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fhe present stu~ 18 an attempt to test emp1r1ca'U.y 

Whether there :ls 8.nJ justUlcation 1ft the J:inotheses that 

"lzuli(lll ltbsUms a:re backward"'• . It is &rSUed that it 1s 

UDSoientifio to treat !bslima as 8ft itldependent national 

category, homogenous in lts tntemal structure, end lnt~ 

acting w1 tb other, national aategorles. It is fUrther 

argued that :l t 1s regions Which develop or ¥-Eaa:ln UDdep.. 

developed• and classes which flourish at the expetise of 

other classes, and that development or underdevelopment 

cannot be studied in terms of religious coumrun1 ties. 

The eity of Ahmedabad bas been chosen as the region 

tor testins the bJpothesis because ot the historical role 

played in her development b;v tlusl1m arti.saus and craftsmen, 

and the ava.UabU1 tv ot almost uninterzupted data for the 
' - -

last hudred. years or so W1 th commurd.ty.wise breall:l-up. 

fhese reasons make 1 t. easy to et\143" the changing trends 

over t1me. 

The fi:ret chapter deals with the rise of the city, 

the growth o'f bandicrafts and trade1 the :MTiwl of the 

!ri tish and the establishment ct a co10Dial $COllo»l1• the 

results o'f the economic policies persue4 bJ the British on 

the trades and crafts of the city, the position of the 
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rich and the poor among the ~s and lllelfme alike, 

ad the differences 1n the socio-economlo !Jld demographic " 

obaracter1sttcs ot the !lbslims end tb• ncm..Mlslims 

etc. 

The emergins pattern provides the basis against 

v.tttoh the present situation is '9'lewed. Chapters· II an4 
.. 

III show the ohausea that have been brought about in the 

spheres of sooio-economtc and del'llogra.pbic parametres. 

The rela.ttve pnei t1on ot the JIQ.811mS ta t9f~DS ot e4ucat1on, 

employment, and $ducate4 unemployed rio. has beel'l studied 

and ooncluaione ·haVe then been drawn to be tested agtd.nst 

the !Jn>otbesis., 

!Lbe stud~ suffer~ on accoUJ'lt of the llon-ave.:l11b111t7 

of comparitlve tmd time-series data. Notw1thste.n41ns such 

11mi tat1ons the conclusions asoert that :tt more aetatlet 
empirical work were to be done it will reveal that (l) it 

is not as a religious CO!Dtt\unity tba:t tb.e &slime- are 

backward or developed, an! (2) that they are as heterogenou 

in their 1nternal structure as ~ other C'Oilll.mmity. 
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"Mtlslims in India" is a much researched, and much 

more misunderstood topic of social science enquiry in India 

t~. The whole gamut of surveys, papers, research works, 

enquiries and the tvhole genre of published works has laid 

1\bpha.sis on one or the other features ot the "peoul:f.ar1t1os"· 

inherent 1n the 'Muslim Problem•. It is the contention of 

this researcher that much of this has been innocently done, 

but there is also a certain amount of conscious effort to 

either divert attention from the crucial problems Which the 

Muslims share with others or to deD3' their existence 

altogether. 

!~here have been basically three entirely diverse 

and essentia.l.ly contradictory approaches towards an 

understanding of what has come to be known. as the MUslim 

Problem in India. Firstly, its genesis is explaizled 1n 

terms of the Government and the 1ndividua.ls responat ble 

for implementing developmental schemes having discJ:iminated 

against the Mu.slims; and thus !hsllms having been prevented 

from reaping any gains from. developmental planning at lerge.1 

Seoondl7, the psychological make-up of the Abalim community -

• 1 ts conservatism and its socio-cultural. ethos which have 

1 .. Imtiaa Ahmad (quoting x. L. Gs.uba), ,. Economic and 
Social Change" in Zafar Imam \Gd.), fsti'J~ 

. in Inde,, <orient Longmsns, rrew Delh ~ ~9 ) , 
PP• 2J )2. 
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prevented it from benefiting from the eoonom1o development 

of the country. The third argument ru.ns along the line that 
• 

Muslims have benef1 ted from planned economic development 
' 

equally auccesstull.y as other sections of the Indian 

population. All the three approaches to the study of 

the Muslim problem treat the cODUflUl'li ty e.e a monolithic 

unit, 1enor1ng the various socio-economic and political 

differences \vi thin the COnllDllni ty • and thu.s thfJl' attempt 

to .find all embracing solutions to problGDts which are 1D 

essence not common to all section~;~> of the community. The 

concept that 1lusl1ms constitute a separate national stream 

in~$raoting w1 th other religions or other groups Which 

constitute other natioi'JBl streams is a concept inspired by 

imperialist and colonial tradi t1ons of aeholarsh1p.2 1h1a 

.trend of 'pre-1947 vintage' bas found devout adherents and 

followers 1n communalist politicians a.s also some well

meanina scholars who have operated v.d. thin this framevJOrk 

of 'Anglo-SUon' scholarship. The academic endeavours ot 

most of these scholars have created. a situation which is 
. 
marked by the absence of any logical approach being taken 

1n the stu.., of this probl«Q.' 



The biggest draWback w1 th all these studies is 

the tact that they have without a11,1 major ~ept:l.ons, 

!pored one important, in fact the most important feature 

of the process ot socio-economic devel.opment •. namely; 

that it 1s regions that develop or remain underdeveloped, 

that certain classes develop While keeping others baCt-. . 

ward and underdeveloJed.. 1be process of development 

takes place by and large w1 thout regartl to religious 

catagoriea, and therefore studying and trying to explaJ.n 

development or back\vardness 1n. terms of the religious 

beliefs of the community concerned is utterly unse1enttf1o. 

It is possible tha. t in a givet1 area, the two categories, 

1. e., the poor and the !1tsl1ms may oo:tncide, but there 

is no Qmsal relationship between the two • ... l . . . • . 

The present study has taken upon itself the task 

of trying to look at this problem 1n the light of 

~vaUabl ~ data f%'orn bo~h priqtary ru::td seocnda:ry sources. 

The oi ty of Ahmedabad has been selected a.sthe area 

of study and the data available on the ei ty would be 

used to at least partly test the validity or otherwise 

of thi hypothesis that "1&.el1ms in India qre more backward 

than the rest of the populationu. T.he choice of the area 

3 
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has been governed both by the specific historical past 

of' the city, the role played by Muslims in its development 

and by the e.vailabil1 ty of data. 

Ahmedabad was, at the time of the e.rr1val of the 

British, an !mporta11.t commereial and 'industrial' city' 

a.rtd has through time retained this character of be:tng 

ODe of the important cities of the litd~sub continent. 

The concentration on a substantive scale ot the textile . 

indust!7, of Muslims in this end allied industries, their 

level ot development .in toms of litera.ey, employment 

etc. are pa.rameteres on which ~formation on a 11mi ted 

scale is aVailable tor this area and this would facili.tate 

putting the above mentioned h,1pothes1s to emper1cal test. 

The basic source of information on the situation 

1n the 18th and 19th centuries 1n this region is the 

Gazetteer of ·Bombay' hesideney, Vol• IV, published 1n 

18791 the information has bee~ supplemented from 

secondary sources like work done on the c:t.tr of Ahmedabad 

by contemporary scholars as also through more recent 

wr1 tibgs on the city and the surrounding reg1on. 

The Gaaetteer supplies information on demography, 

education, employment, residence, medical and public 

health se~iceaeto. for·total population as also on religious 



communities separately and this information forms the 

backbone of the chapter that deals with developments 

in the Pro-British and British period. 

5 

For the modern period information has been collected 

from the special. report of the Census report on the city 

of Ahmedabad, and the district Census handbook of 

Ahmedabad. These two volwnea have made available the 

total population figures for demographic and eoonomie 

part.ttnete:rs. These have been compared with the returns 

for Muslims. 

~e data on Muslims hae been provided by the office 

of the Regiet!"ai"-General, Census Operations, New Delhi. 

fbts data \~ generated through & special pro3eot on the 

~&slims of five selected regionsnamely the o1 ties of 

Ahmedabad; Hyderabad, Madras and Calcutta and the rural 

areas of tvJenty•four-Pat'ganas. From this the d.a.ta for 
• 

Ahmedabad Muslims has been utilieed 1n ohapte!'-II and. III 

of the present study. 'l'.b.e data has beeu compiled 1n the 

·shape ot the following tablest 

TABLLBI - Workers and Non-Workers 
classified by eex and 
broad age-groups 

TABLE-BIII 
(part-A) 

'l'ABLE-BIV 
{part-B) 

-
-

Industrial classification 
ot Workers and Nora-Workers 
by educational levels in 
urban Ql"eas only 

Indust.r1n1. classification 
by sex and class of Workers 
of persons at work 1D no:D.-
household industry • trade, 
business, profession or 
service 



TABL:S.BVIII 
(part-A} 

TABLE-BIX 

fABLF-CII 

'l'ABLE.. 911; Ir 

-' 
--
-

Persons unemployed aged 15 
and above by sex, broad age
groups and educational level 
1n urban areas only 

I ' 

Persons not at work classified 
by sex,_ broad age-groups and 
type of .activity 

Age and Marital status 

Age• sex and eduoati_,n 1n 
urban areas onlY. 

The above tables give information on the posl tion 

of the Httslims living in a of the 29 wards of the city. 

These wards account .fo'r 57f. of the total MUslims of the 

city. OUt of the eight warda, covered by the special 

Mtlsl.1m Project, at least four, i.e., Raikhad, Kalupur• 

Daritll"llr I end Shahpur II fall within an area -that has· 

been the heart ot the city since the late 1850s. fbe 

other four wards though for long suburbs of the city did 

not come within the Municipal limits of· the· city, till 

f~irly recently. - ·The wards of Dar1apur-Kazipur1 Shaher

Kotda:, Asarva aro lla.khiya.l are l6ea.teci in an area most 

of which me incorporated within the> city by the late 
. ' 

1930s, though enlargements continued till as late as 1956. 

In the case o.t Asarva and Re.kh:f.yal, boundary extensions 
# 

' 
\vere made even in 1958. Asarva 8l'ld Rakhiya.l are the only 

war.ds that do not toueh the fort mlls. The other two 

i.e., DariaP'Ul'-ICazipur and Shahar-XotdA, are adjacent to 

the city wall and have obviously been in existence longer 

than the other two. 

6 



The very fact that the geographical location of 

the wards divides them into two clear halves would 

indicate that the trends projected by the present stuey 

would not be biased in favour of either the old city or 

that of its later extensions. And, therefore the results 

of the study' can. w1 th a fair amount of aocuracr, be 

taken to be valied on the con41 tiona of the Uuslirns living 

outside the eight wards also. 

7 

Statistically speaking also a 25% sample is considered 

f'airl.1' rel;lable for drawing fruitfUl couolusions, the 

data which we are dealing with is not a sample, but 1t 

covers more than 57% of the total Muslim population of the 

city and thus the results can be taken to be fairly reliable. 

T.abla-A would show the position of the MUslims as a perc~ 
-

tage of the tot~ population of the \vard concerned. as a 

percentage of the total. Muslim population ot the 8 wards 

and a.s a per,centage of the total Mnsl:lr:l population ot the 

city- of Ahmedabad. 

, For a fruitful eompari tive study, 1 t would have 

been better had data been a:vailable for the eight warda 
. 

for the non-Muelims also in the same parameters ,as 

those tor whioh data on !rbelims has been generated. Btlt 

unfortunately this data. is not available and the norms 

for the MUslims have had to be compared with the norms 

tor the total population of the city, and at times wen with 

the norm for the total urban population of Ahmedabad district. 
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. P,BLE • A 

f ' I ,, · 1 

Baiklaai, - ,,-- n 41,677 19,380 ,,.54 18.97 10.86 

~.1 :31,380 12,940 46 .. ~ 12.67 7.25 

llB!Im&r I 43,678 19,119 43.77 18.71 10.?2 

Sh@hpur .ZI 54,512 12,361 2, •. 59 12.10 6.9, 

Daria.pul'-
.Kuinur gg,m a,lll a.~, 1.94 4.55 
~ 

§;o:t@Ag.·. 44,705 12,021 26.89 11.77 6.74 

Asma, 1,07.,,76· 7,329 6.83 7.'17 4·11 

llSb~~· 82,926 10,901 13.15 10.67 6.11 

The compa:r:l.son.s therefore suffer from some obVious ehort-com!nea, 

the most glaring o:f' which are (1) ·that intra-ward difference 

between Mu.slims and nor~-Jiu.slitns cannot b8 comparedr and ( 11) that 

l!uslims are included in the norm for the total population,. and :1 t 

is largely due to the latter that we have had to 1.snore all marginal 

differences between the norms for· the Muslims and the total 

population. and only veey large differences have been considered 

significant. 

file ·l.ast of the ahort-comings of the dqta is the absence 

o:t time series information. 1h1s prevents a temporal stucly of 

changing patterns. 



The study is thus constrained and limited in its 

general iaationa. 'l'he factor in favour is the large 

population size of the data, which makes it possible to 

draw at least some conclusions. fhe limitations .tmposed 

are due largely to abse2:1ce of data and the stuay should be 

seen only in the light of these liraita.tions. 

1'he conclusions arrived e.t :J.n spite of the llnd.ta

tions of data a.t'e meaningful and by and large statiat1ea.lly 

valid, they at least stress the need to study thG problem 

in greater dept.h, both on the tetnpo:ral and spatial planes. 

9 

The present study will consist in comparing the 

Ahmedabad district (urban areas), Ahmedabad city or wardwise 

norm where available 1 tor the various parameters to the 

position of the Muslims 1n those parameters. Where permitted 
.. -

by data lhelim-non-Mu.slim differences Will be compared and 

studied. 

The faet that detailed data for MuSlims a:n.d non

Muslims is available only for one point of time, i.e., 

1961, will greatly restrict the scope of drawing general.ly 

applicable conclusions, but this limitation w.Ul, to an 

extent,. be removed by referring to eecon~ sources of data 

in order to till in information gaps as and when perm! tted 

by the nature of the data available• and a:Lso by seek:1l'lg to 

give emphasis to historical processes whioh have led to the 

present situation. 
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. 
It is the contention of the researcher thatt it the 

prosen.t study underlines the need to look ·anew at the 

problem in order to put it to a more serious and rigorous 
. -

teat, taking 1nto account the major socio-economic develop.. 

menta over time, before any oonolt.ts ione are sought to be 

drawn, then it would have tulfillad ita objeotive. 

The stuc!y would, therefore, begin by studying the 

political, social and economic processes at work in the 

o1ty before the arrival of the Iiritish• The role pl83ed 

in this and the latter period by M.tallms to the develcpraent 

of the city. The development, rise or deol.tne, of the 

economic actiVities in which MUslims have traditionall¥ 
. " ' 

engaged themselves 111 this area·. The chaneif,lg share ot 

the Maslim population to the population o:t the city, their 

post tion in terms of avatlabili ty of educa.t1ollal faoi11 ties, 

social amenit:les etc.; and tbl d1vorgen~ee 1n the 

demographic eharaoterist~cs of the MUslims When compared to 

total population t:md non-Mu.slila populatioD• and the :Implications 

ot these divergences. The conatderation of the above would 

constitute the first chapter. 

1ho two chapters thai follow "'Ul deal with the 1961 

data ott Ahmedabad ei ty and 'Will compare the posi ~ion o:t 

Muslims in various pl.lrmn:etres to that of the non-Maslitrls or 
to that of the total population where data on the former is 

not avail.e.ble. 
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'l'ha former of' the two chapters would consist of 

two sections-the first will 'be e. ooinparison of demographic 

aspects like the age and sex structure of the population of 

the Muslims to that of the non-lalalims total poptlatiOJh 

This will bring out whether significant differences exiSt 

between the Muslims and non-lt\sl.iltJ$. In the latter· part ot 

this sE»>~tion an attempt would be mnde to explain those 

differences 1D the ligh.t of the proeesa ot development 

through which the lmslims of the area under stu.ay haVe 

passed.. The second section would deal with soclel parametres 

· an4 will cover para.matres like total married• ~ied and 

widowed etc. as a p1•oportim1 of the tote.l population in 

different age-groupe. Thi.e section woul.d also deal w1 th 

the extent of child marriages, the living conditions of the 

;popu.la. tion of the Jfbelims in ·comparison w1 th that of the 

total population. file laat seen in the light of the spatial 
A 

diStr1bu tion of the Hu.sums of Ahmedabad 1n terms of 

oc011pa.t1onal status is likely to bring into light int~eattng 

relat1onBhips whiCh might substantially effect the conclusions 

that this atudy neeke to arrive at or roj eot.-

!he latter chapter would deal with the socio-economic 
• 

parametres of the MueJJ.m population of the eight (B) 'Wards . 
ot Ahmedabad in comparison 'w;t th the non-Mttslims and I .or 

total population. The first p~ would seek to bring to 

light dif'f'ere~ces, if any, and the latter· woul~ tJillS.l.yse 

these in t!te light of past trends. This cha}>tar would deal 

with the sectoral distribution of the work force, the 

ertent of education and literacy, the extent of educated 
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unemployed, 1n . particular and total unemploJed 1n general, 

and the occupa. tional structure of the working force ate. 

If the present study tncU.catas granter incidence 

of aoe1 o.-eoonomio backwardness among JaUslirao, even then 
' 

in tb.e opinion of the researcher the back\'lardno.oa of 

Mttsl1ms cannot be substa:tntivel.y eatablish~~a. In attch "' 

s1 tuatton defin.i te statements cannot be made unless one 

goes into the class composition of tho Musl:lma and when 

this ts· done, wbich will not be possible in the pres&nt 

study, 1 t would be seen that certain sections are poor and 

backward, not because tb.ey are JIJ.lelirns, but because they 

belong to a particular class which CJons1a·ha net only ot 

Muslima~t but nf the poor the 4epr1'\7'ated and the backWard 

of all. the :r.eligions. And this would lead to exposing · 

the fruitlessnese of treating the MUslims as a seperete 

•national stream•, or as an. independent sub-unit, homogeneous 

in its internal structttre and inter-e.ctine with other 'national 

stroe.lnn' (other x-eligioua communi tt. ea) whioh 1t1 tum ~e 

homogeneous in their internal st:r.uotu.re. 



CHAPTER •.. I 

We will study the developments in the oi ty in some 

detail only in the 19th and 20th centuries, but in order 

~o comprehend the forces at work in. the region a basic 

understanding of the developments upto the 19th centur.r 

is essential. We will analyse these processes in the follow

ing pages. The information is baaed on secondary sources 

like liietno1rs and the Ga.z.etteor of the Bombay Presidency, 

a.a also on works done ht recent times on the city a.a it 

was immediately after the occupation by the British. 

This chapter would give a historical background of 

the growth of the city. The rise and growth of its 

population, ite religious and sex eomposition, and the 

extent of migration etc. The impact of the economic 

policies pursued by the • Companyn, their repuroussione on 

the trade, :J.ndustey an.d crafts of the city, and the creation 

of the infrastructura.l facilities so necessary for~ 

industrial town. 

An attempt would be made_ to study the operation of 

socio-economic processes that bring out a continuation ot 

connectionebetween various factors, which would help in 

obtaining a clearer understanding of the situation that now 

exists. 



14 

The 01;tzr 

i'he sea-coast settlements in Otlja.ra t have for a long 

time been important trading centres. Traders are known to 

have been settled in these trade marts of the west Indian 

~ea.-coast from \vhere they carried much of the e'ea-borne 

trade across the Ind1an-Ocean.1 

Arab geographers and traders of the 9th ~d lOth 

centuries ·speak of self-administered colonies (of traders) . . 

with centuries ot history bebind them. Bbarauch, JUtlagadh, 

Khambha.t ( Qunba.y) and Surat etc. were important trading 

centrsin the 7th and 8th centuries A.D. Arab and Pers1en 

traders lived not only 1n coastal marts but also in in-land 

tomts. Inscriptions record the conatruetion of amosque 

by a family of traders in Cambq in A.D. 1218 and by a. . -
sh1p..master in Somnath Paten 1n A.D. 12642• 

The Somnath Patan inscription. is ver.y significant 1n 

as much a.s it gives direct evidence not only of the. emergence, 

but also ot the social importance, ot trade and occupation 

guilds in a developed mercantile community with its own forms 

of social organisation. In the above mentioned inscription at 

Somnath-Patan an arrangement has been. detailed out tor the 

management of the mosqUe trust which ha.d to be jointly run 

by members of various tlamJ':ts or oongr~egations J2allel.y', that of 

2. 

See S'fagttsult gt Bom§:z jTQ§~dm:uu;, Jgl' 11. i Abme§}la&J, 
Govt. Central. Preas, Bombay, 1879 also R. c. 

.DLU· 

Mazumdar m s. c. Misra, fe~itmmunJ.1i&l&m fL1a,mt, 
Preliminary Studies 1n te s ory and .ciS: 
Organisation, (ASIAPUB House, london), 1964 • 
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the owners and commanders of ships e.nd sailors, that of the 

o~J.-men of the town with their Kbil&lb the. t of UU.Sltm 

Lime-Workers etc.' It is evident that by the l'th century 

the Muslim Oommuni ty had grown. out of its orig.inal limit of 

· a trading community. Tbere were now in the communit7 Dot 

only wealthJ traders, shippers and see,.f'aring men but also a 
sieeable po,Pilla tion ot 1nd1 genously employed persons like 

oil preaE:iers1 litzle-workers and masons as also other hetrogenous 

groups of people with miscellaneous occupations. It is at 

this time that the conqu.est ot Guje.rat opend the way to a 

large-scale 1nflt1x from the north. 4 

It is during this period of rapid economic and socio

political changes tbat Ahmedabad groew 1n importance and came 

to occupy the pos1 tion of eminanoe among the oommeroial 

centres of the medioval world which 1 t retained upto the end 

of the eighteenth century and probably till later. Farishta 

described Ahmedabad as the handsomest city 1n H1ndoostqn1 

and perhaps in the world.5 

Ahmedabad was founded by SUltan Ahmed Shah of Oujara.t 

in A. D. 1411 near the ancient trading centx-e ... Asa.val (or 

Aee.palli or Jrarnavati). Ahmed Shah encouraged merchants, 

.weavers and skilled craftsmen to come to Ahmedabad and make 

Ibid. 
JbM., P• l3 
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.t t a flourishing commercial and 1ndustr1a.l city. Between 

the earlY fifteenth and the early siXteenth centuries 

Ahmedabad grew and developed its trade and crafts. ihe 

de~ of the Gujara.t Sultanate bad its impaot on the 

capital and Ahmedabad passed through. a period of decl1ning 

trade and indust17 through most of the sixteenth centu171 

the Portugese intertermaee with its export and import trade 

from OQmb~ Port also contributed substantiall1 to tbe 

decline of the e.1 ty tor this period of· sixty years or so. 

The incorporation of Guje.ra.t in the !4lghal lbpire tn A-.D. 

1572 and the political stabilit,y resulting from it led 

to a recovery of -the crafts and trade of the oity. This 

trend continued bf and large unhampered till the etght.eenih 
. . 

century When the disintegration of the Ahgba.l tinpire left 

in its wake a city which was losing the V0%7 economic basis 

of its surviftl. 

9!1$ political power 1n the city oha:nsed hands thrice 

between A.D. l7'a and lB'7. ·This political instability 

advers]3 _.effected the economy of the :reSion and the city' 
li:"'..·. 

wfnt into decline from which it emerged much later With M 

entire~ changed econoJQ' .. 

According to population estimates give:a 1n the 

Gaaetteer of Bomba;r Presidency 1879, the population of 
' 

Ahmedabad in the ye93/' 1780 wa.s 1n tbe celghbourhoOt\, ot 1;00,000 



souls of which an estimated 66 percent or around 66 ,ooo 
were Ulsl:tms. 6 

17 

!lhe plague and pestilence Which stalked Rajasthal'l 

a.nd Guja:rat. between 1813 and 31315 reduced the population of 

Ah.r.nedaba.d b7 half and the 1817 w.rvq recorded a population 

of 80;1000 ot vmich lese than 401 000 were tttslims• 7 As has 

already been .noted the period between 1780 and 1817 was a 

period. of poli t:l.eat turmoil, the attacks and victories of 

the ~1es of the Peshwa in Onjarat led to a large acale 

mtgra tion of Bleliln artisans ~tsmen, We&VGrS and the 

nobUi ty out of Ahmedabad to SUrat and other fl.our1shins 

et ties 1n the western ~istriots o'f India., 8 iboush no 

reliable fi~Jt"S are ave.ilable for this period, the 1824 

survey reportlM 22,282 HindUs and 691' lbeltms. It is 

ptobable that the population ot musl.ime had fallen faster 

in the late 18th century,' s1nce ma1'13' of thf officials and 

the military officers had, W1 th their retainers le~t th., 

city to ito new rulers .. 'lhe Peshwaa·. 

The djcline of the muslim families of 'high-status* 

continu.ed under the British. There were no longer the 

open:t.nga tor muslim countries, officials• eoholare and sol41ers 

6. Op.Cit., Gaaefrteer, 1879• 

7. ~-
'a. Forbes; Qrisnj;al. Memg1J:§, 
9. ,Op. Oit. • fhe OaaGtteer of Bomba_v Preaidoruw, lB79. 
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that the Ahnledaba.d Sal tana.te had prov1ded.10 fhe percentage 

of Hindus and Je.ins in the population of the c.f. ty rose from 

76. :Sl percent in 1624 to 79.24 percent in lS72. 

Like other pre-modern cities, Ahmedabad also could 

not :replenish its population without immi.g:rat1on from the 

rural areas. '!he excess of deathS ove» births waa balanced 

by the drift into the oit7 of SOUle of the rural populatU..n. 

Ma.ny of these brought their familiae into the city or sent 

for them later.11 Hewlett, 12 in his report in lB72 noted 

&e!P-•a...,lat• that there were $8477 males and 58,,96 females 

in Ahmedabad, "an equality of sexes" which he found • remarkable 

for an Indian city' • 

The population of Ahmedabad wasessentlal.ly e. rooted 

urban population and was not made up of a large number of 

floating individuals. Ve%7 few agriculturists lived 1n the 

o:J. ts .13 The labolU\1!-torce ot Ahmedabad was more settl.ed thaD 

that of Bombay or other parts ot India. It wasnoted tor 

18921 "In Ahmedabad and Surat only does there seem to be a 

permanant class of workers who do not look forward to going 

back to aericulture•.14 Ahmedabad was the ol'lly great centre 

10. Op. Cit., X. L. Gillion, Almsnlilad! A Sb4i in ,IMII 
Yrlzan His'fion, 19GB. 

11. Ibid.. p. 28 

12. Op. Cit., Gazetteer. Vol. IV; 1879 section on. Population. 

13• Op. Cit., X. L. Gillion, P• 28. 

14. Bombay Presidencial Report on the working of the Ind1a.rl 
Factor.ieG Act.J 1892; see also Gill:l.on 1ll,&4. 
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of the cotton industry that possessed What could be called 

a sepera te mill population. 1be Ahmedabad Mill Owners' 

Association told the Royal Oo~mission on ~bour in 1929 

that so percent of their worJG;.torce was permanent, that only 
' 

10 percent to 20 percent w~nt to their villages for a short 

while during the festivals and that most of the workers bad 

brought the~ families to the ci ti •15 · 

The more settled character of the po!>ulation of 

AhDledaba.d in general end that of the labolll\-f'ource 1n 

particular, When compared to Bombq, was reflected in the 

proportion o~ the sexes 1n the two cities. AocordinB to 

1921 CGnsus there were 765 tema~es to ever, 1000 ma.lea 1n 

Ahmedabad; whereas in Bomba,- there were only 525. It r!UQ'. be 

noted that the large migration of male workers into Ahmedabad . . 
since the late 19th century had greatly' altered the earlier 

al tua:tion as is reflected in the following table ( ib.ble-1.1). 

YEAR 

1881 

1891 

1901 

1911 

7.p.ble.11~ 

Alfi!PABAD 

Females Per thousand Males 

1,010 

937 

919 

844 

Report of the Ro~ Oomm1saion on Labour, 1929 
.tn X.L. GUlion laU• 
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The 1921 Census also pro'\ddes figures on the proportion 

of m.igrants to the total population of Ahmedabad city • In 

1921 ou.t ot ev!ry 1000 persons 1n the city 603 bel been 

b"Orn within Ahmedabad district, 128 in D:troc!a State, 73 in 

Rajputana, 54 1n lra.thiawar, and 40 in Ka.iral the rest came 

from other parts of the country and from foreign la.nda.16 

From among the cotton woi"kers very few came from outside 

Gu3arat.. Figures for 1926 state that 20 percent of the 

cotton mill-workers were bo:m within the c.t.ty (including 
\ 

Muslim weave~s and some of the Phed spizmere). 25 percent 

were bom el;sewhere ill Ahmedabad d.istr1ot, 20 perc$llt in 

Baroda, 10 percent 1n Rajpu.tana, 5 percent in Ka.thta~, 

10 percent elsewhere 1ft Gu3arat, 5 percent in the Deccan 

and Konkan, and 5 percent elaewhere. The Ahmedabad Mill 

OWner•!- · Assoc1a tion intomed the Royal Commission on Labour 

in 1929 that SO percent of their labour was dra.tm trcm 

within 50 miles of the city. The 1nmi8rants to the cit, 

who viQ:rked in the cotton textile industry included ·1Dall7 

landless labourers• such as cUuuis and handloom weavers 

like the Van~@, who could no longer make a living in the 

village. laa.i@Jih Wg.Qtt:ig, and ,lg.tjeidAJ" weavers also made a 

ta.ir contribution to the cotton.-miJ.l,..working population 

in the city of Ahmedabad. 

16. For information on this and relAted matter see 
:s:. L.- Gill1on, Op. C1t. Chapter '~ 



\
-----\ 

DISS 
305.6971095475 

I H2733 So 

\1 I II 1111\11 I I \\111\H:\U\1 . . 
I G390~ 
\__~-- ~....----=-~-

21 

'.the textile mills brought about a great increase 1n 

the population of the city both by providing opportunities 

of employment for those w1 thin the city, and thus ~ecking 

any exodusof population end by attracting tDan3" new-comers

workers for the mills, as also tra.clera and artisans to 

serve the expanding population. 1'he growth of population 

adjusted for int~cenea.l' changes in municipalbounda.ries,. 

between the 7ear 1872 and 1911 is Shown 1n the following 

table ( Table-1.2). 

