cases as at Bhilai, some women had permanent jobs in the past while their husbands were daily or temporary workers. When mechanisation reduced jobs, one witnessed frequent cases of the project luring the man to a distant place with the offer of a permanent job. The woman was thus compelled to give up her permanent job “voluntarily,” and accompany her husband (Sen 1992: 392‑394).

Conclusion


This bird’s eye view of development-induced displacement from a class-caste-gender perspective shows that Indian society is divided on a ladder of class, caste, habitat and gender. The lower one is on that ladder, the greater the negative impact of changes introduced in their lives without their consent. Most DP/PAPs feel the negative impact of displacement but Dalits and tribals feel it more than the others do and women among them are the worst affected. They are deprived of the resources that were basic to their survival and are denied access to education, health services and nutrition. It forces them to deny their children right to childhood and to a decent adulthood. Women are deprived of the little autonomy they had. Development cannot be real till such failures are remedied and its benefits reach those who pay its price.
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