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CHAPl'ER I 

INI'RODUCTION 

I. 1 Nature of the. Problem 

The extent of literacy among the population of a country 

has an intimate linkage with social, political and cultural 

aspects. of the communitt. Literacy is one of the major factors 

which increases the receptivity of the people to the stimuli of 

social, e:onomic, political and cultural development. It is not 

only an 'imex of socio-economic conditi0ns of a given region, 

but also indicates si.gnificantly the transformation of ur.der­

developed countries into 110dern urban industrial nations. In the 

modern world, reading and writing is recognised as a basic 

social obligation in all the social systems. As such, the 

capability to read and write is the first step towards the develop­

ment of the country. It is clear, therefore, that developing 

countries with a low level of literacy are the ones which. still 

have to reach their goals. 

In Imia about 36 per cent of her population is literate 
1 

as per 1181 Census. This makes the country far behim other 

nations. The industrial nati )ns am other develo})l!d nations 

transformed from an illiterate to a literate society about 75 to 

100 years ago (Golden, 1968; 414 ). India has had very low 

1. According to Census of India, literacy is "the ability to 
read and write a simple message in any language". However, 
literates thus defined indicates a wide spectrum of people 
with very low or no education to highly educated ones. 



literacy level than the other countries as evident from the 

literacy rates of different decades: 16.7 per cent in 1951, 

24 per cent in 1961, 29.5 per cent in 1971 ani 36.24 per cent 

in 1981. These figures exhibit quite clearly that the 

illiterate segment of population is much larger than the 

.literate segment. One may even say that, the study of 

literacy in India is essentially a study of illiteracy. 

Though the literacy rate has increased from 24 per cent 

to 36 per cent in both rural and urban areas after independence, 

the gre>wth rate in literacy is not satisfactory in comparison 

to other countries. That is to say that, the country has not . 

been abl~ t:') produce as many literates as the net additiM?-S to 

the total population. After indepemence, despite the three 

decades of economic and social planning including,compulsory 

educati·~n, free education and adult education programmes, the 
2 

country has achieved only 36 per cent of literacy in 1981. 

Out of 36 per cent of literates in the total population, 

the urban areas consists of 57 per cent _iterates. As such, 

literacy means basically the urban literacy. 

With the increase in the number of class I cities, from 

105 in 1961 to 226 in 1981, the literacy rate also increased in 

the cities from 51.'68 per cent in 1:)61 to 61.44 per cent. 3 Though 

2. If 36 per cent of popul~tion is literate then it follows 
that tlEre are 64 per cent of populatf,Jn in India who do 
not know how to read and write! 

3. Here I have taken ·the municipal corporations which have 
more than one lakh popul_.;"ti 'n as class I cities for the 
c:::>nvenience of this study. 



the cities have a comparatively higher literacy rates than 

other areas, aODng the cities there ex! sts striking differences 
. 

in literacy. Uithin three decades of imependence, tbe 

expansion of educati.JnRl !acilit ie s is not accompanied by 

equal! sat ion of opportl)ni ties for all. The facilities are 

initially utilised by the privileged secti·::>ns in a given 

region. other than the educational facilities there are 

several socio-econ::>mic factors which influence literacy levels 

and oome sections of population are deprived in terms of 

these. In urban conteXts, contrary to the expectation the 

situation does Mt change much and there exists inequalities 

in literacy between males am females as well as oetween 

Scheduled Castes and non-Scheduled Castes. Further these 

inequBlit ies are not of the same level everywhere. Depen:Ung 

upon the locati::>n and funct!Jns, the citi~s exhibit disparities 

of various orders for these subjects of population as would be 

st'!en in the subSt'!quent analy s1 s. 

I. 2 !J.teracy an:i Economic Development 

A wide diffusi·::>n of literacy is indespensable in the 

modern civilization and the high literacy rate is one of the 

most important indicators of highly developed economy. In the 

imustrial nations the 11 teracy and the occupati::>nal structures 

are linked very cl·')SelY'! In order to establish this relationship, 



Golden has framed three categories of cities on the basis of 

their literacy levels and levels of ecommic development 

(Golden 1955: 2). 

(i) Developed countries with high literacy and 
high ecommic developmentt 

(ii) Countries of high literacy, low economic 
development and vice-versa. 

According to this classification, India comes in the secoa:l 

category of low literacy and low income level. However, the 

cities are economically in better position than other areas. 

But among the cities due to the difference in occupations, 

together with other factors, there is a variation in the 

literacy rates. Thus, it is evident that the literacy is being 

determined by the economy of the area or the country. 

I. 3 IJ,teracy and Social Development 

"Historically, literacy is used as a technique of preserved 

communication, which is provec' ,s a social instrument in human 

society". (Goody 1975 : 12). It is also the fact that literacy 

is seen as indicative of social status and honour. 

The distinctive features of the ancient Inciian society 

is that • the literacy has been moduled aJirl shaped in course of 

its bi·story more by the religion than by political and economic 

influences" (Gore 1167; 12). Therefore, behind the degree of 

literacy, there lies the whole institution.ql structure of a 
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society. A social group which has a low literacy level is 

known as a socially backward group_...which means that literacy 

changes the oocial and cultural activity of a society. 

It acts as a bridge between social, political and cultural 

aspects of the different groups; 

It has been argued th the literatures that, there e~d.trtS! -: 

a-difference in the literacy pattern of class I cities. In 

th~t, the cities which have achieved class I 8tatus recently 

retain much of their traditiJnal s~cial customs, norms and 

establishments. As such the literacy remains lower over time 

as compared to the cities which have become class I cities 

much earlier and which are imustrially devel1ped. DUe to 

specific events, for example, Adon1,Amroha,Ch8pra, Hospet, 

Rampur, Sambhal etc. are characteristic examples of the former 

situation whereas Calicut, Cochin, Jamshedpur, Mangalore, 

Porbandar, Ranchi etc. are in the later ones. 

I.4 Review of Literature 

In general, the liter8ture on the spatial aspect of urban 

literacy, specially in terms of city literacy is scarce. However, 

scholars in allied desciplines have contributed significantly 

to the study of general pattern of literacy. In the following 

sections an attempt has been made to review the available 

studies from various sources. Although a clearcut Classification 
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was not always possible. an attempt has been made to clasi:ty 

the literature according to the focus of the study, that is, 

All India level; and Regional level. Admittedly. there are 

some overlapping s in the classification attempted. 

1.4.1 All India Level Studies 

Golden (1955) has discussed the literacy of the umer­

developed countries. He has :toum out a close association 

between the literacy and the industrial development. According 

to him 11 teracy also works as an index of socio-econ)mic 

devel<)pment. Further, he has discussed how literacy helps 

significantly in the transformation of underdeveloped countries 

into modern urban and imustrial nations. 

Schwartzbert (1961) has attempted to discuss the overall 

st::;.te-wise growth rate of literacy in In:Ua as a whole. He 

has concluded that the prDgress of 11 teracy depends upon 

urbanization and the "'conomic development of the area. 

Gosal's (1964) analysis of literacy in Inctia may be 

mentioned as one of the earliest studies on the subject. In 

this study, Go sal investigated the evolution of literacy pattern 

in India and discussed the regional differences in it. He 

contems that literacy has a high correlation with the degree 

of urbanization, contact with the British, agricultural 

devel:>pment and m!ssion8.ry activities. He has alSJ made an 

attempt to correlate the literacy rate with the male-female 

differential in literacy. 
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In another paper Gosal (1979) analysed the urban-rural 

differential in literacy along with sex disparity therein 

during 1901-1971.' According to him the sex differential 

in literacy is much higher for scheduled castes as compared 

to other sections of the society. The Southern Imia stands 

out markedly as a region of higher literacy than the north. 

Tirthas(1966) study deals with the pattern of literacy 

among males and females in 1961 in India.. According to him, 

the social taboos the infant marriage, and t-he eeclueion 

for women are the factors Which account for lo~ literacy, 

especially for females. \ 

One of the ma~_9r works is done for Census o-f IncUa 

(1978) by N3.tarjan on the literacy of India from 1901 to 1951. 

He has discussed the literacy of males, females, urban areas 

and cities f')r each deca~e. He has also studied literacy for 

religion, caste and community. According to him the sex 

disparity n literacy among Christians is less than other 

comllJUnities. Parsis and Jains are literates for the pun:ose 

of their business interests and their wamen are also consider­

ably advanced. M.lslims occupy a· low position in literacy. 

While discussing the female literacy he has emphasised that 

both ~rahmins and ftbslims are distinctly. opposed to the 

education of females. His opini:1n t•wards the catrtes arx:l 

literacy is that most of the low castes of advanced provinces 

have higher literacy than the higher castes of backward areas. 
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Gore (1972) in his book Sociology of Education has 

given a brief note on the disparity in education among men 

and women. He has discussed the education :tor Scheduled 

Castes, Scheduled Tribes am different religious groups. He 

:f oun:i that. the sex di spar! ty in educat ibn is more among 

Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes.· Among the religions 

the disparity is more in case of Muslims than other religious 

communi t! e s. 

Krishan and Shy am (1973) in their paper entitled, 

"Progress of female literacy in India" have attempted a 

district-level study to examine the spatial pattern and progress 

of female literacy in India during 1901 to 1971.' They found 

that the low female literacy correspoms to the self-contained 

rural life, oral worship religion, early marricge and absence 

of local schools in rural areas. The tribal female literacy 

spreads due to the missionary activities. The coasts, 

specially the western coast and the deltaic areas have high 

female literacy rates. .m the other hand, the "low female 

literacy is related to the Muslim population, non-Christian, 

tribal areas and Hindi-speaking areas" (1973 : 206). 

Krishan and Shyam's (1974) analysis on the literacy 

pattern in Indian citi@S 1 s one of the very few studies which 

deals directly with urban literacy The study reveals that a 

high percentage of population in Indian cities is illiterate. 

The literacy level is related to the location, function, 
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population composition and the ~dze of the city. On the other hc:md, 

accol~ding to the authors, illiter2.cy in Indian cities is duo to the 

large-scale migration'of population to-the cities from rural areas. 

A number of so cio- economic correlates to explain the exi. sting liter­

acy leVels have also been identified. Thus, the relation bet·Heen 

literacy and religion, socio-economic development, and literacy 

patterns of the region vrhere the specific cities are located is ex­

plained. Further, the levels of literacy among cities are identified 

\'!hereby, the cities in south are distinguished as having higher li-t;.. 

er;;.cy r2.tes them the cities located in north. 

In another p::.per Shy am and K~~ish::::.n ( 1977) have del t with 

the spatial pattern of liter::::.cy and sex cli3~)n:dcy the1.,e in Inclia. 

They have also examined the progress in li ter:::.cy from 1901-1971. 

The hi,rsh liter:::ccy r::o~te is related v:ith the e:::posure to the external 

forces, social· mel poli~ice~ influences, })ressure O-- t:'hrlstian 

ni ssion::n,ies and :per capita incooe. They pointed out th::tt the 

differenti2.ls in literncy ;:-:iffionr; different cor.rliaunitie s depends on 

their needs ancl opportunities for different des-rees of education. 

In s\:;ill <:.nother stv.d;y, Xri:>han and. Shy am ( 1978) h;:>.ve 

discussed and interpreted the differenti::ll;:; in liter~:.cy amone 

rural 8.ncl urb;:m c;.re=.ts on the ba:-::is of st:::.tistical analysis of 

1971 Census. 'rhey found out that literacy is closely related to 

urbanization. The rural areas hz~ve 10\·l literacy thdn the urban 

:J.re~·,s due to the pre~ence of a hi.c:;her concentra-tion of agricul­

tural labour. 

Hitra ( 1975) has done ::1 co:mJ:.~::.~:;i·:·.; 0tucly of literacy bet·v1een 
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v 1951 and 1961. Accordirl..g to him literacy and education are concomital 

factors of agricultural and industrial grO\'rth. Basically his s·~ud;y is 

ba0ed on illitera~J. He has discussed the social factors which 

results in a 10\-r grO\vth of literacy. 

Prerni ( 1976) has attempted a fu-Gureistic literacy pattern in 

India for 1986. He asumed that the children between 5-14 years age 

will become literate th:rough the school education and upto 1986 the 

m2.le and female literacy uill be 75 per cent and 50 per cent respec-

J~i vely for the total population. 

Tila1~ ( 1978) in his a2.,ticle ttthe Regional Inequality in literacy 

in Inciiau focussed on the disparities in literacy r:.:rtes in various 

re,r;ions in India. He attributed the problems of inequality in levels 

of li tel~:::cy in India 2.cross sever2.l regions, due to the lack of pre-

sence of political <:.'ill. On ti1e other h:cmcl, inter:1.c tion ';tith the 

J:'.:riti.s1-;. Colony rGsulted in an incre:~se in litel~·:.cy levels. 1-ij.s ey-

.. '\ 
ll/ 

. . 

i) 3lckl,:ard popul:?.tion iJ as a ne.sot ive rel.::;.tion v.'ith li ter:.1cy; 

~~1e loH urb:::m =-~m1 rurol .r2tios inllucnce nes::'..~iv,;ly the literacy 

le,.r::;ls; ;_lnd high r:::tio of ind.u:Jtrial and :::.gricul tur:-::;.1 ·~.rorlwrs influ-

ences the literacy rate negatively. --Furthe-r, a· sex ratio- in favour 

of fen2.le is seen to h<lV8 a positive imp::wt on literacy. 

' One of the most exten:::;ive s"cndies has been done by Sopher( 1980) 

on sex disp::.c:!:'ity in li-'ce"~::tcy in Inuia. In this malysis, the diGtrict 

female levels is talcen un in 8.eta.ils. The hi·)1 li t:.:;:;_,c,cy is fotmd to 
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be coexisting with urbanization, major lives of transportation, 

missionary activities along VIith regiob.al and economic development! 

A north-south pattern emerges in the distribution of sex 

disparities, \'lhich is negatively related \·;ith female literacy 

andand non agricultural employment. Further, the literacy 

levels are e::..."}?lained vis-a-vis different caste, commw1i ty and 

religions groups in diffe~ent parts of India. 

Raza and Aggc:.r\'!al ( 1984) in their paper have analysed 

the spatial pattern of inequality in li-teracy beh.reen various 

social groups at various levels i.e 1Jet·v:een scheduled castes 

and othe.::-, bet'::een scheduled tribes and others are \'!811 as 

beti·;een male and female segments. In adcli tion, the rural and 

urban components of all the above sections are dealt with se-

p2.rate ly. According to them, the d.ispc.ri ties in educational 

development are due to the o6nmosJ te effect of distorti:)ns 

embeded in the system dv.rine; the colonial times. The dispari-

ti·::'s are founc_ to be closeJy associated with a rural litero..cy, 

cultivators, :J.griculture.l Horkers, urbanization .':md industri-

alization. 

Dubey -{1985) is -of-the---opinion- -th-at---the--ma±e---a-nd-f-emale----

literacy arid socio economic state of the .J.rea is highly corl."'e-

lated. His stud;y is based on development and education of 

i·mmen in the Hindi sJ_Je2.king areas i.e -Bihal~, Har,yana, Northern 

Hadhya Prc.clesh 8J1,; Utt2.r Pradesh. In these areas the female 

literacy is lo-.icl' 'vl1an ,the m;J.le literacy among all the groups 

which is bc.:_:;ic2.lly due to the aeyJl.unetclaal ... elationship between 
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males and females in the societ,y. According to him the non­

schedule.O. caste female in the urban areas are more pri.-ileqed 

than the rural areas. The illitera9y and low economic status 

of the scheduled castes women have resulted in their low 

literacy profile in the society. 

Nuna ( 1985) in his paper on the 'Spread of female lit-

eracy in India 1901-1981' has discussed the spatial pattern 

of female lite~~~J. Accordin~ to this study a high female 

lit er:1cy is c:.ssocia:t ed v;i th high urbani~;.'3.tiOJn, economic deve-

lopment, 2.gricultural prosperity and missionary acti-::ities. 

The muslim and. tribal po:pulation act as prejudice agains women 

education. 

Gosal's recent work on the 11Spatial perspective on lite-

r?.cy in India'tt is base<-~ ~m the 1961-71 Census J.2ta (Gosal 

1985). He has discussed the male-female clifferentL:!,ls in lit-

eracy both in rur::ll and urban areas, rural-urb2.l1 dL'.~'orenti2.l 

He has found ouJc th2.t the influence of caste \Jith is hericli-tary 

occupation tend to \·mrl{ against the grouth of literacy 3lllong 

the community. Sou~hern India st:•.nds as a region of high 

literacy as compared to the northern India. Coastal areas 

have further higb literacy and lou sex disparity due to cont:::~.ct 

·Ji th overseas people. This is true especially of ChristLm 

missionaries. A correlation bet\·Jeen literacy and urbanization, 

diversified econorzy, agricultural prosperity and tradition of 
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emigration and services in armed forces also exists. Areas of 

lowest literacy are the areas where the proportion of sche­

duled castes and non-christian tribal population ~s high. 

-
1.4.2: Regional level Studies •. 

-----------------------
In ,addition to the works at natJ.onal levels there are 

some other studies \·lhich deal v:ith state and district levels • 

.In the follo~·!ing ~aragrophs several such ·.-mrl(s are reviewed. 

Mulmarj ee ( 1968) has examined the spatio-temporal lit-

eracy pattern of Andhrc. Pradesh at Tahsil levels from 1951 to 

1961. According to this study, there exists a relationship 

betHeen lite2-~acy on one hanci 8..:.'1d urb;::;,nizati;Jn, (.>ocio economic 

develo:prne nt, occupational structure, female participation in 

other than household activities and ethnic composition of popu-

lation on the other. Further, industri2.lization 2..nd urbaniza-

t1on see~ to h;:..ve stron~ positive beJ.ring on levels of li terc.cy. 

L -l,jee' s ( 1975) resc;:::.rch on literacy in Singhbh ,m in 

Bihz~r inclic2.tes th:·:.t there is increase in literacy rate \-rith 

the decre2.::e in agricultural ·v!Ol,lcers, scheduled tribe popuJ.ation 

and 1·ri th increase in nanuf:;..ctnring trade, conmerce cmd other 

services. His study is based on the tahsil level data in the 

district. 

/Siddique ( 1977) in his paper 11Li teracy in Uttar Pradesh 

during 1901-1971tt deals ':iith the regional v.:.:.ric~tionG in lite::..';?LCY 

in the state. Acco.!.~d.ing to his i'indin;;s, ~he r<:~sion~ll v ::t.riation 

in literacy, corresponds to the level of socio-econor:Lic develop-



ment, degree of urbanization, and occupational composition of 

the population in the state. 

Dutta ( 1982) has made an attempt to find out the role 

of socio-economic variables in explaining the intra~district 

level variations in the literacy r2.te and male female differen­

tial in litere.cy in southern district of west Bengal. He 

vieHs the decrease in literc;.cy \·rith increase in the Scheduled 

Tribe population. He has used urban population of the units 

of the district versus the rural population of the units, per-

cent:1ge of totc~l m:::.le to total female, religion and educational 

facilities as the e:<..-planCJ.to:cy variables in this study for lit,-

eracy. 

According to Sh::J.rma ( 1985) who studies the social topo-

of Asc::a'"'1 t:~e :o,:::-~~::.s occupied by ind.igineous popnlation 

i.e of low cc.s"ce peo)1e ·;.~·e marlced. by lo,_,-er literacy and high 

di·spa::::·i ty in compari:::-.on to other c..reas occupied by relatively 

newer groups of people. 

Another set o:r :,;~uc'iies are thosewhich d':'al ',-rith liter-

acy among schedule c:::,.stes or scheduled tribes. In such " ' . SjjUQles 

. _ _.~be_ writ e~s h_av_e __ eSsentially focussed on the missiona:z.:y acti-

viJcies anci the socio-economic condition::; of the con1:1unity. In 

general, the main emphasis is not on rural or urb8ll components 

as such, but on bringing out the relative deprivation and the 

soci::1l gap that exist bet,-:een scheduled castes and. scheduled 
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tribes vis-a-vis the rest of the population·. 

Tbu• this ove~view it becomes evident that the 

levels of urbanization activities of Christian missionaries, 

religious and socio-economic conditions are some of the im-

portant parameters at various lev~ls which explain variation 

in literacy levels. Host of the scholars have \·1orlced on spa-

tial pattern of literacy at national anci state levels. Hovr 

ever, none of the studies reviev1ed so far decl exclusively 

·.:i ~h city literacy except the work of Krishan and Shy am ( 197 4), 

\'lhich is already discussed. 

Along "crith literacy levels in ci tics uhich have s t.rong 

association with the literacy pattern of the areas in \vhich 

they are loc2.ted. (Rrishan and Shy am 1974; 300-804). The 

difference of scheduled caste and. non scheduled caste literacy 

in a ::;iven ci -cy is e:mected. to have a relation ui th the pattern 

of the .seneral literacy in that region. But in urban settings 

the r: .l scheduled caste Cor.l}?onents of population as \·rell as 

:-:n.lcs :::..n<i females of these two groups may behave diffe:.~ently 

in te::~.ms ol' literacy is the questio11 '\·;-hich rem:::~inn lc.t.J:gcl:y" 

• 
unexpleW.d: 

From the existing literatv.re it becomes clear that, not 

much work is done on urban literacy, althouzh there are seve raJ. 

st•<i1es v1hich deal, to some extent, with the rural-u.r1Jan <tiff-

erentiation in literacy. Hov1ever, it m2.y be :::.r~ned t1L'. c the 
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urban is an extension of the rura.l and there exis·ts a region­

al ethos ""hich trangresses the rural-urban· distinction. It 

may be that such transgression would be minimum in class I 

cities. As such the relative de.priv~atia;n of the scheduled 

castes and the females in general would not have much vaxiation 

in space. This contention, of course, is based on an ex-

pectation that the levels of services available for spread' of 

literacy 1·:ill not be drastically different from one city to the 

other. It is expected that the · availability of infra-

structure, motivation and stimulation are likely to be more 

or less Wliform over space in class I cities. Houever, as 

-..rill be cle:::.r from the stud.y undertaken even class I cities 

exhibit a •:ride rc:a1ge of variation in literacy l0vels. Whereby 

they have a distinct regional character in te.:.·ms of li ter2.cy. 

At the risl-;: of general.iz:::rtion it mey ·be stated that even the 

class I cities follovr the expected regional patterns more 

closely than their counterpc..rts across space. That is to 

say instead of having a distinct urban pattern ·which is iil-

dependent of regional constraints the cities behave more in 

accordance ·\'lith ti1e rec;ional frG.lTie\·lork \rhe:!..'e they are loc2.ted, 

a statement vmich gets substantiated at various l-evel in the 

analysis which is. to follo\·1· ____ _ 

1:5: Objectives: 

The objectives of this study are as follovs: 

i) to find out the spatio-temporal variation in liter-

acy o:f the class I cit i'.?G in India during 1961-81 Census 

decades for general ,2.s '.-J-ell as male and. female components of 
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'non-scheduled and sche4uled ~aste' groups. (ii) to measure the 
. . . . ~ 

\ - / 

sex disparity in literacy, that is l~els of male_ literacy 

vis-a-vis female literacy during 19 ~1-81. (iii).,. To measure 

inter-caste and intra-caste disparity in literacy that is be~ 

v1een the scheduled caste and non-scheduled castes and male and 

female segments \•li thin these gro'ups and tneir spc:o.tial pattern 

over space in 1981 census (iv) To identify a set of socio-eco­

nomic parameters which might help \UI to explain the observed 

patterns. 

1.6: ;Hypotheses: 

( i) Femc:de literacy is :positively correlate(< ·,;i th male 

literacy. 

( ii) The increase in literacy level is associated with 

1 • d. •ty aecrease 1n sex lsparl • 

(iii) Consequent upon their lovr sca~us 8.D.Ct SOCi@l hirarchy, 

1:~~-rger the sched.uled caste component in the population lo··.,·c:..~ 

vlill be. the level of literacy. 

(iv) The sex disparity of scheduled caste li·te::.·3.cy ~Jill be 

more than the non-scheduled caste sex disparity in litero.cy. 

( v) The high literacy rate and loH sex dispnri ty v.rill 

be the characteristic of cities in "~;.rhich Christians and Jains 

form a substantial segment of population and reverse 'l:lill be 

the case with a high segment. of muslim popu~ation. 

(vi) The larger the size of the city, the higher ·dill 

be the liter.,_cy. 

vii) Cities \'fi th a considerable proportion of \'lOrl\:ers 

en-:;:.:cged in non-agricultural activities will have a high literacy 
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study is entirely based on secondary sources. 

!n vi~v/o! the objecti.V,es of this study' the data for different 

:fn#pa:~;~~~'we±e <lra,,m from the census of India for 1961, 1971 

an~ ·19~~1~.-, The literacy rates for the general population for 

1961, 1971 ,and 1981 have been computed from . (a) Census of 

India-1961, Vol I part II A (ii) (b) Census of India, Union 

Primary Census Abstract 1971, Vol I, Part I, A. ( ii) and (c) 

Census of Ind.ia, Union Pl~im2...ry Census Abstr::;.ct 1981 Part I :S(i). 

The liter~:ccv rates and -oarticin~J;ion r:::·.tes both for 
v .... ...... 

scheduled castes C"t.ncl non scheduled c2.stes for 1981 have been 

compu~e d from a) Census of India, Union p·rim:::'.2.7 census Abs­

tract, 1981, P2-rt II J3 ( 1) b) Census of India, Union Prima:ry 

Census Abstract for scheduled Castes 1981 Part II B(ii) e...nd 

Census of Inr.:.ia Union Prinru.:-y. Census Abstr::cct for Scheduled 

Tribes 1981 Part II B (iii). 

The proportions of population 1 'ln::-;ing to different 

as per cent of to ~::'-j_ r;o~)ULc~ion in 1981 

have been computed from the Census of India, Household. popula-

t ion by Religion of He2.d of the Household. Series I paper 4. 

1'•8: .. Methodology: 

In this study both the qualitative 8.11d quantitative 

methods have been used. :rhe -1.ualitative methods involves the 

an2.lysi s of maps and. tables 2Jl(l the q_uantic3.ti ve netho~.is in-

elude the use of various s·:a.tistical method.s. 
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To study the temporal gro\vth and pat\:em of literacy in 

total litera~· and among scheduled castes and non-scheduled 

castes 1 19 61 has been chosen as the base yea:r. It is because 

of the fact that as compared to the definitions of 'town' in 

earliei .. censuses, th::..t is, from 1901 to 1951 \'rhich remained 

nore or less oonst :mt, in 1961 census-- seve,ral modifications 

~:Te:re introduced to !TJ.ke the designations more satisfactozy 

1982: 47). 

h::-~ving more than one l.:;J<::h l)Opulation h2.ve been ·t,:::....l-cen as Class 

T • ' • [711 o ' • n J • • • ~ j t • 1 . CJ.t;l·2So 11e po;:m-1.0-;:lon ol cne mtmJ.cJ.p.:J...L co:c~Jor:::o. ·2on ... 1:::s 

~.; ir:1e o The concq;-t of urb;:1n aggloTJer:J.t ~--on, uhich uas introduced 

ill 

ti1e 1981 Ccnsns, :_.Lici not cx.:.st in 19 61 censtJ.. ScconcL7 che 

' 
nr"'::Js.n o 1'_;.; .~ro'.itl1s o~~ indi viclual cities :.l~e hizhly tme'!en o lOl' 

some· of the discripo..ncL:>s in d:.~ta coul;:._ ~'Je avoiued. 

Therefore, the: number oi' those cities -.-:hich had ITuni-

cin2.l Col'p-Oro.tions anu a DOT)ulation a·nove one lcu~h, incre:~::;ecl 

to 226 in ·J981o 1ihc:::~ea~ accordin::; to Cen::u:J o:f Indi:: ·chere 

··_j:e 2·1:-::; CL:u:;::; I cit;ies in In<iia. To keep a -cabi!rence with the 

ch:-:.1) ;:::r:J :mu i'or the convenience of the stuey we have taken only 
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, : .. · ''th$-:··pqpnlation .of ~-mlln.iit!;~l -corpora-tions •tUJt484 ··of the :urban 
' ·::.... :.t __ . ~._.... • ·":;... l, ' . . -_ .. ' • • .. 

agglomerations·;· 

In case of 1961 Census there are 106 class I cities 
. . 

:;,including ·the city Bal]y in 'ltlest Bengal. Though the data for 

Bally is not available in 1971 census for its emergence v,rith 

Calcutta urban agglomeration we have' not included Bally in the 

study (in Chapter II). So the tatal number of cities has 

reduced to 105 in 1961 Census. 

The literacy rates for total male. and female, have 

been calculated out of the total, mc..le and fema.le population. 

In orc:,er to compute the decade .. grb\·rth rc.te of literacy 

in the same cities durine the tv10 pel,iods of time, the gro\·,1;h 

rate has been calculated by keeping the 1961-71 as one period 

and 1971-81 as another. To calculate the grm·rth rate, the 

follo·.:ing formula is used:-

G ro\·rth rate = X2 - X1 

x1 
X100 

.~.. 1 = lhmber of literates at the beginnin.s of the 
reference period. 

Nu.;•71ber of literates at the end of the reference 
period . 

The .. sex dis-parity ancft'iie·-·dfsparity bet~:~e-~n,. .. the---~ciiedUled 
castes and non scheduled castes (in ca.se of city literacy) 

is measured 1zy using the Sopher• s disparity index (Sopher 1974) 
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' 

The modified .formula. can be expressed 

as Ds = log x2 /x1 + log (Q - X1) /(~x2) 

Where Q >,·'26o 
and 

The value of a is at least as lcrge as t·v;ice that of the 

maximuiJ at taine.ble value of x·. 
Lastely an attempt has been made to interpret the 

spatial variation in the pattern of city literacy and as well 

as sex and caste disparities by analysin& the determinants ru1d 

correlates of literetcy. On the basis of correlation matrix 

betvreen literacy and related demographic and socio-economic 

variables, an explanatory framevrork is presented. 

4• Sopher's measurement oi' dispo.ri ty necessiates the trans­
formation of original series into logarithmic series. If 
the observations X1, x2, ~3, etc 0ndicated as percent~g~s) 
are re:placed by 100-X1 ana 100- X2, the value of the ~nG.ex 
should becooe negative ,,,bile its magnitude remains lll1Chan0ed. 
Sopher's index I18.J be e.:..--pressed as: 

Ds;; log x;x1 and. Log ( 10o-x)' ( 10o-x2) 

\{here x2 ~ '' x1 

r----- -·37~.~~-----~ 

Sa198 Li 

;Jii/i//illili:/,:111 iillilllil illililiililiilll: 
TH2282 

\~--~~'~ 
"'""""~ r; 1 • y L.f • oz_, 3 r N B 

fYt 7 DLSf 
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This study is orqani•ed into five chapter. The fi-rst 

Chapter deals with the ,introd;uction, conceptual,_ and analytical 
' -

framewbrk. The second Chapter exp.U:,res the spatio-temporal 

patterns of male, female abd total 11 teracy in class I cities 

in the three Census deCades~ i.e. '1961, 1971,and 198l. '!he 

growth in literacy in cities in the five Census decades, 1961-71 

and 1971-81 is also analysed. 

Chapter three examines the spatial pattern of literacy 

and sex disparity in li tere>cy among Scheduled Ca~te, non-scheduled 

Castes and of total population for 1981 Census. This study 

has been done ooth for male and female segments separately. 

Chapter four deals with some of the socio-economic 

indicators and their impact on literacy pattern in the cl ties. 

The correlation coefficient values have l:een found out between 

different variables and male and female literacy of S:::heduled 

Castes and non..Ocheduled Castes and with the dispad ties 

therein in cities. 

The fifth Cllapter concludes the findings of the study 

-together with a brief di Ecussi.on on the literacy and development 

of the cities. 



OIAPTER. I·I . 

;5PATio-rDU>o!U\L illEND tN. i.rrERACY oF 
· ClASS I err IES 

. . . . . . 