YEAR 

1872 

1881 

1891 

1901 

1911 

Source: 

:t'&Ut:lae2 
MiiEDAIAJ? pPPIJiii i'l';QI 

~7a:J.W 

1,_28,505 

1,,7,041 

1,59.,66 

1,99,609 

21S2,777 

.census of India Vol. IX (1921) 

Adjusted to changing. boUl)~~~ep. of (liY:.S) 
the city by X. L. G1UioJl11( Op •. C~ • -;o 

Y T~(Q;1)·4.4. 364-\- O-z.. ~~'-1'7 . ~( \0~·~\!)t~ 
' ,j \ )l, /. ,.., 

.§ettl.pt?nt,st Dl s. s ~P-r'--"// / 
0. G- 39o:Sct 

EoQJlomio-Stm;t;&UraUoulDistJ::flmti® qg ~»n'at1.oa: Like 

most traditional cities, the social divisions of the popula

tion were reflected in the lay-out ·Of the c:l.ty. Members of 

one guUd livl!d and worked in one house-group known as a. 'Pol' , 
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with the-poor and the 'low-castes• ~ving 1n big clusters: 

1n extremely crowded localities. The impoverished Jmslim 

weaver was 1llvar1ably found in the neighbourhood of the 

D!eg spinner, \\ho was considered such a. low caste that 

When 1 t was :round that one member of this caste had found 

a. job in a mill by hiding his caste name, all the other workers· 

went on a strike till he \1as removed. And since this caste 

had speoiaUsed in spinning cotton yarn the spUming sections 

in most mills were separated from the matn buildings. '.L'he 

lJsllm tre.a.er on the other hand lived a life of ease and 

plenty, l.iving il'l well proteet.ed houses often in close 

proximity of the l!UB' -,bmlnl of the city, but SY&ll among 

the Dobras the petty sh.op.keeper aild trader did not enjoy a 

similar position in the ~eirarabf of soctal diviSions, Whioh 

Wa.s accorded to hie more successfUl brethern-. 

Bte Gazetteer provides :lulportant information on the 

socio-economic status of the inhabitants of Ahtnedaba.dt on 

those who lived in the municipal divieione Within the old 

walls as alSo on thoae Who lived in the suburbs. Description 

ot uses whioh households were put to also throws some light 

on the nature of economic orsantso.tion of city-. Sudl . . 

informaCion as is relevant for the present etuq 1s being 

eiven below.: 

Before the establishment of the rmmicipality 1n the 

1870s the tovm w1 thin the \Valls was divided into n.tneteen wards. 

This area., on the introduction of the tnnnioi_pality, vm.s 
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reorganised into tour wardsJ Bhabpura 1n the B'or~West. 

I>a.ryapura. in the North-kst, Kbad1a iD the South-East, and 

Jamalpura in the South-West. Outside the citY' there were 

over a hundred settlements, some of Which had been deserted, 

of the remaining only sixtee1.1 were settlements ot atlJ' conse

quence, a description of the conditions Within these as also 

of the tour wards within the walls has been given 1Jl the 

following section ( Table-1.,) • 

. 11.\lA.e:l·l 
i4RD VtiJi.E .. .Rl§fiiBUUOI Ql B?.PJZH.~IOI §HQ!l;IQ ,JiU1.ml8 
Ql HOJl§l§a ,QA§fm Ali}) OQCUPWOlf OF fOPYLAmtf 

Name ot Ward: Population l . , ·. RQ,us.m ........ l Caste Structllre: Occupation of 
: · t Sin..,., e I Double : J Caste 
• • 6<1- 1 . . t . 
t t . Store:: Stor·ey· I . . • 

q - - I • (" • . ~ . ' 1 p I ' • ~· $ 

· l. · -r J1 ~- 2 I I ' . 4 . 5 Eii # . I rt ··. 

2. Daryapur ,3,000 10,649 

'· lhad:ta 10.605 

O¢'¢Pf W •• ' . _ l_ 7 Jii 

Dheds lhngias 
Vaghries 

7, 000 Nagar !lrahmar.tS 

Xshytria.s 
Bohras, Jairis 
Bm:lgias and 
Dbeds 

8:~829 Brahmans, 
Xshyatrias 
Bohre.S 

4, 514 Miahr.S. es, 
Ba.n1ae Kanbi.s, 
Jains, Dheds. 
Bangias 
Bohrae Momens, 

hdere-!ankers 
Civil Serva11ts 

Artisan Mlsl.im 
removea from 
wa:rd 

Ce.l.ico printing 
Location ot 
Beohardas ep1rm1ng 
and weaving 
factory 

I 17' 

,~ 1a.'bie Cont4. 
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. . . . . . . . . . 

Imne of Ward I Population t iii JO;f:ES , .f Caste Structure 'f Occupation of 
: I s . gle Double , Caste 
; : ' Storey : : 

:. : r -- -- ! -2: _ · I ; : ! i ! : ; . t : : :: i: : : : 
s~ Kadipeth 

6. Uttnmpura 170 

678 

a. Hatipura 40 

9 <t 13arada1.l.ar--
pur 170 

10. Saraspura 5,193 

11. Rail~ 850 

14 • Washr ivad 170 

15. Bbawanipur 
and RaghUllath-
p\'ll' 700 

.. J. •. I P :1 •• flli l 

140 

15 

318 

62 

61 

1,662 

189 

825 

120 

0 

0 

0 

Irot available 

lbt available 

J\hslim and 
Dhed weavers 

Not available 

Not available 

II! ·-Iii~ I'. l!ll .... ff .. t __ IS VP ·--~~~ •••r··s; T 

39 Not available 

Jbrlior import 
centre for 
paper 

Mostly day 
labourers 

Mostlr ware
houses 

Servant and 
labourers, 
some shops 

Mostly warehOU$eS 

carpenters, 
black-sm1thw 
weavers, (Jyers, 
animal. husbandary 

Cotton mUla -
Ginnine-small 
SUglU' fa.Oto'-7 
warehouses 

\'leaVing and 
ginning 

Gold. and Silver 
thread silk 
weaver and dyers. 

Brick ma.kera- and 
dEQ' labourers 

labourers aud 
Dai)J'-wase 
earners 

' +#r#MM± ~ 1 I •:. 

~ labourers. 
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§llahmu:;u The Shahpura ward was the le.rgest, the poorest, 

and the most thinl;V populated· ward of the ci'fi3r• Out of a 

population of about 201000 in 1872 there was a large population 

of the poorer classes like the Dhegg, IAAD«aAII ~d ;y;a.pr,Ja• 

ttost of the open-land had bee~ procured for houae-buildine .. -

by the welJ.,o.to-do SbmYakl and the gold-working Jan]d.s, 

the rest had been e.quired b7 the Ahmedabad spinning and 

weaving Oompa.JV'' a till. The old lhanpura ward which bad 

been made a part of the Shahpura:wa.rd continued to be the 

most back\vard area With a substantive population ot poor r.ttslims, 

D4edg and Bha.nAY• About two-thirds ot the popula.tion of 

Shahpura was Hindu of which fJ1an7 belonged to the 'lower· castes•. 
' ' 

The rlst were Mu.ssal.mans Whose aajor occupation ba4 been 

papel'-raakitlg and who had suffered ll1Uch f'rom the canpetetion 

ot cheap European paper, depressing them economically st1ll 

further. 

Da.rDwrt Darfapur was situated to the east ot Shahpur 

and oovered the north.eaetern part of the city, With a 

population of around 33.000 it had 10,649 houses more than 

71 000 of which had two or more stories. (eompa.re this with 

Bhahpu.r which with a population of abouta:>,ooo bad arou.nd 71 000 

houses ot Which arOtind 2,eoo had two or more stories). ibe 

ward was especially towards the east and south-east, most 

thickly populated. This ward was the head quarter of the· 

trading cla.ssea, all the upper castes except the Na.e;ar Brlbmt$§ 

and Kasptrig lived in thle area especially the !HiM both il!la 
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a.lld 're-bmllh there were also fnt:l.n7 Bohra traders. !rhe rest 

were Muslim weavers Bmn8ias and Dhede livf.ng on the out

skirts ot the ward. 

IQmdiaa Khadia was· the smallest· and the m.ost thiolclr 

populated ward of the city. A population of 33,649 lived 

1n 10,605 houses 8;829 of Which had two or more storits. 

Both HindUs and Uttsll.rns lived 1l'l the area. Hindus were, 

by~and-l.arge, well-to-do; traders, bankers, government 

servants, pleaders and artisans. This ward was the 0Dl.7 a:rea 

ot the city ·where lfae:aE 1EQbman1 and lasiJIVf\@ lived. M.tslims 

comprised about one-siXth of the total population ot the 
' 

area and were chiefly IPm!• There were not 1DB!'JY of the 

other Ahsl!ms l.ike weavers etc., and. even these were, due 

to their general poverty, being 4riven out of this ward into 

thepoorer quarters of thG city. 

Jama.l:nurt This ward was loeatM to the west of Eha.cH,g, 

had a population ot 2,,88, living in 9,331 houses out of 

Which 4,514 had two or more stories. A little more than two

thirds of the population cons1 sted of Hindus wh11e the rest 

were lla.slims. The Upbfis, Ian1aa, ·rmz:b&s and. .Jlrphmne as also 

a few Jains lived in this ward. Among the MUslims there were 

b).m)¥ J!ohr§;!l and lfopmag, there were also hUts ot PlleAi and 

ll'Qfme;&il in the out.laying areas.. Calico-printing emplo7ed 

a large number of workers both HindU and Maslim1 this industry 

too, like many others ms declining in the face of oompeti tion 



from cheap ~acb1ne-ma.de prints from local. mills aDd those 

from Bombay, the Becharda.s sp1tming and weaving mill was 

•*a.eleeMei alSo located 1n th1$ area. 
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A summary of the conditions of the atburba during 

this period would throw some light on jhe condition of the 

workers as also on the various ocou.pa tions of the people• 

some ot which were dying a slow death while others prospered 

and flourished. 

In 1879 · there were in all sixteen suburbs, housing 

a population ct U 1741 in 3,670 houses. 

lls;Mpetltt Which was ii'Jhabited till 1824 was no longer so 

since then. B.Y 1819 the onl.i signs ot 1 ts o14 importqnce 

as a centre of paper· manufacture that remained were some 

buildings for pulping papers and mes bUt the workers lived 

An the city. Since the industry was on the aecline, ma.t17 of 

the buildings destroyed in 1872 had_ not been repaired even 

seven years later in JS79. 

UStfmm.um• Uttampura was located outside the Delh£-gate 

had 15 houses and housed 170 people most ot them worked as 

day labourers. 

JlasU:!typur• Madhavpu.r \tas situated to the north of Uttampura, 

a population of 679 lived in '18 houses in this area. Jlost 

,of the buildings were VJal'a-houses Uadhavpur was an important 
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busmess centre, though most of those who carried 011 this 

business lived in the city. 

Jl!th&ga Hathipu.r VJBJJ another such suburb With a 

population ot 40 people 1\bo were servants and labourers. 

There were 62 houses, most of which were warehouses and 

stores. 

~dailtml£* Borrada:Uepu.r \Va$ located to the east 

ot Hathipur and \"laS used by the cultivators o:t the adjoin1ng 

lands. With a population of 170 Borradailepur had 61 houses·. 

MQUm MS\ ls.tehpgm& Mpura and Fatehpt.u:a, both 

had servants, warehouse-hands and labourers living in them. 

Most of the householdS were used as WSX'ehouses. 

The most important of the suburbs was Saraawm• It 

VJa.S the largest antong the SUburbs, a• walled town With fiVe 

gates and a population of 519' (about halt of the total 

suburban populAtion of .Ahmedabad 1n 1872) llving in 1662 

houses. file residents were by oecupatiotl· carpenters, blacki

smiths, weavers, qers and husbandmen. The suburb was famous 

tor 1 ts cartvm.eEtle, brocades and sUks ,which by 18?9 were 

declining professions. It vas also an important trading . 
centre. Sa.ra.spura was a. part ot Ahmedabad for 111Wlic:t.pal. 

purposes. 

h&lDY ~~ RaU~ Sllburb now lmoWl1 as Ra11W~Q"pura, 

had a popu.lation of 850 with 30:3 houses; 135 ot Which bad two 

or more stories. 'lhe Sllburb housed two cotton mUls, two cotton 

g1nnizlg factories, one small sugar ma.nufactury and many ware-houses. 
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B§.:tzmms Rajpura. was located one mile to the South ot 

Se.raspura vdth a population of 600 living in 189 houses. !he 
' . - . 

Gaaetteer mentions weaving of coarse cotton-cloth as the 

chief industry and therefore it can be assumed with a fair 

amount of accuracy that the population had a su.bstBll't1ve 

seotion ot poor Muslims and Rhd weavers. 

9.iJam:tipuma · Oaumtip11ra to the East O't Hajpura1 had 

a population of 26lJ that lived in 82; housesJ most of the 

population waa fai!'ly weU to do, cone!sting of gold alld 

silver thread makers as eJ.so sane s.tlk weavers and d.Jers. 

,Blaawa;pi.pp.m. am BQSpmAtl\pumt Bbavs'tmJ.pun and 

Rashur.w:thpu.ra put togethQt had a total population ot ~ount 

100. Most of the inhabitants were labourers and da1]$ .. wage 

.earners. 

!alhr1Y.IM• \Vaghrivada to the South ot Raghunathpura 

with ~20 houses and 470 inhabitants consisting chiefly of 

bricki-makers and labourers.. tJou.th of Wa:gr1vada ms a coloar 

called~~~· It had :;9 buts wherein lived a population of 

140 day labourers. 

bs we see that althoush tto cJ.ear cut line between 

residential and working areas bad as yet emerged but certain 

begizm:l.ngs had been made; many ware-houses ·were located. outside 

the eity, of the four cotton mills 1n operation 1879 two were 

located outside the city. Insptte of a certain amount of 
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industrialization which had taken place caste 41st1not1ons 
' 

were still very stro!lg 8f1d in keeping W1 th the old tradition 

of keeping the lower-castes away- from the mat n settlements, 

a taajor1ty of these and other poorer and therlfore lower. 

classes were either clustered in a. given area, 1D the oi tv 
or were kept out .of the city. A majOi" section of·,tabourere, 

. 
4aU1 wage workers and those clolng menial work lived outsidJ-

the c1 ty 1n the suburbs. 2.malal&wm was perhaps the on]3 
"tihe · · 

suburb Which housed/weJ.J,.to-do trader alonseide the artisan.; -
While in the rest of the subtlrbs the majoritr of the population 

\Wl.S of impoverished weavers, artisans and craftsmen whose 

crafl.s were dying s slow death, Ol" landless labourers who~ had 

udgra:ted from the 8Ul'%'0Un4inG regicus and worked ao dB11:v-WJ!lge 

!be linkages which had ezisted 'between the 'Village 

and the c1 ty registered the impact of the gradual impoverishment 

and destruction of the industries of the craftsmen of Ahmedabad• 

a deetru.ct1on which ha.d been systeme.tica.ll3' carried on for 

a long tinae. fh1s also left· its eftect on thepopulation o'l 

the city iri tel"'IDs of the nature of .its composition •. ln the 

folloWing section we shall tr:f to .etudy how this was brought 

about and ·what its effects were OD th.e poor c:taasts in general 

and on the .l!bolim artisans in particular. 



!the British take-over ot OU.jara.t and espee1al.ly of 

the capital, put a stop to the f18hte and plunder that hac1 
' . 

gone on for over thl-ee decades. HaVing established tbeir 
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begam:ony • the J3r1 tish got down to gearing up the econom, ot· 

the city in a m.armer that would best suit their interests •. 

They p~vided a stable administration and this_ was. sufficient 

to convince the trader tbat he could now carry-on hU'f. 

transactions ucdisturbed, be set about the task and in a 

short while commercial and 1ndustriel activity revived., 1he 

first textile mill started functioning 1D lBG11 eztensive 

labour migra;.tion. into Allmedal:!ad city, reference to Which 

has been made earlier, was reported b,- Andrew Dunlop 1n the 

earl; IB70s:.11 'lhe imn181"Gonts were from the ne1ghbourins 

dominions o:t the .GaeJgmj. ~ merchants end artisans 

started. retu.r!rltng to Ahmedabad and .the weavers ouce more 

deseted Mi¥1 in favour of Ahmedabad almost tn abo~. 

The 1872 figures reported 92,619 Hindus and ll;643 JainB 

and 23,491 Muslims· (includitlg 1,594 Br>hras·) e.long with 446 

B!rsis, 40 Jews, and 264 Ohristians.18 This division of the 

population according to religion represented a ccmpoeit1on which 

was undoubtedly different from that which had dieted in Muslim 

and lfa.ratha d.qs. The share of Muslims by this time bad come 

down to 26.76 percent o~ the total population o:f the cit~' 

from· 66 percent in the year 1780.19 

17 • K.L. Gill1on, Ibid, P• 54. 
18. Gazetteer, rotd, Vol. ZVt PP• ,~48 and PP• 2'0.248. 
19. lbtd., estimates not necessarilY accurate. 
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1he forces which b~t about this chaage in the 

population composition and the effects ot these forces on 
~ 

the eccmomic life of the Btsl!m workers wUl be seen 1n tho 

tollowil'lg section which deQle w1 th econ?.bd.e stratifioatiou 

that took plaoe 1n the conditions ofeco..politieal turmoil 

and flux which shook Qmmdr&'Pid to its vert· f01Ul4a.t1ons from ..... ·-

the early eighteenth century will into the nineteenth century. 

At th& time of the arrival of the 1lrtt1sh, A.bntedabd 

oity alrea.y had an orsanJJ .. aed eystQJI of ,produoticn. dietribut1on, 

import-export, and finance at va.rioUBlevele. ibere were 

orga...'11Sed sutlds of Merchants end workers. The me:robants 

and Ftnancers~ ~.Uds were lmown as •i§hNUQ*.1 and the workers• 

at1d artisans? guilds as • faaa•. The Mlsl:lm suna.s were tn 

"•eak :· ~i ta.t!on~· of the lilndu model and not so Jmportant as 

the guilds of tho Muslim. Merchants a:od. traders in tbe Middle

Fast •. ao 

There was a. close 11tlk between the village and the 

city. The isJH§' o~ .A.bmetiabad, some of whom were enti;lect 

to receive a share 1n the_ produce o'f the peasant, plas'ed en 

inportant role in rev·enue.oollect1on. Not onlr this,· cotton

cloth WO'Ven by the llu.sliels and the J]hfltla· in the vU~gee was: 

dyed in the. ei ty. Some of the early stages ot' ~Ulf;.mR.tnltaotu.re, 

m1ch aa reeling e.ntl apinn!ngt were also oarrie&-ou.t in the 

villages. All of this \vas g1~a tly and to a. large extent 
.. . ~ . . 

broken attar and during the :tall of the lllghal dynasty. 
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Subsequent to the fall of the ltlgha.l lilp1re, Ahmedabad 

became a eo~e of profit to the successive Karatha governors. 

While the Peshwa and the GaekWad competed to wring what tbey 

could from it. Ahmedabad went into a serious decline. i'he 

industry, trade, and finance of Ahmedabad contracted sharpl.7, 

though some of 1 t managed. so survive the onslought. 

As. le.te as the m:1a....l800s Ahmedabad was a medieval city. 

Old. institutions continued, the Mahajans• and the saratts• 

domination over trade a.tld industry still st.U"Vived and the 

a.noiont crafts still formed the basis of i te prosperity. 

But the 20 years between 1850 and 1870 changed aU that. A 

n.Uway 11ne connected Ahmedabad to Bomba_v and extended 

fUrther to the North and to the West. Ahmedabad • s importance 

as a trade centre grew still fUrther. ihe railways brousht 

about a. tretDendous changes in the economy of Ahmedabad, thl 

most important of which- the threat ot competition from the 

Bomb~ mills • was li teral.ly brought home to the craftemen 

in the guUd~ in Ahmedabad. Ani this, more than anything ele~, 

assured that Ahmedabad • s rel:Laltce on handloom textile prodUo. 

tion w111 ba.ve to go. 

!l.'here were other d~elopments Wbich indicated that 

Ahmedabad could not, :for very long, continue 1n the old · 

wa.,.. By' 1878 the very lucrative opium trade had passed from 

the handS of the Ahmedabad traders into those ot Baroda State. 

The §Gatta bad 1ost most of their business as state bankers, 
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money-lenders to the rulers, and army PB¥-masters. lht the 

most S1Bllificant development, as bas already been noted, was 

the greater outside comp~tition Which the Almledabad weaver.s·, 

dyers, a.nd other artisans had to face now. 

The famous paper industry declined in the te.cf: of 

competition frOln France. Calico printing met the same tate 

at the hand of cheap atropean prints. The silk induStJ."Y 

was ruined by import ot silks from the 1ndustr1es ot Europe 

and China. The decline in the sUk industry also led to a . 

fall in the pricis of looal silks and thus in turn wages of 

the a.riteans. 

The above developuu~nts were coupled w1 th the imp over~ 

ment of the rich lhslim families, the deposition in A.D. 1875 

of the Oaebad, and the resulting decrease ill the consumption 

ot Brocades etcetera by these and the other- Bajput princes 

and chiefs. All these combined to bring about a ·deeline in 

the demand for Ahmedabad.' s. traditional prOducts :tn the 

second-half of the nineteenth century.. Wages were dep:resoed • 

further and further. 'l'hUs the moat tm.Portant conditions 

for the establishment ot a colon:tal. economy were created. i'he 

vllle.ge-ci ty links were broken, the selt-suff1c1enoJ' of 

regions and their handicrafts tnaustr.v were destroyed, wages 

were brought down and the artisan was forced to sell. himself 

and hi.s ability' to work into the hands of the ruing class of 

the industrialists. 
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'lheae were the general. economic oondi tiona that prevaUed 

in the region from the mid-eighteenth century to the turn of 

the century. Let us now try to study the conditions of 

the various communi ties and espeoially t~ose ot the Mu.sli!lls. 

fhe 1872' Census gave the fi8U:res of 80,979 Hindus 

and 2,,~91 Uu.elims in Ahmedabad city. Out of the Hindus 

2,,000 - 251,000 were dlscribed as· poor, the rest were 

middling, well-to-do, or prosperous. The corresponding 

figures for the ~slims were 1975 Bobra and Meman traders were 

described as being in good condition. The rest W$re listed 

a.s poor. Most of these had been poor low-caste Hindus who had 

converted to Islam and 1J1BnY still continued to retain their 

caste aftin1 ties, marrying w1 thin the families of their own 

caetes.21 The difference is clear~ very great. It is 

important to note here that the poor among the muslima, by 

·and large• were those who had converted from the lower hindu 

castes and had been unable to change their class with a 

change in their retigion. 

Paweett, a British officer in Ahmedabad• had this 

to say on the condi t!ons ot the people in the 7ear 1819, ·• the 

native Hindu populations are undoubtedly in better circumstances 

than the Uohamedans. There are a: few wealthy lltlssalm.ans 

Who trade in sUk and petce goods but the majority of the. 

21. Gazetteer, Ibid. 



36 

lllssalmans seek for employment as peons, weavers, or labourers•. 22 

1h8· Mbslims continued to live the life ot .. humble weaver or . 
gentlemen pensioners living in pd,de and semi•poverty"·· The 

army attracted the Muslims of Ahmedabad 1n a· big way, bUt 

with the exception of this branch of employment they trailed 

behind the Hindus .fJl professions, trado, and 1n4U.str.v. 

this, as Gillion notes, was not peculiar to Ahmedabad bui 

was generally true ot India as a whole. some pockets of 

Yb.sl!m enterprise were to be found iD Qujarat, including the 

two 1D Stu-at, but the 1agg1ug behind was ce~ain]Jr not1c1a.ble 

11'1 Ahmedabad where there were no Ma.sl.im lDUl-owners and only 

one industr!Ql.ist Who started a matcb.fa.cto17 on 1895. 

Before the com1ng of tbe British, except :for the DobraS, 

most ot the well-to-do ltlsllms had been soldiers &Qd high 

off'ioers, almont all 1ost their jobs under the BritiSh and 

showed 'no great.er oocupa.tional in.tlexibUity than ·the Itm:lafl 

or &e:v. l'fa.blaa:Aa• • 2' A majority ot these sections also faced 

economic ru1n du.e to changed cond1 tions ot P:Poduetion and 

trade. 

'l'he etfectrl' of the· deett"lction o'£ the hatl4J.oom indust17 

were much deepo~ and \fidespread than the picture given by 

British off'icero atld EUropean travellers of that period.. The 

22. ~woett, P• 70 {II} qUOted ~ X. L. GUlio~t P• 65. 

2,. K. L. Gillion, Ibidt PP• 69-90. 
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Gazetteer notatf4t •at present (1878) the lower· classes are 

suffering from long continued higb prices of food gratne and 

the upper· classes from the dullness of trade and losses in 

Bombay mills"• 

'l'he te:artUe mills of Ahmedabad bad by 1878 gro'Wl'l 

substantially and 'provided employment to about two thousand 

of it.s poorest inhabitants·' • 25 but stUl 'in the Jama.lpura 

41v1s1on of the city Calico printing eDJJloyed _a large number 

ot· 14lssa.lmano ancl Hindu' • 26 

1'he Bohra. traders wtre still well-off. The Rbadia 

division of Ahmedabad cit,r in 1879 had a MUslim population 

which was about one-sixth of the population of the division. 

MUslims here were dbeifly Bob~ of both the seets, there 

were not many Muslims of the other sects and their general 

poverty was driving them irlto the poorer' quarters of the oi ty 

While their houses were passing into the htmds of' the thrifty 

JaJ.na and other Vanias. 27 

· The lAlslim:s and the Dhed weavara· used to produce coarse 

cloth for sacking and clothing, the market for these goods 

v~as ruined by the Ahmedabad and Bombrq tnUls and the jute 

mills of Calcutta. 28 !lhis led to the :lrnpoverishment of the 

24 •. Gaz·etteer, Ibid; P• 262. 

25. Ibid., p. 262, see also x. L. GU11on PP• 100.101. 

26. !bid., PP• ,07•308• -
27. K. L. Gill1on, PP• 55-69, also see Gaaetteer, PP• 293-317, 

and P• 323.. -
28. Gaz-etteer, Chapt~VIa • Trade and Manuta.cture•, PP• Jl-1051 

116-141, and Ohaptel\-XIII on Subdivisions, PP• 2'0..48. 
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rural areas which ill turn forced people out of the villages 

and thus provided a. source of cheap labour for the new mills. 

We notice that the changing socio-economic conditions 

spelt disaster for a su.bstantive section of the population in 

and around Ahmedabad. B.t.ropean paper destroyed the famed 

paper industry, an industry which had traditionally been in 

the hands of the Muslims. The rt1irl of Calico printing and 

the weav1ng branches of the loc£ traditional textile induStry 

ruined the Jllslim artisan and craftsmen further• 'l'he other 

factors· that contributed to the ruin of the Muslim artisan, 

• craftsman end weaver·· were (one) the breakit'lg up of the c1 ty 

village linka.ge.s in the coarse textile• sacking, and silk 

textile production, (two) tbe tnoreasing imports of' cheap 

textUe and petty material fran other textUe centres l:Lke 

Bombay and Calcutta, a11d (three) the recently restricted employ-

m~nt opportunities 44 for the MUslims 1n the management 

sector as well. EUt the MUslims were not alone in their 

economic ruin, all those who were engaged 1n similar activities 

wire also likewise effected. The J4eeqs, the Dltm&iU• the 

handloom weavers, the Va.nkars, the gold- thread workers, the 

Xolis, Vaghris,. and Pa.ttidar weavers were soma of the al"t1eans 

and craftsmen~ s see·ts which suffered economically during 

this period. rt will be wrong to presume that these new 

developtQents compl'et ely broke the backbone ot all 1lu.el1ms. In 

trade, the Ebhra traders were still wealthy and influeneial. 

All those wh.o did not or could not change fast enough to keep 



39 

pace with the new orcier of production and 41Str1bution perished 

economical1y and socially. 

Simon Ku.znets. in a stttdy' ot various coltntr1es, bas 

.ehoWl'l that the countries which ·have passed throusn a gradual 

shift from an agrarian eoonomr to an industrialised one 

demonstrate a change away from agriculture in two gradual 

processes. ~e first is a Shift from primar.y activities to 

secondar7 activities and in the second. stage there ie a 

s1mul taneous shift from primary to secondary and from secondary' 

to tertiary activ1 ties. This study gives us a tool with which 

to measure any .society or a'tJ.7 segment of the society tn order 

to make an assessment o'! the level of· devGlopment ot 1 ts 

economy. 

The 187.2 survey figures tor Ahmeds.bad district give 

u.s an opportunity to measure this for the Mllsl1ms as also 

for #b,e other ·communities. had tigu.rt:ls been available for 

Ahmedabad city ouz· conclusions would have had B greater 

cppl1cabUi ty; 1n the abe~nce of thia illforme.tion only a 

gfmeral. p;f.cture ~ be obtal.ned. 

Tone 1872 surva,v of the dist~iot divided, all economic 

activities in seven classes and the· proportion of the 

working population i.e. total population excluding womm1 and 

children to *bese activities is a"vai. lable.. We shall study 

the differences ae they eld.sted between totC~. working popu.J.a. 

tion of the district and the total. Mttsl1m working population 
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of the district with the help ot the following figures ( 1'e.ble-l.,) s 

Wfb1t:l.l 
!UlUGt.1B72 AHM:fiDMAD.DISDICT -.JA.liE AJ)t[ltTS 

J EmplcyJ Pr~fes-l In Sex- ! Comme~ t M~ ! In AsriJ Misc. 
: eda : eional : vices. : and. : ~. r & with I CelJ,. 
; Govt. :Persons : or' : Trade I Arts, : Animals: il.igs 
: Mu.ni~ : Pertol'- : : 'Enss• : : • _, • . •. 1n • t 0 t t , .11-, , , m· ·B , , pera- • , 
: Local : : Psrson-: : tiona : : 
I Autho-: I al : : Manfg.: t· 
: rity : : Offices : : & Sale I : 
; : : I :of' : I 
: : : : : Art!- : : 
• • ' • • -•·es ' • 
' • ' ' tv.&..· ' • • .. :- . , II. ML ' - . II J -, 11 - ' • . I - •• 

;.n 

47.27 10.39 

The above table brings out many interesting detaUs some of 

which are as follows: 

(1) That among those employed as White-collar workers 

or itt. personal service lhslims had. a· muob greater 

concentration than the total working populationJ 

9.84 percent as comparld to 5.2, percent. 

(ii) i'hat among professional persons the share ot 

Mttslima in thio occupation as a proportion of 

the total .tbslim wo:rld.ng foroe ~ almost double 

that of ·the total workers 1r1 this occupation as; 



a proportion of the total work force i.e. 

3.22 percent as opposed to 1.68 perc·ent 

for the total work force. 
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(111) ~at less than one-fourth of the total Muslim 

work force earned its livelihood from asrioulture 

as opposed to the total work force wherein 

more than one-third was thus en,eaged. 23.)5 

percent of the lrbsllm work force \'VaS engagBd 

1n agriculture and w1 th animals whereas fer 

total population this figure was 37.,9 percent. 

(iv-) ht of the total Muslim work torce in the 

district 47.07 percent was engaged ill practic

ing mechanical arts, engineering operations, 

or in the manufacture and sale ot· articles· 

l*hlere as for t~e tota·l work force this figure 

stood at 44.04%. In ocOttpations; listed as 

lfiacel.J.a.neoua cn;Uings too mtslims- had a clear 

edge ovar other communi ·ties and here th·e share 

of Ills lime en~d in such occu.pa tions· to total 

MUslim wofk force was l:O .89 percent as opposed 

to &.28 percent for the total work force. !bus 

we see that till 1872 1n the district of Ahmedabad 

ae a whole the biggest concentration of 16lsl1ms 

wa.s 1n the secondary sector the second in order 

of concentration o:t work fore• was the prima.17 

sector and the third was the service sector. 

