ISSN 2277 - 5730
AN INTERNATIONAL MULTIDISCIPLINARY
QUARTERLY RESEARCH JOURNAL

AJANTA

Volume - IX Issue - | January - March - 2020

ENGLISH PART -IV/V

Peer Reviewed Refereed
and UGC Listed Journal

Journal No. 40776

e ——

A “@?ﬁ

[
%‘sf@%@

%‘Q

IMPACT FACTOR / INDEXING
2020 - 6.306

www.sjifactor.com

< EDITOR <+
Asst. Prof. Vinay Shankarrao Hatole

M.Sc (Maths), M.B.A. (Mktg.), M.B.A. (H.R.),
M.Drama (Acting), M.Drama (Prod. & Dir.), M.Ed.

+» PUBLISHED BY <+

NS

@janta Prakashan
Aurangabad. (M.S.)




The information and views expressed and the research content published in this journal, the
sole responsibility lies entirely with the author(s) and does not reflect the official opinion of the
Editorial Board, Advisory Committee and the Editor in Chief of the Journal “AJANTA”.
Owner, printer & publisher Vinay S. Hatole has printed this journal at Ajanta Computer and
Printers, Jaisingpura, University Gate, Aurangabad, also Published the same at Aurangabad.

Printed by
Ajanta Computer, Near University Gate, Jaisingpura, Aurangabad. (M.S.)
Printed by
Ajanta Computer, Near University Gate, Jaisingpura, Aurangabad. (M.S.)
Cell No. : 9579260877, 9822620877 Ph. No. : (0240) 2400877

E-mail : ajanta6060@gmail.com, www.ajantaprakashan.com

AJANTA - ISSN 2277 - 5730 - Impact Factor - 6.306 (www.sjifactor.com)




S\ EDITORIAL BOARD 2°$

Professor Kaiser Haq
Dept. of English, University of Dhaka,
Dhaka 1000, Bangladesh.

Roderick McCulloch
University of the Sunshine Coast,
Locked Bag 4, Maroochydore DC,

Queensland, 4558 Australia.

Dr. Ashaf Fetoh Eata
College of Art's and Science
Salmau Bin Adbul Aziz University. KAS

Dr. Nicholas Loannides
Senior Lecturer & Cisco Networking Academy Instructor,
Faculty of Computing, North Campus,
London Metropolitan University, 166-220 Holloway Road,
London, N7 8DB, UK.

Muhammad Mezbah-ul-Islam
Ph.D. NEHU, India) Assot. Prof. Dept. of
Information Science and Library Management

University of Dhaka, Dhaka - 1000, Bangladesh.

Dr. Meenu Maheshwari
Assit. Prof. & Former Head Dept.
of Commerce & Management
University of Kota, Kota.

Dr. S. Sampath
Prof. of Statistics University of Madras
Chennari 600005.

Dr. D. H. Malini Srinivasa Rao
MB.A., PhD., FDP (IIMA)
Assit. Prof. Dept. of Management
Pondicherry University
Karaikal - 609605.

Dr. S. K. Omanwar
Professor and Head, Physics,
Sat Gadge Baba Amravati
University, Amravati.

Dr. Rana Pratap Singh
Professor & Dean, School for Environmental
Sciences, Dr. Babasaheb Bhimrao Ambedkar

University Raebareily Road, Lucknow.

Dr. Shekhar Gungurwar
Hindi Dept. Vasantrao Naik
Mahavidyalaya Vasarni, Nanded.

Memon Sohel Md Yusuf

Dept. of Commerece, Nirzwa College
of Technology, Nizwa Oman.

Dr. S. Karunanidhi
Professor & Head,
Dept. of Psychology,
University of Madras.

Prof. Joyanta Borbora
Head Dept. of Sociology,
University, Dibrugarh.

Dr. Walmik Sarwade
HOD Dept. of Commerce
Dr. Babasaheb Ambedkar Marathwada
University, Aurangabad.

Dr. Manoj Dixit
Professor and Head,
Department of Public Administration Director,
Institute of Tourism Studies,
Lucknow University, Lucknow.

Prof. P. T. Srinivasan
Professor and Head,
Dept. of Management Studies,
University of Madras, Chennai.

Dr. P. Vitthal
School of Language and Literature
Marathi Dept. Swami Ramanand
Teerth Marathwada University, Nanded.




