LITERACY IN CLASS | CITIES OF INDIA
A Socio-Geographic Interpretation

Dissertation submitted to the Jawaharlal Nehru University
in partial fulfilment of the requirements

for the award of the Degree of

MASTER OF PHILOSOPHY

GITARANI SAHOO

CENTRE FOR THE STUDY OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCES
JAWAHARLAL NEHRU UNIVERSITY

NEW DELHI - 110067
1987



JAWAHARLAL NEHRU UNIVERSITY Telegram 1 JAYENU
. ) : \

_Centre for the Study of TR s
Regional Development - ‘ 661361
, = - - New Delhi-110 067 ,

20 July 1987

Certified t'ﬁat, the dissertation entitled
| ftiteracy in Class I Cities of India ¢ A Soclo=
, G}éiégraphie Interpretation® mibnitte& by Gitarant
-"saﬁheo is in fulfilnment of six eredits out of a total
Pequiremernt ¢ of twenty-four credits for the Degree
of Master of Philosophy (MPnil,) of the University,
48 her vﬁ*rigiaal work according tb best of my knowledge. .
Tt may 'be plaged before the examiners for their |
' »§ensiderati§a,,

R L

(A.K. MAPHUR) | ~ (s. RAJU)



CHAPTER I
1.1
I.2
1.3
1.4
1.4.%
1.4,2
L5
1.6
1.7
1.8
1.9
CHAPTER 1II
IT.1
CIL2

11,3
11,4

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
LIST OF FIGURES
LIST OF TABLES
LIST OF APPENDICES

INTRODUCTION

Nature of the Problem
Literacy &nd Economic Development
Literacy and Sncial Development
Review of Literatures

A1l India Level Studies
Regionaleevel Studies
Objectives

Hypothesis

Data Base

Methodology

Scheme of Chapters
SPATI(S—TEMPORAL TREND IN LITERACY
OF CLASS I CITIES

Intrhductory Statement

Literacy in 1361

Literacy in 1971

Literacy in 1981

1- 2%

13
i6

17

18

18
22

2%-€5
23
25

34
40



HAPTER

II,S
II;5j1
I1.5.2
I1.5.3
II1.6

IIX

ITI, 1
III.2
III.3
I11,3.1
I1I1.3.2

III.4
ITI. 4.1
111, 4.2

1115

IT1.5.1

IT1,5.2

III.5.3

Growth of Literacy in 1961-71 and
1371-81 Decades

Cities with High Growth Rate in
Literacy

Cities with Moderate Growth Rate
in Literacy

Cities with Low Growth Rate in
Literacy. ' '

Conclusion

SPATIAL PATTERN OF SCHEDULED CASTE
AND NON-SCHEDULED CASTE LITERACY

AND THEIR SEX DISPARITY IN LITER-
ACY IN CITIES - 1781

Introduct-ry Statement

Spatial Pattern of Literacy
Non-Scheduled Caste Literacy
Non-Scheduled Caste Male Literacy

Non-Scheduled Caste Female

~Literacy :

Scheduled Caste Literacy
Scheduyled Caste Male Literacy
Scheduled CasteAFemale Literacy
Disparity in Literacy

Sex Disparity ip Literacy among
Non-Scheduled Castes

Sex Disparity in Literacy among
Scheduled Castes

Di sparity among Scheduled Caste
and Non-Scheduled Caste Literacy

- 49

53

B¥

59

62

64-

64
66

71

99

4

76

78
8%
8%

48
89
93

95



CHPATER IV

Iv.1
v,2
Iv,3
1v.3,1
Iv.3.2
Iv.4
IV, 4]

IV'S

CHAPTER V

CORRELATES AND DETERMINANI'S OF
LITERACY IN CLASS I CITIES, 1981

Introductory Statement

Castes and Literacy ‘
Religious Groups and Literacy
Muslims in°Cities

Christians in Citiles
Workforce and Literacy

Workers in Non-agricultural
Activity

Literacy and Functions of Cities

CONCLUSION

APPENDICES
BIBLIOGRAPHY

100
104
104
10%
109
112

113

116

118 —123
124185
186 - 192



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT .

I am extremely grateful to my Supervisor, Dr Saraswati
Raju, who despite of her busy schedule, supervised my work
thoroughly and provided me her valuable suggestions. 1 am
equally thankful to the Centre Chairman for his constant
encouragement for the work, |

, My.thaﬂks to Dr Aslam Mahmood for his help in the
understanding of methodological problems, I am also grateful
to Mr V, Muralidhar, Computer Programmer of the Centré who
helped me in comput ing the data.

I have received great help from a large nmumber of
friends. I must thank in particular, Sunil, Sanghamitra,
Ranmu, Sandhya, Kalpana, Amar, Meera, Rajshree, Sangita, Manss,
Kalia, Priti, Izhar and Miladri for their unflinching support
and valuzhle assistance, | ‘

I thank Mr A K. Talwar and Mr Chander Prakash for
~ tyring the dissertation,

I owe a special debt of gratitude to all the members
of my family.

The staff members of JNU Central Librery and the staff
ﬁembers of the Centre deserve special mention for having
provided me with adequate material and help for_the study,

. ;%,Jafané Sahoo
New Delhi (GITARANI SAHOO)
20th July 1987 :



Tat;le I\b;
I1.1

11,2

I1.3
I1.4

I1.5
"I1.6

ITI1,1

III.2
I1I.3

ITI1.4
IT1I1.5
III.6

Iv,1

LIST OF TABLES

Male and Female Literacy in Citiles, °
1961-81

Total, Male, Female Literacy and Sex
Disparity in Literacy, 1961

Total, Male and Female Literacy and Sex
Disparity in Literacy, 1971

Total, Male and Female Literacy and Sex
Disparity in Literacy, 1981

Literacy Growth Rate in 1961-71 and
1971-61

‘Number of Cities in Differemt Categories

of Literacy Growth Rate

State-wisc Distribution of Populatien and
Literates in Class I cities and Literacy
Rate of Concerned States, 1981

Non-Scheduled Caste Literacy by City Size,
1981

Scheduled Caste Total, Male and Female
Literacy by City Size, 1981

Non-Scheduled Caste Sex Disparity in
Literacéy and Correlation with Male and
Female Literacy by City Size, 1981

Scheduled Caste Sex Disparity 1in Literacy
and their Correlation with Male and Female
Literacy by City Size, 1981

Scheduled Caste and Non-Scheduled Caste
Disparity in Literacy in Their Male amnd
Female Segments by City Size, 1981

Correlation of Literacy and Sex Disparity
with Scheduled Caste ani Non-Scheduled
Castes

35

41
50

52

69

73

0

9%

97

103



.2
Iv,3

Iv.4

Percentage of Muslims and Jains in
Cit ies to Total Population

Correlation Coefficient Between Total
Literacy and Selected Religions

Correlation Between Non-Agricultural
Workers and Literacy

Correlation of Non=agricultural Workers
with Literac  of Different Categories

of Citles

105
107

114

15



Fig, Mo,

11,1
11,2
11,3
114
11,5
11.6
11,7
11.8
11,9
11,10
II.11
11,12
11,13
I1.14

I11.15
11,16

I11.1
III.2
III,3

III 4

III.5

LIST OF FIGURES

Class I Cities in India, 1961
Total Liberacy, 1961

Mdle Literacy, 1961

Female:- Literacy, 1761

Sex Disparity in Literacy, 1361
Total Literacy, 1971

Male Literacy, 1371

Female Literacy, 1971

Sex Disparity in Literacy, 1971
Total Literacy, 1381

Male Literacy, 1981

Female Literacy, 1981

Sex Disparity in Literacy, 1381

Growth in Total Literacy 1361-71 and
1371-81

Growth in Male Literacy 1761-71 an?
1971-81

Growth in Female Literacy 1361=71 and
1371-81

Class I Cities in India, 1381
Total Literacy, 1781

ggg;Scheduled Caste Total Literacy,

Non~Scheduled Caste Male Literacy,
1981

Non-Scheduled Caste Female Literacy,

- 1981

30
31
33
36
38
39
41
43

46

48

56

58
65

75

77

79



ITI.8

I1I,9

ITI, 10

Scheduled Caste Total Literacy,
1981

Scheduled Caste Male Literacy,
1981

Sgheduled Caste Female Literacy,
1981

Non-3cheduled Caste Sex Disparity
in Literacy, 1981

Scheduled Caste Sex Disparity in
Literacy, 1981

86

92

96



II

I1I

Iv

v

VI
VIX

- LIST OF APPENDICES

Literacy Rates and Sex Disparity-in
Literacy in Cities (1961—81)

Growth Rate of Literac
Two Census Decades 1961~-71 and 1971-81

in Cities in

theracy Rates among Scheduled Caste and

Non-5cheduled Castes Population in Cities -

1981

Disparities in Literacy Levels in Cities =

1981

Perceniageo of Muslims,
in Cities = 1951

Cilass I Cities in 1901

Class I Citie

s in 1981

Christiens and Jain

Page No.

124-128

129-135

136-144
145-156

157-171
$73-176
175184



CHAFTER 1
INTRODUCTION

I.1 Nature of the Problem

The extent of literacy aﬁong the populafion'of a country
has an intimate linkage with social, political and cultural
aspects. of the community, Literacy is one of the major factors
which increases the receptivity of the people to the stimull of
social, economic, political and cultural development, It is not
only an inmdex of socio-economic conditions_of a given region,
but also indicates slgnificantly the transformation of under-
developed countries into modern urban industrial nations. In the
modern world, reading and writingbis 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 India about 36 per cent of her population is literate
as per 1981 Census.1 This makes the country far béhind other
nations, The industrial nati-ns amd other developed nations
transformed from an illiterate to a literate society about 75 to

100 years ago (Golden, 19683 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 nther countries as evident from the
literacy rates of different decades: 15.7 per cent in 1951,
24 per cent in 1961, 29.5 per cent in 1371 amd 36.24 per cent
in 1981, These figures exhibit quite clearly that the
il1literate segment of population is much larger than the
.literaté 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 growth rate in literacy is not satisfactory in comparison
to other countries, That is to say that, the country has not
been able tn produce as many literates as the net additions to
the total population, After 1ndependenc§, despite the three
decades of economic and social planning including,compul sory
education, free education and adult education programmes, the
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 ber 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 1361 to 61,44 per cen.t.3 Though

2. If 36 per cent of population is literate then it follows
that there are 64 per cent of population 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 populsti n as class I cities for the
convenience of this study,



the cities have a comparatively higher literacy rates than
otﬁer areas, amng the cities there exists stpiking differences
in literacy.Within three decades of independence, the

expansion of educational facilities is not accompanied by
equalisation of opportunities for all, The facilities are
initially utilised by the pfivileged sections in a given
region. Other than the educational facilities there are
several socie-ecomomic factors which influence literacy levels
and some sections of population ére deprived in terms of

these., In urban contexts, contrary to the expectation the
situation does mot change much and there exists inequalities
in literacy between males and females as well as vetween
Scheduled Castes and non-Scheduled Castes, Further these
inequalit ies are not of the same level everywhere, Depernding
upon the location and functi-ns, the citiess exhibit disparities
of various orders for these subjects of population as would be

seen in the subsequent analysis.

I,2 Literacy and Economic Development

A wide diffusion of literacy 1s indespensable in the
modern civilization and the high lite}acy rate 1s one of the
most important indicators of highly developed economy, In the
industrial nations the literacy and the occupational structures
are linked very closely® In order to establish this relationship,



Golden has framed three categories of citigs on the basis of
their literacy levels and levels of economic development

(Golden 1955: 2).

(1) Developed countries with high literacy and
high economic development;

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

According to this classification, India comes in the secomd
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 therliteracy is being

determined by the economy of the area or the country,

I,3 Literacy and Social Development

"Hisboricallyg literacy 1is used as a technique of preserved
communication, which is provec :s a social instrument in human
society", (Goody 1975 : 12). It 1s also the fact that literacy
is seen as indicative of social status and honour,

The distinctive features of the ancient Indian society
is that ¥ the literacy has been moduled amd shaped in course of
its history more by the religion than by political and economic
influences” (Gore 17673 12). Therefore, behind the degree of
literacy, there lies the whole institutional structure of a
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society., A sgcial group which has a low literacy level is
known as a socially backward group,which means that literacy
changes the social and cultural actiQity of a society, - _.

‘It acts as a'bridge between social, political and cultural
‘aspects of the different groups.

It has been argued in the literatures that, there exists -

- a_difference in the literacy pattern of class I cities, In
that, the cities which have achieved class I status recently
retain much of their traditiosnal social customs, norms and

establishments., As such the literacy remains lower over time
as compared to the cities which have become class I cities
much earlief and which are industrially developed, Due to
specific events, for example, Adonl, Amroha,Chapra, Hospet,
Rampur, Sambhal etc, are characteristic examples of the former
situation whereas Calicut, Cochin, Jamshedpur, Mangalore,

Porbandar, Ranchi etc., are in the later ones.

1.4 Review of Literature

In geéneral, the 1iterature 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, 1In the folloﬁing

sections en attempt has been made to review the available

studies from various sources, Although a clearcut classification



was not always possible, an attempt has been made to clasify
the literature according to the focus of the study, that is, -
A1l India level; and Regionmal level, Admittedly, there are

~ some overlappings in the classification attempted,

I,4,1 A1l India Level Studies

Golden (1955) has discussed the literacy of the under-
developed countries, He has found out a close association
between the 1iteracy and the industrial development, According
to him literacy also works as an index of soclo=econohmic
development.' Further, he has discussed how literacy helps
significantly in the transfomation of underdeveloped countries
into modern urban and industrial nations, |

Schwartzbert (1961) has attempted to discuss the overall
state-wise growth rate of literacy in India as a whole, He
has concluded that the progress of 1literacy depends upon
urbanization and the ~conomic development of the area,

Gosal's (1364} analysis of literacy in India may be
mentioned as one of the earliest studies onthe subject, 1In
this study, Gosal investigated the evolutfion of literacy pattern
in India and discussed the regionmal differences in it, BHe
contends that 1literacy has a high correlation with the degree
of urbanization, comtact with the British, agricultural
development and missionary activities, He has also made an
attempt to correlate the literacy rate with the male-female
differential in literacy.



In another paper Gosal (1979) analysed the urban-rural
differential in literacy along with sex disparity -therein
during 19011971, According to him the sex differential
in literacy is much higher for scheduled castes as compared
to other sections of the society, The Southern India stands
out markedly as a region of higher literacy than the north,

Tirthas(1966) study deals with the pattern of literacy
among mal‘es and females in 1361 in India, According to him,
the social taboos the infant marriage, and\t-_he seclusion
for women are the factors which account for ldw\iliteracy,
especially for females, \

One of the major works 1s done for Census 6‘f India
(1978) by Matarjan on the literacy of India from 1301 to 1951.
He has discussed the literacy of males, females, urban areas
and cities for each decade. He has also studied literacy for
religfon, cas‘ce and comnmunity. According to him the sex
disparity - a literacy among Christians is less than other
communities, Parsis énd Jains are literates for the purvose
of their business interests and their women are also consider—
ably advanced.Muslims occupy a low position in literacy,
While discussing the female literacy he has emphasised that
both Brahmins and Muslims are distinctly. opvosed to the
education of females, Hié opinisn t-wards the castes amd
literacy is that most of the low castes of advanced provinces
have higher literacy than the higher castes of backward areas,



Gore (1972) in his book Sociology of Fducation has

given a brief note on the disparity in education among men

and women. He has discussed the education for Scheduled
Castes, Scheduled Tribes ard differeht religious groups, He
found that the sex disparity in educatidn is more among
Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes, Among the religions
the disparity is more in case of Muslims than other religious
communities,

Krishan and Shyam (1973) in their paper- entttled,
"Progress of female iiteracy in India" have attempted a
-distriﬁt-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 corresponds to the self-contained
rural life, oral worship religion, early marrizge and absence
of local schools in rural areas, The tribal female 1literacy
spreads due to the missicnary activities, The coasts,
specially the western coast and the deltaic areas have high
female literacy rates, .n the other hand, the "low female
literacy 1is 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 cities is one of the very few studies which
deals directly with urban literacy The study reveals that a
high percentage of populaticn in Indian cities is illiterate,
The literacy level is related to the location, function,

]
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§0pulation composition and the zize of the city. On the other hand,
according to the authors; illiterzcy in Indian cities is due to the
large-scale migration of population to the cities from rural areas.

A number of socio-economic correlates to‘explain the existing liter-
acy levelg have also been identified. Thus, the relation between

- literacy and religion, socio=—economic development,:and literacy
patterns of the region where the specific cities are located is ex
plained. Further, the levels of literacy among cities are identified
whereby, the cities in south are distinguished as having higher lit-

eracy rotes than the cities located in north.

In another paper Shyam and Krishan (1977) have delt with

{—

the spatial pattern of literzcy and sex disgvaritly there in India.
They have also examined the progress in literacy from 1901-1971.
The hisgh livterazcy rote is related vwith the exposure to the external
forces, social and political influences, pressure o) Fchristian
migsionaries and ver capita income. They pnointed out that the
differentials in literacy among different communitiss depends on

thelr needs and oprortunitics for different degrees of educatione.

In still another study, Xrishan and Shyam (1978) have
discussed and interpreted the differentials in literacy among
rural and urban arens on the bacis of statistical analysis of
13971 Censuse. They found out that literacy is closely related to
urbanization. The rural areas have low literacy thdn the urban
arens due to the presence of a higher concentration of agricul-
tural labour.

Mitra (1975) has done a comp:iitivte study of literacy between
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{

¥ 1951 and 1961. According to him literacy and education are concomital

factors of agricultural and indusirial growbth. Basically his study is
based on illiteracy. He has discussed thé gsocial factors which

results in a low growth of literacy.

Premi (1976) has attempted a futureistic  literacy pattern in
India for 1986. He asumed that the children between 5-14 years age
will become literate through the school education and upto 1986 the

mzle and female literacy will be 75 per cent and 50 per cent respec-

4

tively for the total population.

Tilak (1278) in nis article “the Regional Inequality in literacy
in India" focussed on the disparities in literacy rates in various
regionsvin India. He attributed the problems of inequality in 1evels
of literacy in India across several regions, due to the lack of pre-
sence of political willi. On ©iac other hond, interaction with the
Pritish Colony resulted in an incrense in liter-cy levels. His hy-

no:hoses are as follow ¢

J.

i) Backward population nas a nepoative relsotion with literocys
ii) the low urban ond rurcl ratios influcnce negaiivoely the literacy
levels; and high ratio of industrial and cgriculturzl workers influ-

ences the literacy rate negatively. ~ Further, a sex ratio in favour -

o]

f femzle is seen to have a positive impact on literacye.

One of the most extensive situdies has been done by Sopher(1980)
on sex disparity in literacy in India. In this analysis, the district
level spatial pattern of Iiterucy ona the disvprrity beiween nale and

female levels is taken up in éetails. The hich literacy is found to
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be coexisting with urbanization, major lives of transportation,

missionary activities along with regiohal and economic development

A north-south pattern emerges in the distribution of sex
dispartties, which is negatively relatéd with female literacy
}and.na non agricultural employment. Further, the llteracy
levels are explained VJ.s-a-VJ.s different caste, communlty and

religions groups in different parts of India.

Raza and Aggarwal (1984) in their paper have analysed
the spatial pattern of inequality in literacy between various
social groups at various levels i.e between scheduled castes
and other, beuween scheduled tribes and others are well as
between male and female segments. In addition, the rural and
urban components of all the above sections are dealt with se-

parately. According to them, the disparities in educational
development are due to the ‘gomposite effect of distortions
embeded in the system during the colonizl times. The dispari-
tizs are found to be closely associated with a rural literacy,

cricultural workers, urbanization and industri-

ICH
oimy

cultivator

alizatione.

‘Dubey (1985) is -of ~the-opinion that-the-male-end-female——-
literacy and socio economic staté of the area is highly corre-
lated. His study is based on development and education of
women in the Hindi speczking areas i.e Bihar, Haryana, Northern
Madhya Pradegh ance Uttor Pradesh. In these areas the female
literacy is lower than the male literacy among all the groups

which is basically due to the asymmetrical..relationship between
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males and females in the society. According to him the non-
- scheduled caste female in the urban areas are more privileged
than the rural areas. The illiteracy and low economic status
of the scheduled castes wémen - have resulted in theirnlow

literacy profile in the society.

Nuna (1985) in his pzper on the 'Spread of female lit-
eracy in India 1901-1981' has discussed the spatial pattern
of female literacy. According to this study a hizh female
literacy is associated with high urbaniz~ation, economic deve-
lopment, agricultural prosperity and missionary activities.
The muslim and tribal ponulation act as prejudice agains women

education.

Gosal's recent work on the "“Spatial perspective on lite-
razcy in India'®™ is based on the 1961-71 Census data (Gosal
1985). He has discussed the male-female differentinlg in 1it-
eracy both in rurél and urban areas, rural=-urban dil’crentiesl
in literzecr in texm of scheduvled castes »nd scheduipg tribes
and the sootial pattern of literacy to the toﬁzl noDNLETIioN.

He has found 6ut that the influence of caste with is heiiditaxy
occupation tend to work against the growth of literacy among
the community. Southern India stnands as a region of high
literacy as compared to the northern India. Coastal areas
have further high literacy and low sex disparity due to contact
with overseas people. This is true especially of Christian
missionaries. 4 correlation between literacy and urbanization,

diversifiéd econony, 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 is high.

1e402: Regionél‘level Studiéé,

In .addition to the works at national levels there are
some other studies which deal with state and district levelse.

In the following garagraphs several such works are reviewed,

Mukharjee (1968) has examined the spatio-temporal lit-
eracy. pattern of Andinra Pradesh at Tahsil levels from 1951 to
1961. According to this study, there exists a relationship
between literacy on one hand and urbanization, socio economic
developnment, occupational structure, female participation in
other than household activities and ethnic composition of popu-
lation on %the other. Further, industriclization and urbanizar

tion seen to have strong positive bearing on levels of literacy.

T rjee's (1975) rescarch on literacy in Singhbh m in
Biher indicates that there is increase in literacy rate with
the decrezge in agricultural workers, scheduled tribe population
and with increase in manufacturing trade, commerce and other
services. His study is based on the tahsil level dats in the

district,

/Siddique (1977) in his paper “ILiteracy in Uttar Pradesh
during 1901-1271" deals with the regional variations in literacy
in the state. According to his findings, Uhe regional varintion

in literacy, corresponds to the level of socio-cconomic develop-
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ment, degree of urbanization, and occupational composition of

the population in the gtate.

Dutta (1982) has made an attempt to find out the role
of socio-economic variables in explaining the intraadistrict
level variations in the literacy rate and male female differen-
tial in literecy in southern digtrict of west Bengal. He
views the decrease in‘literacy vith 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=—
centage of voteol male to total female, religion and educaticnal
facilities as the explanatory variables in this study for 1lit
eracy.

According to Sharma (1985) who studies the socizl topo-
sraphy of Assam the arens occupled by indigineous ponulation

£

i.e of low casie peonle nre narited by lower literacy and high
disparity in comparison to other areas occupied by relatively

newer grouns of people.

Another set of situdieg are thosewhich doal with liter-
acy among schedule castes or scheduled tribes. In such gtudiesg
_the writers have e@sentially focussed on the missionary acti-
vivies and the socio-economic conditions of the community. In
general, the main emphasis is not on rural or urban componentis
as such, but on bringing'out the relative deprivation and the

social gap that exist between scheduled castes ané gcheduled



tribes vig-a—-visg the rest of the population,

Thus this over_view it becomes evident thaﬁ the
levels of urbanization activities of éhristian migsionaries,
religious and socio~economic conditions are some of the im-
portant parameters at various levels which explain variation
in literacy levels. Most of the scholars have worked on spa-
tial pattern of literacy at national and state levels. How
ever, none of the studies reviewed so far deal exclusively
with city literacy except the work of Krishan and Shyam (1974),

which 1s already discussed.

[}

Along with literacy levels in citics which have sirong
agsociation with the literacy pattern of the areas in which
they are located. (Rrishan and Shyam 1974; 300-804). The
difference of scheduled caste anc non scheduled caste literacy
in a2 ziven city is expected to have a relation with the pattern
of the general literacy in that fegion. Bul in urban settings
the 1" 1 scheduled caste components of population as well as
nales 2nd femzles of these two groups may behave differently
in terms of literacy is the question which reﬁains largely

unexplegeds _ ]

FProm the existing literature it becomes clear that, not
much work is done on urban literacy, althousch there are several
at®dies which deal, to some extent, with the rural-urban diff-

erentiation in literacy. However, it may be arsued thoco the
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urban is an extension of the rural and there exists a region-
al ethos which transresses the rural-urban- digtinction. It
nay be that such transgression would be minimum in class I
cities. As such the relative déprivation of the scheduled
castes and the females in general would not have much variation
in gpace. This =~ contention, of course, is based on an ex~
pectation that the levels of services available Tor spread of
literacy will not be drastically different from one city to the
other. t is expected that the =« availability of infra-
structure, motivation and stimvlation are likely to be more

or less uniform over space in class I cities. However, as
wili bé éleaf %fém the‘éfﬁé& uﬂééfﬁékéi é#en.ciééé & gitieé
exhibit a wide range of variation in literacy levels. Whexrehly
they have a distinct regional character in terms of literzcy.
At the risk o;.generaiization it may be stated that even the
clagss I citiss follow the expected regional patiterns more
closely than their counterparts across space. That is to

say instead of having a distinct urban pattern vhich is in-
dependent of regional constraints the cities behave more in
accordance with the regional framework where they are located,
a statement which gets substantiated at various level in the

analysis which is to followe __

1:5: Objectives:

The objectives of this study are as follows:
i) to find out the spatio-temporal variation in liter-
acy of the class I citiec in India during 1961-81 Census

decades for general ,ns well as male and female components of
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;iﬁoﬁésghédﬁied éndaSChedﬁle§3¥éet¢\gFOUpsQl(ii) to measure the -
sex disparity in literacy, that is Tovels of male literacy
vig-a-vis female literacy during 1961-81. (iii) To measure
inter-caste and Intra-caste disparity in literacy that is bet
ween the scheduled caste and non-scheduled castes and male and
female segments within these groups and thieir spatial pattern
over space in 1981 census (iv) To identify a set of socio-eco-
nomic parameters which might help us toe explain the observed

patterns.