II.1 ,_:Introductory Statement 

MoYing from the rural society thro~h amall towns, 

cities and metropolitan cfties,' one 'finds an increase fll 
; 

literacy levels. However, inspite of better facilities of 

education in the cities from the time of independence, there 

are cities which show low literacy as (X)mpared to the national 
1 

averages of both in rural and urban areas. In the post-

independence period, there has been more rapid growth in literacy 

(Census Monograph, 1971 s p. 4), that ie- the increase in literacy 

rate is from 51.88 per cent in 1961 to 57.06 per cent in 1971 

and 61.24 per cent in 1981 in cl ties. This may be due to free 

and compul_,ry education after independence. Although the major 

share of India's population live in rural areas, a significant 

share of li t:erates are there in cities. However, the extreme 

differences in literacy is not. nly found in cl ties acr:\:)ss ·the 

space but also between group~, l!Ections, districts as well as 

between male, females 13 nd ca~tes (Davi~, 1951 s p. 153). %n the 

present analysis, the spatio-temporal trends of literacy and 

1. In case of Rampur in Uttar Pradesh the literacy rate 
is 28.81 per cent whereas the literacy rate both in 
rural and urban areas in India is 24.02 per cent in 
1961. 
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their ·g~wth in cl ties during 1961, 1971 and 1981 are an 8 lyeed 

in depth (Fig. 2.1). 1bis study-also attempts to an 8 lyee 

:.; th~:: sex diepari ty in literacy in the cities over the three 
,/ 

census ·decades. 

In comparieon to the total literacy rate in India 

including J::oth the rural and urban areas, the city literacy 

rate increases at rcpid rate (Table II.l). Out of ~.94 per 

cent literates in urban India, the cities constitute 55.88 per 

cent literates. In case of the total literacy of India, toth 

rural and urban, it has increased from 24.02 per cent in 1961 

to 36.23 per cent in 19811 which is in a ~harp contrast to the 

literacy rate of 1901 (5. 35 per cent) and 19 31 (9.50 per cent). 

In case of the cities, the literacy rate has made a step_~ 

ahead i.e. 51.88 per cent in 1961 to 62.26 per cent in 1981. 

It is only during the past forty years that the advances in 

literacy became noticeable. During this period, ~erious efforts 

were made to develop a network of means of communication 

connectin<;r the countryside with towns arn cities (Q:>sal, 

1985). The achievement in literacy in cities may be due to 

the improvement in industry, trade and comr:>erce. 

II.2 ,!.J.teracy in 1961 

Out of the total population of India 24.02 per cent 

are literates which is quite ·more in caee of the cities 1 .e. 



Table II.l Male and Female Litera~1961-19Ql 

Total 

Urban 

Class 

* 

1961 1971 

Total Male Female Total Male Female Total 
(~) (%) (%) (%) (~) (%) (%) 

--- ·--~-

Population 24.02 33.41 12.95 24.96 39.45 18.72 36.2 3 

Population 46.94 57.46 34.48 52.44 61.28 42.14 57.40 

I City 
Population 8 51.88 60.82 40.73 57.06 64.57 47.97 62.26 

Excludes Assam where census could not be held owing to disturbed 
conditions prevailing there at the time of 1981 Ceneue. 

" 

a. The class I cities taken to calculate this percentage are those 
which had class I status in all the three census decades viz. 1961, 
1971 and 1981. 

1981 

Male Female 
- -(%) (%) 

46.89 24.82 

65.83 .7.82 

69.26 54.10 
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51.88 per cent (Table II.2). As compared to other areas, c;:i ties 

Table II.2 J TOtal, Malei Female Literacy and sex 
,E!sparity, 96i 

Total Male Female 
Literacy Literacy Literacy 
(%) (%) (%) 

--
Total Population 24.02 3).44 12.95 

Urban Population 46.94 57.46 34.48 

Clas~ I Population 51.88 60.82 40.7 3 

a. 6 3.60 70.07 56.75 

b. 28.81 36.55 19.70 

--

sex Di5pari ty 
in L1 teracy 

0.436 

o. 346 

0.223 

0.134 

o. 311 

a. City with highest literacy rate i.e. Ernaculam. 
b. City with lowest literacy rate i.e. ~pur. 

are well equipped with the educational facilities. Still there 

exi~ts a gulf among cities as evident from the highest literacy 

rate of 63.60 per cent in Ernakulam (Kerala) and 28.81 per cent 

in Rampur (Uttar Pradesh) which ~ almost clo~e to the all India 

literacy rate {both rural and urban area:s). 

Apart from individual cities there exists a regional 

variation among the cities in literacy (Fig. II.2). .a.lthough the 

distribution <bes not show a distinct north-&:>uth difference: 

it is clear that most of the cities which have relatively higher 

lf~vels of literacy are located in the southern region as compared 

to the North (Fig. I.2}. There is one exce~tion in case of 



l'l 

• i 
! 

I 
.>.II 

I 
A I A ~ 1 A 

I s E ,.. 

I 

··I 

(r 

r 

• ;. 

I ' :, 
l' 

' i 1 · Uteyacy C:l•) 

r.. ·39 • Ve. ~"Y Low 
"3';3-4-5 0 LovJ 

45' f"j 0 I"Je.d;vm 

' 5j --~J Q < I.~ 

s:r > 0 ve.r\ H;sh 
,. 

,.[_ 
( --j-·----------~--7/ --·----~--------:,. - --------:r-------------'r-------_j 

F·1gure 11·2 Total L.1te.racy 1961 

I 

" 

.r 

,· 



28 

northern cities,that is 1 the cities of Punjab and Delhi.exhibit 

higher literacy levels. In the cities of South, -the coastal 

cities are further characterised by# still higher literacy ratee 

i.e. more than 51 per cent than the cities located in the 

interior parts. Additionally# the cities of the western coast 

have comparatively higher literacy levels than the cities 

situated at the easter coast. Moet of the cities with low 
2 

literacy rate 1 .e. less than 45 per cent are located in the 

states of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Janmu and Kashmir# Madhya 

Pradesh# Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. The cities of medium 

literacy level (45.51 per cent) are located in Andhra Pradesh, 

Gujar 8 t, Maharashtra, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh {Fig. II.2) 

Everywhere male lite racy is higher than the female 

1 i te racy. However# there exists a wide range of va ri ati '"1n in 

male literacy among cities 1 .e. 70.07 per cent in Ernaculam to 

36.55 per cent in R;:tnpur. The corresponding figures for 

female li~eracy is 56.75 per cent in Ernaculam and 19.70 per 

cent in ;{aznpur (Table II.2). 

The male and female literacy levels exl1ibi t almost the 

same regi.~nal pattern as the total literacy (Fig. II.3 and 

Fig. II.4). However, in case of female literacy many more 

cities exhibit relatively lower levels of lite r;::.cy as oompared 

2. 45 per cent is considered as lo,., literacy rate among 
the literacy rates of the cities. 
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to males (Appendix I). Thus except Delhi, the cities which 

have coastal locations together with the cities of Punjab and 

west Bengal, all o'ther cities have medium to low female · 

3 
literacy rates. In this respect the cities of Bihar and Orissa 

may be mentioned' where the literacy rates for female are 

especially lo\-1. On the other hand Uttar Pradesh is the state 

whose cities except Debra Dun are characterised by low literacy 

rates both for males and females. 

The discussion of literacy itself is a necessary preclude 

to the consideration of the disparity between the male and 

female levels. Although the r~gions of high and low female 

lite r:acy coinpde with the regions of high and low male literacy 

respect! vely 1 the use of disparity index brings out a wide 

range of sex disparity among the ci tie8 across the space. The 

highest sex disparity in literacy i.e. 0.436 is found in Dar'bhanga 

(Bihar) which drops to 0.12( for New Delhi (Appendix II). 

Compared with the map of literacy the distribution of sex 

disparity in literacy (Fig. II.S) indicate a more subdued 

pattern with weaker regional contrast. In general, the coastal 

cities exhibit very low disparities as compared to other 

interior cities except New Delhi and citieiS of Andhra Pt'edeeh, 

Punjab and Uttar Pradesh. The cities which have low sex 

3. l'he categofisation i.e. high, meditrn and low is done 
on the maps everywhere. 
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disparity in literacy with a low male aDd female literacy 

are Bara!lly am M!erut in Uttar Pradesh. Most of the southern 

cit!e s have low sex disparity with ~gh male and female 

literacy rates as compared to the northern cities. Unlike the 

literacy, in case of the sex disparity in literacy, the cities 

of 'the western coasts have compar8ti vely lower disparities 

than the eastern coasts cities. 

II.3 Literacy in 1971 

The class I cities show an increase in literacy rate from 
4 

51.88 per cent in 1961 to 57.06 per cent in 1971. In 1971 

the liter8cy rate in cities has become double to the all India 

literacy rate i.e. both for rural and urban areas i.e. 29.46 

per cent (Table II. 3). Among the class I cities the literacy 

level varies fr·1m 70.04 per cent in Allenpy to 29.'66 per cent 

in Rampur which is equal to the literacy rate of both rural 

and urban areas (29.46 per cent). Though there is an increase 

in literacy rates the special ~tern of variation in 

literacy remains alm)st the s~me as that of 1961. Most of 

the cities of Uttar Pradesh, thus rec'1rd a very low total 

literacy levels i.e. less than 45 per cent. 5 The cities in 

Amhra Pradesh, Bihar, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh am 

4. In the same 105 cities which were class I in 1961. 

5." It may be argued that 45 per cent literacy rate in it self 
is not very low. An increase of 39 per cent in 1961 is 
taken as very low value. This variation has happened 
because the.se values are taken as comparatively lower 
values in the context of each. Similarly, in case of 1981 
also, the similar case has haPPened. 
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Table I I. 3 1 Total Male and Female L1 teracv and Se~ 
Dlspadty in L,!.teracy, 1971 

Total Population 

Urba~ Population 

Cla~s I Popula• 
tion 

Alleppy a. 

Ram pur b. 

a. City with 
b. City with 

Total 
Literacy 
(%) 

29.46 

52.44 

57.06 

70.04 

29.66 

Male 
Literacy 
(%) 

39.45 

61.28 

46.57 

75.43 

35.62 

highe~t literacy rate. 
lowe~t literacy rate. 

Female 
Literacy 
(%) 

18.72 

42.14 

47.95 

64.62 

22.78 

Sex Disparity 
in Literacy 

0.416 

0.298 

0.179 

0.10 3 

0.221 

---------

Raja~than ~how comparatively lo·,.,er literacy rate~. However, 

the coastal ci tic· · . .;i th the exception of ci tie~ in mdhra 

Pradesh fall in the category of high to very high literacy 

rc.tes (Fig. II.6). 

The male literacy shows an increase from 60.82 p~r cent 

in 1961 to 64.57 per cent in 1971 with a growth rate of 43.69 

per cent over a decade. However, there exists a wide range 

of variation in the male literacy rate which varies from 75.43 

per cent in Alleppy to 35.62 per cent Jn Rampur. Unlike the 

1961 pattern, the coastal citie~ have a very high male literacy 
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rate which is more than 74 per cent except tae cities of 

An<Jlra Prade~h and Oriesa. Most of the northern citiee exhibit 

medium to low literacy le~els for male~ (Fig. II.?). Though a 

distinct north-south pattern ie not identifiable, the cities in 

the south do have higher levels of literacy in general a~ 

compared to cities in the north. 

In case of female _literacy in 1971, there is an increase 

in the literacy rate from 40.73 per cent in 1961 to 47.95 per 

cent in 1971. The spatial pattern in female literacy remain~ 

almost the same a~ 1961 pattern. Though the variati':)n seems to 

have a clearer north-south component to it as compared to 1961 

pattern. Thus, most of the cities with relatively higher female 

literacy i.e. more than 52 per cent are to l::e found in the 

8outhern states of Guj arat, Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu. vJhereas 

most of the cities in Bihar, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, 

Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh maintain a low literacy level for 

female. Among the ~' :hern cities the ci tie~ located in tlw 

ea~t coast h;;ve lc\-.'er levels of literacy as compared to the 

cities of the v:e~t co<>st (Fig. II.C;). Ker-ala is tbe only state 

.,.,;here all the cities have highest femaJe litecacy levels. 

The regional varintion is not only found in the literacy 

levels but also in the distribution of ~ex disparities in 

literacy. The di !!pari t.y index among cities sho•..-!e a wide range 
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of variation i.e. from 0.371 in Darbhanga to 0.099 in 
~ 

Ernaculam (Append!){ 1). When a comparison is made between 

the spatial pattern of the levels of 1! teracy and disparity it 

appears that the low literacy rate iB associated with high 

disparities and vice-versa,. However, in case of the cities of 

Uttar Pradesh the literacy rates are lower for l:x>th males and 

females, the existing disparity is of mediun range i.e. 0.200 

to 0.249. 

The spatial pattern in sex dis.pari ty in literacy shows 

a cornparati vely lower disparity in the Southern cities i.e. of 

Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Karnatak, Kerala, ~aharashtra, Ori~sa 

and Tamil Nadu except the cities of Kornool, ~alegaon, Solapur, 

Visakhapatnam and warangal (Fig. II.9). In other caees the 

spatial pattern is almost the same as the 1961 pattern. 

I I. 4 1-i teracy in 1981 

During 1981 census there were 32.26 per cent literates. 
~ -

Cle:ss I cities constituted of 62.26 per cent of literates in 

the lOS cities in India. Thie percentage was 57.,06 in 1971. 

The literacy rates in the cities are comparatively higher than 

the rural and urban areas. But if we compare the 11 teracy level 

of individual cities it varies from 80.33 per cent in Ernaculam 

to 33.17 per cent in Rampur (Table II.4). 
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Table II •• a -1'otal, Male and Wmale Lite-rasv and sex 
Disparity in U teracy - l981 

Total Male Female Se:x Disparity 

Total Po-pulation 

Urban Population 

• Class I Population 

Ernaculam a. 

Rampur b. 

Literacy 
(%) 

36.2 3 

57.40 

62.26 

80.33 

33.17 

Literacy Literacy in Literacy 
(%) (%) 

46.89 24.82 o. 306 

68.83 47.82 0.186 

69.26 54.10 0.155 

84.07 76.57 0.068 

39.6 3 25.95 0.220 

-----------·--------------------------·-------------------------
* Literacy rate of the -105 class I cities in 1981. 

a. Cit-y with highest literacy rate • 

b. City ,.'lith lowest literacy. 

The spatial pattern of city literacy in_ 1981 appear~ to be the 

same as that of 1961 and 1971 patterns {Fig. II.lOl. Except 

Punjab, Delhi and New Delhi, most of the cities in Andhra Pradesh, 

Bih~r, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan~and Uttar Pradesh have less than 

62 per cent of literates. Out of these states, most of the 

cities of Uttar Pradesh have less than 50 per cent of literacy 

rate. 

Coming to the male literacy, it has increased from 34.44 

per cent in 1961 to 42.24 per cent in 1981. But, in case of the 

class I cities it has increased from 60.82 per cent in 1961 to 
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69.26 per cent in 1981. 'l'he regional pattern it5 almost similar 
.. 

to the regional pattern of 1961 and 1971 (Fig. II.11). However, 

the literacy varies from 84.07 per ce~t in Ernaculam to 39.63 
-

per cent in Rcii!Pur in 1981. In general, most of the cities of 

Andhra Pradesh, Raj as than and Uttar Pradesh have low literacy 

rates whereas in case of 1961 arid 1971 the ci tiee of Bihar were 

included in the category of cities with low male literacy. 

The increase in the female literacy rate fran 40.73 per 

cent in 1961 to 54.10 per cent in 1981 shows a remarkable 

increase with a growth rate of 63.88 per cent during the 1961-71 

decade and 56.03 per cent in 1971-81 decade. The city with the 

highest female li ~racy rate ia Ernaculam Le. 76.57 per cent and 
) 

the city with the lowest lite racy rate is Rampur with 25.95. 

per cent (Table II.4). Tae 8patial pattern which emerges ie 

comparable to the spatial pattern in 1971 i.e. Fig. II.12 and 

Fig. II.S. The cities with low literacy are still located in 

Nldhra Pt"adesh, Bihar., ~adhya Pradesh, Orissa and Uttar Pradesh. 

The high literacy rates are in the cities of Gu }arat, a rna taka, 

I<erala, Punjab, T .;fflil Nadu and West Bengal, with the exception of 

Solapur in Maharashtra, where the female lite racy rate is only 

39.79 per cent. 

The sex disparities in literacy)in the cities have 

decreased from 0.233 in 1961 to 0.155 in 1981. Ae compared to the 

urban areas the sex disparities in c! tiee are quite low tl'able 

II.4). However, the 1981 pattern is characterised by wide range 

in thi~ regard. Thus, Mirzapur in Uttar Pradesh shows a 
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disparity of 0.307 whereas Ernaculam in Kerala has sex disparity 

as low as 0.068. The regional pattern i~ almost the ~arne as 

that of 1971 pattern {Fig. II.13). Tbe cities of Bihar, 

Raj as thane and Uttar Pradesh c show relatively higher values for' 

se:x disparities in literacy. Cities of J>,ndhra Pradesh and 

Madhya Pradesh have a mediun range in se:x disparities in 

literacy (Fig. II.13). 

From the above discussion, it becomes clear that, there 

exists almost the similar regional pattern for both male and 

female literacy. The regional pattern differentiated along 

a north and !lOUth dimension has becGme clearer towards 1971 and 

1981. However, a redeeming feature is that of an increase in 

the literacy rate corre-spomi~- with the decrease in the 

6 disparity levels,. which reflects in the development of the ci t.ies 

in particular and the country. In general the sex disparities 

«re discussed in greater detaiL in the following paragraphs. 

The regional pattern of sex disparity in li ter2cy during 
I 

1961, 1971 and 1981 also show a regional pattern similar to 

the literacy observations. Within the three census periods, 

the cities of Kerala at the top with highest male ... female 

literacy with a very low sex d.ispari ty in literacy. The other 

6. W"lich will be clear in the further discussions in 
growth rates in city literacy in 1961-71 and 1971-81. 
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coastal cities also have high literacy rates and low eex 

disparities except the d. tie8 of Andlra Pradesh. 'lhi8 may 

be due to the fact that the western coast had lonqer and more 

continuous overseas contact!5 and due, to the presence of 

Christian missionaries· (Gosal 1964 1 274). 

During 1961 most of the northern cities recorded low 

literacy rates_, but later on,> the situation eeems to have 

improved in terms of overall rates of literacy especially in 

the cities of Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh. 

II. 5 Growth of Literacy in 1961-71 
and l971-8l Census Decades--

After tracing the epatial pattern of lite racy in class 

I cities through the three Census decades the discussion now 

focuses on the growth of literacy in these decades. As 

already mentioned, in the present study, the year 1961 has 

been taY.en as the base year. The great device in terms of 

spread of literacy and education in India•s history may be 

said to have come in 1951, after independence. Thereafter, 

the pace of literacy and education quickened impressively. 

However, as mentioned by Mitra (1985 1 337), in 1961-71 ae 

compared to 1951-61 for both male and females. 

'!be growth rate of claes I cities is ~i te remarkable 

during the period· of 1961-71. '!be impact of Five Year Plans 

as well as the programme of industrial development is evident 

1t'f011the urban growth. 'the population growth rate in class I 

cities wae from 37.8 per cent in 1961-71 to 76.2 per cent in 



50 

1971-81. This growth rate may be attributed to the emergence 

of Ill ill ion plus cities and growth of indus tries in public 

and private ee.ctor~ (country monograph. 10. un a 143). It 

has been argued that, with the growth of population i.e. with 

increa~e in ~ize of cities, literacy rates tend to 

increase (Davis 1951 a 143) when the growth in literacy in 

India (including both rural and urban area~) increases from 

2 3.26 per c:ent in 1961-71 to 25.39 per cent in 1971-81, 

in case of cities the grov:th rate decrea~es from 50.74 per 
-

cent in 1961-71 to 48.68 per cent in 1971-81 (Table II.S). 

Table II.S : ~~£!_growth rate in 1961-71 and 1971-81 

-----
Growth rate in 1961-71 1971-81 

-----------------------------------------------------------------• All India 

Class I Cities 

Highest Growth Rate 

Lowe~t Growth Rate 

TotRl 
:le 

F\::'male 

Total 
Male 
Female 

Total 
Male 
Female 

• Growth rate inclu:les both 

2 3.26 25.39 

50.74 48.68 
43.69 43.56 
6 3.89 56.03 

209.21a 19 3. 33~ 
197.25a 195.40 
2 ?4.83 8 189.91b 

- 1.87c -26.28g 
~.39c -29.11 
14.54e -22.17d 

rural and urban areas 
a. Growth rate in the city of Ernaculam 
b. Growth rate of ~anchi 
c. Growth rate of .Ambal a 
d. Growth rate of Kolar 
e. Growth rate of Calcutta. 
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~ 

But if we consider the case of individual cities. the growth 

rate varies from 209.21 per cent in Ernaculan to -1.87 per 

cen; !n. Amb~la .during 1961-r/1 and from 19 3. 33 per cent in fi,~.;.:..t.:l 

Ranch! to -26.28 per cent in I<olar during 1971-81. Ho,otever, 

in most of the cases the growth rate exhibi t.e a declining , 
6 : - -

.. 

trend dUring the 1971~1 Census period (Appendix II). 

With a y!ew to identify the cities, which have conei!!­

tently a high, medium and low growth ratee, a simple claeeifi-

cation scheme has been adopted. On the baeie of their growth 

charaeteri!!tiCe the cities are classified into the following 

groupss 

(i) Cities with high growt.1 ratee for both 1961-71 and 

1971-81 census decades. This includes the cities 

which recorded 10 per cent and more growth rates as 

compared to the average growth rate1 

(11) Cities with medium growth rate,_ that i e, those which are 

between plus or minus 10 per cent of average grOW'tt~ 

rate for the respective decades : i.e. 1961-71 and 

1971-811 and, finally 

. (iii) Cities with low growth rate are the cities whidl have 

less than 10 per cent of tne average growth Jt'ate. 7 

7. 'ltae cities have high growth rate in 1961-71 and low 
growth rate in 1971-81 or vice-ver8a are di8Cuseed 
1ater in this chapter. 
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The number of cities with high 1iteracr gxt)wth 

rates &tring both the decades has increased from 24 to 27 

per cent. In case of male literacy, the rise is more i.e. 

from 23 cities in 1961-71 to 29 citiee in 1971-81 conetitu-

tinq 21.90 per,cent,and 27.62 per cent of citie~ 

respect! vely (Table It.6) • The category comprising cities 

w1 th medium gn>wth rates shows a similar trend. These 

trends are necessarily accompanied by the decrease in 

number of cities in the third category. In ca~e of low 

growth rate the number of cities has decreased from 37 per 

cent to 33 per cent (Table II.6). 

Table II.6 s NUmber-of -Ci-t-i-e-e -in-D-1.-fferent Catz;ories 
of ~ terac.y Grow~iate-

____________________________________________________ e ________ __ 

------~1-9_6~1~1__ __________ 1~9_7_1_-8 __ 1 ____ _ 

Growth Rate Total Male Female Total Male Female 
Categories* ite- Lite- Lite- Lite- Lite- Literacy 

;:.acy racy -- racy racy- -racy 

---
High Lite racy 

Growth Rate 24 23 30 27 29 31 

Medium 1d. teracy 
Growth Rate 44 42 41 45 45 41 

LiD w Lite racy 
Growth Rate 37 34 33 31 33 

- --· ---

- ----
• For the identification of these categories ~e 

Fig. II. 14. 



As per the totalliteracy,_the cities with high 

growth rates in both the decades are Bangalore, Baroda, 

Bhopal, Delhi, Jaipur, l<ota, wdhiana, Srii,lag 8 r, Surat, Thana, 

Ullashnaqar and Visakhapatnam. It may be argued that 

the growth of 11 te racy in a city depends on its fu!lctions. 

As such, the main reason behind the high growth rates of 

Bhopal, Jaipur and S rinagar may be due to the fact that they 

are the capital cities arrl service is the main function whic."1 

helpsto attract literate people. In case of cities of 

Baroda, Kota and Surat, the cause of high growth may be due 

to the increase in both the private and public sector 

industries. Delhi and Bangalore have high growt11 rates in 

both the periods. This may be due to their metropolitan 

character. ·rf we divide the country into east and west, 

most of the cities with high literacy either in 1961-71 or 
.. 

in 1971-81 period are located in the western part (Fig. II.14) 

The cities which have consistantly high growth rate in 

both the decades,. have a similar pattern.. In the same way, 

the cities with high literacy rates in 1961, 1971 and 1981 

exhibit a high growth rate in 1961-71 decade. The cities 

with high growth rates in 1961-71 are Akola, Calicut, 

Emacu1am, Hubli-Iilarwad, Jabalpur, J('lnmu, JC'Itlnag ar. Kharagpur, 
·-

Malegaon, Moradab ad• Rajkot and Tri vend run (Appendix II) • 

The c-ities with high lite racy gro;.,th rates during 1971-81 are 
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Bikaner, Howrah, Indore, Jodhpur, Kornool, Mndurai., Meerut_, 

Nasik., Raipur and Waranqal. 

The cities which exhibit very high literacy growth 

rate i.e. more than 100 per cent\ in 1961-71 are Ernaculam 
-

(209.3 per cent), Calicut (106.5 per cent)., Visakhapatnam 

(108.6 per cent) whereas during the 1971-81 period Bhopal 

(143.46 per cent), Coimbatore (117.86 per cent)., Raipur 
.-

(119.3.(. per cent) and Ranch! (193.-26 per cent) registered 

very high growth rates .in literacy. 

In case of male 11 te racy, the number of ci tie a which 

have high growth rates has increa~ed from 2 3 in 1961-71 to 

29 in 1971-81. Though the number of cities has increased 

the growth rate remaina almost the same between 1961-71 and 

1971-81 i.ee 43.69 per cent and 43.56 per cent respectively. 

However, among the cities there seems a big gap i.e. during 

1961-71 the highe~t growth rate is 197.25 per cent in 

Ernaculam and duri>.:J 1971-81 the same city shows 36 per cent 
(. ~ 

growth. The ci ttes with con.sistantly high growth rats ·in both 

the p~riods a~e Bangalore6 Baroda, Bhopal, Delhi, Jaipur, 

Kota, Iudhiana, Srinagar, Surat., Ullasnagar and Visakhapatnam 

(Fig • I I. 15) • 

During both the per1ods the female literacy growth 

rate in each and evexy city is more than the growth rates of 

male literacy (Appendix II). In 1961•71 period the gro,~th 

of female literacy for all the citie~ a~ a whole is more 

a.e. 63.89 per cent. than 1971-81 i.e. 56.03 per cent. The 
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cities which have consistently high gn>wth rates in both 

the decades are BarGda, Bhopal, Delhi, Jeipur, Kota, 

Ludhian~ Nagpur, Srinagar, Surat, Thana and warangle 

(Fig. II.16). Most of the cities with high growth rate in 
:; : 

1961-71 are in the states of Jammu and Kashmir, Rajasthan, 

Madhya Pradesh, Guj arat, Mahar8 shtra, Karnataka and Kerala 
-

and are located in the weetern part of India (Fig. II. 16). 

However6 dur:i ng 1971-81 shows h.tgh growth rates in the 

cities of Bihar, Delhi, Rajasthan, M<:Phya Pradesh, Mahrashtra 

and Andhra Pradesh (Fig. II.- 16). The highest growth rate 

in female li terac;y varies from 224.83 per cent in Ernaculam 

during 1961-71 to 189.91 in Ranchi during 1971-81 (Table 

II.S). 

II.5.2 Citi~~ith Moderate Literacy 
Growt~ Rate in Lite r-acy 

During both the census decades the number o~ ~1 ties 

with moderate literacy growth rate has increased froo: 44 

in 1961-71 to 4S. The cities whidl have low or medium 

literacy rates exhibit a moderate growth rates in 11 teracy 

in both the decades are Ahmadabad, .aJmer, Amaravati, 

Belgaon, Bhavnagar, Bikaner, CUttack, Gawalior, Jullandhar, 

:kanpur, Madras., Nagpur and Poona (Fig. II.l4). 

In case of male ~iteracy the decada1 growth rate is 

moderate in the same 13 cities which record moderate growth 

~r total literacy in the cities. Most of the cities in 
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Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh 

show ~toderate growth in 1961-71. .During the 1971-81, the 

cities with moderate growth rates in literacy are in Bihar, 

Gujarat, Maharashtra, Pun..1ab and Uttar Pradesh (Fig. II.15). 

Though, the llWiber of cities in moderate literacy 

growth is same in both the decades, the growth rate varies !rom 

224.83 per cent in Ernaculam ·during 1961-71 to 181.91 per cent 

in Ranch! during the period 1971-81 (Table II."5). The cities 

with consistently moderate growth rates during both the periods 

are Ahmadnagar, Ajmer, Asansol, Bhatpara, Bhavnagar, Bhilwara, 

Gorakhpur, Gawalior, Hyderabad, Kanpur, Madras, Po·:Jna, 

Thanjavur and Vijaynagaram (Fig. II.16). The cities with 

moderate growth in 1961-71 are situ8ted in Andhra Pradesh, 

Madhya Pradesh, Orissa, Rajasthan and Tamil Nadu arrl the cities 

in Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Orissa, Punjab and uttar Pradesh 

· are with moderate growth rate in female literacy in 1971-81. 

II.5.3 Cities with Low Growth Rate in Literacy 

The number of cities with consistently low growth rates 

in total literacy has decreased from 37 in 1961-71 to 33 in 

1971-81. But when the growth rates between two decades are 

compared, in most of the cases the growth rates for male as 

well as female literacy during 1961-71 are higher than the 

1971-81 period.. The cities o~ Ahmadabad, Ambala, Bandar, 

Bhatpara, Burdman, Calcutta, Jamshedpur, Kamarhati, Kolar, 

Lucknow, M!lthura, Mirzapur, N!w Delhi, Tuticorin and Varanasi 
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show consistently low growth rates during both the decades. 

Among the cities which record only low growth in 1961-71 are 

the ci ti~ s in Bihar, Punjab • uttar Pradesh and West Bensal, 

forming a north-east and north-west belt <.Fig. II.14). The 

cities with ·low growth rates in 1171-81 are in Bihar, Kerala, 

Southern part of Karnataka, Tamil Nldu, uttar Pradesh and West 

Bengal. The cities which have very low growth rates in literacy 

i;e. less than 15 ner cent are Calcutta, Mlzaffarpur a~ -mrzapu.r. 

In 1171-81 there are Kharagpur, Kolar and New Delhi. 

In case of growth rates for male literacy, the spatial 

pattern remains almost the same (Fig. II. 15 ). The cities in 

the states of Tamil Nadu, uttar Pradesh and West Bengal thus show 

consistently high growth rates in both the decades. During 

1961-71 the cities which had lowest growth rates i.e. less than 

15 per cent are AhmadnAgar, C"'l~utta am M.Izzafarpur in 1971-81 

~ereas Alleppy, Kharagpur, KOlar·and New Delhi recorded lowest 

growth rates in 1971-81. 

i ne lowest literacy growth rate for females varies from 

14.54 per cent in Calcutta to -22.17 per cent in Kolar. The 

literacy gro~~h rates for females in 1961-71 are lower in cities 

in Bihar, F\Jnjab, uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. However in case 

of Bihar during the period 1~71-81 the literacy growth rates 

sh0ws an upswing which is remarkable (Fig. II.16 ), a high growth 

rate in urbariization in Bihar in 1971-81 period (country 

monograph 1982 : 59). It is interesting that none of the cities 
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.. 
· in GUjarat, .Jaiii!IU & Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, 

Orissa am Rajasthan are in a low growth rate category in 

female literacy. A comparison between the maps of female 

·literacy and tbe growth rate for females in literacy brings 

out an interest,ing observation. That is the high and low, 

growth rates corresp~nd ~th high am low literacy levels 

respectively. 