S\ EDITORIAL BOARD 2°$

Dr. Jagdish R. Baheti
H.O.D. S. N. J. B. College of Pharmacy,
Meminagar, A/P. Tal Chandwad, Dist. Nashik.

Dr. Sadique Razaque
Univ. Department of Psychology,
Vinoba Bhave University,
Hazaribagh, Jharkhand.

Prof. Ram Nandan Singh

Dept. of Buddhist Studies University of Jammu.

Dr. Safiqur Rahman
Assistant Professor, Dept. of Geography,
Guwahati College Bamunimaidam, Guwahati,
Assam.

PUBLISHED BY

%

Ajanta Prakashan

Aurangabad. (M.S.)




VOLUME - IX, ISSUE -1 - JANUARY - MARCH - 2020
AJANTA - ISSN 2277 - 5730 - IMPACT FACTOR - 6.306 (www.sjifactor.com)

©e  CONTENTS OF ENGLISH PART - 1V

oD

S. No. Title & Author Page No.
1 An Overview of the Socio-Economic Thoughts and Deeds of Basavanna: 1-3
Belure Vishal Chandrashekhar
2 Human Rights and Environment 4-9
Dr. Vandana M. Mahure
3 Effect of Plyometric Training Programme on Jumping Ability 10-14
of Volleyball Women's Players
Anand Namdevrao Wankhede
4 Effect of Age and Area of Residence on Ego-Strength of Urban 15-20
and Rural Women's
Dr. Quadri Syed Javeed
Jige Subhash Vitthalrao
5 Geographical Analysis of Location Quotient of Rural Population 21-26
in Amravati District
Deepak UdayrajAmbore
6 The Advent of English in India: Macaulay's Minutes a 27-39
Historical Perspective
Dr. Fahmeeda Begum Aneesuddin Shaikh
7 Landuse-Landcover of Buldana District, Maharashtra, India using 40-46
Remote Sensing and GIS Techniques
Dr. Ranjana R. Gawande
8 Best Practices in Library Resources and Services in Academic Libraries 47-54
Mr. Narendra Girdhar Patil
9 Sustainable Development Goals and India 55-59
Dr.S. G. Gavade
10 Anita Desai's,'Where Shall we go this Summer’ 60-62
Mohammed Mujahed-ur-Rahman
11 Panchayat Raj System: A Tool for Empowering Women 63-66
Dr.Abhay Butle
12 Smartphone Addiction and its Impact on Depression in Adolescent 67-74
Senior Secondary School Students
Anand Margam




VOLUME - IX, ISSUE -1 - JANUARY - MARCH - 2020
AJANTA - ISSN 2277 - 5730 - IMPACT FACTOR - 6.306 (www.sjifactor.com)

©e  CONTENTS OF ENGLISH PART -1V ®R

S. No. Title & Author Page No.

13 The FoTeX Package 75-79
Tanuja Mukund Pandit

14 Dr. B.R. Ambedkar: A Visionary of Human Rights 80-87
Dr. Rupali Hiwarkar

15 Economic Development and Public Sector Bank 88-95
Manoj Kumar Tarun

16 Impact of Age on Achievement Motivation and Self Concept 96-100

among Students

Dr. Vitthal Govind Pingale

II



VOLUME - IX, ISSUE -1 - JANUARY - MARCH - 2020
AJANTA - ISSN 2277 - 5730 - IMPACT FACTOR - 6.306 (www.sjifactor.com)

©Oo

CONTENTS OF ENGLISH PART -V

S. No.

Title & Author

Page No.

Make the Student's Skilful through apt Educational Management Services
Mr. Nitin Pandharinath Malegaonkar

1-5

Anticipatory Bail: Law and Procedure
Dr. Vijesh Bhanwarlalji Munot

6-11

Technology in English Language Teaching

Amit Gyaniram Ramteke

12-15

A Study of Reasoning Ability of Secondary School Students in Relation
to their Gender, Type of School and Locality
Dr. Shaikh Wasim Shaikh Shabbir

16-22

Formal Credit for Informal Sector - Reducing Unemployment

Dr. Sunanda B. Chakranarayan

23-28

Effectiveness of Blended Learning Technique for School Students
Dr. Shobha Jadhav

29-37

To Study the Relationship between El and Big Five Factors of
Personality amongst Adolescents
Dr. (Mrs) Soni R. Narwani

38-42

Hybrid Differential Transform and Finite Difference Method to Solve
Nonlinear Transient Heat Conduction Problem
S. D. Patil