1.6¢ Hypotheses:

(i) Pemale literacy is positively correlated with male
literacy. |

(ii) The increase in literacy level is associated with
Cecrease 1In sex disparity.

(iii) Consequent upon thelr low stétus and special hirarchy,
lorger the scheduled caste component in the population lower
will be,the level of liter=zcy.

(iv) The sex disparity of scheduled caste literacy will be
more than the non-scheduléd caste sex digparity in literacy.

(v) The high literacy rate and low sex disparity will
be the characteristic of cities in which Christians and Jains
form a substantial segment of population and reverse will be
the case with a high ségment,of muslim population.

(vi) The larger the size of the city, the higher will
be the literncy.

vii) Cities with a considerable proportion of workers

enzazed in non-agricultural activities will have a high literacy

nmy ey e
ﬁ.‘lue.
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7 -e-present stu@y is entirely based on seconda:y sources.
| In v1ew of>the objectives of this study, the data for dleerent
f}nai“ r iwere drawn from the census of India for 1961, 1971
and 1981 ;1The literacy rates for the general populatlon for
1961, 1971 -and 1981 have been computed from - (a) Census of
Tndia” 1961 Vol I part IT A (ii) (b) Census of India, Union
Primary Census Abstract 1971, Vol I, Part I, A (ii) and (¢)

Census of‘India, Union Primary Census Abstract 1981 Part I B(i).

The literacy rates and participation rotes both for
scheduled castes and non scheduled castes for 1981 have been
compu.cd from a) Census of India, Union prims>y census Abs-
tract, 1981, Part IT B (i) b) Census of India, Union Primary
Census Abstrsct for scheduled Castes 1981 Part II B(ii) and

Census of Incia Union Prinary. Census Abstirzct for Scheduled
Tribes 1981 Part II B {(iii).

The proportions of population ¥ '»onzing to different
religiogs factions as per cent of totos ponulucion in 1981
have been computed from the Census of India, Household popula-

tion by Religion of Head of the Household Series I paper 4.

1.8¢ Methodology ;

In this study both the qualitative and quantitative

methods have been used. The jualitative methods involves the

tables and the guantitative methods in-

joN

nalysig of maps an

clude the use of various stotistical methodse.
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To study the temporal growth and pattern of literacy in
total literacy and among scheduléd castes and non-scheduled

castes, 1961 has been chosen as the base year. It is because

»

»

of the fact that as compared to the definitions of ;town' in
earlier censuses, that is, from 1901 to 1951 which remained
more or less constant, in 1961 census: several modifications
were introduced to make the designations more satisfactoxy
fron the statistical voint of view (Country Monozraphy 10 U.N.
1932: 47).

In this gtudy the cities with Municipnal Corvorations
h2aving more than one lnkh population heve been tcoken as Class
T cities. The populotion of the municipal corporatibn hzos

- 1

Uil T‘Qu"f 1

o
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®
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-
(%]
o
(.]

as to make The aata comparcble ©
vime. The conccnv of urban agglomeration, which was introduced

in Indian Cenosus for 15t time in 1971 znd wos Zollowred vhioush

the 1981 Census, 2id not exist in 1961 censu. econa.y whe
— £ -7 1 33 Y (3 $ =3 oom v 3 el ~ nl \..
urdan on rrovbhs of individual citieg wre highly uwneven. Zox
ex~anle, in Cnlcubta so many suburban crecs are inclunaed oo

urhon outorowths.e On other hand, there ore gsome citleg 2.7

Anbrla with o urbon ouvt ~rowsh. Conseinent upon thic ob-

vacion it was decncd £iv to leave urban ouiu grwoth so that
e
some of the discripancies in data could be avoided.

Therefore, the nunber of those cities which had Muni-

cinal Corporations and a ponulation above one lakh, increused
to 226 in 1981. Whcreas according to Censcus of Indic there

~re 2103 Clacs I citiesgs in India. To keopn a coherence with the

chansers and for the convenience of the study we have taken only

.
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thejﬁopulation of munlcipal corporations inwtﬁad of the urban
agglomeratlons..[ -;”' | u |

In case of 1961 Census there _are 106 class 1 cities
léincludlng the city Bally in West Bengal. -Though the data for
Bally is not available in 1971 census for its emergence with
Calcutta urban abglomerationgnahave not included Bally in the
study (in Chapter II). So the tetal number of cities has

reduced to 105 in 1961 Census.

The literzcy rates for total male. ané female have

been calculated out of the totzl, male and female population.

£

In orcer To compute the decade. growth rate of literacy
in the same cities during the two periods of time, the growth
rate has been calculated by keeping the 1961-71 as one period
and 1971-81 as another. To calculate the growbth rate, the |
following formula is used :-

Growth rate = X2 - X1

X100
X4
K1 = Hunber of liverates at the beginning ol the
reference period. .
X2 Humber of literates at the end of the reference

period ,
The sex disparity and the disparity between the scheduled
castes and non scheduled castes (in case of city literacy)

is measured by using the Sopher's disparity index (Sopher 1974)
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88 moditiod by Kundu (1986)0

'“f'the modified formula can be expressed

‘a5 Ds = log Xp /Xy + log (@ - X1) /&X,)

 Where @ > 200

The value of a is at deast as large as twice that of the
maxinmun attaineble value of X.

Lastely an attempt has been made to interpret the
spatial variation in the vattern of city literacy and as well
as sex and caste digsparities by analysing the determinants and
correlates of literacy. On the basis of correlation matrix
between literacy and related demographic and socio-econonic

variables, an explanatory framework is presented.

4. Sopher's measurement of disparity necessiates the trans—
formation of original series into logarithmic seriegs. If
the observations X4, X5, X3, etc (indicated as percentages)
are replaced by 100~X, and” 100- x2, the value of the index
should become negativg while its magnitude remains unchanged.
Sopher!'s index may be expressed as:’

Ds 2 log X,/Xq and Log (100-X4 (100-Xy)

Where X2 > . Xq

T8

TSIy a4y.02,3 N8
| satss L) Mg DS
G |

TH2282
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'rhis study is organiaed into five chapter. The first
-Chapter deals with the introduction, onceptual. and analytical
»framewbrk. ;‘l’he second ;:hapter explores the spatio-temporal
patterns of male, female and total 1literacy in class I cities
in the three Census decades i.e. 1961, 1971, and 1981. The
growth in literacy in cities in the five Census decades, 1961-71
and 1971-81 is alsoc anglysed.

Chapter three examines the spatizl pattern of literacy
and séx diSparity in literscy among Scheduled Cacste, non-Scheduled
Castes and of total population for 1981 Census. This study
has been done both for male and female segments separstely.

Chapter four deals with some of the socio-economic
indicators and their impact on literacy pattern in the cities,
The corre€lation coefficient values have been found out between
different varizsbles and male and female literacy of Scheduled
Castes and non-Scheduled Castes and with the disparities
therein tn cities.

The fifth Chapter concludes the findings of the study
‘together with a brief discussion on the literacy and development

of the cities,
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 CHAPTER II .

“SPATIO~TEMPORAL TREND IN LITERACY OF
| CLASS I CITIES

' II. 1 Introductor_:x Statem ent

Moving from the rural society through small towns,
cities and métropolitan citiés, one finds an increase inm
li teracy levels. However, inspite of better facilities of
education in the cities from the time of independence, there
are cities which show low literacy as compared to the national
avéragea of both in rural and urban areas.1 In the post-
independepce period, there has been more rapid growth in literacy
(Census Monograph, 1971 & p. 4), that is 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 cities. This may be due to free
and compulsory education after independence, Although the major
share of India‘’s population live in rural areas, a significant
share of literates are there in cities. However, the extreme
differences in 1it£récy is not nly found in cities across the
spéce but alsoc between groups, sections, districts as well as
between male, femajés and castes (Davie, 1351 : p. 153). 1In the

present anglysis, 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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theirigruwth’in cities duriﬁg 1961, 1971 and 1981 are angzlysed
in depth (Fig. 2.1). ‘ihie study -also attempts to anzlyse
2 thes sex disparity in 1i'ceracy/in thé cities over the three
cenéﬁz-deéades. |

In comparison to the total literacy rate in India
including both the rural and urban areas, the city literacy
rate increases at rapid rate (Table II.1). Out of 46.94 per
cent literates in urbzn India, the cities constitute 55,88 per
cent literates. In case of the total literacy of India, both
rural and urban, it has increased from 24.02 per cent in 1961
to 36.23 per cent in 19813 which is in a sharp contrast to the
literacy rate of 1901 (5.35 per cent) and 1931 (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, serious efforts
were made to develop a network of means of communication
connecting the countryside with towns and cities (Gosal,
1985). The achievemenf in literacy in cities may be duve to

the improvement in industry, trade and comrerce.

II.2 ldteracy in 1961

Out of the total population of Incdia 24.02 per cent

are literates which 18 quite more in case of the cigies i.e.



Table II.1 : Male and Female Literacy, 1961-1981

1?61

1971

1981
Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) - (%) (%)
Total Population 24,02 33.44 12.95 24.96 39.45 13,72 36.23 46.89 24,82
Urban Population 46.94 57.46 34.48 52.44 61.28 42.14 57.40 65.83 47.82
Class I City ' .
Population® 51.88 60.82 40.73 57.06 64.57 47.97 62.26 69.26 54.10
* Excludes Assam where census could not be held owing to diéturbed no
conditions prevailing there at the time of 1981 Census, Sy

The class I cities taken t»n
which had class I status in

1971 and 1981,

calculate this percentage are those

all the three census decades vize.

1961,
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1

51.88 per cent (Table II.2). As compared to other areas, cities

Table II.2 3 Total, Male, Female Literacy and Sex
Dieparity, 1961

Total = Male Female . Sex Disparity
Literacy Literacy Iiteracy in Literacy
(%) . (%) - (%) :
Total Population 24.02 3%, 44 12.95 0.436
Urban Population 4‘6094 57046 34‘48 O. 346
Class I Population 51.88 60.82 40.73 0.223
a. 6 3.60 70.07 56.75 0.134
b. - 28.81 36455 19,70 0.311
ae City with highest literacy rate i.e. Ermaculam.
b. City with lowest literacy rate i.e., Rampur.

are well eguipped with the educational facilities., Still there

exisﬁs 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 i almost close ¢to the all India
1li teracy rate (both rural and urban areas).

Apart from individual cities there exisfs a regional
variation among the cities in literzcy (Fig. II.2). although the
vdistribution does not show a distinct north-south difference:
it is clear that most of the cities which have relatively higher
levels of literacy are located in the southern region as compared

to the North (Fig. I.2). There is one excerntion in case of
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northern citieé,that is,the cities of Punjab and Delhi.exhibit
higher literacy levels, 1In the cities of South, the coastal
cities are further characterised by still higher literacy rates
i.e. more than 51 per cent than the cities located in the
interior parts. Additionally, thé ciFies of the western coast
have comparatively higher literacy levels than the cities
situated at the easter coast. Most of the cities with low
1literacy rate2 i.e. less than 45 per cent are located in the
states of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Jymu and Kashmir, Madhya
Pradesh, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. The cities of medium
literacy level (45.51 per cent) are located in Andhra Pradesh,
Gujarat, Maharashtra, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh (Fig. I1.2)

Everywhere male literacy is higher than the female
literacy. However, there exists a wide range of variati-n in
male literacy among cities i.e. 70.07 per cent in Ernaculam to
36.55 per cent in Rympur. The corresponding figures fof
female l{ﬁeracy is 56.75 per cent in Er paculam and 19.70 per
cent in Rampur (Table II.2).

The male and female literacy levels exhibit almost the
game regional pattern as the total literacy (Fig. II.3 and
Fig. IX.4). However, in case of female literacy many more

cities exhibit relatively lower levels of literacy as compared

2. 45 per cent is considered as low literacy rate among
the literacy rates of the cities.
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' to males (Appendix I).: Thqg except Delhi, the cities which
have coastal locations together with the cities of Punjab and
west Bengal, all other cities have medium to low female

1iteracy rates.3 In this respect the cities of Bihar and Orissa
may be mentioned where the literacy rates for female are -
especially low. On the eother hand Uttar Pradesh is the state
whose cities except Dehra Dun are charzcterised 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 regions of high and low female
literacy coin¢ide with the regions of high and low male iiteracy
respectivelys the use of disparity index brings out a wide

range of sex disparity among the cities across the space, The
highest sex disparity in literacy i.e. 0.436 is found in Darbhanga
(Bihar) which drops to 0.124 for New Delhi (Appendix II).
Compared with the map of literacy the distribution of sex
disparity in literacy (Fig. II,5) 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 cities of Andhra Pfadesh,

Punjab and Uttar Pradesh. The cities which have low sex

3. The categopisation i.e. high, medium and low .4s done
on the maps everywhere.
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disparity in literacy with a low male and female literacy

are Barailly and Meerut in Uttar Pradesh, Most of the southern
cities have low sex disparity with high 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 comparatively lower disparities -
than the eastern coasts cities,

II.,3 Literacy in 1971

The class I cities show an increase in literacy rate from
51.88 per cent in 1961 to 57,06 per cent in 1971.4 In 1971
the literacy 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 from 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 almyst the same as tﬁat of 1961, Most of
the cities of Uttar Pradesh, thus record a very low total
literacy levels i,e, less than 45 per cent.5 The cities in
Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh and

4, In the same 105 cities which were class I 4n 1361,

5. It may be argued that 45 per cent literacy rate in itself
is not very low. An increase of 39 per cent in 1961 is
taken as very low value, This varia‘gion has happened
because these 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 II;3 $ Total Male and Female I4 teracy and Sex
Disparity in Literacy, 1974

Total Male Female Sex Disparity
Iiteracy Literacy Literacy in Literacy
(%) (%) (%) e
Total Population 29.46 39.45 18,72 0.416
Urbap Population 52.44 61.28 42,14 0.298
Class I Popula= _
tion 57.06 46457 47.95 0.179
Alleppy e 70404 75.43 64.62 0.103
Rampur b, 29.66 35.62 22.78 . 0.227

ae City with highest literacy rate.
b. City with lowest literacy rate.

Rajasthan show comparatively lower literacy rates, However,
the coastal citie: with the exception of cities in »ndhra
Pradesh fall in th= category of high to very high literacy
rates (Fig. II.6). |

The male literacy shows an increase from 60.82 per 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 in Rampur. Unlike the

1961 pattern, the coastal cities have a very high male literacy



5 %

s

Litéracy () |

: L aS e, \/erY bowl
|| 45751 0 kew
- {»51‘;'_'57 @) Me}}aom

L
-

™
Ay e

FigureI1.6 Total




37

rate which is more than 74 per cent except the cities of
Andhra Pradesh and Orissa. Most of the northern cities exhiﬁit
medium to low literacy levels for males (Fige II.7). Though a
distinct north-south pattern is not identifiable, the cities in
the south do have higher levels of literacy in generalvas
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 remains
almost the same as 1961 paétern. Though the variatinon seems to
have a clearer north-south component to {t as compared to 1961
pattern, Thus, most of the cities with relatively higheé female
literacy i.e. more than 52 per cent are to be found in the
southern states of Gujargt, Maharashtra znd Tamil Nadu., Whereas
most of the cities in Bihar, Jammu énd Kashmir, Madhvya Pradesh,
Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh maintain a low literacy level for
female. Among the s -hern cities the cities locéted in the
easﬁ coast have lower levels of literacy as compared to the
cities of the west coast (Fige. I1I.8). Keral: is the oniv state
where all the cities have highest female 1literacy le;els.

.. The.regional variation is not only found in the 1literacy
levels but also in the distribution of sex diSparitiés in

literacy. The digparity index among clties shows s wide range
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of variation i.e. from 0.371 in Darbhanga to 0.099 in
Ernaculam (Appendix 1). when a compafison is made between
the spatial pattern of the levels of‘literacy and disparity it
appears thét the low literacy rate is associated with high
disparities and vice-versa. However, in case of the cities of
Uttar Pradesh the literacy rates are lower for both males and
females, the existing disparity is of medium range i.e. 0.200
to 0.249.

The spatizl pattern in sex disparity in 1literacy sths
a comparatively lower disparity in the Southern cities i.e, of
Andhra Pradesh, Cujarat, Karnatzk, Kerala, Maharashtra, Orissa
and Tamil Nadu except the cities of Kornool, Malegaon, Solapur,
Visakhapatnam and Warangal (Fig. II.9). 1In other cases the

spatial pattern is almost the same as the 1961 pattern,

IT,.4 Literacy in 1981

During 1981 census ther? were 32.26 per cent literztes,
Clzss I cities constituted of 62.26 per cent of literates in
the 105 cities in India. This percentage was 57.06 in 1971,
The literacy rates in the cities are comparatiwvely hiqhér than
the rural and urban areas, But if we compare the literacy level
of individual cities it varies from 80.33 per cent in Ernacul am

to 33.17 per cent in Rampur (Table II.4).
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Table II.4 3 Total, Male and Female Literacy and Sex
Disperity in ILiteracy - 1981

»

Total Male Female Sex Disparity
Literacy ILiteracy Literscy in Literacy
- (%) (%) (%) ' - -
Total Population %6.23 46.89 24.82 0.306
Urban Population 57.40. 68.83 47.582 0.186
Clsss I Population’ 62.26  69.26  54.10 0.155
Ernaculam a.  80.33 84.07 76 .57 0.068
Rampur b. 33.17 39.62 25.95 " 0.220 - -
* Literacy rate of the 105 class I cities in 1981,
ae. City with highest literacy rate . |
b. City with lowest literacy.

The spatial pattern of city literacy in 1981 appears to be the
same as that of 1961 and 1971 patterns (Fig; I7,10). Except
Punjab, Delhi and New Delhi, most of the cities in Andhra Pradesh,
Bihar, 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, 1t has increased from 34.44
per cent in 1961 to 42.24 per cent in 1981, But, in cazse of the

class I cities it has increased from 60.562 per cent in 1961 to
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69.26 per cent in 1981, The regional pattern is almost similar
to the regional pattern of 1961 and 1971 (Fig. 11.11). Howéﬁer,
the literacy varies from 84.07 per cent in Ernaculam to 39.63
per cent in Rgwpur in 1981, 1In general, most of the cities of
Andhra Pradesh, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh have low literécy
rates whereas in case of 1961 and 1971 the cities of Bihar were
included in the category of cities with low male literacy;

The increase in the female literacy rate from 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 literacy rate im Ernaculam [.€.76.57 per cent and
the city with the lowest literacy rate is Rampu£ with 25,95
pef cent (Table II.4). The spatial pattern which emerges is
éomparable to the spatial pattern in 1971 i.e. Fig. IT.12 and
Fig. II.8. The cities with low literacy are still located in
andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa and Uttar Pradesh,
The high literacy rates are in the cities of Gujarst, = srnataka,
Kerala, Punjab, T gnil Nadu and West Bengal,with the exception of
Soleapur in Masharashtra, where the female literacy 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 i{n 1981, As compared to the
urban areas the sex disparities in cities are quite low (Table
I7.,4). However, the 1981 pattern is characterised by wide range

in this 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 is almost the same as
that of 1971 pattern (Fig. II,13), The cities of Bihar,
Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh show relatively higher values for
sex disparities in literacy. Cities of andhra Pradesh and
Madhya Pradesh have a medium range in sex disparities in
literacy (Fig. I1I.13).

From the above discussion, it becomes clear that, there
exists almost the simflar regional pattern for both male and
female literacy. The regional paﬁtern differentiated along
a north and south dimension has beceme clearer towards 1971 and
1981, ‘However, a redeém;ng feature is that of an increase in
the literscy rate gorrespording.with the decrease in the
disparity levels,® which reflects in the development of the cities
in particular and the country. In general the sex disparities
are discussed in greater detail: in the following paragraphs.

The regional pattern of sex diSpari£y in literacy during
1961, 1971 and 1981 also show a regional pattern similar to
the literacy observations, Within the three census periocs,
the cities of Kerala at the top with hichest malewfemale

literacy with a very lew sex disparity in literacy. The other

6. which will be clear in the further discussions in
growth rates in city literecy in 1961-71 and 1971-81.
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coastal cities also have high literacy rates and low sex
disp-arities except the d ties of Al;&'ra Pradesh, This may
be due to the faét that the western coast had longer and more
continuous overseas contacts and due: to the presence of
Christian missionaries (Gosal 1964 & 274),

During 1961 most of the northern cities recorde¢ low
literacy rates, but later on ,the situation seems to have
improved in terms of overall rates of literaéy especially in
the cities of Rzjssthan and Madhya Pradesh.

I1.5 Growth of Literacy in 1961-71
and 1971-81 Census Decades

After tracing the spatial pattern of literacy 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 preseht study, the year 1961 hss
been tsxen as the base year. The great device in temms of
spread of literacy and education in India's history may be
«aid to have come in 1951, after independence. Thereafter,
the pace of literacy and education quickened impressively.
However, as mentioned by Mitra (1985 s 337), in 1961-71 as
compared to 1951-61 for both male and feméles.

The growth rate of class I cities is qeite remarkable
during the period of 1961-71, The impact of Five Year Plans
as well as the programme of industrial development is evident
| f¥omthe urban growth. The population growth rate in class I

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



1971-81, This growth rate may be attributed to the emergence
| of million plus cities and growth of industries in public
and private sectors (country monograph. 10. UN 3 143).. It
has been apmjed that, with the growth of population i.e. with
k inc:gease tin size of cidés, lite:racy rates tend to :
increase (Davis 1951 s 143) when the growth in literacy in
India (including both rural and urban areas) increases from
23.26 per cent in 1961-71 to 25,39 per cent in 1971-81,

in case of cities the growth rate decreases from 50.74 per

cent in 1961-71 to 48.68 per cent in 1971-81 (Table II.5).

Table II.5 ¢ Literacy growth rate in 1961-71 and 1971-81

Growth rate in 1961 =71 197181

All Ingia" 23.26 25,39

Class I Cities Total 50.74 48,65
i ":le 43069 43056
F‘:‘.’n\ale 63089 56003

Highest Growth Rate Total 209.218 193, 33D
Male 197.25° 195.40P
Female 274,338 189,91

Lowest Growth Rate To tal - 1,87€ -26.2ag
Male -16,39€ -29,11
Female 14.54® -22,174

* Growth rate includes both rural and yrban areas

a. Growth rate in the city of Ernaculam

‘ b. Growth rate of Ranchi

Ce Growth rate of Ambalj

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 Ernaculam to -1."87 per

~ Cent in Ambala during 1961=31 and from 193,33 per cent in._ ...

Ranchi to -26.28 per cent in Kolar during 1971-81, However,
in most of the cases the growth rate exhibits a declining;
trend duriﬁg the 1971-81 Census period (Appendix 11).

‘with a view to identify the cities, which have consis-
tently a high, medium and low growth rates, a simple classifi-
cation scheame has been adopted. On the basis of their growth
charzcteristics the cities are classified into the following
groupss
(1)  Cities with high growt. rates 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 rates
(ii) Cities with medium growth rate, that is, those which are
between plus or minus 10 per cent of average growth

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

1971815 and, finally
(111) Cities with low growth rate are the cities which have

less than 10 per cent of the average growth f'ate.7

7. The cities have high growth rate in 1961-71 and low
growth rate in 1971-81 or vice-versa are di scussed
- Jater in this chapter,
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The number of cities with high iiteracy growth
rates during both the decades has increased from 24 to 27
per cent., In case of male literac;r. the rise is more. i.e..
from 23 cities in 1961-71 to 29 éities in 1971-81 constitu-
ting 21,30 per.cent.and 27.62 per cent of cities
respectively (Table 11.6): The category comprisirig cities
with medium growth rates shows a similar trend., These
trends are Vnecessarily accompanied by the decrease in
number of cities in the third category. In case of low
growth rate the number of cities has decreased from 37 per

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

Table II.6 3 Number of Cities in Different Categories
of Literacy Growth Rate

1961-71 1971-81
Growﬁh Rate Total Mzle Female Total Male Female

Categories~* - ite- Lite-~ Lite- Lite- Lite- Literacy
: racy racy - racy - racy - racy-- -——- ——

High Lite raC‘y’- .

