SOCI0-ECONOMIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC IMPLICATIONS OF
CLASSIFICATION OF SETTLEMENTS INTO RURAL,

SEMI-URBAN & URBAN IN INDIA :
A CASE STUDY OF MAHARASHTRA STATE

Dissertation submitted to the School of Social Sciences
in partial fulfilment of the requirements
for the Degree of
MASTER OF POPULATION STUDIES

VEENA DIXIT

CENTRE FOR THE STUDY OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCES
JAWAHARLAL NEHRU UNIVERSITY
NEW DELHI-110067
1980



JAWAHARLAL NBRRU UBIVERSITY
Centro for the Study of Regional Development
Sc¢hool of Social Sciences

New Mehrauli Road
Hew Dolhi - 110067

AN

{ certify that the dissertation entitled " Socio =
Eeonomic and Damégraphm Implications of the Classificstion
of Settlements into Rural, Semi.urban and Urbaen 4in India @

A case Study of Maharashtra State,” Submitted by (Mrs) Veena
Dixit in fulf{lment of six credits out of the total of
thirty credits for the Degree of Master of Populat ion Studies
- (M.PS) of the University, is, to the best of my knowlédge,
her original work and may be placad before the examiner

for evaluat ion.

BN N I ? '
(MOORIS RAZA) _ ' . (MK PREMI)

CHAIMMAN . . SUPBRVISOR



, The Faculty eof the Centre for the 8tudy of Regional
Developument conneected with the population programme has
remained concernod for some time past with the problems of
rural-urban classification of India's population end has
been of the viow that a threc.way.classification of the
s.a%tlamnts | into rural, semi.urban and urban would be more
meaningful and revealing of the Indian reality then the
present two.way»-elasmﬁaaﬁm.v The faculty folt that

it vould Do useful to undertake an oxercise to roclassify
the settiemonts of any one State in India into the three
eategorios by utilizing several alternative oriteria.

With f‘t}:is end in view an exercise was planned to
reclassily the settlements of Mahareshtra into rural,
goni.urban and urban by using the following four different
~ eriteria, ‘

a) To consider all urban places with population less
than 20,000 and all villages with population more
- than 5,000 as somi.urbsn, '

b) Without regard to the locsl government status, to
apply the three criteria of the urban definition
to those places which have bdeen declarod as towns

and regard those settlements as semi.urban
which do not mect these criteria. Simultansously,
test the rural places on the basis of tho same '
eritoria and regard those village as semi.urban
which sgtisfy these requiromonts,

I
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¢) By taking certain demographic characteristics

- 1like density, sex ratio, literacy rate, work
particination rate of ths total and fomale popules
tion, arrive at the category of semi.urban places,

" 4) By @mi&erksg the avanabnity of a cortain
minimus of soclal amenitios in the urban areas
" to arrive at the cantegory of semi.urban places,

The present stwdy 18 a part of this major study, un
ei‘tart has been made hez#s to look at the problem by cons ide.
ring all rural sottlements with population 5,000 and above
and all urban s‘-ettigmntn with papulatién belovw m,ooa as
semi.urben. | |

The study is divided into six Ohepters. Chapter I -
oxplains the problom and its objectives, 4 brief discussion
of the related research énd-scope of thw study in relat ton
to area coverage, unit of the study and time perspective
has also heéu given hore, Methodology for three.way. |
clsssffication has been explained in Chapter 11, An intro.
duction . or settlement pattern within the d4ifferent geogra-\
phical regions of Maharashtra 8tate has boen given in
Chapter 1II, Chapter IV presents the findings of the threc.
vay.élasa ification of sottlemonts and their pépulatiun‘.

An analysis of the 5oeimecémmie and demographic implications
of classification of settlements in rural,semi.urban and urban
i presented in Chapter V. The final chapter summarises the
‘findings and suggestions for policy makers and for future
research in this area. |
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CHAPTERTXI

ﬁnﬁalﬁufban classification has been a tréditicnal
and important classification of muman settlements throughout
the world. 'The urban énﬂ’rura& dichotomy is often used as
yara-.-stiek for international soccio-economic comparison and
was a rough measure of soclo=economic revolution of each

"@mmtry"..u‘"

| In India, too, the dichotomous i.e, rural and urban
élassifiﬁatiﬂn of settlements has always been considered

' gignificant and necessary from the view point of assessing
the differential in the sm:i;al;- cultural, economic and
demographic charaeﬁaristics of the populstion. But 'what
is ma}.‘? What is Urban ? These are the questions which
stm echoed in the halls of International seminars and

conferences ‘v, R

A study of the history of the origin of human settle=
ments and their classification as rural and urban reveals
Qﬂsﬂ\wm*‘”mﬂnﬂ‘”ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ-‘ﬂqﬂhﬂﬁ"-ﬂﬁd

Fe E’o‘harls T. 8tewart. 'Tha Rural-Urban Dichotomy' in |
, al. ef Bocic ; y-62(2) § Beptember 1958, .ph 1 T

2, Aghish Boseg -f» banisation nddz3 4An Inventory of
source iiateerial; ombay Academie ressg 1970, p.70%

1 ' ’




that ruéalv and urban clms:.ficauen of settlements 18 a

function of a fev socio.cconomic and demographic factors

s well a8 closely relsted to edministrative, political,

cultural and historical considerations ,3&4 The concept

of an urban area usually presupposed sn environment 4ifferent

from that of rural aress in temmsof physical enviranmnt,

the mode of life and socdal and potitical cm&i’cznm and

in defining urban aress, nations have adopted various

combinat fons of demographie, cu].turﬂ' and political eriteria

to rseogm_ae th_e urbsn environment., United Nations hes

ident iflodive vm,ajc&r concepts among those uséd in aerinim

urban areas; administrative areas, population size, local

government areas, urban characteristics and predominant

econotics activities a,a
~ In India the dichstomous classification of settlements

has been caried out, by the census of India, on the basis

3, Philip: M,Heuser; 'Urbanizetion; an Over_ v:le*w,

111 Phni.p
M, ﬁa%mer and I;eo F.achnem (eda 3 Zhe Btud et :

X Poundat ion of

e Ral: m@r 100 Grest ns
civgl:sﬁtiﬁn, o] Volnx, v.?w.

5. Donald J. Bogws; Pxinginles of Demographys New York,
John Willey and Sons, Inc., 1869, p. 455,

6., C. Chandrasekarsn and K.C, Zachariah; *Concepts used in
defining urban population and data available on its
eharmtarutics in cnuutrlaes of Southem Asta*.In UNESCO;

Y e UL R ASLEROE 5 SLierh Ab 381 Re Dl't of '
g al B Del ) N sca Hosearch
eentre on Swial and mnnomie nevelapmant in South Asia,

1964, pp. 51 « 70,




distinet differentiations of one place from another in
relation to some of the saeio.economic, demographic and
administrative charactgrlst;cs.7 For example, at the time

of the 1961 and 1971 census, urban areas were defined as :

(a) all plaf'es with a liunicipality, Corporation,

Cantonment or not;ified town area, |

(b) al}. other pla.oes whlch satisfy the following

crite ria t-

(i) a minimum‘populai;ion of 5,000
(i1) atleast 75 per cent of the male working
population being non~ agricultural,
(1i1) a density of population of atlesst 400
persons per km (i e. 1,000 per sq. miles) .

(e) The Direetors were given s ome discretion in
reSpect of some marginal cases in consultation
with the State Govt. to include some plaqes
that had other distinct urban characteristics .an'd _

" to exclude fhe undese rving éasgs .

7. Gensus of India; The General Papulation Tables, Series 1,
part I1I.A(i), Delhi Manager of Publications, 1974,p 44 & 4'?. .

* Althaugh leaving room for vagueness and discretion, the
last (¢) criterian was intended to cover newly founded
industrial areas, large housing settlements or places
of tourist Mpor{:ance which have been recently served
with all civic amenities,



Bukgl s The population not covercd by settlements defined
as urban is treated as rural in the Indian census and the
habitations are called 'villages!?, The concept of a village
used in the Indian census 1s that of a revenus village which
Some times can consist of a number of habitations known by
separate names and can at other times be even uninhatited.
To quote the Indian Censusg

'It should be borne in mind that the concept of a
village is not demographic bdut administrative, 4s a general
rule it represents a parcel of land, the boundries of which
are Gefined and settled by a Revenue Survey or by a cadestral
survey. It may be, but need not always nscesaaiily be a |
single house cluster with a local name, mariking its distinc.
tiveness as a residential locality.' Thus, on the basis
of the above definitions, human scottlemsnts all over India,
have been classified into two types of settiemonts.rural
aend urban, which have further been categorised between

various sizo.groups of population as given below i«

RURAL : Three broad categories® vig;
I - Viilages wiih less than 2,000 persahs
(1) less than 200 persons
(11) 200 - 439 persons
(111) 500 - 999 persons
(4v) 1,00 - 1,999 persons

¢¢ Census of Indiaj 1961; Part Il.A, Demographic Tables, p.2
8  Ibid, p. 151.




II . Villages with 2,000 = 9,999 persons
(1) 2,000 « 4,999 persons
(41) 5,000 - 3,993 persons
~ IIX . Villages with 10,000 and above persons.

URBAN :  All towns and urban agglomerations have

_boen grouped into following six classes 0

Class I Population of 1,00,000 & above
Class Il - Population of | 50,000.99,999
Class III . Population of 20,000.49,999
Class IV . Fopulation of  10,000-19,999
Class  V . Population of 5,000 9,999
‘Class VI . Population of less than 5,000

Out of a total humber of 5,709,062 settlements in |
India, 3,126 settlements have boen defined as ‘urben’
-consisting of around 20 per cent of the total Indian popu-
lation, While all the remaining 5,75,936 settlements have
been treated as rural inhanited by about 30 per cent of
the total population of lndia.m

Now the question arises whether the presently existing
rural and urban classification of settlements is appropriate
in today's India ? or one may raise the question: Does the
90 Ibid, pa’ 181
10. Ibid’ p. b4

@ Recording to the convention of Indian census eny urban place
with a population exceeding 1,00,000 is called 'city’
while rest of the urban places are called towns,



arbitrary d1ividing 1ine (drawn by census of India) between
rural and urban represent the real and clear distinotion
between various settlements of today's Indis as appropriae
tely as it could in the late mediasecval or eu?z.y mofern
xm.aa'? Such problen arises because today the Country

48 'mdergeing' a process of transformation form agrai:ﬁéan

- to industrial soslety. 1In the context of mass production
and comparatively quick tranap-a_rta!:ion in the wake of
industrislisation, the urbanisation seems to be a border
orossing phenomenon today, while a few decades ago when ‘
the change was less rapm,'thefe appeared: to be reasonsble
balanced batween the maeras%ructms of two social reali.
ties, the rural and urban, But now the inereas ing imbalance
hai:waén the old urban asndi rural macroébsm is giving

rise to. a third social reality”z (1dentified here as
semi.urban). | |

~ Some studies have shown that mere delimitation of
the Municipal boundnies does not 1imit the urban process
at 1ts edge.)? The adjoining rural comunities in their
| course of development tend to acquire increasingly similar
characteriatics as those of ths urban arees, 3 on the

L3 2 3 2 X o T 1 1 2 4 & 2 Z B 2 E 2 L 2. 2 1 & 2 X L 2 F 2 B X P - ¥ 2 % T & 2 X F X 3 2 E_ L S g

* VWhen most of the cities had 3rmm round the princely
Cerurts scats of govts, pilgrin centres and temples cte,
% in the wake of modern industrialisation,

1. ﬁ.ﬁ.'l’rivedl Urbanism, A New outlool: Atma Ham & Sons,

Dolhi, 1976, PP
12, Report of Rurale. wtionship Committeg (Govt. of
Indig, Einistry of Bealth & Famﬂ.y Plam:ing, J‘une,mse),
vol 1, Beports p. 37.

13. Ibid.




other hand rurslism a3 a way of 1life is prevalent in many
towns of India. People live in urban places, nrany of them
are very much rural in their way of life, Because, although
urban vays of 1ifo are not new to ‘m’aza;” aven than one
finds that most of the cities/towns of today's India have
grown by additions and agzlomerations of small and large
villages and by inclusion of rural migrants pushed out of

the villages by ccononic ;;:reswm,m

The villages:.which are, generally, sitﬁate& at
commutable distance from cities or large towns or nea#' tho
highways or railway: sta’stiam ete, have mix (Rural and |
urban) sooio.economic characteristics in terms of electri.
eity, vater supply, civic amenities, housing system and
1% on the
other hand *Rural.urban Relsationship Committee' found that
even 1f the modest tests with rafer‘once to :

use of machinery to supplement work and to on.

(a) Potable water suppiy:;

(_b) Street ugh@aniug, | preforably eléctria;
{(¢) drainage, atlicant pu&ea surface drains;
(d) S8urfaced roads and streets gna

* A3 historical evidences show that in ecarly ages, India
developed well planned cities such es Ayodhya, Indera.
prosta, Palliputra and many others,

' 14, 1bid, p. 10
15. B.K, Roybarmai. ; AR 40DIO
Census Pu‘blzcatzﬁ.en; ﬁew Delhi» 1%‘?4.
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(e) - . sanitation, conservacy and arrangementsfor the

disposal of refuse and prevention of epidemics

wWere qﬁplied, a large number of towns {mpstly with popula-
tion less than 50,000) did not satisfy the same.l® The
rural olemants** commonly appear in Indian urban settings
and reflect certain aspects of socloeeconomic conditions
of tﬁe-urﬁan éwellers.17 o |

A statistical discussion over the two.way-classifi.
cation of séttlements with reference to census eriteria
also aiselbses the problem of drawing the dividing line
between the rural snd urban areas. HRural-Urban Relation.
ship Committee's fﬁpart mention's that 1961 Census of
India classified asv'many_as 4,197 places with §opglation
varying from 5,000 to 20,000 as rural, although a number
of them had urben local bodies while 829 places classified
as urban, mostly with population of 5,000 and ahove, had

16. aurgsé..mhan Relationship “ommittea's Report; op. cit
Pa. 40,

vy For example Wandering cattles, the pieseace-of bullock
carts, or vendors selling. Cowdung.cakes or the condi.
g;gns‘or main streets, scarGity of drinRing water supply
: 80 ON, _ :

17, B.F.Hoselitz; 'The role of urbanisation in economic
development; in Roy Turner (ed); India' utu;
Berkeley and Los Angles, Calfornia, 1962; 0. 171.72,
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panehayatﬁ,m It has becn observed "..... £he census of
both the tim points has failed to provide sn unambiguous
1ist of the urban local bodies the oaccurence of which at
a places would au;tométieauy give tbﬁ/plam the status of |

town, This ambiguous description regarding the oxistence
‘62 urban local self.government bodics has led to adoption
of different criterion in different States,... It may
alsp be mentioned that oriteria for gronting a looal
self.government body to a particular place differ from
State ltn State.*1® 0On the basis of three enpirical tests
of 1961 census to declare an area urban, 803 town of 1951
census were declassified on the eve of 1961 census while
443 rurel places were brought in under urban category.
268 towns with population less than 5,000 vere alss c¢lassie.
fied @8 urban for specilal eharaetaristiés.%

sém of the places with population of even 20,000 or
more were not classified as urban meinly bacause they did
not satisfy the occupational test of 75 per cent of the
working population being ongaged in namagticaltﬁral
persuits -though having some urban cﬁaraeteristics such as
shopping centres, commercial activitios and .mdieal and

18, Report of the ﬁurai.urbm Relationship Commit teo,
OP« ﬁit., P 25,

19, M.K,Premi, D,B,0upta and A.Kundu; 'A note on the
concopt of Urban Area in 1961 azx 1971 census!
ﬁ 3398 et al (eds) Popula X -4.;,; RN ¥ .5,, 3
Delhi; Vlkae ?ublications, .353

20._Beport of the Rural.urban Relstionship Commitise,
op. ¢it., p.26,




educationsl institutions,>t

in this connection we may also see that in a study
Ashish ﬁasa had applied three eligibility tests {based
on three empirical tests of 1961 census) to each of the
urban settlement of the 1961 census and found that cut of
2,700 tomns in India, 1610 towns (60 per cent) satisfied
all the threc eligibility tests, But on the basis of
6ligibility test based on all the four census criteria
{except part C) it had been found that only 43 per cent
of the total town could satisfy the same. The study
also reveals that 77 per cent of the large sige towns/
eities (town having population wore than 20,000) satisfy
all the four eligibility tests whilo this holde ¢truc only
in case of 30 por cent of the small sige towns i.o0.
towns with population less than 20,000 persons. This
study further points out that on the basis of threo eligi.
bility tests 86 por cent of the large size towns qualify
for being troated s urban while in case of small size
town only 49 per cent of them gqualify for the same.

In short, it may be concluded that in same settle. -
ments of India, urbanism in its pure form could be a3
'axrmgnn to find as the pure form of ruralism in compa.
rison to the population agglomorations that are most
21. Ibid, p. 26,
22, #shish Bose, Stuilles India

' Tata McGrawoHill Pubiishing Co. Ltd; New DolRl, 1973,
PP. 488, .




rural and those that are most urban.?> Between the two
extremes are found various mixtures of urbanism and rura.
lism ; the one diminishing in the urban.ward direction

and the other diminishing.in ruralewaxdwdirect;pn24 and,
pasically, the problem arises in .relation to the classi.
fication of these very settlemgnts, the present cléésifi—
cation of which as rural or urban with reference to their
presently prevalling socio-economic demographic and adminis.
trative characteristics, appears, comparatively, to be |

dubious ’

1.2  Belated Research :

Until recently there had not been many studies on
‘the areas other than most rural or most urban. Although,
there have been some publications in the field of India’
urbsnisation which enrich our knowledge with studies
concerning with variety of problems of larger éities of
naﬁional importance and pattern of small towns. There
are other stuﬁies on development of rural areas of India,
but a very few concerning with the areas which are aeithgr
fully urban nor fully rural but 1lie between the two
extremes, To éuote Iravati Karvé and J.S.Ranadive.zs

23. Nels. Anderson;The urban Community, New York, Henry

Holt. .
24. Ibidq D\ : .
25. Iravati Karve & J.8 Ranadive-‘ng Social Dynamies of a
Tow ts _surr reg; Deccan College,

Post graduate and Research Instltute, Poona, 1965,p.114,
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- *énthméolagmts have been working on the basis

of two societios, an urban and a rurel, ér two

-cultural traits; the groat and the amall, a3 if
tmré wés‘ ng‘thmg in bétween the two."

It is only recently that the taﬁiﬁs iike rara].;
urban 'dichotony’ or ",contimuﬁ% fa  relation to classi.
 fieation of sottlements have attracted the attention of
researehersa o | |

Richard D, Limbert>? condems the rural-urban dicho-
tomy by saying "it 18 as untidy a sociclogical eoncept in
India es 1%t is elsewhere in the world® vhile Yadav"® has
(exjpms’sed the rural.urban dichotomy a8 an unreal affair
_ﬁhan he says;

" Poople may become urbanised in their thinking and
behaviour although they may not move to a town or
city., They mey not move from agricultural work to
industrial work and still they may bs urbanised.
The contention here is that though urbanism (urben

- way of life) is distinet from pessant way of life,

‘they need not be exclusive of each other ... .Rural

urbau»ﬁxcheém is a useful conceptual frame of

25‘1? ‘P .a’.’@bﬂ (Od) E brid 1. 3 }'."7 L322 34 511 e
Publications, How York:.3 p. 474.
27. Richard D,Lambert; 'The Iaet of Urban Society 1
- Village 1life' in India's ure, Roy Turner od)
Borkely & Los Angles, a:.vorsity af alifamia Press,
l‘gﬁly Pa 117. )

28, J.8 f&da?a; Urbanisal eam ;
.&*lﬁ_} Asian stmdies 8, December 1970, pp. 30‘{:36.
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raference only and 18 not a reality.”

SBome sociologists have coined nev terminologies such
88 Rurban Village’s’:;m or 'seml.urban pwkatsm and have
explained theéa terms as distinctive eategaries of settle.
mént;‘s with unique characteristics from *rural' and 'urban',
Ashish Bose®” has classified the entire urban population
in two classes (1) Effective urban population belonging |
to class I, II & III towns and (2) Quasi.urban population
belonging to class IV,V & .V towns (i.e, towns with popula.
tion below 20,000). In other words small size towns have

33

been f.ermaa 88 quasi.urban' areas., Davis has obasrved

that thepe should be a continuum among different sized
urban places while ﬁu&herjee% analysed the controvercy
.frem a sociological perspective and concludes that concepts
of ‘continuum in the context of urbanisation and consequent
social Vﬁevelapmém aaj be of limited value in India since

20, O.Bhergava; Rurban dimonsional Planning for India;
Khedigramodyogs Rebruary 1967; pp. 373.87.

30. K.R.Unnig'ﬂurban villages *in mmm_qx_m%gm
of Town plgonerss Nos. 42 & 43; 1965; pp. 163.66.

31. H.R,Trivedi; op. cit., pp. 10-.21,
32, Ashish Bose; op. eit. pp. 63-4.

33. K, Davis, Ihe populatl ndia ond Pakd 1}
Princetons ?Mn@atan Ini Pmss, 1551, gp. 134-44.,
34, 8,P.Jalng

ton_Bosearch.in |
Lhi, Tata Mc 2111

3 vol Dzmagrapgy,
~ Publishing Ga. 1975, p.77.
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a significant mal-urbenhiffamme ‘13 not evident...s
cuattérzneas says that mony India cities portray "an incon.
pleterly urban” outlook or “appear hybrMes rather than
full.fledged urdanised units,®

Some other socisl scientists have also made the
offorts to drav the attention of policy makers of the national
dovelopmental plans towards the dava‘}.opmeﬁ% of snall cloed
tovns and rural areas which lio botwoen 'ths two extromes (of
most urban and most purcl) and cam play a significant role
in nemeving, more successfully, the goals of socin.economic
 @evelopmentsl plans, Misra > in his paper 'Growth Centres

and Rursl.urban continuum' mentions about ‘semi.urban areas?
with mfaréma to the rural foceal écinﬁs vhich ean provide
tho needed links between a fow large urben contres and too many
small rural settlements, Ho also talks of the importence
of large numhar of small sized twns which are ‘essentinlly
rural' with urban mfra-.struature and soelal facilities in

context of Indien economy. 1In one of his pspers Prem1®’
has concluded that some of the settlements sre not fully
rural or urban but are the mixture of the tWo in terms of
“way of 11.!.‘9, literacy, owuaauan and behaviour ete, and

it 13 not amtiﬁ.ed to classity them in either of the two

i 4 . b bl " S 4 " ] -y

35, H.Ghattoﬂw; 1The Town/Viliage dichotonmy in fndia’ in
¥an i India, (July-September), 1968,pp.193.200. :

36, R.PMisra; Growth eentms azﬂ Rurab-urban oantmmam in
A,D,Moddiets (ﬂé) a paAches Lo N LEevolan)

37, MK, Premi;
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classes 1,6, rural or urban. In this connection studies
of P,B.Desal, I.P.Desai, B Trived1®® and others in India
and 1ike Davis,®® Ruth Glass®! and other outside India
are also note worthy, .

IAlthcmgh in India, the studies relating to the

~ areas.possessing semi.urban characteristics have been
scarce and halting but in affluent socleties, considerable
thought has been given and is being given to such studes,??
Many developed Countries are of %he view that at different
times and in different places three.fold or multiple distine
ction may have been more meeningful than the Rural.wrban
aiehatomy‘.éa In most recent census of Italy and Fedral
Republic 'o‘f Garhmy, data are tabmplated according to the
‘population size of 'Communcs’ but the explicit distinction
between urban and rural population has been omttted, ¥4 ,
Conference of Euéopeun Statisticians has suggested that

38, 1.P,Desal; 'Small Townes, Fasts and Problems; Economic
Heekly; April 1964, p. 725.