In general, cities with high growth rate in one decade 

exhibit considerably low growth rate in the following decade 

i.e. from 1961-71 to 1971-81 and vice-versa. That is to say, 

the exnansion of literacy seems to be erratic. Thus, there 

are cities with a large difference in the growth rat2s in literacy 

during the two decades. These are Bhagalpur, Calicut, 

Ernaculam, Gaya, Jammu, Madurai, Meerut, Mdradabad, MUzaffarpur, 

Nell ore, Patna, Raipur, R~jkot, Ranch! and Trivandrum. Most of 

the cities in Bihar, Punjab, Orissa, Rajasthan and uttar Pradesh 

show a low growth rate in 1961-71 period and a high growth in 

1971-81 except Andhra Pradesh and West Bengal where the situation 

is just the reverse. In case of Andhra Pradesh and West Bengal 

some cities show a constant growth rates over the two decades. 

While others have very small differences in the growth rates 

during 1961-71 and 1Cl71-81 (Appendix II). 

In case of female literacy in the two decades, the cities 

of Aabala, Calieut, Coimbatore, Ernaculam, Kolar, Muzaffarpur, 

Ranch! and Tri vamrum record a large difference· in the growth 
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rate.; However, the cities of Bihar exhibit low to high growth 

in literacy tor 1961-71 to 1971-81 ·~spectively. On the other 

ham, in the cities of Kerala the growth rates in female as 

well as male literacy are lower for 1971-81 as compared to 

1961-71. 

II.6 · Conclusion 

The main conclusion which emerge from the spatia­

temporal trends in literacy of the class I cities are as 

follows; 

The spatial pattern of literacy for total, male and 

female are identical. There emerges a distinct north-south 

dimension of distribution in literacy levels whereby., the cities 

in the south have more literates as compared to the cities 

located in the north across the Indian space. Additionally, 
· higher 

the cities situated along the coaSt, "the west coast, re·cont-s L 
literacy levels relative to the city of east coast. 

Everywhere the male literacy rates are higher than the 

female literacy rates. In case of disparities, the regional 
is 

patternL?lm~st similar to that of literacy levels. However, 

there is no distinct -nl')rth-south pattern as in the case with 

literacy levels. Nevertheless, the southern cities especially 

cities situated along the west coast have a high literacy rate 
... 

than the other cities. 

In case of the growth rates in literacy the growth rates 

tor males are less than the rates f:~r female in each case. 
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In IIOst .of the cities the _growth rate is bi·gher during 1961-71 

than in 1971-81 for both male am female literacy. The growth 

rates ln literacy during 1961-71 :period are ·relatively higher 

in those cities Which have a higb male and female literacy rates 

especially the cities in Bihar have jumped from a low gro'Wth 
:: -; 

rates in literacy in 1961.-71 to high growth rates in 1971-81. 

The cities of Bengal, on the other hand exbibi t low to very low 

growth rate from 1161-71 period to 1971-81 period. This is 

essentially because of the uneven base in the initial years upon 

which the subsequeDt analysis is based.. One may perhaps talk 

of a more sustained literacy expansion in Bengal as compared to 

a tradition:llly backward state of Bihar where recent efforts to 

spurt literacy are becoming visible through high growth rates 

during the current decade. 



64 

.· ...... _ _ · ... _,t·:~~?~rc,~R'··_Il:I -- ·. . . >·?'~:, > _ . 
~'Bl>A~~;;~~-N OF SqHEDULED CA,SfE:'*lfP'J;iON­
-;:~;:-;{ -.~t.:~:~-~~~-;r;~>i7~r~:;~~~~~r;:_-~--. · .. f-.. :) -·; -_- _ . ~~-~- · · · ~: ·_ · · ~: -- ·- · ,- - · ·-· ,· ?~--~:-~~ ;~:'~·-:: · ;;; ~-_:_:_~-: :-

~'SOHBDUUI> /OASIDE >LITERACY >A.ND.;THE:ttt SEX~- .·. · .{ ;~~~- ~t-~V~f~:}.~~;; -~_ .. _ · __ ~>-·~: ~~~--~~~~t- ~ -~-:--.:-__ -_ . - ~~ .-· :. ._. -.. - :~ .:".. _,. ~- --: 
:DISPARITY IN LITERACY 1981 

l;U.1 Introductor,y Statement: , 

In the previous chapter the spatio~temporal pattern of 

gro•:tth and distribution of city 11 taracy during the years from 

1961 to 1981. have been analysed in order to observe the trends. 

The uiscussion has essentially been confined to those Class I 

cl.·i;.:.c.:::, 105 in total, v!hich attained the class I status in 1961 

and retained it through 1981. The present Chapter offers addi­

tional information on the spatial pattern of literacy and sex 

disparities for non-scheduled and scheduled castes as pertai~ 

ing to 1981 si·tuation. 
1 

In India, out of to·t;aJ. population 15.75 per cent are 

sci:leduled castes and 7. 76 per cent are the scheduled tribes. 

The class I cities con~ ~ute only 9.44 per cent of scheduled 

caste and 0.09 per cent of scheduled tribe population. It is 

1. . . Inthis ~t~dy CAll those municipal corporations are taken 
· t~lhi'Ch have·'tnore~ than 100!'000 population·· irrespec-tive· ot · 
their status as treated n the census. That is to sqy 
municipal corporations included in urban agglomerations 
are treaded as separate entities if they have the re­
::.luisite population. Calcutta is one such example. 
As such ·the number of cities in this study comes to 
226 as against :218 class cities as identified by Census. 

q:,,.fl. '.) 
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-, -, _The scheduled tribes are almost absent especially 

- , d.~ ihe :cities of Punjab~ Ha.J:Yana, Jammu and Kashmir and -union . ,:;_,.- ... _ . 
territories;· As such, it \·W.s considered better to exclude them 

altogether from the analysis. The remaining population', where-

ever ne cc ss2.:cy is diyided into non- scheduled and scheduled 

2 
caste com:ponen ts. 

III~. 2 Spatial Pattern of Literacy: 

Desnite possible e.:ffo:::-ts :for tbe spread of literacy in 

clifferent regions o:C the conntr,y after indel)endence there 

exist an areal variation in llter2.cy. This regional variation 

may be due to diversifi·2d cultural, political and historical 

character of India (Gosal 1985: 273). In case of cities the 

educational facilities are expected to be for better than the 

rural e.re?~s. In addition, eco!lornically also the cities are 

sup::_1osed to be in a better position. Consequently, literacy 

le': _ls should be comparable across space. H011ever, there 

e:d:3ts a wide rc:mge in the literacy levels among cities i.e 

from 80.33 per cent in Cohchin in Keral to 24.77 per cent 1:'1 

Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh'. 

2'. The Scheduled castes generally have very lo\'1 levels of 
socio-economic status and may be taJ(en as a homogeneous 
group with fcM exce1)tions. On the other hand, the 
non scheduled caste group has very large economic and 
social range, however, further distinction cannot be 
made because of the lacl~ of am)ro-,E~i:J.tc inform.ation 
in the Census~ ~~ -
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'~~; ~;~-;,J:f "the sta.te-w~se .literS!cy;};r~~-~1~-~n\·o~ties ·are co'iis1-.. _,. 

· ,, -~' c:r··· :<· , ·>, · . :, .·i :):·',i;_,~':L. :!:~,:->:-<' .... '. ~ .. ;~-- .. 
· · .. · ::'; ~-···tere'Ci~' · Kerala has. the· h~g·be st -~i:ter~~Y~ -~~~~, l7o~A-2 per cent) 

• • ' • ~d· ~ • 

in the country foll(;)\'f~d by Union territ;.o:i:;~s with_:·62:.70 per 
• • • ~ . • . "! . -

Tamilnadu and \fest Bengal although not nece~sarily in the 

stati~tical order (Table III ·1). As compared to other states, 
~ :: ~ : :; = = 

the number of class I cities are comparative]¥ more in Uttar 

Pradesh i.e 30 but the literacy rate is very low (50.51 per -

cent) in Class I cities. 

The spatial distribution of total literacy in the class 

I cities sho\'T regional difference (Fig.III·2). In all the 

cities the female literacy rates are 10i'l8r than the males which 

shows that even in cities ,in terms, of literae;J the uomen al·e 

still treated as depressed groups. 

Though there is an increase in thG number of cities 

from 105 in 1961 to 226 in 1981 and there is an increase in the 

liter3cy ~ste from 51.88 in 1961 to 61.44 per cent in 1981, 

the spatial ~atterns remains almost the s~1e over the decades 

\·Jhich indicates t1n .. t the regions \·lith lo\vrer literacy are still 

in the s2m2 states though absolute values show overall increase. 

There exist a clec .. r differentiation betvrcen the southern 
' 

and northe~n cities on the one hand and coastal and interior 

cities on the other. Thus, most of the cities ·,·Thich come in 

high literacy category 2.re located in the states of Gujarat, 

Maharrastra, Kerala, Tamilnadu, West Bengal Union territories 
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~able III 1 

St ate:..wise Distribution of~ Populati_on and 
L·:tteratea- ·in Glas·s '.-I _,Oities (~d th. - t- _ 

-: er~c1 ila,e·.ot}th~:Cohderned·~s~~f~_- .. -9~,1 -.,· 
. . . . ~ ·,·-~·· . ·.• . . 

Name of the State 

Xerala 
Tripura 
~1eghalaya 
TamilNadu 
West Bengal 
!•!aharast ra 
Union territories 
l·iani'Pur 
Gujurat 
Orissa 
Ka~nataket 
Punjab 
Hal;{ ana 
Biha1."' 
Hadhya Pradesh 
Andhraf?radesh 
p • 'h-.!..aJaS"t; an 
Uttar Pradesh 
Jammu and Kashmir 

6 
1 
1 

21 
24 
29 
4 
1 

11 
6 
15 

6 
9 

1.1. 
14-
21 
11 
)J 

2 

·b ! ·, 

' .. 
2~21 
0'.01 
O'e01 
9'.95 
9.72 

19.17 
6~94 
0'•02 
6·33 
1.30 
6-55 
2.50 
1· 61 
4.28 
5·46 
8.56 
4-03 

10.40 
0.92 

0 

77.11 
75.91 
67 ·19 
67. 2.7 
66.60 
65.58 
64.75 
64-53 
63.75 
61.59 
61.32 
59.52 
59-10 
58.32 
57 ·41 
55e57 
55.07 
50.51 
45-53 

d 

70.42 
42.12-
34.08 
46.'(6 . 
40-.94 
47.18 
62.79 
41·35 
43.70 
34.23 
38•46 
40_.86 
36.14 
26.20 
27.87 
29.94 
24.38 
27.16 
26.67 

---------------------------------------------------------
a - Number of class I cities in the state . 

b - Percentages of class I population to total cla:::; s I 
population in India • 

c - Percentages of literates to total population in clo.:_. , I 
cities . 

d - Total literacy rate j_n the state ouG of total population, 
both ru:. ... al and urban. 
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' 
.t_: ;~"d'~rnih-,,~;-e_~~ern. c_i ties. •' ~0~-<~he .~o_ities: -~ocate<l ·iJ,l'south. ' 

the citl~~ situated along the WE!st~rn ,coast. have h~ghe'F 11 ter-

' acy ·rates tha:n the cities in the eastern coasts. These high 

1iteracy··rates in case of southern c!t,ies, especially eoastal 
".- .• 

cities may be due to the vigourous efforts of christian mission-

aries ~nd sqme s~cretarian .ins~itution a~ong with consistant 

exposure of coastal areas to external economic, social and 

political influences (Krishna and Shyam 1973; 473). This 

helps the coastal cities to keep a high literacw rate i.e more 

than 75 per cent in 1981. 

Being a part of erst ... ·rhile presidencies of r.:radras, Bombay 

a't'l.d Bengal, the cities in these regi ;ns had an esr.ly start of 

education under the British rule. (Basu 1974 12). The other 

cities of Gujurat, Tamilne.du 2nd \'lest Bengal also have high 

li-teracy rates incumbent Ul)Ol1 high degree of inciustrial deve-

lo·.;ment and road net1:ork ( Gos2.1 19 oAT: 277). A deli tLmally' the 

considerable emigration of population to south-east Asia, South 

East Africa and United Kingdor:1, es)8Cially from Gujrat, Punjab 

and Tc..r.1ilnadu is iru::tr1Y1en ~al in brin.'iing these areas under the 

modern influence of education. ]~his is furccher helped by the 

donations .~d generous help made to educational institutions 

at home by successful emigrants (Gosal 1964: 272-274). 

The cities in Andhra Pradesh, Southern part of Bihar 

and Orisa \..rhich exhibit moderate literacy rates are either 

capital or indu!"'trial cities. Arnone the cities situated in 

the intirior areas, the cities of Punjab show a high literacy 

- -.,-· ·. "· .. -t>.-. 
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rate 1. e more than 00 per cent. This is consequent. upon bigh 

per capita income, commercial agriculture and developed indus­

trial base. The cities of the unio~ territories also eXhlbit 

high 11 teracy rates due to the fact that, the main functiOns 

of the cities are essentially service and they are capital 

cities als·o. 

In general, the l.0'\'1 literacy is associated ':Ji th lmv 

economy i.e subsista.nce agricultural econor:JY and unsophestica­

ted industries. The cities of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar~Rajasthan 

o.n6. Uttdr Pro.desh 2.11d adjacent areas of Hahe.rastra, Karna.t3ka 

and Tarnilnadu vri th the exception of capi to..l cities, are noted 

for their subsistance 2~gricul tural economy (Krishna and Shyam 

1974: 804). Consequently, they record low literacy levels. 

Host of the cities in Uttar Pradesh ha::e less than 

45 per cent liter:::.tes. V/hereas the literacy rates in the cities 

of R2.j 2.stb · ,., 2.nd Bihar are more than 48 per cent. 

A-~)·--~~'0 ::ro::.J the factors discussed above;, the~~e are other 

soci:.::.l -:;~tr;l:-!eters \·Jhich see;m to attri but0 to these variance 

in literacy. These have been discur:sed in dcta~l subseg_uently. 

III'.; Non-scheduled Caste Literacy: 

Only 41.30 per cent of non scheduled. caste population 

is literate in India VJhich includes both the rural and·urban 

population. The literacy rates are 61.12 per cent for the 

total population, 69•19 per cent and 52. 7.1 per cent for male 

and female segments respectively (Table III ·2). i-lhen all the 
-- --- -·----. 



72 

. cities are taken together; the literacy levels for the non­

scheduled caste are more than the literacy rates .,for scheduled 

castes except the cities in Kera.J4 (A:ppendix III). At an indi­

vidual state level the scheduled caste literacy is much less 

than the non -scheduled castes literacy in Uttar Pradesh. Whereas 

in Keraia the scheduled castes are more literates than ·the non 

scheduled c2,:.=:tes. 

The non-scheduled caste segment ,as defined in the present 

s tud.y, comprises of population \'iith a '.·.ri~e-r::::nsins socio-economic 

bac};::srolmd and may be termed as previleged c22tes vis-a-vis 

the scheduled caste component. Free from the age-old depri­

vation and social taboos, the literacy rate a.rnon_:s the non­

scheduled castes is hi~~her as already indicated. Hov..rever, the 

non-scheduled caste literacy rate ranees froo 82.90 per cont 

in Her;~ Delhi to 25.41~ :per cent ~:'!. ~ambhc.l iE Utcar Pradesh 

and is quite strikill8. 

It has been lh'_zed. thn.~. -.;he :.:ce~ree of v..rbanization has 

a direct bea:::-in,_; on the li~e.:_,;:>,::;J ( m1 ~Iono.=;ro.)h 10.341). 

Accorciin[.;ljT' it is CX_DC:Ctecl clr.t :~he million plus ;:;ities \Jil1 

exhibit the highest literacy rates at all levels which indeed 

is the case (Table !I. 2). At the other end o.f the sca.JA, urban 

settlements · .. ·ith 100,000 to 199,999 population have a lovrest 

literacy rates i.e 60.56 per cent amon~ the cities. With the 

exception of cities 'Ji-'ch populat iOlJD. bet He en 3:)0 ,000 to 4'39, 999 
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~able :IIl.-2 
'?'··~:- ' . . ' / -: 

:i~t1ilfon1s~1t~d.~ ·-~~st"1! L1 t.·er~cy -· ·.··~ 
·k:"·w 'City Size,,-1981 .··• .·. ·. . 

"'.: . . . 

settietnent .. type . . •·· ... ·. ' 

* All India . ;_--, 41.30 

All Class I cities 226 61.12 

Cities·with·more 
than 10,000,000 11 63.92 
popnln.t ion 

Cities· ;-:ith· 
500;000-999,999 24 61.07 
populat~on 

Cities· with· 
20o6;ooo-499,999 67 62.15 
population 

Cities· <:1ith· · · · 
100,000-199,999 124 60.56 
population 

. ,.;. . . . ~~ 

·male/11~~--<]~einiu.e. -· 
. ~~~i)·(p~-1;!~r~;~t) 

52.34 29.43 

69.19 52.71 

73.84 59-12 

68.62 54· Z7 

69.36 53-87 

68.78 51-25 

• It includes both ruraJ. and urban areas·. 

the cities exhibit progressively loHer rates for literacy 

v!ith decrease in size'• 

Ai3 ·has been discussed earlier in the context of general 

male and female literacy, in case of non-scheduled caste 11~ 

er~cy also, the southern states have relative]y hizher rates· 

of literacy at all the levels as compared to northern cities. 

As such, the noh-acheduled caste li·teracy pattern conforms to 

the general pattern of literacy. Similar)Jr, t·he cities- in 

the 'desteJ.,n coast have relatiy~:cy-~ .. ,:.higqe;r .lite~01:. _aga.tJ:t. ,in.,; . . . . - . . .. ' . .. ~ .. ~ ~ -



--'in a9cordanoe ·with the. pattern identified earlier (Fig III) 

As compared to other Oities, all the cities of Kerala 
. 

bave relative:cy higher literacy rates :for non-scheduled castes 

:follo"red by Tamilnadu, Tripura, West· Bengal Maharastra and 

Union territories., !'·!ost of the cities in !iorthern Bihar, 

Haryana, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, a fev1 cities in .Andhra 

Pradesh, Kamataka and Tamil Uadu record relatively lovrer 
4 

levels of literacy for the same group (I:'ig III.3) • 

II I. 3. 1 lion- scheduled Caste 11ale Li teretcy: 

The non-scheduled caste male liter3.cy r.::;.tc varies from 

94.59 per cent in Tiruneveli in Tamilnadu to 30.85 per cent i..11 

Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh, indicating a wide range across space. 

In contrast to general literacy, the literacy levels for males 

do not exhibit any systematic relationship \vi th the size of 

the cities. Except for the million l)lus ci~ics \-Thich do have 

relatively higher literacy levels, the c i.es at all .the three 

subsequent level are almost identical in terms of levels of 

literacy (Table II. 2). 

The non-scheduled caste male li_teracy pattern coinsides 

vii th the literacy pattern for non scheduled caste population 

as a whole. This is no surpr13ing at they form the major share 

of this ~roup. Thus the cities in Gujurat, Kerala, Hahar::.::-;tra, 

4· The terminoloGY of low medium and high is based on the 
division adopted in the respective maps. 
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a high non-sche-dUled caste male literacy rate·.::, ·The cities 
~ ~ . ·. . . . . -::· . ~ ·. : . - . ' . . 

·which have very ,high ift~racy rate i.e above · 79· per cent are 
.. ·. -. ·, . ·. . :·: f --~ .:-..-;:::<· . . . .. - ·. .• ' ,; ' ; 

Alleppy, :sa:r.!uch, caiicut;cohchin, Dhanbad, Donibiv.il,_ Durgapur,· 
Xa.J.yan, ,Malegaon, Naba Nagarcoil, New Delhi, Quillion, Thanja­

vur, Tirrurelvell anci Trivandrum (Fie; III 4). Hence the 

resional pattern is not as distinct as the regional pattern 

"'hich has immerged in case of male literacy. 5 

III. 3. 2 Non-Scheduled Caste Female Literacy: 

Only 58.91 per cent of non-scheduled caste females a.....-.e 

literates in the cities of India. The literacy level varies 

from 77.31 per cent in Cohchin in Kerala to 19.28 per cent in 

Sa..-·nbhal in Uttar Pradesh. The size-wise analysis shows that 

the million plus cities are in a bett8r position as far as 

non scheduled caste female literacy is concerned with 63.26 

per cent as compared to other categories (Table 3.2). The 

pattern of non-scheduled caste female literacy exhibits a more 

cistinct regional variation than the DQle literdcy pattern 

(Fi.:; III 5). Thus, all the cities loc;.:..ted in the coastal 

are:1s except the cities in Andhra Pradesh and some cities of 

Orissa have high to very high literacy rates. Out of the 

cities located in interior regions, the cities in Punjab and 

north eastern areas h.:1ve relatively higher literacy rates as 

compared to other areas. The cities which are situated in the 

1. ·see, Chapter II. 

2. 
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~- ' . ' ' -- : .. - . '.· ~- ':':it:1~~-s:~-_.: .. ,. -· .: . . 
~:~are~s ... _a_dj acent_ ~- :Andhra Pradesh .and ,Mi:ih.arast~a .. have· .c~ompara-
. ' ·..... . 

t:i.ve_ly ·lo~,er female-literacy levels than other.-~~-~ior·~.cities 
>, ';·~· ·- - ;·:··'"' . • • ,- • 

'-of 'Maharastra. This 'st~cfii'ic patter~· may be; 6oliseqJ~rit l.tp6n 

:neairie·aa· ·-t6 'the depre"s·at6n '·in· the surface 'of literac;-~-1.~:t1le 
former princely state of Hyderabad casting its shadow over the 

· surroundings (Sopher 1980 : '138). 

In Gujarat none of the cities have less than 52 per 

cent of non scheduled caste female litera~J~ According to 

Gosal ( 1985: 276) a large proportion of populati.m v-Thich cons-

titute the Jains and Harwaris, the traditional trading class 

is necessarily accompanied by oore literates than others. 

This observation may be extended to Gujnrat. 

III.4 Scheduled Caste Litera~ 

In the traditional caste hirarchy of India, the scheduled 

castes have been characterised by a lo·d, infact lo .... rest, social 

and ritual status as well a-: low economic conditions (MaJlik 

1979: 3). The basic fact in the social geography of scheduled 

castes is their e:q)loi ted. :md back~·J2..:'i.: condition. I'hey have 

been subj~cted to social injustice and exploitation and all 

through the ages these c2.stes had no ~cess to education 

(Mallik 1979.3). In past, in some regions, the higher caste 

did not allow their children to sit in the same class with the 

scheduled caste children. Such social rigidi~ is not expected 
. t• urban areas, especially in cities. However, as ttrgued by 

1'-iukharjee, the caste _organization qualitatively seems to remain 
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the same in cities~ tovms and villages wi-th variation in 

degrees to suit the exigency of the nature of the settlement 

but not to do awey with the caste structure of the socie"W, 

either in urban areas or in rural areas (I-tukharjee 1962:3)-

Despite various subsidies and facilities given to 

scheduled castes, the ~itial deprivation has been such 

that, the literacy levels among the scheduled castes is 

substantially lower than the non-scheduled castes population. 

It m~ be due to the prevailing social reality er~licit in 

the economic domain (:t-1.Raza, A.. Ahmed and S. Nuna 1986, F.IO) 

This feature is replicated in c_i ties as \1ell as in other 

urban areas. Th .:2, in class I cities on:Ly 38• 55 per cent 

of scheduled castes are literates. The male share is 48.81 

per cent, whereas fe::1ale constitute only 26.57 per cent. The 

existing rcngc of va::-iation is quite '.-Jide with 74-74 per cent 

in .Alleppy _in Ke!'ala to 13. ff) per cent in Sambh81 in Uttar 

Pr::;.desh. As in other situations, Kerda has the ~· ~ ;hest 

literac::,r level i.e 66.92 per cent fol:o.,·;eci by lb.ni~Jur v:ith 

6,3.24 ~}er cent, :f:::w'Jiln:::.du ';lith 55.8) pe::..' cent, .:.nJ. :}ujurat 

,,.Jith 52-46 per cent. The schedul,:;d. caste literacy i.s low 

in the cities of Bihar, Harayana, Jammu and Kashmir, Megh­

alaya, Orissa, Raja::::;than and Uttar Pradesh, below the 

national level aver~ge i.e 38.53 per cent. The cities of 

Punjab have th.:· scheduled caste literacy v.rhich is within 

lo·'l to medium category. It may be recalled that Punjab 

exhibits high literacy levels for non-scheduled caste females. 
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. ~~h~ spatial pa-ttern of scheduled caste literacy 

record high literacy level ~.e more than 45.50 per cent in 

the -coastal cities \'lith the excepti-on of cities in Orissa · 

(Fig. III· 6). Here, a distinct north-South pattern emerges. 

Whereby the .cities of northern India have comparatively 

lovmr liter:.1.cy levels i.e below 25.50 per cent as compar­

ed to the cities situated in the interior areas of Anill1ra 

Pradesh, XarnataJc, Haharastra and Trunilnadu, Jannnu and 

Kashmir, Hadhya Pradesh and Rajasthan, have cities \tTith 

high scheduled .Caste liter::-~.cy i.e., more than 45.50 per cent. 

Exce·:)t the: capital cities and those located in 

North Eastern St::..tes, 2.ll oth-:.;r northerly located cities 

have a mediUJ"Jl_to very lo·u literacy rates i.e 35.50 per 

cent to less th:m 25.50 per cent. Li1ce the non-scheduled 

caste literacy, in this case also the western coast cities 

have high literacy than the Eastern Coast cities 'v'lhich may 

be due to the influence of Christi3ll missionaries. In 

case of the citi-.::s of Jamr.m ::> ... 11d K~~shnir, Shrinc(~:::~r has a 

-,· e:ry 

liter~cy of 33.39 per cent. In the densely populated Preas 

in the north in Uttar Pradesh and Bih:1r, the scheduled 

caste liter3.cy is lo\·J as coml1areJ to otller areas. It may 

be due to the p.:-esence of f eud.::-,.1 land lords, who are stronz-

ly entrenched economically and socially and the scheduled 

castes are landless 311d b3.ckv:: . .:~d (Go sal 1985 :282). The 

cities of Orissa and Raj ,:;.s th:::.n h:wc: relatively much lower 
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literacy for the scheduled castes than the literacy levels 
. 7 

for non-scheduled castes. 

III 4. 1 Scheduled Caste Male Literacy: 

In -the class I cities in India 49.94 per cent scheduled 

caste males are liter~tes. This literacy r ate varies from 

76.76 per cent in Alleppy to 20.21 per cent in Sambhal. 

In each and every city the non schedul ed caste male literacy 

is more than the scheduled caste literacy except Srinagar 

(Appendix III). The scheduled caste male literacy corres­

pon~s with the spatial Dattcrn of tot~ scheduled caste 

literacy (~ig .~. None of the cities in Bihar, Hary~a, 

Punjab and Uttar Pradesh show more than 56 per cent of 

scheduled caste male literacy. In most of the cities in 

Uttar Pradesh, the scheduled caste male literacy r ate is 

lef..s than 35 pe r cent. (.Appendix III). If -vre co!i1pare the 

schedu:!..ed caste males in the South and No rth we can say that 

the scheduled castes i~ ~rthern cities emerge as more de-

press ed g.:-o Dp in terr'!::.; o: li ter:1cy levels in both the regions. 

III 4 .2 Scheduled C2.::;te .:.:•e: .o.le L.teracy: 

Amon0 the schedule d castes, the females are further 

deprived in terms of literacy than their male counterparts 

(Appendix III). \vhich is reflected through a still lower 

7. 1his aspect has been considered in detail afterwards 
in ·this chapter. 
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literacy rate which is 28.80 per cent than male i.e 49.94 

per cent. However, there are cities with vexy high scheduled 

caste female literacy rate i.e 69.65 per cent in Alleppy. 

The lowest literacy rate among the cities is 10.93 per cent 

which is Sambhal. The spatial pattern in scheduled caste 

female literacy shows a more· clearer regional patte~n than 

the scheduled caste total or male literacy (Fig III 8). Except 

the cities of Punjab \~est Bengal and isolated case s of .!.ga.l.'­

t a la, Ajmer, Imphal, Jabalpur and Srinagar, none of the 

cities in the northern states record more than 27 per cent 

literacy for schGdulccl caste females. Again, Kerala sho\·ts 

a highest female literacy. The cities of Punjab and Orissa 

have low to moderate literacy rates. The cities situated 

in the South but in the intirior areas of Anddrapradesh, 

Karnat :..ka, Hah8.rast r a :'lnd Tamilnadu exibit a comparatively 

lo,:rer sche C. uled caste female literacy than the co as tal 

cities. 

The scheduled c as te literacy r ate also v-:::tries with 

the sise o.: the ci.tics . It hc.s b~ cn ur:;e cl ch c'!. t the uegree 

of urbanizati on and the size of the city is one of the con-

tributing f actor of literacy (Davis. K. 1951 p. 314). Accor­

dingly, the scheduled caste li terncy leve l va ries with the 

s ize of the cities (Table III.;). The metropolital cities 

comparatively hl[;her- literacy' rates tElan the other size 

class of cities . It nay be recalled tha t for the non­

scheduled c Qste male literacy the~e exist no systematic 

decrease in literacy vli th higher to lower order size 
- - ~.. ..... 
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Table J:II. 3 

Scheduled Caste Total Hale and Female 
Literacy b.Y City Size, 1981 

Settlement type No of Total literacy Male lit 
cities (per cent) -eracy 

·(percent) 

All India* 17.65 

All class I 226 38.53 48.80 
cities 

Cities more th3l1 
10 ,000., 000 popu- 11 43.89 52.30 
lation 

Citic=s of :)o,ooo-
999,999 24 40.33 50.57 

Cities·of 200,000 -
499,999 67 38. 19 48.95 

Cities· of 100,000-
199,999 124 37.90 48.89 

~--""'· 

* It includes both the rur3.1 3.Ud urban 3.r _;;:.s. 

Female 
Literacy 
(percent) 

26.57 

32.31 

28.69 

25.79 

25.91 
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.·. as a Whole rmd at va.I'lous -levels show ·J.iteracy levels which 

--'' are.concomitant v;ith the size of class I cities (Fig.IIL3). 

III.5 Disparity in Literacy: 

Literacy has a ,direct bearing on econornic and social 

:progess of any society. · And it is also directly related 

to the historical legacies, administrative compabilities 

and political effects which differ from region to region. 

These socio-econor.Iic cond.i tions and historical legac-ies 

also have impact on the inequality in male and female lit-

eracy levels as v;ell a~ an enequality in scheduled caste 

and non scheduled caste literacy. 

Althoush the male literacy is higher than the female 

literacy for both schedUled castes and non scheduled castes, 

the t'\·Jo neverthele:::>s exhibit a close spatial correl2.tion • 

. (r = ·608) '.?rhich i.s signific~t ~t 1 per cent lev.el. Despite 
•. 4<,,;y.:'f:~,~~·.•~w • \'f""~-~·-'C.-=:;~~Y.!~~,..,..,...LI!IIf ...... ~~~---';.,;Y."..;.!•••::;;,~·~:· • • '~"':~~·y_'-.·,'>e""'.¥,r::'-.c,.:fl:<t.:;::;-t9;"<; 

an app2.rently sinilar Sl)ati8.1 pattern of literacy for :Jal.es 

anC. femCLle,s, thi.s cor1:espondence is not of uniform de;;ree 

every\there, as the use of disp::1.ri ty inde:x brings ont. .As 

\'lould be clear from the fallowing discussion, the disparity 

between male and female levels ver.y across space. This 

variation in disparity provides a detailed social topo-

graphy· for discussion on differentiation between the sexes 

in India as suggested by Sopher (1980:130) · 

In case of the class I cities both the males ::.:.rh~ 

., ~;-.. ~'~'females lniv-~",higb.·,jiit'era~y :rates i.e 66.81 per cent and 
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49.78 pe; ceJt Stat maJ.es and females respectivezy. But still. 

there exist a differentiation between the two sexes i.e the 

sex disparity in i~teracy is 194. However among the cities 
?, 

in case of general literacy the sex disparity varies widely 

and drops from 0.503 in Burhanpur in Madhya Pradesh to a 

0.62 in Alleppy in Kerala. 