43-47

Child in Conflict with Law: Latest Trends and Entailing Amendmentsin
Juvenile Justice System

Muzammil Ahmed Shamim Ahmed

Dr. Dhanaji Jadhav

48-57

10

Relationship between Self-Directed Learning and Academic
Achievement of Marathi Medium and English Medium Secondary
School Students of Aurangabad City - A Study

Dr. Sujata Shankarrao Shitole

58-65

11

A Study to Analyze the Status of Migration among MGNREGA
beneficiaries in Palghar Taluka
Dr. Shami Nimgulkar Kamble

66-73







VOLUME - IX, ISSUE - I - JANUARY - MARCH - 2020
AJANTA - ISSN 2277 - §730 - IMPACT FACTOR - 6.306 (www.sjifactor.com)

11. A Study to Analyze the Status of Migration among
MGNREGA beneficiaries in Palghar Taluka

Dr. Shami Nimgulkar Kamble
Assistant Professor, Prahladrai Dalmia Lions College of Commerce & Economics.

1. Introduction

Internal migration is the unrestricted movement of people from one region to another
within geographical boundaries of the country. It can be inter-state or intra-state. The directions
of these movements show rural-urban migration in search of job opportunities. In time, migration
can be short term or long term. In space, migration occurs over short and long distance.
Individuals and households often migrate.

The migration of the poor rural workers in search of manual work for a temporary period
of time and in some seasons has been a part and parcel of their life (Racine, 1997; Breman,
1996). In migration studies the relevant parameter is household and not an individual migrant
because decision to migrate is by and large made by household members and not separately by
individuals (Haberfeld et al. 1999).

Decision to migrate in normally in response to shocks, stresses, poverty and uncertainty
in their home areas (Hagen et al., 2012). Labour migration for economic reasons can, therefore,
be considered as a coping strategy in livelihood choices (Sabates-Wheeler and Waite, 2003). The
local rural economy cannot retain them throughout the year. They often move to be engaged in
short-term multiple jobs to support the primary income earned and sometimes even in hazardous
jobs involuntarily.

2. Review of Literature- Linkages between Migration and Social Protection

Social protection as a tool for reducing vulnerability and risk of low-income households
with regard to basic consumption and services has become a pivotal part of development
discourse at both national and international levels. The availability of social protection measures
influences the decision to migrate (Hagen et al., 2012).

Depending upon the access to social protection measures the likelihood of migration may
increase or decrease. According to Hagen et al. (2012), migrants would have two options: 1)
Potential migrants who have access to a social protection programme may decide not to migrate

as they feel there is no need for it. 2) Prospective migrants could see migration and social
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protection as complementary strategies, wherein the cash obtained from a social protection
programme could be used to fund migration.

Depending upon the details of the social protection programme (e.g. whether the transfer
is conditional or unconditional), the flow of migration changes (Stecklov et al., 2005). If cost-
benefit analysis forms the basis for the decision to migrate then such social protection
programmes can increase the costs of migration because while migrating the benefit could be lost
and thus reduce the migration (Hagen, et al., 2012). Households may choose to diversify the
sources of income and reduce risks (Stark and Bloom, 1985) by having one or more household
members migrate to another labour market in order to achieve this. A public transfer would
provide an additional local income source and, therefore, reduce the stimulus to migrate
(Stecklov et al., 2005). However, if migration is expensive, receipt of a transfer may relax the
credit difficulties faced by poor households and thus, help to finance migration (Hagen, et al.,
2012). Social protection may, thus, lead to an increase in migration (Hagen, et al., 2012 and
Sana and Massey, 2000).

3. Econometric Specifications

This study aims to analyze the effect of participation in MGNREGA on migration. The
classified data is subjected to the statistical method of analysis. Analysis is carried out with the
help of statistical tools such as tabulation, percentages and charts.

Parameters Affecting Migration

The available literature on MGNREGA and migration points out five important
parameters that affect migration. They are listed below:

1. Caste

2. Land owned

3. Main occupation
4. Research Findings

4.1 Migration Status of the Participant Households on the basis of Caste

All the participant households belonged to the scheduled tribe. In Mokhada, highest
proportion of the ST households (35.11%) stated that the participation in MGNREGA works
reduced the migration of their family members. The second highest taluka to report positive
effect of MGNREGA on migration was Vikramgad with 25.96% of the ST households reporting
that participation in MGNREGA works decreased their migration to urban and semi-urban areas
for work. About 22.9% of the households interviewed who reported fall in migration due to
participation in MGNREGA works were in Dahanu. Households that reported that MGNREGA
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participation reduced the migration of their family members to places of employment were to the
extent of 16.03% in Jawhar.