The picture would have been more acute in the case 

ot Ahmedabad city Where all the industries which 
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. had traditionally been in the ,hands of the 

Muslims were concentra.te4. Tho foregoing section 

has ahown us the th;ese V'e'1!7 industries were the 

most hard hit by the emergence of the colonial 

econom, and this would surely have lead to the 

economic depreve.tion of the artiean 1n general 

and ot the lhslim artiaans in particular. 

More fruitful conclusions c<nJ.ld have been drawn had 

data on the seotora,l concentration ot' the JAlslim work force 

for the e.1bsequent uenmtses bem available, but il'l the 

absence of this data we shall try to stud¥ the Cbaneea 

over time in the light of (i) the changt~g Obare of M11slim8' 

to the total. population of the city (11) the sbar~ of Musllm 

literates to total and the (iii) di:f'ferences in the field 

of 1~ teracy between tllsllms and non-Muslime. An estimate 

of the arlent of modernisation among !ilslims ean be he.d by 

comp~ing the extent of child marriages til ong ~he Muslims 

to that of the total population and ot the non-1ltlslims. fh.e 

age structure ·Of the Muslims of the city when compared with 

that of the. total popula-tion and of the non-Jlusllms 1'11a3r also 

throw some light on· the ditt·erencos, if 8Ql' that e¥1sted between 

tilslims and non-i'.:holims. 

It we compare- the ebaneing share of UllsJJms to total 

population lb. the per1o4 1'780 to 1961 we notice that though 

their numbers, nave increased their shar~ to the total population 
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has been decreasing (Ta.ble-1.4). Muslilns constituted 66 percent 

of the total population of Ahmedabad according to 1780 

estimates, the share had come down to 23.69 percent in 1824 

to 19 .. 28 percent in 1921 and to 15.51 percent tn 1961. The 

share of Illslim population to total population registered a 

slight increase in 1911 when it wcut upto 20.8!) percent 

from the 1901 tiga.re of 20.52 peroont. 1be 19'1 figures 

show a substantive rise in tho proportion of UU.slims to the 

total population when the fi.gure want upto 26 .. 76 peroon.t of 

the total pop-dl.at:lon from 19.28 per.-,ent 1::'1 1921. 1be 1941 

figures, once a.gain went down to 19 .. 67 parcant. fh.e 19'1 

and 1941 are clear ca.eos of over statement; this is seen b3' 

the fact that Muslims constituted 2~.76 percent of tha 

enumerated population Which vm.s put a·t 2,SS,054 1n 19)1 whereas 

tbe eat!uJatecl population -waa eta.~ed~ to be 310000 this an~ 

arises due to (1) the strong non--co-operation movetAent of 

that period beoeuse of wh1oh many did not get them.selves 

enumerated this would exp!ain the d.ecline in tbe total 

population which was returned e.t fieu,res lower than the 1921 

eensus; 1, 74,Sl5 in 1931 as against 2,21,179 1n 1921~ (11) fho 

IA\lslim popUlation is shown to have increased to 63.699 persons 

as e.ga.1nst 52;828 persons in 1921. It has been suggest, 

with some justification, that this upward trend in l&lolim 

population vns due to del!berat2 inflation of their etraneth 

by msl1ms who had been eonvi.t1c«! of' the :need of a lnkiatan 

and had been ·told by their leaders th~t all l.Lbslitn major! ty 

areas would constitute the new nation and it was. unaer the 
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Tlll~tel·' 

Altll!EDABAD O~fr (r&r!jiC%PALifl'. CAN'l!f)_J.780::1961 

(Total Population (M1s11ms, rt>n-Jiusl..ims-) 
showing hrccentage share to total 
Population} 

fetal- • 1-'otal • To til: ' To~ t Total I • • : Po pula. ' llllalhf l Non- I Muslims Non-t • t1on • Popule-: Ulslim- • as 1' ot t Muslims· t 
Popul.e. i • t tion : Total - :t as" of J t 

t tion J Po pula.. t Po pula. t • ' • I • t1on • tion· • ' ' ! .• I I I • 
•• oo.ooo 66.000 4!.0Q.Q 66.00 44.00 

. * ao,ooo ~o.ooo 4o~oog so •. oo so.oo 

- 6,~~. - 23.69 76.)1 

- - - 20.76 79.24 

)..4§.412 l0e24§ 1.17,466 20.85 79.15 

1.85,882 l*h129 l:•47a7l9 20.52 79.48 

2 • .1.6.7ZZ 45a28,i 1.71.425 20.89 '79.11 

2a~ioo.~ 22a8i!l a •. a~all~ 19.28 80.72 

** 2,,e,o54 §l.692 J...u.·'s' 26.76 n.24 

2·9,.237 1.17,094 ,.:m.ul 19.67 80,,2 

z.aa,,,fl.,7.:1;0~ 6a50.922 17.43 82.57 
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~2§~ lla4~a21§ le78t32l .2,71.525 15.51 84.49 

* Wid.e spread plague and peatUence reduce popula:tion greatl1 

?' 1824 survey returned 22,282 Hindus and 6, 91.' Mlsliras 

** :&lurnerated figures, estimated popUlation in 1931, 'lo.ooo 
low returns due to non-co-operation high Mlslim figures 
are overstatements 

For the five towns of Acher, Vadaj ~ Atnrai"''ad1, Rakhialand. 
DekQ\t&..a•eautwl Khokhr&-Mehlml.edaba.d, the rel1tsious 
compost t1on is n.ot availa:ble therefore thepopulation 
ot thesJ to'I/IIU has not been included for 1951. In 1961 
their population has been included. 
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influnoe of this propaganda that the .Mlslims of A.hme4abad 

al.ong with those of eo many other regions inflated their strength 

in 19'1 and 1941, but tor these two decades the tretld of 

a aecl:l.rting share to the total popUlation bas continuld, from 

19.61 percent ifl 1941 it came down to 17.43 percent in 1951 

and to 15.51 percent in 1961. 

:t~ tu:Asx RUtertmoes ~~been Mlslims and l<m:MuSUms J.n 

A.hm·eda,bad CJ.txt · 

Tl18 1879 GMetteer of Bombay Presidency gives 1nfol'

mation on literacy differenc·es between the !lfr.isJJ.ms and the 

Hindus. The :f'igttres are a'ftd.lable for· Ahmedabad district 

as a whole and can ~ve but a rough estimate ot tbe situation 

as far eis literacy rtttes 1n Ahmedabad city are conceme4 

( ~ble- 1·*'• B, ana Q) •. 

!AW.e-1.44 
.AllMliDABAD DISTRIC!l'tPropPGigp. ot Literatftl! 1i9 ~QSIJr ·poma3d\O.U 

gt Hindu§ aa. Baslimg. ~att-Z§ 

r I 'AGE GiioiiPs ' • • "K . 

i2 • 2o ' Pius • •• o ... 12 20 • t t .. t 

HINDlT Uales. 7.78 15.22 l.6.79 
I 

Females 0.40 o.,? 0.22 

WSLI14 !fal:es 9.22 16.75 1.4.48 

Fetria.les 1.18 1.04 0.5:J 



YEAR 

1.221 
lrm 
~ 

.12U 

YEAR 

: Total L1tt: Total : Mlslim 
: Bates· as·": L1tt. : Litt. 
i of Total t in f$ng.J Ae 1& 
I PopUlation ! as " of' of 
: , Total l Total 
t l Popu.l&-C M.lSltm • • t. ' • 
r tiOD t . ' ' t t • 
' i • t 1 t 

20.14 16.9, 12.06 

7.94 4·98 6.21 

14.54 10.47 15.45 
16.,4 . N.A. l,.e, 

I llttslim: Non-Mlsl:lm I Bon-Mlslim 
: Litt. : Litt. As ": Litt. in · 
: in Eng: ot Total t Eng. As . % 
: As 1' : Non.-Muslim : ot fotal 
: of i Population : lfon-lhslim 
: fotal I ! Literates 
t 3>..a..u ' i 
'~~-· t ' U.IUS~ t .• 
: Litt. : l 

.,7.9) 22.24 13.98 

6'.52 8.22 15.90 

5.81 14.42 11.10 

N.A •. 17.25 N.A. 
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: .Brabmatl ·:• Non-Drab-.· · t Jlep. Class : Jain L:t. tt. ; Sikh : Christimf 
: Litt •. as t man Litt. : Litt. As "I as " of· I Litt. : Litt. As 1 OmERS 
l ,S ot : .As ,; ot - : ot Total ~ Total Jain : As 1' ; 1' of : Li tt. 
: Total : Total No11- : Depressed : Population .: of : 'l'otal f to 
J Brahmans 1 B.ralmums I Classes; t · : ~tal : Crtstian l fetal 
, , : Population : I Sikh 1 Popula- : 
: : : : : Popule;.l tion : 
: 1 : • tion : : 

53.41 

We find ·that fioom among Muslim males in the age group o-12, 9.22 pe:rcent 

are literates or reee1vibg 1nstnot1on, the ra'tio in this ase gr:oup for 

HindU males is much less at 7~t78 percent in the same age group from 

among ltlsl1m females 1.18 percent were either literates or were 

receiving education for_ Hindu f~es the proportion was muCh-lese at 

40 percent. In the age-gr011p 12-20 Hindu male literates were 15.22 peMent 

ot the HindU population in that age group and females 0.37 percent wher.u 
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in llu.slims the proportions were 16.75 and 1.04 percent 

respectively. In th~ 20 ana. above age-group the proportions 

for musJ.im literates are males 14.48 percant aaa females 0.5, 

percent Whereas among H!ndu.s they ar·e males 16.79 percent. 

and females 0.22 ·percent. It i.e onl.;v 1n the 20 plus ~._. 

group that a greater proportion from among Hindus is of the 

literates when c~ to the Mlsl.1ms, though temal.es amons 

l.t1slime have an ldge over their' Hindu counterparts. The 

greater li terall'l among the Musliras ma;v have been due to . 
two f'ectors one of which was the tact that a greater proportion 

of Muslims was engapd tn white-collar oocupat1ons when 

compared to the average tor the total population and the 

second could have been due to the IJdraSJ!h system preve.Uent· 

among the Mt:u:l.ims where the young received along W1 th formal 

religious education; instruction in the verne.cula.r and 

mathematics. 

Dotween the years 1901 and 1921 figures tor total 

literateo 1n all reJJ.e!ons as also for literates in Ensllsh 

among all the religions are available and they ,provide ver; 

interesting information. According to the 1901 census report 

ot Bombt;W pres1deney 20 .• 14 percent of the total po.PU:Jation 

ot Ahmedabad was of literates 16.93% of the total literates 

kbew Engl:t.sh. rAU.sllm 11terateawere on.lr 12.06 pepcent o'f 

the total MUslim population ot the city Whereas this 

,_..pept,e.a Ce•~•a.e. ••~ ._ ..... · pepu:a.*'•• 1 a# .. ~

proportion for the noD-Sbslim population of the city was ~Ch 
higher at 22.24 percent.. The figaras for· literates in 

EngliSh d1d not conform to this pattern, from among the D.tslim 



11 tera.tes a substantive s!ction knew English thougl\ tor 

the non Muslims this figure was surprisingly low at 

4B 

1,.98 percent as opposed to 37.93 percent among tbe Dttslim 

literates. 

fhe literaoy fi~~es for the total population as 

also for Muslims and nonr...Muslims went through What appears 

to be a qualitative transformation in 1911 whon only 

7.94 percent ot the total population wwa returned as 

literates this figure is low8r for &hslims at 6.21 percent 

and slightly higher for· non--slims at s.2.2 percent. Dle 

f'igtttes tor tote.! literates in English as a pr-oportion of 

total literates 1n the three categories also shows a eignj,. 

ficant decline the figures are 4 .. 9e pereent for total 

po~lat1on 6.52 percent for ~slims and 15.90 percent tor· 

nol).BlSlims. 

rn 1921 retums for both literates and literates: ill 

:&lglish showed an imprcrvement the figures· stood at 14.54 

percent and 10.4? pwcent· respectively. Tbe share of Mu.s1111l 

literates to total Muslims registered an 1norease and mov-e4 

up to 15.45 perc-ent but the proport~.on ot Muslim literates: 

11'1 English to total literates a~ng •sums came down to 

5.81 percent. SimilarJ.T for non-Ahsl1ms too the literacy 

figures nroved up to 14.47 percent whereas the f1sures tor 

leterates 1n EngliSh moved dow.n to 11.10 percent. 

The 1931 literacy :f1gtttes give returns according to 

different cas tea aong the ru..ndUs and it is cl:ear from the 

figures that lreval.s of literacy are posit..t.vela' corelated to 

the econom1o .s'f'4tus ot these castes in the social and economic 
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heimrchy an·d though eimUar figures tor Mu.lJJms are not 

available it can safe~ be assum~ that had such d1v1Sion been 

made aong the Muslims the intr&-reli·gious disparities 

between the various classes would have made themselves 

consp1c:u.oua. 

The 19Jl. ceneus returned 16 •'4 percent of the total 

population as li 'terata the figure for Muslims was _lower at 

lS.83 percent and higher at 17.29 percent for ncn.J4ttel1ms• - -
the bre~up according ·e;o communi ties from among the nou.

lllslims wasr literate ~a as a propo~ti<m to total 

Brahmans 53.41 percent from among the non.Bra.bman Hindus 

onlf 1-,.94 percent were literates,. only' 2.86 perc-ent of 

the depressed classes were literates While 47.93% of the 

Jains were literates., Literacy amongs Sikhs was 9.86 percent 

an4 among Christians 3ll.TJ'fo and trom among the followere ot 

othe~ religions atld persuasions 68.41 percent were literates. 

F.rotD the forgoing we see that while th&re has· tioen 

a· numerical inerease in the popul"ation, of the MUslimS and 

of the J!lsl:lm literates in terms ot proportions thert has· 

in effect been a dec-line and tbn t frCCl th1s dec11n1!18 

proportion an ever decre~tng proportion is constituted ot 

tliose \vho have been claSsified as literates and literates 

1n English and finallr ·that the decline in the li terae7 

rates of the lhslim poJUlat1on of the city ts :taeter than 

the rate of decline ot their population as a propol.'ticm ot 

the total population of the c1 t;v. 



The !872 ~fll' of the popu.la~ion of ~edabad:. gives 

population break-up in three age groups vat 0...12, .1,_,0 
a.nd above \dth pereantage d:tetx-1bution of all religions at14 

the total population according to these t!gUrelr, ne:at to 

Parsis1 Jaws etc. 1!1sl1ms have the higb.eBt eoncent:re:tion 

in t.he under .12 aga group, the figures ~or the toteJ. 

population and. the community wise bres.t-up 18· as follows. 

Out of the ·tota~ popula~1on of Abtneda.ba4 citu 26.18 percent 

were 1n the age-s;roup o-u. Among !Undue 25.43 percent . ' 

Qt the popt:t.l.Qt10ll V~aq in. this age-poup. 28.99 percent 

of the l&.tslime of Ahmedabad oity ..-e between the ages 

of 0 to 12· yoa.:te. .Amon,~ Christlt\118 the figU.tre was 24.15 pel'

ca~t. Parsia Jews and othora reitlmed tiB,\tres ot ,4.56 pet'Oent 

.in this age group whiob ware tbe higbest· recorded tor the 

region. 

In tile ege-gt'O"I.lp 13-'0 the ld.ghent ®llc&l'ltration W'asi 

returned by -~he clh'1etians f'ollovrecl 'b;' IIindue, thslirns and 

then by the Parsis Jews and others. The ftgare tor BittdUe 

waa not rmeh different. from. the norm for the oitJ. '!he 

figure was ';57.15 percent among the :tamer and 37.07 percent 

tor the .latter. Cbristimls returned a figure -of 41.69 percent 

·whila it •~ ,6.66 percent for the M.u.fl.f.me. Pareis Jews, 

etc. returned figures lower tba.n B1'l1 other communiiJ' for the 

city at 34.56 percent. 

f'ae norm :for the city in the 30 pl.U.u age group was 

;J6.75 perce11t Hindus were higher at 37.42 petcent and Jbslills 
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much lowlr at 34•:53~. Christia.us shoVIed returns ot n.56 

percent and the Pars1s Jews and others appear with the 

. lowest concentration again with a f1£U.re of ,o.as percent 

( Figure-1.1) •· 

~ comparit1ve studr of marital nta'fn.le among Unslims 

and non-Mu.Blints 1n the census 31eat.•s 1901, 1911 and 1921 shows . -
clear differences between the noms tor MtsUms and non

f&lsltms CFisure-1.2}. 

We notice that in age-~oup 0.15 returns '!or MUslims 

unmarried are ttJUeh higher than those tor the non-Mis11ms. 

Fott th~ 1901 c~sus 89.41 percent of the lbsllm population 

in age.gt-Oup 0.!5 was returned as u.mnarried comparative 

figures for non-Maslitns were 77.63 percent. Similar figu.res· 

for 191!- were 91.98 percent for Uusllms and 79,61 percent 

for non-Uu.sl.tms. the trend continues even il'l 1921 with 

figures o~ 90 •. 99 percent for Muslims end 8,,.10 percent '£or 

non-M.tslims. fhe share of those returned as widowed tor the - -
ae.a-lf.luiQiaaa•··-IM-allwe el-ota.ee._ •• ._oi a.&iew.i l&•tM .. .. 

nOD-Muslim popu.lat!on in thie ~group was s1gn1ficantls' 

higher than that of the Mu.slim populat1on. 

The differences with returns for Ul21Dal'ried become emall 
' - -

and at times marginal. in age-group 15-30 1n all the eensue 
~ -

years. fhey remain so in :»-45 . :~ge-eroup a.lso w:l. th the on~ 

change ·tha~ the returns for lhslitns are now htsher than ~hose 

of the non-lbalims• The trend continues unaltered in 45-60 

and 60 + age..grou.pe. 
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The figures for those return~ as widoweda;re al:wr:ws 

lower ,for Muslim and higher for non-flnsllma. fhe causes 

for these arl! fairly easy to understand and thq woUld 

present themsel!es again in the 1961 pieture. The lesser 

exter.tt ot ohUd-ma.rr.tages among Attslims is due to the :tact 

that YOUllB strls are not encouraged to find work even toaa,, 

50 years aeo the taboos were lllUch strcmger, the result ie 

that they depend for their livelihooa. on the head of the 

family, marriage$ ~e thus delayed. !he situation for the 

non..ltlsllms espeo1al.ly the poor is different. Wom!n and GirlS 

are ittt'ariabl.v found to " world.ng t-or their 4a:Lly-brea4. 

They· .are therefore not tully dependent on their husbands,, 

and are thus in .~ more dVantageO".ta p():s1 ticm as far a.s 
' matl'im·ony is concerned. 

The lesser extent of those returned as· widowed from 

among Blsl.tm! could VeJ!'S well be dUe to somewhat greater 

extent of re-ma.r.ttage among the wi<lowed in the Blelims as 

compared to the Hindus. · Allother factor COUld be the ;ongiv1t,' 

·of the mus.um woman Which would be lower, than her noD-IIusl1m 
-the 

counterpart, a fact which bas been aQP~i~ Shown irJ/,.tigares 
\ -

for the 1961 StU"V93' ot the Mlslma in Ahmedabad. lbt tmmot, 

be shown here tor lack ot data. 

fb.e demoe;:raph1c fea.«ure that sta.na-out are(one) the - -
hie,ber concentration in the . 0..12 age-group among the M1s11ms 

8lld lower retums, tor the higher ago-group (two) 1n tems ot 
t-he 

marital status, the MUslims of/r&g!on were oha%'a.cter1sed by' - "" - -
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Characteristics which hne continued ovex-time, thoue,b with 

SOI'.Qe relative changes leading to lesselling Of differences 

between the !llslim and non-Hlsllm as would seen from the 

analysis of demographic data of mol'$ recent origin. 

We have in thie oh~pter' delt w1 tb the cbe.nginB pa,tte:ms 

among_ the llaslims ·ad non-llu.sltms on the d$$oeraphio and 

soal o-eo-Q1ont1c pare.met.-e&: in tihe c:Lty ot Ahmedabad. 'l'he 

period. covered 1e from the time ot. the a..1."rival of the Bl'i t1sh 

to ,the middle ot the twentieth century. Oertail'l ehat'aoter1et1cs 
been 

he,e been pointed out and some 'bends, have/studied.. Some of 

the more obvious of these are as follows1 

l. the srstematic' deatru.ot!on of handicrafts leading to 

the ruin of the art1etm; both 14tslim and Hindtl, 

lowering of \'Jag&!! and establishment ot modem 

textile indUstry., 

2. fhe part1al polarisation ot th-e work torce aeoora. 

ing to reltstous· eotmllun1 ties W1 th a hisber 

concentration of Mu;sl1ms 1n eecollda17 e.nd tertiary 

, activities a:Qd ot HindUs 1n .Prllnat7 an4 tertiary 

activities. this has su.bs1quentl.l gone thr~ 

man1 changes as WOUld be noted in the neat two 

chapte~• 

'· Thl d'eeline over time in the proportion ot ,the 

:!tlsl1ms to the total population of the o1ty. 

The proportion of Mllelim lltba.te&, and J6lsl1ms 
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literates in Eligl1sh has also declined ovel\-t1me. 

This decl:ble has been taster- than the drop in 

their proportion to the total popUlation. 

4. The llesser extent of child ~iages anong the 

lllhslims 'When compared to non-Mlslims as also 

the greater extent ot those returned as widowed 

mn-ons the non-r.tlel.ims Y41en compared to the 

lllslims. 

1he followtng two dla.pter, would make a stut\v ot th4!Se 

parametres for the year 1961. Conct usions drawns from this 

stu(tu would be tested aga.1nst our intial hypothesis- bl the 

last section ot tho p,_.esent stu43' • 

• 
' 
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DU.s obapter WOUld ooneist ot a stu«.v of demoe;raphio 

and eociai factors a4 110ult bring to lisht the patteme 

that existed among the lhelims an4 tbe total popdatlo1:1. 

Thoae taotora would be disaueae4 SA the llsht ot the 

eoonOtnS.o aituat1oa as obtaJ.fting 1ft Ahmedabad b 1961 8ll4 

VI0\114 matte :1t possible to study tbe ohaDBGS that bM'e taken 

place f'rqm the si watton 4iseu.sse4 .t.n the earlier obapteJt'. 

!mnosrAm'• &mscbt 
The age structure of the total population ot the cit, 

ot Ahmedabad toUows almost the same pattem u that tollowe4 

by the age atructure to't' the Jltel.ime of the 8 wa:Ms (~2.1.). 

!he onla' ditference is that relatively there 1s a htgbe~ 

concentration among blf.tne in the 0.19 age.sroup. ~'ox- the 

Mttalims •e ap.sroa» 20-59, i.e., the cmtl'al part .of the 

pyreatt, woul4 be somewhat ~ thaD that ot the total 

popu1at10a 1n the eame age.pou;p, au4 tbat at tlle top that u 
. ,60+ ase-eroup the peak of the p~4 WOU14 be ftatter tor the 

Hur~ popllaUou lD OOJDpariaon to t~t ot th~ total populatiOJl 

ot the city ot Abme4abail. %n the age.grou.p 0.9 the propol'tton 

ot lllsl1ms b bieber· than the share of total popala.t1on, their 

share be:ttJB 29.02 pero~nt as ~ to 2e.u peroeJ~t tor the 

total pOpalatton. ABe-group 10-14 sbows the sz-eatest 

positive 4ttference in favour' of the BlSUmsot the e 'IU"48. 

!be lbsltms J.ri this age-breoket contdbUto 12•21 :percent ot 
the total 1111el1Die o:t the a 1'4U'de ae opposed to 10.74 peroent for 
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the total population of the ct t7. Itt the 15-19 ase.sroup 

the difference is minimal (0.10 o) i.e. 8.41 percent 

for Muslims .as against s.,l percent_ tor the total population 

ot the ei ty. In the subsequent age-brackets· the returns 

tor M.tSl.ima are lower in eomparison w1 th those of the total 

popu~tion, ~e ditferel'lce n-ever being more !han 0.82~ . 

(a.ge..group 25-29) and lower than 0.12, . (age-group 45-49 ). 

In the a'A"e group 60 +• the returns aret lbslims 3.57 percent 

end total population 3.36 perceat. 

When we study the age-pyramid tor the male aD4 

fet:Dale COtllponents separa.teq we irmnediatelJ' :notice that 

it is the female com.ponent that contributes t.o the hisher - -
returns tor Mtlslima in the 0.19 age-group ( Fieure-2.2). 

Whereas it is the lonS1vi't7 of the lbsl!m males, higher 

than that of the n!tsltm females as also tha:tl those o'f the 

male-female component qt the tott!l poptl].:ation ot the c1 ty _:, , 
ibat con~ributes to t!te higber ret't.lrns for ltlslims 1n the 

60 + age-group (!able. VII~)., The_ share contx-1buted by 

Mls11m females in the age-group 0.9 1s highar at 32.04 percent 

ae oOU@a.red to the share of the female compo11ent of ·the 

total population Which :ts so.os p~roentJ _t~e mar&tn is ot 

the 9rder of 2' : un1ts in the age-group ~0.14 and_0.5' . 

un1 ts in the percentage share o~ the age-group 15-19. Dle 

retu.J.-n tor lhslim males are also mar~ higher than .the 

returns for the male ~onent o~ the total population of 

the city in age-grouJa0.9 a.n"d 10-14, 0.10 ,· and 1.06 

respectively. Between the ages 20...44 the returns .for both 

the components of the Muslim. poptlla~1on are l.ower than those 
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of the to~ population of the c1 ty and this 18 ala!' reflected 

in the age.pyramid of total populat10Jl. In the age-grou.ps 

'' + we see that the returns for tho female component of 

the total population are significant~ higher than those 

of the Muslim women their values being 22.22 perc·ent t:md 

20.,10 percent respectively. This is a ol~ 1nd1oater ot 

the relativelf shorter span of life of the Muslim women ill 

comparison with that of the Bindtt women. 'l!l!s is·. further 

c-orroborated in the study of the tables- on age and mar~tal 

status (tables IX and X) Which hav~ returned hisb male-female 
-

ratios for the lb.slims in this age-group. 

Thti returns tor males in the age.group '5 + 8X'EI 

clearly indicative of the reasons \\!11ch have made . the top of 

the age structure tor the total Mlsl!m population flatter 

than thal: of the total population of the otty. 

fbe 1'41s11m males of the 8 wards of Ahmedabad city · ·. 

contribute 27.50 percent to· the total mate popul.e.tf. on of 

the wards. Compare this to the figare for the male component 

of the total population, of the city which is 26.76 percent 

1.e. o. 72 units lower than the returns of its· lhslim 

counterpa.rts. 

In the overall male-female ratio tor all thJ ages. 

the figure :returned by tbe city of Ahmedabad is higher 

by 22.79 per thousand in comparison with that of the tilslims 

of the 8 wards. The figures are 805.03 per thousand for the 
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city ~d. 782.24 per tJ:tousand tor the ~\alms of the 8 wards

( !able- III). The age-group wise breato-up once again brings 

to l~ght the fee. tures that have already been noted! The · 

J.Dale-fem~e ratio :ts hial}ar 1n the f'irst three age-groupe 

(i.e., 0..9, 10...14 and 15-19) among !hslims b7 28.49 per 

thQuaand, 39.88 per thousand, a11d 5,.4, per thousand. In 
. - - ' 

all subsequent age-g!'oups it is lower than the tigUra for 

the ei ~7 • The difference between the two is signific~t 

in age-group 25w29 (22 .. ,38 . ) and very marginal 1n q~group 

30.'4 (1. 95 . ) •. Xu ·-tlt9 aga.groups 35-44 onwards the saP 

'between the returns for Mlslims a.D.d tha~ of the total. 

population of the cit7 keeps on increasing.-_ It is 76.25 
- -

per thousand in the- age-group- (,5-44) sees to 117 .,9 pe-r 

thousand 1n the age... group (45-49) ~ -rMohes a p~ of 

158.86 per thousand in the- 60 + age-group (.Figu.re-2.,). 

The reasons for this 1ncree;s1ne gap in the sex ratio 

among Muslims are both economic and social. A lower. sex

ratio in a city 1• almost alwa.ys :l.ndieative of the presence 
- in a; significant 

of the male sf:9!eotive miftre;tion o:t labourer~ proportion. 

Migrant labour is an almost univereal phenomena· for nea:rl7 

ali the cities of India. Over and above the migrant 

labour there is the push tactor operating in the villages 

which disgorges manu of the disguised unE~~ploye4 into the 

city. ihose that manage to find work sta,y on in the o1ty. 

Many of these cannot afford to bring their families to 

the c:l ty and thus they inflate the numbers o~ males. 1here 

can. be no strong objection to the statement that migrant 

labour contributes ~o the lowering of the sex ratio. The 
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extent of the influence varies from place to place e!ld can 

be ascertained o~ after detaUed fieldwork. 

The social causes which Will be taken up iQ the 

sect ion on social faotol"s oaft. be mentioned hGre 1n passblg. 

They would include the living ccmdi tions of the !bel!me, 

the ava.ilab;Uity of basic services like public health, to 

the Jilu.slim population etc. The shorter span of lite ot the 

Muslim women Will also be a.f~ected by some ot the social 

custotnS like the pJ:Qctictr of purdah and of keeping the 
I 

women.f'olk cont1ned within the four walls of the house eto. 

!l'heae would a:J.so be taken up at some length in the section 

on sooial factors. 

A.a am IN:&W §taaGJ Oom)ar1eon in this parameter 

could be made bet\Yeen the norm for ·the city ·Of Ahmedabad 

and the nom for tho 8 wari.s of the total ,population ot 

Abme«'-e.ba.d city. Itt the ci'Q' ot Ahmetisbad 49.45 :percent 

,ot the population was returned under the head •nevell' J:Darl'ied' 

a:s opposed to ''•44 pe:cent for tllo 8 wards covered by the 

Muslim project (fables-IX an.d X). Both ~e area~ returned 

100 percent ot the population _in the age-group ~9 as 

umna.rr1ed but in the nat age-br~~cket that is 10..14, the 

. never married among the Musllnla have a &light edge over 

those of tho total population, the t1gares being 9'J .17 percent 

and .98-.64 percent respectively. We notice that there is 

greater extent of child ma.rr1qe ill. the total population 

2 .a!i percent as opposed to 1.,6 percent amonpt Muslims. 1'.he 
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next age-bracket 15-..19 .shows JDarked ditteren·ees 1n the 

extent of marriage between t~e two groups of the Jllnlim 

population of the a wa:rde. 21.84 percent was· returned as· 

married a.s compared to 28.79 p~roent for the total population 

of tl1e city as a whole (Figure-2 .• 4). 