39. B.R.Trivedi; op., cit., Dp. 145.?2.
40, K,Davis; op., eit. i
41' Euth Gla53°

. Urban.Rursl aiﬂemmes in 3authem Asia; Report on
* Reglonsl Seminarj UNESCO Research Centre on Social and
econonic Development in South Asis; 1964, p.1l.29,
42, Beport of Rural.urban relationship Committes;op. cit. p.36,

43, United Nations ;Damorranhis 19723 United Nation
Publication, New Iorkg p,s

44, Ibid; p.6.
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in Burope the localitiss of 10,000 or more inhabitants may
b designated es urban, those of 2,000.9,999 inhabitents
a5 semi.urbon while smaller localities may bo classificd

In the context of future regional, physical and
social planning for dovelopment, a suggestion for four
fold classification of settlemsnts has also boon forwarded
in order to distinguish urbsnised and noneurbanised areas
(metnly on the basis of high and low densitiss of arees),
both, within metropolitan regions and out side metropolitan
regions ,j resulting in four categories vis, metmpélitan
urbenised metropelitan rural, non.metropelitan urbanised
and non.metropolitan rurel populat tons,

_ | In United State of America, rural populat ioh hes
further beon divided into rural farm a-nd rural non.farm
populations, This is dons dy $entifying the rurel form
population and defining the rural non.farm population ss
the residue after the urban ad rursl farm populations have
beon separated and small towns that hrw&da sfewmg to
those who pursue rural industries, are alSo & part of
rural area, a8 are non.agricultural aggrogations o:-'populas
tion that are too small or ton ﬁisparaaa to b classed
a8 urban, a7

In Tugoslavia and Japan smellor towns and @méaua&,ing
A N Al i y i e i - " i - ol S S " .-

46, Ibids p.12 .
47. Donald J, Bpguo; op. city 0,465
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villages have been covered under a single unit of planning
and aﬂmmmtratim.%

'.Althangn in Gujarat State 'e't our Country ve find the
system of 'Nagar Panchayat' for some smeller (10,000 «
20,000 population)towns and *village panchaysts' for other
sumall towns having population less t.han' 19,090;49 But,
the»x;a 18 no indication of threc.way.classification of
sottlements as such so that one may identify a set of
~ settlements (semiurbsn) which may serve as rural.urban
linkages. In short; '

"between the twoﬁ streans of research.urban and rural

lies a doab relatively unwatered by the r.tsi.ng
flood of social raaearch in India .....“50

1,3,1 Hegd : On the basis of the preceding discussion
ons may agree that mere 'rural and ‘urban' classification
of settlements may not be appropriate in India, In the
changing soclo.cconomic and edministrative conditions,
mainly in response to the prevailling process am?ﬁattcm
of urbanisation and industrialisation in the pres.ent‘

48, Report of Rural-urban relationship Committees op.
c&tig p. 42.

49. Ibidj pt%u : .
50. Richard D, Lampert; op. cit; v.
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transitional stage of Indian economy (from agrarion to
industrial Spolety) we find thet some arfg%nmm urban -
settloments have ba-enim, comparatively, moreurban while
others have remained less urbanised, still posaessing
certazn rural characteristies, Similarly some rural pleaces
are found to be mors rural in comparisén of those possessing
many urban characteristics in terms of social, structural
and behavioural aspects, &8 has been mentioned earlier,
‘st;udiesv of rural and urban socleties cast considerable
doubt as to whether there is a rural urban dichotomy in
 Ind1a.%) Gibds has observed that the distridution s not
réaliy a two=fold one, in which one part of the population
is whelly rural and other is wholly urban, but é graduated
‘distribution along a continnum from the least urban to the
most urbdan or from the most rural to least rural and
consequontly, the line that is drawn between urban and
rural for census purposes is necessarily ar‘bierary.sz In
other words, a qualitative as well a3 a quantitative
analysis with reference to the soclo.econonic, cultural,
adninistrative and demographic characteristics of rural
and urban settlements in India leads us to the conclusion
that the coacept of ’mral’,% ;ggf%éble only in relation

- Bl. S.P.Jatn; AStatus Study cpulation Research in indig
Vol.1l, mography, De s Zata MoGrav, Publishing
Coe, 1975, p.77. ’

52, J,P.Gibbs; (ed) YUrban Resaarch Methods
Publicationa, New Yorkis p.474,

R <43
-
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to the most rural and 'most urban' type of settlements;
But between these two extremes, thege lies a set of settle.
ments which retain the mixture of the rural and urban
ﬂcaaraﬁteristaés or Say whiah are semi.urban in character
and needs a more realistic term for their fdentification
{other than rursl or urban) and representation with refe.
rence to their characteristics. ‘Hence to abridge the gap
-of ambiguous ghgracter of some sattlémanxs between fmost
urban® and *Smst rural', a three.tier-system of classifying
the settlements into Rural, Semi.urban and urban is highly
needed in today's ?ndia.

1.3.2 Importance: The importance of three-wey-classifi.
fioation of settlements may be accounted in many ways.

Historically, it would re-introduce the most tradi.
‘tional classification of settlement structure in India viz
Sheht , Kesba' and Gaon. As the history of urbenization
in India reveals,'Kasbas’ were the connecting links, between
'Shahr's, the urban aress and 'Gaons' the rural villages,
possessing certain mixed characteristies of bdboth, These |
wore the service centres. rendering some social fa@tl&fxes
to the rural areas and thus, were providing the necessary
middle 1inks between the urban and rursl aress. Besides,
Kasbas. the Qemi.urban settlements of that time.were the
contres of Indian han&iaraftsa Due to the biased economic
poliey of British rule in India, the importance of Indian
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handicrafts started da'a}.mmg and aons-équenuy due to
weak econonic base, ,Kas"'b;a's started declining and the middle
links between rural and urben also stabted missing,

A major importance of three.way.classification lies
in identifying the semieurban set of-settlements which can
provide the necessary links between the most urban and most
rural aress. A need of such a link is highly felt todey

under the present econamie setup of the natiocm,>> % 54

| Seetndly, after the introduction ¢¢ rural and urben
i.60. tWwosvay~clussification of setileniauts under the British
system of census in Indis t‘he entity of *Kasbas' as a part
of settlement hierarchy wes lost and was mingled w&th the
‘yrban' and ‘rural’. Tws.Way-classification of settlements
p@#s- certain administrative problems, particularly in
relation to the resource allocation for the developgent

@ under *urban' and ‘rural!

of aress of different sizes
sub.hoads, PFor example, a few big/large sized urban centres
injgy too great a share of rescurce allocation for 'urban
areas' while smaller urban nnits remain undeveloped op
under.developed due to the lack of resources, Similarly
sometimes, large sized villages {somo of them are declassified
63, R.P.Misra; op. cit.

54, Rural.urban Helationship Committee Report; op., cit., p.

@ a3 has been mentioned earlier in the study the urban and
rural settlements have been recategorised into different
size groups of population,
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towns) need some different kind of resources fn comparison
to that for smaller rural‘areas.ss But dus to certain
administrative difficulties both type of settlements (small
sized urban centres and large sized villages) don'f get a
suitable allocation of resources and face a stage of under-
development in comparison to their capaeitylfar further
flourishment, |

Under three.way-classification thede areas would be
able to maintain their independent ¢from rural and urban)
entity and :wéuld attract more specifically, ths attention
of policy makers of developmental progremmes and therefore,
may bhave a more suitable administrative management providing
. faocilities for the proper development of these aress in

favour of balanced regional growth of the nation.

Further it has been found that Qig/large'urban centres
absorb a great share of national resources but with 1ittle
capacity to recirculate them., In addition a wide range

of problems relating to the physical congestion end social
1:91&1:11:@’g starts appearing and urbanisation seems to be at

theo breaking point in big urdban cpatras.ss Therefore,
sociologists and Town Planners in India and outside India

A S S0 B T T U O 2D Bk D A D W NS S O G R D i Y A . S Wi G D W Wy W A W G W i W W A A WO W T W A " TR T W X T 7 13

- 55, 1bid; p.

@ in terms of inadequate shelter, Communal services
absence of safe water, Banitatian, development of
slums and so on.

&6. M.B.%sm‘ikh’ . S : D1 : | =j
The Social Impliaatian of &ndustrializatisn gnd urbani.
sation; Caleutta; UNESCO Research Centre, 1966,

~\-Hq5
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are generally, in agreement that to avoid may of the
Pathological developments concomitants with t:!ga Comnunity
life in big cities, attempts should be made to disperse
and 'chmalise the population in small tsﬁms.m Becauso

it hes been observed by now that small urban centres can
flourish very well, having many of them favourable location
and site for decentralized industries, Thus small urban
units ocan pmﬂée the employmaent opportunities to the
poople by @camodating the decentralised industries as well
58 by providing the noeded services for mprévmg agricula-
tural praetices and agro.industries alongwith a whole range
of small scale industries. Thus, the semi.urban areas,
identified under three.way-classification, would play an
importent role as 'counter-magnets' to the existing migrae.
“tion to big cities and would help us to attain a more

orderly urbanisation in our Sountry.

_ In short, historiecally, three.wayclassifieation
'('v'irural, seni-urbaen and urban) system ﬁould be re.introducing
the most traditional elassification ('Gaon’,'Kasba' gnd
*Shahar') of settlement structure in India. This may be

the most appropriate and ;:raeueaﬂ classification in the
context of Indian Culture and economic setup a8 it shall
snable us to identify that set of settlements (semi-urban)
which are at the transitional stage towards urbanisation

57. B.K.Roy Bermanj op., ¢it,
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and frém the economic point of view, would play and impor.
tant role as the nurseries of industrialisation and urbani.
sation and can provide the necessary links between the
eaneerhing agricultural regions on one hand and bigger/
lerger urban centres on the other hand. Therefore, an
insfzht knowledge of the socio-ccononic and demographic
characteristicsof seml.urbsn areas along wiﬁh rural and
urban areas may be of a gréat help to the planners to
chalk out more purposeful and fruitful programmes for the
balanced regional growth. If a proper attention is paid
by the government the semi.urban arees can be developed

28 the nodal points and growth centres to abridge the rurale

urban dichotomy in the socto-cconomic and spatial tarms.aa

1.4 QObjestive of the Studyv: |

’ Henea the main objective of the present paper is to
develop a concept of three.vway.classification of settlements
identifying the settlements as Bural, Semi.urban., and urban. More
preeisaly one may say that present paper seaks (1) to
develop the concept of 'semi.urbant' also alongwith the
basic and very important concept of 'rursl' and ‘urban’
classification of settlements and (1i) to study the socio-
economic and demographis implications of the same to |
ascertain whether the three.way¢cléss1f10ation‘would bo

4 .

58, R;?.Hisré; op. cit.
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able to represent the three types of seottlements guite.
distinctively and in a2 better manner over two.way-.clessi.
fication existing at present in the Country. |

Preceding discussion reveals that the present study
is concernsd with developing the concept of three.way.classi
fication of settlements and with the study of socio-.economic
and demographiic implications of the same in India. Sines
the vork load, involwed in selecting the semi.urban settie.
ments in the Country, cannot be completed by a lone investi-
gator within a given time (for completing this dissertation
a8 a part of &S.I?hu Course) it was not feoable to take up
this empirieal task at ali India level.

Therefore, it has boen decided that initially, the
study may be confined to one of the States of Indian Union,
representing the whole Country %gith reference to our study.
After certain considerations Maharashtra State has been
selected to serva the purpose of the study.

| It may be mentioned here that the selection of
Maharashtra State as a suitable area for the present study
18 not absolutely arbitrary, rather, it is besed on certain
reasons. In support of the same we may go through the
follws.ng points; |
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1) Maharashtra 8tate representw India to- a greater extent
with refere_x;ce to some important socio-economic and den.mgraa
phic characterisbics viz. Der;sity of populatiian , Sex ratio,
percenf;age ’ﬂ'eeadal. variat‘.ign éf population, percentage of
ziopﬁlation livmgl ir,; villagesl with population 5,000 and above,
literacy rate and své on. (Table No. 1.1)

Table Ng.‘ 1.1

4 ~-stgtemen‘b*fsvhow1ng the data for some socio-economic and demo.
graphlc¢ characteristies for India & Maharashtra,1971 census.

Variables Type of settle. India Maharashtra
o ments/Economics '
: activity
 — = . —— 1
t. Density .  Total 177 164
' - Rural 148 115
. | Urban 2505 2554
2. Sex ratio Total 930 930
| Rural " 949 985
, Urban 858 820
3. Literacy Rural 23,74  30.63
: Urban ‘

i. Both city &
non-city. popu~

lation 52,44 58,07
1ii. Cities with

population

1,000,000 ,

and above 56,47 61,16

ii11. Non-city
population 48,57 52,41
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BN v B S 3 ;) —
4. Occupational - #$ of primary
structure. workersto total .
workers 72.56 68,73
# of secondary
workersto total ,
workers 10.69 14,52
% of tertiary
workersto
| _ - total workers 16,76 18,76
8. % Decadal v
_ varistion of B | o |
POMns during ) 1951-1961 +21.51 +23.60
o _ "1961.1971 ¥24.80 427,48
tion living
in villages
with 5,000
and above
7. % of urban
to total -
- population 18971 19.90 21.92
{oxcluding
graater
Bombay)

(11) 45 will be discussed in the following section, the
sub.natural ﬁi‘visim has been taken as a meaningful wait of
stédy for the present work., Therefore, it was highly
desirable that area of the study must consist of a number

of sub.natural divisions with distinet regionel characte.
ristics to enable us to find out whether the three type of
sottlements ‘(Rural, sem<trban and urban)show eny variations
in relstion to socio-economic and demsgraphic charactoristies
at Intra and Inter regional level. |

~ HMaharashtra State consists of five sub.natural
divisions with distinet topography, evallability of minersis,
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elimate and drainage ete, resulting in distinet cropping pattern,
level of industrialisation and settlement: pattern etc. among
the five sub.natural divisions.(see the chapter III of the Study),

(i11) It 15 oxpected that set of sé‘,_m#urpan sottlements
may best be identified within the states which are more
industrialised- and nrbani_.sedt’:v in comparison to Some of
the backward states of India, ’Fram this view point also
Maharashtra sﬁaﬁe appears to e the most suitable area for
the study as it 18 considered as one of the most industria.
1ised and urbanised states of the Country, in addition, it
_has backward arees as well@ o -

(iv) Ko major changes relatizzg to demarcation of the. State
boundaries of 4istrict bounderies within Mshareshtra State
hod taken place between 1961 to 1971 census, Thus, the
‘areé covered by the State, more or 1ess§ remains the same
for 1961 and 1971 census. Secondly, the district census
Handbooks, from which the basic deta for the present study
have been collected, are also available for all the districts
of the State and for bath the time points i.e, 1961 and
1971 census which has made 1t possible to introduce tempo-
ral. comparability 4in this study

+ wtth mfamnw te paruanﬁage of non-agricultural workers
to total workers,

++ with reference to percantage of population 1i¢ing in
urban places to total population of the State.

@ It is ioportant to note here that industrial develcpment
is concontrated, mainly in and arourd Ureater Bombay
¥etropolis, ic this motropolis 1is excluded, rest of the
State 18 a8 backward as some other states of the country.




2.8

Sube.natural-division has ‘been considered a8 a moaning.
ful unit for the present study dus to following reasons;

It 1z a well known fact now that agpart from humen
resources and keehmlﬁgicai development, the level of the
socio-economic dovelopment and type of econony of a region is
also a function of its peographical conditions., Physical
" landscapo features of the territory play a significant role
in the establishment, type and pattern of distribution of
human settlemonts among different regions. Systemotic
regianaistw&ies and urben studles in regional context reveal
that their is a distinet regional settlement psttern throhgh.
out the Country. Spatial distribution and growth of different
type and size of settlements indicates that each reglon hes
different characteristics and prodlems relating to the
eii.stributxm pattern of settlemonts of difforent types and
sizes, |

~ The natural resources are Not'distributed uniformaly in
all over the Country. Bama. mgipm are rich in natural
resources and are more developed in compariséa to these
rogions which are poorly endowed by the nature. Besides, somo
othar regions, although richly enmdowed with natural resources,
aro less developed due to poor infrs.structure or inadeguate
planning for the exploitation of the existing natural resour.
ces,. Io turn some natural regions are thickly populated and
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have a number of large sized _iuban and rural settlements

~ while others are Spa-l;%ly popul ated having smsall sized and
scattered settlements, some regions are more industrigslised
and urbanised with a favoursble proportion of urban population
vhile in other regions the case 18 just the reverse. - .

Therefore, subanatuml;div&siﬁn of the State has been
considersd a meaningful unit ﬁf the study of aoeiéaeannomie
and demographie implication of classification of settlements -
inte rural, semi.urban gnd urban in Mgharsshtra.

“In order to memm the changes and to confirm our
hypothesis in time perspeotive, it has g].'e;a been proposed |
to extend the stuly for different time posnts. Thorefore,
‘the present.study 1s based on 1961 and 1971 census. For both
these pericds the required data is available in a uniform
pattern and for all the diskricts of Maharashtra State enabling
ué to maintain the reliability and comparability of aata in
time perspective., -
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As !uas been discussed in the previous chapter, the
main objective of the present study is to develop a concept
of ‘semi.urban’ @aiegnry of settlemonts and thereby to bullt
#p & thres-tisr.system for classification of settlements
into rural, semi.urban and urdan against thelr two.way.
~ classification as rural e;nd urban by the Census orgainis.
%@n of India. |

This empifical task 15 not possible unless some
speciﬁd criterion/criteria is developed on the basis of
which a systematic and scioentific selection of semi.urban
settlements may be possidle, FProblem does not 1ie only in
selecting the eriteria but also that eriteria should sppri.
ciably be suitable to our study of doveloping to conespt
of semi.urban a]-.éas ification of settleronts, Bosides this,
the following points have also bean considered to be important
while selecting the eriterion/criteria.

1. It should be more practical and .aonwnaant from
the view point of its adoption becouse ultimately,
it . is to be spplied to a large number of settlements

30
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to declare them as tsemi-urban' in context of a
 yast country like India,

2. Comparability of daets between the previous and future
censuses must be maintained through the selected | -
eritorion/criteria,

3. It shuﬁ}.d bring forward the three.way-.classification
of settlements against the years old two.waye.classi.
fication in such a meaner that the prevalling socio.
egﬁmmﬁa, sultural snd demographie characteristics

- pertaining to each class {(Rural, Urban and Semi.ﬂrbaﬁ)
mus t ba represented quite distinetly. More specifisally
we may say 'that geni.urban settlémnts between the |
 exgreme rural snd extreme urban settlements should
be sp identified that the sams may prove to bo a
real help to the policy makers of the national
developpental plans in context of the balanced reglonal
develdpmnnﬁ and planaing for more ordérly and healthy
urbanisation,.

In mgaﬁﬁs to the above mentioned considerations
it hss been declded to apply merely the demographiec approach
for the solection of the criterion i.e, mainly, 'the size
of popt&atian" oriterion has bﬁen adopted to reclassify
the census settlements mzé three categorss viz, rural,
seni.urdban and urban.

in this respéct census catogorisation of urban and
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| ruralksettlements on the basis of 'sizs of population’ has
facilited in solving the problem to a great extent., 4s

has been menuomd earlier, consus has classified the urban
and rural settlements in the following classes 3

Sige of pepﬁlatim

Type of settle- Class
ments ’ ——
Urban Class I cities

Class 1I towns

Class IIX
Ciass 1IV
Glass V

Class Vi

Rural - Broad

1
(1)
(11)
(111)
(iv)

11

(1)
(11)
111

towns

Towns

towns

towns .

1,00,000 and sbove
50,000 - 99,999
20,000 - 49,939
10,000 - 19,999
5,000 = 9,999

less than §,000

Villages with less than

2,000 persons

less than 200 persons

200 - 499 persons
50 - 999 persons
1000 « 1909 porsons

vilagas with 2,000.9,999
"~ persons

2,000 - 4,999 persons
5,000 - 9,999 persons

villades with 10,000 and
above persons

"According to our criterion the roclassification of

census settlements into rural, semi.urban and urban has
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been carried out in the following manner 3

‘Type of

' sgtt}.ements

Rural

Uzban

Semi.urban

Sige of population

All the census rural settloments
with population less than 5,000
i.e, small sized villages.

41l eensus urban settlements

pertaining to class I, II and III
i.e, Big/large and medium sized
urban centres with population

more than 20,009

41l the census urban setilements
of elass IV, V and VI 1.e. small
sized towns with population below
20,000 + al) the large siged rural
settlements f.e, villages with
population 5,000 or more
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Hence it has baen proposed in tho present study that
small * sized villages and big*/large® urban centres may
be treated as the two extremc ends of rural.urban dichotony
vhile the large sized villages combined with smasll sized
towns may be considered for their reclassification as

‘tsemi.urban’,

Here one may egain question s why the cubting point
18 not fixed at population size of 30,000 or 40,000 and so0
on in relation to reclassification of census urban settle.

ments as semi.urban, Similarly why ths rursl settlements

Although 'big' 'largef'mediun’ and 'small! are relative
terms and it 1s diffiocult to fixz the size limit for these
classes in relation to the size of settlements in terms of
no, of persons living therein. These limits vary from
place to place and from one time’point to another, But

in context of India, at present the towns with population
below 20,000 are, generally, considored as ‘small siged!
urban centres and the towns with population 20,000-49,999
88 'modium sized' urban centrea. “Ene urban se‘t}.emn%s
with population 50,000.99,999 and with 1,00,000 and above
are called *large! sized towns and *'big cities' respectively.
But in this study, all the urban seltlements with population
20,000 and above have been called 'large sized' urban
centres or towns, -

In case of rural settlements, with 'small sigzed!
wo mesn all the prural settlements with population below
55000 and all the rural villages with population ond
5,000 andmore have been termed as ‘large.sized? rural
settlements,
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with 5,000 and above population have only been considered
to bo reclassificd under threc-tler-system of clasaificatiom.

of “faame,' it is true that some of the "3.arga and medium
sized urban settlements or villages belov 5,000 may also

show the characteristics similar to that of semi.urban

settlements but guite reesonably it has been decided

that this empirical study initially may be started with
the reclassification of small Sowns and large villages

 into semi.urban category- BHocause varilous studies have . .

shown that most of the small size towns have, é.lecga_ther,
different socio.oconomic end demographic characteristics
in comparison to most of the/large . and medium@s 1zed

‘urban centres, in addition most of the large sized villages

in this respect are similar to small sized towns while
quite distinct from small sized rural settlements. The

follovwing discuss ion may support the same,

| In this connection a study of Ashish Bosel ney
also justify our selection of small urban areas as senmi.
urban settlementa since he finds thet if oligibiliity

Leaving aside some marginal caeses, such as Desal's study
on Mahuva town {(the town with population 25,000) shows
that a small town of class Ill also retain the value
gystenm more similar to rural areas,

Ashish Bose; Studias in Indis's handsation 1901-1971:
Tate McGraw Hill Pubij Co, Ltd, Hew Delhi, 1973 pp.é&-é-
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test, based on all the four census criteria of elassifying
‘urban from rural (1961 census), is applied, wost of the
large towns (77 per cent) satisfy the same while this

helds truo in case of only 30 per cent of Small size towns,

: Re also terms the :ma. sized towns as quasi.urban,

Apart from the differences of nrbanmm;zan he!;waen
large and small towns with reforence to consus cﬂ.term,‘
studies have also shown that presently small sized towns
'sh@w & whulesom contrast to big and modium sizad towns
in relation to population concentration, social and civic
amenities, rate of papniation growth per capita incobe,
pattern of employment and age and sex composition of

population ete. To quote Ruth (lass '32 roport,

*Iﬁtar.urban (of various sige classes) differoncos
were as pronounced as if not more then, the diffe.
rences between aggregates of *urban’ end ‘rural’
sottlements,”

Purthormore, small sized towns shov the socioe
econonic and demographic characterist ies m{mblmg
more to large sized villagos, especially, in vay of ui‘e.a

2. Ruth Gless; Jatradyctio: 4 Urban.aural
differances sc m Mm&&epan on Regional Seninar;
Dolhi 1962 mm Hesearch Centre on Social & Econonmie

Development in South &51&; 1964, Pe 24,
3. Hc&i’:mmi‘.



 than to the large or medium size towns,
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Valus system relating to castism, kinship and religion

etc, provails in small towns more or less in thesame

ways a8 in the largo size willages,® The phaces with
population 5,000 and above which Indian census clessifies

&8 urban retain the rural value system and &itfer from cities
and large size towns.® Kulkarni hes also mentioned that
small size towns resemble more to the overgrown villages
S Desat in his
study of Mahuva town (with 25,000 population) observes that
in terms of soclal structure and culture a small town is

more a-kin to a rural area than to an urban area and the

4,
S,

6.

7

rate of change is very low.'