Growth Rate 24 23 30 27 29 31
Medium I4d teracy

Growth Rate 44 42 41 45 45 41
low Literacy :

Growth Rate 37 40 34 33 31 33

* For the identification of these categories see
Fig. II. 1‘0
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IT1.5.1 Cities with High Growth Rﬁfe in M1;era_cy

As per the total literecy.yihe cities with high
growth rates in both the decades are Bzngalore, Baroda,
_ Bhopal, Delhi, Jaipur, Kota, Iluadhiana, Srinagasr, Surat, Thang,
Ullashnagar and Visakhapatnam. It may be argued  that
the growth of literacy in a city depends on its functions.
As such, the main reason behind the high growth rates of
Bhopal, Jaipur and Srinagar may be due to the fact that they
are the capital cities ard service is the main function which
helps to attract literate people. In case of cities of
Baroda, Kota and Surat, the cause of ﬁigh growth may be due
to the increase in both the private and public sector
industries. Delhi and Bangalore have high grov}th rates in
both the periods. This may be due to their metropolitan
character, If we divide the country into east and west,
most of the cities with high literacy either in 1961-71 or
in 1971-81 perlod are located in the western part (Fig; I1T1.14)

The cities. which have consistantly high growth rate in
both the decades, have a similar pattern. In the same wey,
the cities with high literacy rates in 1961, 1971 and 1981
exhiiait a high growth rate in 1961-71 decade.- The cities
with high growth rates in 1961-71 are Akola, Calicut,
Ernaculam, Hubli~-Dharwad, Jabalpur, Jammu, Jamnagar, Kharagpur,
Malegaon, Moradabad, Rajkot and Trivendrum (Appendix II).

The cities with high literacy growth rates during 1971-81 are
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Bikaner, Howrah, Indore, Jodhpur, Kornool, Madurai, Meerut,
Nasik, Raipur and Warangal; : .

The cities which exhibit very highi literscy gfowth
rate i.e. more than 100 per cent in 1961=71 are Ernaculam
(209.3 per cetit). éal:lcﬁt (106.5 per cent); Vis:aﬂdaapatnam
(108.6 per cent) whereas during the 1971-81 period Bhopal
(143.46 per cent), Coimbatore (117.86 per cent), Raipur
(119.34 per cent) and Ranchi (193¥26 per cent) registered
very high growth rates in literacy.

In case of male literacy, the number of cities which
have high growth rates has increased from 23 in 1961-71 to
29 in 1971-81, Though the number of cities has increased
the growth rate remains almdst the same between 1861-71 and
1971-81 {.e. 43.69 per cent and 43.56 per cent respectively;
However, amon.g the cities there seems a big gap i.e. during
1961-71 the higheszt growth rate is 197.25 per cent in
Ernaculam and durii.; 1371-81 the same city shows 36 per cent
growthe The cities with consistantly high growth rat;cin bo th
the periods are Bangalore, Baroda, Bhopal, Delhi, Jaipur,
Kota, ludhians, Srinagar, Surat, Ullasnagar and Visakhap atnam
(Fig. II, 15).

During both the periods the female literacy growth
rate in each and every city is more than the growth rétes of
male literacy (Aﬁpendix II). 1In 1961«71 period the growth
of female literacy for all the cities as a whole is more

1.2, 63,89 perv cent.- than 1971-81 ioheo— 56,03 per cent, The
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cities which have consistently high growth rates in both
the decades are Baroda, Bhopal, Delhi, Jaipur, Kota,
Ludhiana, 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 Praaesh, Gujarat, Maharash.tra, Karnataka and Kerala
and are located in the western part of India (Fig: II': 16).
However, during 1971-81 shows high growth rates in the
cities of Bihar, Delhi, Rajasthan, Mghya Pradesh, Mahrashtr=z
and Andhra Pradesh (Fig. II. 16). The highest growth rate
in female literacy varies from 224.83 per cent in Ernaculam
during 1961-71 to 189.51 in Ranchi during 1971-81 (Table
IX.5).

I1.5.2 Cities with Moderate Literacy
Growth Rate in Literacy

During both the census decades the number o. :itiés
with moderate literacy growth rate has increased from 44
in 1961=71 to 4%. The cities which have low or medium
literacy rates exhibit a moderate growth rates in literacy
in both the decades are Ahmadab ;d, ajmer, Amaravati,
Belgaon, Bhavnagar, Bikaner, d:ttack, Gawalior, Jullandhar,
Kanpur, Madras, Nagpur and Poona (Fig. 11.14).

In case of male literacy the decadsl growth rate is
moderate in the same 13 cities which record moderate growth

for total literacy in the cities. Most of the citles in
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Andhra Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh
show woderate growth in 1961«71, During the 1971-81, the
cities with moderate growth rates in literacy are in Bihar,
Gujarat, Maharashtra, Punjab and Uttar Pradesh (Fig, II.15),

Though, the number ~f cities in moderate literacy '
growth 1 s same in both the decades, the growt:'h hate varies from
'226'."83 pe;~ cent in Ernacularﬁ'during 1961-71 to 183.91 pef cent
in Ranchi during the period 1971-81 (Table II.5). The cities
with consistantly moderate growth rates during both the periods
are Ahmadnagar, Ajmer, Asansol, Bhatpara, Bhavnagar, Bhilwara,
Gorakhpur, Gawalior, Hyderabad, Kanpur, Madras, Poona,
Thanjavur and Vijaynagaram (Fig, II,16). The cities with
moderate growth in 1961-71 are situated in Andhra Pradesh,
Madhya Pradesh, Orissa, Rajasthan and Tamil Nadu amd the cities
in Andhra Prad.esh, Maharashtra, Orissa, Punjab and Uttar Pradesh
- are with moderéte growth rate in female literacy in 1971-81,

I1.5,3 Cities with Low Growth Rate in Literacy

The mumber 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 of Ahmadabad, Ambala, Bandar,
Bhatpara, Burdman, Calcutta, Jamshedpur, Kamarhati, Kolar,
Lucknow, Mathura, Mirzapur, New\ 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 .ape
the cities in Bihar, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal,
forming a north-east and north-west belt (Fig. II,14), The
cities with low growth rates in 1371-81 are in Bihar, FKerala,
Southern pari‘. of Karnataka, Tamil Nédu, Uttar Pradesh and West
Bengal, The cities which have very low growth rates in literacy
i,e, less than 15 ver cent are Calcutta, Muzaffarpur and Mirzapur.
In 1971-81 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-lcutta and Muzzafarpur in 1971-81
whereas Alleppy, Kharagpur, Kolar-and New Delhi recorded lowest
growf:h rates in 1971=81, |

ine lowest literacy growth rate for females varies from
14,54 per cent in Calcutta to =22,17 per cent in Kolar., The
literacy growth rates for females in 1961-71 are lower in cities
in Bihar, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. However in case
of Bihar during the period 1371-81 the literacy growth rates
shows an upswing which 1s remarkable (Fig, II1.16), a high growth
rate in urbanization in Bihar in 1971-81 period (country
monograph 1982 ¢ 59), It is interesting that none of the cities



" in Gujarat, Jammu & Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Moharashtra,
Orissa .ahd Rajasthan are in a low growth rate category in
female literacy;u A comparison'betﬁeéh the maps of female
‘1iteracy and the growth rate for females in literacy brings
out an interesting observation, That is the high and low
growth ratés co}respgnd with high and low 1literacy 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 1is to say,
the expansion of literacy seems to be erratic, Thus, there
are cities with a large difference in the growth ratos in literacy
during the two decades, These are Bhagalpur, Calicut,
Ernaculam, Gaya, Jammu, Madurai, Meerut, Mdiradabad, Muzaffarpur, |
Nellore, Patna, Raipur, Rajkot, Ranchi and Trivandrum. Most of
the cities 1h Bihar, Puniab, Orissa, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh
show a low growth rate in 1961-71 period and a high gfowth in
1971-81 except Andhra Pradesh and West Bengal where the situation
is just the r;verse. 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 1971-81 (Appendix II),

In case of female literacy in the two decades, the cities
of Ambala, Calicut, Coimbatore, Ernaculam, Kolar, Muzaffarpur,

Ranchi and Trivandrum record a large difference in the growth
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rate, However, the cities of Bihar exhibit low to high growth
in literacy for 1961-71 to 1971-81 respectively. On the other
hand, in the cities of Kerala the ‘growth rates in female as
well as male literacy are lower for 1971-81 as compared to

I1.6 @ Conclusion

The main conclusion which emefge from the spatio-
te'mpor'al trends in literacy of the class I cities are as
.foliows: |

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 acrbss the Indian space, Additionally,
the cities situated along the coast, ‘the west coast, re;héger
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
patternizalmwst similar to that of literacy levels, However,
there is no distinct morth-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

for males are less than the rates f r female in each case,



. 63

In most of the cities the growth rafg 1s higher during 1961=T1
than in 197f-é1i£or.bot§ _a1e and female 11tegapy; The growth
rates in 1_1t¢§g9y-’a§rﬁgf ;19'6’1;.71“-:periou are relatively higher

in those citiéé which have a high male and female literacy rates
especially the cgtiesﬂin Bihar have Jﬁmped from a low growth
rates in 1iterac§ in i961f71 to high gro;th r;tes in 1971-81,
The cities of Bengal, on the othef hand exhibit low to very low
growth rate from 1761=71 period to 1971-81 period, This is
essentially because of the uneven base in the initial years upon
which the subsequent analysis is based, One may perhaps talk

of a more sustained literacy expansion in Bengal as compared to
a traditionally backward state of Bihar where recent efforts to
spurt literacy are becoming ¥isible through high growth rates

during the current decade,
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DISPAuI"*Y N LITERACY 1981 " |

fIIL1 Introducuony St°tement. ;
| Tn the pwev1ous chapter the spatio-temporal nattern of
growch and distribution of city literacy during the years from
1961 to 1981.have been analysed in order to observe the trends.
The discussion has essentially been confined to those Class I
citicz, 105 in total, which attained the class I status in 1961
and retained it through 1981. The present Chapter offers addi-
tional informationron the spatial pattern of literacy and sex
disparities for non-scheduled and scheduled castes as pertain-
ing to 1981 sitgaxion.1
In India, out of total vopulation 15.75 per cent are
scneduled castes and 7.76 per cent are the schedulcd tribes.
The claés I cities cons  itute only 9.44 per cent of gcheduled

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

1o Inthis study &l1 those municipal corporations are taken .
- “yhich havé more’ than 100,000 population irrespective-of -

their status as treated in the census. That is to sagy
municipal corporations included in urban agglomerations
are treaded as separate entities if they have the re-
Juisite population. Calcutta is one such example.
As such"the number of cities in this gtudy comes to
226 as agulnst 218 clasgs cities ag identified by Censuse.

Crg-ar-)
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1s'offrural inhabitatlon.
The scheduled tribes are almost absent especially

.;*in the cities of Punjab Haxyana, Jammu and Kashmir and -union
terrltorlés;‘ As such, it was consmdered better to exclgde them
altogether from the analysis. The remaining population:, where;
ever necessaery is divided into non-scheduled and scheduled
caste components.'2

IIT, 2 Spatial Pattern of Iiteracy:

Despite vossible effoxrts for the spread of literacy in
different regions of the country after independence there
exist an areal variation in ldteracy. This regional variation
may be due to diversifisd cultural, political and historical
character of India (Gosal 1985: 273). In case of citieg %he
educational facilities are expected to be for bettO" than the
rural areas. In addition, economically also the cities are
supnosed to be in a better position. Consequently, literacy
lev.ls should be comparable across space. However, there
exists a wide range in the literacy levels among citics i.e

from 80433 per cent in Cohchin in Keral to 24.77 per cent in

Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh’s

2. The Scheduled castes generally have very low levels of
socio-economic status and may be taken as a homogzeneous
group with few excentions. 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 lack of apnropnrinte information
in the Census’
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LIE “the state-wise 1iteracy rat

n-cities are cobgl- -
“dered, Kerala has. the highest 1' _,f_er ” _
in the country follewed by Union territories w1th 62.70 per

cent, Haharastra with 47. 18 per cent and Iripura., Megalaya,

Tamilnadu a.nd Wes’c Bengal although nov necessarlly in the
sta?lstlyal order (Table I;I'1)g 'As ‘compared to‘opher states,
the number of class I cities are comparatively more in Uttar
Pradesh i.e 30 but the literacy rate is vexry low (50.51 per ~
cent) in Class I cities.

The gpatial distribution of total literacy in the class
I cities show regional difference (Fig.III-2). 1In all the
citvies the female literécy rates are lower than the males which
showe that even in cities, in terms,df'literaqy the women are
still treated as depressed groupse

Thouzh there is an increase in the number of cities
from 105 in 1961 to 226 in 1981 and there is an increase in the
literacy rate from 51.38 in 1961 to 6144 per cent in 1981,
the spatial patterns remains almost the same over the decades
which indicates that the regions with lower literacy are still

in the same states though absolute values show overall increase.

There exist a clear differentiation betwecen the southern
and nor thern cities on the one hand and coastal and interior
cities on the other. Thus, most of the cities which come in
hizh literacy category are located in the states of Gujarat,

Maharrastra, Kerala, Tdmilnadu, West Bengal Union territories
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- Table III 1

f;Staxe—wise Distribution of Population and
g : és--in Clags I Cities and the Id:

Name of the State. .4 -~ b . . ¢ . 4
Xerala B 3 C 2624 o TTe11 - T0e42
Tripura = = . 1 0001 75.91 42412
Meghalaya 1 0,01 67+19 34 408
TamilNadu 21 9495 67.27 46476
Yest Bengal 24 9.72 - 66.00 - 40.94
Maharastra 29 19.17 65.58 47+18
Union territories 4 6494 64.75 62.79
Manipur 1 0%02 64,53 41435
Gujurat . 11 6633 63075 43070
Orissa 6 1050 61059 34023
Xarnatakq 15 6+55 61.32 3846
Punjab 6 2450 59.52 £0.86
Haryana 9 1461 5910 36414
Bihanr 14 4,28 58«52 26020
Madhya Pradegh 14 5.40 5741 2787
Andhrafradesh 21 8456 5557 29.94
Rajasthan 11 4.03 55«07 24438
Uttar Pradzssh 50 10440 50451 27416
Jammu and Kaghmir 2 0.92 4553 26.67

a = Number of class I cities in the state.

b « Percentages of class I population to total class I
population in India ,

¢ - Percentages of literates to total population in cla. . I
cities ,

d = Total literacy rate in the state out of total population,
both rural and urbane



9

h~eastern clties.’ Among the. citiea}locaxed dn Souxhﬂi

ﬁﬁthe cities situated along the western coast’ have hiﬁher liter-
acy rates than the citles in the eastern coastse. These-hioh
¢1it9r§qyj:2te§iinggaseiof’southern;cItiqe,_esPecially,coastal
Qitiés’@a§'be_due to the vigourous effértsvof christian'miésionr
arieslgnd sgme sééretarian institution a}onngith consistant
eprsure of coastal areas to external economic, social and
political influences (Krishna and Shyam 1973; 473). This
h@lps the coastal cities to keep a high‘literaqy rate i.e more
than 75 per cent in 1981. ' |

‘Belng a part of erstwhile presidencies of liadras, Bombay

and Bengal, the cities in these regi :ns had an ezarly start of
education under the British rule. (Basu 1974 12). The other
cities of Gujurat, Tamilnadu and West Bengal also have high
literacy rates incumbent upon high dezree of industrial deve-
lonment and road network (Gosal 1964: 277). Additionally, the
considerable emigration of population Lo south-east Asia, South
Bast Africa and United Xingdonm, es;ecially(from Gujrat, Punjab
and Temilnadu is instrunensal in bringing these areac under the
modern influence of education. This is furcher helped by the
donations and 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 which exhibit moderate literacy rates are either
capital or industrial cities. Among the cities situated in

the intirior.areas; the cities of Punjab show a high literacy
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fate L.e more than 60 per cent. This is consequent‘ﬁﬁOnLhigh
per capita incomé, commercial agriculture and developed?ihdus—v
trial base. The 01ties of the union territories also exhibit
high literacy rates due to the fact that, the main functions

of the cities are essentially service and they are capital

cities also.

In general, the low literacy is associated with low
economy i.e subsiétance agricultural econorny and unsophestica-
ted industries. The cities of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar,Rajasthan
end Uttar Prodesh and adjacent areas of Maharastra, Karnatska
and Tamilnodu withAthe excéption of capital cities, are noted
for their subsistance agricultural economy (Krishna and Shyam

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

P

Most of the cities in Uttar Pradesh have less than
4% per cent literztes. Whereas the literacy ratzs in the cities

of Rajasth- and Bihar are more than 48 per cent.

An-2¢ Zrom the Factors discussed above, there are other
soclial naraneters which seem to attribute to these variance
in literacy. These have been Giscurnsed in detall subsequentlye.

I1T.3 Non-scheduled Caste Literacy:

Only 41.30 per cent of non scheduled caste population
is literate in India vhich includes both the rural and urban
population. The literacy rates are 61.12 per cent for the

total population, 69.19 per cent and 52.71 per cent for male

-

and female segments respectively (wale III.2). When 2ll the



;ciﬁiés aie takenfﬁéggthef; the litéréCy 1evéls for_thé non~
scheduled'casté are more than the literacy rates .for scheduled
castgs:except the citiés in Kerala(Appendix III). At an indi-
'vidual etaté level the scheduled caste literacy is much less
than the non-scheduled castes literacy in Uttar Pradesh. Whereas
in Kerala the scheduled castes are more literates than the non

scheduled casztese.

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

tudy ,comprises of population with a wide-renging socio-economic

&}

backzround and may be termed as previleged castes vis-a-vis
the scheduled caste component. Free frpm the aze-o0ld depri-
vation and social taboos, the literacy rate amonz the non-
scheduled castes is hisher as already indicated. However, the
non~schedulecd easte literacy raté ranges from 82.90 per cent
in Hew Delhi to 25.44 per cent i Bambihcl in Utvar Pradesh

and is quite strikinge.

It has been urged.that.“;ho cegree of urbanigzation has
the literacy ( UN ¥onozraph 10.341).
Accordingly, it is cupected thot Sthe million plus cities will
exhibit the highest literacy rates at all levels which indeed
is the case (Table II1.2). At the other end of the scalg urban
settlements with 100,bOO to 199,999 nopulation have a lowest
literacy rates i.e 60.56'per cent amons the cities. With the

exception of cities with populatiom between 200,000 to 439,999



k “'§“iﬂa£%% Literacy
;by City Size, 1981 .-

© Settlement type ¥ offv"jTotal Lit-  Male: 11@-

’cities " erag; (per - eral pbr iferaqy
-"cent ceng¥ :;?(per cent)
.- * ’ ‘ R ) v._~ z -
All India | Do 41.30 5234 T 29643
All Class I cities 226 6112 69.19 52,71

Cities with moxe .
than 10,000,000 11 6392 7384 5912
population . ‘

Cities with-
population

Cities with’

2000 ,000-499 ,999 67 62.15 69.56 53 .87
ponulatLon

Cities with" - : '
100,000-199,999 124 6056 68.78 51.25
population .

# T4 includes both rural and urban areas.

the cities exhibit progressively lower rates for literacy

with decrease in. size,

As has been discussed earlier in thevconteit.of'general
male and female literacy, in case of non-scheduled caste lit~
eracy 2lso, the southern states have relatively hisher rates’
of literacy at all the levels as compared to northern citiese
As such, the noh-scheduled caste literacy pattern conforms to
the general pattern of literacy. Similarly, the cities-in
the western coast have relativgxyépigher_11tepaqx;agg§g¥}pﬁ%,_



_in accordance with the pattern identified earlier ‘(Fig’III)

" Ag compared to othier eities, all the cities of Kerala
have relatiVely“highe:lliteréqy rates for non=-scheduled castes
followed by Tamilnadu, Tripura, West Bengal Maharastra and
Union ﬁerritories.: Most of the cities in Northern Bihar,
Haryana, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, a few cities in Andhra
Pradesh, XKarnataka and Tamil Nadu record relatively lower

4
levels of literacy for the same group (Fig III.3) .

ITI.Z2.1 Non-scheduled Caste Male Literacy:

The non-scheduled caste male literacy rate varies from
94.59 per cent in Tiruneveli in Tamilnadu to 30.85 per cent in
Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh, indicating a wide range across space.
In conirast to general literacy, the literacy levels for males
do notv exhibit any systematic relationship with the size of
the cities. Except for the million plus cities which do have
relatively higher literacy levels, the ¢ - les at all the three
subsequent level are almost ideniical in teims of levels of
literacy (Table II.2). |

The non-scheduled caste male literacy pattern coinsides
with the literacy patitern for non scheduled caste population

as a whole. This is no surprising at they form the major share

of this group. Thus the cities in Gujurat, Xerala, Maharastra,

4. The terminology of low medium and high is based on the
division adopted in the respective maps.
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IFiguren3. Nén-’Sd\edded caste towal fteracy, 1981.
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Wes_t Bengal haveﬁ., _
The citles

?f}Manipur, Méghalaya;¥  :igé;%?unjab,-mriéﬁ‘,

- a ‘high nonrscheduled caste male literacy rate.,
~ which have very ‘high literacy rate 1. above 79 per cent are -
| Alleppy, Baruch Calicut Cohchin, Dhanbad Dombivil Durgapur;
Kalyan, .Malegaon, Naba NagarCQil, New Delhi, Quilllon, Thanja-
: vur; Tirrurelvell and Trivandrum (Fig III 4). Hence the
regional pattern is not és distinct as the regional pattern

5

which has immersed in case of male literacy.

III. 3.2 Non-3chedvled Caste Female Literacy:

Only 58.91 per cent of non-scheduled caste Iemales are
literates in the cities of India. The literacy level varies
from 77.31 per cent in Cohchin in Xerala to 19.28 per cent in
Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh. The size—wisé analysis shows that
the million plus cities are in a bettcr 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
vpattern of non-scheduled caste female literacy exhibits a more
¢istinct regional variation than the male literacy pattern
(Fiz III 5). Thus, all the cities located in the coastal
areas 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 Punjad and
north eastern areas have relatively higher literacy rates as

compared to other areas. The cities which are situated in the

1. ‘See, Chapter II.

2. ,lfﬂhaggnpupiﬁgwmhich have done in the mapse _ ..
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areas adjacent to Andhra Pradesh and.Mahar

'v,i'tively 1ower female literacy 1eve1s than other inttriorfcities

;of Maharastra. Thls specific pattern may be consequent/upon

anearnesa to the depress;on “in the surface ‘of literaqffin the
former princely state of Hyderabad casting its shadow over the

" surroundings (Sopher 19803 138).

In Gujarat none of the cities have less than 52 per
cent of non scheduled caste female literacy. According to
Gosal (1935: 276) a large proportion of populati:n which cons-
titute the Jains and Marwaris, the traditional trading class
is necessarily accompanied by more literates than others.

This observation may be extended to Gujuarat.

I1I.4 Scheduled Caste Literacy:

In the traditional caste hirarchv of India, the scheduled
castes have been characterised by a low, infact loweét, social
and ritual status as well as low economic conditions (Mallik
1979: 3). The basic fact in the social geozraphy of scheduled
castes 1is their exploited and backward condition. They have
beén subjected to social injustice and exploitation and all
throuéﬁ fhé ages these castes had no aﬁcéss to education
(Mallik 1979.3). 1In past, in some regions, the higher caste
did not allow their children to sit in the same class with the
scheduled caste children. $uch social rigidity is not expected
iﬂvurban areas, especially in cities. However, as ufgued by

Mukharjee, the caste organization qualitatively seems to.remain
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‘.-iﬁe.same'in.cities; towns and villagesiwithlvafiatidn in
degrees to sult the exigency of the naﬁure of the settlemenf

but not to do away with the caste structure of the society,

either in urban areas or in rural areas (Mukharjee 1962:3).

Despite various subsiuies and facillties glven to
scheduled castes, the initial denrlvation has been such
that, the literacy levels among the scheduled castes is
substantially lower than the non-scheduled castes population.
It may he due to the ureva¢l1ng social reality explicit in
the economic domain (M.Raza, 4. iAhmed and S. Wuna 1986, F.IO)
This feature is replicated in cities as well as in other
urban areas. Thues, in class I cities only 38.55 per cent
of scheduled castes are literates. The male share is 48.81
per cent, whereas female constitute only 26.57 per cent. The
existing range of variation is quite wide with 74.74 per cent
in Alle»py in Kerala to 12.080 per cent in Sambhal in Uttar
Pradesh. As in other situations, Kerzla has the * “~<hest
literacy level i.e 66.92 per cent foliowed by Manipur with
63.24 ver cent, Tamilnzdu with 55.83 per cent, :nd Sujurat
with 52.46 per cent. The schedulecd caste literacy is low
in the cities of Bihar, Harayana, Jammu and XKashmir, Megh-
aléya, Orissa, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh, below the
national level average 1.e 38.57 per cent. The cities of
Punjab have the scheduled caéte literacy which is within
low to medium category. It may be recalled that Punjab

exhibits‘high literacy levels for non-scheduled caste females.
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;;ihe spatial pattern of scheduled ghéte litefécy
reéord‘high‘literacy level i.e more_thén 45.50 per cent in
the coasfal cities with the exception of cities‘invprissa'
(Pig. I1T.6). Here, a distinct ndrth-Southbﬁattern emerges.
Whereby the .cities of northern India have comparatively
loﬁer literécy levels i.eibelow 25.50 pér cent as compar-
ed to the cities gituatecd in the intfrior arcas of Andhra
Pradesh, Xarnatak, Maharastra and Tamilnadu, Jamu and
Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan, have cities with

high scheduled gaste literccey i.e., more than 45.%5) per cent.