The following analysis is concerned with sex disparity 

among scheduled castes and. non-scheduled castes as vrell as 

the ciispari ty among the scheduled castes and non-scheduled 

III 5·1 Sex Disparity in Literacy Among non-scheduled castes: 

Although both the non scheduled caste male and female 

liter;;.cy is closely related (r=0.787), there exists a wide 

range of variation among the cities in their sex c.Iispari ties 

in literacy v1hich varies from 0.50 in Burhanpur to 0.012 in 

Etawah in Uttar Pradesh. The trend that · '1ei3es is in the 

direction of de creasing disparity \·!i th t:1e incre:::.r3e in lit-

eracy. The disparity inci.ex has a moderate nez:J.tive correla-

tion \';i th male literacy (Y = -=58) and stronger one with the 

female literacy (T=·57)
8

• That is to say,.as the male and 

female literacy increases, the disparity decreases, raore so, 

v1i th increase in fenale literacy. 

8. Both values are significant at 1 per cent level. 

·-... .. .:::. ~--~;·'!--' 



Table III 4 

Non-scheduled Caste Sex Disparity in Literacy 

and Their Corelation \rlitb Jviale and Female 

Literacy6tCity Size 1981 

Settlement type No. of Sex dis- Co::.."'l:'Cla 
cities IJarity in -tLm ef 

literacy sex dis 
parity & 

Correla-
tion of 
sex dis-
parity & 

' 
male lit· female l"tl ~ l racy racy 

All Class I cities 226 • 183 -0.380* -0.566* 

Cities of· more than 
10,000,000 :popula- 11 ·146 -o. 3 21 -o. 504** 
tLm 

Cities of 500,000-
999,399 24 -172 -0-441 -o. 5Zl* 

Cities of 2)0,000 
- 499,999 67 ·163 -0.339* -0.718* 

Ci tL~s of 100,000- . 
199,999 124 .194 -o. 521* -o. 67 4* 

--------------------·-------------.. S ic:;n.ii::.c::~n-7.; 3.t 1 DC::::' cent l(~vcl 

** Significant at S· pel" CC11t level 

In c~se of non-scheduled caste lite::::-ates, the sex dis-

parity in litera~J shows a general decrease with the increase in 

the size of the city (Table III.4) •. The million plus cities 

have se:z: (is parity I·Jhich is • 146 whereas in the cities \'lith 

100,000-199,999 population the disparity is '-194· It may be 
. 

:1rgued as has been d.one by Sopher that the progressive increase 
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:;:::: ·'' ~;)4teracy and:reduction',~f sex disparity (Sopher 1980: 154).In 

·case of million plus cities, the correlation between the sex 

.disparity and the male literacy .is quite in significant though 

negative.: ·However1.1n case of :female :.iiteraey,. the ~elatic[n 
is significant at 5 per cent level (0~504)• It shows that 

although the increase in· male literacy does not affect the 

sex disparity in metropolitan cities the female literacy does 

have a bearing upon reduction in sex disparities. Since at 

every other level, both the male and female literz.cies re-

duce sex disparities, it Day be contended that million plus 

cities have already attained the maximum literacy levels in 

terms of male literacy. As such, it is the female component 

which becomes instrument in the reduction of sex dispari-ties, a 

contention which requires deeper probe. It may be noted, how­

ever, that both male and female literacy rates a.re negatively 

correlated '-'lith sex disparities. That is to say, with rise 

in liter~cy the disparity becomes increasingly negative. 

The T:.p of non- scheduled caste sex disparity in li tera~J 

does not sho\v arry regional pattern (Fig III.9). Ho'.vever, the 

cities \'lith low sex disparity i.e less than 0.196 are the ones 

which are located in Andbra Pradesh, Gujurat, Karnatak~. Kerala, 

I1aharastra, Orissa, Tamilnadu and West Bengal, with the excep­

tion of the cities of Tirunelveli, Valparai and A.vadhi of 

Taniilnadu and Titagarh in West Bengal. Among the cities v;hicb 

are situated in the int~rior areas the cities in Punjab have 

very lov,r sex disparities follo\·Jed by cities. In Northern 

easte.tn states ~d H~ana (Fig III.9). .The cities in Hacilzy'a 
~~:_·.:·~ . .:.0--:a.· .. ~~.~:_ . ./;:; .. ,:.~~---- ;"'"·--· ;, .... -~.,:_ .... _-~ .. r'""~~~~-·~ .·-:.:~i::,_ • ..,;>.~~ ... ~-~ .. -~·~-...;,· .. 
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high ~ex ':ciispar!ty;:in .~iteracy are found in the cities in 

,J3ihar, Rajasthan 'some cities of Uttar Pradesh interior 
- ~ : .. -

::areas· of Andhra Pradesh,· ·Xa.rnataka and Maharastra when .:QOmpa.red 

with the maps of non-scheduled caste literacy, it appears 

that the areas of high literacy are associated with ,the 

areas o::: : .lq"-1 dispari:tY and vice-versa. Similarly, the cities 

of Andhra Pradesh, H~ana and some cities in Uttar Pradesh, 

the low or moderate literacy rates correspond with the moderate 

or lovr se~ disparities in literacy. 

The cities in ~rest coast especially the cities in 

Kerala exhibit very low sex disparity i.e., less than 0.090 

which may be due to the presence of Christian missionaries 

as well as an age old literary in addition there. 

III. 5.2 Sex disuarity in literacy among scheduled Castes. . . 

In the cities the ::;chcduled caste sex s dispari-ties 

in literacy is 0 .366. T_'lou3h the male and female literacy 

is positively rel::.ted ("'.7 0 .671), the sex <lispari ty index 

shows a wide r::.nge of v:::.ri2.tion v.rh ich varies from 0 .o 14 in 

Anant:pur in .Andhral?r;J.d.esh to 0.978 in Bhih1.:.1.ra in Raj as than. 

Though it is the increase in i'emale literacy which has a 

more impact on reduction in disparities between the sexes as 

it clear fT;om the negative correlation between disparity 

and literacy. The'r'values, as \'/Ould be expect. are more for 

femaJ.es than for males; -o.soo and -0.546 respectively. 

The sex disparity levels and the correlation values 
~ . · .. ~ '_ .. 
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... differ with the size of the cities. As the size of the cities 

increase the sex disparity in literacy decreases. With the 

exception of cities with 500,000- 999,999 population (Table 

III.5) 
Table III.5 

Scheduled caste Sex Disparity in Literacy 
by City Size. 1981 

Settlement Size 

All the Class I 
cities 

Cities. of more than 
10,000,000 popula-
tion 

Cities of soo,ooo-
999,999 

Cities of 2JO ,ooo-
499,999 

Cities of 1CJ0, OJ::)-
100 000 

_,.,.;,..)_,..._..1 

No of Sex dis 
cities -parity 

in liter 
-<:..cy 

226 .366 

11 • 262 

24 .369 

67 .366 

1 ')I! t_s..t • 376 

Correla­
tion of 
sex dis­
p:lri ty & 
male 1i t 
racy 

- ·546* 

-0.007 

-.098 

-0.203** 
... 

-o .464* 

* - Significant at 1 per cent level 

** - Significant at 5 per cent level 

-** - Significant at 10 per cent level 

Correlation of 
sex disparity 
and female 
ll teracy 

-.800* 

-.391*** 
... 

-.373** ... 
-.529* 

-.795* 
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A large gap that exists in the cities in sex disparities 

as discussed earlier sh·1ws a regional variation in sex .. 

disparity. The distribution of sex di~arity exhibits a clear 
_rq . .... . . ·. 

north and south differentiation ·(Fig.· III.10). Tbus, the cities 

• which bave more than o.45o values for sex disparity are 

situated in Bihar, Haryana, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya 'Pradesh, 

Orissa, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. Among these cities 

especially the cities of North!rn Bihar, Haryana, Rajasthan and 

snne cities in Uttar Pradesh have the sex disparities more than 

0.550. The cities in the· southern states i.e. Andhra Pradesh, 

Gu,1arat, Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra and T~l Nadu exhibit 

a low to medium values for sex disparity, i.e , less than 0.450 

except the cities of Adoni in Andhra fradesh, Aurangabad in 

Maharashtra, Bhabnagar in Gujarat, Gulbarga in Karnataka, Jalna 

in Maharashtra, Jamnagar in Gujarat, Nizamabad in Andhra Pradesh, 

Raichur in Karnataka and Rajpalanam in Tamil Nadu where the 

values are m:>re than o_-450. Among the cities situ8ted in the 

--4:ftt~i ;)'!" areas, tb:! cit~-s 1 n Pun:nm an"t!~~--m: er~ate s 

show a low to very low sex disparities in literacy. The coastal 

cities record a lower sex disparity than other interior areas 

except the coastal cities in Orissa. Especially the cities in 

western coast have a very low sex disparity (Fig.III:10}. 

Disparita amhng Scheduled Caste and N:u~ 
Scbeduie caste Literacy 

The non-Scheduled Castes a-oe the more previliged group than 

the Scheduled Castes, b."Jth socially and econ-lmically. Accordingly, 
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the~r:11teracy status _yar1e-s directly· ~ith the social 

posit!·>-~ of :the castes.' The ,low literacy· rate. of -the 

SchedtJl,ct~ea·stes r~~~cts tbeir-wa;~-~i i'i;tai\in'·the 
society. 

-· . '~ ·~· . . .. . . ·. . . .· 

Only 21.-~ per ~~eut of Scheduled Caste literates 

are there in India. b'Jth in rural and urban areas." The 

non-Scheduled Caste literacy is 41.30 per cent which is almost 

the double of the previous figure. In class I cities the 

literacy rates :for Scheduled 01 ste am non-Scheduled Castes 

are 38.53 per cent am 61.'12 per cent respectively. This 

shows a di.sparity of 0 •. 292 between them. 

Table III;6_ _ Scheduled Caste am H:>n-Scheduled Caste 
Disparity 1p tlteracv In Their Male and 
Female segments bi city size - 1981 

Settlement Size sc & lGC' sc·~&- NSC SC & N3C 
Disparity· Male Female 
in liter- Disparity Disparity 
acy in liter- in liter-

acy acy 

All the cities .'292 .234 .420 

Cities of taore . 
than 1 o.ooo.ooo 

.'270 .'345 Population .228 

Cities o:f 500,000 
.'245 .~435 - 999,999 .~5 

Cities of 200,000 
- 499,999 .·290 .'221 •

1
422 

Cities of 100,000 .. 
:241 :424 - 199,999 ;295 

SC - Scheduled Castes 
l'EC• tbn-Scheduled 01 ste s 

Correla-
tion 
Between 
SC & NSC 
literates 

··~-"'" 

.;473 

.755 

.. 409 

.·407 

:561 



In case of the imividual cities the Scheduled Castes 

and the lion-Scheduled Castes disparity in literacy varies 

f~m o.ieso in Balurghat in West Beng.al tn West Bengal to 

0~·136 in Rampur in Uttar Pradesh. With the increase in city 

population the disparity decreases but the cities with 
. ~ - : 

500,00~-499,9q9 population have comparatively higher disparity 

than the next lower size (Table III. 6). This gap between the 

Scheduled Caste and N:>n-Scheduled Caste is a carry over 

feature than the age old depriv!ation of Scheduled Castes who 

were tradit1on8lly backward • Even in urban context those 

who migrate to the cities are essentially uneducated manual 

lab'1ur. Though the urban literacy levels for Scheduled Castes 

are always higher than the rural rates, they remain far behind 

the Non-Scheduled Caste populati·::>n. 

·The disparity between Scheduled Caste and Non-Scheduled 

Castes in literacy shows a further differentiation within 

their male ani female segments and the disparity in the female 

·literacy for both the c:1ste is more than the corresponding 

dispar~ty for their male counterparts (Appendix IV). When all 

the cities are taken tagether , sex disparity values are 0.420 

and 0. 473 for males and females respect! vely (Table III: 6). 

This ~ows that th'1ugh the Scheduled Caste males are more 

dipressed tmn the Non-Scheduled Caste males, the Scheduled 

Caste females are further depressed than the tbn-Scheduled 

Castes. 



i) ;.,i 
~J;:., 

For both males am the females the disparity decreases 

with the increase in the Size o! the cities. Accordingly, 

the cities. with mlllion plus popul.ation.bave a low disparity 

rate than the :"Jtber size of cities (Table ni: 6). 
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CHAPTER IV 

CORRElATES AND DETERMINANTS OF LITERACY IN 
CLASS I CITIES, 1981 

So far a detailed •tudy of the SJ)atial pattern of 

li te~acy levels has bee-n done. -Although an attempt hae been 

made at appr.o~riate p~eces,to e~lain the variation, it hae 

been essentially in passing. In these chapters, a number of 

hypothesised socio-economic correlates of literacy have been 

identified consequent upon re~earche~ done by other~. However, 

this chapter attempts to explain the observed spatial 

variations by taking some of the variables in details. 

It has been argued, as indicated earlier, that the 

presence of Scheduled Castes in the population tends to depress 

the literacy level because they have traditionally been a 

segment with very low literacy. levels. In order to explore 

further the bearing of Scheduled Caste presence on literacy 

levels, the Scheduled Ca~tes are taken as an expl~_natory 

variable in this study. FUrther,. it has been an ·c:d that, 

certain religious groups i.e. the Muslims tend to depress the 

levels of literacy. On the other hand, the presence of 

Christians have a po~itive impact on the level of literacy. 

These and oth-er socio-economic variables are considered 

here. The selection of these variables i!i constrained by. the 

availability of. data.· :.Some of the required data are not 
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available for the disaggregated subsets of the population 
1 

that are of 1nte rest Jle~. 

IV.2 castes am Literacy. 

Irrespective of the junctions, loc·ation aDd the size 

of the 'cities under consideration, the proportion of Scheduled 

Caste population bas an effect on the literacy pattern. Thus, 

a high percentage of Scheduled castes is argued to have a 

depressing effect on city literacy (Krishan and Shyam 1974 : 

804 ). In the light of ~veral such content ions, at the risk 

of repeti~ion, the relationship between Scheduled Caste and 

literacy level in the e1t!es under study is discussed further. 

As already indicated, as per 1981 census about 35 per 

cent of Scheduled Castes live in cities. Among them 38.53 

per cent are literates whereas the non-Scheduled Caste literacy 

rate is 61.12 per cent. The disparity between the Scheduled 

Caste and the non-Scheduled Castes emerge as a consequence 

oi ~he historical separati~n of the work from the knowledge 

and from power (Raza and Aggarwal 1984 : 6). This reflects 
! 

1! Although tb! number of migrates per capita income, 
number of workers in individual sectors are important 
factors which affect the literacy pattern of the 
city, due to the non-availability of data for 1981 
for ~hese indicators, a limited socio-econbmic 
indicators have been selected in this study. 
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on the literacy pattern of the region under-study. In cities 

also the Scheduled Caste literacy i~ quite low, which results 

in an increase in the literacy disparity among the Scheduled 
--

Castes and the non-Scheduled castes (0.292). The di25parity, 
2 

ho~ver, varies greatly from region to region. Although 

scheduled c a!!lte literacy is every\~ere lower than the non­

scheduled C~te literacy, there exist a poeiti\@ relationship 

between the SchedUled Castes literates and non~cheduled Caste 

literates (r s .473). However, the relatio-nship ie stronger 

in case of males than the females in these groups. The 'r' value 

are 0. 519 and o. 434 respect! vely. It reveal~ that when there 

is an increa~ in non~cheduled Caste literacye the Scheduled 

Caste li terac:.y also increases but in case of males the relation­

ship i~ positiTe than the females. In keeping with general 

findings, in the present study also there is a tendency for 

Scheduled Caste population to be negatively correlated with 

literacy rate. The coefficient of correlation is -o.153 whidl 

i e sig ni ficani; at 5 per cent level. The population of Schedulet: 

Caste females further reduces the female U. teracy, t r 1being 

-o.296 as compared to males (Table III.l) 

-----
2. This aspect has been discussed in detail~ in Chapter 

III. 



Table IV.l 

Selected Variables 

Scheduled Caste 
Population 

Population of Scheduled 
Caate Male 

Population of Scheduled 
Ca ate Female-

Proportion of Non­
f. cheduled Caste 

Proportion of Non­
Scheduled Caste Male 

Proportion of lfon­
-Scheduled Caste Female 
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. ---:-• 

Literacy 
·-----------~~~---------

Total 

•• -o.1S3 -o.139 

** -o.l49 -o.113 

·----·:.o .186 -o .-125 

• +0.581 

• +0.562 

* +0.519 

• 
+0."702 

• +0.512 

-------------------------------------
* ... 
••• 

Significant at lY. level. 
Significant at 5~level • 
Significant at 1 level. 

0 

In ca~e of the males the rel ati0n&lip is Eregati ve though 

in•ignificant. However, the Scheduled Caste populotion has a 

positive rela_tion with the sex disparity in literacy. '!his 

shows that with the increase in Scheduled Caste p0pul ation not 

only the literacy rates decreases but also there is an increase 

in the sex disparity in literacy which is aore significant in 

case of Scheduled Caste females than the males, the' r 
1
Value is 

0.216 and 0.089 respectively. 
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The correlation between Scheduled Caste population 

and sex disparity in literacy, is quite insignificant in case 

of million plus cities, whereas in ·case of the cl ties with 

100,000-19999 population reverse is the case. The correlation 

values are 0.127 and 0.286 respectively for both the sizes 

o·f cities, significant at 5 per cent and 1 per cent level 

respectively. 

IV. 3 Religious Group5 and LillE~ 

The presence of certain religiou!! groups ten~ to 

depress the literacy level e.g. the Muslims as indicated 

earlier. On the other aand, Christians and Jains are 

progressive communities which have recognised the benefits of 

education much early in the Indian society and they seem to 

have positive bearing upon literacy levels. In the class I 

cities the percentages of Mu!!lims, Olristian:s and Jains are 

16 per cent, 3 per cent and 1 per cent respectively (T ;;1', .. ~ 

IV. 2). Though these religious groups are unevently spread 

over different citie~., the impact of the religion on literacy 

rates will vary according to their propertion 0n the 

population. For example, there are cl ties ·like Agartal a 

which has only 1. 75 per cent of Mu!!lim population whereas in 

Srinagar it is 89.12 per cent. 

In case of Jains only 10 cities have more than 5 per 

cent of population. 

The proportion of Christian population is highest in 

Cochin with 69.18 per cent and lowest at Ambala with 0.32. 
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There are some cities which do not have the Christian popula­

tion at all. To awid this abnonnality in. the distribution 

only those cities which have more than 10 per cent of Muslims 

and Christians population have been o:>nsidered for the 
. 3 

calculation of oorrela~on. , 
...... 

IV .3.·t • Muslims in Cities s 

Muslims in India ~nsti tute the largest single 

mirnri ty community and is the second largest religious group 

next to Hindus. The population of M~slim is higher in the 

urban areas than the rural areas (Kamath 1971. s 296) and the 

cities constitute 16.49 per cent of Muslim populati~n in 

India. The cities where the Muslim population is very high 

i • .:. !tlOr'e than 60 per cent are Srinagar (89.12 per cent)~ 

Rampur (72.26 per cent}, Sambhal (71.41 per cent), Ambala 

(69.96 per cent), Malegaon (67.38 per cent) <!nd Garden Readl 

(64. 77 per cent). 'lbese cities are also the ones ,.·':i.ch have 

low literacy rates and low growth rates for all the three 

Census decades i.e. 1961, 1971 and 1981.
4 

Gopa1 Krishan and Madhav Shyam ~ave noted a close 

inverse relationship between the prt>portion of M-sslim 

3. The Jains are taken into consideration because only 
10 cities have the proportion of JainS more than 
5 per cent. 

4. '!his aspect has been discussed earlier in the second 
Chapter. 

--~---... ~- -~-.- ·":... .... ··~'t?.;"' ........ ·--:-



-- .. - -·--·- -·--·-
Table IV.2 s Percentages of .Muslims, Christian~ and Jains in Cities to Tota~~opula~ -

.. ------

--- --·- - .......... oW•-· o 

Settlement 2y.pe Muslims <:lu!,Lti an s Jain a --
Total Male Fenale Total Male Female Total Male ·Female 

-- --
In all the cities 16.49 16.26 16.71 2.79 2.67 2.82 1.07 . 1.oa 1.07 

10,000,000+ cities 13.52 14.62 14.01 3. 34 2.46 2.66 1.54 1.50 1.59 

500,00-999,999 18.17 17.87 18.56 3.10 3.05 3.15 1.15 1.14 1.18 

200,000-499,999 16.70 16.61 16.81 1.90 1.84 1.97 1.20 1.19 1.21 ..... 
0 

" ~ 
1oo,ooo-199, 999 16.29 15.93 16.51 3.13 3.02 3.2 2 . 0.96 0.97 0.94 

..._ __ ---- ·---·· . ····--- --- -~--

-- -- -----.-....... 
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' . . 

population in the: citY ·and the· level of literacy_ in the 

.total pOpulation of 29 ci tie a (Krishan and Shy am 1971 ... fa. 796). 
. . - -

·Arid here I want to extend this obse~ation by -considering 
/ 

the correlation of Muslim pop~lation with male female literacy 

and sex disparity in literacy. 

Table IV.3 Correlation Coefficient -Be~ween Total 
Literagy and Selected Religions 

Indicatora 

Total 

Proportion of Muslim * Total Population -.518 

Proportion of Muslim • Male Population -.419 

Proportion of Muslim 
* Female Population -.531 

Proportion of Christian 
* Population .567 

Proportion of Christian ** Male Population .402 

Proportion of Christian .. 
Female Population .586 

Litera<;:Y 

Male 

* -.296 

-. 364 * 

-.283 

• 
.505 

.217 

.431 ** 

------------------

Female Sex Diepa­
rity in 
liter-acy---

• .1a2** -.637 

• ** -.439 .12 3 

* • -.649 .382 

• • 
.589 -.316 

• 346 -.124 

• • * .659 -.537 

-----------------------------------------------------------
* Significant at 1 per cent level. 
** Significant at 5 per cent level. 
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Among the factors which have neqati~ bearing on 

literacy rates and-increases the sex dieparity in literacy, 

the presence of Muslim population acts, as a s~gnificant 

Yariable. Out of 226 cities, 131 cities have more than 10 

per cen1: of Muslim population (Appendix V). In these cities 

the presence of Muslims·have a negative and significant 

relationship with 11 te racy level. The coefficient of 

correlation is ~.518. This relationship is stronger in 

case of Muslim females and female lite racy i.e. r • -o .6 49 

than the correlation between Muslim males and male literacy i.e. 

-. 364, though both the values are significant at 1 per cent 

level. On the ~ole the muslims in the cities are also 

educationally backward. It may be due to the fact that, 

l3rger eection of the Muslims are Ct>nstrained by a 

relatively more conservatives and traditional ethos. In 

addition, the Muslim community tends to have less educational 

opportunities as compared to the non-Muslims due to their 

low economic and social status in the society. 

'lbe re are many, W1o are of the opinion that this si tua-

tion has risen because most of the educationally and 

politically advanced sections of Muslim community have 

migrated to Pakistan at the time of partition. '!hose left 

behind, in most of the cases, belong to the lower s.nq of 

the community with mere conservative outlook (S'lanna 1975_, p.12). 

'!be a'bove analysis shows that the high proportion of 

Mu 8 lim population in the cities does act as one of the 
,. 



determining factors of literacy. However, if we analyse the 

cities individually, there are some 'Cities in Guj arat and 

Keral a which have more than 10 per cent of Muslim population. 

But the literacy rate8 are quite high (Appendix II & III). 

In general, the cities in the northern region have high 

concentration of Muslim population and the literacy l~vels are 

also comparatively lower. Admittedly, there are other factors 

e.g. presence of Christian missionaries, cities with 

sophisticated industrial base, and proportion of work.e rs 

engaged in service etc. contributing to pattern of literacy 

levels. 

Identically, the Cities which have high Muslim percentage 

but high literacy are Bhopal, Hyderabad, Lucknow, Meerut. 

Out of these, the first three were the capital cities of 

erstwhile Muslim states and were the focus of cultural and 

liter6ty activities. One may,venttire-to a~e that a major 

proportions of the i·,uslim in these cities belong to families 

whidl are socially aware of importance of literacy. However, 

in the absence of any data t'lis has to remain a conjecture 

only. 

IV~3.2 ~stians in Cities 

The early start of the Christian missionaries in India 

were in the port cities· during the British period which may be 

the cause of high literacy rate in south,specially in the 

cities of Kerala, Tamil Nadu, west Bengal and Maharashtra. 
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In the class I cities the proportion of Christian pc)pulation 
-

is 2.79 per cent. The percentage of Christians in the cities 

of eouthern region and west Bengal is more. But in the 

northern cities the presence of Christians is not much and in 

some. cities it is almost nil .• 

After establishing their base at port cities, the 

Christian missionaries spread towards the other areas of 

India. The Scheduled Caste and Scheciuled Tribe people 

adopted Christian! ty eooner than the other castes which helped 

to increase the 11 te racy rate and in the .t"'@duCtion of the 

sex disparit"f of Scheduled Castes in literacy in the cities 

of north-eastern region, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and Mahrashtra. 

Though the Christians are in small minority among a 

large Muslim or Hindu population, the areas of Olri stian 

dominance have exceptionally high literacy rates especially 

female literacy rate relative to the prevailing literacy in 

rest of the areas. Out of 226 class I cities under study only 

17 cities have more than 10 per cent Chrietian popula~ion. Out 

of these, Cochin (39.16 per cent) 6 Shillong (36.99 per cent)., 

Alleppy (26.96 per cent), GPillion {26.28 per cent), Tuticorin 

. (25. 36 per cent) 1 Nagarooil (24.28 per cent), Pondichery 

(16.37 per cent) and Dindigul (15.09 per cent) have more than 

15 per cent Christians. Except Calcutta and the cities of 

north-eastern etates, other northern cities have less than 6 

per cent of Christian population. 
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As expected, there exists a positive correlation between 

the proportion of Christians in total population and total 

literacy level, • r' being .567. This· relationship is stronger 

for females as ~mpared to males. The respective' r' values are 

o,.589 ,and 0.565 {Table IV. 3). These values are signi_ficant 

at 1 per cent level. 

The proportion of Chrif;tians in the population tends to 

have a negative relationship with sex disparity in literacy. 

Though this relationship is not significant. That is to say , 

with increaee in the proportion of Olristians in the 

population, the d.izaprity becomes increasingly negative. The 

way disparity i~ computed, negative values denote high 

relative literacy for females than for males. This observa­

tion gets further substantia ted by the correlation of 

coefficient bet-y,een the proporti0n of female Christian 

population and sex disparity which is significantly negative 

and stro~g, t..r 'being -.5 ~p' ~ It may be because the Christian 

community does not dif'cr1minate the females and they are more 

exposed to the '?ducati0nal and other facilities as compared 

to o the r CO!tiTl uni tie s. 

One of the major factors for decrease in sex disparity 

in literacy is an increase in proportion of 0\ristian 

population. 'lbi s may be due to the fact that the Chrit~:tian 

society has encouraged female literacy through 8lme of the 

social institutions and chri.stian missionarie8. 
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It is of interest to note that the cities which have 

1 more than 25 per cent of <llristian population exhibit a high 

1 growth rate in literacy during the 1961-71 decade and a low 

sex di~parity in 1961• 1971 and 1981. In these cities the 

1 
Scheduled Caste literacy also is relatively higher than other 

, areas. 

From the above analysis it becanes clear that in the 

1 
cities the presence of Olristian population has a tendency to 

increase the literacy rate associated with decrease in se:x 

;disparity in literacy \\thereas in case of Muslim the rever~e is 

, the case. 

I 

·rv .l( tprkforce~d Literacy 

'!'he literacy rate depend~ on the socio.-economic conditions 

:of people. Some of the social concli tions have been de.sc..·ri \:,e.d.. 

:earlier. Corr)ing to the economic condi ti0ns, 1 t depends on the 

~participation rate and workers in different sector~. For 

,example, in the economically and socially advanced statee 

(Punjab,. Maharashtra, Kerala) the cities have a high lit,e::::·acy 

.rate as compared to the other area~. The million plu~ c1 ties 

.alro exhibit a high literacy rate. All these depend.· on the 

economic activities of people in the city. 

The occupational pattern of a cl ty il!l one of the determ.,.. 

ining factore. of literacy. The cities with high l!egment of 

kgricul tural and household industry worker~ have lo'"~ lite racy 

;:.-s te than the cities of soph,\ sti cated industrial base, 

ad mini strc:~tion and educational cities (Shyam and Kdehna 1974 1 
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p. 802). '!be world o:>ndi tion can prove it better that while 

the developed countries· have succeeded in obtaining high 

product! vi ty through attaining skilled _labouie'r in aoph(a sti­

cated industries, the third world countries are still far 

behind. 

1 
IV .4.1 . W:>rke rs in Non-Agricultural Acti "-i ty 

The non-agricultural activity includes all the industrial 

workers except the agricultural workers and the cultivator!!. 

A~ such, all the cities are included in this category. 

Out of total workers 9 4. 28 per cent workers are engaqed 

-2 
in non-agricultural activi~~. 

The correlations between non-agricultural workers and the 

literacy rates are strong and poei ti ve both for scheduled 

Castes and non-scheduled Castes,' r' being 0.216 and 0.519 respect-

ively. That the relationship is mud1 stronger for non­

Scheduled Caste is not surprising as they constitute the major 

segment of non-agricultural workers. Presumably, they are also 

in jobs requiring skilled labour. 

1. Household industz:y was also taken as separate category 
further computation of correlation ~tween household 
workers and literacy. Here the female engaged as hou~ehold 
workers were of interest~ Since household indus tries cb 
not necessarily in~ly any literacy attainment, it was 
thought that the two, i.e., literacy and household indus­
tries will exhibit negati ~ correlation. However, at no 
level any significant correle>tion emerges. Therefore, 
this indl stri al category has been dropped in the final 
analysis. 

Under this broad category all the skilled and unskilled 
workers are included. This is because of the non­

~~·_,,,._ . .,.....,.,...~~l_al;>_ili_ty __ o.f .data separately __ _fo~e,ac,Q'""-~-QQU.at.d..a~.,_,a._ .... ?.-

category. 

2. 
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Table IV .4 ' Correlation Between Non-Agricultural 
w:,rke rs and il te ra'"I -

Variables Literacy 

Total Male Female Dispari-ty 

--------------------------------------------------·---------------------
Population of non-Agricul­

tural Workers 

Population of non-Agricul­
tural Male v.JOrker~ 

Population of non-Agricul­
tural Female Y.lo rke rB 

Population of Scheduled 
Caste non-Agricultural 
Worker~ 

Population of Scheduled 
Caste Male non-Agricul­
tural w, rke rl!!i 

Population of Scheduled 
Caste Female non­
Agricultural Worker!! 

Population of Non­
Scheduled Caste 
Y.brke rs 

Population of ~on­
Scheduled Ca!tte Male 
Workers 

Population of Non­
Scheduled Caste Female 
ltbrkers 

.. 
0.519 

0.436 * 

• 0~601 

* 0 ~16 

0.298* 

* 0.280 

* 0. 587 

.. 
0.506 

* 0.67 3 

* 0.557 

* 0.513 

• 0.428 

* 0.198 

• o. 357 

* 0.2 31 

* 0.613 

* 0.581 

* 0. 526 

* Significant at 1 per cent level. 
** Significant at 5 per cent level. 
•• * Significant at 10 per cent level. 

* o. 50 3 

* 0.424 

* 0.657 

* 0.254 

•• 0.136 

* 0.539 

* 0.611 

* o. 701 

• 
-{). ~ 12 

••• -o .116 

• 
0 .. 213 

-{) .2 31 

-{). 298 

•• -o.136 

** -o .14 3 

-o. 248 
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Among the non-scheduled Caste non-agricultural ~rkers, 

the females record a more significant correlation with 

literacy than the male workers (Table~ IV~4). Among Sdleduled 

Caste non-agricultural workers a similar pattern is observed. 