In short small size towns are ur'ban,, mainly ‘in 'rom
and diffor 1ittle from villages exeept in the provision of
some urban physical amenities of a low standard,

2.1.2

On the opther hand among the pmse'ntly rurgl set of

settlements, some villages do not remain ss rural as the

Vol G A - oS W O L .- A 0 Wl WU S A o N WL T VO S 0 AT N W O T U S 0 e i e e

Ruth (lass; op. ecit; pp. 1-20
Majumdar E.ﬁ.g : 3 dcation in Ind
Bombay; Asila nblishing -mr.%e; 1958; 9.339..
0/ 9 Ragistrar Goneral Indla; Erecoedings ind}
Centonary Seminar; New Deihi, 19?2; Volu 1; ppo 73-88
I.P.Desal; Small Towns, ?eclts and Problems; Ecogomic

woekly; i1 (16) wt;n dpriiy 1964.
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others mther possess, compsritivelyp more of the
urban characteristics than the rursl ones, This is
so because urbanisation being a two.way process m_
volves '(1_) the mﬁamnﬁ towards urban plaéea end
{2) the outward moverant of u#ban' mﬁ.uences.’g Tbe
'amence of omployment opportunities and lure of urban
1ife attracts a large number of villagers to téwna ofd
this process results in two.wsy consequonces : (4)because
of the moverent of poople towards big urban places,
the v.ﬂlagés within communiting distance from ciﬁies
are pecupied by urban oriented pa'aéle. {4doing urban
type of work) due to envirommentsl and heusing pm.‘-

- blems in big urban places end so celled urban treits

, "gat. dissominated and 4iffused mng wider sections of
the seclety, (11) Higeated rural folk takes long time
to be absorbed in the 1ifo of the town as regular town
gweuemw They often visit Sheir famﬂiaa‘, left in
the villeges and thus they take with them the idoas

- of urban 1life in the rural asreas,

Large sized villages have been pﬁpoé‘oﬁ to bo consi.
dered hore as semi-urban asreas hecause these villagses are
distinctive from the small sized villages which are compa.
ratively more remotely situated from the view point of

O e
8@ a@l’ m@m@ﬂ; Thie Urha 1602) ke % KR : )
104




TABLE. Hlo. 11,1

Statement shoving the soclio.sconomic and demographic characsteristies of large size villages
Vs small size villages, small sizo towns Vs largo towns and similarity betwecon small towns
and largs villages for Hahar&sbtra, 1977

% distrinuuun of vorkers

, o | S atn  TAbavasy Waplk botween three scctors of
Type of settlements Pensity Sex ratlo Literacy Hor¥,  economic activity
gig’g“‘ ion Pr;tmuy ‘Becondary Te rt; iary
Small vnlagoa | 8
(tifith opulation less than _
g : 108 991 29.39 39;.24 £9.4 5,6 5.0
Large villages ) ;
(with gopulatinn mo%e than ‘ o S o '
: : 2156 944 PD.58 33.86 73.88 11.04 15.31
Small towns | | |
(with populatiog below 20,000) 614 916 43,156 30.25 39,38 20,87 39,75
Large towns/cities .
{with population more than : A
20,000) 4202 BO7 59,53 32,02 6. 40 40,00 53.60 .
Maharashtra Bural : - 115 285 43,22 38.59 87.499 5,94 6.57
Haharashtra Urdban 2554 820 86,88

31,80 11,068 37,58  51.36
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transport and Communication network and m ﬁom rural

(than the large villages) being not influenced by urbanism.,

On the other hand large size villages are expected to

change their characteristics, more rapidly, with the change

in soclo-economic, teehnq.-ecommic and soclo-political .fgr@s.n

'En—éﬁart, the s‘m‘all',aized town and iarga sized villages
are 'ézpeétéd to héve cotmon socio~cconomic and demographic
charac_ﬁeristies in compearison to each other while distinéf'
in daﬁparis,én té thé large and medium sized urban centres
at @m end -and tha smaller rural places at the ‘gther ond
as 't.-tm taﬁlé No.ll-1 shows for 1#aharashtra state., Therefore,
it has been com zﬂakeé reasonable here to olassify the
8 ame as semi.urban sct of settlements considering the small
size vi’.!_,l‘ag;es' and large s‘aa'w'urbaa centres es the two
extrenic ends of Fursl urban dichotomy in Indla,

2.3  Plan.of the study s

Presont paper is a part of a bigger project and a
tean of four students, each working independently, has been
ongaged to iﬁtraduce four alternative methods of classifying
the settlements into rural, somi.urban end urban clesses,

48 hss been mentioned earlier, the se:leeuen of seomi.urban
set of settlements 1%, mainly, based en the'size of POPU.
1&1;10::’01’ the presently existing rural end urban satt&emﬁts

-

1l. IaQQWQQ’; 3
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but in order to confirm the validity of the same, four
alternatives have been proposed. 4 brief description of
the entire plan of the study under the main project is
given below. | ' |

according to thq‘sim of population eriteria; firatly
the reclassifieatiax; of census settemants into pural, -
semi.urban and urban classes has been'e_arrie'd out as hax

been expleined in the previous sections.

At the second stage some variables, disclesing the
socio.£cononic and demographie characteristics, have been
selected and certain test sre appliied to their values in
throe categories of settlements in order to find out the
variations between the 8o celled rural, semi-urban and -
urban settlements, | =

4t this stage the study of tho main problem {to iden.
tify tho semi.urban settlements) has beon divided in four
parts and four students have worked independentiy to
evolve a methodology for arriving at the semi.urban cate.
gory of settlements. 4 broad out line of the methodology
followed by other three eolle gues and a detalled desorip.
tion of the present ond is given below &

{i) Beonomiec activity of male population has deen
cons {dored and the cutting points in terms of
percentage of tptal male workers {(to total nmale
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“population) engaged in none agri.wmura: traits have
_been fixed on the basis of whi¢h cach essumed semi-
urban settleméfat hes been tested and classified ascor.
aingly as rural, Semi.urban or urban,

(11) By considering the five variables, viz, popu.
lation sizge and density, sex ratio, literacy rate
aﬂ&'pmpartiéﬁéfﬁamﬁ wtﬂdé 'agrieuitm-, each
on & decile Male, scores have been alloted to each
aet%lamat ‘and eutting points have been obtained to
~classify m small sized towns and large size vul"aga
a8 rural and semi.urban and urban, . |

(411) Avalladbliity of some ﬁf tho sSocial amanitzsa
viz. hospitals, post office, schools, &riﬁkmg
water and connectivity with transportation systen
has been taken for sach rural settlement with popu.
lation 5,000 or more and tm with population below
20,000 and scores assigned to them, On the basis of
compos ite score of each séttlemnt, the same has
besn classified into rural, semi.urban or urban,

{(1v) Lastly for the present study it was decided
to consider all the presently small sized towns
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combined with all _ths' large sized v&nages to

bo clagsified as ‘semi.urban® settlements, all
the olass I, II & 1II urban contres, as 'urban’®
sottlenents en& all the small sized vmm‘s

28 'rural' set of settlemonts, In other words
the ontire mumbder of census settlements.classi-
fied os rural snd urban have boen reclassifisd
into three classes say, rural, semicnrﬁan and
urban purely on the basis of the size of popu.
lstion of the census rursl and urban settle
ments, Then all the three types of settlements
have further heen Qi‘a.ss&f&ed according to five
sub - natural - divisions of the state, 1In

the next stage of the study some of the important
»sneiwéammie and demographic varigbles have
bsén gselocted to study the socio.~cconomie and
demogrephie implications of three-way-classifi.
cation of settlements. In this study, an attempt
has boon made to find out (1) vhether the two
types of classification of settlemonts viz,

(1) Rural andé Urban and (i1) Rural, Semi.Urban and
Urban show any significant variastions between then
in respect of socio-oconomic and damngraphic chara.
cteristics st submnatural-division level and |
{2) whethor tho semi-urban se¢t of settlements
under three.way classificetion shows any
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distinctiveness from'its rural and urban counter-
parts with reference to socio.economic and
demographic eharheteristies and in context of
their spatial and regional (at sub-natural divi.
8 10# level) distribdbution.

In short, the present paper, as a part of
the main study, is confined to study the socioe
economic and demographic implications of three-
vay olassification of settlements in context of Tegional
variations. It differs from the other thres
parts or_ the study on the samo topic mahﬁy, in
two ways i o '

(1) xn‘ather‘ papers each of the settlements, pertaining
to town vwith populsation bélow 20,000 and large
' 8ige villages with population 5,000 or more, has
been tested (as mentioned above) before classifying
thom as samgurban while in the present paper all
the small towns and large sized villagevla have been
classified as semi.urban, |

(11) In other studies after identifying the three types
 of gettlements the variations between rural, semi.
urban and urban set of settlements vwm;h. refeorence
to swio-oeenmie -hnﬁ‘damographic characteristics
bave been studied directly at state level while
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in thc present paper the three types of settlements
~have been identified and studied at sub.naturel-
division level of the state., Thus in other three
papers, the unit of the study is *the state' while
in the present paper the ultimate unit of the
study is 'the sub.natural.division' of the state.

48 has been mentioned ecarlier the entire study
is conducted for two time points i.e, 1961 and
1971, '

Currentlyfkbeshavioural, structural and demographic
appreaches are applied to the study of urbanisation and
1 ovvicusiy, & number of
variables can be listed to study the degree of urbanisation
in the different scttlemsnts and thoreby to classify them

a8 rural semi-urban or urban., Data requirement for the

-4t8 related characteristies,

same way may force us to colleet them from many different

sources,

But in India, consus is the primary agency to
determine rural and urban nature of the settlements,
Therefore, it 13 essential here to develop such a methodo-
logy of threc.vway.classification of settlements in India,

1. Briec E, Lampard, ‘Historical Aspects of Urbanisation' in the
study of urbanisatia ’ Philip M. Hauser & Leo F.Schonore (Eds);
Sew York, John ¥Wiley & Sons Ine, May 1967, pp. 519.20,
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which muét be adoptable by the census organisation in the
country. 7To moet this purpose some of the important mnd
enmomy_ used variables, indicating the socioeeconomic and
demograsphic differontials between the threo types of settle.
ments, have been selected, Basic data have been aollected
to work out the following varlables i

1. Growth of population

2. Density of population

3, Sex ratio

4, Litoracy

5, Q\wupa\_‘:ional atructure of population in terms of
work partieipation rate, per 1,000 d'istéibutior} of
primary, secondary and Tertiary workers, percentage
proportion of Non.agricultural vworkers to the
agricxa}.turai workers and percentage of male workers
engaged in nonsagrioultural pursuits, |

For the collection of required data, the reliance has
been placed on the seconiary data provided by the census of
India, Maharashtra census publications, Data .’haa mainly boen
collected from &

(1) Part 11.4, Series 11, General population taﬁles
for 1961 & 1971 Census, |

(2) Part IV, Town Directory, 1961 & 1971.

. (3) Part X, District Census Hand-books, 1961 & 1971.
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Erape ¢~ The frame, to locate the units for
compilation, has been prepared from General
population Ta.bles, 1961 & 1971. The Union

Table A«IIl of this volumo presents the 'villages
classified by population! while Table AwIV
*i’wns' and Urban Agglomerations classified by
papulatian‘ {(of the same) enable us to enlist
the small sized town, |

After preparing the list of large size villages
anﬂ small size towns, the data have baen collected
far the following items for each of large size
villages and small sige towns s

1. Area of the setilemonts
2. Totsl population by sex
3. Number of literates by sex
4 Number of total workers by sex
| 5. Distribution of workers (by sex} amaizg the
nine industrial categories of census,

(a) The data ou the above mentioned items have,
initially, been collected for each town with
population below 20,000 and for each village
with a population 5,000 and above,
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{b) After the compilation of datas at settlement
level (large size villages and small size towns)
the data have been merged at district lovel.

{¢) Uitimately the complied data have been merged
from districts to sub.natural.division (5 in number)
level separately for large size villages and
smell sizeo tewzis.

Second step ¢
{a) Data for the same items have beon compiled,
" separately for entire rural and entire urban set
of settloments {as per census of India) for ecach
of the district of Maharsshtra,

(b) The data compiled at district level have been
converted at sub.natural division level, simply
by adding the data pertalining to the numbor of
districts falling in each of the five sub.natural
divisions of the State, The excercise has been
carried our separately for Rural & Urban set of
settlements as per Indian census, Thus, the data
for Rural and Urban settlem#nts under two.way.
classification became availlable at sub.natural
division level.

Now woe had to separato put the semi.urban settlements

(as per our criterion) out of rural and urban set of |
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settloments (as per census of India) at sub.natursl

divigion level., For this purpose j

(a) The compiled raw data for each item for large
aized wvillages have baen sub-tracted from the
compiled raw data for the emtire rural scttle-
ments for each of the five 5.H.Ds% Thus, the
viii.ages at;gmr than large sim.vulages have
been ﬁermcl a3 ‘rural! as per our crlteriong

(b) Same exercise has boen worked out in relation
to find out urban settlements i.,e, raw data
for small size towns have been suB-tra&ted
from the rew data for eatire urban Settlements
for each sub.natural division, Thus the remaining
urban settlerments, which are other than small |
8ige towns, are the urban areas acsording to
“the et‘uawr'y'of the present study.

{c) Lastly to find oub the characteristics of
- gomi.arban settlemen{;s the raw data for
large sized villages and small sized towns

have been combined togather at sub;hatural
division lavel of the s%é.t.a.

Thus the basic data ﬂaé werking out the variables
required to study the socio.economic and demographic
characteristics of the sottlements of Maharashtra under two
types af classification viz, twop.way.classification (as

+ Sub.natural.divisions, | | ) |
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discussed in ’'step second' above and three.way.tlassification
(as per 'step third' above) of ssttlements become available
at eubaﬁatuml division level of Magharashtra.

/

our next steé was to ﬁprk out ttm rates and ratlos
to study the differentiaels in relation to sopclo.economice
" and dempgraphic characteristics of settlements under two
systems of classification, The different variables have two
been worked out through the following methodss

1. Density of persons per &q. Km.

_punp

Patal ) jmber gl lempled '

Total number of males X 1000 -

3. Growth rate: The percontage decadal growth of
population, 1961 - 1971,

- f’”‘—"'-::aﬂ."?,_,.s‘ -
1961 population X oo

4, Literacy rate by sex
a) Total litoracy rate = :

b) Male literacy rate =

¢) Pemale literacy rate = Jotal female literates X 100
- Total female population™
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5. (1) Labour force pﬁrﬁ&aipgt.&on rate

{a) Total = Total workers X 100'.

Totsl Popu..
(b) Male = Total male workers X 100

. Total male population

(¢) Pemale = Total female workers X 100
| | Total female popu, :°

{11) Per %000 distribmim of workers {(by sex) among
primary, secondary & tertiary sectors of econonmie
activity,

{1ii) Percentage of msle workers engaged in non.agricul.
tural traits;

Total male. vorkers engaged in non.agricultursl traits
(1.0, ongaged in other than first two categories of

economic activity) R e X 100
Total male workers -

—

{iv) Per 100 proportion of non.agricultural workers to
Agricultural workers =

Total workers engaged in catefory III to IX 100
. Total workers engaged in oategory I + II '

On the basis of above calculations a numbsr of tables
showing the variations between the Rural, Semi.urban and
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Urben settlaments with raference to w&mansszrﬂa end
demographic cheracterstios under twowsets (twowway’
threcwmey)clasoifiention of sottlements for 1961 and 1971
Bt subepstural divisieon level for Mharashtrs State, have
besn prepared to study the aocio-seonomic and demogrephic
publication of threc way classification of amzmema in
| sahaveshtrn.

The sbove mentioned conpilstion, tebulation apd

- coaloulation of rates and rotics has boen carricd cut Daparae
toly, for the two time pointss 1961 & 1971 consus of Indie
for Mihorashtra Gtate, -

O

2+7.8 u:tmu_.i ,
{1) 2t is expectod thet the rursl of thﬁemuemazm
£cation will chow more pronounced chorecteratics
than the rural of two-way-classification and urban
in the threcwraye-clensification siniloply will E\W
moye pronounced urban charscterstics.

(11} In the threowwayeclassifiestion the soclomsconcmie
tomographic characterstics for 'semi-urban®
wiil be comewhat in Dotween of the *roralt and the
5% and Gifferentinka Lotween the throo bets of
settlements should be significents

iy

| The ebuve m&iﬁﬁaﬁ expoctations chould be true for
Msharashtra Stato 85 well as for eoch of its gubensturel
divisions and f@? bem: m tm points ;lgeq 1961 and 1971 Coneus.

- S————

%@mu mlaemg o &a&b vaﬂah&a ia diacussed in
- soncerned seoctions in Chaptor Ve
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CHAPTERL. IIX

BUB.NATUAAL DIVISIOHS AND SETT
PATTBRN IN MAHARABHTRA 3 AN INTRODUCTION

Today'a'” Haharashtra, one of the twenty two States
of IndianUnion, consists of twenty.six administrative
diatricts wvhich have further deen eatégarlseﬂ into four
adsministrative divisions as hes been shown in tabls No, 1
in the appendix and Map No. 1. But in terms of relief and
drainage, these 26 distriots have been categorise in five
sub.nstursl divisions by Consus of India, 1071, A4S the
analysis of settlemsnt classification in this study is
carried out on the basis of sub.natural divisions, it will
not be out of place to have sSome discussion on the physical
and ocultural features and settlement pattern of those sube.
netural 4ivisions, Such a discussion becomes nocessary
in view of the fact that physicsl features, eclimate, type of
availability of natural resources, cropping pattern and
tranaport pattern etc. play an li.mmrtane role in the pattern
of distribution of human settlements within and between the
different parts of & territory. For example, under the
existing pnysieai and eultursl landscape featuras in

* The present Maharashtra state was formed on 1st May, 1960
at the time of territorisl re-organisation of the states in
Indie. Haharashtra vas emerged a5 a resuit of emalgemation
of Bombay and Poone 4ivisions of the composite Bombay state,
the Vidharbha region of the old Mgdhya Pradesh and Harathwada
region of the formsr Hyderabad state., Today the tarritorial
boundry of the state is defined by tho Apblan som to the West,
Gulasrat state to the Horth.west Madhya Pradesh state to the Horth
. and kernateka to the South and Andhra Pradosh to the South.fast,
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%mzitagc dmtributim of Haharahstra's total ama,,

TABLE No. II1I,1

R.R& U, settlemnts

L and population among its stzh-naf:ural division, 197.
Totgl area ;
0/ il (km“) of _ Humber of sattloments ngulation
te/Sull the State e _ i
e and its dis. Total Rural Il”rbaa ’i‘o’ta’& ﬂural, Urban
n tribution o
Rrsscn: v B S S S SO WY .
'Mmismm 307762.0 35067 35778 289 50412235 34701024 15711211
5 {100.00) | (100.0)€100.0) {100.00) (100.00) (100.00)
3,71 ?apt!-?uma vmey 57426,0 7813 7160 83 8090067 = 6301245 1789722
| {18.66) . (20.013(18,34) (18,05) (3.8«16) (11.39)
"3 ?.2 Panganga.ﬁamganga - . S
) - plateau 65015.0 8613 8574 33 - 737644 5533823 1788021
. (21.12) (za.asmamm (14.62) (18,09) (11.38)
- 3.8.1 %s tern plateaun 96168 9761 9680 N 13900058 11370688 2529368
| | | . (31.28) | (2‘?;08)(28‘03) (25.57) (32.77) (19.10)
' 3,8,2 Western plateau 587490 5625 5563 62 0543743 7056740 2487003
- | (19,09) (15.55)(21.45)  (18.93) (20.34) (15.83)
4.2.1 Meharashtra 1ittoral  30394,0 4855 4301 11505825 4388728 = 7117097
( 9.88) (13.42)(18.69). {22,82) (12.65) (45.30)

(SHD = Sub. natural division)
T « Total ‘

\7'3 - M

+
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_in Maharashtra, all the 36,067 settiements, covering an
area of 307, 762.0 sqg. kms. and inhabited by 50,412,235
parssms are not of the same kind in terms of area and popu.
lation coverage as well as from the view point of the level
of socip.oconomie, techno.economic and cultural development.
Host of the settlemnts {35, 778) covering ‘98.00 per cent of
the State's area and a bulk (62,93 per cent) of the State's
population are rural settlements while only 289 settlements . -
are urban settlements having only 31,17 per cent population
and only 2.0 per cent of the State's area (Table II1I.1 and
A¥i31%2). 1IT,2k. - Further, all the rural settlements are not having
thahsama size of popgl.atian, Some are very small with popu. '
lation less than 200 whi.ie others are as big as having popu.
lation more than 10,000 persons (as has beon Shown in table
Fiq.3) No. 2 in the eppendix}, Similarly all the 289 urban settle.
| ments of the State are distributed quite unevenly among the
six urban sige classes in respect of the number of settlements
88 well as the number of persons (Table 3 :.n the gppendix).
RHot only that but the concentration of mural and urban settle.
ments and population among differont size elaésas also varles
from one sub.region to thef?éther and from one district to the
other within each Sub.natural division of the State (Tabdle
Hoe 2 and 3 4in the appendix) in réspﬁnse to the physical and
cultural landscape features of the "ma(n@ 3 54).



TABLE Ho. Ix1.2 .

fural/Urban.wise distribution of total area am! population
within Maharwhtra 8tate and within each of its sub.natural
Mviaian, 197,

2 vtaiay e o8 1D BT v»mamn’ N
o v&a&m ‘Total  Hural Orban ?utal ﬁural-_ “Hrban
100,00 93,00 2,00 100,00 68.83" 31.17
3.?.1 Qapt&-?uma valley 100,00 98,72 1.28 100,00 77.88 22,12
' *3‘?.2 Penganga-Waingangae - S S
~ plateau 100,00 99,03 0.97 . 100,00 75.74 24,26
3.8,1 Bastern Plateau = 100,00 ©97.69 2.31- 100,00 81,80  18.20
3.8.2 Westorn Plateau 100,00 97.51 2.4 100,00 73.94 26,06

4.2.1 Haharashtra Littoral 100,00 96,37 3,67 100,00 38.14 61.86
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Relief and Drainage in Maharashtra'’® & 3

Physical setting : The Maharashtra region, which
entirely rests on a basaltic base at places is technically
disturbed, eroded and burried beneath a mentel of alluviunm,
consists of two major relief divisicns; (1) The Plateau.

a part of Deccan table . land and (ii) Konkan coastal strip
abuting on the Arabian sea (Map 2).

(1) The Plateau - Nearly nine.tenth of the State's
area ebmuts of the plateau Local variations in relief
are caused by Sahyadrian range of mountains.forming the
Western rim of plateau. In contrast to the Sahyadrian chain
of mountains the Satpuras and the Melghats are in the North
of the State. |

There are several other minor hill ranges, just as
in the South of Tapti.Purna basin are the Satmalas & Balaghat
ete. These hill ranges of the lava plateau transverse the
plateau mostly with West.North.West and East.South.East
trend, Forming the water divide between the major rivers
o the plateau, these ranges develop the prominent relief

features on the lava surface,

On the other hand the outefops of granite, limestone

1, C,D,Deshpandey -~ Ggography of Maharashtra; National

2, J,P,Ambannavar - WW;
National Institute of amily Planning, New Delhi, 1975,

3. R, L,84ingh -




and associated rock types have produced irrégular and

craggy hills in the Vidharba hill complex of the plateau.
These typesof hills and sluggish stream hare much in evidence
in Bhandara and Chanderpur districts of the State.

(11) Ihe Konkan coastal lands :- This area stretches
from Damanganga river in the North to thq”(!erekhol river in

the South and in the Arabian sea litteral of Maharashtra

" state, This littoral region lies between the sea and
Sahgadrian hills having the varying width of 45 kms, to
75 kms,

4s has been shown in map No. 2, the prinecipal rivers
that drain =  Maharashtra region are Tapti, Godavari and
Krishna, although, Bhima, Wardha and Wainganga are also the
major rivers of the area. Tapti basin is drained to the
Arabian sea, while the rest of the region is drained to the
Bay of Bengal., Tapti is a major tiver of Maharashtra plateau.
Its major tributary is Purna which drains a part of Vidharba,
Tapti and Purna form broad basin which is quite unlike the
basins of other rivers of the Region. Southern part of the
basins are fertile while northern areas are sandy and more
dissected, Tapti covers almost one-fifth of the area of
the Region. a

Godavari is the other principal river in Maharashtra.
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More than half of the area is covered by Godavari Basin,

It drains the State in the north ., Penganga is its principal
tributary in the wWest and drains the area of Buldhana -
Yfeotmal plateau,

Krishna and its tributaries drain Mgharashtra in the
South, It covers a large arca of the State., (Map 2

A careful analysis of the relief and drainage of the
state thus leads us to distinguish very clearly the three
natural regions, classified further into five sub.natural
divisions within Maharashtra State, as has been shown in
Map No, 3. The following statement showing this classifi.
cation, presents the list of districts falling under each
of the five sub natural divisions of the State:.