The higher returns for .married 1n the· total population 

should be a result of early marriag&·s 1n the economically 

and soc1aJ.ll depriva ted section of the popu.lalion like the 

lfar1jans and the lower castes. In the opinion of the 

researcher, . the very social fabric ot Muslim :tamWen in 

the cit, \YOU14 by and large lead to a situatton whera 

young girls would not be encouraged tc find work o.:nd woul4 

b;v and .:ta.rse depoo4 on the income of the head of the tam:1I;v, 

1. e., thoir father, before tb$7 are married ®d their 

husbands after their marriage. D.te si tua.tion would not· 

present itoelf in such an acute tom to the young girls 

and women of the so~1all.y and economical~ 4epr1vate4 

eections of the non-Muslim population• whidh in the case 

ot Ahmedabad woul4 consist mainly- of Hindus. 1il&se gtrla 

wolild be engaged in menial. jobs and I or other household. 

jobs. They would be earning their ,li'ting and floul4 find 

it relatively easier to get ms.rried. This would not be 

true of the daughters of the Mu.Blilu.', \vorker• wage laboul'er-, 

porter, rickshaw puller etc, and this would re.sul t 1n a 

greater proportion ot r1ever, ma..."'T'ied tn these age-groups f:r'Om 

atnong lhslims as compared to t.he total po,pulatiO:t'h ibis 

trend \Vas much more marked in the returns for l!tsltme between 
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1901 and 1921, theit& have de:fbli tel;y bee11 Cbanges· in the 

economic ud social sphere Which have srea:tl.v reduced the 

differences ova- tiDuh 

me diffa.rence discussed above oont!zmetr to be 

Sign1ficant even in the QGe {;'rOUP 20-24 r&ere tl:l.e retums: 

for never married as s. percentage of total popu.l.ation are 

l!S.52 percent tor the city as e vmole a.nd ,9.47 percent tor 

the Mttaltma of the 8 wards.. fiiereafter the ditterenoea cease - . 

to be ai8ni£ica.nt. lbtcept for· th-e ege.group 2S.29 wherein 

13.,1. percent of the lhslim :popUlation of the a Wlll'ds is 

returned ao UJ:'JlllalTied as ocmparod. to 10.21 percent ~or the 

populAtion ot the city as· a whole. lb no other agt-sroupa 

are the differences betweeil the ~"0 ca.tegQries substairt1.al.ly 

gt'"eater thal1 l .•. oo. 

In the sec;ttion ot POPI11at1on returned under· the 

category di'Voroed or separated, there are no great d1ffe%'

encea between the total population. of the o1 t7 of Ahmedabad 

and the lhslim population of tl\e e wards ezoept :tor the 

fact that a slightly higlier return in this cateGOJ1 eomes 

for the 8 wards. 0.21 percent Of the total population ot· the 

ifu.slims 1r1 the a wards as opposed to 0.17 percent tor the total 

popule.tion o:! the city:. Th:lo could ·be due to the re1e.t1ve]3' 

liberal r.1lea for d.ivoree ~ong Htlslims as- e.!so the fact 

that the ettt'J!!& atite;clled to ·uvoroed I se}4"U"ate4 women 4.S 

not so great runonc lfuel!ms es emng the H:b'Jdus. lbt the 

differoneo is onlJ' marginal for, not withete.ndtns the 

litserfll natu!"e of thct a .. elicieus J:avw aovomi.ne; divorces 

a:mong Jhsl1ms-1 the acti'Vi ty 1s socially l.oeked dowt.! u:pon 
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and in a society still within the grip o:r strong feudal 

values these tendencies· P.re rosisted. 

The section of the population returned under the head 

'widowed• does not indicate any particular· pa-ttern when 

taken in ·terms of total '4lslims returned as· widowed as 

compared_ to total population of the city returne4 as widowed 

(Fisures-2.5 and 2.6), except for the fact that the returns 

for 1lu.sl1ms are somewhat higher 4 •. 76 percent of the total 

Muslims o'f the a wards as compared to 4.68 percent of the 

total population of the city. lht, when we take the ratio 

of females pe~ thousand males tor all tt(J&S as also 1n 

different age.gy;-oups we notice sta-r.U:ng divergenQ'ies between 

the norms for the city and tbat ot the 8 wards. the results 

are very :tnt~reating (Ta:ble..Xt). We notice that among 

Mlslim.a ae also from amona the total population of the 

cit,. enumerated as· widowed, tb.ere is a mueb geat~- concon

tmt:t.on among females· tbe;n among the males. (Figu.re-2.?). 

The nom tor Ahmeda.ba,d ci t7 1s that for wery 1000 males 

returned as \\1.dowed, there we~ as· many as 2700.25 temal.es. 

'lb'G norm tor the a wards was much 1ov1er fOr there were 1971.13 

females returned as wid.owod fiJ!r every !000 males returned 

as w1.dowed. The highest mnle-t'emale ~t:to for_ the tots.l 

population of the city was in the ase-ercup 60..64 Where 

ther! were :5460.35 females per 1000 malee, the highest: 

mal.e-fetnele ratio for the w!do~ mnong Muslims of the 8 

ward.s was al.eo in the same age..groups w:t th 2642.65 :tomales: 

bei..11g retl.lrned as widowed tor eve-ey lOOOmalas retutncd as 

widow-ed. 
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!the reasons for the general trend common to both 

the population groups, that of higher proportion .of women 

among the total persons returned as widowed seems to be 

a direct result of the fact that 1 t is vera· dUt1cul t for· 

\V.ldowed women to get rEl'Jlarl'ied t;md so at each age group 

there would be a greater proporti-on of widowed temaJ.es, 

than that of widowed males. The fact that 1n compartson 

to the p1otu%'e for total population of the city as a whole• 

the situation among the !llsliuut of the ~ wariS: ls not so 

aQttte, i.e •• among the JbSlims there are t~ womei'l per· 

1000. &:tee aa compared to the figuretJ for total population 

is exPlained by two :taotore one is that a Mlal.1m Widow bas 

a better chance ot getting remarried thatt her Rtnm count~ 

part. the di:tf'erenoe cannot be exactlY computed with the 

nature o'f the data available and then it.~ not be Ve%'3 

large, but nevertheless, 1 t VIOU14 to mae extent explain 

:lhe difference. The other· reasons would be the difference 

in the long! vi t:r of the Mtslim :tentel.e as) compared to that 

ot the total poptllation, thts wO'.dd be borne cu~ by the 

table Or.t age and e~ structures ot _the t\10 sroups ct 
population (Tables-VIII and Fteure-2'.2). This is, due to 

the unbygenic eondi tions 1n Which the poor and middle cluB 

lfuslirns liV<! in the c1 ty • ~his would al.eo be duo to the 

social restrictions placed o.n the free l!ltlVe-.ucnt cf tbe wcmon 

:i.n moot !fuslS.a families living in the city even today. fhis 

would also be borne out by a stuey of' the areas which have 

been declared as al.ums 1:l the oity of Ahmedabad. and quite 

a few of vflhieh ere located 1zl the very vm:rae where the highest 

concentr-ation ot the libsllmo is to be found. 
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tiilitilmt.iov. of 1000 _cenaug Hye}lg;J.ds acsmtdme . ~Q . DWDiutr 

gt Rogmu Qcgupi§d -. J;s.§l J in MWd§ Yibich haye· Sl.Jlm. Ati'As) 

As per the census sub-divisions of the city of 

Ahmedabad there were as many as 29 wards in the city of 

Ahmedabad. Out of' these 15 wards were those which had 

at least one area that b.ad been declared a slum ( table-XIII). 

1'hase wa:rd.s aoeommodated within: their confines 70.96?' of the 

total population of the city. l'he data supplied in the 

speoiel tables on slum~ 1n "Special Report on Ahm~bad Olt,y 

Census 1961" the breakl-up of slum dwellers and non-slum 

dwellers .:le not givcm and therefore one cannot make a 

comparison between percentage of· UU.slim alum dwellers and 

non-Muslim slum dwellers. Information on the propOrtion 

of slum dwellers in th.e total 1Atsl1m population of the a 
wards was not collected and therefore only ge~ observ~ 

tiona cs.n be made on the specific problem of slums 1n 

Ahmedabad city. We notice that out of 29 warda almost half. 

i.e. 15 wards, were such tbat had at least one slum area 

within their bOUlldaries,. out of the a wards of Ahmedabad 

Whicb were covered by the MUslim project and Which accounted 

tor about 57 percent of the total MUslim population of the 

city as maflT as 7 were those that had slums within their 

.confines. 'lbese 7 ~s, nameJ.r. R~ad• Kalupur I, 

Shahpur I. Dhariapul'-Xa.aipur, Shahez-Xotda, Asar\J'I! and 

Rakbiyal, accounted for· 81.29 percent of the Muslim popUla

tion living in the a wards and thon out o:f the 8 \vards ot 

the Muslim project the only ward that did not have slums 

w1 thin its boundaries \'!laS Da:riapttr I which accounted for 18.71 



r fia. 2 .a !l 
di~tribution of thousan·d census I 
house h~lds according to nurnber ;; 
cf rooa1s occupied II 

AH~·1EDABAD llr 8 WARDS ~ 
1000J -

9004 -\-y~~~~\f~m~ : 
: I: : ~ ,: : : 1: : : : : : :· : ·: : ·: :_ ·:;: : ~ r

1

. :: i c 
I l· . ·I· ........ t .. I .. I' D 

! . . . . . . : . . . I. . . • . . i . . ·j: : : ; : : -~ 
8001 I' •. , ••..•• , .•• ' .• ' ..••• I . ' 

~
! ~:::1~Ti r ::; 

7oo ~ : y ':'- ;:_: > : ·: ;._ .: : ·L'< : ;: ::.1·: _: : : 
- -· - .. L -- -----1.--...--~-'-- _;__ L _.j__ .. - ~ ---1 

r. - '1 ' .,. I . '' . --,-- -~ f~ G 
. • • . . i .. ·I •. ' • . • • • • • ,. •. I· .. ·: , 1· · ~ · · ., · · · · · ·:· · ··· · · ·· · ·r· · · · 

o L ·- ~ : ~--1 :_. i~- .. ·~~~~~. _ _:_r __ ·~ · ~~_l _ _ ._H 
A B G DE F G H 

A 'BAD 

AAIKHAD 

KALUPUR-I HOUSES WITH 

DARIAPUR- TWO ROOMS 

II 
I' t: 

SHAHPUR-IT ~ ONE ROOM 

KAZIPUR , 

SHAHER KOTADA t ~ TltRE:E ROOMS ~~ 
FOUR ROOHS 1, 

ASARVA '1 

RAKHIYAL f:IVE ROCMS 0~ I'IOR.E ~~.~~~ 

...__... ............... ·'- --~ n•-..., ··~ ··--..,., •- ......... ..;,;,.~~-~ .... ------------------



73 

percent of the MP.elim populAtion living in the 8 wards. 

Coming to the d1etr1bution ot 1000 census households 

according to number of rooms ocoupied in the wards. parts 

ot which bad been declared slums, we cotlce that the average. 

for the city of Ahmedabad was a follows. The share of 

households with no regular rooms was ne~igi ble, tba t of 

households with one room was 910 per· thousand, that of 

household& with 2"· rooms was 75 per thousand. There were 

8 households out of ever'!! 100 that had :5 rooms, on~ 5 

households out of 1000 in the c1 ty of Ahmedabad had 4 rooms, 

and o~ly 2 households out of 1000 had 5 rooms or more 

(Fieure-2.8). Comparing this norm with the figUres for 

those wards which account for an overwhelming section of 

the 11uslim population covered by the MtlsUm project we 

notice that only one of t}?.e 7 warae that tall ill this 

category, namely Dariapul.'-Xazi,pur, bad any houseboldathat 

had no reSU14r rooms. Even here the share of households 

in. this ca. tegory was negligible., Four wards, namely Kalupnr I, 

DariaptW-Ka.01pur1 Asa.t-va· and Bakhiyal had returned a: 

proportion of households with one room that was hit;her tbM 

tb.e nom for the e1 ty. The norm for the city was tlO such 

househol4s per 1000 census housJbolds., The returns for these 

four wa1'"4s were that_ 1n Xa.lupur all the 1000 h~sJholdS\ . , 
. 

were returned. as o~e-roomed houses, in Dariapul\oii'Irazipur 

there were 918 one-roomed households for every 1000 census 

h·ouseholds. The figures tor Asarva and Rakhiyal. were 972 

out of .1000 households an~ 931 out of 1000 households respecti

vely. Re.ikhad and Shahert-Xotda had returns lower than the 
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nonn for the city, i.e., 882 and 892 out of 1000 households 

respectively. The returns for Shahpur II were almost 

identical to those of the city in this categor,v. 1.e., 908 

out ot 1000 households, Daripur I, the 8th ward coverla 

by the llu.slbl project had no slum e.~.:-ea. within 1te boundaries 

and j.s therefore net be111g considered 1u this section. 

Ill the category of two-roomed houses the norm for 

the city was 75 out ot 1000. The r&tul.-na. tor Raikhad were 

higher e.t 103 out of 1000 as were tor· ShaJrer-Kotda at 

104 out of 1000. These same wards had returned_ ttsu.res 

lower tha.n tho city norra in the ea·tegory of one-roomed 

households c'..iscussed above. Out of the remaining flY~ 

wards, tour of which had higher returns 1n the former 

category a.nd the fifth which approximated the city norm, all 

.~ave returned figures lower than the c1 ty no1h:rl. lfalupur has: 

not returned even one household out of 1000 which has more 

than one-room, Shahpur. II has only 55 houses o1tt of 

~ry 1000 that fall _in this category, while Bakhiya1• 

Daria.pul\iloltamipur Md Aearva have 65t '5 and 26 respact1ve.l,r 

out ot 1000 hout!leh.oldsn.s compared to 75 for the oi ty as a 

In the city of Ahmedabad. from every 1000 households 

covered by the ceneus, the~e were a houses that he.d a. 

thr.ee-room accommodation. The returns for ShEil pur II and 

Da.riapul'!oolraaipur were higher at 13 t:Utd. 10 out of 1000 WhUe 

they were lower o:r absent 1n . the other wards. Raikhad and 
. -

Kalupur I returned none in this category w.b.UG Shaher-Kotda, 

Rakh~ and Asarva respectively had only 41 ' end 2 houses 
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with :; ... rooms. out of 1000 oa11sus houeoholds. 

The proportion of houoebolda with 4 rooms'was 5 such 

houaeholda out of ever;y 1000 census households 1n the city 

of Ahmeldabad. ~e picture t~r the 7 tllard:J out of the a covered 

by :the MusJ.11n_ 11!'0;) ect was as follows. Two. namely Sbahpur I 

and Ra:lkha.d, had retu:rned fig.1res higher than the city 

nom 11 1.e. 16 pe;peai out o.f 1000 and 15 out of l.OOO, the 

remaining five had retumed figures whie!t were substantially 

lower than the norm. axcept fo-r Daria.pu.J'.ltlrasipur Which 

returned the figure of 4 houses with tour· rooms out of 

every 1000 houaeholda, in the ward. fhe tigu.res for the 

remaining four wards_ were& ~~ - negligible! Asarvtt - 1 

per thoulifand, Shahe%\-Ir.otda - none and B:aluptlr I • none. 

Tbe last category, .tn the distribution of 1000 census 

householdsacoording to number· of rooms occupied in ·wards 

with elum areas • .is the ol.a.sa of houses with 5 rooms or 

more.For the city as a whole• tnay account for 2 houses 

out of evf11!3 1000 census households. It ia only Shah. pur II 

which has retu:r:cecl a figure of a out of 1000 wh!cn is 

mu.ch hiGher tban the nom. The returnn for the remaitltng 

6 wards are much lower. In fact. eaeept for Asana which 

hasa· negligible proportion of' su.oh houses,, no other ward 

has reported even. a negligible propoxation ot these 

houses out of one tlousend houses1 otatHbu.:tion for which 

has been tabulated il'1 $Beh of the 6 categories.. 

Thus we noticE:~ thn t those \verda which have aoeounte4 

£.or more than SOft of tho Muslims covered in· the "Jlu.s1.1m 
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Project 1961" &how a concentration of lower class houses. 

a concentr..t1on which is higher than the nOX'O'l tor the city 

1n 4 out of 7 of these wards wh1Qh have alum areas tt'~ling 

within their territories. We also notice that as we move 

up the soal,e of o:lase of houses in terms of increasing 

sccommodnt:ton, there is a decline 1n theproport1on of such 

wards whi,ch xoeportea returns higher than those of the 

city. Another trend is also obvious and that .is the. 

:fact that even among those wards which have reported 

returns higher than the norm, there is a decline in ma.rg1D the 

e.s we move up the scale of aecomrllOdation. 

Interesting relationship emerge if we 'canpa.l."e the 

results of the present table with those of the table on 

households by number of members and number of persons per 

The norm tor the c~ ty of' Ahmedabad in this table was 

that tllere '-vere 4• 97 ;persons per :bouehold and their 

concentration was 3.11 persons pe1.• room. Out of the 

a wards covered by the M.tsltm Pro3ect four retu.rned higber"

concentration of' persons per household thall those of' the 

city • The returns ot the other four wards were lower 

( Table-XI I) • 

Kalupur I returned the highest concentration of 

personsper household at 6.02, the same ward ha~ returned 

all the 1000 households in ·the CAtegoQ of one,....r··uXlled houses. 
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This ward has surprisingly retul:!led a per room concentration 

ot persons Which is lower than the norm of 3 .n and the 

lowest among, the a wards, the figure is 2.75. tie seem 

unexplainable 1n the light of the fact that all houses 

have been returned in the eategory ot one-roomd houses 

in which case we would expect the per household end per 

room density to be exactly the same. !here can be only 

two explanations of this, namel-7 that either the sample 

of 1000 houses chosen was not representative of the 

general picture or there is some computational mistake. 

1'his ward accounted tor 2.53 percent ot the households ot 

the oi~ and 2.7, percent of the tot~ population of the 

city •. This amounted to 6.20 percent of the total population 

ot 8 \~~Jards. The other wards which have returned a higher 

concentration of persons per household are Ra:l.kba.d 5.5,, 
Dariapur I 5.68 and Shapur II 5.28. 

Seven \'lards out of the 8 covered b7 the Musl1m project 

have returned figures for personsper room for the total 

populat~on Which are higher than the norm tor the citr 

(P'igure-2-.9). Kalupul" I twith per room concentration of 

2. 74 has returned a figUre lower than the norm for the 

city which is 3·.11· '!he highest concentration :ts in. Rakbiyal. 

where 3.~ persons were li~g per room. This was followed 

by Sbahe:r-ltotda with 3.86, Asarva with 3.70, Raikha.d with 

3.54, Dariapur ,.44. !~his ward has no slum area but is 

definitelY more conjested and crowded than the norm for 

the city b a cause 1 t is s1gnif1can tly higher in the returns 

for persons per household also, where the tiggre io computed 
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to be 5.68 as against the oity norm of 4.97. Dariapur is 

followed b7 the warda the returns tor which are the closest - -
to the city norm- Dariapu,.l'a9'1pur 3·42 and Shahpur II ,.,a. 

If we take the reaul ts of the two tables and study 

the d1atr1bu tion of population in the city., we notice 

that these 8 wards il'lolude some of the most densly 

populated areas of the city. Dariapur I with e. pex-aore 

density of 526 personstops the list~ The dens1tJ per 

acre for Ira.lupur of 468 persons 1s the third highest in 

the city. The two wards jointl.J account fo:r: 7.42 percent 

of the total popul.a,tion of the citr of Ahmedabad, 16.82 

percent of the total population of the a warns, !Ecept 

for Asarva, all the other wards have returned a b18her 

·per-acre density than that of the city. 

If we assume that within wards there is no great 

difference in th,e living condi tiona of people belonging 

.to different religions, as long as thE\1 belong to the sqe 

olass, we will still notice that in terms of the living 

eondi tions r&slima will emerge in a more disadvantaged 

pos1 t1on. This is due to the fact that they are concentrated 

in the moat crowded areas ot the c1 ty • '!he 8 wards account 

for almost 60 percent of the lluslim population of the city. 

Ottt of these more than 80 percent live in thos-e v.rards which 

have returned higher concentration of_ persons per househol.d 

aJid persons per roOm than the nom for the city. Thea-

live in wards most of which have returned an oven.thelmingly 

higher proportion of small and eonjested houses. A further 
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anal1s1e of the uses to which non-residential houses are 

put will snow exactly what serrices are lacking 1tl the 

areas which account for a. major section of the population 

of the atelims in the city of Ahmedabad. 

TotAl IOpej@Si41D'Ual Bo»iest ua .10111 ot . the Us&ll· tg Vlh1oll 

!biY. E! , tmit 

Ou.t of a;1 the census houses, 16.21 percent were 

returned as non-residenticl for the oi ty as a whOle. We 

have in this table tried to see the difference between the· 

share taken up by educational. irlst:l.ttltions, places of 

entertainment and public health services for the city as a 

Whole in comparison with the shares for these_services in 

the total census houses of the a wards (Table-XIV) • 

For the city as a whole, 2.43 percent of the total non

residential houses accounted for sChools and other 

educational institutions. this was higher then the 

figures for 5 out ot a wards. IJ.'he shares_ were 2.,9 pereent 

for Dariapur I, 1. 72 percent for, Dariaput'-K'aal pur, 1.21 

pereent for Shab.Gl'-Xotda, 2.04 percent for· Rakhi,-al and 

2.:59 percent :for Asarva. 1'he laSt of these tour retttrned 

:f'igur81:J lower than the c!J.r norm tor plaees of en tertatnment 

and communi.ty gathering. The norm tor the city was 0.61 

percent Qf the total non-residential. houses, the figures tor 

those four wards VJere 0.32 percent, 0!09 percent, o.,2 percent 

and 0.34 percent respeeti'Vely (Figllre-2 .• 10). 

The contribution made by public health ar.td medical 

institutions, hospitals, health centres, doctors, clinics 
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and dispensaries etc. to the total non-residential houses 

\me to the tune of 2.:59 percent for the city of Ahmedabad 

a.s a v.bole, the retums for the three wards of Ra.ikhad, 

Dariaptll'-Kasipur and Shaher-Xotda were l'ower than the 

nom at 1.50 percent, 1.28 peroent ad 1.,06 percent respect£. 

vel.y. 1hese three wards account for )6.82 percent of the 

total population of the a wards and :35.07 pereent ·Of the 

total POPlllation of the Mlslims of these wards~. 

From a study of the above three tables we see that 

the a wards which account tor almost 60 percent of the 

!mslim: population are characterised by rela.tivel,y higher 

returns for density per acre, relativelf higher concentration 

of persons per household and par room, the louses in which 

the population lives are by and large of one--room accommoda

tion, there is a relativelr ~ller proportion ot school, 

hospitals and places ot enterta1;nment 1n comparison With 

the norm of the city U we assume that V71th1n wards the 

distribution of public services 1s not biased against the 

areas Where Ahnllms are concentra:ted. Even then we will 

have to concede that the VeJ!!/ fact tlta~ a !Dajori tr of· Uuel1ms 

live in areas w1 thin the . oi ty which are rela-tive]Jr baokwa.rd 

1n terms ot these 1'ac111 ties and in as much as they live 

in such areas, they will be in apoattion disadvantageous· 

in tams of· social amoni tiee etc·. 
I 
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•e aoc1o.econom1c ttatures of the ~slim population 

on which data is a:nll.able for Abmedaba.d for the Oa&Sile 

year 1961 consist maiDlJ ot the foUoW1fiBa 

.. 

1 Struct\u'e ot tho· \vorktng force an4 partic1pat10D 

mtios for this wa.rdwise irlformation tor nor.-

1lllsl!m popUla.tlort is also available enii we wUl 

be able to etuq this feature at some length • 

2 1hero 1s · data a\'OJl.e.ble \"11th age-group brealG

up for work~rs with their sectoral d1str1bllt1on 

and for non-workers. ibe comparison here te 

between tho non tor the rttel1ms of the a warda 

of Ahmedabad c1 ty an4 that ot · the total popul.a

tion of all urban areas of Ahmedabad district. 

': For the ooeupa.ti,onal status of the workinG 

· fo:roe da·ta is available '£or all' the S divisions 

of economic activities U.. terms ot total persons 

eusaged a each division eta4 their occupational 

status, i.e., Whether they belong to the 

ctegory o~ family workers or a1nsle \70rkere1 

whether their status io that of an anployee or 

of an employer. The norm tor the 8 wards 

covered b7 the r&elim project is compared bare 
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with the norm for aU the urban areas of the 

cU.str1ot of Ahmedabad. 

4 lntt.ustrial olassificaticn of work<m:J anA no:o

warkera b7 educat1o!U4 level.e (111 urban a.rea.a 

onlf) for thie pm"mmeter equivalcmt lntomatioa 

em the urban or total populatSon of the o1 ty 

ot Almlotlabad is not aftilablo and therefore 

~teem W1U be poe,e1blo ol'll., w.t th ·the n.om 

tor all tbe u•bat'l --.s ot Ahmeda'bacl 4:tet~1ct. 

5 'Jhe qe.grollp wise ~istrttmtiOD ot unemplo,-etl 

persons ased fifteen G.1'1d above with their 

education twels tor th& iale11tlla of the 8 waris 

is compared \11th the t:orm for tho total polJl1lD

tion of au the urban &J"$8.S ot Abmec!abd 

41etr1ct. 

lastly• the br~up of <lata ot tho ao.tiv1ties 

1:l Which tile non-workers EmGB«ed themee.lvee 1e 

also afaUable for thtt lllellms or G wa:rds. !bo 

nas hero is Coa\Pa.red once .atta1n with tbe nom. 

for total non-wo:rk1'tlg :population of e:J.1 the 

urban areas ot Allmoda.bad c:l. t7 1nto:ni'Ja~ion is 

IWtd.labl.e without tho age-group b~u,p and 

tha total ;aoru tor tho total MaoJJ.m populaticm 

of Ahmeda.bad o11;y W1U b& compared with tbis 4ata 

Blso. 

1hese we shall etu67 111 the same order as they he:Ye 

been presente4 above and £Dalpe the d1ttf'erences, limi tat1one 
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in order to understand the economic roots of the ltbslim 

problem. 
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1. timmm a£ the llork.\Ds to:a u« ibftio.ba*iAII 
RaUyt !l'h9 total available date in this parameter- has beeD 

ca!oulated as percentage ~! ot th!l giYan unit. _Each 

vlat:'d shows iba psrcanta.ga ft.:l£tr9 of rJUe1:lms ~ non-lbslims 

to total population, tfi.lGl!m r*'Ork~ ana :nol)!J.T!tsl.1m v1orkers 

a" ~l .. oportton of tha total LUslim pop-Ulat1tm and the total 

noJ)l;t.ll!tdim ·l'Olf?lo.t:ton re~eotivoly. .And . fi.."UJ.l;cy, the 

M.tsl.im :mtt. non-!b~lifa n9n-~10rlcaro as ~ proportion of the 

tcte.l. population (!abl'"'I). 

In the e wards of Ahlleda.bad, nameJ.r, Ra1 ~4, Jralupur I, 

lllriapur I, Shahpur .ti, DariaP'U'-KaaiPQr1 Shah~Xotcla, 

Asarva and Re.1tb.:lyal Which were oovered by the •1AUs11m Project" 

auney in 196~. file most cm:a:trastitla teaturiJS of popu.1at1on 

di-stribution in the m groups of Jl.tlelim.e and non-!!usllms 

are t.tB toUoweJ 

l:hslims cto not constitu.te more thM 15.15 percent 

of the total population of the cit,- of Abme4aba4, 

but 1n these wards, thq account :tor 20.19 percent 

of the total population. The share of non-ltlslim 

population therefore com• down f'rom 84 .as per.cent 

for the oity' as a Whole to 79.81 percent f'or these 

tJardll. Returns in 1961 tihovted 57.21 percent of the 

total MUslim population of the city reeidtns 1D these 
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wards. 1'tle Mstribution ot the JJaalir4 populaUOD 

in these 8 wards is in no lVa_v tUtifom. iheJ 

constitute 466,a percent of the popu18t1on of 

lf.'alupu- I, ad 4, ... 11 percent of the pop.tlaticm 

cf Da:riapur I, whereas the.tr ebe.re . in tb.e total 

population fa.Us dottll to 6.8, perromt an4 8.1, 

percent 1n Asarva· and Darta.pul\-Xaz~pur warde 

reepoct1vel;v. In Asa.rva. Del.rta~ur-Y.aaiptJ.r 811Cl 

Bakbtyal, the proportiot~ ot Blslm to the totsl 

population of these -.rds t:a l<nttr.e thai!~ their 

proportion to th.e total population of the 8 'Wm*4s. 

\'JhUe Jn the r.emtdnittg 5,. 1t ira ld.£t;c:u, nmsin& 

from a,.59 percent tn Shtq~tu- XI to ~·38 pereout 

111 Jrallpur z. The proportiw ot aon-fm#lim 

,POpulation is .?9.81 percent of the total poPGls:tion 

of the 8 warts. De ~ighost perocmtaae is m 
A~ wara.· Where ncm.NfaoUm oonstitllto "·17 percent 

. ·of the population ot the V1t:lrd vJhUe thfJ l!west 

f.f.surea eome f'Wmr Ifalu.Pll' % where the ncm-uu~lJ.mo 

constitute 53.,62 percent of the total. population. 

f.lielim workers· in tts eight wards are leas thaa Oll&-thU'd of 

the total ~slim populatiob o£ the e~t words, 29.21 percent 

to be omct. Ao opposed to this• non-Ialslim \YOrkers~ the 

eight vards constitute ,4.01 percent of the total raon-Ehsl.1m 

population of these \mrds. Compar1ng ..,.sUm worker& as a 

proportion of !llslinl poptlation With Mlal!m worker& as a 
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proportion of total population, scme ibterestma detatle 

are brought out, P.t.rstlJ, Vl8.1:'4s wlth the hipest conoeo

trat1on of lttelims 4.o not Show e. larger WsUm work force 

in tact 1 t ie mcb smalle'!! rmen compared. to tho waras VIi th 

Utslims constitutintr a smaller sl'la.fe of the po:sulat:lon. 

Por itlstance. l'alupur I t.m4 Dar1alftU' I have 46.~ percen.t 

arl\i 4,.77. percent ot the population composed of fltsltms • . 
lht of these, onl3' 25.09 percent and 25.98 percent are 

engaged aeworkere. Wher.,s Asa.na. ldth onl3 6.8, ~t 

fhal1ms eho\'1S ''·1' pero~t of them ~ u workers. 

1he figures· for DariallUl'-liutipur are 8.13 percent for 

!halime and ,2 .• 81 percent ot these ~ad as workore. 

~e oulg deeptton to this is Sbahe%'-Kotda where Utslime 

constitute 26.89 percent of the population a1.1~.40 percent 

of them haV'o bGeD returned as workers (ftgure-3.1). 

fbe two wa~& of KeluptJr I Bttd. Dar1apur t w1 th the 

·J.l1ghest concentration of lltsl.Jms e..n e.lso the wards tor 

Wh1ch the lowest fi~res o'l BJ.slJ.m workel"S as a p:roport.ton 

ot total Htsltm popul.at10!! ot the ward have been returned. 

ln. five of the eight wards, the t1~s ~or llleltm workers 

as a proportion of totalt&elime ~out-weigh tbe proportion 
the 

of Uu.sl:lma to total.Lpopu.lation of the vlal'ds. 