Table IV.5': Correlat!2!!_of'Non-Agricultura1 Workers with 
~_racy of.Different Categories of£!.~ 

--
City Size No. of Correia tion 

Cities 

--- ---
• In all the cities 226 0.519 

lO,OCJ,OOO+ Cities 11 o. 731 • 
• 5,00,000-999,999 23 0.563 

200,000-499,999 67 0.512 • 
• 100,00 0-19 9, 999 125 o. 348 

-----
• Significant at 5 per cent lev ... '~ 

Table IV.S ~hows that the ~or:-agricultural workers, 

both Scheduled Cc.stes and non-scheduled Castes are highly 

correlated with literacy in case of million plus cities than 

other cities, though others are significant at 1 per cent 

level. 'Ibis may be indicative of .a situation in metropolitan 

cities to have a larger section of their 'w.Orkers in highly 

skilled services and industries or at least in those occupa-

tions where a certain level of literacy is a prerequisite. 
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However, in the absence of di saggregated data, no definite 

statement can be made. 

IV.~ Literacy and Funct!gns of Citill 

It canno,t be denied that the functi_ons of a city ~cts 

as an important factor· in influencing 11 te racy levels as 

well as the trends in its growth. However, in the present 

study, a detail analysis on this aspeCts could not be under­

taken because of non-availability of data. Only a preliminary 

comment may be made on the basis of functional classification 

of cities done b': Mitra (1973). He has grouped the cities 

in three broad categories i.e., !Jervice cities, trade and 

transport cities and industrial cities. 

The cities with high lite racy levels, as identified 

in Olapter III are service cities. Most of them are state 

capitals while others have sophisticated industrial base. 

Hov.-ever, there are certain cities where service is the main 

function but the literacy i~ low. Rampur is case in point 

where J,it.eracy is 33.17 pET cent. ACCording to Mitra•s 

classification Rampur comes uncer,the service towns1 the 

workforce in agricultural and household industries are very 

few but still its literacy rate is very low. It may be due 

to the fact of high proportion of Muslim population (72.26 

per cent). As such, there are other external causes 
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which affect the literacy. · .. But 'in 1n0st of the cases· the 

eittea2o£ high service and high trade and commerce workers 

the liter•cy is comparatively highe:c. 

Conclusion -
Interestingly enough the role of religious groups on 

literacy has figured dominately. While the Muelims seems to 

have negative impact on lite racy and on reduction of ~x 

disparity, the pres en~ of Christians in the population seems 

to have just the opposite effect. In both the cases it is the 

female literacy which contributes more significantly to the 

correlations. 

·In accoroance with expectation, non-agricultural 

workers affect literacy positively. However,. the relationS1ip 

is much stroner in case of non-scheduled Castes workers. It 

may not come as a surprise because, when compared to Scheduled 

Caste workers, the non~Scheduled Caste workers are engaged in 

such industri activities where a certain attainment of 

lite racy a piT requisite. 

A"nong the non-agricultural workers, l:x:>th the Scheduled 

Caste and non-6chedul ed Caste female workers have stronger 

correlation with literacy. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCWSION ------
Even a cursory overview of literature lt'lich deals with 

li·teracy in India brings out clearly that the essential focus of 

these studies is two-fold. That is, to ·study the literacy 

behaviour of general population or Scheduled Castes and tribes in 

speci fie regions or in the country as a whole. The purpose is 

to stress the deprived status of scheduled Castes and Scheduled 

Tribes .Y!..§.:-a-vis the general population. Once the pattern~ are 

identified the attempt is to identicy socio-P.conC>mic parameters 

which may explain the variation in the different aspects of 

literacy. With the exception of few st\rlies which have been 

analysed in the beginning of this study, none deal with city 

literacy at individual city levels. In the light of this obser-

vation, the present study contribute~ significantly to our 

understanding of literacy behaviour of urban settlement, more 

specifically the class I cities. Apart from a verv detail j 

discussion e> f spatio-tempo ral trends in urban lite racy,. the study 

explores the relative positioning of males vs. females and no':"l-

Scheduled Caste s~gment of population vs. the Scheduled Caste 

component. 

In sum, the spatial pattern of literacy for the 105 cities 

in the three decades i.e. 1961, 1971 and 1981 show a wide range 

of variation among themselves. There emerges an almost identical 
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spatial pattern of literacy for both males and females in 

the three decades. Thus, the cities located in the southern 

states show relatively higher li teraC'9' rates than the cities 

which are situated in the northern states. Among the cities, 

which are locatedin the south, those along the western coasts 

eXhibit relatively higher literacy rates than the cities 

which are located along the eastern coast. It is due to the 

prolonged contact of the western coast with the external 

influences. 

In the three decades under study the spatial pattern 

of sex disparity also exhibit lot.,r levels for the cities located 

in the·south, specially t~e cities along the west c0ast as 

compared to the cities in the east coast. The cities in Punjab, 

together with the cities in Uttar Pradesh also record a lo'" sex 

disparity rate. The high sex disparity in literacy, in the 

three decades are observed in cities of .1\.ndhra Pradesh, Bihar, 

Haryana, Jammu and Ka~~mir, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan and some 

cities in Uttar Prade:: ... The pattern of ~ex disparity in 

lt teracy show an almost similar n:gional pattern. 

In general, the areas with high literacy rates, depicts 

low disparities and vice-versa, except in the state of Uttar 

Pradesh. 
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over the. decades literacy has increased, but the growth 

rate is comparatively more in 1961-71 decade than in the 

1971-81 decade, especially in those cities which have a high 

literacy rate in 1961 Census. Their growth rate is 

relatively much higher than other cities, l:::oth in case of 

male and female literacy. However, the 1971-81 decade seee 

·growth in those cities which emerged as major industrial 

centres, the steel cities for example. 

The spatial pattern of growth rates in literacy in 

1961-71 decade record high gro,.,th rates in- the cities which 

are located along the western coaE;t of both in case of males 

and females. In i971-8l the high literacy rate includes 

some of the cities along the. east as well. On the whole, the 

1971-81 decade does eXhibit new cities with high literacy 

rates in addition to cities which have traditionally been 

enjoying this etatus. 

It is of interest to note that despite an increase in 

the number of settlements which attained class I status in 

successive decades fran 1961 the regional pattern of variations 

in literates remains a!mo~t i-dentical through decades. This 

indicates that the relative position of various cities in 

tenns of literacy levels has not undergone ·significant changes 

with the exceptions of few cities although the absolute values 

might have changed. Besides, the regional trends get reflected 

in the newly emerging cities. 
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~en the cities in 1981 are considered separately# 

the spatial pattern 

disparity conform · to the 

of lite racy as well as eex. 
--

~ earlier observations. 

Whereby in the cities located in Southern India, Punjab, 

Un;J.on Territl,)ries and west Bengal e)(}libit higher values for 

literacy associated with low disparities both for non­

Scheduled and Scheduled Castes. 

However, the regional differentiation in distribution 

of sex disparities into north and south oomponent is more 

distinguishable for Sdleduled Caste than for the rest of 

the population. It is interesting to note that the areas 

with high or low sex disparities for one caste are areas 

with corresponding high or low disparities for the other. 

The analysis clearly shows that everywhere male 

literacy is higher than th'::= female literacy. This disparity 

may vary from one city to the othe r1 for example the~ are 

high sex disparities;.t..l-J.e citi• of Madhya Pradesh (0.503 in 

Burhampur) on one hano and quite low in sex disparities in 

cities of Ke rala a."ld Union Terri t')ries (6 .021 in Chandigarh) 

on the other. This clearly indicates that even in urban 

context the females remain the deprived group .tn teons of 

their literacy status vis-a-vie the male folks. 

Within the male and female segment_s, the Scheduled 

Caste are furher deprived as reflected through overall 

lower literacy rates for them at every level. Here also the 
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i .· 
females emerge as a group which is quite further deprived. 

Thus, the disparity between lite racy levels of non-scheduled 

and SCheduled caste males , is lower 

than the corresponding values for non-scheduled and SCheduled 

Caste_ females. The highest figures for males and females 

are 0.727 and 1'.13 respec'tively. 

In addition to the bearing which the Scheduled Castes 

sean to have on the general pattern in literacy, ~everal 

religious groups also affect literacy levels. As already 

di~cu8sedl the Muslims are inversely relc.ted with the levels 

of literacy. On the oti1er hand, the Christians have a 

posi ti \.€ impact on lite racy at every level. 

As far as economic factors affecting literacy levels 

are concerned, the non-agricultural workers ha"\€ a positive 

i~act on literacy levels which is more in case of 

non-Scheduled Ccstes than the Scheduled Caste populc.tion. 

1. In this conte:xt Raza and Aggan.r<:-ol • s observation is 
of interest wherE: they state: 

The relative deprivation of women in field 
of education was particularly significant 
because it underlined other attributes of 
depri vc.tion. 'Ihe Scheduled Castes were 
deprived, no ooubt; but the sdledul ed Caste 
women were more deprived. 

(Raza and ~garwal 1984) 

This statement hol~ true in the urban con~ext also in 
the present study the SCheduled Caste females seem, to be. 
1110rst sufferer of the old-age deprivation. 
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Further, the females no n-ag ricul tural workers of both 
hove 

the castes~ a more closer relationship with female li terac.y 

than the •ales with the male literacy. This shows that more 

the non-agricultural workers more will be the literacy. 

Although n0 serious probe is attempted regarding the 

relationship between functional characteristics of cities and 

literacy levels1 a general tendency exists for cities with 

large segment of population engaged in industries, serviaes 1 -

trade and commerce to ha~ higher literacy rates as compared 

to those whose maln functions are agricul ture 1 household 

industry or construction etc. 



State/City 

( 1) 
,,. 

Andhra· Pradc sh 

1.i:Iyderabad 
2. Visalthpatnrun 
;.Rajahmundry 
4•Vii~awada 
5.Ne re 
6.Ellura 
7-Gunture 
a.waral:Jgal 
9~Band&r 
10 .x:arnool 
11·K¥:1nada 
12· 
Bihc..r · 
12.patna 
13 .!Ja.ya . 
14-.!'-!uzat:tarpur 
15.Dar])hanga 
16.Bh88aJ.pur 
11 .• Randl1 
18'.Jamshed;;ur 

j 

li'PE1DIX I 

Liter:1cy rltC:J .~d sex r1i:Q:_rit·f in li~er8.cy in ci'~ies 1961 to .12.§..1 · 

Percentage cl:c::;a I 
city llter::ctc to 
to~ ::tl class I c iL"y 
po;:ml.J.tion in 1961 

1!o7- ::.1 !b.le ~· eQ::.le 

( 2) (;) (4) 

4 7. 76 58.83 )6.02 
47.60 58.50 35.65 
45·96 55·9 c;. 35.32 
50 ·45 60. ~ 1 ,,.0.06 
51 • t,9 60.7:: 41· 58 
48.13 58.() 6 38.23 
44.33 55.9;, 33.4.9 
38.92 53.66 23.06 
50·30 58.51 41-62 
41 • 2-8 52.9 2 '30 • 1 2 
44·54 53.88 34.92 

51· 79 62 .~~n 37.31 
44-48 .58. 16 22.06 
51·80 62.4 6 3 6.4 7 
40.12 ss.oe 22.92 
44.28 56.17 29.73 
57-65 67.83 44.83 
53.01 63.04 //).:;3 

Pcrc-c:-;t·:c:-;c of class I 
ci t:r J.i ';cr~tcs to 
to~ :.1 cl:·.cs I city 
pop~l~~ion in 1971 

~0 \~. l : L:.le "'..;,c.Q.J.le 

( 5) ( 6) ( 7) 

52.)3 61.:H ,1::. ::2 
51 ·'~6 61.34 40. 13 
53. :~ ~ .. 61.71 45·21 
5·4 .~' 62 •. ~2 45·93 
55.65 64 ·41 46.47 
51.25 59.60 42·97 
4 7. 9:~ 57.24 38.38 
45.27 ')8.71 30.77 
5·G. G; 63.88 49 ·05 
'~5.67 56.08 )~,. 77 
49.:'7 57.05 41· 58 

5~. 3 5 63.33 4·).38 
47. 8,~ 60.28 33. 15 
50 •/rS 59.55 ;;a. 51 
~" co· 
~ ./ . ..-' ... 56.21 28.55 
·t?. :~ 56.8~ 3 5. 51 
59.7:3 67.35 t,9 .97 
6J .()2 68.59 49.)0 

Percentage of. class I 
city literates to 
tot~ claso I city 
popul::.tion in 1981 

'I'otoJ. !·ble .?eon.le 

(8) ( 9) ( 10) 

57.31 66.04 48.98 
56.04 65·5C 45.83 
57.36 66.21 -49.52 
6J ·31 67.76. 52.6J 
57. 15 65.26 48.66 
56-12 64.27 48.02 
49.96 58.68 41.02 
51· 69 64··48 38.00 
62.00 69 ·05 53 ·55 
49.39 58.94 39.12 
51.89 58.55 45-15 

59. ·~5 68.18 48.68 
55.99 66.54 43.$4 
59·94 67.70 r;l).21 
51·2'J 62.94 37.73 
54.61 64" r ~ 42.87 
63 .o 1 72. 51.99 
6) ·4 7 70.57 1 55.01 

Sex Sex Sex 
disp diap digp 
in 11 t in 11 t in ll t 
in in in 
'1'961 1971 1981 

( 11) ( 12) ·( 13) 

0 •. 2781 0·2115 0.1818 
0.2810 o. 2506 0. 2150 
0. 2505 0·1840 () ·1772 
o. 2:365 0.1823 0. 1571 
o. 22:>5 0·1958 0.176) 
0.238'3 ,,:0 .. 1907 0.1757 
0.2856 ·'fj.2274 0.2067 
0.4492 ,b.359G o.3071 
0.1969; 0·1596 0·1371 
0.3073 •·. 0.2676 o. 2352 
0·2414 0.1820 0·1522 
• 

o.3Q14 0·2562 o. 2063 
0.4001 0·3367 o. 2494 
0.3088 0.2500 0.1831 
0.4678 0.3707 0. 2957 
Oe3496 .· Oo2645 0.2411 
o.2496. o·.1soo 0.2053 
0.2606 o. 3)30 0.1575 

• J' 

~-
l\j 

~ 
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59.02 
6'3 ~56 
po.38 
61.86 
66•88 
64.46 

62.80 

62.87 
68.00 
4(.85 
,,64 ·16 
61.64 
62.60 

70.07 
68.72 

,.6'3. 71 
65.96 

~*'f~~ 
·;:?;-~~: :.:{~: 

36.47 
... 2.33 
37 ·56 
41·41 
45.28 
43.93 

40.13 

43.03 
45.76 
23.74 
49.69 
43.20 
36.74 

56.75 
54.30 
45· 23 
~.9.32 

( 5) 

54.69 
60 ·4-5 
56.45 
59o02 
58. 11 
63 ·50 

53 ·52 

57 ·4'5 
82.28 

58.95 
60o90 
57 .s; 
68.75 
56·50 
5 1~. 65 

69 .so 
69.16 
65.38 
70.04 

···;; 

( 6) ( 7) ( 8) (9) ( 10) 

------------------------------------------------

6::;.oo 44·83 
67.96 52· 29 
65.93 46.01 
66.51 50·03 
65.98 49.25 
71.00 54·69 

~·9.32 46-72 

64. 19 49.46 
40.54 22.58 

65. 68' 51· 27 
69.64 51.1'3 
66.4-;i 48-64 
75.15 62.19 
63.31 49 o01 
G.-~.63 43.36 

7 4-. 57 64o18 
74.4-1 63.84 
71 .• 00 58.89 
75.,r::· 64.62 

59-40 
64-17 
60.39 
64.08 
60.92 
68.38 

66.33 

64.92 
65-57 
65. 21 
77.28 
61.99 
57.99 

00.33 
76.81 
75.53 
77.98 

67.69 
71.01 
69.20 
71.20 
67.81 
75.00 

71'.70 

70.17 
46.22 

70.99 
73.74 
73 ·19 
82.19 
68.72 
66.97 

84 .~7 
00.01 
80.13 
82.08 

50·38 
56.78 
50·87 
55.92 
52.88 
E0.93 

fJ) .:;:; 

57 ·57 
29.56 

58-16 
56.62 
56.98 
72.36 
54·92 
48-15 

76.57 
72.62 
70.95 
73.97 

Oo2559 9,-1462 Oo1119 
' 

Oo1339 0·0997 0.0678 
o;•1476 .·o.1016 o.o68) 
0.2041 0.1218 o.o$49 
Oo.1771 Oo1034' 0~740 

.. t.·, 
.:·','· 

"' c:n 
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. ·:{. ~'~ ~t.~; .l ,, ., 
'; !ft 

( 1) ( 2) (3) ( 4) ( 5) ( 6) (7) ( 8) (9) ( 10) ( .1~) . :;,'•.,' 

c 12l"~~t-Y1~> · 
. ' .. ·. -'··?~4 .:-~ : ;'1. ' 

?·!adhya Pra:\; sh ::~ ~. I' :: :~:::1::~~::_:.:.:: ~ .. 
3 8. Indore 50.68 61.60 37.St\. 55.95 65.06 t\.5·4~ 60 C:::'l; 68.95 51·01 o~-~$0~· o~215~t·\·~.-1~Ei5 . .,, 
39 .Jab!Upur 48.7 ·1 59.67 35.8? 54 .cs ··-: ,.,r: 1- -- 59· 59 67.58 ·50· 54 o.289S. ·o·•2233, ..... zo.17ee tl .. · ... ) ~r>•;·) 

40 ,Gawalior 4- L. -~-3 54.54 ...... 0 ...... ~ ~~e. 7o 59.;; 8 3 6.)0 53 .o I 62.97 41·57 0·3~1· 0•2747:.•>'0·2'434 'v• C...ft· 

41 • :ahop~.l 4::. 16 52·15 ; 2.0:- 52· f;; 59.89 !,2.2() 56· 64 64. ~6 48.00 o~2671 .··o~198Yi;; 0~1749 
4 2. Ullain ·~6. 'J-1 59.-;:? )2.79 51·97 62.61 40 .o,t 57.69 6,.95 47.46 0·33al '. 0.2603.:~!·'0~2088 
43.R -pur 47 ·44 61 • 40 31· 7 6 54·50 65.~7 It 2 • 59 56·84 66.87 45·90 0.3704'-'· .. o~~c:F· O\t'2270 

i·!aharanhtra .· ::< ·.·i:-. ;,:·,~~::ii~i;;t·.~ .. :~. ' 
44.Greateri<T.ba,y r::.o r:.r> 65. 10 :i-8.81 63.84 69.65 55.7 2 68.18 73 ·91 Eo.75 o·~1746j·;~~~·1n1~~~:,0•·'f283 ,..u• •'·' 
45.Poona 55. j'} 64. t s ·t4. s 2 62.52 70.79 53. 17 67 ·34 74-73 59·19 o.2201r!~0•1 8-,~ 0·1521 
46 .Solanur !~c.~;:~ :;A.7 1 25.-:'"·5 ·H:l. 30 61.61 3:-.7 2 53 ·14 65. 60· 39.79 " o~4140!:· 0!0~15:,:· o.-2933 
4-7 .1:agpur 4~. ·r G2. •7 7 6. 12 5·3 .c7 67. 2~ 47.88 65.81 73 .12. ?7.82 o.3t11 .\o• 65~:.0 .. 1514 I' 

4S.Rasik c-:- • ;_~tJ 6:'. ~ ') 1,!).~') 62.C6 71.76 51.26 67 ·10 74.86 58.59 o·.2e60 :·o'.21o5:~ oJ.1595 _.._ 
4 9 • TJlbasna.r: - r 4~~.1.~ 6' .. -- :?.~2 57.13 6!~. 79 1,8.56 61·15 68.3 2 53.13 o.2812·_;o•1744;·/:' 0'·1566 
50.1tolhapur r, .' ()(: .. "" ~- ...... E0.; 5 7 '1.81, 48.47 66.85 75· 52 57.22 0•3663 0'~244,~:~.; 0.181 - ·_.:.,_c.. 
51 .!!n.lega.o:: '· -· . ;~ 1 ,,: . 68 ~.; .• 93 ;:. 2. 65· 50.S4 59.58 41.82 o.3951·· o.mo .. o.2055 / -· . '. 1.,. 

52 '"'..hmadn::,-::-.r 5 '~ ~ o6. :::,,~ 
~- .... - ... 63.T 7:.89 52· 51 68.12 76.79 58.59 o~;oso 0•217 !,;;:.o.1774 :) • 0 I 

53-Akola 47· I 
r. :4 .. :.:: 56.C2 65.00 45· 78 6:).94 68.01 53-18 0.3094·. o.210'1·,o.·t53o - • _.·•t-

54.~hana ss. . .., -, 
{I l~ ';1 .(Jl~ 63 .. ~:: 70.22 54.71 68.37 74.75 00.47 0•1785 0.1574, -~o:•1~S9 o .• 

55 .Amrav::.ti 51.> o: r ' -:7.?7 58.26 66. 7:· ~~o. 60 64.72 71-39 57·43 0·3<;>11 '0.19?0' ''0'~1393 .. _,. ~ 

56· ' " .··-. 
Ori11sa ., -~ 

56 .Cutt:".Ck C::":" ,..~ 
,./, . , _; 6·~.; 1 ?7.S9 5.S. 25 65. 2') .~ 9. :c· 62.9t, 70.36 53·75 o .. ; no 0.1719 : o.1693 

Punjab ,.· 

57 .Amrits::tr 52· 53 58· 72 4-4 .cs 57 .s ~ 6~. 31 52~C1 57.89 62.17 ?2.86 o ·158'3 o.10,0:<:, o~cS9SS 
58.Ludhiana 55·61 62.55 4 7. 24 57.30 62.12 51.34 61. 6~- 65.70 56.6'3 0.1 f){S· · 0~1154:•:0.0929 
59 .Patiala 5: ,.',4 60. ~ 8 4-lr .·J9 57 • }r 9 62.3·7 51.81 65.04 69.47 6:).03 o.1112_.: o.H26':./o·.og:;a 
60 .Jul!2..nC:.h~cr 5:·. 23· 6!).61 41,. ~ 2 57.25 62.66 5().96 59·43 63.75 54·37 o.1815 o.12$:f o.ogoo 

·'· 
· ; '!:ir:.~ · · : ·. 

·" • .. "'· ., .. ~ . . 
" .. 
~~-
~·:. 



(1) (;-) 

Rajasthan 

61.Ajmer 
62.Bhilwara 
63 .Jaipur 
64 .Jodhpur 
65 .Kota 
66.Udaipur 

Tanil Radu 

67 .Vellore 
68.Tuticorin 
69 .:L'irachir2..-

pall1 
70 .Thanjavur 
71.Saletn 
72.r.agarco11 
73 .!'!adurai 
7 4 .Coitnbn.tore 
75 .1·~adro.s 

Ut t:1r Praclesh 

76.Agra 
77 .Allga.rh 
78.Allahabad 
79. Bareil:cy 
80.~ehradun 
81.Gorakh-:'lur 
82.Kanpur 
83 .xa.thura 
84 .l~eerut 
85 .r-!irzaptU'. 

.. - ~~ 
~ ( • I:.., 

3'J. 7 ; 
! ~ .. : ~; 

A;.."': 
~() '3) 

s ;~ .[)5 
44 •. :6 
50· 7Z 
57. C:9 
60.1: 
59 • .'. 7 

.17.7~ 

:;s .. :.s 
l~ ::-·. 1 5 
46 •. ~"' 
4 ~. 2(, 
,v,. :·7 
'37.-:7 

s0.r 
52. 6.t 
54.26 
55·8'? 
55·2·) 
6:.66 

64.90 
56.80 
68.24 
70.52 
7o.~r: 
69.61 

4 5·96 
47·11 
57. 5~ 
45·9: 
6!, -48 
60.86 
5}t. 7 4 
53 • ~ ~~ 
53. 12 
: 1.C7 

22-. ,:, 7 
';_( .~.7 
:7. ~7 
:. :;. 7~ 

.. I • I{ 

/;0. s t~ 
; 1. :' G 
s 1 • 1 :::. 
t .. ,.--1"'\ 

. ~ '-r • "- ,.' 

<',.8.(;", 
'0 ,.. "'"' 
'~ ....; . '. '-

~- 5.; t 
~·J. :~ AI 

:~ . ./) 
22.02 

( 5) 

58.79 
47. 2L', 
43.) 2 
48.T 
~~8. 7'5 
5). 75 

::') .cs 
G 1 .45 
63 .::9 

61.36 
55· 17 
6'). 20 
63.14 
64.49 
62.01 

41. 14 
!:- 2. 55 
52.51 
39.50 
6/. .• ;; 2 
52· 71 
so. s·J 
46.61 
4 ~ •• 66 
;:e.;: 5 

( 6) 

69.50 
:)8.64 
:-8. 51 
~s .as 
5~: .85 
GA.o:;, 

( 7) 

lt-6· 72 
3;' .96 
::6.42 
:; 5. 11 
~~5-i1 
A 1. 58 

68.54 1f9.22 
69.11, s: .61 
71.22 55·17 

7C. 62 ) i. 86 
6).22 ,;i .• )7 
75 .o6 G3 .;:,o 
72.9~ )2.83 
72.t;;. 55·15 
70.57 52.54 

tt8• 29 
5C;. 61 
61.1) 
·~5. 66 
70. '59 
62. r:­
~7. 6'.: 
:s. 20 
52.22 
43.9jl 

~ 1· 79 
: 2.85 
'~ 1· 66 
32 ·3 5 
56.81 
·'.'1.91 
/ 1· 4: 
36.5E. 
:5.87 
:..5.39 

( 8) 

f/).47 
52.35 
54-90 
55.07 
56.07 
62.41 

70.69 
62.74 
76.77 
68.65 
69.17 
68.40 

45-58 
46.07 
59.25 
44· 28 
67 ·56 
58.eo 
55-37 
49.40 
47.0::: 
41.49' 

( 9) 

70.63 
63 ·12 
62.26 
66.90 
66.90 
72.33 

78.03 
71.49 
81.36 
76.69 
77 ·14 
75.(i) 

52.70 
54 ·41 
67.91 
so.o 1 
72.56 
67.62 
62.83 
sa. 24 
54.62 
51· 81 

(10) 

49·17 
39.66 
40·01 
43·13 
43·13 

.. 50.60 

··51·34 
61.75 

"62.60 

.. 62.93 
53·54 
72-18 
60.m 
60.50 
(i).69 

37·24 
36.45 
48.70 
37·77 
61.69 

., 48-18 
46·13 
39· 23 
38.32 

" 29 ·42 

( 11) 

o. 2'731 
0'.2201 
0.2624 

0•2764 
0.3256 
0.1785 
0.2832 
0•2400 
0._2254 

o.ro3'i· 0~:1811 .. 
0'•1592 , o.'ttta 
o.1619··:0•156~ 

0. 19 24 . 0 ~ 1441 
o.2zr2. o.1a23 
0·113 1~ :, 0~0843 
0.2037 .: o.:1597 
0.1773 ;0-~ 1607 
0•1a4S ·_·. 0.1446 

; . ~ :,;.{' .. : .. ' .. 



( 1) ( 2) ' 

86.f·~ora.dabad 34. 1 G 
87 .Rampur 28.81 
se~Saha.ranpur 41.41 
89 .Sahajaha.pur 29.76 
90'.Va.ranasi 40.N 
91-Jh:msi ~a '.-, 

~ ':.., • 1:.. .: 

9 2.Lucknow 46.6: 
':lest Bengal 
93.A.s'lllsol 55.·25 
94.Baranagar 63.67 
9 5eBbatpara 42. 6C 
9 6. Burakan 5 1 • C/. 
97~Calcutta 59.:'? 
9 8'.Garden P.e ~~ch 41. s:::. 
99 .Iioi·rrab 51· G 2 
100.Kanhuti 54.~) 
101.Kharagpur 48. f .. 
102.South Durn- 58·S·2 

dum 
103 .sottth Sub- 58. 1 c. 

f'_rban 

104.;Jo~hi 

105·1Te'i'r Delhi 

55.;) 
6" ~-(... ·.: ,_ 

(3) 

42.40 
36.55 
49.7 5 
36.7 2 
51.1.2 
51. G: 
54. S' ~ 

62.7C 
69.17 
50.06 
60.1:. 
63. 5~ 
50.23 
57 ·4 5 
59 .u:• 
t;.Q t;() ..--•_,.,/ 
64.7 2 

65.~ 1 

6~ c--
C.. • \....... L 

68.()"' 

( 5) ( 6) ( 7) 

24 ·43 38.)6 47 .68 3· 2 .o 2 
19.70 29.66 3)5.62 22.78 
31.26 43·33 50·03 35· 27 
21.80 32.96 40· 22 24.58 
2G. 29 4;·. 14 53.28 ;.1.06 
25.80 48.81 50.67 ;:6.36 
%.29 50 ·91 50.06 42.29 

·~4 .o:, 53.97 61.)) l~tf. 17 
56.45 63.06 60 C::7. u• ,.... ..... 56· 23 
:9 .84. 42.05 /f6.7(c A·5;: 
41.:::6 ~3 ·16 ~g ·4-'~ !. J. 37 
52.31 60 .~,;~ 6A .03 54·40 
28.9 2 1+6·45 54·97 34·77 
42.36 55·62 61.91 46o42 
l~~e. 20 58 ·41 62'. 59 51·56 
35· 2~ 57 ·11 66.92 45.59 
51· 59 64.87 69.9) 58.64 

~~).71) 62.78 69.87 54 .1;-6 

;,~.n S3. 21 64 .• 69 50. 16 
s~.go 66.98 71.38 6':). 46 

(8) (9) 

36.56 39.64 
33.17 39.63 
49.91 55.86 
38.24 44.69 
45·77 55~'33 
54· 29 64.90 
56.60 63 ·17 

62.41 66.81 
75.59 80o10 
~-9· 53 55·17 
62.44 69·43 
69.12 7'3-47 
47 ·52 55·92 
65.07 70.91 
68.24 72·58 
57.93 66 ... 87 
72.82 78.10 

71.57 n. 26 

6) .96 69.99 
73.69 78.59 

·''· .: .~;f!_;'' :?;{,:~~}' 
( 10) ( 11).. .. (12) '.f~,_fi~--, 

32.96 
25~95 
42.99 
30.91 
34-49 
42.31 
48.88 

.f.·;~ ' v' ~ '\:.:~)"·· 

' 0·2864' 6.1661 '-6~91~· 
0'.;31.1L 0•2268, o:•2195 
.0.2523 •. 0~1926'· '6.1$09 ·. 
0·2645 0·2544· 0·1970' 
0•3592 ·0.2957 ,, o:. 2637 
o.371o :o.2826 :· 0•2530 
0.2:3~.-·· 0.1835·?0 •. 1546 

.. ~: .' :·t;· ::~· .. ~~:}·· ·: . 
; . . '· ~ ~·'. .. . ·: :< . ' ;. . ; .... 

56.92 o ~ Zo81 : 0. 193:?;cUo~ 1007 
7o•3.4 . o·~ 1286.: o.1247):~o:~o904' 
40·97 o.ZT96 >0•164S'. :·o•1699 

'54•!>6 '0·21721,\().158$ (.'d~d516 
· o; .o 2 , :· o~ 11$· ·f .,.()•: 10 1<5'J!.,:"o;~:1o~cr 

36•84 · Oe29S<Y::; 0~2555 .{Qia;'123.9, • 
57~45 ' ' 0~ 1J69.'~ ()' .. :171?:;4~~,,4_$'. 
62.69 o. ·"Mo~"· Q.~ 1278>::;9~0%1. 
41·82. 0•2 4 ·0.•2;13>r:-·0•·20~ 

.' .·.•' ,· ;.. - •, -~'- ;.~... '' 

6 ·95 ' 0··1387•; 0•1126t~;;;Q.,1()4.8 
·:' t '·_ ; ~ .. -"_. __ .... ,. • ··!-f:>~-~tjY·:--:._··.:-~·. 

65.19 0.16'3~.:·~· 0·1567·.·.·'d•1145 
.:x 

56.59 o .. 1a58 
67.20 0.1~5: 

. -[-''~ .. ·, . 

••.• ,,_::;.' ~··'1..'.1' ' .. ~ : .. · .·,' . ·,: -. .. . 
'· 

. :?,,:~;~~\~ ') ~-. . ·. ,. 

~$,-j,~Jr 
; ·~· .. 

.. ·:,. 

''-.:.. 