3.7 3.7.1
Maharashtra North Maharashtra Tapti.Purna Dhulia,
Valley Jalgaon,
Buldana
Anravatfxi,
Akola.
3.7.2 Nagpur,

Wwardha.Penga- Bhandara,
nga.vWainga. Chande rpur
nga Plateau Yeotmal, nndha.

3.8 3.8,1 Aurangabad

Maharashtra Eastern Parbhani, ﬁnndod

Plateau Plateau Bhir, Os unnbd,
Sholapur,
Sangli,

Kolhapur
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Axva, rureal ern: urban settlerents ~nd rorvlation
by sub=ratural i~ Isions, Maharashtra, 197}

Urban settlements

Rural settlements

L vepresenking Modameshdr= Sheke

Each cimlczis divided
arona five sub-natural
divisions according to
the percentaye its

area, rural and urban
scttlements or population
bears to that of the
State. ‘(ercentace
ficures are also shown.

‘rb Wl atio
Pural Population vitmn Populatien

% Div, 3.7.1 Tepti Purna Valley, Div,3,R,2 Western Flatea
Div, 3,7.2 Pencanca -~ Wainaanga Plateau,

"lateau. .

@Div. Rethn T Tn ‘ I Div.4,.2.1 Vaharashtra Littoral.

Fig- 1
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b ) 3 )

3.8.2 H.“'
wWestern plateau Ahmednagar,
with protruded Poona,

hills Satara.
4.2 | 4.2,1 Thana,
Western Coastal Haharashtra Greater Bombay,
Region Littoral gltl'.n;giri,
OLADA.

*

gubenatural-divisions i1 Physical and Cultural
E 2

Features and settlement pattern
Subs-naturaledivision 3.7.1. Tapti-Purnas valley

The Western part of the valleyis confined between
Satpuras on the North and Ajanta Bills on the South East
vard prolongation of the valley is limited on the East by
amravati Plateau which marks the divide between the two
river systems: the Tapti.Purna on west and Wardha.Wainganga
on the East, This division consists of five districts
namely Dhulia, Jalgaon, Buldhana, Amravati and iAkola covering
18.66 # (57,436.0 sq. km.) of the 3tate's total area
(Table Illjand Fig. 1 ).

A most fertile part of Maharashtra lies in this
division, Amravati plateau in the east bestowed with rich
alluvium soil and heavy rainfall makes the paddy cultivation
possible. Although, underground water in Amravati plateau

* Census Atlas of Maharashtra, 1961 and 1971 Census,
** 4 8 per 1971 Census of India, Maharashtra.
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' and small dams across tho stroams in the western Khandesh
' makes the irrigation convenient, but most of the land in
Jalgaon districts remains unirrigated,

Area is known for the production and oxport of cotton.
Khandesh is called the cottonyard of Maharashtra.‘ East of
the division onjoys a well developed transport network, |
Major trensport ruuts are parallel to the Purna river,
Jalgeon and Bushawal both aré the important trading centres
on central rauwais. Bhulia commands highways detween Bombay
and Delhi, The Town 1S away from central railway and thore
is comparatively & slow pace of damiapmnt here, Northern
1imit of the Division is a traditional zone being largoly
inhabited by Adivasis (Bhils), Forests are the main
ecoﬁomie resource here. Wood cutting and collection of
honey and gum besides, tho primitive type of Agricnltm-e
is the main economie sctivity of the tribdbals.

Fertile land of the division support cultivation and
major settlements iike Dhulias and Jalgeon 10-20 kms, away
from tiver, The fortile crescent has many large villages
‘and seversl towns comnected by roads or located on the Tapti
© valley raflway system os hes been shown in Map Fo, 4.

'The division has a total No. of 7,213 settlements
inhabited by 80,280,967 persons in all covering 16.05% of



AREA KUD POPULATION BY SUBSHATURAL

s Rl

64 \vfa)

Hiv. F7.4.

\ies o Tapki- Puyma Volley

.D"VQ 3'7'2

.-p‘w. 382

Div-4.2.4.

DIVISIons, NMARARANSEHTRA,

Poeuration .

1971

The State and cach
sub-natural division
ia representad by
two circles, o..e for
ares and gne for
popul ation, In both
the cases urban part
is shaded, The gize
of each smallex

-clrcle is based on

the percentay: the
sub-natural division
represents in the
Btate as a whole.



c2

the State's total population and 18,66 per cent of the

total aree of the State. Of the total settlements of this
division 7,160 are rural (covering 20.01 per cent of the
State's rursl settlements and 18,16 péz; cent of the rural
population). 11.33 per cent of the State‘'s urban population
1ive in the 53 urban settloments of this division (table

No. III.1) and Fig .1...) | |

98,72 per cent area of the Division,inhabited by
77.83 per cent of the Division's total population, is
rural (table III.2F;)Host of the rural seottlements i.e.
more than nine tenth of the rural settlements hﬁving three
forth of the totel rural populat fon of the Division are small
‘8ize vﬂiagaa with population belew 2,000, 12,50 per cent
rural population of the Division is concent rated among a very
mu' large villages accounting for 1.47 per cent g€ the total
rural places of the Divis tag?g)i!areavw large villages are
#lso concentrated in the maximum in Jalgaon district followed
by Dhulias and Amaravathi districts. Akola has the least number
of large sized villages (table Fo. 2 in the sppemdix) . .7

Due to the development of cotton textile industries
some large sized andi medium sized centres are ¢oning up ‘
in this division, 82.41 per cent of the total urban popu.
lation of the Division is concentrated among four elsss I,
four class II and twenty two class 1II towns of the Divisicn
while only 17.59 pef cent of the remaining population live in
23 small 81zed towns, as the table No. 3 in the appendix A £ 4)



[

?cvcem*:&%.,e,.himabulig“ of Totar &..._.*—UREL Aeltlemeands omd PckSoM . b\,. Siye Growi>
' - 04 Pobulakion dor Mahavarhbra stabe & Aub-nakwral divs.,

i we of Ae&ievmtv\bs"

i No. of Pexmorm

LO 0
90 - - - _ . _ Villages with popn. £ 500
, ' . : L. 3y 39 31 Boo-999
3] yn 3% joe0~ 1999
59 se 13 Zoeo-4999

1 s? 3 Kooo-990
19 4o000 & above.

Gorg 9

. 23 29

g Se&‘emen}ls.&bobn.gh\&.@q‘cé)- .
on dexizinihan (_\ok%&vv\\a\?@))

Se&\emew{b; am?i P()}:uLQE‘\nV\'

Fig. 3



ﬁavc.en\cm%e distwibubion.

pevcw Aisévibdi ow «f URBAN setlements ovnd }aopm.h\a riye _C,LW o uvban ,!Qobw_} Malbayorhlva & Suli-wabural divs.

1971
W
- " sipeclamer
T - Uyban meA wilh popn. dos000 bo doove -
g - » ” 50 goo~ 999 99
' m’ - L1 I " " w oe - 49 999
8o ¢ : J . } . . 16,600~ 19999 '
= 1] L T n (5'5“’ 9999 -,
el S gr., pTow ey Yreus X o0 !
’0 Jbvv\qM awm)
Ll . © Se%ﬁt‘mem}s & popnr Lo Jomidied @ Jem oo (
Fy

§

Ll

;. i . “ b i%
i1 x

Tt T
rﬁIﬁm Y,jmeiz:n'mgy_’u’

: &H

T,

I T mx £ 0

ahavarkhs W DY 3T Div-39.2. Biv 334, ERNTENSE Biv 4.2
S\::,ta); e *@h*?&wh« \m.mu} P""‘ﬂm‘@ﬁ Mo ucao\wg« Eartern Plalenu. Hesteyin Plabeau: Mdun‘;)\v&ﬁ Littos
I Actlewents .

Sekﬂe.m&w%S and POFM[OJ"\. Oln. B Pobud.;»h’ on

V9. 4

(P9



65

represents., 4 look into the distrietwise distribution

of urban settlements in the division reveals that Buldhana
has no class I town while skola and amaravati * has one each
but there 18 no class II town in these districts, Dhulia
has only four town with pﬁpmat ion above 20,000, one each
in class 1 & II and two towns in elass III, Maximum number
of u:;ban settlemnt# of the Division are covered by Jalgaon
district followed by Amaravati’ district ss the table 3 in
the appendix sho‘wﬁ‘. |

;9._. #¥1}

This division covers Nagpur-Wgrdha plain on the west
and the forest covered Waingsnga valley on the South.oast
of the Btate, It comprises of vﬁve distriets viz, Nagpur,
Bhanaara, Yeotmal, Wardha and chmﬂéﬁpur. Wainganga flows
through Bhandars and Ghanﬂer,pur districts, Wardha's drainage

1ies in the western part of Hagpur district while central
and castern parts of Nagpur belong to Wainganga drainasge.

Wardha joins Wainganga in Chenderpus district while Penganga
* joins Wardhs in Yootmal district es the Map No, 3 shovs,

Heavy rainfall is the main climatic characteristic
of the Division, This division is covered by many kinds
‘'of forests but Chanderpur distriect eontains s remarkable
proportion (80.2 per cent) of its area under forests,

.Rice 13 grovn mostly along the terraced flenks of
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the river basins in the division, except in Chanderpur

and Bhandara disticts. These two districts have an intensive
cultivation of non-edible oilseeds viz, linsced. Cotton

is grown extensively in Nagpur, wardha and ieotmal distriots
* of the division, Textile industry has'prmidoa base to
Nagpur city, around which the /secondary and fertiary indus.
tries have grown, -

This division has major deposits of important minerals
also.(oal deposits of the State are confined to Nagpur,
“handerpur end Yootmal districts. Manganese is found in
Nagpur and Bhandara districts, Important iron ores are
located in Chanderpur and Bhandara while lime stone occures
in Yeotmal and chan&arﬁur districts, |

, Division has a good network of railways except in
Chanderpur district, Bame i3 the position with regard to
l’ﬂmm (ﬁap No. 4)0

SBatflensnt pattern ¢+ 7This region wovers 21,12 per cent of
the States total area; 99,03 per cent of which is rural
and only 0.97 per cent of th‘abwuion's area is urban,
~_Out of 8,613 settlements.inhabited dy 7,37},644 persons
(14,62 per cent of the State's total population), 8,574
éettleménts {(covering 23,96 per cent of the State’s:.z;urgl'
sottloments and 16,09 per cent of the rural population

of the State) are rural and only 39 settlements (covering
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11.38 per cent of the State's urban population)are the

arban ceexgtras the Division, Dus to the rugged topography

of the .'Div_isian, most of the rural settleménts are small
scattered hamlets. Chenderpur district of the division

has the largest number of rural settlements of the State.
66,62 per cent of the District's rural settlements are small
size villages with population less than 500. Large size rursl
settlements are very few in this division, most of which

are coace;ztxate& again, in Chenderpur district of the State
(Table 2 in the appendix). | |

&lthough lot of mineral deposits are found in this
 pegion but there is very little industrial development,
most probably dus to 1aék of exploitation of these natural.
resources, Consequently there are a fow (33) urban settlea
ments out of which 13 are concentrated in Nagpur distriet.
itself which,comparatively, is the most developed district
of the Divisjion. In all the districts of the divdsion,

urban population is, genorally, concentrated among the towns
having population more than 20,000 i.e. olass I, II or III
tovns (table 3 in the appendix). )

Eastern Flategu i.e, Eastern part of the Central
Plateau region of the state covers eight districts of
Maharashtra namely, Aurangabad, Parbhani, Sangli, Nanded
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Osmanabad, Bhir, Sholapur and Kolhapur, At the Southern foot
of 4janta hills there are strategic towns like J alna,
Aurangabed, Dsulstebed end Khuldabdd. Low rainfall 1imits
the agricultural productivity Ln the Division except for
: '_f:m intensive cultivation of paddy in Rolhapur distriot
dus %o semo what heavy rainfsll bere. Gangapur is the only
irrigation project in the Bx:vis ion. Aurangabad, Parbhani,
Bnir and Osmenabad are the wheat growing arees lying in
Godavari valley. Cotton is grown moderately almost in all
the districts though, mainly confined to Parbhani, Handed
- and Aurangabad districts, Lstur 1s the important cotton

. centre and focus of transport and trafe. Kolhapur and
i‘a;angn are the important tobacco .pra&m&ng distriet:s, This
division 18 also an important cane mwingbma in the upper
Godavari valley. Sugancans factories have developed by the
side of csne-fie1ds, Oflseeds sre grown almost in ell
districts of the division but grounf.nut growing is concen.
trated in Osmanabad, The area falling in Mghadeo hill
region is rocky am is short of water,

Mineral deposits are not found in this division
exespt Bauxite in Rolhapur and s,m'lmatom in Sangl i
district, '

Jal gaon. Aurangabad. Ahmednagar 18 a traditional route
betweon Tapti and Godavari valleys, Transport is not well
developed in all districts except Kolhapur with regm to
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rallvays and Kolhapur, Sangli and Sholapur with respect
to roadways as tho ¥ap No, 4 shows,

Settiaments 08 torn: Settlements in this division have,
genorally, followed the water courses and are located on
the terraces at a safe distance from flood water, covoring
31,25 per cont (96,168,0 knd), of the Btata's totol area.
Like the area eevez-agé, the Division consiste the maximum

. of ths 8%9&&'5 total and rursgl settements and population

as well. The table Ho, Izicf\/?isclasaa the same, 81,80
per cent inhabitants of Division are distributed among .
‘9,680 rural settlemsnts pertaining to different size groups
of the population(r:da good number of large size rural settle.
~ ments comes under this division. But this fe true only for
Rolhapur, Sholapur and Sangli districts (Table 2 in ths
appendix) where the agro-industries are developmg; Rest
of the five distriets of Eastern plateau appear to be poorly
resourced districts having a concentration of small sized
rural settlements, '

This division has only 18,20 per cent {(minimum
propurt ion br urban populat ion among all thefive sub.natursl
division) of the population living in 81 towns (covering
28,03 per ceont of the State's urban settlements) of the |
division, In comparison to other divisions, Eastern plateau
has much lower percent agé of its urban population concens.
trated in large size urdan centres. On the contrary,
among sll the divisions, tho maximum percentage of the
Division's urban populetion, concentrated in small sized
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towns of class IV, V & VI s found in Eastern plateau 4
divis iong A)A large number of urban settiements {9 out of
12 towns), inhabited by more than 50 per cent of the
urban population of the district, falls in the category of
small sized towns in Parbhani distriet followdd by
ﬁsﬁm&aﬁ, Nanded, Bhir snd Aurangabad districts of the
Division (Table 3 in the sppendix)., Host probdably, a poor
Mnst;rm development, msy be due to the poor natural
resources of the divis ion, have resteicted the development
asf‘ large siged nrbm contres in most of the distriets of
the division. Some of the small and medium sized urban
cantres aro the strateglc citiss of histcriaal significance,
Some of these are also the centres for the fmportant

agro.based industries,

~ This division compriscd of four districts Rasik,
Ahmedringar, Poona and Satara lying et the foot of Sahyedrian
‘range which slopes gently eastward along the Mgharsshtra
plateau and forms en almest continuous range in its North.
South epurse oxcept for a few gaps. The BatmaleeAjanta
chain runs geress Nasik and marks off the Tapti.Purna velley
from the Godavari basin, The Bhim Shanker & Balghet rango
formas the wateorshnd between the Godavari and the Bhime, The
Keishna besin strotohes to the south.wost of the Hshalev
hills, Thus this division lies batween the major river
basins of the State a3 the Map No, 2 shows,



€9

Low rainfall limits the agricultural produstivity
hepre, but duwe to the avallability of large scale irrigo.
tig;nal facilities, the cultivation of sugarcane is mostly
goncentratod in this division. Ashmednagar 13 the most
important cano.producing area. Bugar Fectories have grown
by the side of the cane.fislds, integarsting the agro.
industrial econony and evolving in the process of an
sgro-industrial landscaps, Some large sSized villages,
such as Igatpari and Goti, funetion as the centres of paddy
trade with o fow rice mills, '

The Thal Chat and Bore Ghat are the major passes
through which communicatisn 11 between the plateau and the
Konken coast land, The Nasik.Sombay route uses the Thel
Ghat while trafile from south proceeds through Poona o
Bombay through Bor Ghat, Other Ghats are also there,

Overall transport netwerk is not well developed
in the Division, Although from the view point of surfacod
rosds, the aress are not auch ineccessible but es far os
rallways are concerned, meny areas are the highly inacqes.
ssible in all the four districts, Poons-Banglore and Bombaye
Bangalove metre gauge passes through the reglon linking
the tovns and the large sized villages (Mop Fo. 4).

Sgttienont natternt A nunber of 5,625 settlements covering
18,93 per cont and 19,09 per cent of the State's populstion
and ares respectively,fell in western plstesu division of the
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state, Out of the Division's tatél settlements, 5,683 are
the rural settlements sharing 15,55 per cent of the state's
rural gsettlements and covering 20,34 per cent of the state's
rural pgpnlétinn. Urban settlements are 62 in number' dove.
ring 15.83 per cent of state's urban popula-tion, (Table No.
1IL.2 & 1IX.2pmd Fig 1325

The table No., 1II,2 reveals that 97,51 per cent
of the total area inhabited by 73,94 per cent of the
-Division's populauﬁn is rural. In comparison to other
division’s large size rursl settlements are found more
commonly in this division specially in Poona and Ahmednagar
districts (Table No, 2 in the appendix), The rural land.
scape in these pockets is radi&any transformed due to agrow
"indugtrial activities-a tempo that comtinuess from fiolds
‘to factories. 18.50 per cent (highest smong all the division)
of the total rural vpopulatiﬁn of the division live in large
size villages (Table 2 in the appendix).

62 urban settlements of the western plateau division
cover 2,49 per cent 'of the total area and 26.'96 per cent
(highest, after Maharashtra littoral “division 4.,2.1,
among all the divisions) of the total population of the

.2),d4vision./ B5.82 per ceant of the total urban popwlatien
1ive in (25 large sized towns while the rest of the 37
small towns are inhabited by only 14,18 per cént of the
urben population of the Division (Table 3 in the appendixfFig4).
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Some 014 and mediovel towns in this division have veadily

'/ poaponded to tho modern changes and are fast developing Anto

" 20tn century townn vish adl their modern thoroughfares ond

- Andustrial xm&maym The settlement cluster in Poono ove
theds mnmmm %0 the high industrasiioctdon of the arose

thoe mﬁ.ﬁi Kﬁ&a on tho west and 8&@9&*& rango m f;ha aagt and
gtrotches from north to souths The roglon is called Hahsroshira
1dttoral, . : |

and extrems inmddity morks

Sto cldmato. Ita vivers (Dmsanganga, Vaitarno, Ulhag, the Yausa,
- the Savitrd and Vasiohéd ete) flow transvereclys Tepertent crooks
ke Dharantary Rajpurs, Dabhol, Juiged, Vijayaturg and Torekthol
mmmﬁm u@mﬁaﬁﬁtﬁa mam&mﬁwh&tﬁm

‘ BmwgaMamammmﬁ. 8alt 4w mmﬁ
from brine by evaporation along the gea coagts ' Cone
tmﬁfmamammmwwmwgmm Thee
area 1s naturally handicupped in agricultures There is no
ultdvation of ridh erops oxcept Anterin miliot cropsi
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Of course rice is the important crop all along coastline
fiom Ratnagiri to Thana district because of heavy rainfall
in this area., Fishing and mining is the major cconomic
activity of the coastal "tmms and villsges,

From the view péint of surfaced roads, generally,
the aress are acaessmle but railways net vork presents
an interesting picture, Areas are highly inaccessible through
railvays in .Kolaba and Ratnagiri ﬁiﬂrlcts (including
district headqustters) while in Greater Bombay district
the position 1is 1%1‘.{‘;&%&&, In Thana district the position
is tolerably good (Map Fo, 4)

Settlement pattern : Best of the ares, smallest in
cgmpa:ﬁaon to other four division i.e. the remaining 9.88 per
cent of the total area of the State, having 4,855 settlements,
is covered by Haharashtra littoral division., Out of the total
settlements, 4,801 are the rural settlements being 13,42 per
cent of the State's rurel settlements covering 12.65 per
cent of the rural population of the State, Urban Settlements
are 54 in number. These are 18,69 per cent of the state's
urban settloments having maximum (45,30 per cent) of the
states urban population{vig L .

This 1s the most urbanised part of the state, In
contrast to other divisions, most of the populstion of this
division is urban i.e, 61.86 per cent of the total populae
tionfis urban while a smaller proportion (38,14 per cent)(F3-2)
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. of population is rural. But district-wise analysis of
setticnments pattern of the Division shows that the distri.
bution of urbsn population between the four distfiets of
of the Division is qnite‘unavea. Greater Bombay diztrict
of the Division 1s fully urbanised while rest of dietricts,
- except thana,'are highly rurgl, BSmall sized scattered |
. villages and swall sized urban settlements witn high concene
tration in the: cosztal line is the main settlement.
~ characteristic of this division@wpi3nall sized urban settle-
ments are 42 in number having only 5.38 per cent of iivision's
urban population'while 94,682 per ceut of the urban populs.
tion live. in only among i2 biz and mediunm sized towns of
[&?@A) the Division (2able 3 in the appending About 84 per cent
| of thetbzvision-urban population is covered by a aingle
urban unit ;,e.var&azer Bonbay-the ¢ity district of'the
State. Impact of rapid industrialisation and urbsn d1ffu.
'smnmtmsmmnaismnmmamiwpummwrlms
basin is influanoed by the metropoliton ¢ity and 15 grﬁving
rapidly due to its favourable geographical locatien. Urban
andvsnbgﬁrban settlements in the Division are goperally,
located along the rallway line as the Hap Neo. A vshgus.

ﬁm ;

In sbart ve can say that in term of relief and
drainage Msharashtra state can b divided into five sub.
natural divisions. BEach of these divisions shovs tho
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- distinctive socio-econonic and geographical charactoristics
in "respect of transport nétwork, irrigstion resources,
_ éllmaﬁ:&c conditions, type of soil and avdnabﬂity of
| ','_""Mneral resources ete, Accordingly the eéﬁpping pattern
and level of industrial ‘dgvelapment also varies from divi.
sion to division, Heterogeneity in relation to physical
setting, and economio Qeveldpmnt potent 1alit fes togatpei'-
vith historical factors of economic growth resulted in a
bighly imbalanced distribution of settlements between the
‘#ive submnatural divisions of the state (Teable No. IIL.1
\- 182) and II1.2). For example; a higher proportion of di.v.iaiﬁn"a
urban settlements belong to small sized urbsn centres in
Mgharashtrs 1ittoral division (4.2.1) most probably due
to the concentration of industries and urban diffusion in
a few big and large sizod urban centres in the division,
On the other hand a higher mo. of small sized towns is
found in Eastern plsteau most probabdly hcéau#e urban
centres are not growing st a faster rate due to poor
industrialisation in the division., In contrast to the
" grovwth patt‘ern of urban settlements, the large sized rural
settlomohts are -emerging at a faster rate in Eastern plateau
and western plateau redions of the state because of the
developnent of agroe-industries in these areas. Large
sized villages in Tapti.Purna valley are supported by the
fortile crescent of the division. Small sized seaeéemc
villages in the common feature of settlement. pattern in
the Maharashtra 1ittoral and Vidharabha region (division
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3.7.2)y may be dug to the poor cu—lﬁvatim, rugged topoérn.-.
phy and poor transport tetwork specilally in Ratnagiri and
Kolaba districts of Maharsshtra littoral and in almost

all the districts, oxcept ﬁagpur district of Vidharva
region, ( Fig- 3 AA).

| District.wise distribution of rural and urben settle.
ments within oach division also varies mainly, in response
to the cropping pattern, state ﬁt‘ industr_s,alis_at&m and
transport network of the district, For example, in compae

- rison to other dlistr.zet;s, Greater Bombay ‘and Thana districts
of Mgharashtra littoral, Poona district of Western Plateau,
Sholapur district in Eastem pléte‘an, Hagpur distriet in
Penganga-Wainganga plateau i.e. Vidharba division and
Amravati in Tapti.Purana valley are more industrialized

and urbanised districts showing a settiemntﬁ: pattern
different from other districts of the divisions. Map No,#
snpporﬁing the above méhtioned discussion shows the Quh-'
natural division.wise and distriot.wise location lecation-
‘o2 all the urban settlements and large sized villages by
transport pattém in xﬁhéraahtra. (It was not pasez.bla

to shov also the location of 35211 small si.aaé rural. sottlew
ments in this map) .