The picture fer. the non-!!hsl.1m popul.aticm. ~e signt

ficant~ different. 1ft_ no ward except for ShahSl'-Xotda 

are the t~enres for non.mtol1m workers as a praport1on of 

total non-fJ.1Sl1m population leas thaD similar figures fo~ 

l!lsl1mo. In api te ot this, there is not a singto wart1 mere 
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the proportion of non-tUsllm workers to total no11-~lim 

population is Greater than the proportion of the noD-lltaUme 

to tb~ total. population of the warcts, thle si tua.tlon has 

presented itself not J:ess than ttve times .1D the case of 

·the UQsliln worke.rs. !'alu~ ! and ~pur :r show the 

lowest cono~llt:mt.tou of non-r&ol.ints aa alee ·the .lowest 

re·t:~.: of rJ~r,..Unsl!l.a ~rk:ere t\0 a propOrfd.on of total 

l10l'l-llbAl1m );•Opu!At~.Otl• _ AP.IG~ \"'ith t1tO h1.ghest concentration 

of 9:f.l? per~ant ot n:a·,.Jltwlit1 pov&llatic-lD. td.ec e:tves the 

h$,gb~st rEJturn ot n~llu~llrn r.orkcro in_ the e~t 'Erde, 

Tht\t ie, '6 .62· peroent of' th(;) total. no~l:Usllm population. 

~eee dtotinetions notwithstandbg the feature tbat cerses 

most clearly is the tact that the:-e are fo~r wards which 

shew a rol~t1vely higher ec-ncMtmtton of workers• tm4 _thUs 

hisbor participation :ra.tioe both omong lllcu.ms e.nct non-Hl&llms 

tma. tll!e is a fact whlob, in tho optn1on ot the :researcher, 

is very s!gtlifloant• tor if thor~) aro areas in Which there 

1s s higber ooner.M tl"a~ion of workers; tho figUres tor 

:t'Uel1ms as well ae tor aon-ll~Glim workers aa a proport101'l 

to the total population of· the two Sl"fiUPS also go u.p. Aa4 

in aree.aa; r&ilere th$ ccncen.t.Tat1oo s.e low 1 t 1e low tor bOth 

th& uogmonto ~Jhich we aro atudyillg! l.'ha fact worth noting. 

1.0 tbtt.t whtnt tho :Proportion ot non-f~Qslim workers goes up 

bj one unit, the proportion ct ~1m w-orkers goes up 

by eligbtJ.y less than one unit. The same me: be said o'f 

the situation when the proportion of ~e work force goes 

dovm. ibe norm fer the t'luslim 31ltt ~on-rluetill s.,emMts show 

thG difference but too oleuly. non-tttolim workers as a - -
:percentage of tot.:\1 non-L"Usltm population are ,4.Cil ;percent 
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as asainst the fl~re for UusUu wh1oh ie 29.21 poroellt. 

'l.ba four wards with a higber conoelltmt1on ot work farce - . 
both t~ Uaslims and :non-l!lslitaSare De.r!apul'-lfaetpur, 

Shaher-Xot4a1 Asarva and Rakhis"al• Arlcl the wards Wl'lich 

liavs returned .figUres lower tha:rt the nom tor the e!Pt 

wardS are Ha!khad, trsl:upur I, Shaherpur J:I ao4 Jlariapt.U" t. 

We ;.1111 now stu a, the soctoral tUstrlbUtioD of' the 

work force 1D order to see Which segmet ia e.agage4 in 

what kind. ot economic a.ct1vtty, and whether there are 
. ~ -

eigraificant 41fterenoes between the ·Muslims ud non-lbel.tms. 

we, wUl also stu.S, the nature of these difterencos, it e:lrf• 

and their 1mpl1oat1one in terms the stage ot ,c.tevolopmont 

of the two sesnents of the population of the eight , wsras. 

2. .aec,ow NfltJ:iJmUAD at tJaa llats;, Drat• \1\en we 

41v14e the total work force ot tbe lbslim population tor 
¢ 

the eight nards of Ahmccle.bed City 1D the three sectors. i.e., . . I 
,. 

prima%'1, secondar,r and tert1a171 1D terms of proportions-

of the total workitls foree Which is taken to be 100, and 

compare. these figures with those of similar ca.tegor1ee of 

the non-MUslim pop~~lat1on. of the eigbt wards, thoro is 

one th1ug that stands /out VGJ!8 clear]Jt ad that is the 

tact that UJ.slim WGrkers in the city are tnorl heav11J 

coneentrat~ ill the se~ndary Pftl4act1on activities even 

today O!e!i:YM the non-Hllslim popuiat1011. ( Tab:.le- I) 
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!tle seneral_J)Q'ttem that emerges is that while 0.40 

percent of the non-JA.u'41ms workhts popUlation ot the eight 

warda is eDgaged 1n P!im1U7 activity, tbe t1gu)!"e tor ·M1sllm 

workers :J.s Bl.moet cme-tourtb at o.n percent. !he picture 1s 

revorsea in the second.arf sector, although_ the difference 

is not so le.ree. 60.98 percent of the t~on-fltlsl.ial pOpalat.t.on 

,f.e engaged in secondary activ1 ~tee while 6' .19 percent of 

the lbsllm world.ns poptlation is thUs enga:ged. The 

difference in the sectoral distribution ot the Dlsl!m auct 

non-14.leltm. workers in the tort!at7 sector is once &BB1n 

hiGher than that of the eeconda'z7 sector, the flguree being 

,9.35 percent for the non-l&lslim ad "•'' pel'Cent tor the 

Uusua workers. 

A some\1hat detailed e~ ot the 41~terences Md 

sim~lar!ty 1n the sectoral d1str1bution~ of the Uu.slim and 

non-tllsltm \"JOrk force as also 1 ts iDtra-aectoral. and iDtel'

oectol'Gl trends is likely to l.n41cate d1recticme1n which 

answers mar be found for some of the questions Which the 

present study seeks to tackle. It wou14 also gl:ve us a; 
' 

.tn.mework Which m~q be usefUl in UD4erataD41ns the demograp~c 

features a.s they ui.st in these 8 wartls as also tbepeeuliari

tles ot- the patterns tnfllcated bf the 4ata on the social 

indicators, in order to achieve this ob3ect1ve. t'le wUl 

undertake now a study on the seeto!' moe distribution -of' tbe 

work f"oroe both for Huslimsan4 ~U!Jsl :s.ms. (Figure-3. 2) 

Di RG'RM7 seowt A vera emall sectiou of the total. 

population is eneagod 1n primary activities in the city ot 
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Ahmod«bad.. Alld these eight warda are not 41ftorent 1n their 

Character from the rest of the c1ty. 7:n a o1 ty Which is 

more than '00 rears old and laoka mm:l.lig aoti'\Yit1es on aDY 

signifiCODt scale. One doos llot expect to f'tn4 tm1 

stgaificact ooct1oa of the work force engas!4 in prtma.r.v 

activi tias and we see that of the total no.a-Muallm work 

forc-e from the a wards onl.¥ 0.40 percent is engaged :l.r.l 

such activities, The figUre for the r&tellm. population is 

much lower at o.u percent of the total f&lslim work force 

of the~e vards.. l'n the two wards of K'alupur I and

Slmllel'-Xotda there are no r.tu.a1illl workers mgased 1J1. prima'ry 

activ1 ties •. 

Kal.upur I has returned the lowest ttsurea both for 

Busltm a:d ncm.lllslim workers ~· in Pt'imllrl acttv1 ty. 

~ figure 1s 0.04 percent tor non-DleUms as ~st o.o 
percent for the tbelim work force. 

Die highest returns ot workers tn this claSs tor 
not~-Mtsltms come Utom Ra11diact where tho figure is as hi(#i 

as ~·30 percent more than three t1ms fit the nom for total 

n~ftlslim population of the e wards. Rakb1yal has the 
~ -

aecond bighest conoentratton ot JJoa-Mlslim workers 1n 

'bbi!' category • And tho f181U'e here is 0.62 peroent. .AlJnoat 

cme-antta!lalf' tmett higher than the nom fffJ:f tb.1s sector for· 

tho non.-l!lslim work force of these 8 war«s~ 

The m-eae of compa:ro.tive .hish oonconmtion ot 
Ictaslat ~rkors ~ed 1n pr1tna17 activity area (l) the 

Dariapu.rwK'a:d.pur wn.rd(0 •. ,4) percent o:t the total BlsUm work 
• 



force of the ward)J and (2) Raikbad (0.28)peroe.nt. In 

terms of concentration ot work force in the ~ 
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sector Ra.11dla4 haG returned at the highest fl.eure tor the , 

non-Muslim segment of the work force, . The seeon4 pl~e 

bas. been taken by Rakbi\val end the third by Da.ris.PlJ'-Kazipur• 

For the Ulslime the concentration il'i the sector is in the 

wards of Dar!e.pul.'-l't.tsipur, Ba!khad takes the eeeoti4 position 

aDd the th1r4 eoee to Ra.khiyal. An4 thus we see that there 

are no a!gn.if!cant differences 1n tema ot gecgraph~cal 

location of economic aetivi t1es tor Mueltms and noD-

tllsl:J.ms 1n the pritnar:f sector. 1'he onl.r tU . .fterenoe is 

the slightlJ smaller sections of the llusl1.1n work ~orce iS 

enga.ee4 in such activity as ccmpare6. to their non-Jilslim 

oouaterpnrts. And this can be explained to a certain 

extent When the Blsl~non-BtsUm concentmtioJl ot workers 

is etu41od 1D tbe other two sectors aleo, namel3 the secondary 

a.n4 the tertiary sectors. 

been a centre ot indulltr.v. fhe testlle 1nd:ustl7 of the 

city' haD been the bas!s on Which the cit, ha.asrovm frcm a 
I . 

centre ot handiora.fts to one of the tmportan"t modern tndustri.al 

complexes of tbe country. Arid. therefore 1 t is not strange 

tba.t more than 6~ of the total work force of various 

wards earns 1 ts live11bood from seoon6a17 production. Tho 

secondaey sectoz- is the onl.7 oocto:r in the 8 wards under atu4y 

which provides livelihood to a greater proport~on of the 

tllsl1m work force as compared to the totlll ncm-M.tslim work 



toroe tlhich situation does not oceur .b the case at ttlt1 

other sector. F.rorn amODg tbe &Qm work force ot tho 
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e wards• 63.19 peroeut ~e eapgert 1a eeootl48J7 e.et.1'1!ties 

\'Vh&reas the sbaro ot acm-llmlU. work force til tb1s sector 

te 60.98 percent. 

Die highest ooneentratiOD o:t the uon-atalim · work 

toroe 1ft the aecondQ.17 sector i!J in the ~s ot HaJdl!yal. 

(78.56 pereet~t ot thl' totsl_ncm-Blslim wt>rk force), /!.S8rYa 

(72•GO)pel'Cent and »arte.~lfaeil>ur (54.62 percent). Dlo ·VJar48 

which returned the highest OODcentmtton ot !bolla workere 

.b the neco'Jl4a.r:l seotor aa a proporiion ot the total t'JuSUm 

work .tore& o:t the- wa.rds in order of 4eereu.tns oouoentmti.on 

are Sbah..-Kotau e,.e, pe:'Cent, ~al 82.18 pel'CEmi m:ut 

!sana 67.76 porccmt. 

t'lo have noticed OU'11or that the :tour ~a of 
. - . 

~pu~Jrardpur, Shahu-Eotda, ~ and ~ have, 

r&tufnod f.f.eures of rele.UY47 h1ghe part1c1pa.t1on n.tio 
. ... 

have returned :figares o'£ higher coJtcentmt!on ot nora-fllsltms 

eeconda17 workers also and the laat three ot tbene have also 

returned tteures ot htsher conotm'tratlon of lheUm workers 

.in the eecon4ary sector. A signiticallt tact, hovTGVWt is 

that though l.fals11ms form onls 6.a3 peroont ot the total · 

,populati.on ot Aearva, lower than 8D7 other wara, in terms 

.of part1o1paticm ratio 'lor Ule11me ii ranks second attd 1n 

tema of conceatratiOD of ll.&sllllt workws in the socontlar.v 

sector 1 t :rankS tbird 1D tho e1ght ~. 
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On the other htmd is the l"alupur I ward w1th the 

lllsl!lns tcmins 46.,8 peroent ot the total population. 

tJhioh is the hishest tor: artr ward, bUt the proportion ot 

workers omens tltsltms in thG lowest m thta ~ at 25.09 

percent.. Die war4 also mU8 seventh in t~ of the shaft 

ot Mu.slJm workers 1D the eeocnd~ sector• ae a pro»o~ion 

ot the total vJorkera, The partictpat:J.on ratio tor- non.Jllsltms· 

is also· low in this wal.'d. It is htshv· than Dar1apll' I, " 

1r..tt lower thu the rest of the wards. l'rl tGzms of conmm

tmtiOD of Don-Ml.tsl.im workors ill the eeCOD&n7 sector, its 

position· is lower tball al1 the· other ~. 

Another teature Which emerges trcm a atuq of tho 

share o~ workers 1:n the seoonda:r;r scotor bo'tb am~ns tllslims 

ana non-tbsUms ts that there~ tlve \?3l'ds Wh1ob have 

ratul:'tled :ttguree lower than the nozta, for Mueltms, the same· 
' 

t.f.v~ wards baYe rltume4 t~sn-ea low~ thatl the nom for 

no.n-.l!Aletlims in the e1Ght Wtn*ds.-

~a we soo that iftespecUve ot tho obaro of QQJ 

cotnmUa1 t7 in tho total popUlation ot an area,. pa:rt1c1pat1on 

ratto call be high or lOil for that commurd.ty. ID K'alupur• 

fo~ instance, biSh concentration of ~lime does not reflect 

in ·Ft1c1pation ratio vJhtcb are low a4 in tho case of 

non-fllsUms. relative~ lot"Jer eoncentrat1on does not lead 

to h1eh partic:l.pation ratio whereas 1ft Asat'V'B, :1n spite of 

a voey smaJ.1 sl'.ulre 1n the total populaticm, the part1c1pat1on 

ratio for Uuslima are h:!.ab· And &'biBb concentration of 

non-Ialslims hac not broueht down the participation ratio. 

One mcro factor \$.1ch emo.raes clearly ftoom an enal.yais of 
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·the p:tcture of sectoral d1etr1but1on UJ the fact that ·ht&h 

pnrtlo1:pat1on rat1C3 reflect therasel•es tn hip conccmtmUoD 

ill the secon4ary sector UreSpHtiVe Of the relat1TO GtreDBth 

of the communi v eoncomect, a.Dd that low ~tlcipation nt1o 

seem to be a ret1Ul t of lowor ccncen~tiOD 1tl tbe s000D4a17 

sector tor lllslime as weU as ftrl! JlOl)!tlllsUms. 

~&B& PMtart ~e tertiar.v oector· includes ell the 

services. trarulport, Comm11'l1ttnt:ton, business,. trade antl 

oommE:rce. main~!Ol\Mce. and 0011Struet1cn etc. Jn..v area with 

substa.nt1e.1 indu.strial activity tends also to 41vert a 

e1an1f1cant stct10l'1 of tho working force into the service 

oector. Ahmedabad 1s a ce»tre of industrial production and 

therefore the srowth of tertiar.v aot1v1 ttee is oa]¥ r.tatunl. 

this is couple4 with the historical ;paat ot the c1t3' When 

because oE bein8 a capital c1t, a s1gn1t1cant COJloeJttmtion 

of 1:nareaucra07 bad taken place. !be ct t,r still remains thG 

cap! tal ot (Jujarat State ana therefore the a441 t1onal growth 

of adm!li1strat1ve ott1cesetc·. also oontributoa to tncreaetfts 

the share of this sector in the total vJOrlt force. 

1!le DON to%' the 8 wa.N.s is that 36.,; po:.•cent ot the 

total ~1m wot·k~a we engaged ill thte eeotor and 3'9.,5 

peroent ot tho Don-lhslitil workers oarnu« their livelihood 

ircr.t'l tort-ial7 activities. Asa::rvn te the <ml.F ~ mere 

the p:roportion ot llUsl!m workers 1n this .sector is h1Bber· 

than tbat of the non-Maal.:lm workera. A comparative stua, 

o'f tho work t'Ol"'Ce 1n the seccn4ary sector w1tb that of tho 

tertiary seoto,. \vou.ld ahow that .all ouch tm.ris Wtlich retum 
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a h:tghar oonoentration iD tho aecondary sector haVe ob.own 

lower retums in the tertio.l7 eoctor and tho five vmrds t:fl1ch 

gave lowr rctumsin the secondtU-7 sectcr have shown hisher 

returns in the t&l'tia.17 sector. fh1s pattem points out 

thnt ot tbe 8 ~ two, that is A.SR)."'''a aD4 Rakb1J'a'l, oro 

predOtDiaant in activities Which fall w!thi!l the seeon4817 

sector.., !'his is true both for the tt&slim work force ad 

also tor the non-Husl!ID \vorkers. Purthert thlft; the two 

war<ie of bikha4 and X'a.lupur I are o.reat.J with a ooncu»trat10ft 

of tart!arr sector activities. In Ra.ikhaa, 59.45 poroGOt 

of the non.m.tal!m work 'foroe att4 54.61 pezteeft.t of the flloltrn 

wox•k f'oroe is ~ 1n tert18Z7 activities.. ftla ~p~rtions 

are 67.88 PG'l."'Cent and 52.59 percent fo~ ll!usl.ims and Dcm-tlteUms 

respectively in Ka.ltt~ 1. Ano·mer .fttotor which comes to 

light !:a tho faet that tD. tm.rds ct lower concentration. of 

VJOrkere in tho tert!lu7 eector aotivi ties, the ~ of 

ltasl:tms is tlotioeabl.y lower,. thaD that of the nou-1.tudimo, 

While 1r1 areas of hiper ccmceutNiicn of workers ill_ the 

aeoolJ&u7 sector. Uasl.i.ms nre more DUJDeroue thor& ttOXP1ltslJma. 

Tbf.s atu6y of the ttisbt1but1on ot Dtsltm f.U'.ft1 non

tlusltm wo~kers in the tb%'-ee seatol"'t of production .tn the · 

eight wards of the e1 ey ot Ahmedabad shows ver, el:~l7 that 
' ~ .. 

th$~e are no d1tf'erenoee 1D the nature ot thts comt.m1 ~wise 

distributionto indicate that HUsl~s constitute c separate 

national etream Uentifiablo by the m:tura ot thGtr 

ocrn1pation. T.rac11t1o~ • the !hslim weaver has occupied 

a impor--tant position in the textile inciuatey ot Abmede.'bad. 

and oven today' a erea.ter ooncontrat1on of the lbalim wor~ers 



99 

!e to be foun4 in the sec<mtlary sector, thouGh the difference 

1s no longer as l!larked as it was mo1•e than a J:tundred yeare 

'l'be IU.ndus 'which :tom the bulk of tbe non-ll1t;~lim 

popu!at:t.on have beon metal orutmuen, Wt;avera, smaU traders 

met11a'l wcu!'k$t'a as also tinanotera, tndustr1Ql!sts and eo on. 

And this is due to tbe pod tio:a they hnd hold during. the 

days of Ahmedabad Sultanate, Which went t'Jatoueh a traue1 tion 

dul~ng the time Wile-il Ahmedabad eco:o~ was ocl1pse4 due to 

tho economic policies pu;rwed by the "COJnlltu'lJ'" and later, 

the r!so of Ahmedabad ci ts as the centre ot industrial 

e.ctivi t:y saw the anergenee of the ~twh:t.le ~ 1u the 

form of an ontrepraneur,. tor the nawl.J rising tmteUe 

industry ct the city. 1'h1s class ot the r1oh wafJ but a 

emal.1 fragment of the total population much more s1Gnif1oant 

were the a,ers, small crsftS!Don, the bureaucrats essential 

for runninG an 11lduetrial ci t1 ot the stae and ialportenco of 

Ahmedabad and .1 t 18 this which is rf)tleoted m the hiGher 

concentz;ntion ot· DO~fiuslim workers ln the tertiary seetoxa. 

'· ~mtlJitatMt The f:oilr ontesoriea: of 

employer, aqpleyee, a:lrJBl.,o workor and tQIDUy worker would 

divide the totf!ll: eeonomicallf active popllla.tion 1n ~vm odes 

of production operations~ fbe first would be large-scale . 
production and the sGeond smsl~ soel.e production. Tho 

terms are be:l.ng uaed here onl3' 1n a x-elative een£Je, by larse 

scale it is meant that ocollc«oio activity is ~ed on a 

scale. een there are one or mor0 porsons ensaaett as employees 
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. 'b7 the Ol\-ner of tJie GetablUhmont or- by the Stato in a 

part1~1CU' tU.vision of one of the oectont, i.e .. , p1"1~, 

seco:ndruy or tert1a.J'I• ztf small scale, the seaning that te: 

sought ·to be ooweysd ts that tho ncalo ct v;ork -1G such 

that persons are net «aplo,ed b7 the cvmer or :part O\iiJlW 

ot t~e establiohment·. ThG single v.rcrkor can be a member~· 

a co-opetattve ana a tsmtly worker can bo engaccd 112_ work 

where one or more membeJ~s c:r a fem.1l;v are al.so e.."lgaaed, 

without beirlg in receipt of aJ:11 ~ or salarios ill cnsh 

or 11'1 k1ntl, A family worker works 1n an establishm~t 

that is lar.sor in ecale tban household :!.ndu.st%7 as dof!:ned 

by tho census 1961, that is to se..y that the work 1e· not 

confined to those 11Yins tn. a a1n,tle househol4. lt coul4 

also .f.mrolve other members ot the f'a.ul111 at "V"a~"ioua stages 

of production Wbo livo oittstde the oontf.nes of tho v11lage 

or the ci~ etc.1 

liaving 0Xpl.ein E..'ti the meaning of ve.r1ous terms we .carJ 

now take· v.p wr comparJ.so11 'betwee the t!Oft'l for the tusltme -of 

tho eiBbt ~e a.lld the total pepulation o£ the U1'ban a:reaa· 
of Ahtsanabaa d:te~iot. If we assume thB t th~ t&ta.l Dumber, of' 

psrsons ~sed 1t1 economic acti"fity in all the nine divis:tono 

is h'tmdrecl, we notice that ?.26 J)ercent have betm returned; 

ao employers ill aJ.l. the~ areas of Ahmedabad 41etrict. 

The fic.u:re tor the Mue11ms is 7.01 percent. ftle Bhare 

t Q f- 1 5 T JIR"lll M E ........ tw'$.1 .,. 1 .... . ....... if1 I 1 Jl-RII V t .... .. 
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constituted by employees ts ., •. 67 peroent tor the 41str1et 

u4 76.88 percent tor the MlslJ.ms ot the eight wardS• 

Single workers accO'tUlt tor 15.47 percent 9n4 12.89 poroel'lt 

respeotivel,;v. Family workers co:nstitute ,.60 percent tor 

tho urban areas of the district aDd 3.96 percent for the 

eight wards (Tab1es-VII o.rtd VIIA). The overall picture 

shows tho. t the share of Muslims returned ae Eaployeoo aud 

as ta.mi]J' workers ts· higher in oompal'ison with the share of 

the tolal populo.tion ot the urban areas of th.e district ~~ 

Ahmedabad in the two parameters. 

As opposed to this, the ahare ot the total population 

ot the u.rbaD areas of Ahmedabad c1 ty 1a higher than that 

:ot the Mttslims ot the eight wa:rds. For those who wwe retumet 

as employors and as single \vorkers. 

When we atuctv the lntra-divlsicm dlstr1but10D ot 

occupational sectors, we notice that t.hslims returned as 

emplO)ters have art edge over the norm for the total population 

in diVision 0 (Zero>. t. e. • agriculture, 11•estook, toreatrsr • 

fishing and hunting. · 9.10 pereent o~ the persons engaseA 

m these aotiv itiee were returned as employers from among 

titslims. !the figUre for the total urban population of the 

district was a.o, percent, In the proportion o'f those 

returned as employees. thsliras bave a clear edge in this 

division, 68.18 percent beins returned e.e anplo,-ees as 

apinst 52.41 percent for the to~ urban population of the 

district. Among siDgle workers 1n this category, the sbare 

ot ~slims 1a much lo\v~, 4.54 percent as compared. to 24.83 
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percent tor the total population of the urban areas ot the 

41striot. From among tamU, v.rorkere, Mlelim aga1D return 

higher ttgures than those ot thl total population, 18.18 

percent anct 14.66 percent rospect1vel.J'. 

!here were ao HlelSm workers eJ'Jgaged in miniDg Md 

quarytns, i.e,., D1vie1ou-l, either as employers or as 

employees. Among single workers their returns are low_er, 

50 per:oent aea1net 52.50 percent for the total urban popula. 

tloD itl the district, and hiGher agabt from among tamill 

wo:rkers, 50 percent as against 5 percen.t. .Dle rotums for 

the to~ urban population of the tistr1ct engaged 1n 

Diviaton-1 as emplorer,and employees were 5 percent a:n4 '7•50. 

percGl'l't respectlvei.v. But the great divergeace between the 

nome for the lilsl1ms of the eieht Ylal'de and the ~ 

popu!atto.n ot the dilltrict cto not lead to g'r:'ea.t 41versertoe 

economlcallJ" betw$en the two grou.ps for the s:IIIJ)le reaaoA 'that 

they torm a VfY1!3 small share ot the total population, either 

of the urban areas of tho ·tietriat or ot the l'lloltms of the 

eight wal'dth DiVision 0 engasea•· 0.35 percent ot the total 

peraous in Ahmedabad district (U'r'bart) who ~e been enumente4 

tor the table on oocu.pational eeotor. lor tbo Jllel1ms of 

the e:18bt wara.e, tb~ PJ>Oportion ts lower stru at o.oa perctmt• 

S1m1larl.ir, Divis.too-1 accounts ~or o.ol percent of the persons 

t~om among thoee returl'led fer Ahmedabad district (urban) aua 
o.oo p~ent from amons the Uuslims of th~ ·eight wa.Me 

(F18Ure-'•3(~) 

~e d1vis1onswhioh accounts tor sign.ttioaat proportions 
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tor both the groups are DiVision 2+,, i.e., •anutaotur1ng. -· ~ 

D1v1s1cm-6, i.e., trade and commerce, and D1'V'io1on-B; t.e., 

Services like public education, hea1th1 ete. The1 aocount 

tor 85.99 percent of the total persons returned as emplOlferff, 

employees, sin81e workers and family workers. Prom among . 

the total urban population of the district of Ahme&\ba4. 

1'he same three A1•tsions account tor 90·'' porcent of tb.oee 

returned :f.n the above categories frora atnons the t1Uel.!ms 

of the eight wardth We wU1 tak~ these ' divieiona· 11'l 

serial order and study the intra-group variation amcma the 

iiasl:tms and the total population in each ot these divisions. 

iQI,dajQD§ 2 ,t, ' • IIWfAcriau:f.lw& Pztom .a~~ong !ilaltms 

engaged in this olMB, 2.69 percent were returnedaS emplo7ers, 

92.05 percent as emplf>7eee, ,.76 percent ~s single workeJS 

an43..49 percent u ta1n1ly workers· ( !'f...gu.r~'•3· (b). i'hGJ 

accounted for 2,.72 perceat of the Jlaelims returlled as em.Plo7Gl"B 

from the a warda, :tor ?4,,4 percent of those retur:ned as 

E!llPloyees, 19.31 percent of those returned as e1ngle WOl"kers 

and 2).4' perce!lt of those retumecl ae fe.mU,. workers, 

:co~paritive · J figUres tor the total urbat'l population ot 
the district of Ahmedabad were .,.o, perceDt of th()se ensa.sed 

in manuf'aeturittg were returned as aap.1o7ees accoun~:lftB tor· 
20.62 percent of the total perso!ls returned as ·emplo,er for 

this areas. 90.0? percent ot those engage4 in matlUtaoturtns 

l'/We employees. s.oo percent were smsJ.e· workers and 1.90 
• I 

percent were family workers. ~ese respoot1vo17 accounted. 

for 60.40 percent of tho auployeee, 15.9? percent ot the 

oillgle .-order and 26.09 percent of the famU7 workem,. 
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A eomparat:Lve stud¥ of th~ee tisures tveuld show that 

mnnutacturittg a.cOOUl'lts for throe-:fourth of . the total ttlsl!ma 

retumed. as empl.oyeos• moat one-fourth of all those 

:rotul"rled: a.s employers arad tmnUy worker and ·about 20 percent 

of those returned as sinsle workers. fbiS 41v1sion aooounta· 

for 62 .og percent of all the ~sUms in the 8 wards that 

are covered b7 this table. lllputactunng is an important 

activl'f:7 in. Ahmedabad but it is not as vitel for tho total 

population ae 1t 1a tor the J.hal.1ms tor 1t accounts for 

only 49.40 percent of the persons covered by this table. 

!h:Ls could be due ~ to the :tact that whUe the figures 

for tt.talims aro only traa the city of Ahmedaba4, the f.~s 

:for the total urban populatioD cover; all the urbM areas ot 

the 41etr1ct inoludtng such Qreu awe m.atl\ltaotur11'lg aot1v1 _. 

me, not be all that important. fhls could lead to defla.ting 

the ftgores tor the total population. 1\bt the 4Uterenoes 

clear~ are so great that thor cauot be explained a~ an4 

it WiU have to be concecte4 thAt there ts a concentrat!oa 

,of llnslim& in manuf'ae~ i.e., muCh larger than. What 
\"10 \10Uld expect in relation to their proportitm to the 

population of the oity and this 1s something Which has been 

borne out in the earlier co.ftparison ot sectoral distribution 

·of the work force. 

ADother thin6 that we notice trcm the fieUres rstume4 

b7 this division 1e tho tact that ill spite of the he&.VJ> 

concentration of the l!lslJJis 'in thiS 41v1e1on, they have 

returned e. small p;-oportion un4er the cat~go27 ot GDploy-~ 

a.o also under the catesoey o't sins'Le worker. 1'h1B 1a i.Pepito 
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of tho fact that this Division .AccOUDts for the hi8fleat 

proportion among all ct1v1s1ons for the cateaol'J of emplorero. 

1'he share of employer mDO!l,8 fltlsl:lma is ocmGWhat hiB:her, 23.72 

percent as asamst 20.62 percent ot the total urban population 

ot Ahmedabad tllotrict. 

mvllial '. ~ btl - QWIQZMJ Dle retumo tor tho 
tot:Q,l urban population of the district are employers 25.70 

percent, emp:J.oJ'eee ,4.08 perocmt, sirlgle workers 2?,.60 percel'lt, 

tam:lla \Yorkers 12.61 percent. Dte retumo for lltslimll ue· 

emplo)""m.•s 27,62 peroont, emplorees 25-.85 percent,. 81nsle 

\"lOrkore 27.60 ·percent al\4 tamU.V workers 15.47 percent. 