·•·. 
~. ~.: 

,,. 
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_ APPBNDIX 'II~· · 

. , ' ... . · .. ~ ,. .. ' ' 
GRl-WIH ·RATE OF--,LtTERACY' -IN,~T-W)·-CENSUS DECADES. -.. '·. 

J96f-71 AND !JI!:JJ - . ~ ... ,.. 

·.·• . 

.. --··--·· 

. state/City Growth· Rate ·of Li tera'Y--~wth ta.te--of ... Li-teraey 
(1961-71) . . ~ • (19'71-81) 

Total ·• Male ..... -Female Total Male Female ... 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5} (6) (7) .. 

Andhra P rade eh 

1. Hyderabad 59.24 52.43 71.03 42.25 38.58 47.94 

2. Vi sakhpa tn am 109. 38 104.33 118.40 74.64 68.89 84.25 

3. Rajabnund.ty 48.65 40.,.86 61.01 32.72 31.95 33.79 

•• Vijayawada 48.43 42.45 57.94 5a.aa 54.29 65.47 

s. Nellore 35.22 31.23 41.48 82.22 79.62 86.00 

6. Elluru 24.87 20.00 32.23 44.96 43.01 47.64 

'· Guntur- \ 54.26 47.93 65.04 41.95 39.58 45 .. 58 

a. warangal 54.59 54.38 77.64 84.43 76.94 99.79 

9. Bandar 25.02 20.61 31.56 35.51 31.60 4(;'_;3 

1o. ~ntool 57.85 42.36 58.13 6 3.25 60.74 67.46 

11. Kakinada 48.12 40.34 60.48 44.95 41.52 59.70 

Bihar --
12. Patana 33.99 28.73 45.50 82.90 75.69 96.87 

13. Gay a 28.05 22.51 48.85 60.73 49.85 84.12 

1 "· 
Muzzaffarpur 12.94 6.59 28.58 78.89 66.9 3 10 3. 29 

15. Darbhanga 39.08 32.40 57.33 57.03 47.47 79.25 
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---=--------------
-fl )- (2) (3)- (4) -(5~- - (6}-- ·- (7) - -

--

16. Bbagalpur 27.86 21.67 42.18 50.90 55.86 60.88 

17. Ran chi 49.02 - 41.44 63.47 19 3. 33 195.40 189.91 
4 

18. Jamshedp\lr 32.54 26.81 43.86 35.71 29.08 47.25 

quj.!E.!..£ 

19. Jamnagar 62.52 55.60 74.45 50.98 74.90 55.72 

20. RajkOt 79.25 66.73 88.89 57.17 54.34 61.18 
--

21. Bbavnagar 50.37 44.57 60.53 45.79 41.77 52.14 

22. Ahmadnagar 54.30 46.00 69.69 41.04 36.10 48.93 
-

2 3. Surat 68.28 64.00 75.18 72.60 71.94 73.59 

24. Baroda 82.62 75.16 95.93 69.46 62.89 79.49 

Haryan,p 

- -· 
25. Ambala -1.87 -16.39 29.12 26.44 24.34 29.34 

Jammu & Kashmir -
26. Jammu 92.94 81.82 112.81 48.48 42.42 57.69 

27. Sr!nagar 84.28 72.45 115.39 69.80 53.33 79.63 

28. Bangalore 87.03 77.38 13.15 77.02 71.86 84.56 

29. Belgaun 59.24 53.51 63.84 53.54 49.51 59.68 
-

30. Kolar 30.40 14.99 61.98 -26.28 -29.11 -22.17 
-

31. Mangalore 39.53 35.00 45.59 17.22 12.82 22.67 
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-- ---
(1} - (2) - (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

---
32. Mysore 49.69 43.53 59.43 36.27 31.84 42.55 

33. H ubli -Dharwar 65.64 58.97 78.24 47.53 41.49 50.94 

Kerala --
34. Ernaculam 209.21 197.25 224.83 35.11 28.94 42.64 . 

25;70 
-

35. Trivandrun 91.59 82.43 10 3.67 30.12 35.34 
., .... ~ 

36•' Calicut 107 .6'3 93.37 128.41 36.43 30.62 43.60 
-- . ~ -· " ~ ... ··" 

37 • Alleppy 40.01 31.23 51.94 78.13 13.'83 23.17 

-·~ ·' --~ ....... _ 

~_y;a- Prade_!h 

- - ·- -
38. Indore 51.91 44.27 66.53 65.10 59.97 73.61 

-- -~ 

39. Jabalpore 60.11 52.41 75.29 58.77 51.58 71.08 
.. . 

40. Gawalior 46.93 38.78 65.38 52.47 47.73 &1.46 
-· 

41. Bhopal 94.19 82.24 118.24 114.64 136.22 158.83 
- - _. --

42. Ujjain 56.13 47.42 94.99 52.05 45.39 63.72 

43. Raipur 43.40 31.68 68.88 102.15 17.39 110.23 

Maharashtra 

- --- M 

44. Greater Bombay 56.64 49.10 71.80 71.46 41.94 54.09 
. --

45. Poona 42.57 57.34 71.15 51.40 46.70 58.46 
-- . . -

46. Nagpur 56.44 44.37 79.95 59.58 51.84 71.67 
--~ .. .~-'" <· .-M 

47. Solapur 39.75 32.12 57.98 41.14 35.14 53~17 
-- -- - ,,..;.. - •-" 

48. Na~ik 56.43 49.45 68.73 61;13 54.34 71.71 
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------.. ...__ 

--- .. ' . --~ -- _.,.,. ~~ . -~"'' ............... ------ -- --

-(1} (2) ( 3) (4) ......... ~-~- "(5)-- ---(6-)-- -·- .. (7-)---

---
49. Ulhasnagar 78.98 67.69 99.2'7 73.71 70.20 79~'02 

so. Kolhapur 55.87 17.30 71.58 45.64 75.23 56.23 
.. .. , . 

51. Malegaon 86.87 20.02 126.86 49.48 40.34 65.'73 
-" -· - -· 

52. Ahmadnagar 17.t4 8.70 33.21 38.12 26.25 36.27 
.. 

.. ··-

53. Alcala 69.92 56.98 96.13 45.57 87.44 58.75 
- "" -

54. Thana 83.05 79.35 89.50 95•73 90.30 104.69 
·- ~ -

55. -ravati 57.68 44.97 82.78 49.85 41.50 62.91 

orissa --· 
-

56. CUt tack 44.20 29.28 79.61 50.31 47.47 55.14 

f.uniab 

···- .. r·· - -
57. Amritsar 19.33 13.24 29.28 45.34 43.60 49.03 

·--sa. Lucbiana 67~99 63.76 74.75 64.10 60.73 69.15 
- - ... -· 

59. Patiala 27.74 19.04 42.32 56.08 51.50 62.43 
> --

60. Jullandhar 43.09 36.56 53.58 43.15 40.96 46.26 

- ----- -- -

~aj!sthan 

.. - ~ 

61. Ajmer 40.00 32.20 56.36 46.99 44.20 51.33 
- -

62. Bhilwara 48.90 41.35 64.82 48.82 45.34 ss.a4 
- ... 

63. Jaipur 73.53 64.34 93.84 79.60 74.78 88.64 
-

64. Jodhpur 47.45 40.51 63.02 76.38 77.52 85.76 
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--
-(1) (2) . (3) -· (4) (5) (6)· (7) 

~ 

65. Keta 100.23 90.64 12 3. 75 93.52 85.90 109•46 
-

66. Udaipur 53.27 45.89 68.83 67.45 62.07 77.26 

Tamil Nadu -
- . 

67. Vellore 48.41 41.28 60.15 29.42 25.27 35.44 
.. -

68. Tuticorii) 33.89 27.21 43.84 38.43 35.64 42.10 
- .. 

69. Tiruchrapalli 43.80 33.00 61.60 31.53 28.64 35.41 
. - -· 

70. Thanjewur 46.88 37.99 61.41 50.32 46.67 56.63 
- .. .. -- ~u 

71. salem 53.77 42.93 74.14 33.12 aa.o1 40.'99 

72. Nagarcoil 54.15 46.09 65.00 34.78 31.33 38.90 
·• --

73. Madura! 41.48 33.88 54.23 62.55 57.05 70.55 
- - -

74. Coimbatore 33.36 27.19 43.65 112.04 106.80 120.06 

75. Madras 48.92 44.58 55.88 46.35 39.90 55.93 

Uttar Pradesh 

76. ~gra f4.63 36.71 62.04 29.95 27.76 36.56 
. ·-77. ~ligarh 51.66 45.96 63.47 37.70 34.12 4-4.34 

,m . ·-
~a.- ~lla.habad 31.01 26.30 40.70 41.70 87.53 49.42 

. 
79 •. Bareilly 19.30 15.30 26.46 46.36 41.65 54.06 

so. Debra dun 43.92 44.46 43.02 39.48 33.89 47.99 

Gorakhpur 
-81. 37.37 27.70 60.47 40.50 34.67 51.57 

-
82. Kanpur 42.82 36.09 56.89 40.48 36.83 47.09 
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-(1) 

-

83. M"thura 24.48 17.15 39.94 18.40 16.90 20.95 
·' -

84. Meerut 35.44 31.94 41.81 62.20 60.13 65.71 
- -

85~ Mirzapur 8.62 3.69 29.44 30.47 27.42 37.25 
.. . ..... 

86'. Moradabad 61.24 48.47 87.42 21.63 14-.63 33.01 
.. 

87. Rampur 22.73 15.18 39.20 41.78 38.93 46.93 
.. 

8 8 • Saharanpur 27.32 21.66 38.30 50.94 44.08 62.64 
. 

89. sah aj ahpur 36.02 35.11 37.76 58.64 5o.a1 73.42 
'" 

90. Varanasi 33.49 27.56 47.48 28.60 24.83 36.32 

91. Jhans! 35~2 44.64 71.73 58.oo 53.39 66.67 
-· ~ 

92. Lucknow 37.39 31.23 48.97 32.91 28.53 .w.1a 

---- ---- . . . . 

west Bengal 

... 

93. Asansol 47.34 40.22 62.60 38.65 27.00 60.23 
-

94. Baran agar 25.68 23.02 29.94 49.21 40.74 62.11 

95. Bhatpara 36.90 26.38 67.06 50.02 47.17 56.20 
... -- ·-

96. Burakhan 35.79 29.76 47.05 37.16 36.58 47.84 
-- -

97. Calcutta 9.43 6.87 14.54 19.66 14.30 29.58 
~ . -

98; Garden Reach 31.45 23.60 52.43 26.19 21.30 36.80 
- - ·-

99. Hot-1rah 55.18 50.59 65.07 17.97 9.87 33.89 
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-----------------------------------------------------------·-----
. { 1-) (3) (3) {4) ... --(5)· - - -(6) - -{7) 

100. Kanahati 43.42 35.72 58.07 62.03 55.aa 72.07 

101. Kharagpur 29.93 22.32 45.57 -5.34 -8.40 -o.os 

102. South Damdam 72.31 66.05 82.42 48.26 40.55 59.57 

10 3. South Sflbllrb"~1 
.1'1"'--./ 

58.37 54.16 65.19 58.39 50.35 7.53 

104. Delhi \} 67.59 62.59 76.25 63.24 59.89 68.59 
~ 

105. New Delhi 22.84 20.30 27.08 -o.48 -1.32 -o.as 
...... - ~ ... -· - - - .. ., .. ,...,.. ___ 



APPENDIX IIt . . . . . . ' . 

---,-·~~------------------------~-----------------------~--~----~--~----.-----~ State/City 

_.... r·t I u·sr 

. ·teo.tal literates to total 
popUlation 

Total 

Non scheduled caste literates 
to n.on scheduled Qa.ates pop\1'0! 
}a;Y:g~ .. ~.. .. . . •. . . .. · . , . . · . ,.,.. 
lfo·tal ·- Male Female~~ .. 

------------·----~--------------------~----------~------------~------------------~ < 1) (2) (3) •4> (;> (6) (7) (s> (9) ( 10~ 

--------------~--~------------~~~--~----~--~~--.-~~--~------~---------
AttcUu:oa Pradesh 

1··1frderabad 51.81 
2.Vljayanage.ra.m 53•22 
3 ~'tr!sakapa:tn• 56•04 
4~.Ra3amund13' '57,96 
-5'•Xak1nada 51.18 
6 ;:s1uru 56~ 12 
7'• Bhlm1ava.rd 44 • 56 
S•Vijqawada . 60·~31 
~-.Maehlipatnam 62;.;e 
10 ~(lUllt~ 49 ~96 
11;!'fena.U 57•15 
12'•trellore 57~.15 
13~TS.rttpat1 62;.58 
14f.•P:rodattut> 47•16 
15•0uddapab ?4•24 
16.Aftantpur 69·71 
17.Kurnool · 49•39 
18•Adoni 39•4;5 
19i;S1ka.ndra'ba.d o~h 71 
201•Niza:rnabad 43 • 26 
21"~\farangal 51~6.9 ' · 

,,~04 

Q3.22.· 
65~'~J:'·. 
66~21 
5Si~55 
46;27 
51;46,' 
67t;16 
69~05 
sa:.Ga 
65~18 
65~26 
72t09 
58•49 
64~00 
71~39 
;s:.-94 
051,66 
15·61 
g3··a6 '· · .... _· 

o4·4S 

Mh98 4fh66 so·.:se 
43·01 21~2) 44·21 
45·83 44*5S 56~75 
49.52 45i55 43t.30 
44.93 43•70 49•55 
43.02 44•60 52-~? 
'37•-18 28t00 32•55 
52.•60 51~85 60 .• 61 
55*55 ;6,.24 ,,.,8 
41~02 35~78 44~94 
48~9-6 43.07 52.02 
4-8~6~ 42~24 50~07 
51.47 44t,59 ;9.00 
:?5.25 24iSS '341.16 
43•73 40;16 49~03 
46~91, 29.81 '301.07 
39•t2 3S•05 46.72 
26.7'1 23.23 35•''t9 
52~S1 53•45 63~21, 
'2•06!· 22..i.OS '31.69 
:;e.oo 35.03 46.'35 

'30'~ 12, 59,·12 67.7'2 51·10 
18•60 55·92 65.,-50 46.13 
32.18 57•.'34 66.54 47·44 
'31.;. 24 59·19 ft7•44 50·73 . 
37•82 52· 51 59.39 45·66~ 
36~82 57.66 65-90 49-~9~ 
24~65 46.01 53.19 ;a. '3 en 
42.92 61.26 68.51 53-65 
44~15 63.65 70.04 57·1'3 . 
26;.01 57.69 60.4'3 42.77 
:?4~08 59.66 67.71 51·46 
'34·20 ti·h79 70•11 53l!'OS 
28.26 64.'35 1.4~27 53·47 
1!>.03 48.:?9 59.80 36.40 
;o.Gt 55.61 65,56 45.03 
29.~ 62.45 76•25 48"11 
?>!.'- 29 51.,,2() 61., ~9.~ 
101.35 42·4'3 54· 5:? 2.9.7·2 
43.6S 66.68 76•26 55· 52 
12.23 45~34 55~98 :?4.06 
22.9S 54·12 67.8 40.13 .· .. 1 







-- . -
( 1) ( 2) (3) (4) (5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) ( 10) 

Kerala 

73 .Cali cut 75·53 80.13 70.95 68.74 73.93 63.71 75.84 80.41 71.28 
74-Palghat 71-37 77.10 65.72 49.27 59-73 39.07 73.33 78.64 68.10 
75;~Cochin 80.33 83.74 76.87 71-79 77.88 65·70 80.67 83.98 77.3!1 
7 6'.Alleppy 77.98 82.08 73.97 74.74 79.70 69.65 48.09 82.19 74.09 
77.Quillion 76.03 79.06 73.05 63.84 70·.20 57.60 76.88 79.67 74-12 
78'.Trivandrum 76.31 80.01 72.62 67.86 72.70 63.07 77.04 80.64 73-4\6 
~adhya Prades!! 

l 
j 
I 

79."Gwalior 53-01 62.97 41-57 33-17 46.65 17.66 57 ·50 66.79 46.9~ 
80;.Sagar 60.89 70.27 50~35 42. d) ·56.68 26.18 65.66 73.88 56-3. 
81'.Re\•ra 54.87 66.07 40.68 19.28 ·. 28.44 9.39 59.81 70'.91 45-36 
82.Ratlam 60.79 70'.44 50".44 43·29 58.62 26.85 64.03 73.16 54·29.-
83'.Ujjain 5T.69 66.95 47-46 37.03 51· 58 20.94 61.70 69.97 52.57~ 
84.Indo.re 60.53 68.95 51·0 1 38.80 51-87 24-~5 64·57 72.22 55-93 ~ 
8 5-· Burhan:pur 40.90 58.00 22.73 27.61 41· 20 13.37 41.62 58.95 23.22 
86.Khandwa 58-fr/ 67.68 49-26 41·16 55-35 24.86 61.47 69.69 52-57 
87.Bhopal 56~64 64.16 48-01 32.35 43.62 19·42 59.68 . 64.69 51· 5"1 
88.Jabalpur 59-59 6T.58 50.54 63.47 81.71 43 ·12 60.25 64.49 53 ·16 
89'• Bilaspur 61-13 71.43 49.92 42.13 58.17 24-40 64.18 73-56 54·01 
90".Bhilai.nagar 56-17 65.79 44-96 34-53 48.09 19.38 59.37 68.32 48.89 
91.Durg . 59-74 70'.64 47.87 40.26 53.32 26'."53 62.18 72.66 50.715 
92.Raipur 56.85 66.87 45-90 29.13 41-18 16.53 60.25 69.93 49·fiJ 

I 

t-i aharash t ra I 
' 

93';Greater Bombay 68.18 73-91 60.75 50.56 60'~85 38.42 69.29 74-71 62.23 
9 4 Ulhasnagar 61".15 68.32 53-13 33-49 42-51 23.00 62.54 69.63 54·64 
95·.Kazyan 72.05 77.85 65'~45 494.23 58.34 38.90 73.09 78.71 66.69 
9 6 •. Dombi\lfali 79.87 82.42 76.96 38.21 50.78 24-17 80.50 82.92 77.73 
971~Thane 68.37 74.75 60.47 43 ·55 50.76 34.86 69.68 75.91 61.94 



( 1) ( 2) (3) (4) (5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) (10 

9 8.Bhi\'landi 56.84 63.19 47.26 32.53 39.97 22.93 57.24 63.52 47.72 
99·.Nasik 67.10 74.86 58.59 53.:20 64'.72 41.24 70'.99 78.99 63 ·13 
100 .Malegaon 50·94 59-58 41.82 37.17 19.21 24-39 51· 72 60.23 42.71 
10 1·.Dhule f£).69 69.69 50.7i 50.64- 62.42 37-71 62.02 70.66 52-42 
10 2.Jalgaon 64.26 73.28 54·31 42.90 55.28 29.87 66.2) 74•91 56.55 
103'• Bhusavml 65'.82 74.67 56.23 49.89 61.87 36~99 67.02 75.58 57.75 
104 .Ahmednagar 68.12 76.79 58'. 59 48.83 62.71 34·4-0 70'·15 78.27 61.19 
10-5-.Pune 67'~34 74.73 59'• 19 44.06 56.05 31.29 69.94 76.77 62.38 
106.Pimpri 66.03 68'. 56 49'.83 30'.55 42· 24 17.76 62.71 70"•84- 52.91 
107 .Sangali 63:·37 72'.28 53-54 44· 3) 56~87 30'.82 .65. 73 ·. 74-10 56-45 
108~Miraj 58.97 69.56 47.63 47-48 61.97 32.52 ''60.82 - 70.76 5Q:.12 
109·.solapur 53-14 65.60 39.79 41.72 55-75 26.60 54-62 66.88 41·48 . 
110'.Kolhapur &6.85 75.52 57.21 46-55 60.06 31-96 69.40 77-43 8J.44 
111-Ichalkaranji 56.47 66'.85 44·27 36.39 48.29 23.01 58.42 68.62 46.41 
112'.Aurangabad 59·. 58 69.11 48.67 42.71 57'-43 24.63 60-44 69.71 49.86 
113 .Jalna 49.83 62.16 36.80 31.73 45.66 17.20 50'.92 63.16 37.99 
114.Parbhani 50.62 61.95 38.14 31.85 43.82 18.91 51-78 63 .to 39-10 
115.Uanded 53-89 65.15 41.46 40.85 53.36 26.74 54-52 65-73 4-2·f .... 116.Latur 52.91 65.94 38.26 39.24 52.79 23.94 54-46 67.38 39. 4 .::.. 
117!.Akola 60.94 68.01 53·18 36.58 47.85 24-53 62.29 69.06 56.' 6 0 
118.Amravati 64.72 71-39 57-43 47-16 58.92 34-69 66.32 72.50 59· 55 
119.Nagpur 65.81 73_.12 57.82 54-60 64.53 44-02 68.00 74-58 60.98 
120:.Gondya 63.67 73-75 53.10 55-42 67.17 43-56 65-72 75.23 55-67 
121.Chand.rapur 64-50 73.81 54· 23 54-48 65.80 42.02 66.32 75·15 56.52 

~ani pur 

1 2 2·. Imphal 64'•53 74.77 54-03 68.24 75.21 51.02 64.32 74.65 53.81 

!:!egha~~ 

123'.Shillong 69. '19 74-52 63.34 25-34 30.78 17.45 70.81 77.18 62.42 

Orissa 
. 

124'.Sambalpur 52-79 62.94 41-42 23.52 34-78 12.20 62.02 71· 20 51·43 
1 2 5 .Ro url{e la 62.67 70.77 52.55 32.19 15-49 17.39 71·45 72.15 62.76 



- ....... - - - ,~ .- .- . -

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) ( 10), 
,• --

1 26~Cuttack 62.94 70'~36 53.75 32-18 44-06 18.80 66.66 73-40 58.22 
127'~ Behrampur 57-97 _68.05 47.05 24-76 36.81 12.96 6t.53 71 ~-25 50.93 
1 28~~. Bhubane svrar 67.00 74-16 57-54 41· 51 55~86 22.98 69.84 76.20 61•43 
129.Puri 59.49 67'.38 50-49 32.10 46.70 16.76 61.83 69.07 53. 5,1 

!:_unjab 

130 .• Pathanlcot 55-64 60'.98 49'.77 29'. 65 
,. 

36.86 21.20 60·67 65.84 55-07 
131·.Amritsar 57.89 62.17 52.86 25·50 31·57 18.26 64.06 68.06 59.40 
13 2. Ludhiana 61.63 65.70 56.63 34~34 41-16 25-95 65.19 69.91 Eo. 61 
133 .Jullunder 59-43 63.75 54-37 38.32 45·41 30.92 66.25 69.76 62.36 
134 .Patiala 65.04 69.47 60'.03 37.:35 44-87 28.70 67.48 71.66 62.77 
135· Bhatinda 51.70 58.71 43.15 20 "'7 •"- 24.41 15· 29 57.83 65.34 48.63 

gajasthan 
13 6·.Ganganagar 55-89 64--14 45-42 19.21 29.61 6.41 64.20 - 41·80 54·49 
137 .Bikaner 56.30 63~12 48.27 24.57 3 6'.99 9.82 59-94 66.11 52.68 .....,. 
1 '3 8.Alit.rar 58~ 14 69.81 43.95 25-19 40.67 7~.12 64.07 74.75 50.99 ~ 
139 .Bharatpur 51.14 61.86 38.26 23.37 37.10 6.88 58.35 58.08 46.63 ........ 
14o·.Jaipur 54-64 64.53 43-14 28.27 43-53 10.95 58.06 67.62 48.24 
141 ~Sikar '39.09 53.21 23.65 14-42 21.4'3 6.60 41.72 56.57 25· 54 
142.Ajmer 60-47 70''.63 49'. -17 45--14 61.'39 27~31 64.52 73.01 55-04 
143 .Jodhpur 51.90 62.26 40.01 25.97 38.25 12.03 56· 55 66.64 44-96 
144. Bhil\•rara 48.03 60~.66 33.80 23 ·'34 20'.27 5-17 52· Eo 64-45 39.17 
145'.Udaipur 6£.41 72.33 50.80 39.26 55.92 20.69 66.64 75-91 55-84 
146-Kota _ 56.07 66.90 43. 1'3 32-40 4 7'.02 15·53 61.17 71.29 49.02 

Tamil Nadu 
.... 

14 ?~~Madras 68.40 75.50 60'.69 51'·97 61.26 42.-17 70.97 77.82 63'.61 
148-.Kanchi:puram 61'.99 72.31- 51-41 40.04 4 7'.97 32.07 62.71 73 ·11 52.05 
149 .Truvotyar 6'3 .86 72'.16 54-79 51.95 62.45 40.93 65.42 73.42 56.64 
1501~Avadi 60.08 76.95 41-11 58•92 70'.34 46.64 60.55 78.24 40.50 



------- I 

(1) ( 2 ) (3) (4) (5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) c 1o>l .. ·· 
~ • " .,4- • , ...... 

15t.Ambat tur 68.82 76.71 60.06 51· 2) 62'.59 39.13 71~51 78.81 63.34 
152.Vellore 61.03 69'.39 52.52 49.52 58• 53 40'~49 62.38 70c•66 53 .9.5 
153·. Cuddalore 61.00 69.94 51·74 36.63 47.29 25.81 64-12 72.82 55·10 
154~Salem 62.74 71'.49 53'· 54 46'~00 56·. 5o 35.29 64.39 72.94 35.38 
155'.Erode 65.65 74.26 56-38 41'· 71 55-02 27.70 67~63 75.83 58. 7.7 . 
156.Coimbatore 69.17 77'~ 14 6o·.so 45.02 55-35 34.21 71.79 79'~46 63 ·4'2 
1 57'~Tirrupur 61.74 72.79 49.82 24.66 33.44 15-49 63.87 75.02 51.84 
1 58~ V alparai 5'3 .52 65.10 41-50 58.00 59.91 54.97 51.23 69.87 36.03 
159'.N:adurai 68'.65 76.69 62.20 48.79 62•41 34-43 69'~78 77-52 61.65 
160'.Dindigul 61.73 70.72 52.36 40.04 49.89 29.97 63'. 22 72.15 53.40 
1 ~ 1 '• T iruchirapalli 7o;;_ 51 78.00 62.80 48.52 60'~ 15 36.60 72.16 79.34· 64·.76 
162.Thanjavur 70.69 78.03 62.93 43.34 52'.66 33 ·19 72.60 79.83 64. 77· 
1 63 .Kunbakonam 68,,.46 76.81 59'.95 36.65 50.36 22.13 69•84 77.98 61.16 
164.Rajpalanam 58'. 53 70''•15 46-46 30.06 42-44 17·46 63.03 74·49 51'• 0 
1-65'.Tirundveli 66.48 91'• 27 57.08 37~48 50.54 24'.81 68.88 94·59 59.81 
1-66.Tuticorin 68.42 74-95 61.65 47.78 56.61 38.79 69.82 76. 2D 63.20 
167 .l'lagarcoil 76'.77 81'.36 72.18 66.83 73.22 6!J.22 77 ·17 81'•68 72.68 

~r~ P.:UE.§: 
~ 
~ 

168. Agartala 75'·91 82".27 69.36 48.67 58'.43 38.38 78.21 84.33 71.91l'V 
·-
Uttar Pradesh 
----~-··-----···----· 
169i·~Dehradun 67.92 72.98 62.02 39'.07 48.72 27.67 71"•47 75.98 64· 27 
170~~'Saharannur 49'4.91 55•86 42·99 34'.69 44'•78 22.24 51·18 56.82 44.66 
171 1;Hardwar- 53.17 61.77 42.61 31.30 42.04 18.74 55-61 63.92 45-35 
17 2.I'!uza:f'farnagar 52.19 59'•21 44··17 31.37 42.33 18.23 53.67 60'•44 45e96 
173 .fJierrut 47.03 54.02 38.32 32.15 42.82 19~•64 48.96 56.17 40.71 
174~Gaziabad 50-93 60'.38 39.03 29.62 42.68 14.84 55.21 63.73 44.23 
175.Hapur 48.16 57.49 37'·41 301 

.. 19 43.89 13.99 52.99 61.29 45-58 
17 6 . ._ Bulandshar 48.05 56.83 37'•94 27.24 29·. 21 24.89 50.05 59-54 39.17 
177•Moradabad 36.52 39.64 32.89 30.90 38.00 20.84 36.83 39'.72 33'.51 



------k- ---------- -- - - _, .......... "" 

( 1) .< 2) (3) (4) ( 5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
..... --. .... ~_..... ----· --- ..... -~ .... ~ '" ... , ,.. 