CHAPTERA IV
rm-mz.cmsu IFICATION VERSUS TWo.WAY.
CL2SS IFICATION oOF SETTLEMENTS IN MAHARASHIRA

In the present chapter, an attempt has boen mede to
reclassify the enti& number of census settlements (classified
into two eatégoﬂes vizy rural and urban) mté three categories
namely rural, semi.urban and urban categories of settlements
in Maharashtra state. 4s haﬁ boen mentioned earlier, under

‘the plan of this study the excercise of three.way.classifi-
cation 16 based mainly, on the sizs of population eriterian.
According to this oriterian all the small sized towns with
population below 20,000 and larged villages with pppulation
5,‘000 and above are to be categorised a3 semi.urban while
large sized urban contres with population 20,000 and above
will bo ireated as urban at one extreme and small sized
villages with population less than 5,000 will bo treated

as ‘'rural’ at the other extreme., It has also boen mentioned
esarlier that the excercise of three.way.~clafsification is
 to be carried out at sub.natursl division lovel and for two
time points : 1961 and 1971 Census of India in Maharashtra.
Themtgm, with respect to the question : Hov many and
which otthc settlemonts can be classified ss somi.urban
out of the census rural and urban types of settlements,

A
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on the cve of 1961 and 1971 census in Kaharashra

and in its sub.natural 4ivisions, one may look into the
distribution of census rural and urban settlements in their
respoctive size groups of population. For this purpose,
two main tables, one showing the distribution of total
number of rural settlements and population according to
the respective size groups of rural populstion and the
other showing the distribution of all the consus urban
settlements and population among the six sige classes of
urban population, have been prepared for Maharasshbtra

state at sub.narural.division level &aad for 1981 as well
as for 1971 census (Appendix 2 & 3 respectively) with the
help of these tables the reclassification of census settles
ments into rural, semi.urban and urban has been carried
out in the following mahner:

Under three ticr system of clsssifications
(1) Rural settlements = Total Rural settlements.
‘ ' large sized villages.

{11) Urdan settlements = Total urban settleoments.
) amall sized towns,

{111) Semi.urban settlements = Large sized villages +
small sized towns,

let us now see that how many of the census rural and census

urban settlements have shifted to the third category (semi.

urban) of settlements in Maharashtra state and in fts five
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sub.natural divisions in 1961 and in 1971 census,

There were 35,851 inhabited rural settlements in

the state at the time of 1961 consus., It appears from the
table 2 in the appendix that only 0.93 per cent (334 villages)
of the total villages with 8.32 per cent of the total rural
population of the state can be classified as semi.urban

vhile rest of the villa es with 91,68 per cent of the

rural population of the state are the small sized villoges

and come under the rural category of settlements accordiyg

to our oriterian of three tior system of classiriea-tién. (g3,

Mpharashbpre 1971: Appendix ?..Xalsa pravmes the
data relating to totsl rural population and total no, of
rural settlements and their distribution emong the respec.
tive aize groups of rural populstion for 1071 consus. |
At first insteonce one ohserves that in 1971 census, the no.
of total villages has declined * by 23 in comparison to

- - » y - - - T O A O A O U D G U OO O R G ek S S A S

The decrease in thi_a number of villages over the decade may
be due to (1) depopulation of some villages, specially the
forest villages, - '

{41) Some of the villages were amalgamated with tho adjacent

villages.

(111)Some villagos were fully converted into urban and {iv) some

villages have been submerged completely in the new irrigation
project ete. ' .
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thet in 1961. Ancther important aspect of this table is
the increase of large sized villages in 1971 against the
same in 1961; In 1971 the no, of large sized villages
becomes as high es 567 es against 334 villages in 1961.
But still like 1061, most of the villages, having about
87 per cent of the total rursl population fall under the
category of small sized rursl settlements (with population
below 5,000), Therefore, only 1.59 per cont of the total
villages having 12.25 per cent of the rural population
could bo classified here as semi.urban while rest of the
98,41 per sent census villages have boen treated here as
frural ! ¢ chs..a)« .

The tvam 2 further (4in the appendix) presents the
distridbution of all the rural arcas and population of the
state among its five sub.natural divisions end 26 districts,
The percentage distridution of rural gettlements and popu.
‘lation among the difforent size groups of rural population
within each sub.natural division 18 also shown in the same
table, It is ohserved that following the state’s pattern
a very small number of villages and persons can be classi.
fi0d a3 semi.urban and the bulk of the villajes remain as
'rural' within each sub.natural division at both the time
points s 1961 & 1971 census. ( & ja7( , Fi9-3)



Q0

sharashtrs,. 1961; The table no. 3 !.a !she appendix

shows tmt in the 1961 census of India, Mahamsh:tra state

had a totsl of 266 urban sottlemonts distributed among the six

_éim groups of urban population. If we separate out the

ciess IV, V & VI towns tor"alassifymg them a8 'semi.urbant.
88 per our eriterion, we £ind that 192 settlements with

'17.3‘5 per ¢ent of the total urban population of the state

belong to ?h@ isemi.urban' c,atagm-y while rest of the 74

settlements (distributed in class I, II & III) with 82,66

per cent aﬁr‘thp total urbden population remdin as Yurbint

sﬂtz.emanm.‘{ﬂ.? [T S |

_ ; gtate, 1971: There is an increase of
23 tom during !';ha sixt ios rais mg the nmbar of urbsh
dentres rmm 266 in 1961 to 289 on the L., of 1971
census 4in Msharashtra state, Of thess 182 settlements
have ';mpu},.at nm ‘below 23,000 {covering 12.47 per cent e}t
thg_;étateg urban papuiatim} which can be classified here
a5 semi.urban, The remaining 107 are the large sissd
' ur‘;:’a;iféemm (covering 87.53 per cent of the state's urban
_y,péipulation} 'an'd e'an be classified a8 ‘urban’ o8 per our
criterion, (m@ 6 5 Fig. 5 D Cim may note hsre that in
A_lﬂ?l, the number of urben mttlemenm, belonging tu classz
£, Il & II1I, shows an !mmm;g of 33 towns ia comparison to
their number in 1961, Against this pattern, the smell -



TABLE Ho, IV

-4

Distribution of settlemsents and population among Rural and urban slasses under tvo.way.classification and
smorig Hural, Semi.urdsn (Smell size tovn + large size villages) and urban classes under three-way.
" classificetion for Mgharashtra State at sud.natural division level for 1961 and 1971,

P

) . » Q
* Distribution of settlements

Distribution of settlerents and population

State/3ube Year Total number of  and population under two. under three.way-classification
aatural , - way.classification i,
division Settla. Persons o .
EUR TRBAN RURAL SEMI URBM N
nents URAL : . - URBAN
. Settle. Popula~ Sett-. Popula. Sett. Populs. Total Semiurban SemL.urbar e :
ments tion leme- tion leme. tion villazes ¢ owns Sett. Popula.
nts nts Sett. Popula. Sett- Popu. Sett. Popu. izlxggk tion
s leme. tion lemn. lati. leme. lation
- nts nts on - nts .
T ¢ &) & [£)) © (&) 5 ) . (>N € ) R €1 M U 5] (IR () Y <L ) DR
MAHARASHTRA 1961 36117 39553718 35851 28391157 266 11162561 35517 26023505 5256 4248235 334 2362552 192 1936284 74 .
(100.00) 71.78) (28.22) © (85,80) (11.00) _ R A
1971 36067 50412235 35778 34701024 289 15711211 35211 30469136 749 6189464 5¢7 4231888 182 1957576 107 | ancasas
{100,00) (68.83) (31.17) (80.44) (12.28) - o (27.28) o
Sub.natural. 1961 7189 6598115 7137 5724573 52 1373542 7073 4760431 96 876941 64 464142 32 412799 20  goio4a -
. divisien (100.00) N & 1) N {20.82) (72.15) (13.29) 4.5%)
sl 3:5"1‘1- 1971 7213 8090967 7160 6301245 53 1789722 7055 5513439 128 1102632 105 787756 23 314876 30 1 binas
na ey (100.00) (77.88) (22.12) (68.14) (13.63) S (18.23)
3,7.2 Pengenga 1961 8531 5751910 B495 4443719 36 1308191 8472 4272451 46 393353 23 154268 23 233085 13 1069106
-Wainganze {100.00) (77.29) (22,74) (74.57) (6.84) - (18.59)
plateau 1971 8613 7371644 8574 5523623 39 1772021 8529 5269099 67 562563 45 314524 22 248039 17 1539932
(100.00) $75,74) . (2e.26) (71.43) (7.63) (20,89)
3.8.1 Eastern 1961 9778 10984701 9658 9170426 1814275 9588 8413762 174 1365654 110 756664 64 608990 18 1205285
plateau (100-00) {95. 48) (16.52) (76960) (120 43) ) ) * (1009?) .
' 1971 9761 13200056 93530 11370688 81 2520368 9482 9909317 256 2120310 198 1461371 58 658939 23 1870429
100.00) {81.80) (18.20) . (7.29) (15.25) . (13.45)
3.8.2 Westorn 1961 §680 7628700 5828 5767570 55 17€0530 5520 4984586 143 1172704 108 732984 35 . 389720 17 1370010
platesu (100.00) (76.61) (23,39) (65,21) (15.53) (18.21)
1971 5625 9543743 5563 7055740 62 2487003 5337 5751131 203 1558238 166 1305609 37 352659 25 2134344
(100.00) (73.94) {26,06) . © {60,26) {17.38) C (%g.aa
4,2,1 Makbarash.1961 4933 8630792 4993 3734969 46 4005323 4864 3580275 67 SUox3H4 o9 Bp4504 43 335600 28
f;:t ral ' (100.00) (43.55) (56,48} (41.20) (6.22) ?230253:)”
[} .
1971 4855 11505825 4801 4333728 7117097 4748 4026100 95 745591 53  3628%8 4T 3R3083 12 6
(100.00; {38.14) (61,86) (34,99) (6.48) c (gg‘gg
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sized towns have mgisterfed a cecline of 10 towns during
the sams period, | Bimilarly the size of population has
shown a mmarkabj.o inercase in case of large sized urban
centres and a trend of Gecline in population of small urban
contres hes been noticed in 1971 ss eompared to that in
1961 a8 the table 3 in the append iz shows,

Similar to state's pattern, it 1s observed thaﬁh
each of the five sub.natural divis:.enls have enjoyed sn
increase in the number of settlements and m“*apértim of
population of olass I, II and III towns in 1971 as compae
red to enat. in 1961 whhe a trend of declme in the same

regpect has been omsermd for the small sized towns, The
number of urban settlements (large sized urban centres)
and semi.urban towns (small sized towns) alongwith their
population for each sub.natural division in 1961 and 1971,

have bsen shown _.against the name of each sub.nastural
division in table No., 3 in the sppendiX.od Tuq 4.

The table Ko, IV.1 summarises the distribution of
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settlements and poéulatian in rural, somi.urban and urbdan
categories of settlements under three tier system of classi.
fication of settlements versus the census elasauieatian

of settlements in Magharashtra state at sub.natural-divis ion
level for 1961 & 1071 census, |

The table shows that under trichotomous class Mieét ion,
-the number of rural settlements declines to 35,517 covering
65,80 per cent of state's population as rural vs, a number of
35,851 rural gettlemonts covaring 71.78 por cent of the
state's population as mral according to census classi.
fication of a&ttlomnts in 1961, The corréspondl.ng tigures
in 1971 are 35,211 settlements covering 60,44 per ¢ont of
the state's population {as rural) sgainst 35,778 settlements
baving 68.83 per cont population as rural under consus
classitieauon. This is 36 bocause 334 large sized vulages
covering 8.32 per cont of the state’s census rursal popu.
latdion in 1961 and 567 large sized villages covering 12,25
per cent of the state's census rural population in 1971
have shifted tv the semi.urban category under three«way.
classification of settlements.(Flq.5) |

In case of consus urban settlements 72,18 per eent
1.@. 192 settlements out of a total of 266 census urban
settlements in 1961 and 62.98 per cent i,e, 182 out of
289 census urban seﬁtlen;axits in 1971 have shifted to the
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semi-urban category under threoe.way-classification of
sottlements, Hence tho number of urban settlements under
thrae.waywlassiﬂeatim reduces to 74 covering 23,20 per
cent of states population as m-bazi against thore nunber as
266. Covering 28.22 per cent of state's population as
urban under two.way.classifiecation in 1961, In 1971 the
correapondmg‘ figures are 107 settlements covering 27,28
per cent population versus 280 settlemants covering 31.17
per cent population of the state as urban under three-
way-clessification and under census clessification of
settlements respectively. (Figq5) |

Finally, as a result of reclassificetion of large
sized villages and small sized towns into'sepl.urbdban'
category, the number of semi.urban settloments in 196i
consus, becomes 526 (334 large sized villages '+ 192 small
sized towns) covering 11,00 per cent of stgte's populae
tion as 'semi.urban' whereas in 1971 this number becomes
749 settlements (567 large sized villafes + 182 small
sized ti;wm), .ecovering 12.28 per cent of state's population

a8 seni.urban,

Table Ho. IV.1 further shows the sube.naturaledivision.
wise distribution of settlements along with their population
into rural semi.urban and urban categories Vs, their
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distridbution into rural and urban categories under Gensus
eclassification in Maharsshtra for 1961 and 1971 census,

It 1s observed from the table that mamimum no., of the
semi.urdan settlemsnts of the state is found in the Eastern
platean division (division 3,8.1) followed by western
plateau division because large sized rursl settloments

" are found in maximum in these two divisions. 43 hes ‘heenl
‘diseussed earlier the most probable reason for this pattern
of settlement in esstern and vestern plateau may bde tho
faster development of agro-industiies resulting in coming.
up. of large sized rural settlements at a speedy rate, in
soms districts of these divisions, In addition, small
sigzed towns are also existing s.nnaximun in Eastern plateau
most probebly due to the poor industrislisation, the urban
centres are not deveioping much in this division,

The smallest propertion of large villafes is found
in Pengenge.¥ainganga plateau {(division 3.7.2) followved
by Maharashtra littoral (division 4.2.1). In these two
regions, most of the villages are small sized scattered
hamlets, may be mainly due to the reason that the poor
cultivation and the rugged topography of the divisions
. do not support the large sized rural sezttlemem:a; iIn
conparison to these regions the fertile parts of land in |
Tapt iPurhbs.valley support the large sized villages in the
division (a.'-jz.l)..,‘ In short the largest no. of seni.urban
settleménts of Maharashtra lies in Eastern and Western
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plateau divisions of the state. Between all the divisions
the population living in the semi-urban aress of tho divie
sion in highest in ﬁastsm plateau (17,38 per cent in 1971)
folloved by Eastern Plateau (15.256 per cont 4in 1971) and .
Tapt i-Purna.valley (13.63 per cent) divisions, Minimum
ne. Qf semi.urban settlements is found in Vidharba region
(&iﬂiﬁian’ 8.7.2) of the state while in terns of 'semi- _
urban' population, Maharashtra littoral is in the bottom
(Pig. 3 >4)

While map No, 5 and C show the location of all the
urban settlements (class<wise) and large s1zed villages
by transport pattern in the ai:atn in 1961 and in 1971
respectively, map no. 758 shows the sub.natural-divis ion.
wise location of all the semi.urban settlements only,in1961
and 1971 mspactivély. Lgcation of rural settlenment, i.o,
t‘imall sizad villages could not be shown in any map due to
a hugze -amount (35,861 in 1961 & 35,778 in 1971) of smell
s—izé&/ villagea in t_tm state, |



CHEAPTE Ra ¥

| In the '-previom Chapter we have metzlassifiea tﬁe
census rural and urban settlements of Maharashtra iito three
categories vigz. rural, ﬁmi—»wban and urban. To confirn the
velidity of trichotomous classification aoverithe dichot‘umns,
classificotion, ite may look s;ntow};ocimconame and demagm-
phic implications of throe-wag-classification in the following
two vays tw |
I, Whether the two types of olassification of settliements
viz. (1) rural and urban and (11) rural, semi-urban and
urban show w variations between them with regard to theil
socio~economic and demsgraphic characteristics, |

13, Whother the semi.urban set of settlements shows any
distinet soclio.cconomicldenmographic characteristics in ‘
comparison to that of rursl and urben set of settloments
undor threc.way-classificstion,

5.1  Selection of variasblas ¢

As has been mentioned éarlier, the differentials in

relation to socioc.ecénomic and demngraphic characteristics
87
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botween the 4ifferent types of settlemtns have been studied
in terms of the following variables;

1. Growth rate of population |

2, Density of population pcr'a_q. km of area

3. Sex ratio )

4, Literacy

8. Occupational structure of population,

It may also be mentioned here that the selection of
these veariables is not ardbitrary., Throughput the World,
these variables are regardod as the very important and dbasie
- Andicators to agssess the differentisls 1n mlaﬂau to socio.
economic and dsmogtaphze characteristics between the rural
and 'afban type of settlementa, This has become a conmon
experience now that the vaiues of the said varisbles vary
considerably from one place to another depending upon the
degree of urbdbanisation. Specislly in s developing countey
1ike India, all It-hesa variasble have always :shaun»the contrasSe
ting values botween the rursl and urban Settlements. Hot
only that but the inter.urban and inter-rural {of various
sigzn.classon of population) defferences (in rospect to the
above mentioned variables) are also found to be quite
pmnonmsd in Ind iu.

Therefore, Orowth Rate, Density, Sex ratio, Literacy
and occupational structure of population have beon considered

4 h@ouqﬁﬂﬁa&nm--ﬁ‘#uhh“&-'ﬁ‘bbﬁﬁﬂﬂ

+ A3 the tablo Ko, 1.1 of Chaptor I, shows in case of
Maharashtra State,
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here as the important variables to study the soclo.economic
and demographic mplicgt fons of three.vay.clessifieation
of settliemants in Mgharsshtra, Each of the five variables
have been studied in the following sections. Hypothesis in
relation to each variable 18 diseussed in the concerned

sections, ‘

'5.1.1 Growth of populstion s

Growth of populstion hes been studied here in terms
of 'percentage decasdal growth rates'. The two time points
for the same are 1961 & 1971 census.

the growth of p'opﬁlat ion in a territory d.epands upon
vu&owmtaatom but the degree of urbanisatisn in terzs of
industriglisation play a significant role in this respect,
initially by attracting the maso immigration in search of
Job opportunities and aftervards by pravmmg a broader base
- ‘of population in terms of absolute pumber for thef natural
growth, This is a common fact now that the rate of populas
tion growth is slower in the settlements, based on agricule
tural economy vhile 1t 1s higixer in those places which are
industrialised. Therefore, the hypothesis in relation to
populat fon growth with reference to 'thmawafaelass 1fication
is fromod as given below:

(1) Under the three.way.classification; Rural-set of.sellte.
ments have lasser rate of population growth against the rural
set of settloments m&er twa-ww.alassiﬁntim;

mml ion Growth in & given © mmaawmma mmcmo-
M&ﬁxmf&eam m&géﬂ,gmtggm The first oo agg the natural

sloments of population chenue playing the positive and matif?
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(41) Urban set of sottlemonts show a higher population
grovth rats in comparison to tho urban set of settloments
under«tvo.classificationy

{(411) Between the three types of settloments geouth rate
of pspﬁlaticn'ﬂm be highest for urban settloments and ‘
lowest for rural set of settlements while for the semi.urben
sot of settlements it should be higher then the rural arcas
and lower than the urben set of settlemonts 1.0, Some whet |
in betwsen of tho two éﬂur-ai and ﬂix-bsm |

\

XEN
To toat the bypothasis e may look into th& fsuﬂwing g »\
table {¥o, V.,ll presenting the porcontage decazdal growth of o
population of Hahareshtra at sub.natural division level for

the two sets of classificetion of sottlements;

Table V.1 |
The :pemntage decadal growth of population duriug e
' 1961.-1971 for tho aettlemms elassified M@r two.way‘cleasi-
fication and thrae_nachlmaxﬂeaum system for- naharmhtn
at aub»natutal division level.

+40,75 +21.87 427,18 +42,09
3.7,1 ?apti.mma . . L o
. valley | 420,61 #3040 *20;% *25,13 - +30,63
| 3,7.2 Pengange. = R | L
. Wailnganga ) -
Plﬁ“&“ - - *M;ﬁs o 4‘25 9—‘“ *"9;7’6 ‘5‘35.68

functic espactively. Moration, with A*‘af:zx:tive neture 015 '
pmiuﬂm madjm Bt , piaga a amial role Ap ﬂ*u mgzml anﬂ

ﬁmmt of mimwmm:: aha:sga m & gWeﬁ tm&tm;




S

S Y- MV S S -}
Plateau #25,53  +38.01 $23,90 37,33 +39,42
3.8,2 Western - . | | |
Plateau $22. 356 +41.,26 » #21,94 429442 "‘499‘06‘
4.2,1 Maharsahtra o | o
- Littﬁ!’ﬁl +16.,18 7 "%54&07 ‘ “15;96 "‘13@99 +58,98

- Population growth in the rural and urban sets of
scttlements under thive.way.classification Vs tvo.waymclassi.
fication of sottlemonts,

(1) RuRaL: (&) Hithin,
Growth of rural anlauzsn under thm»way-clasaiﬂcatlon
1s slower (+21.87 per eent) thon the two.vay.clafsification
{+22,22 por cont) as per our hypothesis, Howover the obsorved
differences aie very small, The bssic reason for this seéms
to bes the fact that _6nu & vary small no. of settlements
(pertalaing to the cless of ‘large sizo® ¥illages) from the
census cuotegory of ‘rural! has moved into thg?:ategory 1.04
seni.urban set of settlements. '

Within each sub.natural division the growth rate of
population in the rural aress under threeswayeclessification
is distinet from that of the rural aress under two.vay-cladsi.
fioat ion, M%hough'ma. rate of pépulation growth and the

pattern of variations botween tho G.R.P, of the two sats of
rural settlevents varies from Mwisim' to division and oclso
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that the range of differoncos between the O.R.P. of two Sets
18 not wider but each division follows a trond of variations
‘similor to thet of the State i.e., & slover GRR for the
_rursl aress under threc.voy.classificetion in comparison to
that undor tWwo.woysclassification. For example under both
‘the systezs of clessification, the rural areas of Pengango.
Wainganga platesu followed by Bastera plotesu heve shown
the highest gyowth rate of gopaﬁaztm whoress Mgharashtra
1ittoral division's rural arcss have reglstered the lowest
deGadal growth of population, may bo due to the different
socioeeconomic and goographical conditions (discussed in
Chepter 1II of the peper). But a trend of slower growth of
population in the rural aress under threc.vay.classification
V8 twouWoyeclassificotion 15 clear within aacﬁ' divicion of
tho State. |

(11) URBaN (a) Hithin the States _ ¢

Supporting our hypothesis the growth of population is
- highor {+42.09) ia the urban areas unfer thros.way.olossifi.
eotion Vs two-way.olessification (+40,75) as the table Ko,
V.1 revoals.