The. two sets ot figures show onB feature VG"t:'f elearlJ, 

l.e., as compared to thslJ.mi:J th$Z"e are fewor employore ana 

more employees 1rt the total populatlon. In the opib.loD ot 

the reo~, this would indicate •t in thJ comparis011 

With the total popillation,. there would be tewat- r1 .. ch traders ... 

aecmg Uu.slims and that moat traders woul4 bo pott¥ aho;p

keepers employing Ol'lO Ol" two pers011s at a ttnte, tf the, 

employ any at aU. The h18her retul"l.lS 'for faqU, workers 

and sinsl.e workers &om. among tbe Uuslims 1n th1ll d1v!s1ou 

would also indicate the same tl'EtD4. 1.b.ts aiviston accounts 

tor 15 .o, percent of the to~ tbslims covered b:1 this table. 

It al.eo accounts for sa.s:s percent of the thsliin er.oployers, 

higher thaD. all other 4iv1s1on, · 4. 99 peroent of the l:llel1m 

employees, 39·14 percent of the Uualilil e1nGJ.o \vorker end 

58.62 percent of the tami~ worker. The last two wlues 

are tho highest 1n their class. Dte returns for the total 
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urba.tl population of Abmedaba4 ares ot aU the pers<ms covered 

by this table, 16.90 percent are accOUDtntor by trade ·atid. 

commerce, \?hioh accounts tor 59.87 percent fJt all those 

returned as employers from the population o't Ahmedabad 

district (urban), 30.15 percent of single r10rkers, arad 59.23 

percent of tam1t, workers. AU these figures are h18her 

than the roturns tor art:~ other 41viaion. !his division · 

accounts for 7.82 percent of the total. persons retu.rne4 as 
emplo7eos from among the total. ur'bcm popula'tian of Ahmedaba4 

district. 

l2hVJ.R 8"• _ ~s~•s=§!t 1'hts division inolu.4ee elmost 

all the services like JRlbl.tc• educat1onal. and so1et~tif1e, 

me4ical qd _health, w9lfsre, legal 8114 buslnese, recreat10Dal 

anCi personal soJ'V'1ces. f.bis accounts for 13.51 percent o~ 

the tba11ms of tho 8 wa.:x-4a covered by this table u4· 19.69 

;percent of the vban popUlation of· Ahmedabad cU.striot. the 

proportion of the total JJOpul.ation J.a higher than that of 

the Bu41ms 1n all cateso:rtee except that ct the tamn, 
workers Wh1cb ao001mta for 13.20 percent of the total persona 

retumeti e.a familJ' workers f:rOtt! emcmg the total populaticm 

ot Ahme6.aba4 4istr1ot (urban) as against 14.72 perc-ent for 

the lllaUms of the 8 mrds·. .Amons employers tbie 4ivis10D 

accounts for 12.91 percent o# tho tbsl..tm employ ere uc1 ]3.89 

percent of tho anplOJere from the total populatioll of 

A.llmedabad district (urban), 1'·'' percent of tbe tlls.Um 

empl.oyees and 22.01 percent of' those retuned as G'Jlploy•es 

from amor1a tho total urban popUlation, 12 .G9 percent of the 

Mlelim sineJ.e t'IOl'ker SD4 1) .G:s percent of those retumea 
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u single workers from the urban areas ot Ahmedabad diotr1ct 

are also accounted for bJ this d1Yislon. The d1ffersces 

are mareinel except 1n the case of emplo:rees \Vhen the 

returns tor fttel1ms 1ft this cateeo17 are s1pif'1cantll' low. 

ibis is :l.r.t ep 1 te of the fact that thE!1. are higher tb.aJa al:l 
· ,divisions •capt' divisions 2 + '• i.e., manu.taoturit18• 

From this table it is once ae;ain bome out that thero 

1G a cconoentra.tion of f!lslU!s i%2 manuf'acturing bchtstlw 

ill Ahmedabad ott, of em o%'der Which 1s hisher tlltm What 

we would.~ect from their proportion to the population, 

that they are still concentrated to some «<tent 1ta small SC9le 

production llke the.tr artleatl aneeotoro. Da:eir role ts even 

to~ tbat of petty' ehop.koepers a« tratle:ra end that trade 

ud oonnriere& on a large scale !s avon to&!w', by and laree. 
beyond their reach an4 tlnallr that among tile r!oh, i.e., 

the really rich in tenre ot the totQ.t pop.tlation of tho 

c1 ty, theproportiOD of l.bsltme te muoh aal.ler f:rom 

what fie would expect 'because of the proportion to the total 

population o:t thf city. ~e mMUfacturing as an examPle. 

We aGe that while out of wei-:~ 100 persons f'roftl the total 

urbe.m population returned 1!1 this 41VSoton, ,.o, percent 

are employers. 1'he figure for Mu.s~s ls 2.69 peroemt. Poz

employees, tho picture is differ<mt. 90.01 percent an4 92.05 

percent respective]$', but this is What we had ezpected all 

~ alcms and m.ost other comparisons have given us results 

wh1ch have su.pplied us a.ddi tional informat!Oft ill the same 

11rteeh, 
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4• ii4UfJBMl ClauW.caSia&m ~ BA*IJ:IlD i~D=\MrkiEI 

»r .F4Jiat1QM;t ku*l I <ia lltitra ArN .aalzl • file J10ifll for 

the total Uu.sl.tms ot the etB~tt vm-ds coverect b1 the pro;f ect 

is here compared with the norm tor tho total populat.ton 

ot all the urbtm areas ot .Ahmeda'ba4 d1str1at. 1b1s !las 

been done due to the eompuleiono im,.'OCsed 'b7 tbe •tare of 

the data available. ~e trends 'lftich are Dl~ obnervable 

vdll obViously not be as .applicable as they W0\114 ha.ve 

become, had data £or total population, for thte ~eter, 

been awilable f~ the same units u that of the r&slims. 

Glven the limttattons1 the forthcom!f.IB a~ OM at 

beat be regarded as incllcattns broa4 trends. 

Vthen \7e e~ the total 11 tarat• smcns; lf!lslime 

ot tbe a waris to the total literates srt0l't8 the to~..l urban 

popul,.ilion ot Abtnetlnbad district. we tu4 that 11 te1•aoy rates 

ara lower amon{llfQaJ .. tms. · !l!le l1teraey mte of the total 

urba.ll popu.lat1on of Ahm•bt\4 district ia ''·'' percent 

wberane :for tho .Husli~s ot the 8 V~ards ot Ahmedabad c1 t7 1t 

:18 48.6G pcreent. tJ.teratoa wtthout e4uca.Jlonel level .reflect . -
bieber returns amons !tiGJ..iJns ot the a wards .. 26.79 percent- ~ 

- 'tha mons the tctal urbtm population of Almledabed. cU . .strict • . - v 
- 15.89 :percent (iables-.lV, IVA and,L VA).1'hic could b& 4\\e to 

the !btlraeah system still prevalent amone tb.e Uualms. 9le 

combined strength o_t l1twates without etlucationel level tw4 

Ul1 terates accoW'lto tor 00,.12· p~t ot th.e lhellm 

p&pu.lation of the 8 wards dlereas tor- the total urban 

population of the 41strlet this tl~ is only 64.53 porctmt 

Md thus ~0 see that VbolJ.J:Jw retar.n 11t4t"kedly lower figures 
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tor the :rema1ning higher levals of edl:.cattQl. Only 17.,4 

peroent ot the lholims ot· the e wards· hc.d renchod the pr1ma.t7 

or junior basic level as oompurod to the figure ef 29. '14 

peroent tor the total urbatl populatiou of the district. At 

the hiahost level of edUcation, 1. e. • 'Wlivetsf:ty degreee, 

poat-sraduato degreee. or technical de:tereee. we fi:ld that 

tho returns for tb.e total ur'ball po,Plllatien o:l the d1utr1ct 

ti:U"O l..ll.pcrcent of- tbe population \9btl1S f~ the fllalime ot the 

a aaras, the ~e 1G o.n percent (1fislre-'•4(a}). 

Se.De Qther· 1ntarest1ng features of the dtstribut1on 

become ·appa!'ent ~l&n we ~re the 11terattV fiturea for 

the total workers' of the tU'brui ~ ot AJme4aba4 Clistrict 

to those of tbe J!usllm t~rkers of the 8 1!!al'de ot the c1 t3' 

covered by the project. We notice that out of the total 

workers in the urban areas of the district, 35.04 percent are 

illiterate. They constitute 22.5,. percent ~ the total 

:Ul1 terate urba.n pcpuktion of ·the d1.str1ct. Tile tiauree 

for fib slims are not nmeh different. '5 • 98 percent ot the 

work fo-rce of the 6 warda .to 001np0eed ot illiterates cmd 

they constitute 20.70 percent ot tho tllaltm illiterates ill 

the 8 warae (1'able.In).. !l'his gives us almost idGZltical 

participation ratio for the UUtemtae. In the next category, 

1. e., 11 temtes workill'S ( w1 thou t ecluca tional levels) clear 

diff'ereaces between the total urban waz-kers and Mllel!m workera 

ot the 8 wards of the c1trmanUest thGmselvta (~e-'•4(b)). 

We fin4 that 45.58 percent of thoee talltug in this cate8'017 

for the tota11U"ban popuJ.a t:t.on of the diot:riot c:=-o engage« aa 

workers coneti tut:l.ng 2,.09 p~ont of the total 't10:rk force of 
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the dietrict,t'1hereas for the fluslims o'f the 8 ~a tho 

picture is su.bsta.Dt:lally different. ,a.82 percent ot the 

Ataalims who are olass1f11d as llteates· without educatioDal. 

laval·are en~ as v1orkera. but the,- oonet:ltu.te ,,.90 peroent 

ot · t:b.e total flu.sla work torca of the 8 vJarda a.n4 thus we see 

that ill1terates and literates Without edu.cat1one11CNel. 

aoc-ou.nt fer 69.88 percerat · of the total. tbslm work force as 
OartiJU04 to 58,13 percent of the total. urban population ot 
the district. 

If' we include that section of thO work toros whose 

educatiol'lal level is upto pr~ of juniol" basic, then tbe 

figures for Ma.elims go upto 95,2e percet~'t of the totnl 

ths11m work force and tor the total urban world!ls of thet 

district to 89.38 percent ot tho tottd worlt to~ce end this 

would give us e. very direct prcdf of the na.~.1re ot tbe fttilsJ..t.m 

· problomtt· and tbJ.s oan 'be better understood in the light ot 

the following comparisona 

We notice that of the total population of the 

urban areas of Ahm~dabad district. 94.27 pe»cent 

1e coxapc)eea of those whose educational level ia 

not above p:rima:t.T or jwt1or basic. ftt.ie eectiOl'l · 

ot the population »rov14ee 89.38 pe:'Oent ot tho 

total world.ns to:vce of the urbezl areas ot· Ahmedabad 

district, which leaves s.2D percent of the 

population to supply the remalllint; 11.62 percout 

ot the v-.10rk force. Sitnilar· mtJ.os tor tho M\ls.tima 

ot the 8 wa.rds of Ahmmiaba4 gj,ty area as i!ollowst 
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9?.46 percent ot the to._... fllslm population: 

of the areas concomed hae receivecl education 

upto priniat7 and 3un1or bns1c or below, this 

seetion mppliea 95.28 percent ot the work · 

force leavilslr 4.71 percent of the 3obs for 

the 2.59 percent of tbat eeot1on of the 

H.teUal_ poP'llation whieb l',.as ~!tve4 education 

above .&.t .. ..a4 eeca· tlaM atw · • PriCDB1'7 or 

3tm1or, baste·. 

hom tha ftgw. .. es given above 1 t \'tOUld seem that tbere 

woul4 be sreate.r J.notdence ot unemployed ~ng those ltu.slma 
I 

who &ave l:'eoeived rela.tivol.,v higher edlaoation and if thiS' 

16 true tbfm we shall hnvg e.t least one areummt 1n support 

ot the "Uualtm problem~, nnme~ that trOl!t among the privilf)ged 

seetS.oue of our soe:iet,r • those \':ho are ll:ut11ms U$ less 

PX'1v1loged, ·. · ,. , we smU teet this hypotheoio with the 

help ot tho 1961 datl:'\: for the totn-1 urba= popul&t1~ of 

Aht!tedabad dJ.strict a..nd th~ figtll:'$tl for !ft.lslt=s fer tbo e 
wards of the clt:i o'Z .Ahiilac1abe.d ~Erl~ed ~ .. '!:b.E:t !llsllr:t proJoot. 

We s~o that there werft 761870 people in the urbaD 

areas, of' Abmedabad district who had received Afatric/IU.gher 

Seeone:ta:ey «< higher G4uoation. Out of these 44t m were 

employedv1hich COlJlea to 58.14 pereeat ot the people in thiS 

cateso%7 being retumld as enl,lo;re4. Figures ·to:: lha1• 

of the 8 VJarde .tn this category aret 2,46, people with H1eher 

SecondQZ7'/tfatr1c or higher education of which 1,405, i.e., 

57.44 percent were employed. file above compar1801'1 sbows · 

that there le not fl&Ucll divergence between the f~e for 
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raslms of the 8 wards end the total urban po,PU1at1on of the 

district. At least as far as employment among educated 1S 

c:oncernt4, olightly mote than 40 porcent of the people 1n 

tb.1s category· e.ro unenployed. (though they are olaesif'ied 

as non-workers 1n the Ca.naus ) :1 t would not be incorrlot to 

assume tha.t ,most if not all of these people ·vmul4 taU. 1D 
· -eduoa tiona! 

the 15 + age-group. Havins a.ttainediqualitlce.tiOl'le upto 

or above Ma tric I Riper Second.ary. 

5 • Un§DJRlQ¥§4 • , ltJ1KtD§. •asl U mui al\Olr§ Ill .Ml&mi1.ADal 

1Ju£tt~ Jkad ,Atm::OtQJR§t 'lbe total populat1<m of the 

urban a.reas of Ahmodabe.d district was enumerated at 1343579 

souls in 1961. OUt ot these thoae Who tvere not registered 

. as 1\llltime students enaased in household duties and returned 

as diaabled, dopel'ldents., beagars, inmates of mental or 

char! table irwti tutions etc. and were above the .BBe of 

15 and, not gainfully ea~ployod were included in the list 

ot unemploged. The number of such 1nd.1 v1duals came .to 15581 

or 1.16 percent of the total population of the urban areas 

ot Ahmedabad d:J.etrict. From among the UUsll.rno ot tho 8 

wai'ds covered 'by the t&asllm project, 1573 or 1.62 percent 

of the f!usl1ms populAtion .of the 8 wards wero returned as 

u.nemployed. 

The brealG-up of tho unemployed 1n terms of levels 

of edUcation as obtained in the 1961 Census was as foll.ovnn 

O.?G percent of the total 1111 tera.tes above the age o'f 

15 from among the total urban population of Ahmedabad 

· district were unemployed. For t1Usl1me ot the 8 mr<ts, this 
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share vm.e l.]J percent, for literates without Otiucational 

level the tits-ures were 1.66 percent and 1. n pe:rcont and 

for those w1 th primar.v or 3unior basic these f1gares wore 

1.46 percent and 2. 77 percent respectively. At the level 

of technical anti non-technical. diplomas not equal to degrees 

aDd. technical diplomas equivalent to degreec~of post-graduate 

degrees, no unemployment ?JaG reported among ?.'rl.u.tlims. ibough 

comparatively a much lower proportion of the 'tftlslim 

population was returned wi tb these qna1.1:f'ioat1ons, but 

in terms of employment they were e.lmost a.ewell off \'11th 

total urban population if not better off. AgaiD ~om among 

thoso Who had acquired university degrees or post-gradUate 

deerees other than technical degrees, the extent of 

unemployment among Muslims was greater when compared to the 

total urben po~tio:n o'f Ahmedabad d1etr1ct (1\lbles-II and IIA). 

From the total population hol41ng such deE:rees• o.a2 pel"cent 

ware returned e.s unemployed whereas 1.39 percent from among 

tAtsltms of the 8 wards in this cateBOJ.7 were returned e.e 

un.employed. (Figp.re-3 .5 (a)). 

Although the above trend shows Yusl.1ms in a somewhat 

d1sadvantngeoue positioni 1t is nowhere as clear as it 

appears :ln an analysio of the section of the unemployed 

V!bo were 1ft possession of a matrio or equivalent exam1mt1ori 

certificates. 1.90 percent of those with educational 

qualifications upto matrio or hit;her secondary from the total 

urban population of Ahmedabad district were •eturned as 

unemployed Where ae similar ticuree tor UUsl1ms were as high 

as 3.4, percent though the difference in terms of employment 
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at the ether 1evel.s could be explainea ar19J' as in-Si1Jlif1cant 

or of minor importance but in the case cited above it VIould 

seem that some diserim1nation vw in operation, no definite 

atatenrents can yet be made because a IIUCh more detailed 

study of primary ~~:~ource material WOUld be necesasry botcro 

one could come to a definite conclusion. •t it would not 

be far away from the truth if one \?era to state that it ie 

the I!'.u.slim .voungman lookina for a vJtite collfll"' job who :tinds 

htmaelf face to fsee with the tac~t that there are no jobs 

for him and that he has less of a oha.1'l ce of eotting one than 

his other cOUl'lteymen. 

1be above statement could 'be bome out further it 

we go deepor into tbe brealG-up ot job seekers., with these 

educational qua.lificatione.52.11 percent of the unemplorect 

with education u.pto Ha.tric or lligher SecoJ'14a.17 were in the 

employment market :1n 1961 for the first time. That is to 

tJa'3 that they ha.d not been employed before and one would 

expect most of them to be in the aa&-grOUJl 15-19, but. this 

1s tar from the actual s1 tuat1on. 21.03 percent o:t these 

were 1n the age-group 15-19 ao.d 62.16 percent in the ega-group 

20..24, VJith the remaining 10 percent or so in the 25 + age. 

group. (Figure+!). 5 {b)) •. 

Comparative fieuros for total urban po~t1on v1ere 

29.07 percent and. 57.98 percent in ags-sroups 15-19 and 20.24 

respectively for those whose education lO"Vel \"JaS 1rmned1atei,

bolovl ttltric or Higher Secondary. 1.e., priuaary or juaior 
,. 

basic. 58.54 percent of the total unemploJed. &slime in this 

catecory \vere in the emplo31Jlen~ market for the first tJ.tr.ul with 
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G? •. 22 percent in th.e 15-19 age-group and 2S.56 peroellt in - . 

the 20..24 age-group (F1gure-3.5(b)). Comparable fiauree for 

total popul.ation were 53.76 percent ana 32.88 percent 

respectively. 

1he overall picture for the unomployed lhalims seeking 

work for the first tme was a.a foUowst 
' 

They constituted '5·73 percent of the total MllalimG 

unemployed in t~e a \"ard~ ot which 59.01 percent 

were in the asa-sroup 15-19, 30.25 pore-e~t iD the 

age-group 20.24, 7 .:;o percent in the age-group 25-29 

and th., rest v1ere )0 years or above in ag&. 

'the other sub-diVision ot the unemployed consists 

of those Who were employed before but v1ere unetnployod at 

the t1u.u9 of enumeration and \?ere seekin& work. 64.27 percent 

o.f the total. unemployed l&tsl1ms, aged "15 and above, from 

amons the· residents of tbe B war4e of Ahmedabad o:l. ty under 

studS' tall in. tbie oateeory. The proporiion 1s lower t'ht.m 

that of the total population in this sub-division which stood 

at 66.34 paroont. Caft71ng on wttb our analysis of the 

Matzotc or HiGher Secondaa7 passed Ut'le&nployN Muslims, one 

notices that 47.99 pwoa:nt of the unemployea a.t this 

educational level fall within this sub-d1vis1on and the 

ago-groupwiae distribution of those aspiring for empl()Jtllent 

is as fol.lows 1 (Figure-3. 5 ( c) ) • 

14.71 percant in the aae-group .15-19, 44.14 percent 

in tho age-group 20.24, 23.53 percent in the BGG-QrOUP 
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25-'4• 62.16 percent of the 3ob seekers 1n the 

oategory from the previous sub.d1v1ei?Jl are ~o 

added to their counterparts in the 20.24 ase-cronP• 

The alarming nature of the situation should require 

no further explanation •. 

6. l!nrm1 uo:t tJt ~ =· nlauttU« a me of 
l;l&vib anlll:Pid aa:s:mm• Data on thilfJ parameter is 

ava.Uable tor tb.e city ot Ahmedabad' e tote.'.l poPllation WS.thout 

eee-eroup breatr.-up and therefore it has become neecssarr to 

compare the nol!n for the urban s:reas of' Ahme4a'ba4 district 

With that ot tlle 8 warda covered b7 the l!lolittt proJect.· At 

the level of tot:al population., :figUres tor aU three unite, 

1. e •• urban areas of At.amcdabad district• Abmo4aba4 cJ. tr 
and the 8 wards have been canpe.red. Whereas the comparison. 

at tho age-group level had to be restr1ote4 bet\7een the 

l.U"ban arena of th.e district and tho 8 Vil!m!.e ot the Vfu.slim 

hojeot. 

Comparing f1garee for the total popU1nt1on rot\m3S 

for the three unittJ we notice that onl;y ?4.62 percent ot 

the total popultttion is returned as tuU.tiale etudento for 

the t:helims of the 8 wards e.e opposed to 28.70 percent for 

A:hmedabaet city a:nd 27.95 pe!"Cent for the vban aroae ot . the 

41strict as e. whole (FigUre-S". 6 ). '!be proportion- ot 
popul.etion engaged in household duties or retu.mod as 

d.ependento, infants and d1sablGd is greater cmong the 

Uusl!ms of theS wards than for the two units w1 tb which we 

are compa.rins this tiato.. (Tables-VI and VIA) 
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The distribution ot population ensased 1rl household 

du.ties is. 32.aa percent tor the r&lslims ot the 8 wards, ,2.15 

percent for the city of Ahmedabad and :51.77 p~cent for the 

urban areas ot the district. ftte returns for dependents, 

1n.fante ud disabled area !bs11ms ot the 8 wa.:rds 38.40 

percent; Ahmedabad city )5.26 percent• urban areas of the 

district, 36.,1 porceDt. 

The share of totnl ~fuslime of the 8 wards retumJcl as 

retired reDtier or vlith independent means is 1,39 percent 

of tho total J.fualims cf the 8 wards. This is Dl82'g1ne.l.].r 

lower than the norm for the c1 tr of .A.hmede.bad which 1s 

1.,80 .Pet'Cient and a.l.Bo 1ower than the nom for the urban 

aroo.a of Ahmeciabncl district whicb has ret\lrned the figure of 

1.91 percent ot the total urban population of the district 

in this category. Po~ the proportion of population returned 

ae begprs and vagr:mts etc. the share ot f.bolims is 

msreina.Uy higher when cClllpared to the norm for the c1 ty as 

e whOle and relatively lower than the norm for the urbBD 

areas of the district of Ahmeaaba.4. The figuHs are o.oa 
percent. 0.07 percent and 0.11 percent respectively. Like. 

Wise the share ot those Muslims \\ho were enumerated as 

.Inmates of mental. al):! charitable inet1tu.t1one \?aS lcmer 

among Muslims at 0.15 percent whereas their cOUl'lterparts 

in the total population of tho c1~ constituted 0.11 percent 

of the population aDd· ill th.e urban areas of the district 

o.:». percent of the poptllation. 

In the next too categories there are clear difterences 

between the 11oma for the tbsllms of the 8 wards aDd the 11om 
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tor the city or fer that matter that ot the urba:n areao of 

tho district. Those Vhlo were seeking employment for· the 

first time a.eoounted for0,5'9 percent of the total urban 

-POP'lla.tion ct the district. 0.61 percent of the total 

population of the city of Ahmedabad and 0.93 percont of 

the to'tP..l popule. tion of the lltelime of the 8 .-rio covered 

- by the special Muslim project. The plcrtura obtaining tor 

tho total population returns 11'1 the oategor,y ot those who_ 

were ¢mployeet aarlier were Oltt of jobs a:rXl seeking employ

ment in 1961 :tollows the same pattem as that of thoao vtbo 

were seeking work tor the first time. Persons retu:r:ned Ullder 

this parameter accounted for 1.15 .Ponent of the population 

of th& urban areas ot the district of Abmede.ba4, 1. 24 percent 

of the population of Ahmedabad city M4 1.55 percent of 

the ~Slim population of the 8 warda. Th19 trend haS been 

discuosed at some length 1!1 the precoeding section a11d the 

distribution of "persona without work" does not in aD1 

way contradict the conclusions arf1ved at in that section. 

A stutly of the 41stl'ibution of persona not at v1ork 

clAan1fied by type o~ activity in diffwent ntJe-groups 

v/ill bring to light so:!te vory i.r:rterestinc faete. Comparisons 

between the Muslima of tbo 8 words wU1 be made w1 th the 

no~ tor the total population ot Ahmedabad district. this 

h.a.a become necessary because age...groupvd.ee b:reaJr,..up of the 

total popUlation of the city 1e not available. 

Mum we stu~ the 4:1Str1but1on of that eeot1on of 

tho MtteUms of the a \vards 'Who aro not a.t v.:ork v:to notice that 

,5.94 percent of the persons enumerate« under this parameter 
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were returned as tull-time studente. 1'he· compantive 

tieurea for the total population of the urban aroas of the 

· district 1s 37 .9l percent. There 1s elet.U"lY a diffe2:'011ce 

between the two f.Ul4 1 t 1s weighted against the l.fl.ts11me. 

nut~ the d~ftercnce is not alamingt t t beoomes BO in the 

15-34 age...goup wlte:n tlte :tf..gures. tor Mualimo raot at work 

tor the 8 wards returned as ful.l,..time students goes down. to 

12.74 percent ot the total !'lls11ms in this age-group, whereas 

tor the total popula tiou of tho urban ~eas of the district 

the proportion is ~.74 percent (ftgUre-3. 6 ). F.rom a 

marg1nal difference in the SBO group 0.14 the lf.O.P has 

grob ·out of all proport1on 1D the 15-34 sse· group. It u 
the contention of the, researcher that if data 1n this 

category was ava:J.lable 1n age-group brackets with aS 7ee· 

4iff'erence, then we WOUld notice a eu.4den drop, 1mmotiatel$ 

attar the eg&-eroup bracket 15-19 and the drop..outa would 

be those mao wcr~ld go to swell tho ran.ks of the unemployed 

with educational quali:tieatiot:Ut equivalent tc ~tr1c or 

Higber Secon&:uey. 

Full t:!me students do not ~ontr1bute in ~ sign'

t1oant proportion to the " + ass-group in this parameter 

and the differences between the returns for the tllsl1me and 

total population are agabl reduced to a level. where the,' 

cetWe to be alarmiatJ, 

!h.e pattern of the distribution of those Who were 

retur.no~ as engaged in household dutieo also follows a 

pattern which ·1a sim:!.lnr to that of the tulltime students. 

The norm for tho total lluslms of the 8 wards v.na 32..08 percent 
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ad that of the total popula.tion of tho urban areas of the 

district waa: ,1.77 percent. the difference grows somewhat 
. - ~ 

to 4.06 pel"cent and 2.,7 ·percent .in the age-~p 0.14 respeo

t~vel;v. In the :f'ollowintl qo-eroup, 1. e., 15-34;, the gap 

grows oncE) agnin tmd tho shares ot those eilumera.ted as 

ense.Be4 11'1 household dUties go upto 75.73 percent fer the 

!helims and 69.15 percent tor the total !'Opula.tion of the 

urban areas ot Ahmedabad district. 

The hitr.her returns tor tho f!hol.ims 1n tbJ.s cateeor.v · 

oan be dUe ma1nl7 to one factor Which would be corroboratect 

bF a stu a, of the table on see and mart tal status tor lhGl.i~Da 

and the te.ctor ie that 1r~ contrast to the poor IU.ndu 

VIOll'len, the poor and .lower td.4dle olaoa lhelim women does . 
net by tlfld large ean ber l1veliboo4 and 4epen<ls ora her 

fa:thor -or hUsband for her daily bread. fh1e wou14 reaul t 

$.!) a far greater shar$ of the J,hel!m 70'Wl8 girls ana women 

atayil'Jg at home r:md. busying themael'Ves 111. household 4uUea 

tuU time as oppo'aed iD the Hindu women from the same 

economic stra.tEJ• And th1e would tena to L~tlato the· 

DUmbers emo:ns U1e11me of tb"Etso parconn \7.b.O ~o enumei'Qted 

as being eng.aged in hou~ehold ~t!os. T.tJe gap once ~ 

elosas 1tnelf in the 35-59 sse-group M.tl the differences' 

Jtenain mnrBh'lal $\ten 1D the 60 + aso-group. 

In the proportion for those returned as dependents 

infmltS and disabled from £\mOl'lg l!IuGlimC Of the 8 wnritS 

' 

as also f,rom am:tng the total popul.e. tion of th.:» urban areas 

of A.hr.lledabad district there is no great divoreonoo, nai ther 

tor tho fiS\4-GG for the total l'OlJUl.at1on nor for :! ts C.6'$-
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sroupwiee break-up. Qtcept for tbe fact that the :f'GtiU'nG 

for rAUslime are ~sinal~ hiP,er, ths higher %'6turns tor 

Jatsl:lms in the 15-'4 cge-~·oup coul:<l well be 3e to late 

marrhga,e due to \Vhicl! t:ll•msrr1.~d r.!ael!m women 1n thie 

e.ge-grou:p• a .ta.~go ecction of which would be in tho 15-2¢ 

ag&.group0 YIOUld be retumod as depea.d~nts. 

Prom among these returned as retired rentier or 

with independent means, a.e beggars and ve.srants and as 

ir.aatea ot mental and charitable institutions the propoP. 

tiona among 141sl1me of the e waris are somewhat lower than 

those for the total population of the vb= EtreM of Ahmedabad 

district. 

!there is greater extent of unem~lc~~t cons fllsl:J.ms 

of tho e VJD.ras in comparison to tho total urban polfill,ation 

of Ahme4abad 41str1ct. This has boe~ pointed out in eeet1on 4 

ot the :>resent cha.ptel"'. The unsmplCfad among~ ~Sus.limB const1tato 

a· mtlch eroat3r p:rop~rt1on in the age-group lS.'4· Thesr 
(1nclud1ng both wb-41Yis1ons of unemployed, i.e., those 

eeek!ns employment for the first time and those who were 

emJ)1oyod betolCJ but were unemployect at the t1me ot enumemtloz:a) 

constitute 1.02 percet~t o~ the Dteltm population in this 

age-group as opposed to 4,.60. pl'lrcent for the total urbu 

population ot Ahmedabad district. The diff'eretlces once 

again becOttle to.arBinel 1n _ fi • tll the '' + age-grm1p. fhufll 

we see that Lt is the 15-'4 age group micb sho\'13 tho 

greatest l.!rop 1n the propo!"tion Qf tull,.t1Qe students the 

greatest rise in the prop!lrtion of thoee encaced in household 

work, sil")lifieant diffGreoco from the noma :!or tl:a~ total. 
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population in the proportion of those :retumed as dependents 

etc. as also the greatest divergence 1n the proport1on of 

·the unemplore4. The causes aro sufficient]:' clear, a.n4 

·will b9como moro so if aGr.m in compn.rioon VIitll ·~·ho 11attem 

that e'i!!or.eea fi"om tables on sza o.nd sex ratios nse ana 

marital eta:tus and edt1<ratot'l unt.apl07ed• 



!ftle present study of the o1 ty ot A.bmedabact spreact 

OV8J' a per1o4 ot &lmost n.illety 7ears from A.D. l872 to 

1961, has been able to show, tneptte ot the limitation 

!Qos~ b.¥ the u.-tue ot the data, that the 1mpori1Ult 

soeio.economto a:n.d «ernosraPhio D<mlS fO'I/ the lllelima 111 

aa V'ban. eetttDs 4t uot 41Uer subata.ntf.al'-7 troll thoae 

of the general popu1a:t:!fm •.. 