Excent ths capital cities and those located in
North Eastern States, =211 othur norfherly located cities
have a2 medium to very low literacy rates i.e 35.50 per
cent to less fhén 25.50 per cent. Like the non-scheduled
" caste literacy, in this case also the western coast cities
have high literzcy than the Eastern Coast cities which may

be due to the influence of Christian missionaries. In

’
0
Lo
=
I
%)
o)

case of the citizs of Jammu and Hashnlr, Shring

9

very high literacy I1.e 74.05 per cent, Jammu haos a low

}

l
(63
.

\

literacy of per cent. In the densely populated areas

9
in the north in Uttar Pradesh and Bihar, the schedulcd

|

caste literacy is low as compared to other areas. It may

be due to the presence of feudal land lords, who are stronc-
.1y entrenched economically and socially and the scheduled
castes are landless and backw.rd (Gosal 1985:282). The

cities of Orissa and Rajzsthan have relatively much lower
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literacy £ . the: scheduled castes than tha 11teracy levels

for non-échéduledfcastes.7

I1% 4.1;B§h€dhled.caste Male Literacy:

In the class I citles in India 49.94 per cent scheduled

caste males are literates. This literacy rate varies from

76.76 per cent in Allepby to:20.21 per cent in Sambﬁal.

In each and every city the non scheduled caste male literacy
is more than the scheduled caste literacy except Srinagar
(Appendix III). The scheduled caste male literacy corres—
ponis with the spatial pattern of total scheduled caste
literacy (Fiz.@). None of the cities in Bihar, Haryana,
Punjadb and Uttar Pradesh show more than 56 per cent of
scheduled caste male literacy. In most of the cities in
ﬁttar Pradesh, the scheduled caste male literacy rate is
less than 35 per cent. (Appendix III). If we compare the
scheduled caste males in the South and North we can say that
the scheduled castes innorthern cities emerge as more de-
pressed group in termc ol literacy levels in both the regionse.

IIT 4.2 Scheduled C e Ferale Literacy:

Among the scheduled castes, the females are further

deprived in terms of literacy than their male counterparts
(Appendix III). Which is reflected through a still lower

Te This aspect has been considered in detail af terwards
in this chapter.
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1iteracy rate which is 28 80 per cent than male i.e 49.94

per cent. However, there are cities with ve:y 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 tlearer regional pattern than
the scheduled caste total or male literacy (Fig III 8). Except
the cities of Punjab West Bengal and isolated cases of Agar-
tala, Ajmer, Imphal, Jabalpur and Srinagar, none of the
cities in the northern states record more than 27 per cent
literacy for scheduled caste females. Agzain, Kerala shows

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,
Karnatzka, Maharastra and Tamilnadu exibit a comparatively
lower scheduled caste female literacy than the coastal

cities.

The scheduled caste literacy rate also varies with
the size ol the citiecs. I¥ has been urged that the degree
of urbanization and the size of the city is one of the con-
t{tributinz factor of literacy (Davis. K. 1951 p. 314). Accor-
dingly, the scheduled caste literacy level varies with the
size of the cities (Table III.3). The metropolital cities
comparatively hisher literacy rates than the other size
class of cities. It may be recalled that for the non-

scheduled cnste male literacy thege exist no systematic

decrease in literacy with higher to lower order size

R e e
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Table IIL3

Scheduled Caste Total Male and Female
Literacy by City Size, 1981

Settlement type No of Total literacy Male 1it Female
cities (per cent) -eracy Literacy
: : . (percent) (percent)

All India®* 17.65

All class I 226 38.53 48.80 26.57
cities

Cities more than

10,000,000 popu- 11 4% .89 52,30 %2.91
lzation ,

Cities of 720,000~
999,999 24 40.33 50.57 - 28.69

Cities of 200,000 = ' '
499,999 _ 67 28.19 48.35 25.73

Cities of 100,000~ _
199,999 124 37.90 *. 48,09 25.91

® Tt includes both the rural and urban arsns.
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lﬁ*f¢differen0es in the c1t1e5.~ However, the scheduled castes

”“;as a whole ‘and at various levels show literepy levels which

-ﬁ_arergoncomitant with the size of class I cities (Fig.III 3).

-

l.iII.S_Dispérify invLiferaéy:

Litera cy has a .direct bearing on eéonomlc and gocial
| prbgess of any society.' And it is also directly related

to the hisltorical legacies, administrative compabilities
and political effects which differ from region to region.
These socio-economic conditions énd historical legacies
also have impact on the inequality in male and female 1lit-
eracy levels as well as 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 two nevertheless exhibit a close spatial correlation.

.. {r =-608) wvhich is significant at 1 per cent level. Despite

<R R AR ST TR

(¥

an apparently similar spatial pattern of literacy for males
and females, this correspondence is not‘of uniform dezree
everywhere, as the use of disparity index brings out. 4s
would be clezr from the £ollowing discussion, the disparity
between male and female levels very across space. This
variation in disparity provides a detaiiled 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 wnd

“‘idfemélés5ﬁé§€ihigﬁ?iiﬁérhc&ﬁrates-i.e*66.81 per cent and



’49.78:pefféegﬁﬁﬁﬁégmales‘and.females respeétively. ﬁﬁﬁf?still.'
there e%ist aid%?ferentiation between the two sexzs i.e the
sex dispariﬁy;ih;iiteracy is 194. However among the cities
in case of geﬂé}al'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
amonz scheduled castes and non~-scheduled castes as well as
the ¢isparity among the scheduled castes and non-scheduled

cates.

III ©.1 Sex Disparity in Literacy Among non-scheduled castes:

Although both the non scheduled caste male and female
literacy is closely related (r=0.787), there exists a wide
range of variation among the cities in their sex disparities
in literacy which varies from 0.50 in Burhanpur to 0.012 in
Btawzh in ﬁttér Pradesh. The trend that  merges is in the
direction of decreasing disparity with the increcse in lit-
eracy. The disparity index has a moderate negative correla-
tion with male llteracy (Y = -38) and stronger one with the
female llteracy (r= 57) That is to say, as the male and
female literacy increases, the disparity decreases, niore so,

with increase in female literacy.

8. Both vélues are significant atn1 per cent level.

LTl il ddegeamge il .
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Table III 4

Non—scheduled‘Caéte Sex Digparity in Literacy
and Their Corelation with Male and Female

Literacyé City Size 1981

Settlement type No. of Sex dis- Correla Correla-
: cities parity in ~-tion of tion of
literacy sex dis sex dis-
parity & parity &
male 1lit- female 1it|
racy racy
A1l Class I cities 226 . 1833 =0.380% =0.566%
Cities of more than ~ '
10,000,000 popula- 11 « 146 ~0.%21 =0 . 504 %%
tlan . .
Cities of 500,000~
999,999 24 .172 -0.441 ~0.52(*
Cities of 200,000 :
- 4‘99,999 67 0163 ’007/39* ‘00718*
Cities of 100,000~ . '
199,999 ' 124 0194 ) -00521* "00674*
¥ Siznificont 2t 1 ner cent level
*x Significant at & per cent level

In case of non~schedul ed caste literates, the sex dig-

the size of the city (Table III.4).

have sex disparity which is .146 whereas

100,000-199 999 population the disparity

parity in literacy shows a general decrease with the increase in

The million plus cities

in the cities

is *'1940

1v‘]i th

It may be

argued as has been done by Sopher that the progrescive increase

in

city -sige—~is—a-significantfactor-in—the -increase—of -female
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literacy and reduction of sex dlsparity (Sopher 1980: 154) In

fcase of million- plus cities, the correlation between the sex

ﬁdisParity and the male literacy is quite in signiflcant thouvh

negative. However,in case of female llteraqy, the relaxio n
is significant at 5 per cent level (0%504). It shows that
although the increasevin'malefliteracy 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 1evei, both the male and female literczcies re-
duce sex disparities, it may be contended that million plus
cities have already attained the maximum literacy levels in
terms of male literacye. As.such, it is the.female component
wnich becomes instrument in the reduction of sex disparities, a
contention which requires deeper probe. It may be noted, how-
ever, that both male and female literacy rates are negatively
correlated with sex disparities. That is to say, with rise

in literacy the disparity becomes increasingly negative.

The 1m2p of non~scheduled caste sex disparity in literacy
does not show any regional pattern (Fig III.9).  However, the
cities with low sex disparity i.e less than 0.196 are the ones
which are located in Andhra Pradesh, Gujurat, Karnataka, Kerala,
Maharastra, Orissa, Tamilnadu and West Bengal, with the excep-
tion of the cities of Tirunelveli, Valparai and Avadhi of
Tamilnadu and Titagarh in West Bengal. Among the cities which
are situated in the int2rior areas the cities in Punjab have
very low sex disparities followed by cities. In Northern

eastern states and Ha:yana (Fig III.9) The cities in Madhya

EXTy e Sk
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Uttar Pradesh record mediun dispari‘by indices. A

'highvsexidisparity in literacy are found in the cltles in
v:ﬁBihar, Rajasthan some clties of Uttar Pradesh interior S
;'Eareas of.AndhraJPradesh, Kaxnauaka and.Maharastra when. compared
with the maps Qf non-scheduled caste literacy, it appears
that <he areas of high literacy are associated with -the
arcas o .low disparity and vice-versa. Similarly, the cities
of Andhra Pradesh, Haryana and some cities in Uttar Pradesh,
the low or moderate literacy rates correspond with the moderate
or low sex disparities in literacy.

The cities in west coast especially +the cities in
Kerala exhibit very low sex disparity i.e., less than 0.096
which may be due to the presence of Christian missionaries
as well as an age old literary in addition there.

ITIT. 5.2 Sex disparity in literacy among scheduled Castes.

In the cities the scheduled caste sex s disparities
in literacy is 6.366. Though the male and female literacy
is positively related (V7 0.671), the sex disparity index
shows a wide range of variotion wiich varies from 0.014 in
Anantpur in Andhrafracesh to 0.978 in Bhilwara in Rajasthan.
Though it is the increase in female literacy which has a
more impact on reduction in disparities between the sexes as
it clear frem the negative correlation between dispérity
and literacy. The'r’'values, as would be expect are more for
females than for maies; =0.800 and -0.546 respectively.

.The sex disparity levels and the correlation values

o
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"Ejdiffer with the size;oflthe-qities. 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

A

II1.5) .
o Table ITI.5
Scheduled caste Sex Digparity in Literacy
by City Size 1981
Settlement Size No of Sex dis Correla~ Correlation 6f
cities =parity tion of sex digparity
. in liter sex dis- and female
-acy parity & literacy
male 1lit
racy
All the Class I _
cities 226 366 ~ <54 6% -+ 800%
Cities of more than | ' '
10,000,000 popula- 11 . 262 -0.007 - o509 1N
tion _ e
Cities of 500,000~ 24 <369 - -.098 =375
999,999 , .
Cities of 200,000~ '
499,999 67 0366 "00203" "‘0529*

Cities of 100,000~ i ‘
NS ~0.404% -.795%

100 [e]ako] 104

P R

>

* - Significant at 1 per cent level
- Significant at 5 per cent level

### - Significent at 10 per cent level



95

A large gap that exists in the cities in sex disparities
as discussed earlfer shows a regional variation in sex |
disparity, fhe distribution of sexgi}_sp;arify_ ;e;’;hibits a clear
north and south differentistion (Fig, II1,10). Thus, the cities
which have more than 0,450 values for ‘sex disparity are |
situated in Bihar, Haryana, Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh,
Orissa, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh, Among fhese cities
especially the cities of Northern Bihar, Haryana, Rajasthan and
s me cities in Uttar Pradesh have theISex disparities more than
0.550. The cities in the southern states f.e. Andhra Pradesh,
Gujarat, Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu exhibit
a low to medium values for sex disparity; i.e, 1ess~ than n, 450
except the cities of Adoni in Andhra Pradesh, 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 more than 0,450, Among the cities situated in the

—interior-aress;—the—citites t PO Eb A~ NOrth=EdstéFa states
show a low to very low sex disparities in literacy. The coastal
cities record a lower sex disparity than other inferior areas
except the vcoastal cities in Orissa, Especially the cities in
western coast have a very low sex disparity (Fig.III:10).

IIT,533  Disparity among Scheduled Caste and MNon-
ScEengTeﬁ @E%]e Titeracy

The non-Scheduled Castes ae the more previliged group than

the Scheduled Castes, both socially and econmically., Accordingly,
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their literacy status varies directly with the social

— positi:n of the castes.

The low 11teracy rate of the .

society. Only 21 38 per cent of Scheduled Caste literates

are there in India, _both 1n 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 Caste and non-Scheduled Castes

are 38,53 per cent and 61,12 per cent respectively.

shows a disparity of 0,292 between them.

Table III:6 Scheduled Caste amd Non-Scheduled Caste

DIsparity in Literacy in Thelr Male and
Eema_I_e E_eEments E Ci§y Size - 1981

This

Settlement Size SC & NSC° SC& NSC SC & NSC Correla-
Disparity ' Male Female tion
in liter- Disparity Disparity Between
acy in liter- in liter- SC & NSC
acy acy literates
A1l the cities .292 234 420 473
Cities of more
than 10,000,000 ) . .
Population . 270 .228 « 345 755
Cities of 500,000 o . - . .
- 999'999 0295 02“5 ol‘35 014'09 .
Cit ies of 200 000 s y
- 499,999 «290 221 422 407
Cities of 100,000 ; .
- 199,999 ¢ 295 o241 424 <561

. SC = Scheduled Castes
NSC = Non-Scheduled Castes _
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In cas; of the inmdividual citles the Scheduled Castes
and the Non-Scheduled Castes disparity in literacy varies
from 0,850 in Balurghat in West Bengal in West Bengal to
0./136 in Rampur in Uttar Pradesh. With the increase in city
population the disparity decreases but the cities with
'500,000=499,999 population have comparatively highe}- disparity
than the next lower sizé (Table III,6), This gap between the
Scheduled Caste and Non=Scheduled Céste is a carry over
feature than the age old depriviation of Scheduled Castes who
were traditionally backward , Even in urban context those
who migrate to the cities are essentially uneducated manual
labour, Though the urban literacy levels for Scheduled Castes
are always higher than the rural rates, they remain far behind
the Non-Scheduled Caste population

‘The disparity between Scheduled Caste and Non-Scheduled
Castes in 1iteracy shows a further differenmtiation within
their male aml female segments and the disparity in the female
‘1literacy for both the ciste 1s more than the corresponding
disparity for thelr male counterparts (Appendix IV). When all
the cities are taken together » Sex disparity values are 0,420
and 0,473 for males and females respectively (Table III:6),
This shows that though the Scheduled Caste males are more
dipressed than the Non-Scheduled Caste males, the Scheduled

Caste females are further depress‘ed than the Non-Scheduled
Castes,
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For both males and the females the disparity decreases -
with the increase in the size of the cities, Accordingly,
the cities with million plus population have a low disparity
rate than the other size of citiés (Table II1:6),
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CHAPTER IV

CORRELATES AND DETERMINANTS OF LITERACY IN
CLASS I CITIES, 1981

So far a detailed study of the spatial pattern of
literacy levels has been done. " Although an attempt hae been
made at appropriate plesces. to explain the wvariation, it has
been essentially in paseing. In these chapters, a number of
hypothésiéed socio-economic correlates of literacy have been
jidentified consequent upon researches done by others., 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 Scheauled Castes in the population tends to depress
the literacy level because they have traditionally been a
segment with very low literacy levels. 1In order to explore
further the bearing of Scheduled Caste presence on literacy
levels, the Scheduled Castes are taken as an explenatory
variable in this study. Further, it has been arr =d that,
certain religious groups i.e. the Muslims tend tc depress the
levels of literacy. On the other hand, the presence of
Christians have a poéitive impact on the level of literacye.

These and otﬁ‘er socio-economic variasbles are considered
here, The selection of these variables {is conétrained by the

availability of data.: -Some of the required data are not
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.a#allabievfob'the disaggregated subsets of the population

that are of interest herq.1

IV.2 Castes and Literacy

Irrespective of the junctions, location and the size
of the cities under considération, the proportion of écheduled
Caste population has 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 ¢
8n4), In the 1ight of several such contentions, at the risk
of repetition, the relationship between Scheduled Caste and
literacy level in the eities under study is discussed further,

| As already indic=zted, 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

of ~he historical separatinn éf the work from the knowledge
and from power (Raza and Aggarwal 1?84 : §). This reflects

1.) Although the 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 these indicators, a limited socio=econsmic
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 is quite low, which resuits

- in an increase in the literacy disparity among the.SGhedgled

~ Castes and the non-Scheduled Castes (0.292), The disparity,
however, varies greatly from region to region.2 Although
schequled Caste literacy is everywhere lower than the non-
Scheduled C sste literacy, there exist a positive relationship
between the Scheduled Czstes literates and non-Scheduled Cste
literates (r = ,473). However, the relatiénship is stronger

in case of males than the females in these groups. The ‘r'value
are 0.519 and 0.434 respectively. It reveals that when there

is an increase in non-Scheduled Caste literacy, the Scheduled
Caste literacy also increases but in case of males the relation—
ship is positive than the females, In keeping with generai
findings, in the present study also there is a tendency for
Scheguled Caste population to be negatively Correlated with
literzcy rate. The coefficient of correlation is -0.153 which
ie significant at 5 per cent level, The population of Scheduled
Caste females further reduces the female literacy,'r/being

~0.296 as compared to males (T sble II1I,1)

2. This aspect has been discussed in details in Chapter
IIT.
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‘Table IV.1 Correlation of Literacy and Sex Dispari
eduled Castes and Nonécﬁedu e Castes

Se ieéted Véiri abies | | Lite f:acy '

Total = Male- Female Sex |
o B - - - . Disparity

Scheduled Caste «t .
Populdation -0.153 -0.139 ~0.262 0.109
Population of Scheduled . : * e

Caste Male “0.,149  -0.113 -0.171 0.098
Population of Scheduled . o« *
Caste Female’ -0.186 -0.125 -0.296 0.216
Proportion of Non-~ - * - o«

£ cheduled Caste +0.581 +0,.,702 +0.538 -0.432
Proportion of Non- - « *

Scheduled Caste Male +0.562 +0.769 +0.511 -0.193

Proportion of Non- * * * *
—SCheduled Caste F8male +0.519 +00512 0.713 -00286

* Significant at 1Y, level,
% Significant at 5S¢, level,
LA Significant at 1 A level,

In case of the males the relationship is megative though
inlignificant. However, the Scheduled Caste population has .a
positive fela,tion with the gex disparity in literacy. This
shows that with the increase in Scheduled Caste population not
only the literacy rates decreases but also there is an increase
in the sex disparity in literaéy which is more significant in
case of Scheguled Caste females than the males, the'r’value is

0.216 and 0.089 respectively,
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The correlation between Scheduled Caste population
and sex disparity in literacy, is Qquite insignificant in case
of million plus‘cities; whereas in case of the cities with
100,000-19999 population reverse is the case. The correlation
values are 0.127 and 0.286 respectively for both the sizes
of cities, significant at 5 per cent and 1 per cent level

respecti vely,

IV.3 Religious Groups and Literacy

The presence of certein religioué groups tenad t§
depress the literacy level e.g. the Muslims as indicated
earlier. On the other nand, Christians and Jains are
pfogressive 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 Muslims, Christians and Jains are
16 per cent, 3 per cent and 1 per cent respectively (Tz1 =~
IV. 2). Though these religious groups are unevently spread
over different cities, the impact of the religion on literacy
rates will vary according to their propertion »n the |
population. PFor example, there are cities like Agartal
which has only 1.75 per cent of Muslim population whkereas in
Srinagsr it is 89.12 per cent.,

In case.of Jains only 10 cities have more than S per
cent of population.

The proportion of_Christian population is highest in

Cochin with 69.18 per cent and lowest at Ambals with 0.32.

-
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Theré are some cities which do not have the Christian popula-
tion at all. To awoid this abnommality in the distribution

only those cities which have more tligg_lo per cent of Muslims

and Christians population have been considered for the

calculation of correlat;oq.3: : _ : ; =

1v.ad . Muslims in Citiess

Muslims in India constitute the largest single
minority community and is the second largest religious group
next to Hindus. The population of Mpslim-is higher in the
urban areas than the rural areas (Kamath 1971.3 296) and the
cities constitute 16,49 per cent of Muslim populatinn in
India. The cities where the Muslim population is very high
i.e, more 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) gnd Garden Reach
(64.77 per cent), These cities are also the ones -hich have
low literacy rates and low growth rates for all the three
Census decades i.e. 1961, 1971 and 1981.%

Gopal Krishan and Madnav Shyam have noted a close

inverse relationshijp between the prbportion of Myslim

3. The Jains are taken into consideration because only
10 cities have the proportion of Jaing more than
S per cent.

4. This aspect has been discussed earlier in the second
: Chapter,



Table IV.2 3 Percentages of Muslims, Christians and Jains in Cities to Total Population

Se ttlement Type

Muslims

Christians

Jains

Total Male Female Total Male Female Total  Male Female
In all the cities 16.49 16.26 16.71 2.79 2.67 2.82 1.07 - 1.08 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 1,9 1,84  1.97 1.20 1.19 1,21
100,000-199, 999 16.29 15,93 16.51 3.13 3.02 0.97 0.9¢ &

3,22 .

0.96

e —— o oo e o i
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;population in the city and the level of literacy in ﬁhe ;
’ :total population of 29 cities (Krishan and Shyam 1971 $:.796) .
;:iAnd here I want to extend this obaervation by CQnaidering
btbe correlation of Muslim population with male female literacy

and'sex disparity in literacy.

Table IV.3 Correlation Ceefficient Between Total
Literacy and Selected Religions

Indicators Literacy

Total Male Femaie Sex Diepa-
: rity in
- . - literacy -
Proportion of Muslim *« * * e
Proportion of Muslim " * - ww
Male Population : -.419 -.364 =.439 «123
Proportion of Muslim * . *
Proportion of Christian - w * *
Popul ation 0%7 . 505 ¢589 b 316
Proportion of Christian cw _
Male Population «402 217 « 346 -.124
Proportion of Christian . . v @ *
Female Population «586 .431 «659 -.537
* Significant at 1 per cent level.

* Significant at 5 per cent level.
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Among the factors which have‘negative be sring on
literacy rates and increases the sex disparity in literacy,
the presence of Muslim population ac‘tsv as a sjgnificant
varibable. Out of 226 cities, 131 cities have more than 10
per cent of Muslim population (Appendix V). In these cities
the presence of Muslims -have a negative and significant
relationship with literacy level. The coefficient of
correlation is -0.518., This relationship is stronger in
case of Muslim females and female literacy i.2. r = =0.549
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 whole the muslims in the cities are also
educationally backward. It may be due to the>fact that,
larger section of the Muslims are constrained by a
relatively more conservatives and traditional ethos. Iﬂ
addition, the ﬁuslim community tends to have less educational
opportunities as compared to the non-Muslims due to their
low economic and social status in the society;

There are many, who are of' the opinion that this situa-
tion has risen because most of the edumtionally and
politically advanced sections of Muslim community have
migrated to‘ P skistan atl the time of partition. Those left
behind, in most of the cases, belong to the lower rang of
the community with more conservative outlook (sharma 1975, p-12).

The above analysis shows that the high proportion of

M;slim population in the cities Jdoes act as one of the
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determining factors of literacy. However, if we analyse the
cities individually, there'are some -cities in Gujarat and
Keral g which have more than 10 per cent of Muslim population.
But the literacy rates are quite high (Appendix II & I1I).
Ih general, thé cities iﬁ the northern region héve high
concentration of Myslim population and the literacy levels are
also comparatively lower, Admittedly, there are other factors
e.g. presence of Christian missionaries, cities with
sophiSticated industrial base, and proportion of workers
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 czppital cities of
@rstwhile Muslim states and were the focus of cultural and
literafy activities. One may venture  to argue that a major
proportions of the ruslim in these cities belong to families
which are socially aware of importance of literacy. However,
in the absence of any data this has ﬁo remgin a conjecture

only.

IV.3.2 Christians 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 Cﬁristian population
18 2.79 per cent. The pe'rcentage of Christians in the cities
of southern region and wWest Bengal is ;tnne. But in the
northern cities the presence of Christians is not much and in
some cities it is almost nil,.

After éstablishing their base at port cities, the
Christian missionaries spread towards the other areas of
India. The Scheduled Caste and Scheduled Tribe people
adopted Christianity sooner than the other castes which helped
to increase the literacy rate and in the reduction of the
sex disparity of Scheéduled Csstes in literacy in the cities
of north-eastern region, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and Mahrashtrae.