Table No.1: Migration status of Participant Households on the basis of Caste (in numbers)

Participant Households

Taluka Caste | Has the migration of your family members reduced after the | Total
MGNREGA jobs?
Yes No Never migrated before also NA
Dahanu ST 30 20 9 2 61
Jawhar ST 21 33 6 0 60
Mokhada | ST 46 10 4 0 60
Vikramgad | ST 34 10 15 0 59

Figure No. 1: Migration status of Participant Households on the basis of Caste (in

percentages)

Has the migration of your family
members reduced after MGNREGA jobs?

® Dahanu ®Jawhar ® Mokhada #Vikramgad

45.21%

Never migrated before also

Among the total participant households interviewed in each taluka, households who never
migrated before the inception of MGNREGA were 25.4% in Vikramgad, 14.8% in Dahanu, 10%
in Jawhar and 6.7% in Mokhada. This implies that prior to 2008, when MGNREGA was not in
place, sources of employment were available to some of the households within the panchayat
itself. Hence there was no necessity for them to migrate in search of work.

4.2 Migration Status of Households on the basis of Land Owned

Land is the most important asset and it can influence migration in a number of ways
(Tsujita et al., 2014). First, migration is not free of cost. For internal migration, these include

travel costs, accomodation charges, daily expenses and so on. The cost of migration may not be a
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great issue for large landlords as their income from agriculture is enough to cover the cost. For

landless and marginal land owners, income from farming may not be sufficient to pay their daily

expenses and they therefore have a strong incentive to engage in migration. As the size of land

owned increases, income from farming increases and the incentive to migrate tends to decrease

due to higher opportunity costs (Tsujita et al., 2014). Overall the net effect of landholding on

migration depends upon the magnitude of the above factors.
Table No. 2: Migration status of Participant Households on the basis of Land Owned (in

numbers)

Participant Households

Taluka Land Owned (in | Has the migration of your family members | Total
acres) reduced after the MGNREGA jobs?
Yes No | Never migrated before also | NA
Dahanu Landless 2 2 0 1 5
Encroachment 4 0 0 7
3.10-3.30 12 8 0 0 20
3.4 and above 12 7 9 1 29
Total 30 20 9 2 61
Jawhar Landless 5 5 0 0 10
Encroachment 5 3 2 0 10
3.10-3.30 2 1 1 0 4
3.4 and above 9 24 3 0 36
Total 21 33 6 0 60
Mokhada | Landless 7 1 0 0 8
Encroachment 6 0 0 0
3.10-3.30 3 0 1 0 4
3.4 and above 30 9 3 0 42
Total 46 10 4 0 60
Vikramgad | Landless 15 3 6 0 24
Encroachment 2 1 0 0 3
3.10-3.30 7 1 0 12
3.4 and above 10 8 0 20
Total 34 10 15 0 59
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Dahanu: Out of 29 households who owned 3.4 acres or more land, 41.4% reported that
MGNREGA participation had reduced the migration and another 31% reported that their family
members had never migrated before inception of MGNREGA also.

Of the total participant households interviewed, 20 households owned land between 3.10
acres and 3.30 acres. Among these households, 60% reported that participation in MGNREGA
had reduced the migration of their family members.

Seven households had encroached the government land. Of these, 57.1% stated that
MGNREGA participation reduced the migration of their family members

Among the five landless households, 40% reported a decline in migration after
MGNREGA participation.

Jawhar: In Jawhar taluka, 36 households owned 3.4 acres or more land. Of these, 66.7%
reported that MGNREGA participation had no effect on the migration of their family members
and a meager 8.3% of the households had never migrated before inception of MGNREGA also.

There were 10 households each which were identified as landless households and
households with encroached land. 50% of the households in each of these categories accepted
that MGNREGA participation reduced the migration of their family members.

There were four households that owned land between 3.10 acres and 3.30 acres. Of these,
30% reported no effect of MGNREGA participation on their migration and another 25% of the
households had never migrated before inception of MGNREGA also.

Mokhada: Of the total households surveyed, in Mokhada, highest number of households
(42) owned 3.4 acres or more of land. Among these, 71.4% of the households reported positive
effect of MGNREGA participation on migration.