Com»a'r!sou between «•osfa.phtc Che.racteristtcs 

of Dlsltms and total population indicate some divergences, 

especiallJ' in the age and sex stntctures ot' the two sroupe .. 

Dlt these 41Yorgenoes as also those relating to mart tal 

statue etc. are more a conseqUence ot SOil'e specifto features 

ot the. socio-cultural ethoe of the fl11sllme rQther than of 

their economic charactertst!cs. the 41ftereces for these 

~meters between the nome fer the J.belilaS an4 those of 

total popQ].ation or the non-fltel:tm population bave undergone 

a sea,..change over the period ot td.nev years covered b7 th18 

stu47• nte gaps stand sreat17 reduced. and are oonsect'lence 

of the prooeeses ot h1stor1cal obaage that the city has 

passed through. 

ae <U.fterences betweeD the retums tor lfllsl1me ana 
non-lftteUms tn tables <mage and marital statu etc. are 

today ttot as ~inent as they were 1n lS72 O%' 1891• The 

41ftft'enttes relating to the extent of cbU4 ~s an4 
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u4 widow ~!age between the two groupe are aieo net 

as glaring tod.at as the, were 1n 1872. Dle l:t.fe expeotanq 

ot the ll:lelm women 18 even to4&7 aisr1it1oarltl)" lower than 

be~ nOJi!llo.lllslim counter;part,. fbie 1& a feature Which 8hou14 

be more marked in tbe e1t1tJ8 tban in the ru:ral areas 8114 

wou14 to a peat eztent be dUe to some aoo1al oust011e ot 

the tllsltms. 

··Die pattern that etnerges ~a atuq of the tables 

on ( 1.) the 41stri.but1on o1 1000 cenau.a houaehol4s acco..af.rlg 

to number ot roou oocmp1e4; U.i) househol4a by ·mmber of 

members a4 !!Wnbe of peroona per J:OOil', aaa (111) cen~e -
houses and the usee to t7hlch th$7 are put oto. wU1 1»7-utl

large be true for almost aU the Mt.tslillls U'riftg 1D old. urbtm 

areas. !110\l&b the detaU.ed ttme series stuq of these 

features has not been possible, tt is felt that it au~ a 

study were earr1o4 cut the eroa1oD of dift~cmC'es ovep..ttme 
' -

between the lltellm.s and the non-Bls11ms wm be clearl$'. 

established. 

A etlla, of soclo-eoonomio oha:racterlsttcs Gf thJ 

Mu.Blil!l population ot the 8 \Yar4a tn ~isoll 111-tb the 

Jton.MaelQ! population ot tht 8 wards does ~aot ehow Ul' 

etgn1t1cat differences. 

lVUoipat.ion ratios a:re not negat1ve1J or post t1v~ 

conelated to the cooctmt:rat1ou of dispersal of e1 ther the 

MUslim or the ncn-lfuslm \'!~Clrk torce. 
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It participation ratios ~· returned as being hisb 

iU a ~:1Clllar ward tor the non-l!usl fme, they are also 

1tigb. '#o'r the Blsltms. If on the other. hand, they are low 

in a ward the,- ~e low both tor the lkelitl work force ae. 

also tor the non-flleltm work force. 

1he same pattern is .. retl.ected 1n the sectoral 

distribution ot the work force. there eeae to be :no - - ~ 

significant 41fterences • Sntra-.regiot!' or tntest-oOIDDl'lUli'CI't 

except tor a gr-eater ooncentrat1n ot the lllslim work ttoroe 

lD the seooza4ar1 sector. this 1e to be ez;pected, the o1t7 

baa a concentration of terUle irulueti,r, tt te u establtehed 

c~ntre ot tert11e manutactve an4 81gnitica:Dt sect10D8 ot 

the !Uslims have been ~ 1D this indust17 for a long 
~ ' 

t~e• Ae opposed to thf.s the non-ltl181:lm wort force ·has a 

h1gber conoentntion 1n: the teriary sector. !lit »raaz.y 

eector 1S ver; small. a.n4 1s alsnificallt :f<*" neither of the 

Die distribution of the work torc-o in terms ot their 

occupational status ehowe that eutployeea tmd :tamil,J' workers 

ccnstitute a biBher proportion ot the MttsUm: ~rktna force 

th.a:t do employEY.m alld single wouers. A brenll-ul' ot the 

"\ the Muslims o~ these wards are •~kerot hatl41cratt•en• 

\.tamil.y worke%'s and· petv traders-. 1!lo 8l'1are of the Mlslf.ms 1n 
\ 

\ . 

the category ot emplo7ers ie fll)all even iD the secondarr 
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be fOUiltl. bae and etommerce a a large scale 18 l),eyon4 

the reach of the llhsl.!mJ!J a4 thiS, ~ lleact us to eonolude 
'J - -

that lllsltme in 8 'lf&rds wou14 bf-ani-J.uage belong to ldlat 

are l'Down as the mid~e azul the world.na cJaues-. It ts 

telt that it 11on detailed work were to be 4QDe for the 

counb7" aa a Whole, it would 'M &$S!l that a ..-tw 
,, ocnceu:t;-a.ticn of the fllaltid WOU14 be toud: in the low.,., 

mi4dle income group and that tlletra share frf.IA ·raong the . 
rich and tbe TfJ't"' r!ch would be less than wbd tme migb.t 

expect from their ebare to the total.. popUlatiOth It u 
also felt t'hs.t ·even from among the vert~ poor, tb.et is. the 

landleoo ete., tlle retu."r.fts for tltsl!ms would be lewer tbaft 

their retums in the total pcpula.tion. 

In terms ot 11teJI801 imd EJilplo1fl}Emt1 it ts seen that 

Jlu.sltms are in a somewhat 4iea4.vantaseoua positiou,. A amal.ler 

p~oportion from the BlsUms goee in tor hisber edllcati~ 

thatl doea, trcm the total popalation ot Alaeflaba4. distrtot, 

but tor those who have attatzle4 b.igh«i' ;,._cation, Whether 

.frOm the bl.1.ltl$ of from the total population the dlaacea of .. . 

empl01f!ien1: WEf'.ll'~ bJ'-aDd.l.Brge the same. lt wae eea that the· 

e:tent of drop.outs was h!Sler tor the 1Jle1S.1 atter the 

pr~ school level.· tban tbat ot the total JOPll,at4on. It 

.as· also seen that a higher' se&ment. of those Who had ffJ118he4 

ma.trioulation I hS.gh.er a~ e4ucatiottwae cploye4 fl'olll 

the total popUlation than from among the lb8l1ms. 

It would seem that tf 41&cr!mination wae belrls 

practiced ae&1nst llusltme, 1t was being pra:ct1ee4 at thiS 

level. But no definite etatemeuts cea yet be macle. espeo~ 
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U1 the Ueht o~ the tact that COlDPU'J.sloue ot all earlier 

parameters· ha1f'e not ideated 8111' •ch trellde ea4 unless 

tleta11e4 empblcd. work substtmt!ates this statistlcal.l:v 

· it CB11 not be he14 up as proof. Even U aome diecr!rniJiatiOD 

was shown to be in operation. at the level ot White coll.ar 

jobs, it would. be dU~icul.t to to accept tt as pos!Uve 

proot of the b~esa ot Blslims ae ftah. What bas to 

be shewn h tbe.t tho poor -among the lluliaa are poorer thaD 

the· poor fran among the rest of tbe popul.at1on. 

To demonatr~te tliis onG voullt have !fo -Dhow that those 

who belons- tc tho workine; class :!:rom c.1n0ns tbe I&toltmo were 

econ.tre'dael~ and Gocial.ly more de:prl:ved than theu non-thalf.m 

count~ria~ that partie1pat10l'.l ro.tioa :tor lbel:tme wero 

lower, thnt economic actin ties itt Which flmlime -~ 

themselves WGt:e less ~Gm.unemtive than the economio :aoUv1tt• 

1n which non-.M::ullJms we;re engaged. Some of these hava beull 

ooveract in the ~esent stuq a.rA. W$ have not been e.bl.e to 

show gea.tar economie 4epri.va:t1on of the ~1ae, an4 

th$l'efor~ as :ta.r as the scope ot the presertt studJ' :I.e 

ct)Dca•tuxt. tbe b1pothesis that "141alims are· baclwa.r4" strmds' - - . 

fae present stwtr shcms tb.a.t Mu.slims a;re not homogeneoua 

in theil" entemal strncture, v.llat ia the stent of the 

hetereo(tanicy among the r&.slime, 1o it. groa.tor 01: lesser than 

the non-MU.sl1ms is something which olll;v a, detailed stuq ot 
the city .ca,n sb.n. 
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' • ' • wg:>' .f' NAME OF WARD 
' . 

t 
I • • .I 
' t . e I 

0 0 t 

' 

fi BA1kbad 
% i§Jcllmn- I , 
10 R£&\nu.r I 
~ §llahwr -II 
16 DariaP'Ill"-

Jriz&mn:; 
.a §Y~$8 
iQ Alar!fl 

.&l Ba»Jtw • 
T mw. 

WA.BD 
No. 

' 

A1!L.!- l 
' . 

srATl;AL YARBTIQI m m .smvcamm OE m:§ t lllOIYS;ING=FQR@ AM! 
PAR!riQIPATIOI BA.'l!Q§ Ol . tzgS,WtiS 4BJ) lllf:tm:SLitts P1 § WARDS 
,O,F AIIM®A1:W? Oifl t"' ;L9§1 

i ' 
l 1 t I ' ' 

h t5 r 
; Total : Total Non-: liOJ);.thal.im: fotal 
: Population ; Muslim . : ;E>opulat-

: Total : Total ; l!cm-lll011mo: Total 
: tllsUm : r.!u.sUm- : Ilon- : t7orkers- as : t.uolm 

: : Population : ion As a : Population : Popula- : Mlalim t a ,& Non- 11 Workers 
• ·· • • " ·fotol. : : t1on ae : Workers I r11s11m t 
• • t . . . t 
t • ' Popul,e,.. : : a;. ot : : Population ' • ' f. t • • : tion l : Total . t I : t : • • : 1 Popula- : ! • • t ' ' I • • ' ti • f ' ·' t t ' 

, , on , , f , 
. ' I, 2 I I • I ·t f ; ' . I l f ' ' 1 3 • 4 7 8 f • I 1 t t • a I . l l£il • I 

J 

41677 27679 66.46. 19380 3,.54 8355. 3Q~l7 ~, 3963 

,1380 1S840 53.62 12940 46 •. 38 5063 27.46 3247 
43678 24559 ;6.23 19U9 43.77 ' 4968 671, 21.,, 
54512 41650 76.41 12S61 2,.59 11976 28.7'3 ',502 

99737 91626 91.87 8Ul e~u 31743 34.64 ,2661 

44705 32684 n.u l202l. ~.89 l-'.:.922 :56.4e 51)1 
10.,76 100047 93.17 1,29 6.~3 :J6639 36.62 2571 

82926 72025 ao.as '10901 )S.~5 24915 34.59 ,· 359? 

RIB! • • r , 1 I . 

NAMB OF WAR]) 

t: g I::: ff i I I ! .II ·t: 1l . ! .·t 
• .i liil&bd 1.,0 o.oe 39.25 42.65 59.4$ ,4.61 
l ~~~Hm&£ L 0.04 - 31.09 47.61 &?.ea '~2.39 

1Q IIlLI P~:l 0.07 0.12 49.99 62.84 49.94 ,,7.04 
;c §nlwlum:- ~~ 0.20 o.og 47·'' 51.06 52.43 48.85 
16 Dariapu.l'-

Ku':mu: 0.50 0.34 54.62 58.06 44.aa 41,60 
18 Shah or-

&z:tda 0.41 - 52.75 83.80 46.84 16.20 

~0 ABlY I 0.15 o.oa 72.60 67.76 27.25 ,2.16 
.2~ Ral!:hi.yal Q,6g Q-17 

' 7Q·56 82.18 2Q.B2 ·;,_7.65 
t 
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I -- . 
• Total 
: tbalim 
t florkers :as a% 
: 0~ 'rotal. 
S l1!1Sl1m 
: lbpUlation 
• i' 9 • 

28.,5 
25.09 
25.99 
27.23 

32.81 
44.40 ,,.16 
,2.91 

69.83 71.65 
72.54 74.91 
72.67 74.02 
71.27 72.17 

65.36 67.19 

63.52 55.60 
63.38 64.84 
§?e4J.. §7,Q9' 



I • • Sl.: 
No.: 

t • 

tABLE- II 

lEB§OttS y,m;r4PLQlt:Q AOFlD ].2 AND ABrYfB Bt JJtlO@ AQB-GRQUPtl 

AND EDUCATIONAL Lt:!EL IN tlRBA.ll AR~S QlJHX. (, .JVt 'A' l 

r 1, -- I• a I" d J "m!it UNEPmJOYED (roA' IN ' • ill TAL IO.PO'LA TIO:N ' , 
.. ""-

, Ahmedabad slims~ of·, I 

EDUCA TIOifAL LEVEL • t District. a \Varda ' ' • t • t 'A' • .B' t ' I • • I 

i !;;; g I:: : ! 1;4;179 t "?.YikJ. : ! :: ~ ::i: : :::I I 

i i 1581 1.1 

2 nliterato 653681 51867 4963 0.76 

' Literate (w1.tbout. 
mucat:l.onal 
J.eval) 21,387 26059 ,5,5 1.66 

4 Primary or Junior 
l8s1c 399642 16864 5831 1.46 

5 Matrio or lligher 
secondary 574:32 2071 1090 1.90 

6 Teclmical Diploma 
not aqu1vel.en'ti; 
to Degree 1487 8 9 0.61 

7 Non.fechDioa1 
Diploma not 
equivalent 
to Degree 100 4 2 2.00 

a University Degree 
o» PGD. other tbaD 
Technical Degree 12125 2S7 100 0.82 

g fechnieal Degree or· 
Diploma equivalent 

5726 51 o.ag to Degree or PGD. 10, 
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: s 
1573 

.: :·:i· : : :~ 
l. 2 

585 1.13 

446 1.71 

467 2.77 

71 ,.4) 

- -

- -
4 1.,9 

- -



- ' .. 
t 

- iii I'-

7 

1 33.06 

2 26.84 

' :51.94 

4 :35.16 

5 51.74 

6 ''·'' 
1 50.00 

a 45.00 

9 52.94 

' t 

' t • t t 
t ' : • t 

. ~ Iii il• t' I 
I -··· • 

1 1Ft 
9 l1 u JJ· ' 14 15 ' • ' f • • . ,.. L I i:W!i L MIL,H I .... I •' .. 

35.73 50.46 5S.Ol 33.00 30•25 8.97 1'.,0 2.99 

33.16 56.98 60~31 22.45 22 •. 68 10.81 10.,1 ,.2, 
33.41 47.21 52.35 32.42 ,8.26 1.1.1 6.04 4.)4 

38.54~ 5:3 •. 76 67.22 32.00. 25.56 7.17 .4.44 2'.54 

52.11 29.08 27.03 57.98 62.16 9.75 a.,u 1.24 

- - - 66.67 - 33.33 .. -
- .. - 50.00 - - - -

50.00 - - 46.67 - 42.22 50.00 6.67 

- 3.70 - 3?.04 - 55.56 - -
.Abbrtvtationa. Usedt • A • ~ ~tal PoPllation of Ahmedabad DistneiJ (URBAN') 

• B•· ~ total J&slimS of· the a Wards of Abmedabd 011:7 

ff1A ":' Total Unemployed of Abmooabad District. (URltAN) 

fUM - _ Total Uncploye« Dxsl1mn in the 8 Wal'ds 

• ·ltwvme· 

"6 •. 1: ·: .. 
2.49 

1.55 

,.J6 
2.22 

2.70 

-
-

50.00 

-

SEF'l-_ Seek.tog work fo~ the first tSme in Ahmedabad Dtatriot, (URBAN) 

US Eft - Mlls:l ims o£ a Waftle seeld.ns work tor the first u.ne. 
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w r .. 

t • : t 
t • t 

: f • 
' t 

' - '11 m 17 t t 
I£1 ·_ r .... lll.b I I 

4.56 1.96 

'·" 5.15 

5.,1 -
3.66 0.56 

1.95 -
- -
- -

4.44 -
,.10 -



:: 
1 

2 

' 

66.94 

7:5.16 

Ga.oG 

64.27 

66.84 

66.59 

4 . 64.84 61.46 

5 48.26 47.69 . 
6 66.67 -

7 so.oo -
8 55.00 so.oo 
9 47.06 -

$1\lJ«E • U!\ 
@iSONS bUltEl'sfi:OOX!m~AGfR :A5. Am!. AlP!.?. J1: lJiOAD AC~E-QBQJmq AID 
JDUQATIOBN=c .. liWEL .PI DBDAJ~t wAs oiHx 1 an . • a• . 1 
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• • •· ·, .. 't5 ... ., 1 . 45 ... ~ • : r .... Alii .•. · ... 

24.79 

28.5' 
22.11 

27.40 

2:3.27 

''·'' 

22.12 

13.U 

25.27 

24.31 . 28.22 24.97 

16.)$ l4.7l. 50.00 

- - 66.67 

- - 100.00 

1.82 so.oo 10.91 

- - 20.~ 

• • ' • • t 

ii : J· :au . 

19.166 

21.21 

25.44 

44.l2 

----

20.80 

18.62 

21.82 

23:.9' 

19.0l. 

--
49.09 

so.oo 

21.17 

24.04 
20.88 

17.42 

23.53 -----

14.18 

15.89 

-
-

27.27 

16.67 

12~07 

12•53 

9.09 

14.63 
8.82 

-
-

so.oo 

-

14.17 
17.85 

14·13 

12.09 

4.37 

""·'' -
9.09 

32.50 

l2.17 

16.~7 

11.78 

11.15 

s.oo 
---
-

,.94 

6.00 

3·45 

2.78 

0.76 

--
1..82 .. -

4.25 , .. 6, 
3.70 

,.14 

2.94 

-
---

Abbr.lviations t1secU (l) W.A-: Total Un•ployed of Alltneda'bad Distt-:Lct (URllA.N AREAS) 

( 2) TUM - T~tnl Unanp1oye4 tholims 1n the a \'lards of Ahlnodabad 

(3) EB.NUSW-_lbployed be~ore. now Unanployed and seeking \Vork,. in Ahmedabad District (URBAN) 

(4} MEBNUSW - r!hslims Employed before. now Uhempl07~Xl and soekinn1 work. 
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DmUSmtAI, QMSSttlCAS:IqH, OJlJOBltWS Af!P IP .. fl:OORIUitS lli EDUCNllWAL ' 
iFNB!1 II! QBJ3Al!l AftEQ.S OllnJ.WIJ12Al1;1A JJIO»!JC:i: ~;D AIJ}ilGt t:U~ii§ Q£! 8 SlAJm§ . 

Sl~ , EDUCATIONAL LAVEL 
No. 

1 _ ~otal 1343579 .97261 42l295 :51.36 29841 ,0.68 

2 nl1terate 65,681 5lS6? 14?60, 22.58 10138 20.70 

' Literate (Withou-t 
,S.a2 edU.e&iiional lwel) . 213,87 26059 97258 45.58 10116 

4 himarr O'Jf Junior la$1c 399641 16964 131649 . 32·94 7581 44.95 
5 Matri.c or Bisher 

Secon~ 574,2 20?1 29SSS 52.04 1101 5,.16 
6 Tecbn:l.cal D:t~lcma not 

equivalon : to DegreO" 1481 8 1283 96.28 - -
7 il(')%1. Tecbn1cal Mpooma no-t: 

equivalent to Degeee , 100 4 14 74.00 so.oo 
8 Ulliver&1ty Degr;-eo or PGD. 

~ 4l'w othw than 
Technical. Degree 12125 281 81'71 12.34 206 ?1.?8 

9 fechnioal Des:r.ee or 
Diploma equival.ent 

96 93.20 to Degree or- PGD,. 5726 w 4155 $3.04 . 

i) 1\bs!Doe.rins 864. ' ?41 05.76 ' 100.00 
11) !fed1ca1 1068 -12 927 86.80 .-.10 8,.,, 

111) As"ricul. ture 36 - 32 38.89 - -
lv) Vetonertn'7 and llair3'ing 8 - 6 15.00 - ~-
•) !I'eolmolocv 166 ' 162 97.59 ' 100.00 

1'1) !rea chillS 710 16 644 90.70 1G 100.00 
YU) omms 2856 12 224, 78.54 64 88.89 
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• Dlllm . : Wi - .~lffl · • Sl. I Dhlcaticmal Level : a Warda , : Abmedabad -;--~ 

No.: As ot • ' . A D ' t 
t ,. 

lJ· -·9. r n ··n ' :··t r; '14 ... ,...... 
t I .. I· - r• •• . , , 1 . ., 

lW n r •• It t •r . If ... 

1. TOTAL 2.31 · o.n 50.90 63.20 46.79 ,6.69 68.64 69 .. :!~ 

2 D.l:11emte 4.16 0.12 54.75 66.99 41.10 ,2.90 77.42 79.::;o 

' Literate (Without 
educatiorml. level) 1.80 0.09 59.09 69.94 39.12 29.97 54.42 61.lB· 

4 Pl"1i118rJ' a~· Juniol" 
lba:.l.o 1 •. 29 0.12 50.48 56.89 48.23- 43·.oa 67.06 55.05 

' ifatrie w BiSher 
Secondaz7 o •. ,7 0.18 22.25 22.71 77.39 ?7.11 41.96 46.84 

6 !J!eo.bnical Diploma. not 
!l<JJ.i'allen.t to Degee· - - 45·'' .. 5·4.64 - ~.72 -

7 ROD-~edbnical Diploma 
~ot. e~1valent to 
:Oegree - - 6.76 100.00 93·24 - 26•00 50.00 

9 UU.versi 'by Degree or· 
roD. other than 
i'echn:l.cel Desroe 0.17 - 16.10 10.68 a, • ., ~9.32 27.66 28.22 

9 TOChnical Degree o~ 
Diploma equj.val.Gnt· 

16.96 6.80 to Degree or P®. o.u - ~.11 5.21 76.76 1'4.7'?! .. 
:1.) Engineering • - 2().24 ,., 79.76 66.67 l4·24 oo.oo 

11) Uedical: - - 2t10 - ,.,.,o 100.00 1,.20 16.61 
:W) .AgriCI%1 ture 6.;25 - 18.75 ·- 75.00 - n.u -·· 
1v} Vete~ and 

Dair91ns - - - - 100.00 - 25.00 -
v) fecbnolog - •· 93.95 - 16.05 100.00 2.41 oo.oo 

vi) Teaohillg • • 5.26 - 9G.74 100.00 9.30 oo.oo 
vii) omms 0.18 - ,,.9, 6.25 65.99 9,.75 21.46 10.11 



A,L~AGJ!S. 1:34:3579 

g-i a S 192198 

2-S A r 188217 

I.Q•M ·' r 145802 

m~u •• 1U904 

m-: 24 • 136176 

25 ~ 29 124278 

29 ~ l4 I I l.l0G39 

5-;44 165076 

45 - 5S 1 I 120182 

§.Q+ 
• IIi lllf' 47679 

.ps •• ' 
228 

Jdl'tB- a 
ME 4,1W mu,mgmn D PRWI ABBA§ QR,Amii&MD..Uiii!Q~ AI .uBPRfAia 
9l mm~t ~~URi~~. EAW. Aq&.iBQJZi 

• 

. G5368l. 48.66 213~7 1.5.ee 39964 29.75 .. ... ... 
192198 100.00 - - - -

98098 52.12· 289~, 15.40· . 6ll3S 32.48 

27209 18.66 304,6 20.87 88136 60.45 
29595 26.45. 19133 17.10· 52150 46.60 
482,, ,5.26 23~11 17.26 41666 30.46 

51285 41.27 23528 18." ,5928 28.91 

47084 42.56 224_89 20.,' ,al61 29.07 

,627 44.60 ,3810 20.48 46671 28.2? 

57133 41·~ ~~,.. 19.57 ·. '2saa 27.2, 

29021 60.8T .,,, ·16.26 8891 18.65 

198 86.84" .12 5.26 12 5.26 
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51~32· 4.27 

- -- -
I - . -' ·• 

21 o.o1 
10866 9.?1 

1909~ 33.96 

8482 6.8' 

5529 4·99 

7369 4.46 

4735 '·92 
1329 2.79· 

2 o.ee 



'- g . -
1tQ~l4 

., ~ :J:9 

22~2.4. 
,, ~ ?1i I l 

l ' ':" 4:4 
,, - 59 
22± 
ANS 

!t A -•f ft*.'' !J···"i}\ ... :-!• "j!::· !:· *':on::::::'"•! <::-:•·····!•::: U' ·:!• _ - ~ .l ~ . _ . " ~ - -- - ·- _ -• . . -:_ ~ '*~ !,. .42 n : 1 . as · 

134:5579 

1.92198 

188217 

145802 

lll904 

1'36776 

124278 

1106,9 

165076 

120782 

47679 

228 

1487 

---
22 

327 

,41 

191 

294 

251 

.61 

-

0.11 

-
-

0.02 

0.24 

o •. 27 

0.17 

0.18 

0.21 

0.13 
& 

-

100. 

-
-
-

7 

15 

27. 

19 

16 

13 

' -

o.oo 

-
---

o.oo 
0.01 

0.02 

0.02 

o.oo 
o.o1 

0.01 

-

l2l25 

.. --
-
100 

2829 

J093 

2061 

2230 

1"372 

4,9 

J. 

0.90 

--... 
-

o.og 
2.07 

2.49 

1.86 

1.35 

1.1, 

0.92 

0.44 

28'70 ... 

--
8-

,51 

699 

''.1 
589 

541 

150 

1 

0.21 --
-
-

0.01 

0.26 

0.56 

0.48 
o.,, 
0.45 

0.31 

0.44 

2856 

-
-
2' 

645 

895 

574 

470 

215 

32 

2 

0.21 

---
0.02 

0.4? 

0.72 

0.52 

0.29 

0.18 

0.06 

o.es 
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AGE. GROUPS 

• 
AIJ.!_AGES 

0~4 

1 .. -: ~ 

~-- :w . a 

·'~ u 
2Q = M 
22 ~as 
lQ ... l! 
, .... 44 

45- '2 
&.±. 

AD 

au.-,& 
" AGs .Arm muCA~Iqu ,m mw1 .wu gg AJitWPAm» PHDIQZ 

(Persona 1n Di:ttsren'tJ ABo...CJstoupa as Pel"centage 
of Total Per£tons at each lrc:Wel of Bducationl 

I I I "' I - I., . " I • · t . .i 1 
: Total : nl1trate : L1 trata : 1T1ma17 : l'Jatrio i ~cbnical : ITcm-~ech. : Un1.vel'S1 -e,·: i'ecbn1cal • 
: PoPJ- :Rat-e : \f:lthOllt: t•. .. i or· i Diplcma - t Diploma- J Degree .or ;.i Deerf)a_or : 
: la'bion 1 t Bduea- • d'uD1o»- , Higher • not equ~ J not equj,. , PGD. other • Diploma : 
: : I tion : Basic 1 Sa~' valent • valent to: than Teclh I equivalent I f f f level i . : · : to Degree i Degree 1 Degree : to Dr.e : 

. ; " . 10 e ,·l.,. ·w ", .,. n ~ < ,., 1 · ., lir oia• 1 a ·'art' i · .: 1 n f'l1 o r r i , t . · · : """ 1. 1 : or t· ~ ~f · p • i · 
100.00 100.00 

.........__ 

14.30 2g.40 

14.00 15.01 

10.85 

a.J3 
10.1.8 

9.,25 

a.23 

12.29 

8.99 

3.55 

o,oa 

4.16 

4.5, 

7.38 

7~5 

7.20 

11.26 

8.74 

4·44 
o.o, 

100.00 

- .. 
15.30 

~ . . 

14.26 22.05 

a.97 JS.os 
u.o6 ·10.43 

n.o, a.,ga 
10.5' 8.05 

15.64 u.67 

u.oa a.23 
,.6, 2.24 

0~01 o.oo 

100.00 ---
0.04 

18-92 

''..25 
14.17 
9.63 

u.e, 
8.24 

2.,1 

o.oo 

100.00 

-. 
·-

1 .• 48 

22.00 

22.9' 

U.84 

.19.77 

u.aa 
4.10 

100.00 

-
... --

1·00 
15•00 

27.00 

19.00 

16.00 

13.00 

,.oo 

-

100.00 

- ( 

--
0 C.~ 
.• gc:;, . ~ 

2,.,, 

25.52 'l 
17.00 \ 

18.,9 I 
. 1 

u.,l 

- l ., 

100.00 

--.. -
o.as 

12.23 

24.)6 

18•50 

20.52 

18.85 

~}.22 

0.03 

JI"AW . P 

100.00 

-•· 
-

0.81 

22.58 

31.34 

20.10 

16.45 

7~55 

1.12 

0.07 

• 

, 1 



' 
I I • rf. 

• t 
t t 

AGE-GROUP: PERSONS t 

' I • i t • :' t 
t : 

A!!HGE:a 100.00 

1.-! 100.00 .. 
2sl~ 100.00 

.10- .. 100.00 

li5 :- ~~ 100.00 

2Q -$24 100.00 

aa- a 100.00 

lA • :H 100.00 

:55-" 100.00 

§-.59 100.00 

ag :t i 411 100.00 

I 11 

:AIM-.! 
. A{tE Amt. I;iY:QAH.QI. j'gBwit!UJZG 2£.8 'WQlS .Ql AU!fRDA:qAD Q!TJ A§ 
A PEJSU111fAiE 91 1'QTM,l.Q~?!ISU Ol)!AQfl.,A!\..&..iiQ!IR-

.. 
, ·r. n. 'j . If '1 _tJL" "I . I • • I 

! toclm1~ ! tT~Te~ ~ tJniversi tr1 ~cal ~ n:u.tera.tes·: Literates: lT1ma!rJ' I ~0 
: Without; • or · I or : :£lema. : cal Dip1ofla: »r.: ~ ·: »Ggree or: 
: Educat.ton· i Jun1o~ t H1(ib.or I ·. . . -·t not Edue&- : P ,. other i D1p1oma f 
:. Lwe1 . ' Basic ' S.econdal7 ; Education.~ . .;& Uon to l tharl Tech. • Educat1Qll , ' I ' f to DepGG ·: Degree : Degee · : to »r. : • • ' I • ' • p . f 

' ' , , , ox-- • • 

93.:33 26.79 .17.,4 2.33 o.oQ o.oo • o.ag o.o, 

100.00 """ -· - - - - -
54·'' 43.27 2.09 - - - - -

I -
22.84 42·9' ,.,88 o.s4 - - - -
:50.60 25.08. ,7.78 6.45 o.o~ - o.o7 • 
38.37 27.10 27.19 6.,1. o.o, 0.02 o.aa . o.os 

47.96 26.,4 21.12 ,.46 - 0.02 .0.95 o.o6 

49.72 27.76 19·4' 2.42' - - 0.49 o.u 
52.35 27.18 1'7.73 2.14 - - o.n . 0.04 

57.00 25.03 14.68 1.6; o.o1 • 0.39 o.os 
?l.-13 1.7.02 l.O.Q2 1.40 o.og - 0.14 o.og 

14? , 

01!LUS 

0.07 

-
-
-
-

o.o,. 