Though thé Christians are in small minority among a
large Muyslim or Hindu population, the areas of Christian
dominance have exceptionally high literacy rates especially
female literacy rate relative to the prevailing literacy in
rest of the areas. Out of 22 class I cities under study only
17 cities have more than 10 per cent Christian population. Out
of thesa&, Cochin (39.16 per cent), Shillong (36.99 per cent},
Alleppy (26 .96 per cent), @illion (26.28 per cent), Tuticorin
.(25.36 per cent), Nagarcoil (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 states, other northern cities have less than 6

per cent of Christian populatione.
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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 compared to males. The respective'r'values are
0.589 and 0,565 (Taple IY’3).: Theée values are significant
at 1 per cent level,

The proportion of Christians in the population tenés to
have a negative relationship with sex disparity in literacy.
Though this relationship is not significant. That is to say .,
with increase in the proportion of Christians in the
population, the disaprity becomes increasincly negative. The
way disparity is COmputéd, negative values denote high
relative literacy for females than for males. This observa-
tion gets further substanti ated by the oorrelation of
coefficient between the proportinn of female Christian
population'and sex disparity which is significantly negative
aﬁd stroﬁg,*r’béing -.5%7. It may be because the Christian
community does not discriminate the females and they are more
exposed to the educatinnal and other facilities as compared
to other commnunities,

One of the major factors for decrease in sex disparity
in litgracy is an increase in proportion of Christian
population; This may be due to the fact that the Christian
society has encouraged female literacy through some of the

social institutions and christian missionaries,
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It 18 of interest to note that the cities which have |
;'moxe than 25 per cent of (hristian population exhibit a high
. growth rate in literacy during the 1961=71 decade and a low
~sex disparity in 1961, 1971 ang 1981, .In these cities the
?Scheduled Caste literacy also is relatively hicher than other
; arease
, From the above analysis it becames clear that in the
;‘cities. the presence of hristian population has a tendency to
increase the literacy rate associated with decrease in sex

;disparity in literacy wheress in case of Muslim the reverse is

‘the case,

} .

'IVel workforce and Literacy

The literacy rate depends on the socio#economic conditinns
of people. Some of the social conditions have been gdescriled
earlier, Coming to the economic conditinns, it depends on the
participation rate and workers in different secters. For
example, in the economically and socially advanced states
{(punijab, Mahargshtra, Kerala) the cities have a high literacy
rate as compared to the other areas., The million plus cities
also exhibit a high literacy rate. All these depend on the
economic activities of people in the city.

The occupational pattern of a city is one of the determ-

ining factors of literacy. The cities with high segment of
égricultural and household industry workers have low literacy
rste than the cities of sophisticated industrial base,

administration and educatiohal cities (Shyam and Krishns 1974 %

'



113

Pe 802). The world condition can prove it better that while
the developed countries have succeeded in obtaining high
productivity through attaining skilled .labourer in sophasti-
cated industries, the third world countrieg are still far

behind.

1
IV.A. - Workers in Non-Agricultural Activity

The non-agricultural activity includes all the industrisl
workers except the agricultural workers and the cultivators.
As such, all the cities are included in this category.

Out of total workers 94.28 per cent workers are engaged

in non-agricultural activity._4
The correlations between non-agricultural workers and the

1li teracy rates are strong and positive both for Scheduléd

Castes and non-Scheduled Castes, 'r being 0.216 and 0.519 respect-

ively. That the relationship is much stronger for non-

Scheduled Caste is not surprieing as they constitute the major

segment of non-agricul tural workers., Presumably, they are also

in jobs requiring skilled labour.

1. Household industry was also taken as separgte cateiory
further computation of correlation between household
workers and literacy. Here the female engaged as household
workers were of interest. Since household industries &
not necessarily inply any literacy attainment, it was
thought that the two, i.e., literacy and household indus-

- tries will exhibit negative correlation. However, at no
level any significant correlation emerges. Therefore,
this industrial category has been dropped in the final
analysis,

2. Under this broad category all the skilled and unskilled
workers are included. This is because of the non-

__availability of date separately for each ind 1strial. e
category.
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Table IV.4 $ Correlation Between Non-Agricultural
workers and Literacy

Variables
Total Male Female Disparity

Population of pon=Agricul=~ " * - *

tural Workers - 0.519 0.55%7 0.503 ~0.212
Population of non-Agricul- - . * wk*

tural Male workars 0.4% 00513 OQ424 -00116
Populationvof non-Agricul- . * ® *

tural Female Workers 0.601 0.428 0.657 0.213
Population of Scheguled

Caste non=Agricul tural « . .

Wo rkers 0 216 0.198 0.254 ~0.231
Population of Scheduled

Caste Male non-Agricul- . « «

turzl workers 0.298 0. 357 0.276 -0.298
Population of Scheguled

Caste Female non- -« « *w "%

Agricultural Workers 0.280 0.231  0.136 ~0.136
Population of Non-

Scheguled Caste « " *

workers 0.587 0.613 04539 V238
Population of Non-

Scheduled Caszte Male « * * ek

Workers 0.506 0.581 0.611 -0.343
Population'of Non-~ )

Schedulegd Caste Female - * *

V\brkel‘s 00673 00526 00701 "00248
* Significant at 1 per cent level,
* % Significant at 5 per cent level,

L Significant at 10 per cent level.
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Among the non-Scheduled Caste non—agricul tural workers,
the females record a more significant correlation with
literacy than the male workers (Table IV.4). Among Scheduled
Caste non=agricultural workers a similar pattern is obserwed,

_ Table IV.,5 ¢t Correlation of Non-Agricultural Workers with
Literacy of Different Categories of Cities

City Size No. of Correlation
' Cities

*®
In a3ll the cities 226 0.519
10,000,000+ Cities 131 - 0.731%
. *
5,00,000-999,999 23 0.563
200,000-499, 959 ’ 67 0.512%
. *
100,000-199,999 175 0.348

* Significant at 5 per cent lewv~’,

Table IV.5 shows that the non-zgricultural workers,
both Scheduled Castes andé nen~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, This may be indicative of a situation in metropolitan
cities to have a larger section of their workers in highly
skilled services and industries or at least in thoée occupa-

tions where a certain level of literacy 1s a prerequisite;



N

116

However, in the absence of disaggregated data, no definite

statement can be -madet

-

IV.4 Literacy and Punctions of Cities

It cannot be denied that the functions of a city acts
as an important factor in influencing literacy 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
corﬁment may be made on the basis of functional classi fication
of cities done bv Mitra (1973). He has grouped the cities
in three broad categories i.e., séwice cities, trade and

transport cities and industrial cities.
The cities with high literacy levels, as {dentified

in Chapter III are service cities. Most of them are state
capitals while others have sophisticated industrial basé.
However, there are certain cities where service ic the main
function but the literacy is low. Rampur is case in point
where literacy i's, 33.17 per cent. according to Mitra's
classification Rampur comes uncder the service townss the
h_rorkforce 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 most of the cases the
¢ities-of high service and high trade and commerce workers

the literacy is comparatively higher.

Conclusion

Interestingly enough the role of réiigious groups on
literacy has figured doﬁinately. While the Muslims seems to
have negative impact on literacy and on reduction of sex
disparity, the presence of Christians in the population seems
to have just the opposite effeet. In both the cases it is the
female literacy which contributes more significantly to the
correlations.

'In accordance with expectation, non—agricultural
workers affect literacy positively, However, the relétionship
is‘much_stnoner in case of non-=Scheduled Castes workers. .It
may not Come as a surprise because, when compared to Scheduled
Caste workers, the noneScheduled Caste workers are engaged in

such industri sctivities where a certain attaimment of

literacy a prereguisite.
Among the non-agricultural workers, both the Scheduled
Caste and non-Scheduled Caste female workers hawve stronger

correlation with literacy.
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CHAPTER V

coNeLysION

Even a cursory overview of literature which deals with
literacy in India brings out cléarly 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
specific regions or in the country as a whole. The pufpose is
to stress the deprived status of scheduled Castes and Scheduled
Tribes vis—a-vis the general population. Once the patterms are
identified the attempt is to identify socio-economic parameters
which may explain‘the variation in the different aspects of
literacy. With the exception of few studies which have been
anglysed 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 oontributes significantly to our
understanding of literacy behaviour of urban settlement, more
specifically the class I cities. Apart from a ver? detail 3
discussion of spatio-temporal trends in urban literacy, the study
explores the relative positioning of males vs. females and non-
Scheduled Caste segment of population vs. the Scheduled Caste
componente.

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 vartation among themselves. There emerges an almost identical
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spatial patteérn of literacy for both males and females in
the three decades, Thus, the cities located in the southern
}states show relatively higher literacy rates than the cities
which are situated in the northern states. Among the cities,
which are locateddh the south, those along the western coasts
:exhibit relatively higﬁer literaCy rates than the éities
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 séx disparity also exﬁibit low leveis for the cities located
in the south, specially the cities along the west cnast as
compared to the cities in the eaét coaste. The cities in Punjab,
together with the cities in Uttar Pradesh also record a low sex
disparity rate. The high sex disparity in literacy, in the
three decades are obszrved in cities of andhra Pradesh, Binar,
Haryéna[ Jammu and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan and some
cities in Uttar Prade:... The pattern of sex disparity in
literecy show an almost similar regional 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 décade than in the
1971-81 decde, especially in those é;ties which have a high
literacy raté in 1961 Census. Their growth rate is
relatively much higher than other cities, both in case of
male and female literacy. However, the 1971-81 decade sees
growth in those citiés which emerged as major industrial
centres, the steel cities for example.

The spati szl pattern of growth rates in literacy in
1961-71 decade record high growth rates in the cities which
are located along the western coast of both in case of males
and females. 1In 1971-81 the high literacy rate includes
some of the cities along the east as well, On the whole, the
197181 decade does exhibit new cities with high liferacy
rates in addition to cities which have traditionally been
en joying this status.

It is of interest to note that despite an increase in
the number of settlements which attained class I’status in
successive decades from 1961 the regional pattern of variations
in literates remains almest fdentical through decades., This |
indicates that the relative position of various cities in
terms 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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when the cities in 1981 are considered separately,

the spatial pattern of literacy as well as smex,

b -

disparity conform to the - '+ earlier observations;
Whereby in the cities located in Southern India, Punjab,
Union T_errimries and west Bengal exhibit higher values for.
literacy associated with low disparities both for non-
Scheduled and Scheduled Castes.

However, the regional di'fferentiation in distribution
of sex disparities into north and south component is more
distinguishable for Scheduled 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
liveracy is nigher than thes female literacy. This disparity
may vary from one city to the other: for example there are |
high sex disparitiesathe citic of Madhya Pradesh (0.503 in
Bur:hampur)‘on one hand and quite low in sex disparities in
cities of Kerala and Union Territories (6.021 in Chandigarh)
on the other. This clearly indicates that even in urban
context the females remain the deprived gmup in terms of
their literacy status Qis-a-vis the male folks,

within the male and female segments, the Scheduled
Caste are furher déprived as reflected through overall

lower literacy rates for them at every level., Here also the




122 |

1
females emerge as a group which is quite further deprived,
| Thus, the disparity between literacy levels of non=Scheduled

and Scheduled Caste males .  ~ . T - is lower
than the oorresponding values for non-Scheduled and Scheduled
Caste females. The highest figures for males and females
are 0,727 and 1.13 respectively.

In addition to the bearing which the Scheduled Castes
seem to have on the general pattern in literacy, several
religious groups also affect literacy levels. As already
discussed, the Muslims are inversely related with the levels
of literacy. On the other hand, the Christians have a
positive impact on literacy at every level.

As far as économic factors affecting literacy levels
are concerned, the non-sgricultural workers haw a positive
impact on literacy levels which is more in case of

non=Scheduled Castes than the Scheduled Caste population.

1. In this context Raza znd Aggarwval's observation is
of interest where theyv state:

The relstive deprivetion of women in field
of education was particularly significant
because it underlined other attributes of
deprivation. The Scheduled Castes were
deprived, no doubkt: but the Scheduled Caste
women were more deprived.

(Raza and pggarwal 1984)
This statement holds true in the urban coh’_cext also in

the present study the Scheduled Caste femalesseem.. to be
worst sufferer of the old-age deprivation.
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Further, the females non-agricultural workers of both
the caste;fgemore closer relationship with female literacy
than the males with the male literacy. This shows that more
the non-agricultural workers more will be the literacy.
p@thoﬁgh né serious probe is atteipted regarding the
felationship between fumctional characteristics of cities and
literacy lewvels, a general tendency exists for cities with
large segment of population engaced in industries, services,
trade and commerce to hawe higher iiteracy rates as compared
to those whose main functions are agriculture, household

induStry or construction etc.
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Literacy rates and sex ddsn rity in literacy in civies 1961 to 1981

/

State?City Percentage clacs I Percontone of class I Percentage of class I Sex Sex Se*c o
: : city Uterate to city Iiserates to city Hterates to ad digp disp
total clags I city total class I city total class I city in it in 14t in Ut
porulation in 1961 population in 1371 population in 1981 in in in
) 4961 1971 1981
Totzl l!ale Jemale Totbtul Mianle  ZTemzle Total  Mnale Jemale
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)  (11) 12y (13) -

And.hra fradc sh
1.HByderabad 47.76

2.Visakhpatnam 47.50 58.59 25.65 51.46 61.34 40.13 56.04 65.58 45.8% 0.2810 0.256 0.21%
3 .Rajahmmdry 45.96 5535 35.32 55407 61.71 45.21 57.36 66021 49.52 0.2505 0.1840 0.1772
4.71ijayawada 50.45  60.71 40.06 B4 TT £2.42 45.9% 6031 67.76 - 52.80 0.2565 0.1823 0.1571
5.Nellore 51.43 6077 41.5 55.05 64441 46447 5715  65.26 48.66 0.2205 0.1958 0.1780
6+Ellura - 484,13 58406  38.23 51.25  59.60 42,97 56.12 64.27 48.02 0.20383 .0.1907 0.1757
7 «Cunture 44.33 55.97 3344 4797 €7.24 38.38 49.96 58.68 41.02 042856 0.2274 0.20867
8.Warangal 38.92 53.66 .06  45.27 5877 20677 51.69 64448  38.00 044492 .0.3596 0.3071
9. Bandar 5070 58.51 41.62 56. 07 62.328 49.05 62.00 69.05 53.55 041969 .0.1596 0.1371
10 .Xarnool 41.28 52.92 70.12 45.067 26.08 34.77 49.39 58.94 39.12 043073 - 0.2676 0.2352
};.Ka.,kinada 44 .54 55.88 54.92 43.77 57.05 41.58 51.85 . 58455 45.15 0:2414} 0.1820 0.1522
Bihar . ' Y

13.0ay8 44.48  58.16  23.06 47.8%1 60.28 %7.15 55.90  66.54 43.84 044001 0.3367 0.2494
" 14.Muzaffarpur 51.80 62.46  306.47 0.4 8 59.55 78451  53.94 67.70 5027 0.3088 0.2500 0.1831
" 15.Darbhanga 40412 55.08 22.92 A7 .57 56.21 28.55 51.20 62.94 37 0.4678 0.3707 0.2957
16.Baagalour  44.28  56.17 20,73 47.70  S$6.87 F5.51  G4.61  64.''  42.87 043436 0.2645 0.2411
17 «Ranchi 57 .65 ©67.87 44.87 59.73 67.35 49.97 62 .01 TC. 51499 0.2496 . 01880 0.2053
18.Jamshedpur £3.01 6% .04 AD33 0.0 68.52 49.30 65447 70457 755.01 0.2606 0.2030 0.1575

s - ps”
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(4) (5) (e) (M (8) (9)  (10) (1153"'(j2) C(13)

v

36047  54.89  62.80 44.83 59.40  67.69 50.38 02135 0.2099 0.1816
42,85  60.45 67.96 52.29  64.17 T1.01 56.78 0.2 01626 .0.1426
57456 56445  65.93 46.01 6039  69.20 50.87 042719 0.2164 0.1906
41.41 59.02 06,51 50.03 64.08 T1.20 55.92  0.2543 061742 0.1537
45,28 58.11 65.98 49.2% 60.92 67.81 52.88 002847 061781 0.1544

Qe 2271 0.165 O, 1365

40413 53.52 0,82 46.72 66,33 T1.70  60.33 042550 0.1462 0.1119

¢
4

36,74  5T.47  64.19 49.46  64.25 70417  57.57 0.1876 01579 0.1262
14.714 82.28 40,54 22.%58 2847 46422 23,56

3

0.4034 003006 0.2387

L
"y

47.08  58.95  05.68 51.27 64.92 T0.99 58.16 042228 041518 . 0.1278
45.76° 60490  €9.64 51.13  65.57 T3.74 56.62 02396 0.1917 0.1700
23.74  51.8¢ 66.47 48.64  65.21  T3.19  56.98 0:3682 01837 0.1610
49.69 68.75 75.15 62.19 T77.28 82.19 72,36 0.1650 0+1251 0.0901

My

Vil gﬁ'ﬁ 43.20 56.50 63.31 49.01 61.99 68.72 54 .92 0.2087 ,051533"310_.14_07
31

26.74 54465 1.65 43,76  57.99  66.97 48.15 0.30:63 ~r9;2567"002008

56.75% 69 .50 T4.57 64.18 80433 84.07 7657 061339 0.0997 0.0678
54430 69.16  T4e41 63484 T6.81 80.01 T2.62 041476 0.1016 0.0680
4932 70,04 T5.47 é4.62  T7.98  82.08  73.97 041771 0.1034° 0,0740
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Madhya Prad-sh .

38.Indore $7.64  95.95 65.06 45.42  €0.53  68.95  51.01

249 Jabalpur 75.82 54 .C8 67.05 42.%5 59459 67.58 50.54
AQ.Gawalior 284 24 A84T0 9,28 76,30 5504 62. 97 41457

41.Bhopal 22.07 52417 59.89 42,80  S56.64  64.14 48.00

42.U3Jadn 5279 51.27 62.61 40.04 57+ 69 6€. 95 AT .46

4% Raipur 24.76  54.50 65.27 42.59 56.84 66.87 45.90
Maharashtra

4-40Gmaterrdfhw > L. '9-8081 6) 84- 69.65 55-72 68&18 75-91 &075

4%5.Pobna . 44.52  62.82 7079 52.17 6724  T4.73 59.19

46.50lapur Ll 25.75  48.70 6161 32.72 53.44 65.60- 39.79

47 .lagpur S T6.12 0 B8.07  67.27 AT.B2  65.81  T2.12. 57.82 .3111
48.Fagik e AN, 49 62.C06 T1.76 £1.26 67.10 T74.86 58459 0+ 2860
49 .Mhasnan-r  40.°4 T7.52 0 57.18 64.79 48.56 61.15 68.22 53.13 0.2812"
50 .Kolhapur .72 GLe el 7T1+84 48447 66.85 T5.52 57.22 03663
51.Malegaon o7 STl 43-68 E2.9%  32.65% 50.¢ 59.58 41.82 03951
52.Ahmadnznc-r I N N 72.89 52.51 68412 76.79 53.59 0.3080
53 .Akola 47. 2z 56 c2 65.C00 45.78 60.9 68.01 53.18 042094 -
54 .7hana 5G. o4 69.4“ 70422 54271 6837  T4.75 G047 . 0.4785 -‘._
SS.Amravati 51. 27 58,26 66.72 43460 64.72 T1.29 5743 003911 ]
drissa

56.Cu‘tt",ck ?7 :9 53.25 65;:./ + a:_C' 62-94 70036 5367‘- 0D313O
Punjadb ‘ '
5T.Anritaar 58.7¢ 44 .35 57.5C 62.21 SZiC1 57.89 62.17 52.86 01583 '« 100
58.Ludhiana 62.55 47.24  57.30 62412 51.34 61.62  65.T0 56.63 041678
59 .Patiala 60.38  44.59 57.f, 62.27 51.81 65.04 69.47 &0.0% 0.1712:
60 .Jullanchor €0.61  44.52  5T.2 62.66 50.96 59447 %.75 54437
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Rajasthan
61.Ajmer 47.77 59.7T T4t 58.79 G9. 46.72 60647 T0.63 49417 043147 O
62.Bnilwara 0.7 52.64 I6.02 AT 22 ,0.64 72,96 5235 Ze12  39.66 063965 .
63 .Jaipur 42,08 SA.26.  Z8.87 43.22 t’8.‘51 TC.42 54 .90 62.26 40401 03542 O
64 .Jodhpur 47.78  55.8%  Z7.37 ASLTT 5.85 7S.11  55.07 66,90 4%.13 043849 04
65.Kota AR 55.82 ST.TT ASTS cc-.sg 35411 56.07 66.%0 43.13 0.2849 . .
66.Udaipur 0,30 67 .66 0T 5579 6A.0T  A1.58 62.41 T2.3% 5080 03313 : 0_ ,221?
Tamil Radu : g o -
67 .Vellore 48. .5 5. TTenT £3.08 68.54 49.22 60.74 69.39 .51.3 0.2731 0.2033 1871 L
68.Tuticorin £7.78 67408 RETIRA 6145 69.14 57 .61 68.47 74.96 61.75 002201 0e1592 0.1278 L
69.Tiiachir3- C4.07 65.65 A2.4% N 71422 £5.47  70.72  78.55 -62.80 042624 oz1619 0.1562 ‘
pa ‘ - ' ;
70.Tha.njavur CL.05 6d Q0 L0008 61426 TC.62 51.86 T0.69 78.03 » 62493 02764 0. 1924 001441 :
T1.Salem 44,46 56480 T1.56  55.17  65.22 44457 62.74 T1.49 52.54 043256 0.2272120,1823
72.Tagarcoll 60,72 68.24 ©4.40 6D.2 75.06° 62.50  T6eT7T 81436 7248 041785 061131:,040843
73 Madurat 87.89 T0.52 AL 63014 T2.90 52.87 68.65 76.69 60420 0.2832 042037 : 0.1597
74 .Coimbatore 60.17 7007  48.0°5  64.49  72.87 55.1%5  69.417 77«14 60450 042400 041773 0.1607
75.Madras 59.47  69.61 A2.77  62.01 TOJST S52.54  68B.40  T5.80 60.69 ‘ -
Uttar Pradesh
T6.Agra Tpold 45.96 e B! 41.14 AB.29 T1.79 45.58 52.70 37.24
77.Aligarh TTLZ5 0 ATW41 ZTWET 0 AR2MS5 0 50.61 T2.85  46.07  S54.41 26445
78.A1lahabad 47,77 57.57  T5.75 52.81 61.1% 4166  59.25 67.91 48.70
79.Bareilly 78T 45.37 £9.0¢7 39.50 AS.66 3Z435 44-48 50.01 3T.T7
80 .Cehradun 58,48 64448 S1.07 BL.T2 77039 56.81  67.56 72.56 61.€9
81-(}01‘6}(11'0\11‘ 1‘LT‘~15 60086 :‘;~b7 52071 bL-17 "h-’\091 58080 67 62 - 48.18
82.Kanpur A AN S4.T74 TR 50.59 €767 41447 55.37 62.83% 46.13 ,
83 .Nathura 40,26 3.2 ea 46461 £5. T6.86 49440 58.24 39425 | ¢ Qe -
84 .M eerut A4.7T 87442 TALD A4466 52422 T5.87  47.07  54.62 38.32 0-2395'f0-2037 0‘2001’4.
85 .M rzapur TTTT 0 €4.07T  22.02  S8435 48,97 L5.80 41.49° 51.81 ° 29.42 044427 .3388 0.3068 -
: e el
T

N



(1) (2) (3) (1) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
g6.oradabed  T4.10 42,40  24.43  38.36  47.68 72.02  36.56  39.64
87.Rampur 28.81 36.55 19.70 23 66 2’5-62 22.78 33017 39.63
88.Saharanpur 41.41 49.75 31.26  43.33 50.05 35.27 49.91 55.86
89.Sahajahapur 20.76  36.72  21.80 32.06  40.22 24.58  38.24 4469
90WVaranasi 40,04 510420 26.29  AD.14 0 53,28 24.06 45.77  55.33
91.Jhansal Z20A7 0 51467 25.80 48.81 58.67 T6.36  54.29  64.90
9 2.Tucknow 46.67 54.07 76.29 €0.91 £3.06 42.29 5660 63 .47
est Bengal _

92 .Asnsol 55.25 62-7(“ 44.04 52.97 61,55 44,17 62.41 66.81
95.Bhatpara 42.60 50 . 06 2.84 42.0%5 A6.T4H TAST 49,55 55.17
9605\11'31(23 51.C4 e0e1r 4126 5:‘016 CCW A4 4{)-37 62044 69.43
97+.Caleutta 52,09 63 .5°% 52431 Qe 64 .08 54440 6912 T3.47
98%Garden Re-ch 41.8C 50.22 28.92 46445 S4.97 3477 4752 55.92
99080"-‘frah 51.&,: 57.4:‘ 42.%36 55062 61.91 A6o42 65 07 70 91
100 .Kanhuti SA .03 59 420 A8.20 58.41 67.59 51.5%6 68.24 T2.58 °
101.Kh ur 48.17 58,50 3"“ 27 S5T+11 66.92 45.59 57.9% 66487
1OZaSouth um=  58.02 64.72 51459 64 .87 69.95 58.64 72,82 78.10
un
10%.South Sub~ 58.1% 65.01 2,70 62.78 69.87T 54.46 T1.57 T7.26
arban -
‘IOS&IIG'I‘I Delhi 620’:'x 68.r\- Sf.90 66098 71.88 60-46 73069 78059
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| GROWDH RATE OF. LITERACY .IN.