{b) |

Within each sub.natural division,the growth of populse
tion appears to be faster in the urban set of sottlements -
under ﬁhraeayaywlasaiﬁcaﬁm in comparison to that under
two-way-classification, It 13 true thet the rates of populam
tion grovth for both the sets of urban sattl.emnta' varios
from division to division end also that the pattern of
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variation in relation to growth rates of ﬁopmatiogf between
two-sets of urban settlements is not of the similar nature
for each of the five sub.natural divisions as the table
'No. V.1 shows, For example the GRP for the urban settlements
.under three.way.classification in Tapti.Purna valley
(division 3.,7.1) is +30,63 per cent which is s.lightly higher
in comparison to that (+30.30 per cent) under twosway-classi.
fication. while in Maharashtra littoral division (4,2.1) the
GRP‘ for the urban sét of settlements under threc.way.clsssi.
fication is as high as +58.98 per cent showing a considerable
péreentage variation over the same (+45,07 per cent) under
twoswaystlassification., But inspite of the differences
‘between the five sub..naturalnéivﬁsians, a trend of faster
population growth in the urban settlements under thres.wsye
classification in comparison to that under two.way-classifi.
gation is ciuite ¢lear within each subw.natural division of
 the State. Table No, V.1 shows the samo, |

II. _Population growth and the Rural, Semi.urban and Urban
_Sets of settiements, '

(a) Mithin the State:

Obviously the growth rate of population is highest
(42,09 per cent) in the urban set of settlements in comparison
to its rural end .semi—urban counterparts, The rural areas
records the lowest ka—zl.a? per cent growth rate of #npulation
while semi,urban areas supporting wour: hypothesis, zgite
distinet (+27,16 per cent from rural and urban in this
respect @S the column No. 4 3% of the table V,1 show,



| Sach of tho SED of the State follows the State’s

pattern in relation to the vnristions bétwaen the growth
rate of population of three types of settlemsnts, Within
oach division the growth rato of pepuletion is highest in
urban areus, lowest in rurdl aress and some a;hate in_betwoen
of the two (Rursl and urban) for seomi.urban arcas s the
table Ho. V.1 shows, 4s per the hypothesis hore, although
the trend of vaxistions betwesn the growth rate of population
of semi.urban to rural and semi.urban to urban is sinflar
vithin oach division but the pattern of veristion between the
three types of scttlements variss fronm &iﬁﬂhﬁ to division
in response to its socio.cconomic and geogrophical condi.
tions. | |

A3 has bech axpl.a&rléi earlier due to the emargonce of
Orocter Bombay. the fully urbanigsed and highly iz;dwtrialisod
diatrict. in Maharsshtra Littoral division, the growth rate
of populstion bmumés highest for the urban areas of ‘_Bﬁlﬁ
division in comparison to other division, Semi,urban aross
and rural areass show a faster grovth in eastern plateau aiﬂsian
followed by Vidharba and western plateau division may be
due to the developments of agro.industriss in thess aress,

In short supporting our hypothesis, & more realistic
picture of rural.urbasn 4ifferences in respect of population
growth 1s ovident under thres.wag-classification in compa.
rison tp that under twawaywlmsiﬂéaﬂam 8imllaryy tho
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‘the semi.urban arees under tho three.tisr.systom of classi.
fication have also maintainsd the distinctivencss from rurel
sot of settloments at one extreme and from the urban set

of settlemonts st the other extrome at the Stote as woll as
at suh.natarahd:waisn level as ttu table No, V.1. zrd"“”"’wk

48 usual the density of population has been measured
haze in terms of nunmber of persons M.ving per og. ki, or arca,s

 Hypothesis: o |
This 18 a common oxperisnce today that the density

of population 1s vory much related to the egonomic characte.
ristic of the ares. The areas which are industrislised
have s greater concentration of population in comparison
to those arons where agriculture iz the main secupation,
Hence 1t may be quite reasonsbls here to hypothesize that
under thres.vag.clessificat fon of settlements:

I (1) Bural settlements should show a lower density in
comparison to ths rural set of settlonents unﬁar
\tueawayaeimaifh&ﬁ ion ooause small sized vAllages
are expected to b generally more sgricultural based
and spersely populated, \

(14)Dons ity should be higher for the urban areas in
comparison to that of under &wnn,-wach;.es# iricition
because large Size urban centros (under threc.way.
classification) are more industrislised than the
snall siged urban areas, Thorefore under threouway. .



m&» V.2

Dens ity of porsons per sq. km. for tha settlamnts under
two systems of classification of settlements for Masharashtra State
at sub.natural division lovel for ths year 1961 & 1971, .

— ‘wouw”-classuianunn ] ﬁm.w'; =clzssification

State/Sub.notural division Yomr wral , 3¢ an
Msherashtra 1961 96 . 1634 90 268 3742
1971 115 2554 108 277 4202

3.7.1 Tapti-Purna vailey 1961 148 1258 99 337 3081
| 1971 111 2438 103 388 = 3025
3.7.2 Ponganga.Wainganga plateaa 1961 89 : 1962 6?7 841 2899
| 1971 87 2830 83 689 3924
3,8,1 Bastern platean 1961 97 716 94 220 1850
_ 17N 121 1140 17 - 208 1959
3.8.2 Uestera plateau b1 15 SR 1 | 1248 06 204 2949
~19m 128 1700 112 an 3213

4.2.1 Maharashtra 1littoral 1961 132 487 128 518 6735

1971 150 8447 142 601 8700

20



a1 co).

~ Dm"a 03 k"’i’“ bY hc!""‘" Ab&(e.w\u.h Ma.wmum
\A—OA "\DuL\A\'rI N\ns;o& ]%d 'q.n N v

e E S NN ORI
soow } '  | 'TH NC_ 'W-*rce ~wou3 c,\,e\M Jnta.hOh N

PSR BN %- Semil \Mw*
ey o oo W Urbavs.

W

iy
g
Al

£
Q
o
o
]

0.'

" Ywel THRC TWE . Tequie THC T““C \ Biwe b - ‘- TWc - THHC ;
7 Mahayashbea Taﬁ'*Ph\rM - Pomga o Eartean - we»te/rk LT Madavaak
L " Vabley by “&‘K}W.y. - Plalewdiv Plato: DIV Litteved D

S SR

T ié'{uz;oa S ‘Rr‘u '73 w‘ g.:!ul. b
o I . ' 9

4. ¢ | o 4



97

alessificetion after the exolusion of amsll size
urban centpes from the census urben, the density should
than that

- be higher for:. the urban set of settlemonts Lmaélﬁr 2

two. .eWay-classificst fon,

) ¢ The semi.urbsn set of sottloments should show higher
density then that of rural scttlements becauwse large siged
vmggaﬁ ond small sized towns, ganerally, are not as much
agricultursl dssed from the view painf; of economic activity
of the people as the smaller rural settlenmtnts and are
expected to be more densily populated than in mm aress
vhereas in comparison to urban set of sottlepents seni.
urban aress should show lower density of populstion bocause
big/large sized urban centros are highly industrilised and
are thickly populated,

Tablo No. V.2 prosents the density of population for
different categorics of settlements under the two classifi.
~ cation system for Maharashtra State and its SHDs, for 1961
end 1971, | |

ES

{1) Rur 1961 & 1973....(8) Within Mahgrashtrg State
Supporting our hypothesis, the density of porsons
for the rural sot of séttloments is wﬁaf under
threo.wayeclassification in comparison to thet of
the rural arcas under tuwo.way.classification,
Although the 4ifferences batween the two sets is not




(11)

9%

very striking in 1961 a8 well &8 in 1971 but Some how
it reveals the trend, the coulmm No, 3 and 5 of table

V.2 rovesls the same,

(0 K

Like the State itself, the pattern of density for

the two aetﬁs of rural settlemonts 18 found to be
repeated in relation to the sub.natursl divisions of
the State for the year 1361 Xalso for 1971, Of course
the density snd pattern of variations botween the

two sets of *rursl! vary r;soﬁ division to division

a8 has boen shown in cols 3 and § of table V.2,

The dem&t?"?ar the m'ban set of settlemonts is
mmamgbly higher under 'ehme;wayﬁelass iﬂeaﬁiﬁn

thau that under two.vay.classification, This supports
dur hypothesis strongly whother we take two time
points or the State itself or its five sub.naturasl

ﬂi?i& lons

flthough like rural arees, the density and tho pattern
of varliations botwoen the density of two sots of'
urban settlements under two systems of ¢lassification
varies from division to division but a striking diffe.
rence between the density of tub séts of urbsn settlo.
pents is spparent within each of the five sub.natural
division,



Table V.2 also shows the density of population for
semi.urban set of settlemonts hlongwith the rural and urban
sot of sottlements under three.way.classification system
(eol. 6,6 & 7 of the table). It may be odeerved from the
table that semi.urbsn set of uetl‘#mama shows somewhat
distinctive density figures in comparison to that of rural
and urbsn arcas, Although the figures for Semiurbsn areas
are not just inbotueen of the 'rural! and 'urban' rather
are more closer to rurel arces’ than its urban counter part,
but supporting our Wypothesis density is lowest in rursl
areass where the villages are sparesly inhabited and man.land
ratio becomes lower while in urban aress whore xm' popul.oe
tion is concentrated alongwith the concentration of various
types of industries within a smaller area (in comparison to
agricultural land) the man.land ratio becomes quite high
‘end the density figures are found to be highest in urban
- aress, Sonmi.urben areas vhich are expected to hsve mi::ed
rural.urban econony, Show the density lower than that of
urban aress but higher than that of rural aress, This is
trus for the state itself and for each of its sub.nntursl.

N D D T S 0 D AR A I OB P vy - AN W A S S . VI G . P T Y S OO D S it il S e o A A

* Bocause the population surveys show that larger urbon o
- settlements cover comparitively a very smaller area of lang
4nhgbited hy a larger number of persons wheress the rural
and senmi.urban settlements cover a larger part ol areas with
& Spaller numdber of residents, Table Kp,IIIl of chapter III
of the study shows tho percentage distribution ofarea among

rural and urben olasses and confirms the same,
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divisionsand for both the ti.me'pointe. Aj;bhbéigb as the

table No. V.2 shows, the density and the pattern of variations
between the dens ity of three types of settlements may vary
from one division to another according to ths dogree of
concentration of industries, fortility of land affocting

the crépping pattern and the establishment of agro.industries
in thearea and the transport network of the division, but
Astiil a noticeable distinction between the throe types of

- settlements in raépect of &ensity_is observed within each
sub-natural-division of the State,

In other words three.tier-system of classification
of settlements does not only bring forward the semi.urban
category of settloments with all its distinct iveness fmm
rural and urban arcas m‘ respect of density of population
but also represents a more pmnbtmceﬁ distinction botwesn
| the éleﬁsity of population of rursl and urban set of settle-
ments in comparison to that of rural and urban set of settles:
ments under census clessiffcation 1., tWowvay.classification.
43 the tahle V,2 reveals, it is true for the State as well
a8 for each of its sub.natural.division at both the time

point i.e, 1961 and 1971 census, 1‘3 A 'K/\OW e sJbove O\M}\%LS
o W yeon tfomi

5,1.3 BSex Ratin @

Sex ratio being the next variable to be studied here
in relation to the study of socio-economic and demographic
implication of three.way.classification of settlements, has
been worked out in terms of *"Number of females per 1,000

males .
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Hypothesis i
The sex composition of population in a settlement,
_although also dépends on sox composition at birth and sex
difforences of mortality but' the differcnces between the
sox ratio of the rursl and urbon settlements is magnly a
function of male Selective migration froz rural te urban
?1&@@. It s inversely related“ to the rate of arbaniﬁaum, .
may de due to the reason that higher the eﬁnaentratim'nt
industrios in urban centres, higher the mele seloctive
immigration in the hope of better emplnymsnt oppx‘otmeies
- and lower the sex ratio in these areas, fGenorally, in the
- rural set.up where sgrioulture is the main occupation, sex
ratic 18 found to be higher in comparison to that for urban
‘aress which are highly industrialised. Therefore, regarding
sex ratio, it mey be quite relevent to frame the hypothesis
in the following mannori.

II.  The rango of differences between the sex ratio of °
rural and urban set of settlements under three.vway.classifi.
cation wnnld'.ba higher in comparison to that of tngsex reatio
for the rural and urban areas under two.vway.olassification
because in comparison to tuo.way..clmsificatinn the sex
ratio under throe-way-classification

(1) Should be higher in the rural ereas which are

small sized villages having mainly the agr&éuibu-
ol economy.



Bex ratio for the settlements of classifisd undsr tho tvo systems of
class iﬁcatiw of settlements for Maharashtra State at naturel.division
level for the yaar 1961 & 1071,

i‘m of aettlomm:s accardmg te

MAHARASHTRA 161 995 s 998 943, 777
1971 285 - 820 991 935 807

3.7.1 Tapti-Purna valley 1961 a6e 908 096 038 s

V7 958 207 259 937 %04
3.7.2 Ponganga.uatnganga o | |
- ‘plateau 1961 288 2901 - 989 943 895
| 1971 976 a02 977 928 301
3.8.1 Rastarn platean 1961 " 963 208 N 934 898
- | 1871 961 894 966 927 838
3,8.2 Wastorn plateau 1961 997 878 1003 937 872
| e 983 879 997 935 877
. 4.2.1 Mabarashtra 1ittoral 1961 115 632 117 989 677

1971 1102 ™ 1113 981 727




tes

(11) Should be lower in the urban arees (1.6, large
sized urban cantres, comparitively more industrie.
lised).

11. Among the rhros types of settloments. rural\, somia
urban, urban obviously, the sex ratio should bde lowest for
urban areas boeause industries are mainly ccncentrated in

the big/larga siged urban units, It amm;d, be highest for
the rural arcas due to the agricultural set wp and for
semi.urban areas, it should be somewhat in between of ‘rural’
and *urbon' becauwse semiurban settlements, according to
 our obgervstions, generally have mix rural and urban characte.
ristics from the view point of economic activity,

The tiypothesis should be true for Meharashtra State
and for each of its sub.natural divisions for both the time
points 1,0, 1961 & 1971 cennus, Table No, V.3 presents the
data on sex ratio and onables us to follow the discussion
on the gbove mentioned points,

I  _Sex Rotio and Rural and Urben set of settloments
under thres.way-classification Vs two.Wey.classification

of settiements i.

1961 'ms State and Sub.natural divisions t

AS por our hypothesis the aax ratio fgr rural sreas
is m.ghar {998) and for urben aress is lower {777) under’
three.way-classification in comparison to that of the rural
(995) and urban (aoi) aress under tWwo.way.class ification,
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Hence the range of differences between the rural and

urban sex ratio becomes wider under three.way-classification
(221 units Vs éé units under two.way claés ification) presen.
ting a more realistic picture of the rural and urban differe.
ntials in relation to sex ratio (Col. 3, 4 and 5, 7 of

table V.3) | |

~ Similar to State's trend, each of the five sub.

naﬁiral dj_.visions also shows a higher sex ra;t_io for rural
area_,'s‘"a.nd '1§wér for urban aress under three-way-classifica.
~ tion in comparison to that under twoe.way.classification,
Although, the sex ratio and the variations between the sex
ratio varies from division to division for two types (rural
~ and urban) settlements under both the systems of classifi.
cation but the trend of differencex undei' two Systems remains
the same in each division, For example,the sex ratio for
the urban areas in lowest in Maharahstra littoral division,
most p‘x?ebably because the ’highly industrialised Greater
Bombéy district-attracting the male selective immigration
from within and ouﬁs ide the Statér falls under this division.
The highest sex ratio for rural areas is also the characte-
ristic of Maharsshtra littoral division. This is so because
of the traditional male Selective out migrétiqn,particularly
from the \fillages of Rathagiri and Kolaba districts which

have remained 'uncierdeveloped or und.eﬁoped due to certain
| socio.economic and geographical factbrs, is more éommon in
this division in comparison to the othier divisions where
some agro.industries have started developing. But inspite
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of such type of variation between the suh.‘nétural._divmion,'
the range of differences be'tw'en the sex ratio of rural

and urban set of sottlements 19 wider within asi;h sub.
natural division under three.way.classification in comparisen
to that under two.way~classification. The table No. V,3
 shows tho same.

1071, Within the 8¢ate and within and detween tho subw
natural divisions of the State,

. Although in 1971, some changes have taken piace in

~ relation to the sex ratio for both the rursl and urban areas
in Mpeat of State as well as ¢ach of its sub.natural
41vision but like 1961, in 1971 slso the differontisls betwoion’
the sex rstio of rural and urban areas is more clearly

- pepresented under threc.way.clazisification than that under
the twmvayﬁezéssifieaezgng This is true for the Statec as
well as for the Sub.natursl divisions as the table V.3
reveals, .

11 Sex ratio and Rural, Semi.urban and Urban set of

1961 and 1971 Maharashtra State and itsSub.natursl divis ians;

Wbile looking into Cols. G, 6 and 7 of tatle No, V.3,
at first instance one finds that botween the three.types of
settiements sex ratio 15 highest for the urban set of
settlements, lowest for the rural set of settliements while
for semi.urban set of settloments it is soms what inbetween
of the *‘ruraltand 'urban® sox ratis. Thus supporting our



~hypothesis for sami.nr’ban areas the sex ratio,showing the
¢ons idersble ditmranaes, 13 lowor than that of urban areas
and ia higher than that ofiursl arcas in respect of State
a8 well a5 each of its sub.natural divisions whother ve

taks 1951 pm!nt of E;mie or 1971, .
that

‘ it may ,a.zno he mntiamd here /the temperal changes
. ovw a period of decade or the inter-divisional variations

i

dm to the ﬁiﬂ‘emnt types of econaonmy do not bring any change
,I.n relation to the trend of differentisls between the three.
types of settlements, -

in shurt we can say that rurgleurban differentials
in mlatian to sox patio are pmmmaea under threee,way.
classification than thst under two.way-classification and
. aisp that snypaminé our hypothesis the somi.urban set of
settiemnts ratains its distinctiveness from rurel and:
urhan set br aeﬁtlemeiﬁsa whoether we take the two time points
or the State or the sub.natural divisions of the State.

Ihe &aﬁinitiw of ‘&i‘hﬁ'fﬂf&’a}“ is- thet of the Censun of
indie $D61 end I97% for both the time points rospevtivelys.

o _

** whe litorscy rate caleulated {» this manper may De
regarded as &rude literscy rate because ve hm taken

the whols poepulotion s denominstor, whareas €

. population batuncon age group Oe8 {as par 1912 ﬁenm:s

- of India) iz not Wa& to sdeeation. But, since
e Ao Bot have eillsge lovel informestion on sge
Afstrivation of pop ,.atwm w& have taken the toral
population.
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. Literaey 18 another important indicater of disting.
uishing the urbah areas from the rural areas, specially
in a developing comatry l‘ika‘ India where the lliteraey rate
for an urban area is generally found to be gquite high in
comparison to that of s rural area, In tho present paper

. the literacy has been studied in terms of number of total
mole and foemmle literates per hundred of total male and
fomale population respectively.” ™

Bypathesis:

1. 48 the Census of India show the literascy rates for.
urbahh aress are generally found to be much higher than
that of rural areas. But under three.way-classificstion
the corresponding figures for :

(1) rural areas should show a further decline and

{11) for urban aross, the literacy rates should come
forward with an upward 11ft against that of rural
and urban mw under two.way. clamssification,

11 Between the rural, semi.urban and urbsn iypes of
settiements, obviously the literacy should be found highest
in urban areas, lowest in rural areas whereas for semi.urban
arens it should be somewhat inbetween of the rural aond
urban level of literacy.

The hypothesis is based on the facts that the socio.
economic conditions, particularly in terms of social norms,

1 msee e eege o dog
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,Lttoracy ratss, by sox, rer Ri_ral and Urban s.nd Rural, Semi urbau arn:l urben settlemetxts according
to tvo.uayaclassiricmion a.mi thma..way.,classification of sattlamnts mapeetivaly, for

xaharasbtra State st suh-natural divisiozx level for tha yoar 1961 and 19?1

»

. ) ) o . _. - T _' . , NN oL . s
) Séaté}Sxib;ﬁatviral".” Y 'fwo-way—clas«ificatiun e v Three-way_classirication ' ’
agvsston - Year g, ;' oRBAT. RURAL  ~ SEMI - WREAY 0 URBAN.
o - ». w7 M F P oM ¥ P M . F £ M F
T 5 3R O I A TR N A S N 1315 15 17
MARARASHTRA - 1961  21.46 33.51 9,34 51.07 61.62 37.90 20.52 32,47 8.55 33.37 49.34 16,42 54.49 63.02  43.51
v 1971¢ 7 30.63 43.22: 17.84 58,07, 66,88 47,33 29.39 42,19 16.47 42.20 53.22 30.41 59.53 67.94 49,10
Sub.naturaL.diviszo' ‘ _ .
’ Lap urms . . - K N O o ‘ o .
vatley. - 1961 26,64 40,24 12,55 45,18 58.49 30,42 25.70 39.42 11.49 38,82 51.74 25.03 46,69 59.90 31.95
. 1971 35,64 48.09 22.65 53,78 64,36 42,13 34.59 47.15 21.%0. 45,05 56.68° 32.65 54,57 64,93 43.11
3.7.2 Penganga- . | |
: Haingang RN

B e T G - R S
 plsteau. . 1961 10,90 3.47 7.18 4721 61.03 SL.87 10.45 3L 6.0 37.23 5317 20.34 43.73 62.14 30.74
R 1971 29.89 42,19 17.26 55,15 65,54 43.62 20,19 41.41 16,68 43,81 56.84 20,77 56.50 66,58 145,30

©3.8.1 Bastern . . - o L '
- -~ platean. 1961 16.79 2_'?,65 ‘5,58 40.22 54,02 25,02 15,83 26.46 4.89 - 30.40 43.94 17.84 43.33 56,99 . 28.09

1971 25,78 38.75 12,28 48.16 60.51 34,34 24.37 37.89 10,37 36.08 46,00 25,33 51.82 64.33 37,64

 3.8.2 Western.

plateau, 1961 - 24.20 36,72 11.64 51,42 62,72 38,55 23.09 35,54 10.68 36.04 48.84 92.36 53.07 64,00 40.53 -
o 1971  32.63 45.73 19.36 58,71 68.49 47,50 31.06 44.35 17,73 42.52 64.49 .20.72 59.54 60,09 48,65

o 4 2.1 Naharoshtra

Littoral 1961 23,53 35.49 12.81 57.64 64,68 47,48 22,65 34.53 12,03 46.08 57,62 34.41 "58.17 64.93"48,18,
1977 33.74 43.21 23.27 63.19 69.32 54.87 32.47 44.04 22.08 53.42 63,20 43.16 63, 4:1 169,39 55,26

Ll
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availabllity of educational facilities and nature of -
'oecupation are usually found to be different not only
bet:ween the rursl and urban areas but inter.rural end
inter-urban (aeearding to 8ize cless of population)., Varia.
tions are also found [ee quite proncunced in this respect,
In rural aress where agricultural occupstion is a predominant
economic activity, Children also help their parents and
thus c¢hild labour becomes an important part of labour force
participation in agricultural activities, ‘Z‘hemraré, due
to highar cpportunity cost of child education, rural ﬁmnﬁ
40 not prefer to send their children to the school. Bes ides
this major resson (attitude towards education) the facilities
for sducation age alse limited in rural areas in comparison
to that 4n urban places while in case of urban aress apart
from the availability of educational facilities, urbsn
parents generally prefaor alsc to send their children to the
schools,

To test the hypothesis let us examine the table
 Ho. V.4, presenting the literacy rates by sex for Maharashtra
~ and its sub.nstural-divisions for the years 1961 and 1971,

I | Literacy Rates and Rural and Urban areas under
three.way-classification Vs. To.Way-classifieation, /7

: Wmmmmm s

¢ne may observe from the table that literacy rates
for the total population as woll as for'male'and Yemale® )
populstion are lower for the rural areas and are higher for
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tha urban areas andeé three-wgy.classiticatien in aanﬁ:arison
to that under Wo.way.elaasi.ﬁcation. It may be mentioned
here that: althoﬂgh the differentials m relation to literacy
rates between the two sets of malmd urban aress are only
marginal but a particular trand in thia respect is Ver |
clear; ‘lfhe variatmm botween the rural ami urban sets of
settlements in relatimn to literacy becemes more pronounced
under three.way-class i;’icatian disclosing the rurale.urban
diffez-entials more clearly than that undei‘ census glassiti.
cation, This Ais true for Maharashtra State as well as

for each of its sub.natursl.divisions and for both the time ,
points f.e. 1961 and 1971, Although, like other varisbles,
the inter.divisional and inter.temporal study of tfhe_literacy
shows that the literacy rates and the pattern of variatfons
between the literacy rates of two sets of rm-al"énd urban
gsettlements vary from one division to another and from one
time point to anothsr but in any case the ditf'erences‘ botween
the 'rupal' and *urban' are more apparent under three.tier-
system of classification than that under two.way~classification
Table No. V.4 confirms the same,

X Literacy Rates and three: types of settlements under
three.way.classificat ion of settlements : 1961 and 1971, ¢ ¥ig 9.,

From the Cols. 8 to 17 of table V.4 wve further
observe that the literacy rateﬁ by sex are quite d.ist‘incf.iva
from sach other in the rural, semi—uéban and urban type of
settlements, As per our hypothesis the literacy fates both



for males and mmaiés are highest in urban aress, lowest in
ruragl aress vhile for seni,urban set of settlements theje
arc higher than rural areas snd hﬁmr than urdan aress,
This s true whother we take Maharakhtra State or its
sub.natural di;v,tsifon, or consider the same in terms of time
scale i,e. 1961 and 1971 census,