17 8·.Amroha ·25.68 31.91 18.69 16.92 27.20 4-62 26.19 32.19 19''•69 
179.Sa.mbhal :24;-~77 30'. 21 18.52 13·60 20'. 21 5·17 25-44 30'.85 19.28 
180-.Rampur {33 .17 39'~63 25.95 32.34 43.13 18~18 33.19 39.51 26.17 
181 ·~ Bareilly / 44. 28 50.01 ' 37'• 77 29.62 40.43 16.94 45-24 50.64 39 ·11 
182.Sahajahanpur 38-.16 44-69 30.73 24~40 34.04 13.04 39.27 24.57 32-1) 
183'.Aligarh 46.07 54-41 36."45 25.38 35-50 13.27 50.36 58.36 41.20 
184-'.Mat h ura 49.40 58.24 39'• 23 23.99 34.53 11· 65 52.63 61.29 42-70 
185~Agra 45~58 52~70 32.24 22.49 31.25 12.01 52-71 59-41 44.91 
186.Firozabad 39-52 47.09 30'.52 '23~87 34.31 12.43 42.40 49.50 33.83 
18T.F'aruka bad 46 •. 10 53.60 37.55 26.28 32•02 15·45 19.08 55-93 41.13 
188'.Etawah 49.86 42.66 38.98 36.56 46.65 24.70 51-90 42.04 - 41.13 
189~Kanpur h5 ~7 62~83 46.13 33.47 28~~38 21.72 59.01 72.35 58.18 -? ..... 
190 • .A:J_lahabad 59.25 67.91 48.70 35.76 47.74 21.65 63.14 71.20 53· 27 
191.Jhansi 54-29 63.44 42.31 41-70 57.25 24.09 57.59 65.03 47.08 -
192.Sitapur 56-.01 64.55 45-60 35.73 47.82 18.72 57.59 65.95 47 ·53 
193.Lucknow 56~60 63.17 48;.88 31·84 41· 53 20'.14 59'.00 65.30 51· 62 
194 .Faizabad 54-65 62~53 45-50 28.09 40.07 14· 27 57.77 65.17 49-19 
195.Gorakhpur 58.80 68.93 48.18 35-72 48.89 79.93 61.20 71.06 51.13 
19 6.Jaunpur 47'-32 57.74 35.35 14.59 30.36 7.74 50.16 60.54 38.24 
197 .Vara.nasi 45-71 56.82 34-49 26.55 39.55 10.63 47.37 58.39 36.55.,_, 
198.Hirzai>ur 41.49 51.81 29'.42 18.00 - 27.67 6.75 44·51 54·90 32.35~ 

c...J' 

\tlest Bengal ..,. ____ ,_ .... __.., ___ 
199.Siliguri 62.15 66~59 56~ 54 36.37 42.97 28.09 64-.00 68.27 sa.~ 200'". Balagh at 68.63 74.70 41.63 15·49 42.63 28.92 74·51' 78.79 43· 9 
20 f.Nabaduli.p 63.04 71 ~72 54· '17 22.23 22.00 22.69 67.75 79.46 56 •• 
202.South Suburbz.: a1.57 77 .. 26 65-19 51.40 49.82 42.00 72.95 78.46 66.-9 
20 3 • Bhat para 49';.53 55.17 40.97 30.14 37.87 17.76 51·19 56.70 42.~8 

204 .Jadabpur 68.06 7?! "'8 62.43 45·54 55-37 35.31 73-18 77.61 68.4\4 ..l•L 

20 5 .Kamanha ti 68.24 72.58 62~69 46.54 53.30 34.59 69.39 73.63 64.d0 



---------------------------------------------· 
( 1) (2) (3) (4) (p) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

206.Soutb D11mdum 72.82 78.10 66'.96 51.22 59-50 42.13 74.72 79.75 69.14 
207.:Panihati 71.68 75-57 67.26 47.47 54.45 39.39 73.18 76.91 68.98 
208.Garden Reach 47-52 55'.92 36.86 53.69 57.81 46.21 47.26 55-85 36'.58 
209-. Baranagar 75-59 80.10 70.34- 50'.71 54-71 45-60 76.62 81.21 71.3 2 
21 o~. Barrark:pur 68'.94 75'~03 61'. 64 54'.08 61.62 45-39 70.18 76.16 63.01 
211'.Naihati 54'•04 60'.10 16'. 28 30'.07 37.43 20.19 56.35 62.33 48.72 
212. Titagarh 46-79 55-75 32".41 36.41 45'• 25 21.45 4·8.06 57.06 33-73 
21)'.Calcutta 69.12 73-45 63.02 42.71 49.25 3 2.41 70.40 74-74 64-.40 
214.Ho1;rra 65.07 70.o91 57-45 42.00 50'.13 31.33 66•20 71.93 58.72 
215. R:'1-lly 64'·41 69.14 57.69 40.72 47 ·14 31-59 65'·37 70.71 58.77 
216.Hugli 72.41 78.07 66.29 45.82 54-97 3 6.14 75.65 80.88 70.00 
217' ~ S rllramp ur 67.-1-6 74.00 58.67 39.00 44,46 32. Zl 68.79 75.69 60.21 
218.Chandanagar 68.64 68.04 69-44 42.63 51-97 31-79 72-47 70.28 75-50 
219 '•Kharagp ur · 57-93 6'6.87 47.82 42.08 52.37 29.34 60.42 69'.12 50·53 ~ 2 20;.A san so 1 63'.41 67.88 57.84 31.65 38.76 23.04 65.41 69·. 68 (;J) .07 ~ 
221.Durgapur 67.76 74.05 60.24 21.62 ' 3 2. 64 11.83 74'· 66 79.38 68.79 ~ 
222.Bardhaman 62.44 69•43 54· 56 29.73 58.22 20.28 66.31 73·14 58.60 

2 2'3'.Chandigarh 68.53 72.22 63.81 39.22 48.39 ' 27';.05 72.70 75-67 68.9~ 
224.Delhi 63.96 49.99 56-58 41.44 52.03 28.46 68.27 73•42 61.9G 
225·.1\fe\\f Delhi 73.69 78.59 67.20 49.03 57.90 37.31 82.90 88.05 7 6. 10. 
226 Pondicherry 64-84- 73.34 56.27 44-32 54-77 34.03 67.27 95-51 58.94 

Q 

--
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APPENDIX IV 
DISPARrriES IN LITERACY IN CtriES - 1981 

State/City Sex dis- Sex dis- Sex dis- Disparity Disparity Disparity 
rnrity parity parity among Sc- among Sc- among 

n total in Sche- in Non- heduled heduled Scheduled 
literacy duled Schedul- Caste and Caste and Caste and 

Caste ed Caste non-Sche- non-Sche- non-Sche-
literacy literacy duled duled duled 

Caste Caste Caste 
Female Male Literacy 
Literacy Literacy 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

Andhra Pradesh 

1. Hyderabad .182 • 284 ;~174 
;~ 

~287 .J176 .222 

2. Vijayanagram :.'226 ·:
1
443 ."211 .466 .• 234 ~'322 

3.' Vi sakhapatnam • 215 .315 .205 .'210 :1oo .147 

4. Rajahmundry .177 • 201 .175 .172 ;146 .158 

5. Kakinada .'*55 .150 .155 .. 103 ~1108 .'106 

6. Eluru .:176 .·196 ~;175 .164 .142 .150 

7. Bhemavaram ~181 ;141 .184 .227 .270 .249 

8. Vijayawada .157 .202 .153 .128 ·.079 .101 

9. Machlipatnam ."137 ~1256 .130 ,."150 .024 .077 
·" 

10 .. Guntur ~207 .288 .202 .260 .t74 ~;204 

11. Tenali ~'174 .233 .170 .-227 .163 .'190 

12. Nell ore .178 .'209 .174 .244 .209 •'223 

13. Tirupati • 217 ;4o5 .209 .346 .150 .218 

14. Prodattur .287 .404 .285 .438 .• 302 .'352 

15~/ .226 
,.:~ 

.~86 Cuddapah ~253 .225 .205 ~'177 

16. Anantpur .'i258 .014 .• 289 .267 .542 .414 
., 

:;
1077 ;#203 17. Kurnool .284 ~'270 .·184 .·oa4 

-
18. Adoni .354 .·601 ·'332 .505 ..236 .312 



146 

(1~ (2) (3) (4) (5) . -~--- ('6) (7) 

19. Sikandarabad .229 .219 .224 -138 .~143 ~-'157 

20 .. Nizamabad .285 .461 .277 .499 .315 .373 

21. Warangal .307 .366 .302 .294 .231 .. .• 249 

Bihar 
. ~ 

22. Patna -~ .... 06 
..~ .}486 .192 .545 .250 .346 
. 

23. Bihar ~251 ,.559 .238 .661 .. 340 .438 

24. Gay a ."249 .540 .239-' .723 .422 .512 

25. Arab .262 .665 .243 .737 .315 -~- ~·!+30 

26. Chapra • 300 .573 .282 .540 • 255 .. .• 331 

27. Muzaffarpur r183 .519 .170 .681 .332 • • 448 

28. Darbhanga • 296 .590 .277 .595 .281 .382 

29. Katihar .246 .629 .229 .719 .319 - .• 430 

30. Mung her .249 .491 .240 .517 .266 -··-~341 

31. Bhagalpur • 241 .555 .230 .650 .325 .423 

32. Dhanbad .172 .437 .136 .697 .397 .499 

33. Bokaro .'320 •600 .287 .516 .204 .288 

34. Ranch! .205 .395 .187 .453 .245 .320 

35. Jamshedpur .158 .459 .144 .628 .313 .427 

Gu.1arat 
--? .;. "" 

36. Jamnagar .182 .477 .172 .555 .251 .357 

37. Rajkot .143 .360 .135 .405 .179 .269 

38. Bhavnagar .191 .454 .181 .420 .147 .252 

39. Porbandar .189 .330 .183 .265 .118 .187 
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( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

40. Junagadh .176 .290 ..171 .346 .222 .273 

41. Ahmedabad .154 .249 .140 .178 .069 .114 
--- ~-! .............. 

42. 1\Bdiad .155 .233 .156 .089 ;o11 ·f~43 

43. Vadodara .137 .251 .133 .215 .636 ,.4.25 
' 

44. Bar.I!\l:ch .175 .295 .157 .168 .031 .o86 

45. Sur at .154 • 250 .143 .200 .093 • .142 

46.· Navsari .134 .229 .113 .190 .074 .128 

Haryana 

--
47. Yamunanagar .192 .202 .079 ~354 .024 .152 

48. Amba.J.a .'112 ~')42 .089 .202 .025 .'070 

49. Panipat • 154 .. 550 .139 .751 .'340 .465 . 
' I 

50. Karnal .133 .413 .119 .601 .307 .~09 

51. Sonipat .. 185 .464 .168 .582 .285 .38:1 

52. Rajkot =t169 .518 .148 • 684 .313 .431 . 

53. Faridabad .220 ~644 .·202 ~781 .339 .449 

54. Bhiwani .252 .645 .227 .745 .328 .438 

55. Hissar .'202 .527 .179 .672 .324 :431 

Jammu & Ka.shmir 
.,.....,_ 

56. Sri nagar .239 •'090 .239 .482 .333 •398 
. ·-

57. Jam.tm..l .126 .292 .-'114 .507 .329 ~~4oo 
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( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

Karnataka 

58. Bangalore .-128 .194 .120 .267 .193 .226 

59. Belgaon .170 ~335 .159 .364 .188 .260 

6o. Bellary .249 .409 .241 .425 .258 .317 

61. Hospet .221 .455 .251 .593 .389 .457 

62. Bijapur .261 .442 .245 .320 .128 .189 

63. Davangere •

1

188 .420 .'170 .513 :264 .352 

64. Mangalore .090 .315 .083 .335 .102 .206 

65. Hubli-Dharwar .207 .341 .187 .392 .148 .210 

;253 
--· 

66. Gadad-Betigiri .434 .'238 .381 .185 .252 

67. Gulbarga •277 .452 .253 .335 .135 .196 

68. Mandy a .·206 .·291 .198 .248 .155 .188 

69. My sore .129 .261 .118 .319 .126 .235 

70. Raichur .290 .466 .270 .503 .306 .331 

71. Shimoga :120 .263 .102 .271 .115 .180 

72. Tumkur .133 .304 .121 .432 .249 .321 

Kerala 

73. Cali cut .:oa5 /::!lo99 .. .084 ,074 ~'059 .067 

74. Palghat .108 '244 .,. ~099 ~328 .182 .248 

75. Co chin .'062 .'115 .'060 ~'110 .055 .'c82 

76.· Alleppy ."074 ."094 ~"074 .042 .022 .031 

77. Qutllion .055 .126 .051 .163 .. ·ass .125 

78. Trivandrum .o68 ~'093 .o66 .tt01 .073 .086 



14-rJ--

( 1) (2) (3) . (4) (5) (6) (7) 

Madb.ya Pradesh 

79. Gwalior .243 .497 .213 .501 .217 .308 

so. Sagar .207 .419 -173 .416 .171 .262 

81. Rawa .286 .527 .272 .775 .520 ,.602 

82. Rat lam .207 ,.427- ,.190 .381 .143 • 231 

83. Ujjain .209 .478 • 179 .484 .190 . .293 

84. Indore .187 .403 .163 .447 .208 .297 
.. 

85. furhampur ;5o3 .559 .503 .263 ,.207 .215 

86~ Khandwa .195 .431 .176 .400 .1.45 ~234 
··-

87. Bhopal .175 ~414 .159 .509 .254 .343 

88. Jabal pur .179 .'400 .138 .120 .142 .033 

89. Bilaspur .223 .470 .197 .• 425 .152 .248 

90. Bhilainagar .·228 .470 .205 .479 .215 .306 

91. Durg .239 .. 376 .225 .347 .196 .253 

92. Raipur .227 ~459 • 211 .564 .317 .403 

Maharashtna 

93. Greater Bombay .-128 .265 •. 121 .279 .1_35 .195 

94. Ullashnagar ,.'157 .318 .153 .461 -.296 .355 

95. Kalyan .117 ;231 ,.113 .315 .198 .· .246 
··":: 

96. Dombicoali ;o5o .394 .047 .665 .318 .455 

97. Thane .139 .207 .135 .327 .255 .284 

98. Bhiwandi ~174 .285 .172 .384 .2V>p .·315 

99 •. 1\Ssik .'160 .265 .143 .249 .12"l .181 

100. Malegaon ,.'206 .'371 .201 .291 .121 .·184 



150 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) . (7) 

101~ Dhule .·197 • 291 .187 ,.184 .Q81 .123 

1 02.· Jalgaon .191 .338 .182 .351 .195 .258 

103. Bhusa-wal ~183 .295 ~ 175 .253 .132 ~ 181 

104. Ahrnadnagar .177 .342 . .,'j64 .'327 .149 .224 

105. Pune :152 ~322 .138 .388 .204 .,280 

106. Pimpri .197 .439 .183 .567 .311 .404 

107. Sangli .190 .339 .175 .334 .1-7.1 .237 

108. Miraj .232 .364 ~:214 .236 .086 .147 

109. Sola pur ~'293 .401 .283 .232 114 . . .154 

110. Kolhapur ~;180 .353 .164 .357 .:t68 .243 

111. Ichalkaranji .247 .389 .238 .366 .215 .269 

112. Aurangabad .215 .458 • 207 .374 .12~, . .203 

113. Jalna .301 .498 .294 .397 .193 .258 

114. Parbhani .280 .429 .?75 .370 .216 .266 

115. l'bndfd .·267 .373 • 263 .238 .1~9 .164 

116. Latur ~328 .'421 .309 .264 .15.1 .186 

117. Akola .153 .352 .145 .432 .·225. .306 

118. Amaravati .139 .299 .128 .305 .134 ~·~206 

119. N:lgpur .151 .226 .·134 .190 .098 .137 

120. Gondya .200 • 259 .194 .141 .076, .106 

121. Chandra pur .196 .266 .184 .171 .089 .122 

A Manipur 

., 

122. Imp hal ~208 .245 ,.'209 .031 .. 005 .038 



151 

--
( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

-- -~ 

Meghalaya 

123. Shillong ;
1108 .279 .,1l.t.2 .676 . .538 .577 

Orissa 

124. Sambalpur ..245 .511 .203 .?22 .419 
~ _.,... .528 

125. Rourkela .187 .490 .147 .681 .33!3 .462 

1 .26~ Cuttack .169 ~435 .150 .597 .312 .416 

127. Behrampur .224 .513 • 210 .693 .390' .498 

1 .28 .. Bhubneswar ;'164 ~475 .142 .. 534 .,201 .312 

129. furi .177 .523 .160 .601 .238 .369 

Piiftlab 

130. Pathankot .122 .280 .'111 .506 .• 332 .398 
-

131. Amritsar .,099 .•. Zlt .087 .624 .440 .509 

132. Ludhiana .093 .240 .,082 .465 .307 .368 

133 •· Jullunder .,098 • 221 .073 .409 .261 .321 
. 

134. Fatiala • 094 .237 .087 .436 • 286 .346 

135~ Bhatinda ~179 .225 .179 .• 589 .543 .557 

Rajasthan 

136. Genganagar • 206 '"720 .175 1.053 .508 .648 

137. Bikaner .,161 .643 .140 .840 .338 .485 

138- Alwar .,280 .840 .241 .967 .369 .515 

139. Bharatpur .277 .810 .·230 .931 .'350 .493 

140. Jaipur .238 .682 .206 .740 .,'264 .402 



152 

( 1 ) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

141. Sikar ;132 .546 .431 .633 .517 .530 

142. Ajmer • 224 .447 .180. .380 .'113 .213 

143. Jodhpur .257 .568 • 236 ':656 .325 .422 

144. Bhilwara .331 .978 • 291 .962 .276 .;432 

145 .. Udaipur • 221 .527 .198 .526 .198 .211 

146. Kota .262 .563 • 232 .586 .256 ."358 

Tamil N:ldu 

147. Madras ~'145 .218 .135 .242 .159 .195 

148. Kanchipuram .214 .~218 .214 .265 ~262 .261 

149. Truvottyur .175 .247 .167 .186 .106 .142 

150. Avadi .383 • 251 .403 :o78 .074 .017 

151. Ambattur .161 • 272 .147 .280 .155 ''209 . -
-

152. Vellore .174 .212 .170 .163 .121 .139 

153. Cuddalore ~:188 .320 .178 .409 ~267 .323 

154. Salem .182 .264 .176 .252 .169- ~201 
-· 

155. Erode .177 ::c373 .·167 .413 ..206 .288 

156. Coimbatore .161 .268 .152 :'352 .236 .285 

157. Tirrupur ;/237 _.379 .·234 .610 .476 ~-503 

158. Valparai .~264 ;·052 ~'388 .237 .099 .074 

159. Madura! .160 .339 .152 .331 .145 .220 

160.,' Dindigul .188 .,'276 .185 .321 • 230 .266 

161. Tiruchirapalli :145 .283 .138 .330 .-184 .246 

162. Thanjavur :144 .254 .140 .384 .269 .314 



153 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) {5) (6) {7) 

163. Kumbakonam .163 .432 .158 .553 .279 .379 

164. Rajpalanam .'252 .450 .238 .555 .-343 .415 

165. Tirunelveli .323 .378 .323 .479 .424 .358 

166. Tuticorin .129 .215 .125 .283 .193 .233 

167. Nag arc oil .084 ;127 .083 .122 ."078 ."098 

Tripura 

168. Agartala ~'120 .'240 .114 .374 .·'247 .300 

Uttar Pradesh 

169. Dehradun .107 .302 .~093 .'489 .280 .360 

170. Saharanpur .'151 .363 .140 ~362 .139 .215 

171. Hard war •
1218 .411 .'205 .'453 .247 .317 

172. Muzzaffarnagar .171 .428 .162 .473 .. 208 .295 

173. Meerut .200 .·l98 .'184 .371 .·156 .228 

174. Ghaziabad .251 .530 .217 .'550 • 237 ."341 

175. Hapur .244 .572 .199 ~569 .19!) .307 

176. 1\.tland.shahr .229 ;'080 .. 241 .234 -394 .326 

177. Moradabad .'o99 .305 .090 .238 .024 .082 

178. Amroha .265 .823 .250 .660 .o86 • 212 

179. Sambhal .241 .627 • 233 .605 .210 .301 

180. Rampur .220 .440 • 214 .178 .·o48 .014 

181. Barailly .156 .438 .145 .420 .'127 .226 

182. Sahajahanpur .200 .468 .188 .438 .158 .245 



154 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

183; Aligarh .225 ~"483 .. 201 .563 .. 281 .. 364 

184 .. Mathur a .~226 .528 • 211 .642 .326 .418 

185. Agra ~'194 .462 .164 .656 .358 '.451 

186. Firozabad .232 .495 .208 .488 ;201 .'298 

187. Farukhabad :2oo .434 .176 .490 .233 .332 

188. Eta wah ~049 . ~ .834 .. 012 .264 .058 .195 

189. Kanpur .184 .'132 •'228 .439 .535 ~'319 
'i 

::l203 .)412 .182 .476 .;246 .326 190. Allahabad 

191. Jhansi • 239 .467 .195 .. 352 .QSO ~186 

.192. Sitapur .'208 .483 .198 .. 480 .195 .269 

193. Luck now .155 .369 .144 .. 492 .267 .344 

194,.,.~ Faizabad .189 .514 .171 .• 628 • 2.85 .396 
··--

195. Gorakhpore ~ • 219 ~ .466 • 205 .492 .237 .307 

196. Jaunpur .277 .648 ~ • 264 .769 .385 .489 
-

197. Varanasi ;280 .. 643 .266 .6Q) .223 '.307 

198. Mirza pur .307 .663 .292 ~ • 743 .372 ..462 

West Bengal 

199. Siliguri .• 103 • 224 
. 

.097 '·_ .404 .277 .326 
200. Balaghat .356 .205 .370 .215 .380 .850 

201. N:lbadti.p .178 .o1J .223 .490 .727 .586 
202 South Suburban .115 .206 .110 .276 .180 ;·220 



155 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

203. Bhatpa~a. .t69 .380 .161 .447 .229 .288 
~ 

204. Jadabpur . ~105 .252 .086 .385 .219 ."292 

205. Kamarhati .096 ~210 .093 .323 .205 .246' 

206. South Dumdum .105 .201 .·o99 .297 .195 .239 

207. Panihati ~'079 .183 . ~074 .332 .223 .268 
,• 

208, Garden Reach • 235 .131 -~'238 .128 .. 021 .·074 

209. Bar ana gar ;·o9o .106 .091 .273 ."259 .262 

210. Barrakpur .130 .:181 .126 .'195 .140 .164 

211; Niihati .154 .312 .148 .458 • 294 .346 

212.' Titagarh .300 .386 .394 .228 .135 .153 

213. Calcutta . .101 .228 .099 .'390 ;262 .301 

214. Howrah. .135 .256 .131 .350 .225 
"-,j 

.,.270 

215. Bally . .115 .216 ,.112 .346 .242 .279 

216. Hoogly -~· ~'111 .• 235 .101 .388 ~'253 .311 

.217. Sriram.P4r .151 .172 .150 •. 350 .328 .348 

218. Chandan Nlgar .047 .269 . .-021 .506 .259 .'322 

219. Kharagpur .·204 .316 .194 .·285 .163 .211 

220. Asansol .;·1 01 .266 .095 .578 ."347 .412 

221. Durgapur .·'135 .492 .099 .921 .528 .692 

222. Bardhaman .152 .321 .143 .565 .387 .453 



15G 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

Union Territories 

223. Charrligarh .~1 .310 ._064 .526 .'286 ~369 .. 
-· ... -

224. Delhi ~-135 .326 .111 .·111 .'432 • 217 

225. New Delhi •
1107 .332 .107 .430 • 225 .293 

226; PCndichery ."170 ~265 .162 .310 .206 .251 
io 



APPEIDIX V 

PERCENI.' AGE OF MUSLIMS, CHRISTIANS AID JAI.l\5 IN crriES 

Muslims 
'··"~" 

Christians _ Jalns 

State/City 
. e ... 

Femal~ Total Male Female. Total Male Female ·Total Male 
.. 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

Andhra Pradesh 

1}' Hyderabad 35;.64 35~ 22 36.10 1.-56 1.52 1.60 .16 .~17 f16 

2. Vijaynagaram 4}50 4~l56 4~~43 1::02 1.'12 :92 -~,44 ·:50 138 
..... J 

4.'20 3.-'42 ~-04 ~:o4 3. Vi sakhapatnam 4.28 4.35 3.41 3.39 .04 

4 • Rajahmundry 4.45 4-~i44 4.47 4.45 ----lt~t.-3 4.47 ;~42 .'47 .37 
5~; Kakinada 4•72 4.75 4.69 2~110 1.'94 2;27 i~22 ''23 • .21 

6. inuru 
. ! 

7.66 7.79 7.54 3.49 3.48 3.~49 .'12 :h4 .11 

7. Bhenavaram 3.48 3.36 3.''6o 7.'27 6~!91 7.66 ~~11 .11 .10 
I 

. 
10.21 10 •. 33 5.;79 .34 'I ~j29 a. Vijayawada 10.08 5.77 5~82 .38 

9} Machllpattnam 10.6o 10~l56 10.65 3.36 3.39 3.34 .oo 1oo ·:oo 
10~· Guntur 18~~64 18.-63 18~165 8.17 7.94 a.'4o -~e32 .37 "227 
11.1 Tendli 12.'16 

. 
12.'33 12.00 6.45 6.39 6.51 .·26 .32 .21 

12~· Nell ore 18.51 18.52 18.'50 3.86 3. 7468 . .. 4.'04 .41 .47 .35 



(2) (3) _{4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

13~1 Tirupati 7~'25 7:~25 7,.'26 o.'93 
· .. 

o•"'9o 0.:96 .11 ;
112 ;~o9 

14."' Prodattur 24.85 2.'50 25.-'08 4 •. 72 o-:146 4.87 .oo ~00 
. ~j! 

.oo 

15. Cuddapah 41.54 41.95 41.09 4.15 4~"23 4.05 .31 .37 
. r 

.24 

16.· Anantpur 24.97 24~!86 25.'08 2.:13 2;05 2."'21 .·;a :'31 i23 
17.

1 Kurnool 32.'19 32~;]12 32.'26 4.;17. 3~'82 4.54 :138 . . ~41 ~~39 

18. Adoni 27~186 28.26 27.45 2;i25 2~~30 2.20 .'49 "5 •.. 0 ~'48 

19. Sikan,drabad. 30.01 27.41 33.31 14;a36 12':27 17•06 1.19 1to9 1.32 

31.,'116 31.'19 1~3o o.'o3 o:o~c 
T_.n 

20. Ntzamabad. 31.13 1.'23 1.33 -0~'03 

~ 21.~ Warangal 17~145 17.:08 17.23 2~'79 2.'58 3;.01 o.o4 o.o4 0~04 

Bihar 

':~ 
22• Patna 

-loo"-:-i 

~2171 13Z52 13i11 e/146. -~44 o • 0~150 oi15 Ot14 oll16 

38i71 31i72 
. . 

o./15 o:o4 23; Bihar 39./82 0/15 0:15 0.'03 0103 

24. Gay a 20.92 20;44 21i48 o)31 Ol29 0/34 Oi45 oi46 o.:43 

25.! Arrah 19.!21 18t52 20.·01 0.-'15 o~'16 0.14 0;79 0.'74 o~ta6 

26. 18.28 17.69 18.~76 
~ 

0.16 0.17 Chapra o.·o7 o.o7 o.o1 0.15 

27.' Muzaffarpur 20.26 19.69 20.97 0~~46 0.42 0~'52 0.'09 0.10 0.08 

28. Darb hang a 27.'73 28~'45 26i9o 0,.'13 o.11 
1 o.·o2 o;'o2 o-.15 o.o2 



( 1) (2) '(3) (4) . (5) (6) "- (7) (8) (9) '(10) 

. ·· ·" '.- .. ~ .. 

29. Katlhar 
-~ 

21,71 20.83 22.81 0,.'14 
.. ·; 

o•15 o.~13 o.'26 0.25 0.28 
-~ 

17.40 o.:1a o.'16 
.. ·~ 

o]oo o.·oo 30. Munger 16.,'89 1(5.45 o.·19 o.oo 

31.
1 ~ :{1 

Bhagalpur 29':'86 .. 27.83 30.32 0.24 0.22 0.:26 o."42 o •. 41 o.44 

32. Dhanbad ' 10.33 1o:3o 10.38 o.·7o o.65 0.78 0.54 0~149 0.'61 

33~1 a:16 
··".;,..:~ 

7 •. 92 1:64 1.)91 o.·og o.o9 Bokaro 8~~33 1.75 o.o9 

34. Ranch! 16.'10 16~'38 15.
1
75 o.45 o.4o o.51 0.32 o.32 o.-'32 

35~1 Jam shed pur 8.03 f3~i23 7.~78 2.85 2 .. ~61 . . . 3.13 0~~20 0~119 0]21 

Gu;\arat ~ 
36. Jamnagar 19.81 19 .. 02 20 •. 67 0~61 0.70 0.50 4.-44 4.28 4.61 

31. Rajkot 8~13 7.98 8•28 0.35 o.·34 o.36 3.61 3.47 3.;76 

38. Bbavnagar 11.91 11 .. 81 12:02 o.i32 0.32 0.32 4.j41 4.27 4.56 

39. Porbandar · ... ,9f27 9.'57 0~19 0 •. 20 o.''ll9 ·~ oiss 
.~. ~ 

8.99 OiB1 0~'86 - ~ ...... 

40. Junagadh 20.
1

74 20.10 21.42 0.21 
-~ 

. Oj'22 o.·2o 1.69 1.65 1.73 

41·~· 15~[27 
··~ 

1~~14 1:12 4ll92 4~'73 5 •. 14 Ahmedabad 15,.:19 15.~37 1.17 

42. Nadiad 12182 12~!94 
~ ~~ 

12."68 3.142 3.38 3~~46 ol'51 o.·5o 0.53 

43~ 8idodra 10.83 10~~66 11.02 1.~26 1.28 1.25 1:52 1:47 1~:58 



(1)- - •' ~ .- ... 
(2)" ~(3). 

- .. . (4) .. (5) .. .. 
(6j •' (7) (8) (9) (10) 

,, ... 

44} 2Bi09 27.68 28.54 
.," 

Baruch 0~"88 0.84 0~93 0.92 0.89 0.94 

45.
1 

Surat 15l~65 15',;; 16;132 
:· .. ;( 

0~126 0~131 2:30 2~;24 ' 
··07 0''28 2.38 • 

46. Itavsari 10.123 9,.59 10.~97 0~-17 o.~15 0.19 ,.~76 3~"75 3?77 

Haryana 

47. Yamunanagar 2.'31 2.40 2:20 0.27 
.. f 

0.27 0.27 o.'26 o.'25 0.-27 

48. Ambala 0~145 oo~'56 o;~,o o]32 0.30 o.34 2.126 2~120 2.'34 

~ 
.. 

49 ,;r9o 4.21 3.'54 
~ .~- o.9, 0.95 1.'o4 Panipat 0.03 0.03 0.'93 . . 

5oJ o}46 o.'56 0.34 0~116 o;116 0,44 0~'42 Karnal 0.17 0.30 

51.' Sonepat 1.
1

34 1.':37 1:131 ·· .. o.'1a o.·14 ol123 1;'63 1~'57 1~i69 

52. Rohtak o,j2.6 o.)o O,t'21 0.05 o.o5 0.06 1.)56' 1.;'51 1."61 

53;~ Faridabad 4~bo 4.20 3.74 0~176 0.79 0.71 0.'34 0.31 0~'36 

54. ' Bhiwani o.18 0~'24 0.'12 o:30 
·;oil 

0.'18 Oi144 0.53 0.51 0.55 

55. H!ssar 
··.:t 

0~'33 o.::39 0.26 0.13 o:11 4 
o.15 1.;46 1.:39 1~'55 

Jammu & Kashmir 

56. 
1 srinagar · - 89.'12 89.j11 89]13 o."o2 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 o.o1 

57. ' Jammu 3~'79 4:20 3~''33 1~161 1.57 1.'66 o.·67 o164 0~~71 



(1) (2) (3f' (4) 
- -· -- . (5 )_' (6) 

. - (7) (8) (9) (10) 

Karnataka_ 
..... 

--·::; 

58~' Bang a lore 14~'98 14:fi95 15~'03 6.'32 6.bs 6 •. 58 1.'13 1.'17 1.jos 

59. Bel gaUD. 15 .. "67 15.46 15.89 1.19 1.10 1.29 5.08 5~08 
-.,t 

5o!: OS 
-

60. Bellary 28 •. 30' 28.19 28.41 2:55 2.'40 2;;'72 o;93 1.'00 0.85 

61:1 Ho.spet 20.68 20.-75 20~"62 
-' 1.;28 1·~131 1.~26 0.86 o;96 of75 

62.1 Bijapur 32:67 31.75 33~~68 0,26 0.28 0.23 1;;60 -;68 1•· 1151 

63.' Davangere 23:49 23~i1§_ 23~'86 1~106 1~i02 1;1o 1.36 1;34 1}39 

64. Mangalore 10.79 11.29 10.29 18;~12 16.'71 19)52 0.27 '"J 0.29 o.-:25 

65. Hubli-Dharwar 24~'01 2,.-65 24.40 4:11 3.'98 4.'26 1l41 1i51 1;''31 

66'1! • Gadag-Betigiri 20~'97 20.'61_ 21~:36 2.26 2.29 2;~23 1~4o 1~145 1;;35 

67~l Gulbarga 34•130 
-~ 

-33~29._ 35.'42 o::96 0.89 1.03 o.\64 0.65 0.64 

68. Mandy a 17.09 19.~7. 17.'34. 2.\158 2;'35 2:84 1.144 1.~'44 1.'43 

69. My sore 20.'4S 20.~9 20.'80 3~"17 3~"07 3.'128 0~99 tl~o5 o.'92 

70.· Raichur 34:~60 34.19 35.03 
'{ 

1~"28 1.23 1~;34 1~'37 1.l37 1~36 

71 ~fj Simoga 22';~47 22~23 
""',~ 

22;73 2;'99 2;88 3.'11 o~'66 0.77 0.53 

72. 'l'umktlr 26.4!25 '·j 

25•38 27;23 2~'76 2.74 2e'79 1.48 11}48 1~148 



( 1) ..:.(2) (3f' ' . (4) {5) 
.... 

,_(6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
' 

.. ~ - . .. . -

Kerala 

73. Calicut 35~06 35.70 34.42 4.,'96 4 69 . . 5.-24 0~;11 0.12 o;111 

74. Rilghat 24.80 25 .. 57 24~'03 4.'44 4.,''29 4;"'59 o.o1 o.~oo o.:oo 

75. Cochin 17 •. 22 17.:11 17.34 
I 

39.18 38.58 39;82 0~'21 :,il9 
o.-·21 o;12o 

76 .. Alleppey 23.77 24~03 23.,'52 26.;96 26.85 27.,'08 o.~o9 0.10 o;o9 

77. Qullion 16.35 16 •. 69 16.02 26.98 26.51 27~44 o•'o2 0~~01 0.01 

78. Tri vandrt1m 
~ .. ~ 

12;·o6 .. 12.24 11.'189 16.80 16.69. 16.,'91' 0.,01 0.,01 o.oo 

Madh:£a.Pradesh ~ 
- - --· .. _, -~ .- . 