740 CENSUS DECADES = ©.

: State/C:lty

Growth Rate of Li-ﬁeraqr "}G:bwth Rate-of - Literacy

57.03

(1961-71) - (1971-81)
Total ° :H_éle ... Female Total Male Female -

(1) (2) (3) (4) (s) (6) (1) - -
Andghra Pradesh

1. Hyderabad 59.24 52.43 71.03 42.25 38.58 47.94
2. Visakhpatnam 109.38 104.33 118.40 74.64 68.89 84.25
3. Rajahmundry 48,65 40.86 61,01 32,72 31.95 33,79
4. Vijayawada 48.43 42.45 57.94 58,88 54,29 65.47
5. Nellore 35,22 31,23 41,48 82,22 79.62 86.00
6. Elluru 24.87 20.00 32.23 44,96 43,03 47.64
7. Guntur., 54,26 47.93 65.04 41,95 39,58 45.53
8. Warangal 54.59 54,38 T77.64 84,43 ) 76.94 93.79
9. Bandar' 25.02 20061 31056 35.51 31060 & 3
10, Kémool 57.85 42.36 58413  63.25 60.74 67.46
11, Kakinads 48.12 40. 34 60 .48 44 .95 41,52 89 .70
gihar

12, Patana 33,99 28,73 45.50 82.90 75.69 96.87
13, Gaya 28.05 22,51  48.85 60.73 49.85 84,12
14, Muzzaffarpur 12.94 6.59 28.58 78,89 66.93 103.29
15, Darbhanga 39,08 32,40 57.33 47.47  79.25
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(6)-.

(1) - (2) (3) (4) {5)- - (1) - -
16. Bhagalpur 27.86 21.67 42.18  50.90 55.86 60.88
17. Ranchi 149,02 41.44 63.47 193,33 195.40 189,91
18, Jamshedpur 32,54 26.81 43.86  35.71 29,08 47.25
éu!afét
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, Bhavnagar 50437 44,57 60.53  45.79 41.77 52,14
22, Ahmadnagar 54,30 46,00 69.69 41,04 36.10 48.93
23, Surat 68.28 64.00 75.18  72.60 T1.94 73.59
24, Baroda 82.62 75.16 95,93  69.46 62,89 79,49
H-agxan'a
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. Srinagar 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, Belgaum 59,24 53,51 63.84 53,54 49.51 59,68
30, Kolar 30.40 14,99 61.98 =26.28 =29.1% =-22.17
31, Mangalore 39,53 35,00 45.59 17,22 12,82 22,67
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(6) -

(1 2) (3 (4) (5) (1 -
32, Mysore 49.69 43.53 89.43  36.27 31.84 42,55
33, Hubli-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
35. Trivandrum 91.59 82.43 103.67  30.12 25470 35.34
364 Calicut 107.63 93.37 128.41  36.43 30.62 43,60
37, Alleppy 40.01 31423 51.94  78.13 13,83 23.17
Madhva Pradesh

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 65438  52.47 47.73 - 61.46
41, Ehopal 94.19 82.24 118,24 114,64 136.22 158.83
42, Ujjein 56613 47.42 94499  52.05 45.39 63.72
43, Raipur 43.40 31.68 68.88 102.15 17.39 110.23
Maharash ﬁra

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 50,58 51.84 71.67
47. Solapur 39.75 32,12 57.88 41,14 35,14 53,17
48. Nasik 56.43 49.45 68473  61.13 54.34 71.71
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a

1) (2) (3) - (4) () —A6) - A7)
49, Ulhasnagar 78,98  67.69 99.27 73,71  70.20 79402
50. Kolhapur 55,87 17,30 71.58  45.64 75,23 56.23
51, Malegaon 86.87 20,02 126,86  49.48 40.3¢ 65,73
52. Ahmadnagar 17.3¢ 8,70 33,21  38.12 26,35 36,27
53, Ak@la 69.92 56.98 96.13  45.57 87.44 58.75
54, Thang 83.05 79.35 89,50  95.73 90,30 104.69
55, Amravati 57.68 44,57 82,78 49,85 41,50 62.51
éri s88a

56. Cuttack 44,20 29.28 T9.61  50.31 47.47 55,14
Puniab

57, Amritsar 10,33 13,24 29.28  45.34 43,60 49.03
58, Ludhiana 67.99 63.76 74,75  64.10 60,73 69,15
59, Patials 27.74 19,04 42432  56.08 51.50 62.43
60. Jullandhar 43,09 36456 53,58  43.15  40.96 46.26
Rajasthan

61. Ajmer 40,00 32,20 56.36 46,99 44,20 51.33
62+ Bhilwargy 48,90 41.35 64.82 48.82 45,34 55.84
63, Jaipur 73453 64434 93.84  79.60 74,78 88,64
64. Jodhpur 47.45 40.51 63,02 76 ¢ 38 85,76

7752



133

1) (2)-  (3) - (&) (59  (6) (T
65. Kota 100,23 90.64 123.75  93.52 85.90 109.46
66 . Udaipur 53,27 45.89 68.83  67.45 62,07 77426
Tamil Na&u

67. Vellore 48.41 41.28 60,15 29,42 25.27  35.44
68. Tuticoris 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. Thanjswur 46.88 37.95 61.41  50.32 46.67 56.63
71, salem 53.77 42.93 74,14 33,12  28.01 40,99
72, Nagarcoil 54,15 46.09 65.00 34,78 31.33 38,90
73. Madurai 41,48 33,88 54423  62.55 57.05 70.55
74+ Coimbatore 33436  27.19 43.65 112,64 106.80 120.06
75, Madras 48.92 44,58 55.88 46435 39.90 55,93
UAttér Pré&é sh

76. Agra 44.63 3671 62.04  29.95 27.76  36.56
77. Aligarh 51466 = 45.96 63.47 37,70 34.12 44,34
78+ Allshabad 31,01 26430 40.70  41.70 87.53  49.42
79 ..Bareilly 19,30 15,30 26.46  46.36 41.65 54,06
80. Dehradun 43.92 44.46 43,02 39,48 33.89 47.99
81, Gorakhpur 3737  27.70 60447 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) e 2) e e (B) A B) e (S) e 6] - (T)—-
83, Mathura 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, Mirzespur 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
88, Saharanpur 27.32 21,66 38430  50.94 44,08 62.64
89. sahajshpur 36,02 35,11  37.76 58,64 50.81 73.42
90. Varan ssi 33,49 27.56 47.48  28.60 24,83 36.32
91, Jhansi 35602 44.64 71,73  58.00 53.39 66.67
92, Lucknow 37.39 31,23 48,97 32,91 28,53 40,18
93, Asansol 47.34 40,22 62.60  38.65 27.00 60.23
94, Barsnagar 25.68  23.02 29.94  49.21 40.74 62.11
95. Bhatpara 136490 26.38  67.06  50.02 47.17 56420
96. Burakhan 35,79 29.76 47,05  37.16 36.58 47.84
97, Calcutta 9+43  6.87 14,5¢ 19.66 14.30 29.58
98 Garden Reach 31,45 23,60 52.43 264,19 21,30 36480
99, Howrah 55,18 50.59 65.07 17,97  9.87 33.89



=
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(1) (3) (3) (4 A5 - -A6) - AT) -
100. Kanahati 43,42 35,72 58407  62:03 55.88 72,07
101. Kharagpur 20,93 22432 45.57  =5.34 -8.40 ~0.08
102, South Damdam 72031 66,05 82,42 48,26 40,55 59,57
103. South Seblrb™: 58.37 54,16 65.19 58,39 50.35  7.53
104. Delhi ) 6759 62,59 76.25 63.24 59.89 68,59
105, New Delhi 22.84 20430 27,08  =0.48 =1,32 =0.85




ﬁ?EENIIX III

LITERAOY RATES AMONG SCHEDULED CASTE AND NON
. SOEEDULED CASTE POPULATION IN GI?IES - 1981

State/City Tctal 1iterates to totalA sehedulad castes 1iterateg ' Rbn séhednled caste literatee
' : papulatian :g scheduled caste populap %e_nan gcheduled castes papur
‘ Tatal Hale Female Total ﬂale Female @obal_'“ Male Eemale o
(1) 3 (3 4 (59 (& (D (8) (9) ( m
Andhra Pradesh |
{.Hyderabad 57«81 66.04 46.98 4@@6& 5086 30.12' 89472 &T.72 51410
,Vijayanagaram B53.22 63422 - 43.07 312D 44.27 18460 55492 65+50 46413
3. Visakapatnam 56.04 65455 45.83 44458 5675 52+ 18 5Te34 66454 4744
4'.Rajamundry 5796 66:21 49.52 45,55 43330 37+24 5919 oT+44 50473
HWKakinada 51.78 58455 44,93 43470 49.55 3782 52.57 59439 45. 66+a
6.Elurn ) 56442 46,27 43,02 44.60 52432 56482 57.66 65.90 49.49¢co
T+ Bhemavaran 44 .56 51446 37«18 28,80 32455 24465 46,01 . 5319 58433 M
8.Vijayawada = 60,31 6776 52460 5185 €0.61 42,92 6126 68457 5265
9.Machlipatnam 62.38 69.05 B5455 56+ 24 67.58 44,15 63465 70.04 5713 .
10 Guntur 49.96 58468 41.02 35,78 44,94 26,01 57+69 60 e43 4277
14.Tenall 57 15 65.18 = 48.96 43.07 52.02 34,08 59.+66 6T.7T1 ~ 51.46
12.Nellore 5115 65426 48466 42424 50«07 34«20 61479 70411 55.08
13 Tirupati 62.58  T2.09 5147 44,59 59400 28.26 64435 7427 5347
14 JProdat tur 47:.16 58.49 35.25 24483 34416 15403 48.39 ©  59.80 56.40
15.Cuddapsh 54 « 24 64 400 43:73 40416 49.03 30469 66.67 65456 = 45.03
16.Aﬁantpur 6971 7139 46.91 29.81 30.07 = 29423 62:45 76:25  48.11
17+Kurnool 49:39 - 58494 39412 38405 40472 55629 5120 61473 39’083
18.Adoni 39445 51+66 26471 23423 35479 1035 42443 54455 29.72
19;31kandrabad 65.?1 75467 52.87 55«45 63%e21 43,68 68.68  T8.26 55 52
20'iFizamabad 4328 8%.86 - 32:08 22,08 31469 12623 45434 5598 34.06

29.Werangal ~ 51.69 ' 64.48 38,00 - 35.03 46435 22,98 54,72 67.81 40.?3



(15»

(3)

(2) (4) (s) (6) (D (8) (9) (10)

Bihar

22.Patna 59045 68.18 48068 .33068 46.69 18.08 61-99 70080 ' 51069
23.Bihar 59 .60 62.95 41.01 24 .54 %6448 1161 55.42 65.57 ~ 44.02
24;Gaya 55099 66054. 43-84 23.02 53077 11.08 59-41 69088 47032
25}Arrah 55-88 66.82 43.07 27.0% 41019 10.062 59.23 59077 46086
27 Muzzaffarpur 59.94 67.70 50. 27 27 84 59.90 14 .04 62.40 69.75 5518
281.D‘arbhanga 51 « 20 62 094- 37 073 260 68 4—0059 12- 28 54—0 11 6504-6 40 «92
29 Katihar 49 .47 5859 38407 23413 3475 .41 52.07 60.90 4197

% 2.Dhanbad 5530 T2.74 5551 32.03 45 A7 18428 75.12 81437 ©8.15
33 Bokaro 56.83 68.96 40430 37495 5% «65 16.89 62.49 7391 46450
24 JRanchi. 6301 72.09 5199 40.19 52.85 25.27 68.9% . TTed1 58.22
35.Jamshedpur 63 .47 7057 55.01 31424 13 .57 17.65 66.25  T2.85 58. 8 .
36 | | _
Gujrat C::I
57 Rajkot 64.17  T1.01  56.78  41.42  54.17  27.89 65.35  71.86  58.30
%8+ Bhavnagar 60«39 69.20 50 .87 . 39.75 5551 25470 5142 69.85 5227
39.Porbandar 63.25 T2440 5371 4741 60 .86 33.96 64..05 72.98 54473
40 .Junagadh 64 .66 7321 5556 41.80 52423 3067 66.28 74.69 5733
4% Tadodra 68438 T75.00 6043 55.8% 66.71 4% .8% T1.56 76434 63.03
45.Surat 60,92 67.81 52.38 50435 60.72 %9.%8 63.61 T0+10 55.97
46.Navasari 63.58 69.68 56+43 57«61 67.95 46.57 7035 6399

T5T4



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) ) (8) (9) (10).
Haryana .
47.Yamunanagar 6185 66.38 56.44 2791 2647 26434 65.06 69.31 59.18
49 .Panipat 56.87 63.52 49.19 25472 37.06 12.06 6021 66443 53.08
51«Sonipat 61.19 69.36 5152 %%.19 45.4% 1833 64.67 T2.37 55.58
53%Faridabad 57.00 65456 45.42 C26.T7 38.76 10435 60's 50 68.77 - 49456
54. Bhiwani 5352 6% .64 41.42 26.12 58.98 10% 10 58.01 67.+99 46.76
55+ Hissar 56.69 64..94 46.40 28.02 2977 Ze T4 61.08 68.74 51449
Jammu & Kashmir
56.Srinagar 38047 4—60 22 29054 74—065 780 57 68097 3804-7 4-60 22 29059
57 «J ammu 64.25 T0«17 5757 3297 42.77 24.36 67.95 13445 6170
Karnataka
58.Bangalore 64.92 71.00 58.16 46.45 54. .04 58633 6744 T3+25 60.95
59 .Belgaon 65.57 T3.T4 56462 13.79 56425 20467 6753 . T15.28 59.01
60 .Bellary 5010 6037 39.20 29.94 - 11.20 13.89 55 « 54 63.93 42.46
62.BLjapur 56.13 67.58 434771 41.75 54.76 25.04 57.95 68.96 46.06
63 Davangere 55.08 63.19 46.11 30.98 42.3% 18454 58440 66.01 49.98
64 JMangalore 77.28 82.19 72.36 5707 T1.56 42.50 78.19 82.72 73 .66
65.Hubli/Dharwar 57.99 66.97  43.14 41.74 54404 28.87 59.90  68.42 5030
66.Gadag-Betigiri 56.16 67.37 44.21 37 .07 51.23 22.51 58 26 69.06 46.70
67.Gulbarga 52439 63 .58 39.98 58458 5246 22432 54.57 65435 42.69
68.Mandya 50«61 59.02 41.37 3Te44 46,77 2702 52.44 6075 43e32
69%My sore 61.99 68.12 5544 43 .15 52473 %2485 64.19 69.90 58.07
71.8himoga ©3.25 68.88 57.06 48.22 5857 %6.88 64.96 T0.08 59.%5
7 2. Tumkur 6343 69.54 54..40 28.03 47 .91 27.07 65.92 T1.66 59.45

1834 1



(6

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (7 (8) (9)
Kerala :
T3 .Calicut 75.53 80.13 70.95 68.74 72.9% 63.71 7584 80+41 T1.28
74 .Palghat - T1.37 7710 65.72 49427 59.73 29.07 1333 78064 68. 10
75 Cochin 80433 8%.74 76. 87 T1.79 77.88 65.70 80.67 8%.98 TT737
T8«Trivandrum T6.31 80.01 T2.62 67.86 72.70 63 .07 T7.04 80 .64 T3.456
Madhya Pradesh %
T9.Gwalior 5301 62.97 41.57 32317 46.65 17.66 57«50 66.79 46497
81“.Rewa 5487 66.07 40.68 19.28 28+44 9.39 59 .81 T0Oe91 45. 36
84 Indore 6053 68.95 51.01 58480 5187 24 .25 64.57 T2.22 55. 93&
86_.Kha,ndwa 58.87 67.68 49.26 41.16 55.35 24.86 61.47  69.69 52.57
87 «Bhopal 5664 64.16 48.01 %2435 A% .62 1942 59.68 64.09 - 51.51
88.Jabalpur 59.59 67.58 50 . 54 6347 8171 43412 €025 64.49 53416
89 Bilaspur 61.1% T1.43 49.92 42.13 5817 24.40 64.18 7356 54.01
91 .BUI‘{;’,' 59.74 TO«64 47 .87 40426 5%e52 26453 62.18 72.66 5075
I_-gaharashtra |
93%Greater Bombay 68.18 73.91 60.75 50.56 6085 38e4 2 69.29 T4T1 62423
94Ulhasnagar 61+15 68.32 5%+ 13 33.49 42451 25.00 62454 69.63 54 .64
95.Kalyan 7205 T7.85 65+45 49,23 58634 28490 73509 T8.71 66469
9 6.D0mbiwali 79087 82042 76096 380 21 50078 24—. 17 80.50 82 092 77073



(4)

(1 @) (» @& (® (o
98.Bhiwandi 5684 6%.19 AT.26 %2453 39.97 22.93 57624 63e52 47.72
100.M&legaOn 50094- 59058 41-82 37017 19021 24“39 51072 60023 42.71
10 1.Dhule 60 .69 ©9.69 5047 1 50 + 64 62442 2771 62.02 70.66 52442
10%' Bhusawal 6582 T4.67 56423 49,89 61.87 26499 67.02  T75.58 271475
105.Pune 67.%24 1473 59. 19 44°.06 56.05 2129 69.94 7677 62.38
106.Pimpri 66.03 6856 49,83 30455 42.24 17.76 62.71 70% 84 52491
10T .Sangali 634357 T2.28 5% « 54 44.20 5687 30.82 65.73 " T4.10 56445
108.Mira] ' 58.97 69.56 47.63 4T7.48 61.97 32.52 60«82 “T0.T76 50e12
109.Solapur 5314 6560 29479 41.72 55.75 2660 54.62 66.88 41.48 .
1 10‘.Kolhapur 6’6085 75-52 57 21 4—6055 60.06 31.96 69-4-0 7704—5 @044 BN
111.Ichalkaranji 56.47 6685 AL 2T 56439 48.29 22401 58442 068,62 46441
113.Jalna 49.8% 62.16 %6480 3173 45466 17.20 5052 63.16 5799
114 .Parbhani 5062 61.95 %8+ 14 51.85 4%.82 - 18491 5178 63410 3930
115.Nanded 5% 489 65.15 41.46 40.85 53.%6 26.74 5452 65.73 42T i
116+.Latur 52.91 65.94 %8s 26 %9424 5279 23.94 5446 67.%8 3994 m
11T.Akola 60 .94 68.01 5% .18 36458 47.85 24.53 62.29 = 69.06 56.86 O
118.Anravati 64.72 T1.%9 57473 47.16 58.92 34..69 664%2 72450 59455
120'.Gondya. 63.67  T73.75  53.10 55.42  67.17  43.56 65.72 75425 55.67
121 .Chandrapur 64..50 73 .81 B4.23 54.48 65.80 42.02 66e%2 T5¢15 56452
Manipur ] .
122, Imphal 64453 T4TT 54.03 68.24 T5e21 51.02 6432 T4 .65 53«81
Meghalays | | |
125.5hillong 69.19  TA52  63.34  25.34  30.78  17.45 70.81  T7.18 62442
Orissa : ’ .
124«Sambalpur 52.79 62.94 41.42 23.52 24.78 12420 62.02 T1e20 51.43
125.30111‘1{818. 62067 70077 52- 55 52~19 15049 17-39 7104-5 78015 62076



(5)

P P

(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (7) (8) (10)
126.Cuttack 62.94 70236 53.75  32.18  44.06  18.80 66.66 73440  58.22
129.Puri 59.49 67.38 50.49 3210 46.70 16.76 61.83 69.07 55«51
Punjab ’ }
130.Pathankot 55464 60'.98 49,77 29465 36486 21420 60.67  65.84 55.07
13 7. Amritsar 5T+89 62417 52.86 2550 3157 184 26 64.06 68.06 59440
1%4 .Batiala 65 .04 69.47 . 60603 37%5 44.87 28.70 6748 = T1.66 62.77
Eajasthari ‘

137 « Bikaner 5630 6%+12 48.27 24 .57 236699 9.82 59.94 66.11 52.68 —
138.Alwar 58.14 69.81 4%.95 25.+19 40.67 Te12 64..07 T475 5099
140WJaipur 54 « 04 64..53 4% .14 28.27 43,53 10.95 58.06 = ©67.62 A8.24 .
144 8ikar %29.09 53021 23065 14—042 21.4% 6060 41072 56057 25.54
142.Ajmer 60«47 T0.63 494,17 45.14 6139 2721 64.52 7%.01 55.04
143 .Jodhpur 51.90 62.26 40.01 25.97 38625 12.03 56455 66.64 44.96
144 .Bhilwara 48.03 60'. 66 3%.80 534 2027 517 52 60 64 .45 %9617
14%5.Udaipur 62.41 T2.%3 50480 %9.26 55.92 20.69 6. 64 75.91 5584
146.Kota _ 56.07 66.90 45{]3 32440 4T.02 15e5% 61.17 T1.29 49402
Tamil Nadu o ' _

14TiMadras 68440 T5.50 60460  51.57  61.26  42.47 70,57  T7.82 65461
148.Kanchipuram  61.99 T2e3% 51.41 40.04 4797 22.07 62.T71 7511 52.05
150.Avadi 60.08 T6.95 41.11 58.92 T0%W%4 46.64 €055 T8.24 4050



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) (9) (105}
15 1.Ambat tur €8.82 T6.T71 60.06 5120 62459 39.13 T1e51 78+81 63.34
152.Vellore 61.03 69.29 52652 49.52 58.53 40.49 62.38 T70.66 53495
15%.Cuddalore 61.00 69.94 51.7T4 56463 47.29 25.81 64.12 72.82 55+ 10
154.Salem 62.74 7149 53«54 46.00 5650 25629 64..39 T2.94 35438
155.Erode 65465 T4+ 26 56.38 41471 55402 27470 67.63  T5.85 28,77
156.Coimbatore 69417 TTe14 607 50 45,02 55.35 34429 T179 79446 6742
158.Valparai 5352 6510 41.50 5800 59.91 54497 51e2% 6987 36.03
160.Dindigul 61.72 T0.72 52436 40.04 49,89 29.97 636 22 72¢15 53 .40
161%Tiruchirapalli7o«51 78.00 62.80 48452 60.15 36.60 72.16 T9e%24 64476
162.Thanjavur 70.69 78.0% 62.93 4% 34 52666 3%419 72.60  T79.83 64.77
163 Kunbakonam 68.46 76481 59%95 %6e65 50%6 22.1% 69.84 - 77.98 61,%6
164 .Rajpalanam 58.53 70%15 46.46 30,06 42.44 17446 63 .07 T4 49 5% 10
165.Tirundveli 66.48 91.27 57.08 27«48 50.54 244 81 68.88 94.59 59.81
167 .Nagarcoil T6.T77 81436 7218 66.83 T5.22 60.22 TTe17 81.68 72.68

IS

Tripura NS
168+ Agartala 75491 82, 27 69.36 48,67 58447 38.38 78.21 84433 71,917
Uttar Pradesh
169%Dehradun 67.92 72.98 62.02 . 39,07 48,72 2T+ 67 T 147 75.98 6427
170'Saharanpur 49.91 55.86 42499 34469 - 44,78 22.24 51+18 56682 44 .66
17 1.Hardwar 52«17 6177 42.61 21420 42.04 18.74 55461 63.92 45.35
17 2.Muzaffarnagar 52.19 5921 44417 2137 4233 184 23 5%« 67 60«44 45.96
173 Merrut AT7.0% 54.02 38432 3215 42,82 1964 A8.96 56417 40471
174 .Gaziabad 50.9% 6038 29.03 29.62 42,68 14.84 5521 6373 44..23
175.Hapur 48.16 57«49 3Ted1 3019 4% .89 15.99 5299 6129 45458
17 6eBulandshar 48.05 56483 3T+94 2T« 24 29421 24.89 50.05 59.54 39417
17 T-Moradabad 26452 39.64 %2.89 3090 38400 20.84 %2683 3% 51



)

B D (3 @ (e (D) (® 9 (1)
1780Amr0ha ‘25068 51091 18 69 16092 270 20 4-0 62 260 19 320 19 19“69
179 .Sambhal 424'"'. 17 30;3 21 18652 1560 2021 517 25444 30685 19.28
180 Rampur  (33.17  39.63  25.95  32.34  43.13 18218 55.19  39.51 264 17
18%+Aligarh 46.07 54 .41 56445 25.28 55450 13 27 5036 58.38 4120
184’ Mathura 49.40 58424 39623 22999 24453 1165 52463 61.29 42.70
185.Agra 45458 5270 32424 22449 31.25 12.01 52.71 59.41 44 .91
186.Firozabad 29,52 47.09 3052 . 2387 34471 1243 4.2.40- 49.50 33 « 83
188.Etawah 49.86 12.66 38.98 36.56 46465 22.70 51.90  12.04  41.%3
19 1.Jhansi 54 .29 63 .44 42431 41.70 5725 24..09 57.59 65.0% 47.08
192.Sitapur 56.01 64«55 45.60 25475 47.82 18472 57«59 65.95 ATe53
193 . ucknow 56.60 63 17 48.88 5184 41.53 2014 59.00 65430 51.62
197-Varanasi 4—5.71 56082 54049 26. 55 39055 10063 47037 58039 560 SBH
198.Mi rzapur A1.49 51.81 29442 18.00 . 27.67 6.75 1451 54.90 32,35

oo

West Bengal

199.Siliguri 62.15 66459 56:54 . 36,37  42.97 28,09 64.00  68.27  58.82
201.Nabadudp 63«04 T1.72 54..17 22.23 22.00 22469 6775 79446 56. €
202.80uth Suburbs 171.57 T7.26 65.19 51440 49,82 42400 72.95 78+46 66+79
203‘.3}18.”0:@8,1‘8. 49053 55017 40 097 %0414 37-87 17‘-_76 5119 56-70 4-2.78
204 .Jadabpur 68.06 T%.28 62.43 45.54 5537 3521 7318 T7.61 68.44
205 .Kamanhatl 68.24 T2.58 62.69 46.54 5% 30 34459 ©9.39 T% 63 64.00