Xt i3 true that: there have beon a algnu'mant
memase in the male and female literacy rates over a decade
in all over the State in relation to aach of She three types
of sottlements, But ths patiern of differontials between
three types of setﬁiemnﬁs for both the time points and
vithin each 8,N,D, of the state remains almost the same,
0f course the ]literacy rates and the differentials botween
the iiterscy rates of the throe types of settlements varies
from division to divisicn in response to the difforent type
of soclo.sconomic and geographical conditions of the
different divisions, For example dus to the high industrialised
urban areas of ﬁreater Bombay and Thang districts of Kaharaﬁh.
tra 1ittoral division the Iite’ﬁaéé rates are highost in the
urban aress of this division in comparisen to all the othor
divisions., Similarly in case of za-mi;.urhan aress also the
literacy rates-- are fomd to be highest in Mgharashtra
1ittoral divieién most probabtly due to the better availabil ity
of social amenitiss in the small 21ized town and large sized
villafes in and around Thans distriet and around Greatep
Bombay district. But tho case i3 not the same for the
literacy retes of rural areas of ﬁ@aaraahtra littoral, Tho



A%
whom

lowest litersey rates for rurel, semi.urben snd urbsn Aress
are attw with the mgm platoan division which is

& poorly rosourced and agricultursily hackwerd part of the
State. In sddition sociol amenities are also leso concens
trated in this division in comparison to other divicion

of the otate

But inopite of th@ inter-aivisional wartations,
the table Ved indicotes clear-cut differemtiale between
the rural, Semi=urban and urban sot of sottlements in
relation to litepony rates within tho State as well as

within eoch of its subsnatural aivisions.Vigs refeesenit W abo
O\Mﬁka)y'\s- Jor U‘vvos&a Q—w = qesr LA™

5+3+5. Docupational

- 4‘..,**&_ 7#& ﬁ - ‘ regxs

This 1s the last but & very important vorisble
to be studled in relation to the presont peper. mu »odng
the Indian Census definition of ‘workerc® and *Hom-wdriers®,
tho ocoupational styucture of population gmong the different
types Of settlcments has been studied in torms OF se

{n) w&r&@p&ﬁtiﬁimfm rate {WPR) by sest
i) Par thousand distribution of workers &uong Primary.
T Secondary end Tertiary sectors of economd

¢ aetivity.
Percontage of male workers engaged in nonesgricultural

tage) of nomsagricultural workers
to agricultural workers. |

$ain foctoss responcible for the intrawrural, intras
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urban and rural-urban differentiasl An respect of oucupational
pstrusture of population are the mode of mmzw, are

and ser composition of population, age st the time of

entry in the m: famm level of educational attatnment,
m&mﬁ czmmitiw and eo Ofte

| For ‘anang 1@. the work @artiaawim‘a rate in an agrie

cultural econouy, 1ike Indis, $5 found €o be higher in rural
area in comparison to thet in urban Oredts The reasons
ch:mwag& for such a trend avo (1) that in rural areas males
geisemmy enter in the lebour force carlier on the average
and continue working £0 & moro advanced ago than 4o in clties
an@ (41} that the services of female workers ore vtilised

mmé quuéﬁﬂy in rixraz,- areas than thot in urban coontnye

She entFake of children inte labour foree at an carlier

| age and the utilisation of m.l&s and @1@ Wﬁﬁmf.} setﬂaes

in e&me sctivity in rural aress aro Mgly & function

. of ﬁiﬁ node of production and the scajal nsm with regerd to

f:ha lovel of m,aum attainment vhich aze gonorally,

' alwg;am ﬁiff@msz% ax tm urban aEcass

It may also be mentioned h&m that diosquised unomps
lawmt in the rural areas also ipflates significantly the.
rural VPR 4n comparison to that in urban areas.

pamole WER which 4o gemerally found 0 be lower
10 compartoon 0 mole WBR, t6 otill lower in urban arcas
than that 4n rural oreas. Once again ¢his $5 Quo to the
difforonces bm:wam't the swcimmmiﬁ and cultursl f£actors
in the rural and urban areass
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he statwts,ca relating ¢o the industrial csmpw&ﬁam
of work ers are aisfe regarded a&s ‘th& m@crtam indicators OFf
urbaniem bocouse 8 high degree of corelation hos boch hserved .
botween indvoerielisotion end urbanication. The mmﬁwt&m
rate OF c::wmmally aotiva pc:;xziamm inte Mr&m&t&m&
activition 45 the xaaaic zammmmﬁw of tho zaei:ﬂmm‘a entry
grom the close traditional eoomomy to the faot cypanding modern
industrial cuoncmy emd of 15 degree of urbanisation dnd urbon
potentislity. In predominently agrarion sooioty s larger
pwa;&erhﬂ.m of Wﬂam is engeged in prmary soction, Dut as
the level of developument increases and the economy Wiem

' im*xiﬂzi&aﬁim, 8 structural change in the pottern ©f econmmic
activity of the people, involving a shift from m'imazy t@ fooone
dary and tartiary smmz;; takos pim::s;

Therofore, tho HPR, Por 1000 distribution of workers

among Prinpry,  Secondary and Tertiary oectors of cooncnic

activity and percentage m;w cf non agricultursl wz::ezé_ to

agricultural workors hove beon tonvidered hore as important

indicators to study the differentiale botucon rural, comie

urban and urban oot Of sottlomonts under throowwdy-claosis

£4cation ¥o. two-wsy~clescification of setticments. The

hypothoodo rolating to the ototicticn is framed ap given bolow:

@ Foliowing the Internation Standard Inaustrml ClescAfication
{ISIC) schome, tho Conous of India has clansified the whole
working population for both gowes into 343 minor groups vhich
wore regroupesd into 45 major groups and nine industrial categories
On the basis of this classification we have studies the occupation
cturcture b dividing the working population into Primary.Seconde

sry Tortiory sectors or into ogricultural end non agricultural
eutegorios Of WwOrie _




(1) ¥o expeet that sgt of aa%ﬁaa@me which io moére rural
in charocter will have higher work participetion rate &hoth

for males and fomales), higher proportion of workern engaged

in primary pectOr ang, therefore, the ratio of workers ongaged
in noneagreicultural cecupations will be lower in cm&xmm 0
that oet of setrtloments which is less rurals. On the other hond,
the roverse will bo the situatlon in urban orces. Thus the
Yruralt of tho %Ww&wmﬁmamm should t:hw mm@»
ndunced chamez%tms then the rural in twowvoywclassification
and urban in thrmayaaiaﬁsiiwatim will

[}

ss.mnaxlv show mam pronounced urban seh»mcﬁegsti.f:s;

i

(13)  In the throewway=classificotion the ebove charectobstics
of senieurban arcas will bo between the rural and the urban f.o.
in 'semiegrban' the work participstion rote and workers (both
male and femalo) engaged in primery sector of cconomie antivity
would be lower than the ‘rural’ and highcr than the ‘urban®

arsas whilo per 1000 distribution of wwkéw engaged in secondery
and torcinry cectors end porgentage rotio of noneagricultural
workers to agricultural workers would be higher than rural

arcas and lower thon the urban areds.

The hypothesic shonld be truc for the Btato dncluding
oach of its £ive cubenatural divisions end for both the time
points {1961 & 197%).

To test our hypothesis we may look into teblo Ho.VeS
Vs6l{al, Va6ib}, V7 onsd V.8 which present the date on Vork



Work partieipation rate per 100 of Total, ¥ale and females population for Maharashtra State at

TABLE. ¥S

subunatural division level by type of settlemenis under two.way and thre’ewway‘-claési_ﬁeation of -

of settlements for 1961 & 1971 .

49.12-

() Ay

; ' t - EMT § URBAI R3B! a
State/subensbusel RURAL TRBAY RURAL SEHI § URBAN TRBAN
division o ; - - e :
? P M PP M 2 P i F P M 3 P M. F
1 FT7F 3 578 78 TS 10 1iiE 13714 1518 AT
MAHARASETRA ° 1961  52.4% 59,07 46.74 36,43 54,83 13.45 53,11 58.46 47.75 41.23 52.70 29.06 36.32 55.54 11.58
1971 38.60 52.50 24.39 31.80 51.06 8,31 39.24 52,95 25.42 32,72 49.47 14.95 32.02. 51.49 7.90
3.7.1 Tepti.Purna - S - - o, ) - S |
valley 1961 51,39 57.58 44,96 34.54 50.20 17.18 52.08 57.98 45.97° 41.47 52,77 29.40 32,90 49.46 14,41
' 1971 40.87 52.87 28,34 28,45 45.32 9.84 41,53 53,30 29.26 34,92 49.19 10.69 27.78 44.85 R8.92
3.7.2 Pengange. T
¥ainganga . . S - o .
Plateau - = 1961 58,55 61.58 55,50 35.85 51.34 18.68 58,80 61.80 55.94 44.70 54.00 34.74 34,52 50,91 16.20.
1971 - 44.50 55.68 33.21 28,76 45,65 10.04 45,18 56,00 34,01 34.37 49.23 [8.35 27.93 45.02 - £.96
3.8.1 Bastern - : o . - - | e
© 7 Plateau 1961 52,02 50.77 44.02 33.85 49.52 16.50 52,80 60.26 45.13 40,86 53.20 27.64 31.87 48.44 13.40
' = 1971 36,26 53.39 18.44 27.56 45.51, 7.48 36.84 53,70 19.39 31.31 50.04 11.12 27.01 44.90 6.83
. 3.8.2 Western ' . - , ' ' S
"7 Plateau 1981  51.76 56.33 47.18 32.21 49.02 13,07 52.61 56.61 48.61 41.97 52,78 30.44 31,95 48.96 12.46
_ _ \ 1971 36.32 50.77 21.69 28.81 46,90 8,24 36.76 50,98 22.51 33,17 49.16 16,06 28.83 46,96 8,14
4.2.1 Maharashtra . ' : - ' , o
© T Littoral 1961 . 48.50 52,77 44.85 33.85 52.50 12.40 48.95 53,03 45.30 37.62 50.02 52.07 - 33.14 53,60 - 8,22
s 1071 37.42 48.90 27.02 31.58 51,67 7.91 37,78 42.87 27,82 31.78 §3.75 32,20 52.92

6484



17

Participation Rate, Por 1000 distribution of total workerd
{by sex) emcng the. Primary, Sccondary and Tertiary secters
of coonamic activity, Percentage mmber of male workers
engaged in nonwegriculturel economic ectivities and Ratio

of noneagricultural workers $o per 100 of agricultursl

. workers rospectivoly. ' |

fa)

szi hypothesis in ﬁam of two sets ©of pursl sottlemonts
becanes cuite true i«e» the work participation rate both for
males and females becomes highor An tho rural erens of threee
way=classification in compariecs ¢o thet under twowsaywclassie
fication. It ie truo whether we take the ﬁva&:@ ftcclf or ite
smmrax divisions oy any of the time wﬁma tee. 3961
or wm Colee 3 205 andd 9 to 32 cﬁ the mme %S show m
SEn0.

~ In case of two sets of urban settiomonts we £108
thét the hypothesis &.a;* trus for t‘m femnic WER but fop
‘male WPR tho smpmmm {that the WER for male workers
would also be lower

in ¢he uﬁbw arces under %htm%ﬁyﬂ
classification than thab under twomwaysclacsificstion) doos
not becene fally true boostise, 36 the COLNG.16 VE.Col.No,i7

of table VW5 ghous @gaiﬁsi sy mmatim the mole WPR is
found to be high@ in smﬂrmmra iittoral divisjon (both
gor 1863 & w?m and in Western platosu dlvicion (1081}

® Due to the differchee in tho toncept OF workers in the 1961
and 1971 Census, the data are not strictly comparsbles But
somparicson of work participation in differefm Bottlements do
not m&a any difference in relative torms.
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which aleso affoot the overall WPR for thoso divisions and
the State ftoelf. The moin roason for such a doviation from
cur hypothosis mey bo the difforent type of age and Sox come
position of popilatiom in tho most industrial oivy of
Croater Bvmboy and other cities oxioting &n the Ibhorashtra
1ittoral and Vestern Platean divicion of the Stato. But

in rest of the three dtvieians whore industries ore not well
developod Vthgs hypothesis beconas trus for both the timoe
points.

A3 the Col 0.9 to 17 of table Vi ghow ¢he WPR for
amﬁﬂum arcas lies in botweon of the rurel & urban dote
of sottlononts.like twe sots of urban gettlemants the
hypothosis {highest WOR for rurol arcos lower for somie
urban areas and lowvest for urban areas) 46 guite tyrue
for fomale ¥PR. In relation to ikle VPR it 4o ﬁzﬁa £or all
the divisions mepl‘: Maharashtra littoral ddvision vhere we
find thot male VWPR is highest in urbon areas and ﬁs lowest
in rural erean and in contract to Sther divieiono, the semie
urben cet of Settlements of this division retain male
UPR higher than the rural areas and lduoy than tho urdban
arcas of the Divisiom. The reasson as mentionad chove may
be the difforent type {then other dlvicione) of age & oax
compooition of population of Grester Bomday-—tho nost induge
trialised city district of the Stare fanmg,?ihe Maharachtra
liteoral alvision. 3I° 980 affects accordingly the overall
and the male WPR for the State ftoelf for both the tinme polents.



TABLE Ko :z.e (a) . : el AR
Per 1,000 distribation of Total, ¥ale and Female vurkers am*mg the prmary, _Secondary and kR :
Tart.i&ry sectors of econpmic activit} by type of settlements under two systems or classi..
ficat hn in Haharashtra 3tate and its sub.natm-al divisions '961 S S
Two..vay (':ensus) classification - Three - way - classirication of settlement’s‘
.5t 1':e, 3ub.natural :ectors DA of settlements : , - . : .
41vizion ggmomc RURAL TRBAN RURA L . QEMI » URB AN URN AN
,activity _ " el - : __‘ , _ e e
e P M F P . P M F . ..P' M ? B 4 Mo B
1 3 3 . 4 . 5. 6 7Y .8 .9 10 1. 12 13 14 15 1§ i7
W ATARAS HTRS “rimary 884 836 944 . 122 87 ' 301 894 . 850 950 598 . 504 777 <64 .48 ‘168
' “Secondary 60 81 34 363 376 304 56 75 30 155 - 182 103 400 - 404 367
Tertiary 56 83 22 513 537 . 395 5 75 20 ' 247 314 121 536 548 465
3.7.1 Tavti-Purns - . R o . S . - : - o T . . : .
valley Primary 912 . 867 972 . 319 232 596 , 924 - 883 976 648 547 839 238 168 498
Secondary 41 S7 17 . 214. 229 167 4 - 52 15 119 142 75 242 - 250 . 206
Tertiary 47 75 1. 467 538 237 40 65 9 ' 233 310 . 86 522 580 296
3, 7 2 Penpanpa/ I ‘ } . o . ' - - .
Vizinganga o 5 : : : [ i ) o . ‘
Plateau Primery 868 825 918 161 120 200 875 835 922 ' 505 404 674 94 73 . 187
" Secondary 77 . 92  59. 269 358 403 74 © 88 57 198 - 208 179 409 390 - 477
_ , fvTertiary 54 -84 22 460 521 307 51 77 21 207 (388 147 497 537 356
S.Q.IE&'te.!:I‘l : S . . - v . v . Do o . R ‘ .
" Plateau Primafy 892 . 851~ 950 236 186 402 900 862 955 - 633 557 792 115 .. 95 . . 194
Secondary §6 78 26 321 323 312 53 72 . 24 1% 172, . 92 408 - 385 . 460
Tertiary ' 51 72 . 24 444 . 41 - 287 47 66 © =21 227 281 116 477 : 509 . - 346
3.8.2 v)estem : = - T L 4 ' I T S e
Plateau Primary 869 - 807 942 94 68 207 888 833 . 952 602 494 804 54 - 40 115
i : . . L ¥ 'Lv . . ' - o o, C . . . v
econdary 76 . 108 36 ~ 335 320 365 % 67 97 31 170 241 . 95 352. 335 . 419
. Tertiary 55 85 21 571 603 - 42 46 70 - 16 215 369 101 596 - 580 466
4.92.1 Maharashtrs - , T LR S : S
Littoral Primary 869 = 806 937 . 160 121 . 35 878 815 944 472 382 651 47 36 138
' . Secondary49 3 .13 333 357 218 . 47 69 25 168 192 122 428 441 319
. , - Tertiary 81 123 36 507 . 522 43% 75 118 32 360 . 426 227 525 523 ° 543 -
Terty L - S A ‘ _ 23 B
P = Persons, «¥<s Males, |F = Fepales

»

P
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Per 1,000 4istribution of Total Male and Female workers anong Primy, Becondary and ‘teﬂ.iary sectors
of economic sctivity by type of eettlemnts undeyr tvo systeuns of clauiﬂcat:lon in Haharaahtra State
snd its sub-natural divisions, o

’

* Two.¥Way.classification

?:hr:ae;.vay.cia;,sif_;cguph of settlemsnts =

Tertiary 85

®. = Persons,

K = Kales, 7-= Females .

- . 528

7

°18

’ - Sactors :
" Btate/Sub-natural .of of settlewents - . . SRS U
. ¢ivisions  ecomomis g gp 4y URBAN RURAL 'SEMI § URBAN - URBAN
: : activity - . . Tl THIAR A
_ A v PN E 3 W B P, H g s H E P ¥ B
1 2 3 4§ "5 T8 7 g 9. 10 11 -1z 13 14 15 18 SC
* MAHARASHTRA Primary 874 842 948 111 92 247 893 883 953 635 580 836 72 . 62 164
i Becondary 59 70 34 378 30 268 53 64 33 139 160 . .89 27 411 294
. . Tertiary 66 g2 19 514 518 488 54 74 14 226 280 95 53 627 542
3.7.1 Tapti-Purna ' e , o S : Lo L SN
valley.  Primery 903 ‘875 975 342 278 665 921 894 980 725 853 : 915, 296 240 608
-Besondary 35 45 . .13 200 217 103 3 40 1 %0 12 33 210 225 128
- - Pertisry 57 80 12 458  £06 227 43 € . 9 185 224 _ 52 .. 487 535 - 286
3,7.2 Pengangsa - . o o , : ‘ : : . _
¥aingangs . ) : . . ) ’ e . . . ’
Plateau ~ Primary 860 832 906 172 147 306 .872 . ‘848 909 - S44- 478  747. - 118 . 101 189
Secondary 83 - 86 78 313 J2 32 78 8 77 183 195 154 335 - 331 = 358
 Tertiary 57 82 18 513 543 373 49 71 14 172 323 99 550 568 . 445
3,8,1 Bastern ) - R - . . . B . - . o . .
Plstean Primary 887 864 959 213 196 352 Qo3 882 984 672 635 842 - 131 122 . 195
Socondary 53 62 23 208 209 203 45 54’ 22 |20 -. 135 . 62 . 345 342 - 374
Tertiary 60 74. 18 488 508 354 @ 61 84 14 207 230 - 98 . 524 536 431
308.'2 Wastem ' ' T : ’ ' : ’ : . o ' _
‘Platean  Primary 854 86 9@ 100 85 202 881 s 954 G4S  G82 . 867 T2 62 ' 1
Secondsry 65 82 29 360 368 3 86 96 27 140 167 S0 377 381 341
- Tortfary 80 103 24 53 543. 487 63 83 18 212 251 83 551 © 557 - 520 -
4:2.1 Hgharashtra v o . - o R N . o S
7 .Littoral Primary 846 781 953 114 96 . 237 864 803 959 444 383 670 .- 44 - 37 118
Secondaxy 63 97 23 . 422 447 234 60 86 21 227 257 114 49 515 518
123 - 24 455 1 2 32 359 45 612
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&0 we expected the per 1000 share of workers in the
primary sector of cconamic activity is found to be higher
in the rural arcas and lower in the urban aress under throew
- way-classificetion in camparison ¢to that undor twoevayw-claseis
fication and reverse is the coase in relation ¢o the per 1000

- share of wvorkers in cecondary and tertiary sectors. This io
true for both, the male and female workeks and copseuently
for the total workers also for Mharashtra State ap well as
for each of itp subematural Qivisions and for both the time
points f.e. 1961 and 1971. The data preschted in Cols,3 to
11 and 15-17 of tebles Ve6la) and Ve6ib) ehow tho sames

Like the two sots of rural and urban aa%mté L

| clear=cut aistinction ic found between the rural, oemfeurba n
and urben sets of settlements in rolotion to por 1000 distriw
bution gﬁ workers the mﬁam_g:y. secondary and ﬁ:m&m Sectors
of economic activitys | |

Presenting the significant varistions the share of
primary workers to totel workers in semi-nrban areas is

. quite low in comparison to that in rural aress and 48 quite

high in comparfson to that in urban set of settlomonts.
Similarly, supporting cur hypothesis the share of gscondary

and tertisry workers in cemisurban set of settlements is
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- n&ﬁiﬁmﬁy lower in conporison to that in the urben sot

of settlomento.s  Thete dhbervations arp true vhether we

take lmharashbra State or each of its subenstural divieions
or any of the time points L.e. 1961 or 1971 a5 the Cols.9
to 17 of tables Ve6{a) and V(b)) show.

This is one of the important critericn adoptes by the

Cenous of India to differentiate the ‘urban* Srom the ‘rural’

| Aocording to tha &

nsus OF India if an aves, alongwith setice
fying soane other criterion, shows 75% of its male working

~ force engaged in nomeagricultural perouits, the aren can boe
 claseifled as urban othorwice it should be declared as rurale

But, it may be cbscrved from the teble Mo.Ve7 that
on this basis a throcesay-classification of settloments as
mural, sendegrbon and wrban would bo more ﬂesimb_la than th o

dichotamous clacsification of settlements into wural and urban.
As the tuble shows, 4n uﬁs&n areas a; wery high percentage
{ranging botveen about 00% to 0B.5% oxsept for Tapti-Purna
Valley aivision whore it is 78,3% $n 1971 ond 64.5% 1961)

of male workers i eagagaa in Mﬁmimﬁ; astivitics wm,le
sueh participstion is very low in rursl aress in comparison

o that in urbsn &reas. But botwoen these tws extremes there
1165 o set of sottloments (semi-urban) which shous this
percentage eignificantly higher than thot in rural sreas

Cand quite low in comperison to thot in urban areas l.6. somow

what in botvesn of tho two ogtromos. This i true either
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'4926 take the State it:&zaii&' or ariy of i‘t:a-’ mMamal divisions
at both the time gmmi. VQ:? grarse, due to a higher level
Of industrial development tho semieurbon arcas of Mabarashtra
liztorsl ang ?mgaga—a&amganga mam givisions show OCmoe
- whaot urban Maae:a &a&a but it &5 S0 anly becouse of the
mgem& of Gma zzr Borbay Clty and thgm:: ::itywzm moot
industrialised clticowin these éﬁ.vmims respectivelys |
But in any case, we £ind @ @3.@3: mzi: ﬁiatixfm‘;m between
the three typ&s of seatim‘w thrmgm th@ Si:atee

Fite i:ha table ¢/ v.a s‘f*mm 'mn mﬂ:m m’ nanmgrim.zltar&i
acr‘kers m per 100 of agriculwt;al we;arke*'ﬂ 1& vezy high in the
| man agoas sccording Lo %hxemaywlassiﬁicaﬁ;am becausa big
touns gonerally porform a coro role with major activities in
production and sorvices other tham ‘agricultural vhereas agrie
culture is the g:zaﬁasinant sootor ‘of ecenomy in the rural argac
arnd the rx:atir:x deelines steeply in thoso amés; m ss&:ﬁ;wurbmn
areca this ratio is not as low as the mml areaa but it i5 also
not as higih a3 the urban mﬂ*‘ because thosa ama are not as
inﬂmtri&liaeﬁ an tha bhig sizaa urhmr nnitse Smam touns generaw
3

liy perform the mle of markoting and servico centrass” The study

of size c:lésss £ urban eam;reﬁ and function gpocialisation of
settlenents
settloments ohou that as n-wposc»s to mamﬁmmﬁ.ng the narbeor af;,. el
o , o LT
1. iia.;in. usﬁ ’ii‘wa”sim ﬁ:u} ’“\m@imw“ m:.cle m °
28 7 A ey AR ‘:-j ﬁvl«mng s 12?"‘335;
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in the service sectors increases as the urban sise class
degreasess The data in table Vef indlcate very clearly
- that the semieurban areas on one hand 4o not show the
urbeon charsctor as strongly o the large urban centres
but cn the other hend these settlements aro also not as
much rural es the smaller villages end bear somewhat
| semiwrben cherscter.

This 1o truc for the State 05 well for cach of ito

subsnatural divistions end for both the time points.s Of

course the ratio varies for all the three ty;

g of Bottles
monts from one division to another (bolmy loweset in Taptie
Purna Velley and Highest in Maharoshtra littoral) sccore
4ing to the level of ccobmmic aed industrisl Gevelopment.