Among the eight landless households identified, only 12.5% of the households migrated
for search of works even after engaging in MGNREGA works.

All the six households with encroached land accepted that MGNREGA participation
reduced the migration of their family members. (See table no. 8.3 and figure no. 8.12)

Out of four households owning land between 3.10 acres and 3.30 acres, 75% of the
households stated that MGNREGA participation reduced their migration and the remaining 25%
of the households never migrated before the inception of MGNREGA also.

Vikramgad: 62.5% of the 24 landless households, 66.7% of the 3 households with
encroached land, 58.3% of the 12 households owning land between 3.10 acres and 3.30 acres and
50% of the 20 households owning 3.4 acres or more land accepted the positive role of

MGNREGA participation in reducing the migration of their family members
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Irrespective of the amount of land owned in all the four talukas, majority of the

participants in all the four talukas reported decline in migration due to participation in

MGNREGA works. However, only in Jawhar taluka, majority of the households owning 3.4

acres or more of land reported no effect of MGNREGA participation on their migration. The

most favourable effect of MGNREGA participation among all the talukas was witnessed in

Mokhada taluka wherein 35.11% of the participant households agreed to the fall in migration due
to MGNREGA participation. The second taluka that reported positive effect of MGNREGA on
migration was Vikramgad with 25.96% households stating a fall in migration after MGNREGA.

4.3 Migration Status of the Households on the basis of Occupation

Table No. 3: Migration status of Participant Households on the basis of Occupation (in

numbers)
Participant Households
Taluka Occupation Has the migration of your family members reduced after the | Total
MGNREGA jobs?
Yes No Never migrated before also NA

Dahanu Service 0 0 1 1

Agricultural 27 20 1 2 50

Labour

Self-employed 3 0 7 0 10

Total 30 20 9 2 61
Jawhar Service 0 1 0 0 1

Agricultural 20 32 6 0 58

Labour

Student 1 0 0 0 1

Total 21 33 6 0 60
Mokhada | Service 1 0 0 0 1

Agricultural 45 9 4 0 58

Labour

Agriculture 0 1 0 0 1

Total 46 10 4 0 60
Vikramgad | Agricultural 33 9 12 0 34

Labour

Self-employed 0 1 0 0 1

Agriculture 1 0 3 0 4

Total 34 10 15 0 59
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Of the total participant households interviewed in all the talukas, majority number of
households were agricultural labourers in all the talukas. In Dahanu - 50 households, in Jawhar -
58 households, in Vikramgad - 54 households and in Mokhada - 58 households were engaged as
labourers in agricultural sector.

77.6% of agricultural labourers in Mokhada, 61.1% in Vikramgad, 34.5% in Jawhar and
54% in Dahanu reported fall in the migration of their family members due to participation in
MGNREGA works.

However, 40% of agricultural labourers in Dahanu, 55.2% in Jawhar, 15.5% in Mokhada
and 16.7% in Vikramgad continued to migrate inspite of participation in MGNREGA works.

Agriculture was the main occupation for very few households. In Dahanu and Jawhar
talukas, no household interviewed reported agriculture as their main occupation. Only one
household in Mokhada and four households in Vikramgad reported agriculture as their main
occupation. Of these, only 25% of the households in Vikramgad stated that the migration of their
family members had reduced due to participation in MGNREGA works and the remaining 75%
never migrated before the inception of MGNREGA also. In Mokhada, the one household that
depended on agriculture reported no effect of MGNREGA work on the migration of their family
members.

One household each from Dahanu, Jawhar and Mokhada has service as their main
occupation. However, only the household in Mokhada reported positive effect of MGNREGA
prticipation on migration. The households in Dahanu and Jawhar reported no effect of
MGNREGA participation on migration.

In Dahanu and Vikramgad talukas, ten households and one household respectively were
self-employed. Of the 10 households, 30% in Dahanu reported fall in migration due to
MGNREGA participation and the rest 70% never migrated before inception of MGNREGA also.
In Vikramgad, the said one household reported no effect of MGNREGA on migration; the family
members still continued to migrate inspite of MGNREGA participation.

5. Conclusion

The extent to which MGNREGA can curb migration depends upon the degree of
implementation of MGNREGA in those regions. The findings of the study reflect that
participation in MGNREGA was responsible for fall in the migration of their family members.
Efforts need to be undertaken to educate such households about the provisions of the Act.
Extensive MGNREGA works need to be undertaken in all talukas in order to provide works to

all households uniformly.
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