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) (9) (10)
206.80outh Damdsm T2.82 78.10 66.96 51.22 59«50 42613 T4.T2 T9.75 69. 14
207 .Panihati 71.68 T5.57 67.26 AT.AT 54.45 29439 73418 T76.91 ©8.98
208.Garden Reach 47.52 55492 5686 5% .69 57 « 31 46Ge21 AT+ 26 55.85 2658
209 Baranagar 7559 80,10 70434 50771 54 .71 45.60 76,62  81.21 T1e32
210%Barrarkpur £8.94 75403 6164 54,03 61.62 45.%9 T0+18 T6.16 65.01
212. Titagarh A6.79 5575 22.41 26e41 4525 21445 48.06 57.06 2% el
213".08,101}.13"5& 69012 73-4‘5 63 02 4-2071 4-9-25 -')7204-1 70‘040 74—074 64-‘4-0
215+.Bally 6441 69. 14 57«59 40.72 47414 2159 6537 7071 58eTT
216.Hugli T2.41 78.07 66429 45482 54.97 36e 14 75665 80.88 70.00
21T«Sriirampur 67 .46 T4 .00 58467 %900 44 446 %2e 21 68.79 T5.69 60. 21
218.Chandanagar 63464 68 .04 69.44 42.6% 51.97 %1.79 T2.47 T0.28 75450
219;Kharagpur' 57.9% 66.37 4782 42.08 52.37 29.34 0042 69%.12 50 5%
220'-Asan301 6304—1 67 «38 57-84— 310 65 38076 23 004- 65.41 69. 68 60007
221Durgapur 67.76 T4.05 60«24 2162 © 32.04 11.8% T4« 66 79.38 63.79

- 222.Bardhaman 6244 69.43 54.56 29.73 58.22 20,28 ©66.%1 T3 14 53.60
22%.,Chandigarh 68.53 T2.22 0% +381 39422 48.39 27605 T2.T0 T5.07 68.9-
224.Delhi 67.96 49499 56458 41444 52.0% 28446 68.27 = T3:42 61.98
2253NeW'Delhi T% e 69 78.59 67.20 49 0% 57490 %Te31 82.90 88.05 T6+10.
226 Pondicherry 64 .34 T334 56.27 44..52 S4.T7 54..0% o7 .27 95.51

5834
3

vl



APPENDIX IV

DISPARITIES IN LITERACY IN CITIES - 1981

State/City Sex dis-~ Sex dis~- Sex dis- Disparity Disparity Disparity
rity 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) (&) (5) (6) (7
Andhra Pradesh . ,
1. Hyderabad  .182  .284 76 Jo87 176 222
2. Vijayanagram 226 443 .21 . 466 234 J322
3. Visakhapatnam . 215 .315  .205 J210 J100 LT
4, Rajehmundry 177 . 201 75 .172 146 .158
. Kakinada 455 L1500 L155  .103 J108 106
6. Eluru J176 19 175 164 oAb2 150
7. Bhemavaram  .181 S 141 .18k 227 . 270 . 249
8. Vijayawada  .157  .,202  .153 .18 »079 101
9, Machlipatnam .137 .56 130 J150 024 077
10. Guntur <207 .288  ,202 « 260 274 20k
11, Temali R .233° L,170 .227 .163 .190
12, Nellore ATE L2009 ATh L2k 2209 223
13, Tirupati . 217 405 2209 J346 150 .218
14, Prodattur .287 JLokh . 285 438 #302 0352
15.” Cuddapah .226 .53 225 .205 77 186
16, Anantpur J258 .01k . 289 . 267 542 Lk
17. Kurnool . 284 Jor7 .270 Jo03 L8l 084
18, Adoni 354 601 o332 .505 . 236 2312



146

(1) (2) (3) (1) (5) T8 )
19, Sikandarabad ,229  .219  ,224  ,138 J143 157
20, Mizamabad 285 461  .277  LA99 - L35 373
21, Warangal .307 . 366 .302 . 294 .231 ve 249
22, Patna +206 486 .192 .545 250 .346
23, Bihar . 251 559 ,238 .661 .340 438
oL, Gaya J249 540 ,239° 723 422 .512
25, Arah .262 » 665 o 243 . 737 315 .. ..430
26. Chapra . 300 .573 .282 .540 .255 . .33
27. Muzaffarpur 183  ,519  .170  .681 332, Jblg
28, Darbhanga . 296 .590 . 277 .595 .281 .382
29, Katihar , 246 .629 .229 .719 .319 430

30, Mungher . 249 491 . 240 +517 e266 . 341
31, Bhagalpur . 241 .555 .230 .650 325 423
32, Dhanbad .72 <437 .136 697 « 397 . #1499

~ 33, Bokaro 2320 600 .287 .516 . 204 .288

34, Ranchi . 205 . 395 87 453 .25 .320
35. Jamshedpur  ,158 459  .144  ,628 313 427
Gujarat
36. Jamnagar 182 477 72 555 . 251 357
37. Rajkot 143 . 360 .135 405 179 « 269
38, Rhavnagar 191 U454 .181 420 147 e 252
39, Porbandar .189 330 .183 . 265 .118 .187



147

(7).

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

40, Junagadh A6 290 W71 J346 222 L.273
41, Ahmedabad LA56 L2409 L1640 178 .069 114
42, Nadiad 155,233,156 ,089 011 043
43, Vadodara LA37 251 133 . 215 .636 425
44, Bartuch 175 .295  .157  .168  ,031  ,086
45. Surat L1554 ,250 L143 ,200 .093.  J142
46, Navsari 34,229 193 .190  L074  .128
‘Harzana -

47, Yamunanagar 102,202 .079  .3B4 024,152
48, Ambala 112 B2 .89 .202  .025 2070
49, Panipat 5L ,550 ,139 751 J340 465,
50, Karmal L33 W3 119 J601  .307 409
51, Sonipat .185  J46hL  ,168  .582  .285 381
52, Rajkot 169 518 L1148  .684  .313 431
53, Faridabad 2220 . JBhL 202 J781  .339  J449
54, Bhiwani .252  L645  ,227  J74S .38 J438
55, Hissar 2202 J527  J179 L6723k 43
Jammiz & KaShmirv =
56, Srinagar 0239 ,090  .239 482  .333  .398
57, Jammu 26 .292 J114 507 .329 400



148

(1) | (2) (3 (&) (5) (6) (7)

Karnataka N

58. Bangalore 128 L1948 120,267 193,226
59, Belgaon 170 J33%  ,159 .364  ,188  ,260
60, Bellary 249 409 21 425 .58  .317
61. Hospet 2221 J455 ,251  ,593  .389  J457
62. Bijapur .261  LJ4h2 245,320 128,189
63. Davangere J188 420 170 513 . 264 «352
64, Mangalore .09  J315  ,083 .33 ,102  .206

65. Hubli-Dharwar .207 341 L1187 .392  .148  .210
66. Gadad-Betigiri 253  .434  .238  .381  .185  .252

67. Gulbarga $277 W52 ,253 .33 135,196
68. Mandya 206 «291 .198 . 248 .155 .188
69, Mysore 2129 L,261 118 .39 126 4235
70. Raichur 0290  L466  ,270  ,503  ,306  .331
71. Shimoga £120  ,263  ,102 L2717  .115  .180
72. Tumkur 133 L3046 121 432,249 L321
Kerala

73. Calicut Jo8s  F099  .o84 074  J059  .067
74, Palghat 108 J2kh 099,328,182 248
75. Cochin J062 115 J060 110 .055 082
76, Alleppy L0764 09k jorh  Job2  L022 .03

77. Qukllion . 055 .126 .051 L1163 .088 125
78. Trivandrum .068 093  ,066  .001  .O73  .086



149~

(1) (2) (3) (&) (5) (6) (7)
Madhya Pradesh B

79, Gwalior L2403 497,213 501 .217  ,308
80. Sagar .207 W49 LT3 416 AT 262
81. Rawa . 286 527  .272 775 520  L.602
82, Ratlam .207  J427 .19 .381 .43 231
83, Ujjain .209 478 179 484 190 . ,293
84, Indore L187 403,163 Lb47  ,208  ,297
85. Burhampur .503  .559  .503  .263  ,207  .215
86. Khandwa 195 L431 ,176 400 J145 . 234
87. Bhopal LA75 JWL 159 509 .54 L343
88. Jabalpur 179 400 .138 120 - J142  ,033
89. Hilaspur 2223 L470  ,197  L425 L1152 248
90. Bhilainagar .228 470 « 205 479 . 215 « 306
91. Durg .239  .376  ,225 347  .,196 253
92. Raipur 2227 459 211 L56L .37 403
ﬁaharashtna

93. Greater Bombay .128  ,265 (121,279  .135  .195
94, Ullashmagar  ,157  .318  ,153 461  .296  ,355
95, Kalyan L7231 L1130 L3150 .198 L, 246
96. Dombicoali J050 394 047 .665  .318 455
97. Thane 2139 .207 .13 327 .255 o84
98. Bhiwandi ATh L85 172 .84 L280 W35
99, Masik J160  .265  ,143 L2469 122 L1871
100, Malegaon 2206 31 L2001 .201 L1201 .18k



150

122, Imphal

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 6). (7)
101, Dhule 97 291 187 .184 .081 123
102, Jalgaon 91 U338 182 .31 L195 | .258
103, Bhusawal .183 ,295 175 .253 132 .181
104, Ahmadnagar 77 J3h2 164 U327 149 L ook
105. Pune .152 0322 .138 .388 .20k ,280
106. Pimpri 197 J439 .183  .567 311 L0k
107. Sangli 2190 L339 175 334 171 237
108, Miraj .232 364 214,236,086 147
109, Solapur $293  L401  L.283 L2324 154
110, Kolhapur .180 .353 164 . 357 .168 « 243
111, Ichalkaranji  .247  .389  ,238  .366  .215  .269
112. Aurangabad .215 458  ,207 . 374 123,203
113, Jalna .301 . 498,294,397  ,193  ,258
114, Parbhani 2280 L4299 .275 370,216,266
115, Nand#d 267 373,263 .23 .129  ,16h
116, Latur G328 421,309 .264  ,151  ,186
117, Akola L53 0352 45 432 225,306
118, Amaravati 139,299,128 .305 134 [206
119, Nagpur 251,226 134,190,098 137
120, Gondya .208 .259 194 141 076 .106
121. Chandrapur 196,266,184 171,089  .122
Manipur

2208 L245  J 209  .031  ,005  .038



1951

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Meghalaya
123, Shillong Mo8  .279 k2 676 . .538  .577
Orissa

124, Sambalpur 245,511,203 J722 419 . .528
125, Rourkela 187 490 147,681 .338 462
126, Cuttack .169 w435 .150  .597 $312 416
127, Behrampur 224,513,210 .693 .390  .498

. 128, Bhubneswar . 164 JU75 L 142 .534 . 201 . 312
129, Puri A7 U523 160 601 .238.  .369
fﬁﬁgab
130, Pathankot 122 .280 J111 506 .332  ,398
131, Amritsar L099 L2721 .087  .624  .LLOo  .509
132, Ludhiana .093  .240  .082 465  ,307  .368
133, Jullunder 098  .221  .O73 409 .261°  .321
134, Patiala 0%  ,237  ,087  J436 .86  .346
135, Bhatinda AT9 225 L179 . .589 L543 557
Rajasthan
136. Genganagar .206  ,720  .175 1,053  .508  .648
137, Bikaner .161 L643 .140 .840 .338 .485
138, Alwar .280 .8L0 .24 L967 L3699 .515
139, Bharat pur L277  .810 J230 .931 . J350  .493
140, Jaipur .238 682  .206  J7hO  J26L  JLo2



152

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
141, Sikar 32 546 431 633 517 .530
142, Ajmer L226 447 180 380 J113 L2153
143, Jodhpur .257  .568  .236 3656  .325  J422
144, Bhilwara L33 L9788 L2901 .962 .276 432
145, Udaipur 221,527 198 .526 ,198 211
146, Kota .262  .563  ,232  ,586  ,256 .58
Tamil Nadu
147, Madras J45 L218 L1355 L2k2 L159 .195
148, Kanchipuram 214 J218  J21h ,265 s262 L 261
149, Truvottyur 75 L2487 167 .186 L1106 142
150, Avadi .383  .251 403  JO78 074 017
151.'Ambattur . 161 .272 47,280  .1855 209
152, Vellore ATh L2120 1700 L1630 121 .139
153, Cuddalore 2188 ,320 178 409,267  ,323
154, Salem 182 . 264,176,252 .64 .201
155, Erode LATT  J373 167 413,206 .288
156, Coimbatore L61 .268 152 J3B2 ,236  ,285
157, Tirrupur $237  L379 234 610 476 503
158, Valparai J264 J052  J388  L237  J099 o7k
159, Madurai L160 L339 ,152 - .331 145 220
160, Dindigul .18  ,276  .185  .,321  ,230  ,266
161, Tiruchirapalli /(145  ,283  .138  ,330 184 246
Jbh L2854 140 L34 L,269 .34

162.:Thanjavur



153

(1) (2 . (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
163, Kumbakonam 163 432,158,553 .279  .379
164, Rajpalanam $252 450 238 L555 L343 L4415
165, Tirunelveli o323 L,378  .323  L479 4obh 358
166, Tuticorin .129 .25 .15  .283  ,193  ,233
167. Nagarcoil .084  ,127  ,083  .122  ,078 .09
Tripura

168, Agartala 20 240,14 L37Th J247 L300
Uttar Pradesh

169. Dehradun 107 .302 093 489  .280  .360
170, Saharanpur Q51 U363 140 L362  ,139  .215
171. Hardwar 2218 411 205 J453 247 3T
172, Muzzaffarnagar o171 Ju28 . 162 473 +208 « 295
173. Meerut .200  ,398 84 U371 I .156  ,228
174, Ghaziabad  ,251  ,530  .217  .550  .237 .34
175. Hapur b 572,199 (569 196 .307
176. Bulandshahr 229 J080 L2 .23k .39 .326
177. Moradabad £099  .305 .09  .238  ,024  ,082
178. Amroha .265  .823 . 250 . 660 .086 .212
179. Sambhal 241,627,233 ,605  .210 301
180. Rampur 0220 L4840  ,214  L,178  ,Jo48 014
181, Barailly 156 438 W5 420 127,226
182. Sahajahanpur  ,200 468 - ,188  .438  .158  .o245



154

. 115

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
183, Aligarh 2225 483  ,201  .563  .281 .36k
184, Mathura .226  .528  ,211 642,326 W8
185. Agra M9 462 164  .656  .358 451
186. Firozabad 0232 495  ,208  .488 201  ,298
'187. Farukhabad 5200 W43k 176 490 .233 332
188. Etawah | .ioh9 .834 L,012 264 .058 195
189, Kanpur L84 132,228 L4399 ,535 319
190, Allahabad J203  Jw2 182 476 J246 326
191, Jnanst .239 467,195 .32 080  .186
192, Sitapur .208  ,483  ,198  .480  ,195  .269
193, Lucknow W55 .369 bk 492,267 344
194, Faizabad .189 L5140 171,628,285 .39
195. Gorakhpore L2199 466,205 492,237 307
196, Jaunpur 277 L648 .26  ,769  ,385 489
197. Varanasi £280 643  ,266 600  .223 - .307
198, Mirzapur $307  L663  .292 743 372 462
West Bengal
199, Siliguri L1035 ,224 C,097 .40k ,277  .326
200, Balaghat 2356 205,370,215 .380  .850
201, Mabaddip A8 L016  .223 490,727 .586
202 South Suburban .206 L1110  .276  ,180 /220



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
203, Bhatpara L2969  ,380 L1611 447 229,288
204, Jadabpur J105 .52 ,086  .385  .219 292
205, Kamarhati .09  J210  ,093  ,323 .05 246
206, South Dumdum .105 «201 »,099 . 297 .195 « 239
207, Panihati J079  ,183 . ,074  .332  ,223 t.“2-68
208, Garden Reach . 235 A31 238 .128 021 Moy
209, Bara.ﬁagar 2090 L1060 .273  .259  .262
210, Barrakpur 130 181 L1260 .195  .140 164
211, MNaihati ASE 312,148 458 .29h  L346
212, Titagarh .300  .386  L,394  .228 135 .153
213, Calcutta . ~101 .228  ,099 /390  .262 301
214, Howrah A% .56 A3 .30 .25 §270
215, Bally 15 L2160 J112 L3460 L2422 L 279
216, Hoogly _ 11,235 L1001 L3888 3253 311
217. Srirampur .151 .72 150 .30 ,328 348
218. Chandan Magar  .O47  ,269  ,021  ,506  .259  ,322
219, Kharagpur 2204 316 1% ,285  .163 211
220, Asansol J101 L.266 095  L578  JBAT L2
221, Durgapur AB 0 LL492 L099 L9211 528 .692
222, Bardhaman .’152 321 L3565 . 387 453



156

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7).
Union Territories

223, Chandigarh Lo81 .30 064  .526  J2BO  .369
224, Delhi 3B L3260 L1 S L322 L 217
225. New Delhi Mo7  .332 107 430 .225  ,293
226, Pdndichery 170 U265 .162 .30 .206 251




APPENDIX V

PERCENTAGE OF MUSLIMS, CHRISTIANS AND JAINS IN CITIES

- Y Muslims —_Christians _ Jalns
State/City Total  Male  Female Total Male  Female Total Male  Femal
(1) (2) (3) @ . () (6) (7) ® (9  (10)
Andhra Pradesh __ ‘ _ )

17 Hyderabad 35564  35.22 36,10  1.56 1,52 1,60 .16 A7 16
2, Vijaynagaram 450 . 4,56 443 1302 1.12 592 R J50 J

3. Visakhapatnam 4,28 4,35 4,20 3,41 3.39 32 Jobh Yok A
4, Rajahmundry 4,45 R 4,47 4,45 443 4,47 A2 47 37
5. Kakinada 4,72 4,75 4,69 210 1.9 2,27 S22 J23 .21
6. Elurw 7,66  7.79  7.54 3,49 348 349 12 e
7. Bhemavaram  3.48  3.36 3,60  7.27 691  7.66 11 RE .10
8. Vijayawada 10,21  10.33  10.08  5.79 5.77 5.82 .34 38 .29
9. Machlipattnam 10.60  10.56 10,65  3.36 3439 3,34 .00 Joo 00
10, Guntur 18,64 18,63  18.65  8.17 7.9 8.40 .32 .37 J27
11.' Tend11 12,16 12,33  12.00  6.45 6.39 6.51 .26 .32 .21
12, Nellore 18.51  18.52  18.50  3.86 3.68 4,0k o4 A7 .35



()

Gy

(1) (2) (&) ¢ 5 W C-) W ) N C 1)
13, Tirupati 7.5 745 . 7,26 0.95 090  0.96 .11 M2 o9
14, Prodattur 24,85 2,50 2508 4,72 0,46 4,87 <00 <00 J00
15, Cuddapah 41,56 41,95 41,09 4,15 423 4,05 .31 37 Job
16, Anantpur 24,97 2486 25,08 243  2J05 2,21 .27 31 23
17. Kurnool 32,19 3212 32)26  4.17 382 4,54 38 Jdua J39
18. Adoni 2786 28,26  27.45  2.25 2.30 2,20 49 J50 2
19, Sikandrabad . 30,01  27.41  33.37 14736 12027 17.06 1,19 1%09  1.32
120, Mzamabad 3116 31,13 31,19 1,30 1.23 1,33 0.03 004l -0.03
21, Warangal 1765 1708 17.23 2,79  2.58  3.01 0,04  0.04 0,04
Bihar

227 patna 12049 12077 13052 0244 450 15 s o6
23; Bihar 38,71 37.72  39.82 0415 0s15 0,03 0s03  0.,04
24. Gaya 20.92 20,44 2148 231 0729 034 0,45 046 Jb3
25/ Aprah 19721 18,52 20,01 0.15 0.16 0,14 0,79  0.7h  0J86
26, Chapra 18.28  17.69 18,76 0,07 0,07  0.07 0.6 0,15  0.17
27. Mazaffarpur 20.26  19.69 20,97  0.46 0.42 0.52  0.09 0.10  0.08
28. Darbhanga 2773 845 26/90  0.13 0,11 015 0,02 0,02  0J02



(1) | '(2) (3) Wy sy .8 T & (% (10)
29, Katihar 2171 20.83  22.81 0.4 0415 013 0.26 0.25 0.28
30, Munger 16,89 16,45 17.40 0,18 0,16 0,19 0§00 0,00  0.00
31, Bhagalpur 29,86  27.83  30.32 0.2s 0,22 0.26 0J42 041  o0.bb
32, Dhanbad 10,33 10,30 10.38 0,70  0.65  0.78 0,54 049  0.61 -
33. Bokaro 8516  8J33  7.92 1,75 1564 191 0,09 0,09 0,09
34, Ranchi 16,10 16,38 15,75  0.45 0.40 0,51 0,32 0,32 0,32
35. Jamshedpur 8.03  8J23  7.78 2,85  2/61 3,13 o020 019 ol
Gujarat

36, Jamnagar 19.81 19,02  20.67  0.61 0.70  0.50 444 4,28 4,61
37. Rajkot 8.13 7.98 8.28  0.35 0.34 0.36  3.61 3.47  3.76
38. Bhavnagar 11.91 11,81 12,02 0.32  0.32 0,32 4,4 4,27 4,56
39. Porbandar L9421 8.9 957  eJ49 0,20 019 0§87  ods8  0.86
40, Junagadh 20,76  20.10  21.42 0,21 oJ22 0/20  1.69 1.65  1.73
41, Ahmedabad 15.27  15.19 15,37 1,14 112 117 492 4,73 5.4
42, Nediad 1282 12)96  12j68 342 3,38 346 0,51 0,50  0.53
43, ¥adodra 10.83 10,66  11.02 1,26 1.28 1.25 152 1,47  1.58



“y

oy

Gy

@

Gy

(gji.,ﬂ_

o

®)

oy

(10)

hh? Baruch
45, Surat

46, MNavsari
Haryana

47, Yamunanagar
48, Ambala

49, Panipat

50 Karnal

51, Sonepat

52. Rohtak

53, Faridabad
54, Bhiwani

55, Hissar

Jammu & Kashmir
56. Srinagar
57 o! Jamm

28,09

15,65
10,23

2,31

0.45
3090

046

1,34
0. 26
4,00
0,18

0,33

89.12
3.79

27.68

15407
2.59

2.40
00,56
4,21
0,56
1,37
0. 30
4,20

0,24

0.39

89,11
4,20

28,54
16.32
10,97

2.20
0430
3.54
0.34

1731

0.21
3. 74
0.12
0.26

89413
3,33

0.88

g

olos

0J17

0.27
032
0.03

0416

0,18
0.05
0.'76
0./30
0.13

0,02

1,61

0,26
0.15

0.30

0,03

0,16
0. 14
0.05
0.79
0.18
0411

0.02
1,57

0.27

0.93

0431
0.19

0.27
0,34
0463
0.17
0423
0.06
0.71
0J44
0,15

0.02

1.66

0,92
2,30

3476

0.26

2,/26
0,99

0,4l

1,63

1.56

0.34
0.53
1,46

0.01
0,67

0,89

2,24
3775

0.25
2,20
0.95
0.30
1,57
151
0. 31
0.51

1,39 .