, .. 80 0.25 1~'66 1.68 79. Gwali.or 7.66 7.97 0.25 0.26' 1.64 

so. Sagar 9.85 9.67 10.06 0.'59 o159 o;58 8:o4 7.86 8.24 

81. Raw a 14~'46 
.... 

13141 15.79 o.44 0.43 0~46 0.51 o.49 0.54 

21.'6J 21.19 ' 82. Rat lam 22.12 1.67 1.65 1.;68 9.21 9~23 9.-'19 

83~i Ujjain 20.b4 19.55 20.59 o749 o;j4S o!5o 3~~44 3:42 3'145 

84.; Indore 
···.1' 

·12.,'69 12 ... 42 12:99 o.48 -~48 o. 0~48 4.33 4.26 4~'40 

85~' Burhanpur 45;<ss 45~"24 46.'55 o;o9 o;ro9 0.110 0.70 0.,70 0~~69 

86~
1 

26:53 26:06 27.03 1~b1 1.~01 1.~01 
4 1 •. 76 1.93 :Khandwa 1.-'85 

87. Bhopal 27.94 27.16 28 .. 83 1.'62 1.,58 1.67 1.,'51 1~·47 1.55 



~ .... -~ 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 
... . ·.· (5) ... - . (6) . ' . -(7} (8) .. , ,.:• . -(9) (10) 

es:: 12.'74 12~!54 12}97. 2.
1
91 

. • -;+A ' ' 
. '·'\ . . 

2;,39 Jabal pur 2.08 2~31 2··3~ 2.!37-
'1 

89.· Bilaspur 8.59 8.'44 
'i;j 

.. 8.70 2.~39 2.
1

33 2":45 0~~~ 0;121 0.:21 
•l 

90.' Bhilainagar 6.12 6.25 5.96 4;;35 4.~'Z7 4:46 o!'6o o;t6o 0~59 

91: Durg 6.'79 6.80 
:,. 

6,;79 1-03 0.99 1~'o7 5.89 8.33 3,23 

92~~ 9;"'01 ·8~"93 9~10 -;j69 1.'59 1:79 1t71 
·~ 

1.;69 Raipur 1;· 1:73 

Mabarashtra 

93. Greater Bombay 14~80 14.'8o 14;80 4.79 4.140 5:29 4:15 3~~~ 4~~43 
'$ 

1:S1 1~194 1~466 1:37 1;139 1~135 3.26 3:33 94;' Ulhasnagar 3.-.·2<? 
95.~ Kalyan 17.99 17~~91 18~107 2;'93 2!'82 3~06 o.'40 0.3e o;42 

96. i:>ornbiwali 1-~~20 1.29 1~'10 0}92 0.88 0.97 2:65 2 •. 17 2.16 

97. Thane 6.83 6.92 
.. , 

6 •. 71 2.'49 2.'43 ' 2.57 2.21 2~·14 2~l31 
........ 

9s: Bhiwandi 52;4o 50 .. i55 55.'20 0.29 0.35 0 •. 20 3.'81 3.'54 4.;22 

99.'\ tesik .. 11.151 11.36 11.'68 1.16 1.13 1.'20 1';87 1.f?9 1.86 

100. Malegaon 67.38 66.72 68.09 0.13 0.14 o.'11 1.43 1~~47 1.40 

101. Dhule 23::09 22;29 
. ;~ 

23~'99 0~;43 0.45 0.'42 1.86 1.89 1.82 
' 0 

102. Jalgaon 16.46 . 16~l22 16.72 9·''29 0.29 0.29 2~'68 2.69 2.67 

103~' Bhusawal 18.'98 17~'99 20.05 1'~4 • 1~:94 1.94 1:5o 1~49 1 1~50 



- " . ' 

(1) (2)_ (3) (4) -(5)-- (6)' 
.. •' -- (7) -(8) "* "(9) (10) 

' 

. : 1o4:~ · Ahmadnagar 15~176 15;67 
---

1-5;85. 3~'86 -· 3~.,75 -·- 3>)a 5~i53 5;48 5~'59 . . . . ;,.. ,, ·.;.: ..... · 

9.~69 9}65 9.'74 
···; 

2~50. 
.. ~ 

2}55 
' ~ 

2.'56 105. Pune 2~'59 2~'68 ..?~':55 

106 . . Pimpri 5~'14 5~~19 5:09 3!'6o 3~'49 
'• ., 

i 3.73 1;.63 1 ~~61 1.67. 
·. ,._ - . 

15~;14 
~ .. ~ 

o~r52 
··! 

5:65 
".Oii 

5:73 107. Sangli 14;ag 15.'41 o.'5o o;·54. 5~~5_7 

108. Miraj 25.'17 
-p~·j 

24:68 25.t69 3196 3.196 3~97 1;'96 10:99 ·- .. 1.-92 

18.;19 1ej17 18~{22 1::03 1.'02 1:04 
. _, 

1~~24 109. Sola pur 1.-23 1~22 
-·· 

1.J13' 1~~12 3;~59 3:62 110. Kolhapur 10.15 10.08 10.23 1.14 3.56 ...... 
14~i96 

·-·iii 
5:52 

-·en 
111. Iehal Ka:ranji 14.68 14~144 oi46 o.4B o.44 5•~36 .. 5~~.?3 ~ 

Aurangabad 33 •. 11 31:96 34~(4 .. >H 2:02 112. 1.-53 1.'49 1.57 2;'02 2;01 ,,. 

113. Jalna 26.-44 26.'54 26~;33 3~183 3~'66 §.01 2~'55 z-~'6o .. 2~49 
114.' Parbhani 37~119 36.38 38.09 0~34 o.'34 o.~3§ 1.36 

·;;~ 

1.·37 1~34 

115~',\ ' 32;i70 
-a 

o:53 0."53 o~·54 0~:77 Nanded 33.-'33 34.~02 0.74 0.70 

116. ·' Latur 24.'04 23f25 24.-93 0.26 0.24 1.84 1.-79 1190 0.28 

117.' Akolg 23~'64 23.33 23.198 0.'23 o;23 0.23 2~~02 2;'i06 1~'97 

118. Amravati 17.80 17 .. 53 18 •. 09 0.36 0.36 0.36 1.33 1 .. 32 1.'34 

119} Nag pur 9.94 9.'94 9.93 
t. 

1.'97 1.95 2~bo 1~110 1~'08 1~12 



(1) (2)- (3) - . (4) - (5} - '(6)- .. - -(7). (8) '(9) (10) 

120~ Gondya 7.'16 7.14 7.'17 o.'49 0.48 o.5o 0,.'82 o.-82 0.'81 

121.' Chandra pur 9.,99 9-~~4 • 10.16 0~99 1.02 0~''95 0~"90 o.'89 0~'92 

Man! pur 

122.~ 1~'99 
--. 1~j84 

.- .... 

6}17 0.56 ~ · o.'63 o.49 Imp hal 2•:13 3.37 0.50 

Meghalaya 

123.' 36.99 
. ' 

40}10 o~'15 0~19 Shillong 3;67 4.11 3.19 34~"15 0.11 

~ Orissa 

124.' Sambalpur 6:39 6.'4o 6:438 1.39 1.39 1 '40 • o.o4 o.o4 o.-o4 

125. Rourkela 2.82 2~!98 2."63 5.'21 4.88 5.'62 0.07 0.07 0.07 

.. 126. Cuttack 10.17 9.77 10.-67 1.74 1.;59 1~94 0.15 0.15 0.15 

127.'' Berhampur 1~
1

70 1~a71 1:69 o.~8o 0.69 0.93 o.·'oo o.oo o.oo 

128. Bhubne shwar 2~~69 2.82 2·;l51 0.92 o."e9 0.95 o;o3 0.03 o.o4 

129.- Pur! 1~1 1;~12 o;89 0.64 o.55 o.'75 
... ·-j.j 

o;·oo o~joo o.oo 

f1ln.1ab 
; ";,! 

0~20 1·~'57 1.'47 1.68 130. .Pathankot 0~'24 0.27 0.02 0.02 o.o2 

131~ Amritsar o.12 0.14 o.o9 o.-71 0.70 0.72 0.15 0.16 0~15 



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) ·- (9) (10) 

132.~ Ludhiana o.-33 
-~ 

0'42 . . o~t22 0.48 o.46 o.\50 1:Zo1 0~'94 1~;09 

~ 

0.16 o.'19 
> l 

o.
1
77 o;75 0~~78 

! 0~~34 0.37 133.· Jullundhar 0;13 0.'35 

134~; o}47 
.. ·~ 

0~~46 ' ., 

Patiala o.-'48 0~22 0.'22 0.'22 ·o.18 o.17 o.'2o 

135~' Bhatinda 0~,40 0.;:48 0.31 o;47 0.'43 o.51 o:26 0.'23 o.29 

Rajasthan 

136. Ganganagar 2.42 2~'40 2~'44 0.15 0~'15 o.~14 0.50 0.48 0.51 
-

13f.' Bikaner 16•70 16.19 17.-31 0.17 0.16 0.18. 2.'87 2•'73 3~'04 

138. 2~~02 2:07 1.'95 
. 

2~'22 .. 2."33 ~ Alwar 0.18 0.18 0.''18 2.'Z7 ~ 

139>~ Bharatpur 
. ~~ 

2:84 3;03 o:'12 o.'21 o;~s5 o;ag ~ 2~'93 0.16 0.;'82 "'~·. 

140;~ Jaipur lj 
18~30 17:70 18;199 0.38 0.38 0.39 3~~32 3:25 3.40 

·-·:J 
Sikar 41:!05 39~~14 43~'13 

"'.:i 
2~f09 2~-te 2.d10 '141~' 0.'01 0.01 0,02 

" 

142.~ Ajmer 8:21 8.82 7.52 1.
1

61 1~142 1.82 2._77 -.. ___ 2;
1
72 2~82 

143~1 JOdhpur 18.'47 19.06 0~)56 
·,,t 

3.65 3~;57 3;'74 17.95 0.58 0~'61 

144.' 13.i75 13:46 
·.l 

0~'!122 6;11 6:1o 6.'12 Bhilwara 14.'07 0~'22 0.23 

1452 Udaipur 15.06 14!12S 15.99 o.41 o.f38 o.·44 9.39 9i20 9.60 

146.! Kota 15~180 15:11 16~'63 0~!64 o:~62 o.167 2.'16 2~112 'J!~20 



\ 
( 1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) --- (9) (10) 

Tamil Nadu 

147: 8:114 
,<·""~ 

6~'72 6.'64 6~180 0.170 
,."' .. 

0~166 Madras 8.29. 7.92 o;·73 

148.'' Kanch1puram 4.'75 4;83 4;'67 0.97 0.91 1."o3 0.39 -·- 0.~40 
~ 

0.'38 
.. 

5.~8.4 5}65 7~i60 0:~28 149. Truvottyur 5 . .'75 7.,67 7 •. 73 0.27 0.27 •• 
150. 4;b7 4~124 3.'88 9~\99 

., 
10.-18 o·~29 Avadi 9.83 o. 21 ··~ 0.30 . .. 

151~1 Ambattur 2."29 2;~36 2~121 7l"i55 7:77 7.'30 o~l22 0~:23 0~'"20 

152.
1 

21;157 21.+22 4}78 4~25 5·.)1 
. 

1 
Vellore 21.4o 0.37 o.'39 0.35 

"1 "'>i ';1... ""';, 

3~i98 0.26 o."28 0.24 153,. Cuddalore 5.'17 5.'"03 5.31 3.91 3~83 
.. 

·i< -·~ ..... ~ 

2:5o 
.. , 

o:12 154.' Salem 8.45 a.-62 8.27 2~'52 2.54 0.'13 0.13 

155. Erode 8 •. 51 8.'58 
.. 

-,~6 8."43 3. ··2 4.13 . 3~07 o~fo6 ..,._ _._ ._ 0.07 0.05 
I 

156. Coimbatore 8.19 8.'36 8.'02 6.4o 6.'56 6~22 0.18 0.19 0~~17 

157. Triuppur 0."67 
-.j 

6.'78 6.72 0.30 3ioa 3l01 o.oo 0.04 0.'02 

4~i35 
~ -~1 

18.356 18.47 18.66 158. Valparai 4."49 4;"20 o.oo o.oo o;oo 

159~: Madurai 7.'oe 
.. .,~ 

7.;'12 7.03 5.51 5.143 5.6o 0.03 0.03 o.o2 

160. Dindigul 10~·-59 10.62 10.55 15.09 14.95 1~.23 o.'oo o.oo o.oo 

161 ~4 Tiruchirapalli 16~!52 16.67 16.37 1o·:j35 9.89 10.-73 o.oe o.oe o:oe 
162} Thanjauur 6:49 6~~35 6.64 9.:47 e •. 97 10.00 0.11 0~'109 0.12 

163.· Kumbhakaran 7.54 7.145 7.63 4.23 4~'07 4.40 o.'26 0.28 o. 24 

164. Rajpalanam 2.:76 3.'04 2~'46 2.06 2.ro4 2.08 o.oo o.oo o.oo 



( 1) (2) (3): ... (4) - ... - .. 

- (5 j . (6) (7) ··""-caf· (9) (10) 

· .. ---~~ f 
~·iJ 

12!109 
.. - .. ·:~ . . 

3.~2 ,~~59 
-

3~~€?,5 0~:1·1 165~' Tirunelveli 11~"'99 11;~9 0.14 0.09 

166.! .. , . Tuticorin. 4:j34 4~~33 4~36 25.·36 24.87 25.86 o.oo o;oo o.'oo 
.. 

167.t Nagareoil 7.'67 
J 

7.62 7.71 24.28 23~'92 24.'64 ·o.101 0.01 0.01 

Tripura 

168. Agartala 1:~75 1.fs5 
,. 

1;"65 0.32 0.38 o:26~ o~b8 0,.09 o;·o7 

Uttar Pradesh ~ ~-;.:.. 

169: Denradun 6·;21 6 .. 51 s.:85 
''ll 

1.'37 1.60 o:19o o;"e8 o;;92 . . 1~48 

170.1 Saharanpur 31.16 29.es 32.63 o;44 0~";143 o.~45 1,.'03 Ofl97 1 .. 1,0 
.....:...... -. 

171;· 15.'~5 13.:131 o:Jce 
.. 

o:49 0;~5.6 Hard war 14 .. 38 o.o8 0,08 o.'~.2 
:.:~ 

3o;.2fl ''1 o:11 ·=il" 

d~~15 2;~86 3:31 2:36 172~' Mlzzafurpur 29,.95 29~.64 0,.'18 ' 
·~ .. 

173. Meerut 40~:·95 38.~61 43~65 1:82 
-.;;; 

1~"'70 1,.'95 1;:'15 1.17 1•~12 

'174.~ 9~
4

21 9~107 9!39 
·.·. ' 

·o~~.1 0,.'29 
.... 

Ghaziabad 0~29 0.27 0.29 0,.'29 

17.5: 
~- ~; 

24179 25,.'57 o~io1 . ' 
Hapur 25~'15 o.o8 o.o6 0.31 0.29 0.'34 

176.; 29.'82 29,.154 "li o;14 
-;_; :·, 

o.o4 Bul.aaishahr 30•·15 o •.. o7 0'''22 0 03 0.03 ~. 
., 

177~1 .49·,~~3.4 .~ :. .•·' 

0,.'~17 0~~17 Muradabad .19.01 ,19. 72 0.6.8 0~'69 o.,Q_7 o.1t ::. .... 
178.; Amroha 67.96 67~'02 69.02 o.·o6 0.05 o.o6 0.07 o:*o7 0.07 



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) wO. -(a) (9} (10} 

179 1 ··:~1 ' .. I 

71~1139 -o.'o1 ·.~ Sambhal 71;41 71~'43 0.02 0.01 p.o3 0.03 o.o4 ., 
-~ 

72;26 
:.,.···· 

o!13 180. Rampur {0.90 73.79 0~'35 0'33 0~
1

37 _Q.12 0.~12 .. ; 

181. Bare illy 36.11 6'jl 3 ~~oa 36.122 0.68 0.66 o. 71 o.o2 0.02 0~~02 

182:~ 
~ .. , 

44-";142 47~'41 Shabajahanpur 45.:8.2 0.40 0~38 0.43 o.·oo o.·oo 0~.'01 

183~ Aligarh 34:46 38~\49 29.61 0.~6.7 0.83 0~50 0.86 .. ' 1.'o6 o.63 

184.·· Mathura 14}52 14;131 14._76. 0 •. 26 0~125 0~'27 0~~32. 0.30 0.34 

185i Agra l 21.~19 20.'78 21.'67 0.65 0.62 0.7Q __ 0.96 o.·91 1!02 

186!a Ferojabad 35~'44 35~'04 35~'192 0.07 0.07 0.0.7 3.94 3~'67 4~'-26 

187. Farukabad 20.13 19 .. 80 
·<:i 

20.'51 0.36 0.35 0.36_ ofo4 o.'o4 0.03 

188. Eta wah 30.··o9 29.47 30.79 0.02 0.01 0.02 1.82 1."72 1.'94 
-~ 

189. Kanpur 20~i168 20:10 21.39 0.71 o~'68. o.'74. .0.25 0.24 0.27 

190.' Allahabad 22.'47 21~''54 23.60 0.91 0.83 1~~00_-- 0.05 0.05 0.05 

191. 14~'39 13.'72 14.'79 
····\ 

1.(66 1.'89 0.75 o.
1
74 0.74 Jhansi 1~'79 

'\ l 

27!70 30~~29 192~; Sit a pur 28."87 0.69 0.68 0.71 0.02 0.02 0.02 
, ..... t . 1 

32:02 193~' Lucknow 29~9o 28.'10 0.-73 0.79- 0.67 0.19 0.19 0.20 

194~) Faizabad 
"';\li 

21;85 24.51 25.20 
, .. \ 

o."29 o. 28 0.30 o.o4 0.05 0.03 
,. 

26.''70 o::o2 195. Gorakhpur 25.53 25.:03 0.'70 0.69 0.74 0.02 0.01 



(1) (2) ·c3r ··',<'" 

(4) (5 j 
- - - ..... -- (6) -(7) -- ~ .. (a) (9) ( 10) 

~-96./ 
.····t-

29."91 '32:46 
.. 

o.'o9 Jaunpur 31:11 O.ll8 0.07 0.02 0~02 0.02 

197~' Varanasi 25.'72 25 •. '61 26.'63 
... ;:-... 

o:'21. o. 21 o. 21 0.15 0.15 0.15 

198.; Mirza pur 18.92 19.03 18.79 0.31 o.'31 o. 31 
.. 

0~\26 0.27 0.28 

West Be~al 

199.' 3~~96 4:19 3~467 
r•, 

0.44 Siliguri o.-49- 0.54 o.oa 0.07 o.o9 

200. ' Balaghat 0~121 o."l21 o. 21 0.12 0.12 0.'13 a·~-o6 o.·~o6 9.05 

201. N!baWi.p 0.70 0~173 
--~ 

o;'67 0 •. 01 0.01. o.oo .... 0.'00 o:"oo o.oo 
-' 

3~'33 3~49 3-;'15 o~t74 202. South Subll.rbaa 0.76 
c j 

0~~01 0.01 0.73 - ._0.01 

203.
1 Bhatpara 15.54 15.9S 14.'88 0.08 o;o6 0.09 0.01 0.01 0.02 

204.'' Jadabpur 2.49 2.77 2.'19 0.'51 0.50 0.53 -o.oo o.oo o.oo 
--

16.'53 
'I .o:oo 205-.' l{amarhati 17.78 14~93 0.03 0.03 0.03 - o.oo o:oo 

206~ 1~'61 
-' 1.'56 South Dumdum 1.'65 o~"42 o.47 0.36 0.06 0.06 0.05 

207.' Panibati 2.42 2.77 2~'02 0.05 0.05 0.'05 
:.1 ·'"'= .... o. 00 o•·oo o~·oo 

200.l Garden Reach 64~'77 62~r88 67.16 0.16 0.16 0.15 ___ o.o4 0.04 o.o4 

209. 1;'90 
... , 

1.44 0~'21 ... o.'oo o.~oo Baranagar 2.28 0.23. 9.25 0.01 

210. Barakhpur 6.43 6~'52 6.:34 0.24 o. 23 0.26 0.01 0.01 o.'oo 

211. Naibati 7.55 7.58 7.51 o.-·o3 o.o6 0.01 o.oo o.oo o.oo 

212.' Tit agarh --~ 
.,.·;."( 

23.79 23i30 24i158 0.06 o.!o7 _0.04 o.oo o.oo o.oo 



(1) 
·~"" . .;.. 

(2) (3) (4) : (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

213,/ 
<~ 

15;188 
•'l 

o:62 o.~62 o.63 Calcutta . 15.'40 14~'71 13.53 1;21 1.58 

2.14. 12~158 12. :'54 "12.
1

63 o·;145 
. :J 

o''48 o."13 0~~12 
·.! 

Fbwrah . .. o.~43 Oi13 •... 
21,5} Bally 8.10 8.68 7.'27 o.34 o.~34 o.:34 o;135 0.30 0.43 

216.· Hugli 3~~9 4 ;01 . . 3~:76 0.47 0.57 0~;36 o.oo o.oo o.oo 
1 

5:"95 6."57 5:'19 0;112 o~~1 1.1 o}13 0~:10 
... -~ 

o.'1o 217. Serampur o;·1o 

218~1 5~115 
'"'i 

5.46 o'"~36 
., .. ) 

0:~01 o;o1 o."o2 Chandanagar 5~38 0.38 . . o•:45 •• 
219: 8·~8o 8~178 

-~-#: 

1 •. 35 1~~46 
··~ 

0~23 0.~,21 0.25 Kharagpur 8:s2 1.'27 

~ 220. ' Asansol 23~.
1

62 21l'3o 22~78 1.'28 1:23 1.35 o·:~01 ·o:o1 o.o1 

3~l6o 4}oo 3:111 
,., 

~;j4 o~'o2 o.'o2 oto2 221. Durgapur 0.143 o .. 2 0.45 

222: Vadhaman 14:'11 14~!44 13.
1
73 0.06 o.04 "' ' o.o6 0~04 0.'04 o.o4 

Union Territories 

223.' 
-· ' ·' 1:j36 1.60 1~~05 1 ~~15 1~i10 1~122 

~,-Ji ·.!4 0 •. 51 Chandigarh o .. 48 o.; -1 

224.; 
.. 

1~'51 Delhi 8.5o 8.69 8.'25 o. 21 0.19 0.24 1.43 1.37 

225.t N:!W Delhi 1~~66 '·l!li 
2~91 2'!55 1-.~25 

•""!/; 

1.''25 1.'25 
··:~;.; 

o;75 0.70 0.83 

226.· Pondicherry 3~187 3!~92 3.81 16~·37 15.
1

46 17.30 0.'13 0.14 o111 



"-'¥~ .• · -

APFENDIX VI 

CLASS I CITIES IN INDIA-1961 

~ 

CoDE NO. NAME 

1: Hyder a bad 
"'~ V isakhpatnam 2~ 

3: Ra jahmurdry 

4~' Vijayawada 

5:rr Nell ore 

6:~ Elluru 

7:" Gu:atur 

a.' Warangal 

9} Barr.tar 

10~1 Kornool 
·.t 11 _, Kakinaaa 

12~ ~na 

13~~ Gaya 

14-~ 
~. M.lzzaf!arpur 

15~
1 

Darbhanga 
---

16~" ·Bhagalpur 

17; Ranch! 
-·7-i. 

18~ • Jam shed pur 
-~ 

19. Jamnagar 

20. Rajkot 

21!' Bhavnagar 

22: Abmadnagar 
-,. 

23~- Sur at 

24; Baroda 

25. Ambala 



CODE NO. 

26"; 
·~ 

27. 

28~'! 

29~~ 

30~1 

''"' 31~' 

32.'1 

33:~ 

34': 

35.' 

36~1 
-,,. 

37~' 

'-i 
38. 

39~ 
40~; 

41; 

42·: 

43.' 

4•'! 

45~" 

46.~ 

47.~ 

48! 
49~~ 

50.~ 

sf: 

NAME --
Jammu 

Srinagar 

Bangalore 

Belgaum 

Kolar 

Mangalore 

My sore 

Hubli-Dharwar 

Ernaculam · 

Trivamrum 

ca11cut 

Alleppy 

I~ ore 

Jabal pur 

G'-TSlior 

Bhopal 

Ujjain 

Raipur 

Greater Bombay 

Po om. 

Nagpur 

Sola pur 

!hs1k 
Ulhasnagar 

Kolhapur 

M:ilegaon 



CODE NO. NAME -
-,~ 

52~" Ahmed nagar 

53~1 Akola 

54r:; Thana 

55~ Amravati 

56.' Cl:Ittack 

57'! Amritsar 

58~ Ludhiana 

59: Patiala 

6o: Jullal1ihar . 

61. Ajmer 

62~~ Bhilwara 

63~ Jaipur 

64; Jodhpur 

65;1 Kota 
'$ 

66. Udaipur 

67~ Vellore 

68~1 Tutieorin 

69.'1 Tiruchimlpalli 

?o: Thanjavur 

71~71 Salem 

72~ .. Nagar eon 
73: Madura! 

74! Coimbatore 

75~'1 Madras 

76": Agra 

77: Ali garb 



175 

CODE R:>. NAME -
7S; All~abad 

79~ Bareilly 

so~' Dehradun 

81; Gorakhpur 

82~
1 

Kanpur 

' 83. Mathura 

s4: Meerut 

as: Mirzapur 

8~ Morababad 

87.· Rampur 

88.~ Saharanpur 

89.' ShahajahaJ:Ur 

90.l varanasi 

91: Jhans! 

92: Lucknow 

93; AsanSol 

94: Bar a nagar 

950' Bhatpara 

96,; Bur a khan 

97. Calcutta 

9a: Garden Reach 

g9' - . Howrah 

100.' Kaaahati 

1 01e Kharagpur 

102: S·1ut h Danrlam 

103: South Sabarban 



176 

CODE NJ. NAME 

1o4: Delhi 

105; Ne~' Delhi • 

• 



COOE HJ 

1. 

2. 

3: 
4! 
5 .. '! 

6." 
7., 

8.' 

0 ./ c 

1 o. 
',4 

11; 

12~· 

13: 

14. 

15., 

16. 

17; 

18~· 

19. 

20. 

21: 
., 

22. 

23.i 

24. 

25. 

177 
APPENDIX VII 

CLASS I CITIES IN IIDIA,1981 

NAME 

Hyderabad 

V!.jayanagaram 

Visakapathnam 

Rajah llllniry 

Kakinada 

Eluru 

Bhemavaram 

Vijayawada 

Machli.patnam 

Guntur 

Tenali 

Nell ore 

Tirupati 

Prodattur 

Cuddapah 

Anantpur 

Kurnool 

Adoni 

Sikan::lrabad 

Nizan:abad 

Warangal 

Patna 

Bihar 

Gaya 

Arrah 



178 

CODE NJ. NAME 

26." Chapra 

27.' Muzzaff arpur 
'1 

Darbhanga 28. 

29~1 
Katihan 

30. Munger 

31: Bhagalpur 

32. Dhanbad 
-_, 

B::1karo 33.· 

34} Ranchi 

35. Jam shed. pur 

36. Jamnagar 

37. Rajkot 

38. Bhavnagar 

39~ Porbar.rlar 

40. Junagadh 

41. Ahmedabad 

42: Nadiad 
4,--::. ...... Vactodra 
44. Baruch 

45.' Sur at 
46 Navasari 

47. Yamuna nagar 

48; Ambala 
49.;. 

Panipat 

50 .. Karnal 

51~ Sonipat 



179 

CODE N) NAME 
~ .. ~ 

52;' Rajkot 

53.
1 Faridabad 

54.' Bhiwani 

55-~ Hissar 

56.; Srinagar 

57~" Jammu 

58~1 Bangalore 

59.' Belgaon 

6o;~ Bellary 

61~~ Hospet 

oi""' Bijapur 

63~ Davangere 
64;~ Mangalore 

65." Hubli-Dbarwar 
66':11 • Gadag-Betigiri 
67,~ Gulbarga 

68: Mandya 
69; ltfrsore 
70~'1 Raichur 

71": Sbimoga 
72~ff Tumtrur 

73~" Calicut 
74~~ Palghat 

75: Co chin 

76; Alleppy 
-~ 

Quillion 77. 



180 

- COOE 00 NAME 
'~ 

78; T r1 van:irum 

79: Gwalior 

so;· Sagar 

81.' Rewa 

82. Rat lam 

a3~4 Ujjain 

84. Indore 

as! Burhanpur 

86! Khan1wa 

87. Bhopal 

88~' Jabal pur 

89~ BilA. spur ·. , 

90.~ Bhilainagar 

91.' Durg 

92.
4 Raipur 

93." Greater Bombay 

94~" Ulhasnagar 

95.~ Kalyan 

96.
1 Dombiwali 

97~t Thana 

98. BhiwaiXli 

99.-$ &sik 

100.1 Malegaon 

101.
1 Dhule 

102." Jalgaon 

103; Bhusawal 

104: Ahmed nagar 



181 

CODE NO. NAME 
-~ .. 

105 Pune 

106~4 Pimpr1 

107 Sangal1 

108:"' Miraj 

109! Sola Pur' 
110: Kolhapur 

11i Ieha.lkaranji 

112-, Aurangabad 

113!' Jal!Jl 

114, Farbhard 
-~ 

1\iln:led 115; 
.,, 

116.' Latur 

117:! Akola 
:j 

118.~ Amravati 

119:~ Na.gpur 

12o:'i Gondya 

121: Chandra pur 

122~· !~hal 

123~il Shillong 

124~ Sambhalpur 

125. Rourkela 

126:: euttack 

127} Behrampur-
'I 128. Bhubaneshwar 

129:4 Puri 

130; Pathankot 

131~ Amritsar 



182 

~ODE NO, NAME 

1:~2. Lui hi ana 

133: Jullumer 

134.' Patiala 

135.
1 Bhatirr:ia 

136.' Ganganagar 

137; Bikaner 

138: Alwar .. 
139. Bbaratpur 

140.~ Jaipur 

141., Sikar 

142. Ajmer 

143~' Jodhpur 

144 .. Bhilwara 

145 . .' Udaipur 

146~; Kota 

147.' Madras 

148. Kanchipuram 

149.! Truvotyur 

150 .. Avadi 

151: Ambattur 

152. vellore 

153: CUddalore 

154; Salem 

155. Erode 

156. Coimbatore 

157. Tirrupur 

158. valparai 
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~E K>, NAME 

159~1 Madura! 

100: Dimigul 

161. 
. 

Tiruchirapalli 

162: Thanjavur 

163~ Kumbakonam 

164; Rajpalanam 

165. Tirunelveli 

166. Tuticorin 

167; Nagar coil 

168.~ Agartala 

169. D&hradun-

170.' Saharanpur 

171. Hard war 

172. ' Muzaffar nagar 

173: Mer rut 

174; Gaziabad 

175. Harpur 

176. Bulamshar 

177. Morababad 

178.! Amroha 

179. Sambhal 

180. Rampur 

181 Barelly 

182.1 Shahajahapur 

183.' Aligarh 

184; Mlthura 

185. Agra 

186 .. Firozabad 



184 

g:@E NO, NAME 

187 Farukabad 

188 ~ 
' . Eta wah 

189.
1 Kanpur 

190 Allahabad 

191; Jhansi 

192: Sitapur 

193. Lucknow 

194.' Faizabad 

195.~ Gorakhpur 

196:~ Jaunpur 

197 .~ Varanasi 

198: Mirzapur 

199.' Sil1gur1 

• Balaghat 200; 

201.' Nabadwip 

202.' South Suburban 

203: Bhatpara 

204. Jadabpur 

205. Kamanhati 

206<. South Danrlam 

207.' Fanihati 

200. Garden Reach 

209. Baranayar 

210: Barrarkpur 

211: It31hat 1 

212. Titagarh 
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-t~~ .. Mif4> 

CODE rtJ. ~.! 

213. calcutta 

214~ Howrah 

215; Bally 

216'!1 Hugli 

217.! Srirampur 

218; Cbamanagar 

219~i Kharagpur 

220 Asansol 

221~ Durgapur 

222, Bardhaman 

223~l Cbauligarh 

224~ Delhi 
'li 

225~· N~w Delhi 

226.
1 Pordicherry. 
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