0.07 

o.o, 

0.19 

' 0.39 

o.u 



DliH-VA 
AGE AHD muga.von·IQil !WSLI§!. Ql aJWlDti Pl. AlfMIWAIA» .giwg 

( Persons· in D:lft~t Age-Groupe: aa Percentage of 
Total POJ'sona at eadl Edu.oationa.t Lev'Etl ) 

f 1 4 f . . · · . J . 1 r I l · · · · · 1 1 .I"'* i · "" - !fD n I' u ll r r .. L \ 

- . , : ; Literate , Primar, i Ua.trio or f Teobniool. : Ii>n-~ch. l Un1vlrs1ty f fochn1cal : 
AGE. GROUPS: PmtSONS: Illiterate: Without l or , H:l.ghar · I Diploma i Diploma 1 Degree or • »esree or t 

· t · : I Education t JUniw· : Seconda\17 ; not , not • PGll.. other f D.1ploma : 
: : : L«e1 : B9.oic : : Equivalmt: Equivalent: than ~ach. , E~valent t 
: : : : \ 1 to Degree : to Desree : Degree : to »gr.e ~ 
' t ' ' • ' ,, ' • 
, , • • • • ' 1 'or·P 1 

· I ' - ,. • I t e . 1 l f if - J AI . f P - 1 ~~ 

Q -·4 

5-~ 

100.00 

14.,6 

14.66 

10-" 12.21 

u.- .J.i a.40 

40,- aA 9.66 

2~ - 2~ 8.5, 

lQ - 34 7.85 

, - 44 .11.9' 

4' - '' a.eo 

1oo.oo 

26.94 

7.67 

11.70 

100.00 

.... 

2,.67 

19.56 

1.81 

8.22 

100.00 

-
23.85 

15.15 

8.79 

12.19 

2.oa 

100.00 

-
-

1,3.86 

9.9, 

u.97 

6.81 

'100.00 100.00 

- -
-

-
-

50.00 

~o.oo 

- -
- -

12.50 -
-,?.50 -

1.00.00 

-
-
-

28.91 

2?.5, 

1,.24 

1.4 •. 98 

11,50 

1.74 

100.00 

-
-

16.1, 

29.0' 

16.)3 
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100.00 

-
-
-
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' AG:S..OROtTP J 
' i 
f 
t 

ZiitfE- II 

lii§9NS m:r AZ WQRK OLAQSDI!rl B 1'{PB OJ'AQa!l!;tX< »m mgA.It 
AGE-IBPJl;PS AS PF;RCIIWGJl gg. mw mJl.ttoll1SJ1'1G WmLA:J:IQrt nr 

. .&IV,tRt>ABAP PJ;SfzRI21 ltlRBAHl- ABJ;lm>AJlGR CliJ <mw oml Al:m 
!J!SLI!JS OP Q WAJllg-.. 

' : :FUl.ll-t:l.me: House..: D$.Pendmts : Retuted. : Deggars, t lbmates ot: Saektng ; Bnp1oyed 
: Stodents : 1Iol4 t IliPAlftS & : Rmti&H~t Vagrants, : Mental & : lbploymeDt I before now : i Duties I D ISABLiiD f or Indep-4 etc. : Chari table : for the : unemplQyed 
: , f 1 dent 1 . ; Institutes l t:trst time : and seeldns 
• , , t1'1ll'-- , • • •-o-'· 

·p , I p_ 

t t f t~S t f t ·fU.&'A 
· I m. . · I r 11. ·1 I • nf ·n r I a 1 I -. 1 1 rt· r f · ·_ - J 1 l I r · I 

' ' .. 59 

~eda. bad District 
(Urbanl 27.95 

Ahmedabad C1Q' 28 .. 70 · 

r~aoums of 
8 Vla.rds 

~edabad Distt-. 
(Urban) 'J7.9J 

Blalims of 
SWards S5.94 

Ahmedabad Distt. 
(Urban) a,.os 

lllslims of 
a Wards 

Ahmedabad Distt. 
(Urba) 0.05 

Ulsl1ms of 
SWards· 

Ahmedabad Distt. 

0.10 

(Urban) · .... 

Ille11ms of e Wtwds -

.Ahmedabad D1stt. 
(Urban) 4.43 

the11ms of 
8 WardS -

31.7'7 

32.15 

4.06 

69.15 

84.51 

10.84 

-

''·'1 
35.26 

83.?4 

1QO.OO 

-· 
0.01 

o.oa 

o.rn 

-
-

0.11 

0.07 

o.oe 

o.oo 

·0.01 

0.01 

0.79 
0.59 

0.99 

0.12 

0.65 
0.25 

-
-

0.59 

0.61 

0.05 

0.17 

1.89 

0.21 

-

o.oe 

-
-
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AGE. GROUPS 

11 t f 

0 

l5.- ,, 

I f . ._ ' t ... • 
I f 

100.00 
56.50 
28.24 
n.so 

'·" 0-.02 

AGE. GROUPS 

it)fA.L 

.2- ;&4 • 
l5.- ~4 
:25- 22 
§S2:t 
AD 

:t\ll¥1'1 -.J,JA. 
!,.ERSONS ,roa:.Ai ,WQH ,Q;&A,sswm .. m: ma . .oz AG~:Wm: AHQ :tmOAP 4rtE GRQJll~. 
li . .MlimAJlAP l21GilQ:Je.(4) - (!JJUWl) 4IR l1tl§J114S Ql a IlAIQS OlJ!IJIDPA}jAR 
J<Iai-i Dl - (Persona in Di£fero11t Age-Grou11.s as PGrcenteae of 

r a l ,. • 

2 
IJI 

100.00 
58.99 
26.74 
10.74 
3.51 
0.02 

' • I 

Total. Persons ~"134 s.n Dach Activity) 

ilf - - .. ,.. l"tHH lSl ll ]'i .•. , 1 

A 

' FPT. 1 I 

100.00 
76.68 
23.30 
o.o2 
-o.oo 

i j 

' . _t -• t 

' 

i mus.moa .m~+m 
: 

, F ., r , -

' A Jt~ "AtE I J = 
4 ' 5 - , . I -

100.00 
86.12 
13·84 
0.04 
• -

100.00 
4.21 

61.48 
30.61 
, •. 69 
o.o1 

• ' '* 

i 
6 

100.00 
7.29 

61.58 
2:1.68 
,.,45 

-

l 7 : 
• I It I 11 I 

100.00 
92.14 
1.94 
1.75 
,.51 
0.05 

8 

100.00 
91.76 
2.90 
1.eo 
,.40 
0.06 

I I 
' I - f n · r t 

t A 
I 9 
I ·a 

100.00 -1.22 
,,.67 
65.10 -

• 1 

100.00 100.00 100.00 l.OO.oo 100.00 . 100.00 1.00.00 100.00 
2.29 ,5.36 1.48 ~.9? 4.86 lO.G5 1.66 3.16 

25.04 21.43 41.45 39.60 90.18 97 .. 60 66.58 68.3() 
46.56 48.21 4,.16 51.49 4.19 1•59 2.1.88 24.42 
2!>.91 25.00 ?.91 ,.94 0.17 0.16 ,.sa 4.12 
0.19 - - - .. - - -
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d I 

10 

100.00 
0.42 
1.28 

,0.62 
67.67 

-

•• 
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.tm&STBIAL CJd{\SSiflOA,.'li01! ,.QI QUSS OJl J32BUBS 21 l!l!R§Qi§ AT fQU 
,\ 

lf1 !m&.HOJ!SE HOL:Q nmu§&RI ... ll\QJU~ Jm§mas l.BOJESSIO! Ql §BJ!WJ 
ltJ AmfWA~ D.rmm~ - JlABA1i .{Al 41.m mB r~nm 21: a UM!U! 'il 

( Ola.ss of' Worker as e Percentago of Total Persons 
:In each D1v1S1on ) 

' t ~ER~gN§ I J:;.tPHQXIfl • ftJQIY : §IN!ifEWOU!ll I ~I I UOM!il t •• : t ' I lllVISIOl~ • Deecript1on t 
t • 

' til 
$ ' p 

' I i I I ' 
,. lr I I 

' 
... 

' 
... ,. I : • A ' I t A • B t A • D ' A • .D • A • B t ' • • t . • t t t 

I l . t 1 ,. ... . ' . t• . I ... . . I: 11 )f .. • • I• • .. • w 

AliL DIVISIONS 100.00 100.00 7.26 ?.07 r; •. 67 76.00 15.4? 12.89 ,.,o ,.96 

DIVISION • 0' AgriC\ll. turo, Livo- '. 
stoCk. Pbrestr,v, 
.Fishing and 

60.18 24.83 14.66 18.19 Hunting 100.00 10.00 a,o, 9.10 58.47 4·54 
DlVISIOLl Mining and 

Otarry1rlg 100.00 100,00 5.00 - ,7.50 - 52.50. so.oo ,.oo 50.00 
DlVISIOL2 & 

' Manu1'aotur:1ns 100.00 100.,00 , .. o, 2.69 90.01 92.05 5.00 ,.76 1.90 1.49 

DIVISION-4 Construction 100.00 100.00 G.35 4.24 31.33 29.15 62.32 65.01 - 1.59 

DlVISIOL5 Eloctric1ty, Gas. 
tbter ond 
Sanitary Senicei:;l 100.00 100.00 1.76 2.21· 98.2, 90.90 - 6.82 - -

DIVISION-6 Trade and . Comm-erce 100.00 100.00 25.70 27.62 34.08 25.95 27.60 n.os l2.6J. 15.47 -
DlVISION-7 Storage~ Trazleport 

and ommunicatton 100.00 100.00 2.37 4.32 72.95 ?5.05 24.67 19.49 - J..l.4 

DIVISION-S Services. Pu.bl:t.o, 
Educa.ti<mal. and 
Scienti:tio-. 
tfedioal and 
Health, Wel.f'are, 
Legal and Business, 
RecroattoDGl end 
Personal Services J.OO.oo 100.00 s.u 6.75 82.,7 77.57 10.10 u.,G 2.42 4·32 

DIVISIOl'-9 liot Adoquato]3r 
Described 100.00 100.00 1.04 0.65 19.75 26.eo 80.20 11.a4 - l..Sl. 



! 
).JIVISIOU • • • 

ALL DIVISIONS 

DIVISION '0' 

DlVISIOl$.1 
---

DIVISIONS-2 & 

' DIVISlDN-4 -
DlVISION-5 

DIVISIOB-6 -
DlVISl0&-7 

D:RISIOLS 

DlVISlOB-9 

:rAfi'ltB- .YUA 
nmusTRIAL gu,ssxrtQAf.Iou og QMS§ Jll.Jm.ms:wa pr. P!mOOJm .A?: v10u 
p! ~n.HotTSE HOlD lJ3ntl§M1 ma;QJ.f mqzrums l!i9FESSIOlf QB SmtiQE 

!I Ag1'l>A!JAD Dl;SfJIO!£ •· WlJB.R.(Al.Atm iPR ttq§l&lt1S O..F_Q UARQ (Bl. 
( Persons in a Division cs PeroaDtagG o'.t Total Persons in each 

olaos ot workers ) 

t ¥! • ~!! . ' !!?f!?!. t 

' ' ' ' 
:OESOBIPTIOll : .. , a· • .. • "11 

' • A : B t A ' 8 • A ' B ' • t ,. t • • 

' ~ 
I 

!!!!L:~ !H ,j u I 

A f. D ' t ' 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 l.DO.OO 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Aericul ture, · Id.ve-
stoek, PorestJ.7., 
Pishms ana 

o.as: 0.07 0.55 o.o, lluntcing o.,s o.oa 0.38 0.10 
~ ~ 

~fining and ~ine o.o1 o.oo 0.01 ... o.oo - o.o, o.o, 

Atmut'Qcinlrint: 49.40 62.09 20.62 ·23.72 60.40 74.34 15.97 19.31 

Oonstru.ction 2.76 1.96 2.4, 1.17 1.18 0.74 11.16 10.51 

Eleotricit,', Gas.· 
Wa.ter and 
Sanitary Services o.a, o.,o 0.20 0.10 t.J,.O_ 0.36 - 0.17 

" 

Trade a~:td Commerce 16.90 15.0' 59.91 ,. 00.5, 7~82 4.99 ,0.15 39·14 

St~e, ~sport 
and Communication G.36 5.44 2.01 ,.,2 6.29 ,.,1 l.O.U ,9.'17 

..,.. Services .• 
Public Educational 
and ScientUic, 
r.tedical and. Health, 
\7el.f'are, Lesal tm4 
l\tsiness, Recrea-
tional and Personal. 

19.69 1.2.,9 Servioes ]3.51 13.00 32.91 22.01 13.6, l2,85 

NOt Ade~ta~ 
Described ,.70 1.59 o., o.l5 0.94 0.55 19.15 9.34 
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!!!it! !!!!! Jl.l 

A • B • 
100.00 100.00 

1.40 o.,4 
o.ol_ o.o9 

26.09 '23·4' 

- ·o.?a 

- -
59.2' 58.62 

- 1.57 

13e26 14.72 

- o.,, 



t 
t 

AGB.GB.OUP ., 
' • 

A!W;AGES 

9~..2 

10 ~· .J.~ 

U~:J:I 

20-: 2f 

2' ;- 23 
lO ~ l! 
» -:. M 
!5- ~1 

i2.:t 
A!§. 

~-VIti 

.A,GB.S~ Alm SALE.llS!Wt!l &:£10 ;m· AFfH!'PAJ!R g~:a '!llUIW -
.-+liD FOR !lUSLIMS OF 8 WABD.S OF EACH 4Gl~ .. G;BgUP iS. 4 P.El.f.B-
AGE OF 10fAL OP ALL AGJ:S - (A • Ahmedabad 01, Urball, 

B = llu.t!lims of 8 artls) 

t 

WN PljR§21S • Jlil'P t :rpyili! I ~Jm I lJilf-QQQ MfES I I A "i A r t B • t A , , A t 

100.00 100 .• 00 100.00 .100.00 100.00 

28.12 29.02 26.57 26.67 ,0.05 

10.74 12.20 10.49 ll.55 1.1.05 

8.31. 8.41 8.45 8.18 8.15 

10.,0 9.66 10.23 9.78 10.40 

9.-,s B. 53 e.96 8.17 9.84 

8.4l. ?.85 8.52 8.04 8.27 

12.46 11.93 ]J.65 ]3.52 10.98 

8.92 a .• ao 10.08 10.59 7.4? 

,.36 3.57 ).()3 '·47 ,.Tl 
0.02: 0.02 0.02 0.02 o.o1 

• 100.00 t • • 
' ,2.04 • t • • 13.05 ' t • 

8.68· ' • •• J 
t 

9.51 1 

' ' • 8.99 • •• t 
t 

7•61 f , 
t • g.ae I 
f 
I 

6.49 
t 

' ' • • ~.,, t 
f 
t 
t 

0.01 t• 
f 

' 

805.0)• 

910.78 

847.39 

176.,9 

818.58 

883.95 

742.78 

647.52 

596.55 

1002 •. 02 

840·11 

782.24 

939.27 

88).2? 

829.8) 

759.89 

861 •. 57 

740.8) 

5?1.2? 

479.15 

841..16 

437.l.5 

._. .. 
CJ1 
w 



AGE • GROUPS 

:: : :g :' 

g·~ 2 
r • • 

J,Q.- 14 s 

7,0 + 

JWm .. 
I Total 
l Population • • \ 
t 

s 

i 

-· 

-· 

1149918 

:323408 

12)504 

95577 

US497 

107570 

96697 

Tt4l6 

65834 

44478 

40451 

176;50 

19515 

6961 

l3172 

208 

-·~ . 

~m:B- :m 
AfiE.AND_ MARI&Ai .~~Ams. m;.Al!MiP£11AD m:: cwul 

568611 

323408 

116:108 

68061 

39482 

10983 

S446 

1910 

14GS 

1243 

1061 

399 

321 

140 

208 

17'3 

49~45 

100.00 

94.17 

71.21 
,,.,2 
10.21 

3.56 

2.47 

2.22 

2.79 
2.62 

2.26 

1.73 

2.01 

1.58 

9,.17 

525523 

-
7176 

'27305 

18097 

94935 

90695 

71905 

58414 
37)86 

30029 

12171 

9769 

3358 

4265 

30 

. ;qnsons , ... q 
• '"--ied • . ~- .. 
: asa1' : 
: of Tota1 t 
: PoPillation i 
I f 

' t : I· 

45!70 

-
s.e1 

28.57 

65.91 

88.24 

93.79 

92.88 

88.73 

84.06 

74.24 

69.03 

52.76 

48.24 

32.38 

14·42 

wmow:rm 

: ;:: 

-
12 

104 

592 

1306 

2211 

'''' 5746 

5'n3 

9247 

5015 

8381 

3454 

8670 

5 

154 

. . 
;· Atm & QBO\iE · . • 

. ' ' : Widowed : Divorced/ : Divorced/ 
t as a s' : Seperated : Seperated 
: ot 'l'o~: : as "·of 
: Popula- : : Total -
~ tion : : Popula-
: : : t1on 
!. : : i l : : ij ! § . 

-
o.o1 
0.10 

0.49 

1.21 

2.28 

4.31 
a., 

12.89 

22.86 

28.4!5 

45.26 

49.62 

65.82 

2.40 

1981 

-
a 

107 
,,6 
'58 
,45 

264 

206 

116 

ll4 

45 

44 
g 

29 

-

0.17 

-
o.oo 
0.11 

0.29 

0.33' 

0.36 

0.34 

o.,l 
0.26 

0.28 

0.26 

0.24 

0.1, .. 
0.22 

-
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!lji{l§Qij! " m, EACH 1 Amt,r:-. GRQtTP I A§. ;tmcrJrt:AilJ. Ql. R:§B.WltS :m EACH QA;EGQJ.I • i • 1'otd • • • t 
AGE- GROUPS • ' Ilever Uarrieti • Varrietl • Widowed • Divorced I Separated • Population ' ' • • • • • t • ·t 10 I ii ·. n ' .1rrt·- ' I p 1. m .. 

' 0 • I: I· 1 

I 12 t 1' ' 14 
li' FT I .. 

~ 
.., t·~ .1L .... I I I I • .. fl Ql p ,,.., 

. Qli_- AGES· . 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

0-4 
f . = .ill . 26.12 sG.ea - ' - -
10-: M ,1 10~74 20.45 1.,7 o.o2 0.40 

·~; 19 8.,1 11.97 5.20 0.19 5.40· 

10.,0 6 •. 94' 14.96 1.08 16.96 

9.35 1.93 18.06 2.44 l.S.O? 

8.41 0.61 17.26 4.U 17.42 

,. §· 
6.73 0·.34 13.68 6.40 ,_,.,,. 

•• 5.7) 0.26 u.12 10.67 10.40 

3.87 0.21 .?.U 1.0.66 5.86 

llf 3.,52 0.19 s.n 17.19 5e75 

1.5, .0.07 2.,2 9.)2 2.27 

1.61 0.05 1.86 15.58 2.22 

0.61 o.oa 0.64 6.42 0.45 

m t . 1.15 0.04 0.81 J.G.u 1!46 

. Alf.S .. ( . o.o2 o.o, o.oo o.oo -
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A9E w . TMRIDL ttMWI •. m a rrM».§ 21 4lDnmABAD em 'sm nro:sl£:ms om> 

AGE-GROUPS Di•orcear· , 
Sepemtl4 : t 

t 

t 

Ale~Aiil 100.,00 41.5'2 4.76 ' 100.00 100.00 100.00 53.44 0.27 ' 100.00 100.00 ... f 
Ro:-2 100.00 100.00 - - - • 29.02 54.31 - - -' - • 

1.0- M 100.00 98.64 1.,6 o.oo ' 12.20 22.5' 0 40 o.oa - • -I •• • 
~ -.1&2 100.00 18.16 21.50 o.oa 0.25 l 8.40 12.29 4., 0.15 7.98 - a --

iQ- 2' 100.00 39.47 59.46 0.70 o.,6 9.66 1.].4. l) •. a, 1.42 3.2.,, . . 

84.21 • ,.28 l8.25 i5- 22 100.00 13.37 1.8, o.se I 8.,5, 2.14 17.,0 t * ' lQ "! l4 100.00 4·'' 92.21 2.71 0.71 i 7.85 0.64 17.4' 4.51 20.53 
• 

l5 ~ '2 1.00.00 2.74 92.2' 0.65 ' ,.a, 15.20 4.40 • G.Sl· o.::sa 14.0, • : ,g ~ 44 J.oo •. oo 2.)1 aa.1o 9.28 0.29 t 5.60 0·.24 11.90 10.92 6.08 : 
45- a 100.00 1.66 84.64 

.. 
?.60 1,.1, 0.55 • ,.71 0.12 ?.57 10.?, • f 

~g ':' 54 1.?9 74.72 ' ,.62 6.51 17.47 6.84 100.00 22.98 0.51 • 0.12 · at•• : 
55~ 59 • 8.16 2.29 100.00 1.55 71.52 26.50 0.4, l 1.47 0.04 2.5, 

' 
§g.~§' 100.00 

t 
16.5:: 1.52 1.44 54.28 44.04 0.23 • 1.79 0.04 2 .• ,, • t 

U.r- 69 100.00 ' <>.70 4·71 0.38 1.94 54.95 42.91 0.19 • o.s, 0.02 .. I • I 

16.69 :m+ 100.00 o.e1 36.~0 63.00 0.08 • 1.62 0.02 1•09 0.]8 t 

WI 69.57 
I 

100.00 :56.4,, - - • 0.02 o.o, o.o1 - -I • 1 



AGLGROUPS 

Qeie:AGES 

Q-9 
lD- M. 
~-u 
22-24 
.25 = 22 
s-:a 
32- 39 

40•44 
45-49 
aQ-54 
22 - 59 

i'AllLB.,. JI · 

WlDOVIBD MALES .f.ND FgLES lt{ AWPP41N'l CIT!' t1JUIB AND iPi Mp'§ldiR 
01; a. WAifJ>S .JG&.GROUP .\liSE J)ISTRll!!2:ION AS PEBQrm:AGE ;Of 2alJfAL 
!f:LES/FWY\Lm3 t7IlDWED .AND fiiDOt1T:a"> FmAJtES lW..ftU:PAND !Jl:miBP fW!ljS 

!·m~& of i El&iieaa!flifaiiii' 0~ ' w~fl \902 w;wmm ps ',. ! 
I Am:r ' 1 f 11i~ 0 

t City : 8 wards : C1ty t 8 Vlar4a• : U'rball : 8 ~ 
: Ut!ban t : thtbaZJ : t t • ' r n • rr •= 

lOtl.OO 100.00 100.00 100.00 • 2708.25 1971.1, . t 

' ·• - - - 1- - -' •• 0.02 - 0.02 0.03 \ ,ooo.oo -' 0.19 0.19 0.19 o.l3 ' 1642•85 ,u,,.,, • ' 1.84 2.J2 o.eo 1.07 t ll179.?8 l.OOO.OO ' t 

4.29 5.07 x.n 2.38 t 1096.)1 924·05 • • 6.03 6.80 ).40 '·'' ' l.526.BG 971.6~ t • 7.79 8.5, 5.62 4.46 t 195,.09 10,0.07 • • 10.25 10.97 10.8~ 10.90 • 2854.42 l.959.06 t: 

' 1.0.20 10.26 10.82 10.25 • 2872.03 J.9SS.75 I • 
15.ll 15.97 17.95 18.22 t '3372.Yr 2248.99 •• • 9.77 8.12 9.15 7.89 ' 2536.67 1?79.41 ' ·t • §O • 64 12.95 13·47 l.6.54 18.06 )460.35 2642.85 E I U t 

I 

§5 - §9 5.87 4.2, 6.62 5.04 ' 3053·99 2'548·48 • ' 10+ 15.67 ]3.66 16.28 18.~ 
t 2812.66 2629.l.l . ' • AES o.o1 • - - - • - -t • 
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Am.timAlJP PifX - DQRl.LPQB 311 Qil% or AJ1MI!U\D . CmmM!l 
4N'.D POR mfAA PO!W-'UlON OF8 !AJUl~ 

J::~!;~~·~o~~~ Cif!' I WARD , er· e.f e.r , o.~ ber , !J!o+. · , . o 
lot Hou· . ot ; ot l bbe:.t : Persons 
:Holds :P•sons· t Persons: of Rooms· j Per Room 
t • ' ~ - ' • ' er I . • • ·n~~ ' 
' t • ' ' • ' ' Hol4 1 ' t J I . I 
I I I ................ 

AJD.mDAJW> CI1'f' 45210 224942 4.97 72253 ,.11 
Raikha.d 14,9 '195, 5.5, 2244" ,.54 

Kalupur I 1022 6'149 6.02 2240 2.75 

Dariapur l 1507 8560 5.68 2481 ,.44 

Shahpur· II 1979 10445 5.28 3166 ,.,o 
l>ar.~ 

!'ezipur 4095 19lJ .. 9 4.69 5606 ,.42 

ShPJl.O%'-XOtpa 1984 95'S 4·81 2468• ,.eo 
.Asa:r'm 4661 20915 4.50 5670 ,.70 
Rakhi.Val 3756 1698, 4.52 4:582 ,.88 



159 
:AJ4LE- IIU 

.AltlVIAMJ? QI1'{ .. 1I>RH lQB •. Iii C&:rt.Ol MtMRDAflW 'IUUWU 
Alm 8.12 IARQS Ql. zu .. gm W!lml HAD 
§IdlA! QJH§ 

'I 

~~~~w!:.,_ 01._, I 'Wa.m' 

, NUmber or. 1 , 2 ; ' , 4 • 5 ' ~ . . . ' . . . 
• Re · · • Room ' Rooms; • Rooma • Roome ' Rooms ' Rooms • ' · • · ·· • · • t' t • t t • 

.AHMEDABAD OM' N' 910 75 e 5 2 - - -
· Jamatpur" I - 971 29 - - -- - . 
ftaikaad - 882 103 - 15 -- - - -
Xalupur I - 1000 - - - --
SliahPltr' I - 774 179 25 16 6 -
Shahpur, II - 908 55 13 ,16 8 

m.lisbri~ - 8,, 102 14 '' 16 

Daria~X'a.Z'iptU-' I' 918 35 .10 4 ' -
Shah~tr.otcta - 892 104 4 - -~ -
Aaa...-va - 972 26 2 lt --
ReJth~tit - 931 65 ' 1 B - - ... 

li43Vttr ~llr' . - 896 1.01 ' - -
Kho~ 

lfehmed&bad - 822 152 - ' 21 -
K'at!lkaria T.P.s. ... 899 49 19· 26 7 - ... 
Jamal.pur f.P .s. .. 90S 8'5 1 2 -- - ... 
Baheritapura - 944 42 1.4 .. -



• 

Cift I WARD 

• 

.AHnm.DaA.D em 
!aikbad 

Kalupur· I 

Dbariapur· I 

Shahpur II 
"' 

Dariapur-
Kasi~ur 

Tj.lftE .... ~lt 

AilUEDABAD CI1!' • l9,fAL PQPt!WlQ.lV 4110 J:mSLifT JO,liUM\TION Ol, IDE t1 fk\RP§, 
TOTAL C tm§.YS ROUSI!QLPS AND J11E i'fl£1§ m mtiQfl 'Jlil!.Y Ailj 

PUW ( P=smta'lfLJll.tltd.lmtio.D ) 
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! Total ! Total ! Total""'! O«unaa'' '! Vacant '! Re~i'den- ! .. Bon-Resi- ! Schools . ! Phces ~~! Pub11~ ... 
• Popul&- U>opula- : Uhsl1m :Houses ; Houses : tial : dent1al :and · : Enter~ Health ! tion of :tion o:t : of a t in each t as " of : Houses of : Houses as : other ! ment and : an«. NOn-
; each o:t : the 8 ; wards as ward as 1 Total : " of Total : ~ of Total : Muca-- I Comt11W11 v : EdUce-
: the 8 . : wards o.s : a ~ of : " of : CenSilS : Cansu.s : census : t1onal. . : Gathering: tional 
: wards a.s :% of the ; Total : Census : Houses : Houe~es in : Houses 1n l Institutes : as ~ of j Institutes 
: ~ of Total ~tal Popu.( Popula,.· : Houses in: in eacb: each of : nch of : as a '% .i,Ot' : Total lioJH etc. as a 
: Fol'Ulation :lation &f' : tion off Ahmedaba4: of the : the a : the a : Total 1~on- : Ro.sidcm- : 1' of Totf:il. 
: of Ahmedabad :S t~ I tho 8 , l 8 VJards \ wards : wards I Residential I tial l Non-Res:L-
: City : : wards ' : • ; ; Houses in : Houses 1n ; dent1al 
' • • : · ' : •, '• each w8J1d : • Gach ward I Houses in : : : : : : 
' 

., , , , , i. ! ! {each wart. 
•• r • r 1 f I ·· · _ 1 I T r · r I _- a ·' 1 

. 1 1 - t ;Jw I - - 91' 

100.00 - - 100.00 ,.95 79.84 16.21 2.4, 0.61 2.39 
I 

,.62 8,24- 14.37 ,.,g 4.27 14.74 20.99 a.61 1.05 1.50 

2.73 6.20 1,.,0 2.5, '·'' 71.00 24.85 2.39 1.08 ,.,5 
,.eo a.63 19.66 ,.21 2.•96 82.1, 14.91 3.29 1.68 2.77 

4.74 10.77 13.22 4.42 2.31 ?9.96 17.73 2.64 1.09 ,.l4 
8.67 19.71 8.34 8.91 4·'9 81.09 lA.5, 1.72 o.,2 1.28 

Shaber .. Kotaa 3.88 a.84 12.36 4.39 2.78 80.46 16.76 1.21 o.og 1.06 

Asana 9.34 21.22 7.54 9.46 2.74 as.o2 9.24 2.04 0.32 2.82 

lta.lcb1'al ?.21 16.·39 u.21 6.70 4.18 8Sell 7.71 2.39 0.34 2.87 
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