0.01

06k

0.94
2.38
3077

0.27
2,34
1.04
oJb2
1./69
1,61
0,36
0,55
1.55

0.01
0471



(1) (2 Gy W 6y & o & (9 (10)
Karnat aka

58,' Bangalore 14,98 14/95 15,03 6432 6.08 6.58 1,13 1,17 1,08
59. Belgaum 15.67 15.46  15.89 1,19  1.10 1,29 5.08 5J/08  5)08
60. Bellary 28,30 28,19  28.41 2,55 2,40  2/72 0,935 1/00  0.85
61, Hospet 20.68 2075 20,62 1,28 1.'31 1,26 0.86 0.96 075
62, Bijapur 32,67  31.75 3368 0,26 0,28 0.23 1,60 J8 1751
63, Davangere 23,49 2316  23.86 _ 1.06  1.02 110 136 1,36 1739
64, Mangalore 10,79  11.29 10,29 182 16,71 - 19J52 0.27 0J29 0.25
65. Hubli-Dharwar 24/01 23,65 24,40 411 3,98 4,26 1M1 1051 103
66, Gadag-Betigiri 20,97 20,61 21,36 2,26 2,29 2823 1lo 15 1035
67. Gulbarga 3430  33j29  35.42 0,96 0,89 1,03 0,64 0,65 0.64
68. Mandya 17.09  16.87  17.34. 258 2,35 2lsh 1k 14 1,43
69. Mysore 20,48 20,19 20,80 3,17 3.07 38 0,9 1J05 0,92
70.” Raichur 34,60 34,19  35.03 1.'28 1.23 1,34 1,37 1,37 1,36
71. Simoga 22047 22J23  22.73 2,99 2,88 3,11  0.66 - 0.77  0.53
72, Tumlur 26/25 2558 27.23 2,76 2. 74 2,79 1,48 1Jus 148



(9)

(1) S € R € B C) B 5 B ¢ AN € ) (10)
Kerala - . |
73, Calicut 35,06 35,70 34,42 4,96 4,69 5.26 01 0.12 01
74, Palghat 24,80  25.57 24,03 486 4,29 k)59 0,01 0,00  0.00
75. Cochin 17022 17.11 7.3 39.18 38,58 33,82 0J21 021 0020
76. Alleppey 23.77 24,03 23,52 26,96 26,85 27,08 0J09 0,10 0,09
~ 77. Quilion 16.35 16,69 16,02 26,98 26,51  27.44 0,02 Jo1  0.01
78, Trivandrum 12006 12.24 11,89 16.80  16.69 16,91 0.01 0.01  0.00
Madhx. a_Pradesh _ 5
79, Gwalior 7.80  7.66 7.97 0.25 0.25 0.26° 1,66 1,64  1.68
80, Sagar 9.85 9.67  10.06 0.59 0459 0.58 8.04  7.86 8.24
81. Rawa 14,46 13561 15.79 0.44 0.43 0.46  0.51 0.49 0.54
82, Ratlam 21,68 21,19 22,12 1.67  1.65 168 9.21 923 919
83. Ujjain 20.04 19,55 20,50 049 0.48 050 34 342 35
84, Indore 12/69 1242 1299 0.48  ojus 048 4,33 4,26 44O
85. Burhanpur 45,88 45,24 46,55 0,09 0,09 0,10 0.70 0,70 0,69
86, Khandwa 26,53  26J06 27,03 1,01 1,01 101 1,85 1,76  1.93
'87. Bhopal 27.94  27.16 28,83 1,62 1.58 1,67 1.51 1,47  1.55



(1) 20 3w Gy "~ (6 (7 (8 " (9  (10)
88, Jabalpur 12,76 12,54 12J97 291 2,08 2031 2,38 237 2839
89.' Bilaspur 18,59 8.44 8,70 2,39 - 2,33 245 o0z o/ 0,21
90, Bhilaimagar 6,12 6.25 5,96 4,35 4,27 4,86 0,60 060 0,59
917 Durg 6,79  6.80 679 103  0.99 . 1Jo7 5.89 8,33 3823
92, Raipur 9701 8,93 90 1369 1.59 1279 i 1773 1.69
r- Maharashtra . _
|93, Greater Bombay 1480 14,80 14,80 4,79  &Mko  5)29  4hs  3%93 443
94, Ulhasmagar 181 1,94 1,66 1,37 1.39 135 3,26 3,20 333
95, Kalyan 17.99 1791 18,07 2,93 2.82 3506 0,40 0.38 0,42
96, Dormbiwali 1#20 1,29 10 092  0.88 0,97 2,65 2,47 2,16
97. Thane 6.83 6,92 6,71 2,49 243 257 2,21 244 2.3
98, Bhiwandi 52,40 50,55 = 55.20 0.29 0.35 0.20 3,81 3,54 4,22
99. Masik 1151 11,36 11,68 1,16 1,13 1,200 187 1.89  1.86
100, Malegaon 67.38 66,72 68,09 0.13 0.14 0,11  1.43 147 1,40
101. Dhule 23709 22,29  23.99 0.43 0.45 0.42 1,86 1,89  1.82
102, Jalgaon 16,46 16,22 16,72 0,29 0.29 0.29 . 2,68 2,69 2,67
103, Bhusawal 18,98 17,99  20.05 1594 1.9 . 1.94 1,50 1350

1.49




"(d)'

(2)

(3)}

(5)

| '(8)'.

“(9)

(10)

1104,
105,

106,
107.
108,
109.
110,
11,

112,

113,

114,

115,
116,
17,
118,
119,

Ahmadnagar
Pune
Pimpri
Sangli
Miraj .
Solapur
Kolhapur
Ichal Karanji
Aurangabad
Jalna
Parbhani
Nanded
Létur )
Akolg
Amravati
Nagpur

15,76

9,69
5,14
15.14

25,17

18,19
10,15
1&;68

33,11

26, bk
37,19
33.33
24,0k
23,64
17.80
9.94

“15f67xf"

9,65
5.19
14,89

24,68
1817

10,08

14,44
31096
26,54
36,38
32,70
23,25

23,33

17.53
9.94

15,85

9,74
5709
15,41

25,69

18,22
10,23
14,96
3644
26,33
38.09
34,02
24,93
23.98
18.09

9.93

586

2.59
3760
0.52
3./96
1,03

1,13
0446

1,53
3,83
0434

0J53
6526

0.23

0.36

1.97

3,98

2,68
3,73

054

3.97
1J04
1,14
0,44
1.57
5,01

0.36.

0.54
0. 2t
0.23
0.36
2,00

5,53 .

2.55
1763
5¢65

1,96

1,23
3.59
5536
2J02
2,55
1.36
0,74
1.84
2,02
1.33
1.10

5048

1.61

5457
1799
1022
3,56

..5423

2,02
2,60
1,37
0.77
1.79
2706
1,32
1.08

5459

2,56

1,67

5,73
1,92
1,24
3162
5,52
2.01

2349

1,34

0,70

1790
1,97
1,34

1412

v9T



(1) (2) - .3 () (5 .y (n (&) (9) (10)
120, Gondya 7.16  7.14 7.17 049  o0.48 0,50 0,82 0,82 0,81
121, Chandrapur 9.99  9.84  10.16 0.99 1,02 0J95 0,90 0.89 0S92
Manipur . _

122.) Imphal 1,99 2,13 1,84 3,37 617 0.50 0.56 0,63 0,49
Meghal aya o S ‘

123, Shillong 3,67 4,11 3,19 36,99 3415  4oJ10 0,15 0019 0.11
Orissa B | _

124, Sambalpur 6439 6,40 6.38 1.3%9 1.39 1,40 0,04 0.04  0.04
125. Rourkela 2,82 2J98 2,63 5421 4,88 50,62 0,07 = 0,07 0.07
426, Cuttack 10.17  9.77  10.67 1,74 1,59 1,94 0.15 0.15  0.15
127. Berhampur 1,70 1.7 1769 0,80 0.69 0.93 0,00 0,00 0,00
128. Bhubneshwar 2769 2,82 2751 0.92 0.89 0,95 0,03 0,03 0,0k
129, Puri 1201 1012 0,89 0. 64 0.55 0.75 0,00  0J00 0,00
Panjab ,

430, Pathankot 0. 24 0. 27 0420 1,57 1,47 1,68 0,02 0,02 0,02
131, Amritsar 0,12 0.1 0,09 0,71  0.70  0.72 0.15 0,16  0.15



(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

132,

133,
134,
135,

Ludhiana
Jullundhar
Patiala
Bhatinda

Rajasthan

138,
137,
138,
1397
140,
1417
142,
143,
144,
145,
146,

Ganganagar

Bikaner
Alwar
Bharat pur
Jaipur
Sikar
Ajmer
Jédhpur
Bhilwara
Udaipur
Kota

0.33
0.16
0. 47
0.'40

2,42
16,70
2)02
2,93
18.30
4105
821
18,47
13.75
15.06
15.80

0,42

0.19
0.48
0.48

2,40
16.19
2,07
2.84

1770

39,14

8.82
17.95
13.46
14,28
15,11

0,22

| 0?13‘

Ju6
0.31

PR
17.31

1,95

3703

18.'99

43,13

7.52
19,06
14,07
15.99
16,63

0.48
0.77
0. 22
0,47

0,15
0.17

0.18 .

0.16
0,38
0.0
1.61
0.58
0. 22
0. 41
0.'64

0,46

0.75
0.22
0,43

0.15

0.16
0.18
0,12
0.38
0.01
182
0.56
0,22
0.38
0.'62

0,50
0.78
0,22
0,51

0o 14

0.18

0.18

C0J21

0.39
0,02
1.82
0,61
0.25
0,44
0.67

1501

0.35

0,18
026

0.50
2,87
2627

0.85
332

2,09

2,77

3.65
6.11
92.39
2.16

0,94
0434
0,17
0.23

0.48
2,73

2,22
0.82

3,25

208
2472
3457

6,10
9,20

2712

1,09

0.37
0,20

0.29

0.51
3,04

. 2053 3

0.89
3,40
2210

2.82

3J74
6,12
9,60

. @ L.

991



(1) (2) (3) W Gy M (8 T (10)
Tamil Nedu _
147, Madras 814 8.29  7.92 6,72  6.64 680 0J70 073  0.66
148, Ranchipuram 4,75 483 4)67  0.97 0,91  1.03  0.39 __ 040 0,38
149, Truvottyur 5.75  S5.84  5)65  7.67  7.73  7.60 0,27 0f?8  0.27
150. Avadi bjor  hlok 3.88 9,99 9.83 10,18  0.21 _ 0.)29  0.30
151, Ambattur 2,29 236 2l 7.55 7577 730 0j22  0.23 0320
152, Vellore 21,40 2157 2122 4,78 4,25 5.31 0,37 0.39  0.35
153, Cuddalore 5,17  5.03 5,31 3,91 3.83 3,98 0.26 0,28  0.24
154, Salem 8.45 862 8.'27 2,52 2.54 2,50 0,13 _ 0.13 02
155, Erode 8.51 8.58 8.43 3,62 4,13 3,07 __ 0,06 0,07 0.05
156. Coiumbatore 8.19  8.36 8,02  6.40 6.56  6.22 0.18 0,19  0:17
157, Triuppur 0.67 6.78 6.72  0.30 3,02 3501 0,00 0.04 0,02
158. Valparai 4535 4,49 J20 18)56 18.47 18.66 0,00 0.00 0,00
159, Madurai 708 7M2 7,03 5.51 . 5/43 5,60 _ 0.03 0.03 0,02
160, Dindigul 10,59  10.62  10.55 15,09 14,95 15,23 0,00 0,00 0,00
161, Tiruchirapalli 16,52 16,67 16,37  10.35 9.89  10.73 0.08 0.08  0.08
162, Thanjawur 6.49 6.'35 6.64 9,47 8,97 10,00 0.11 0J09  0.12
163, Kumbhakaran 7.54 7,45 7.63 4,23 4,07 4,40 0,26 0.28  0.24
164, Rajpalanam 2,76 3,04 2,46 2,06 2,04 2,08 0,00 0.00 0,00



(1)

(2)

(3)

@y

~ (10)

165,
166,
167.

a
Tirunelveli

Tut_icorin :
Nagarcoil

- Tripura

168,

Agartala

Uttar Pradesh

169.
170,’
T
172,
173}
A7h,
175,

176,

177,
178,

Dehradun
Saharanpur
Hardwar
Mazzafurpur
Meerut
Ghaziabad
Hapur
Bulandshahr
Muradabad
Amroha

andes

b3
7.67

-

1.75

6.21
31,16
14,38
29,95
40,95

9,21
25.15
29,82

49,34
67.96

4,33
7.62

- ,1.1~:‘(8-9 C e

4,136
7.71

5.85

32,63
13.31
29364
43,65

939

25.57

30,15
19.72
69.02

3.62

25,36
ok, 28

0.32

3559

24,87
23,92

0.38

1.37
0,43
0.08
0.18
1270

0,27

0.08
0.07
0.'69
0.05

3le5 o0l
25,86 0.00
24,64 0,01

0)26  0.08

1,60 0,90
0.45 1,03
0,08 0.52
0415 286
1,95 145
0,31 0,29

' O. 06 . 0.;31

022 0,03
0,67 0.1%
0.06 0.07

0.14

0.00
OQ 01

0.09

0.88
0.97

049

3.31
1.17
0.29
0.29
0.03
0.17
007

0.09
0.00
0,01

0,07

0.92
1.10
0.56
2536
1712
0,29
0. 34
0. 04
0,47
0.07



() (2> ) @ (5) (6) 7y “& (9  (10)
1797 Sambhal 7 73 71039 oJoi 002 0,01 003  0.03 0,04
180." Rampur 72i26 70,9  73.79  0.35  0.33 037 _0.12 0.12 0,13
‘181, Bareilly 36.11  36Jo2 36,22 0.68 0.66 0.71 0,02 0,02 0J02
182, Shahajahanpur 45,82 4442 4741 0.40 0.38 0.43 000 0.00 0,01
183.) Aligarh 34,46 38,49  29.81 0,67  0.83  0J50 0.86  1.06  0.63
184, Mathura 14,52 1431 14,76, 0.26 0.25 0/27 032  0.30 0,34
185, Agra 2119 20078 2167  0.65  0.62  0.70. 0.9 0.91  1Jo2
186, Ferojabad 35,44  35)04 3592 0,07 0.07 0.07 3.94 3,67 4,26
187, Farukabad 20,13  19.80 20,51 0.36  0.35 0.36 _ odo4 0,04 0,03
188, Etawah 30,09  29.47  30.79  0.02 . 0,01 0.02 1.82 172  1.%
189.' Kanpur 20,68 20,10  21.39 0.71 0.68 0,74 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, Jhansi 14,39 13,72 14,79 1.79 1.'66 1.89  0.75 074 0,74
192, Sitapur 28.87  27.70 30,29 0.69  0.68 0,71 0,02 0.02 0,02
193, Lucknow 29.90 2810  32/02 0.73 0.79. 0.67 0.19 0.19 0,20
194, Faizabad 21785 2451 25,20 0.29  0.28  0.30 0.0 0,05 0.03
195, Gorakhpur 25.53 25,03 26,70 0.70 0.69 0.76 0302 0,02  0.01



- s

(1) 2y Gy W TGy e Ty ey (9 (10)
196, Jaunpur = 3011 29791 32046 6,08 0,07 0,09 0.02 0,02  0.02
197, Varanasi 25.72 2561 26,63 0i21 0,21 0.21  0.15 0.15 0,15
198, Mirzapur 18.92  19.03  18.79 0.3 0.31 0.31° " 0.27 0.8 0,26
West Bengal . | -
199,  Siliguri 396 419 3.67 0.49 0.4k 0,54 0,68 0,07 0,09
200.' Balaghat 0,21 0.21  0.21 0.12  0.12 0,13 _ 0.06 0./06  0.05
201, Nebawip 0.70  0.73 0l67 0.01 0.01.  0.00 _ 0,00 0,00 0,00
202, South Sublrbam 3,33 3,49 3.15 0.7k 0.73 0.76 . 0.01 0J/01  0.01
203.' Bhatpara 15.54 15,98 14,88 0.08 0.06 0.09 0.01 0.01 0,02
204, Jadabpur 2,49 2,77 2.19 0.51 0.50 0.53 -0.00 0.00 0,00
205." Kamarhati 16.53  17.78 14,93  0.03  0.03 0,03 . 000 0,00 0,00
206, South Dumdum 1.6 1,65 1,56 042 0.47 0.36 0.06 0,06 0,05
207. Panihati 2,42 2,77 2,02 0.05  0.05  0.05 .0.00 0J/00 0,00
208, Garden Resch 64,77 62)88 67,96  0.16  0.16  0.15 .._0.04 0.0t 0,04
209, Baranagar 190 2,28 144  0.23 0,21 0,25 . .0/00 0.01 0,00
210, Barakhpur 6.43 6.52 6.34 0.24 0.23 0.26 0,01 0,01  0.00
211, Nethati 7.55 7.58 7.51 0,03 0.06  0.01 0,00 0.00 0,00
212, Titagarh 23.79  23/30 24§58  0.06 0,07 0,04 0.00 0,00 0,00



(1)

: (2$

(3

(4)

(5)

(6)

(n

(8)

9)

(10)

213,
214,
215,
' 216,
217,
218/
2197
220,
221,
222,

Calcutta
Howrah .
Bally
Hugli

Serampur

Chandanagar

Kharagpur
Asansol
Durgapur

Vadhaman

Union.Territories

223,
224,
225,
226,

Chandigarh

Delhi
New Delhi
Pondicherry

1540

12,58
8.10
3.89
5.95
5,15
8¥80
23,62
3,60
14,11

1,36

8,50
1,66
3,87

15,88

12,54 .
8.68

4,01
6.57
5,38
8.78
2130
4,00
A

1,60

8.69
2891
3592

14,71
.12.63

7.27

. 376

5419
5.46
8.82
22,78
3,11
13.73

1,05
8.25
2,55
3.81

13,53

0.45

0.34 .

0.47
0.2
0.38
1.35
1.28
0,43
0.06

1,45
0.21
1,25

16,37

1,21
0.43
0,34
0.57
0.11
0536
1,46
1023
042

| 0.04

1.10
0.19
1.25
15.46

1.58
0348
0,34
0.36
0.13
0.45
1.27
1.35
0.45

0,06

1.22

0.24
1.25
17.30

0,62

0.13

0,35

0,00
L 0.10

oJo1
0,23
0,01
0.02
0.'04

048
1.43
0.75
0.13

0.62

0.J12
0.30
0.00
0.10
0,01
0,21

0,01
0,02

0,04

041
1.37
0.70

0. 14

0,63
0.13
0,43
0.00
0.10
0,02
0.25
0.01

0,02

0.04

0.51
1,51
0.83
0,11

A



FENFEPS

-~ APPENDIX VI
CLASS I CITIES IN INDIA-1961

CODE No, NAME

17 Hyderabad

22 Visakhpatnam
? ‘ Ra jahmundry

4 - Vijayawada

53 Nellore

6  Elluru

7 Guntur

8 . Warangal

9? - Bamdar

108 Kornool

11} Kakinada

12] - Patm

13, Gaya

14% : Mazzaf farpur

12; A Darbhanga

15j -Bhagalpur

177 Ranchi

18? , Jamshedpur

19f Jamnagar

20, Rajkot

21% Bhavnagar

22? Ahmad nagar

23f Surat

24, Barodé

25, Ambala



CODE No. ‘ NAME

267 | Jammu
27, - Srinagar
28 Bangalore
29/ Belgaum
30, Kolar
_ 31? , Mangalore
32, Mysore
33, Hubli-Dharwar
342 Ernaculanm
35. Trivandrum
36, calicut
37, _ Alleppy
38, Indore
397 Jabalpur
so, Gwalior
4] Bhopal
427 Ujjain
43, Raipur
L47 Greater Bombay
45, Foona
46, Nagpur
47, Solapur
u8? Masik
AQf Ulhasnagar
50, Kolhapur

59, Malegaon



CODE_No. | NAME
szﬁ Ahmed nagar
53 Akola
547 Thana
55? Amravati
55 , : Cuttack
577 Amrit sar
58, - Ludhiana
59? Patiala
60, Jullardhar
61, Ajmer
62. - Bhilwara
637 Jaipur
64, Jod hpur
65, Kota
66, | Udaipur
67 Vellore
68, , Tuticorin
69, Tiruchirapalli
70. Thanjavur
71, Salem
72 Nagar Cofl
737 7 Madurai
747 Coimbatore .
75. Madras
763 Agra

778 Aligarh



797
80,
81,
82,
83.
84,

3

85.

927
93,
9%,
95,
96,
97.
98,
99.
100,
101,
102,;
1037

Allahabad
Bareilly
Dehradun
Gorakhpur
Kanpur
Mathura
Meerut
Mirzapur
Morababad
Rampur
Ssharanpur
Shahajahapur
Varanasi
Jhansi
Lucknow
Asansol
Baranagar
Bhat para
Burakhan
Calcutta
Garden Resach
Howrah
Kamahsati
Kharagpur
S-»uth Damdam
South Sabarban
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NAME

_ Delhi

New Delhi,
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APPENDIX VII
CLASS I CITIES IN INDIA,41981

CODE NO NAME

1, Hyderabad

2, Vi jayanagaram
3. Visakapathnam
hf ’ _ Rajahmurdry
5., " Kakinada

6. Eluru

7. Bhemavaram
8. V§ jayawada
2. Machlipatnam
10, Guntur

11t Tenali

12. Nellore

13] |  Tirupati

th, Prodat tur
15, Cuddapah

16. Anantpur

17, Kurnool

18, Adoni

19, Sikandrabad
20, Nizamabad
21, Warangal

22, Patna

23, Bihar

24, Gaya

25. Arrah
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CODE NO. NAME

26, Chapra

27. Muzzaffarpur
28, . Darbhanga
29, Katihan
30, | Munger

347 Bhagalpur
32, Dhanbad
33, Bokaro

34 Ranchi

35. Jamshedpur
36, : - Jamnagar
37. Rajkot

38, | Bhavnagar
39, _ Porbandar
4o, | Junagadh
41, Ahmedabad
42] Nediad

43, | Vadodra

Lb Baruch

45, 4 Surat

46 | | Navasari
47, Yamunanagar
48, Ambala

49, | | Panipat

50, Karnal

51 Sonipat
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CODE_No NAME

52, Rajkot
53, Faridabad
54 Bhiwani
55 Hissar
56, Srinagar
57. Jamm

58, Bangalore
59, Belgaon
60,% Bellary
61, Hospet
62 Bijapur
637 Davangere
64, Mangalore
65. ~ Hubli-Dharvar
66, Gadag-Betigiri
67; " Gulbarga
68. Héndya
69, | Mysore
70, | Raichur
717 Shimoga
72, Tumkur
73, Calicut
74 Palghat
757 Cochin
76. | Alleppy

772 Quillion
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- CODE NO NAME
78? ' Trivairlrum '
79, Gwalior
80, ~ Sagar
81, Rewa
82, : Ratlam
83 Ujsain
84, Indore
852 Burhanpur
86¥ Khandwa
87. Rhopal
88, - Jabalpur
89, Bilaspur-. .
90, Bhilainagar
1. : Durg
g2, Raipur
93, | Greater Bombay
94, Ulhasnagar
95, Kalyan
96, Dombiwali
97/ " B Thana
98, Bhiwandi
99, Nasik
100, Malegaon
101, Dhule
162." Jalgaon
103, ‘ Bhusawal

104, Ahmed nagar
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CODE NoO. NAME

105 Pune

1067 " Pimpri
107, ~ Sangali
108? _ Miraj

1097 Solapgur
110, Kolhapur
114 Ichalkaranji
112?l Aurangabad
1137 Jalnma

1147 '~ Parbhani
115, | Narded
116, Latur
1177 - Akola
118, . Amravati
119, Nagpur
120, Gondya
121, Chandrapur
122, Imphal
123. Shillong -
1247 Sambhalpur
125, Rourkela
126, Cuttack
127, Behrampur -
128 ~ Bhubaneshwar
129; Puri

130; " Pathankot

131% Amritsar
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CODE No, NAME

132, Ludhiana

4337 : Jullunder

134, | ~ Patiala

135} Bhatimia

136:: N Ganganagar

137, Bikaner

138, Alwar

439, Bharatpur

140, Jaipur

141, Sikar

142, Ajmer

143, Jodhpur

144, Bhilwars
445 7’ Udaipur

446, Kota

147, Madras

48, Kanchipuram

149, Truvotyur

50, Avadi

| 151, Ambattur

152, Vellore

153, Cuddalore
454, ' Salem

%95, Erode

@56, Coimbatore

157. Tirrupur

158, valparai



CQDE MO,
159,
160,
161,
162]
1637
164,
165.
166,
167,
168,
169,
170,
171,
172,
173.
174,
175.
176,
177.
178.
179.
180,
181
182,
183,
184,
185,
186,

183
NAME
Madurai
Dindigul
Tiruchirapalli

Thanjavur

Kumbakonam

' Rajpalanam

Tirunelveli
Tuticorin
vNagarcoil
Agartala
Dehradun -
Saharanpur
Hardwar
Muzarfarnagar
Merrut
Gaziabad
Harpur
Bulamd shar
Morababad
Amroha
Sambhal
Rampur
Barelly
Shaha jahapur
Aligarh
Mathura
Agra
Firozabad
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NAME

CODE No, v

187 Farukabad
188, Etawah

189, Kanpur

190 Allahabad
191, ' Jhansi

192; Sitapur

193, Lucknow

194, Faizabad
195, Gora#hpur
1967 | Jaunpur

197. Varanasi
198/ Mirzspur
199, S11igurt
200, o Balaghat
201, Nabadwip
202, ' South Suburban
203, Bhat para
204, Jadabpur
205, Kamarhati
206, South Damdam
207, Panihati
208, Garden Reach
209. Baranayar
210] Barrarkpur
211, Naihat1

212, Titagarh
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213. Calcutta
2147 Howrah
2155 Bally
216, Hugli
217. Srirampur
2187 Chandanagar
219, Kharagpur
220 Asansol
221% Durgapur
2223 ~ Bardhaman
223} - Chamiigarh
224% ~ Delhi

225] | New Delht

226, Pordicherry.
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