¥hile cancluding cur analysis of the soclowstonomic
and demographic implications of thres-way-clescification
of settlements we may specify the fact that the threo-way=
classificvetion is 'Wlxﬁaiﬁe@ and justified by the presence |
of sociowesonomic sbd Semographic aiffammem All the
£ive selacted varisbles in this regard have shoun more of
leos & trens of expected values. More a@mrmt rurad-orban
difforential and s clear-cut distinction between rusal
and somie-urban &nd betwesn semi-urban and wrdben 46 oboerved
it relation to each varieble st State level as well as at
subspaturol Givieion level for both the time pointos
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Coviously the pattern of variations betwsen the values u
of socioweconcmic and demograpliic chapndEdreticsor :

one dlvision to another according to the level of
ﬁmimmmm and industrisl devclopment Gf ths

tegions A study of the ‘levels of Reglonal ﬁm@mﬂﬁ
helps us to understand this phencmenon.

i e

s of India had divided the ﬁmw into
meat w&m at district lmi ’I‘h&

By C and T refer to this

1 - Mighly 8¢ @m&w wlor developad

wg!.m ‘Z’a;:im 63 Mi;:awm in mlm;im w
auologicel, topographical, cultural and sodios
sconemic factors otc. the districts of India We&e
clasoified {on the basis of ranking device) into

. one of the fws lavals of &minmt; hook NMitrap
levals of Recion :4_“2&4@@,.*}* pont: Censes Bﬁ Indie




CHAPTER.TVI

SUMARY 28D

CONCLIBION

Since the begining of population census in India,
the study of man and land bas been carried out in two
 olasses viz, rural and urban, The d&ehatémw classifsp
cation of settlements by Indian census organisation is |
based on the distinet differentials of one place from anothor
in relation to some of the soclo.econonic, demographic and
administrative characteristies, | But analysis of the avallable
statistics on thess aspects of the rural and urban gsettle-
ments and thelir population in different size groups has
generally revealed pronounced inter.rural and inter.urban
differences, BStudlies have also shown that census urban
category focludos a numbor of small 8ized towns (urbdan
centres with population bolow 20,000) vhich are not a8
urban in their form and structure as well es in thinking
and behaviour as the large sized iwban centres having
papulats.mi 20,000 and sbove more particularly, the places
having population 1,00,000 snd above., ESimilariy ameng the
rural sottlements the large sized villages (with population
5,000 and more) are not as rural es the smaller owvies
particularly, in respeot of the availabuiﬁy ol social
amonities, infra.structure and the way of 1life of the
people living 4n them. On the other hand, large siged

- villages and small sized towns show certain characteristics
123
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somewhat similar to each other and therefore, need to be
a@ass ifisd in a separate category representing thedr:
characteristics more clesarly and menbuymé their
independent entity (from rural and urban) for their poten.
tial development. | | .

The prosent study wes, therefore, planned to develop;
a concept of 'semhnrban‘.caﬁegory of settlements to claséaf
‘¢he large sized villages and small sized towns as somi.
urban, In order to reclassify the settlements into three
categories viz. rursl, samhu&hﬁtﬁb:ﬂmr of population of
thi: settlements has been taken as the sole criterion in the
present study (This study was a part of the major étaﬂy on
the question of reclassification of settlaﬁems and other
resemmm have used other criteria).

The study was conducted by selecting the Etate of
Maharashtra as the area of the study and by covering the
census classification of settlements in tho State at two
time points i.6. 19681 and 1971. To assess the pattarn of
distribution of three types of settlements among the
different parts of the State in context of the geographical
setting of the area, the sub.nstural division of the State
has been considered as the meaningful unit for the present
study, |

After reclassifying the census rural and urban
settlements into three categories at the state and aub. -
natural division level, the socio.cconomic and denmographic
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imﬁueaummf three.way.classification vere studisd on
the besis of certain sai.@taa variables like growth of
popul ation, dens s.ty, iitoracy, sex ratis mﬁ oecupational
siétrmtm of tm population.

Eindings s

By using the criterion of population size below
20,000, a msjor dumber of census urbsn.settiements. in
Haoharashtra, have basn classificd as semi.urban’ at both
the time points H.e., 72 per cent of tho total cencus
urban settlements in 1961 and 63 per cont of the total
cotsus urban settlements in 1971 oan be classified as
somi-urban settlements,

In contrsat to the sbove pattern of the clsssificetion
of urbdban aéeilﬁmms‘, & vory fow of the consus rural settle.
ments have boon reclassified o8 semi.urban. In State es
& whole mw 0.93 per cont and 1;69 per cent of the t’:o’ba‘i'
esnsus rursl aettlcmnt;s in 1961 and 197% respectively .
have shiﬁad to the nev category 1.¢. semic.urban category
pf settiemants,

The distribution of sll the three typos of settlements
and population living therein 43 highly uneven between the
five geographical regions of the state, Host of the popule.
tion living in a fow big/l arga 8ized urban centres w eoneen.
trated in the highly industriaslised parts of the stste
while most of the semi.urban populatiosn 1s confined to the
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regions where the development of agro-industries is teking
place at a> foster speed, This is evident fronm tha incroase
in the number of small towns mmd larger villages in these
areas in 1871 in couparison te that in 1961,

The two sets of rural as well as urban setilemunts

classified under two.vay.tlassification and three.vwaye.

clagsification - show different values : while compavied.. with
| each other m relation to the variables disclosing sociow
oconomic and dempgraphic characteristics, Of course some
timos presenting a wide range of differences the vabiations
are strikingly high as in case of demsity of population
betwoen the two sets of urban settlerments but some times
the variations are nominal 28 in case o€ literacy rates
for rural as well as for_urban sets of settlemonts., But
in any case a oclear trend of variastions is oisorved between
the two rural and urban sets under two aysteinsar classiti.
‘eation and hence the rural.urban differentiai: with regards
to cortain socio.econnnmice and demographic characsteristies
is found more pronounced under threc.vag.classification
than that found under the census classification of settle.
ments. This 18 true whother we take State ss a whole or
any of the sub.region of the SBtate at any time point i.e.
1961 or 1971,

Senl.urdban set of settlemonts botween the most rural
and most urban set of settleoments shows quite distinct
character than that of *rural’ and 'urban', Growth rate of
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papulétian, 1iteraey rate -both for 'males' and tfamales?,
donsity of population per sq. km., of area and the share of
secondary and tertiary workers bear a positive relationship
whoreas the sex ratio and the work participation rate,
particularly the female work.participation rate, shows an
iﬁ%@rséa relationship with the increasing size of the
population of the rural and urban settlements. Honce we
find that the villages with population belew 5,000 show the
lovest growth rate, literacy, density of population and
share of secondary and tertiary workers while these values

- are higher for the rural settloments of population 5,000
and above and for the urban settlements with populat ion
below 20,000 i.e. the semi.urban aress according to the
present study. But for the urban afeas of ths higher size
group of population the values of the said variables are
highest. .Similanly the position is jJust the reverse if We
econs ider the values of sex ratio and worﬁ.partielpazian rate
by size of population of the rural and urban settlements,
This 1s true more or less, for the different sub.natural.
divisions of tho State at both the time points,

The study hes shown that the three types of settlements
ideagiﬁe& by applying the 'size of populstion' criterisn tc: the
alresdy existing Census rural and urban settlements do present
a clear-cut distinction botwoon them (rurel, somi-urban and
urben) in relotion to certain socio=economic and smg;:‘aphi@
charecterstics and clso that the rursl urben differentials
in respect o these charscterstics is found to s more pmﬁoume:i
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unfder throe tier systom aﬁwzimsiﬁicauw in cmpazimi to
¢hat under Census elossificotion. Thorefore, it should
be considdgred justified to recommend thot o three-foll
cloascification of sottliencnts by e:;spiyiag the ‘sizs of
populaotion' cxiterios, ss fiseussed in thwbotudy chould
bo plopted ﬁa: arl the prooticsd ,‘,-;:‘: spes end espeeially
for the Ceonpus snumerstien ani tabulotion.

- Herc ono may zaice the quostion thot the ‘size of
population® ecriterics boped on the cut off pointa at the
pagmla;im plzs of bolow sa..m an ‘ruralt fmﬁ 5.500 ond
ebove as ‘semi-urban® in cass of yo~clnesification of
Census rurel gxeas and ot the population si.e below 20,000
‘o6 'semi~urban’ anid 20,000 end more av ‘urban® in casc of
reclossification of Census urbon ﬁmai, U;)%fhaa arbitrary
ividing line between rurol, somdeurben/types of settlcomonts
bocause a further study of the zo classificd semi-urben
nsetﬂmnﬁs mpy reveal that the gmall towns covered by the
urban agglomeration or the omall towns & lorger villages
locoted) around or mear the big iMBustrisl cition show
 higher degree of urbonisstion.® while compared with other
semd-urban setelements eltusted et & Siffersnt location
on3 site. Further, soms villeges with popslotion Bolow

- * Xn rorms of literncy level, gaemﬁm‘:&ga of aéarzzars engaged
in nonesgricultural persulits, gvallaobilicy of socinl pwoni-
ties way of thinking and beheviour god 6o on. .
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A

8,000 and urban pleces with population agbove 20,000

may slso ghow the gemi-urbap charecterisation., A

couple of suggestions can, therefore, be forwverded for '5\&
extending the upper end lower limite of the cutting
points of the ‘size of populotion’ of the Census urban

and rural gottlements respoctively €0 srrive at the semie-
urbsn category or it may also be considered more useful
thot ecach sottleront of g particuler size group of popu-
lation ghould be tested before its gg;ciaaaﬁgmucna a6
rural, semi-trban or arban on the basic of svailobilicy

- of certain predominant social m&ﬁi&aa or population
chatacwg;".%t&aa e.g. Genpity, literscy rate and proportion
of workers in scconjary and tertisxy sectors for the werkess
of primazy cecter of economic as:tiﬁty as hoas been done in
the other threc parts of the moin study on the ;‘sxe’blm?( :

But it may be noted that the methosologics suggested
in the preceling pare to arrive ot the semi-urbsn categogy
of settlements are based on certain assumptions snd ape
more time consuming oxcoreises imvolving & lot of calculation
work and os such may be more useful for the rescarch and
theortical purposes but are loms procticel from the view
point of thoir applicability as the eriterie for the

Ap has beon indlcated carlier this study 1s & port of o big
study on the problem of re-clossification of Census rural &
urban settlements inte three categories. 7The other three
studdes heve adopted different coriteria for threc-way
clagsification of settlomonts in Mchorashtra State,
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three uay Qiasaifm@tierx of settloments at, 28ll Indie
&es:el. Horeovor we should not forget thatz in any cese
we will be seleucting some *arbitraw' Alviding line ¢o
ﬂisunguish the three types of human aettiemm because
inspite of a mumber of internstional conferences and
geminars on the issus no universol point emxm be iaem;i-n
£ied from where the rural onde and urban starts or vice-

VLS

Therefore, érm only cquestion now ctends 4 ¢ How to
select the best poscible dividing line between rursl and
m-‘—nraban anid between semi urban and urbon on the basis
of which (i) moximum of the rural, semi-urban snd urban
types of settlements may be identified unfer the ‘three
respective categories of sottlements and (14} which may
cmeniamiy be adopted by the mnwa ﬁxgantsetlm of
India. lvb all of us km; in Indle, the Congun Organisation
is the primary sgency to clamsj.fy the mttlemm into
aifferent @a@eg@xies {rural, semi-urban or urben) ﬂsrmmnut
the cmmmga m:&%ms we mst rmmmf here ¢that the %
_m&&amﬂ criterion/criteria for trichotomous e:lassiﬁcatﬁ.on
shouli be of course be gclentific and ayawmam bue 1t ‘-'-\_H
ghould alec be simple snough from the view point of 1’&5 )
adoption by the Consus Crgonisation slongwith its utility
and ability to maintain the comparability of Sata betweon
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the post ond future conmises. Secondly, the methodology
a,ewiapeﬁ for throo=wsy classification is %o be baged on

the Consug aata only, which may be ‘'Secondary’ for a research
stufent ut provide *Primpry * material to the Census Orga=
nisation for the purpsse of :rmlaasifyiﬁg the settlements.

_ Henee, inspite of ell limitations (including the limitations
of Census ﬁgaéisatimn 1tself) in relstion to data collection,
any further resesrch for developing the mthéawmgy for three-
£o1d clapsification woulid haove to be based upon the Cengus
date itself, - '

‘Keeping in mind the shove mentioned points it moy be
considered justified to recomena thot 'size of population’
criterion should be sdopted for developing a threeetier
system of claseifying the settlements. This criterion is.
more practicel ani simple in comperison to other method-
| ologies%‘éan be epplied more conveniently ot all Zndta level
becguse the reguired .ﬁaﬁa for thie; purpose bf, reclessificetio
are aveiloble in o uniform pattexn in all over the eaunuy
and for W&méﬁ: time pointe. Ieeving aaide cett@ain excep=-
ticns comparéeively rmost of the zursl, w‘m&ﬂzrhm and urbon
ty;seaaf. sottlemente con be covered unjer their respective
categories-clansified by am&yiﬁg the ‘size of population’
criterion as explained in the study. |

The dota presented in this study for the State of
Haharashtra hove cleaﬂg brought out the soclo-economic and

.
Ay



1 37

demographic differentiols which emorged while the cettlcments
of this State were clessificd into three ctegorios es rural,
semi~urban ond urben instead of their usuol ﬁ%ﬁhoww#s
clascification into rural and urbsn and have providjed e
basle for certain rothinking in mg regerd on the part

of ﬁlaﬂms aﬁﬂ policy mskors,

The identification of semi-urban ereas and a c#ystal-
cleay ;}iéﬁ:m of miﬁwwm' sociowcultural, gecgraphical
ani demographic ghaz‘ssct;&ﬁ"éﬁca aﬁ these arces would be of a
great usc to the plasners and policy mekers of the national
vmvels;mmté; programues in India. Semimurl?&n arcos can
play @ eé&:ia;‘. iza&e particulerly with reference to the town
planning in pegionol context, decentralisation of industrieg
ani t&m:aby mmnﬁaiug & apries of problems associcted with
t.-he gural-urbat migrotion and ¢ growing congestion in g fow
big urban contres ond in mioimising the cconomie ond social cosaty
involve 4 leying the foundation of modern agriculture and

industry. '

Our €ive-year Plans, specially Féurth and Fifth Pive Year
Plans have loid speciel cmphasis on the halégaﬂ regional growth
and fntegrated area ﬂmlvpmﬁt. The .semi-urbém areas, which
an this stuly hes bwqht out, ore more in nunber thaen the
“urban centres and at presest are not maly diastributed over the
space, cah piay a vital zole in this respect. A balanced ani
effective diotribution of gemi~urbon sress over the gpace with
adequate infrastsucture would minimdse the regional and gube-
sregional imbelonces in ﬁw developmental process. Meany of the
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‘semi~urbon sress due to thedr favouradle site & location,

con scconmodote deé the decentralisc’ industries. Thus

by cresting the cmployment opportunities the migration channel
can be directed and if possible redirected from the rursl
_end big urben centres respectively o the semi-urban areas.
The divertion of migration chonnel from the big urban centres
angd improved mnmic appbtmﬁwma in gemis-urban ereaa'

ars esgential to check the further flow of population to

the already conjosted metropolitan cities in favour of
heslthy snad orderly urbanisation particularly in the coming
ye»aga; It has been cgtimsted 'mat rural areas by the year
2001, will not be sgble to support more than 500 million pwple"
{aﬁt of the 669 milliton pxeajegmﬁ raral m@p&azi evan gt the
prosent standord of living. That moans the remaining 169
millon rural people will move out of the rural areas on the
otter hand the larger urban coentres would not b sble to
ebsoxb their ‘surplug? @ﬁ _mréal people hecsuse already a
larger number of people goes on living in these aress
beyunﬁ their deqrec of sconomie ﬁmw 3:&9&151%.\ it
is here that by meatihg the Gecentralises insustrics ang
thepeby creating more m:plagmm oppogtunitics, the gedif=
urban arees can be utilised for sccommodating the ‘surplue’

X changer sextier,C,, Chief Toun Plenner, Tnate quoted by W.d.

. Bp: o U tegr Prediminory document,
UNICEP, New nelh&,m' 7

zExpert cmxtm on Fapu.latian ijuatixms, Egojegted P
ton » 11 Indig 1971-2001f¢ Planning Comnissic
of m&clg?lt '
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piation as well a8 to dispers the urbon popnlations
nomde cost for provifiing the soclel fecilities to
improve the guality of Méﬁ of tho g pecple in semiearban arces
vould alse be minimi od by the u%lia&%m of amzaﬁy availsble
infrostruectore 4o those aroas.

Parther if ’t?ne Central and Gtate W&}z‘mﬁﬁ pay edeguate
attention the semiesrban areat Legs ﬁmmz sized towns which
are quite often seen ac the "bridge’ botween the uthan and rurel
mvmﬁaw play a crucial role 4n agrm& aral and yural
development. These arcas cen provide necessary 1ink:

between
raral end urben areas and thus can provide the needod services
for improving sgricultural practices and development of agroe
industries alongwith a whole range of small ecale industries
4n relation to the moderanination of agriculture and minimis
the social and econtmic conts in }»vméi in ite

In other wordes £ the proper attention is paid and
adequate invesitments sre made the seml-urban areas which are
o tha transitionsl stage towards urbenisation, r:zan play &n
fmportant xole 8 the nurceries of industrislisation and urbane
ieation and would work o5 the 'counter-magnets® to the existing
migration towarde big citics., The comi-urban areas if developed
a5 the hodal podnts and growth coentres can abridge the |
rural-arban dichotony in the &wielwmmm@ mﬁ gspatml mmsf‘
3. Mthﬁlaﬁ% iﬁ%mt *mﬂkm&ua«tim‘ m Sural DIES ‘

ﬁw ' ﬁﬁigﬁﬂ ': 5
&&t?%@ﬁﬁ&&'% §ﬁ'ﬁ3 L
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ieh the ctress on integrated miral developumont in
Indian pleaming one shonld anpect growth of large siped
villages and smoller towns in o grester proportiop fn e next
couple of decades in India and this stresses the nood for
underatanding the charscterstics of these arcss much more <
clearly in view of the abuve mentiomed points. Dut all thie
vould enly be possible if the Census @rganisatim, of India
decides to afapt & three-tier-system of classifying ihe
scttlements into rural, cemleurbon and urban instesd of the
present twosway-clasgification of settlesents in Indis.






TABLE -« 1

Statement showing the administrative diviston, distriots,
towns and villages in Maharashtra as per 1971 census,

Distriot

Divia 19:1_' ﬁo. of tovna No. of vulagas
. | N | __{inhabited)
1 2 3 » 4
Maharashtra State 26 | 289 35778
Bombay Grs Bombay ) 3 -
Thans 24 16238
Kolaba 14 1699
Ratnagiri 15 1514
Has ik 20 1628
Dhulia 7 137
Jalgaon 15 1423
Sub . Total 7 98 923
Poona shmed nagar 6 1812
' Poona 22 1481
Satara 14 1142
Sangli 7 539
Sholapur 10 948
Kolhapur 11 1083
Sub . Total 6 7 6508
Aurangabad Aurangabad 10 1866
| ‘Parbhant 12 1605
Bhir 7 1028
Handed 11 1324
0smanabad 13 1387
Sub . Total 8 53 Mo

[ AR
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1 2 3 2
Kagpur Buldana 9 1232
Akola 2 1489
smravati 13 1637
Yeotmal 8 1647
Wwardha 6 962
Nagpur 13 1625
Bhandara 1500
Chandrapur 9 2840
‘Sub - Total 8 7 12932




Table E. 2

Percentage Distribution of Total Villages and Rural Pepulation among Different Size Groups of Population
for Maharashtra and its Sub-natural Divisions at District Level for 1961 and 1971

aAll Classes

SIZE CLASS OF VILLAGES WITH POPULATION

Subtotal of

V43

AT fTess than 500 500-995 1000-1999 2000-~4999  Subetotal of'  5000-9999 10000+
7y & 9 | B . villages below villages with
v 3:5 . — i - 8000 population popsabove 5000
) R o by 5 § :
" £ ot QY @ o W : . - o i . o ® o
’ 1 Q0 Q0 ¢..90 o 0 @ ) o o ) o o o W) @ o 0 . .
8% 58 G55 BB FoE Bug Bu o Bu, B o Bu. 8% g4, g% (13%g §9, §Ue g%, 36 g%,
WY 28 23 2B tul Eull EuS Eul Eul EuB Eub Euf Eud Ewl eEMDEME EMO EHE SHD g4
Yooa -t 48 F0n G000 6§98 5@8 mmg’ﬁms R 508 doo gog SY0% 000 000 HLO PR5 62%
L B Mo " L 9ab poA pao P pa~ pad van~ pa 0.8 q,q§ fpad oan pa~ Pap  pad pan
4 5 D - ow w 8By %«"4‘ mgg 057 869 o054 ¢89 oEd 954G @ggﬂ o6c o054 oS¢ o584 o05¢
na.__ nw Q8o Ro dgo dpg azP Agd dzP 826 S5 AZp afPoazg Camb aka azp MEN Azb AEh
— 1 "2 3 a4 s "6 1 __8 9 10 11 12 1314 15 16 1718 19 20
MAHARASHTRA 1961 35851 28,391,157 47,72 15,02 28,55 25,71 13,62 28,55 6.18 22.40 99,07 91,68  0.85 7.04 0,08 1.28 0,93 8,32
i ‘ 1971 35778 34,701.024 49,52 10,68 29,43 21,80 20,79 29,40 8,67 25,87 98,41 87,75 1.38 9,44 0,21 . 2,81 1.59 12,25
Sub-nsiimral Divisions | |
3,7,1/Tapti-Purma = 1961 7137 5,224,573 52,11 16.80::26.85 25.83 14,73 27.32 5.42 21.35 99,10 91,30 . 0,80 7.10 0,10 1,60 0,90 8,70
/| valley 1971 7160 6,301,245 55,82 12,67 28,84 23,51 17,60 27.44 7,23 23,87 . 98,53 87,50  1.24 9.36 0,22 3,14  1.47°12,50
¢ : : R - . o ‘
/ Dhulia 1961 1360 1,135,380 46,62 13.52 26.54 23,05 18,90 30,97 6.91 24.10 98,97 91,64 0.88 6,36 0,15 2,00 1,03 8,36
[ 1971 1379 1,374,445 40,32 10,24 27,56 20.15 21.25 29.75 8,99 26,09 98.12 86,23  1.59 10,15 0,29 3.62  1.88 13,77
Yy  Jalgaon 1961 1435 1,367,826 40,70 11,36 30,52 22,52 18,82 27,30 8,43 25,66 98,47 86,84  1.18 8.71 0,35 4.45 1,53 13,16
f : 1971 1423 1,629,975 34,01 8,53 31.62 20,29 20,66 25.29 11,53 29.79 97.82 83,90 1.55 9,04 0,63 7,06 2,18 16.10
| amravati 1961 1609 910,586 65,20 23,65 21,19 26.20 9,32 21.93 3,48 18,93 99,19 90,80 0.8l 9,20 = “ = 0.81 9,20
f ’ \ . 1971 1637 116,526 58,52 19,00 25,33 23.94 12,77 25,28 3,85 16,73 98.47 84,95 1.47 14,08 0,06 0,97 1.53 15,05
4 Bkola 1961 1508 926,521 57,42 22,38 27,06 30,57 11.14 24,68 3,85 16,37 99,47 94,00 0453 6,00 - - 0.53 6,00
{ | 1971 1489 1,148,129 47,21 15,54 30,83 28,28 15.18 26.38 6.11 22,36 99,33 92,45  0.54 5.46 0,13 1,98  0.67 7,44
', Buldhana 1961 1225 884,260 47.84 16,54 30,04 29,10 16,82 30,98 4,73 18.84 99,43 05,46 0.57 4.54 - - 0,57 4.54
3 \\\ 1971 1232 1,041,170 41,48 12,39 31,98 27,22 19,32 31,25 6,17 21.07 98,95 91,93 1.05 8,07 = - 1,05 8,07
3,1 .2 %Panganga-Wainganga s , , o o _ \ , A }
- valley 1961 8495 4,443,719 64.45 26,41 22,55 30,38 10.04 25,69 12,68 14,23 99,73 964,71 0,27 3,290 = - 0.27 3.2
X . 1971 8574 5,583,623 55375'19,35},25‘60_27575 13,87 28,71 4,26 18,46 99,48 94,28 0.48 4,88 0,05 0.84 052 5472
Nagpur 1961 1653 - 725107 73.32 36.75 10,12 20.50 5,26 16,15 2,06 14,34 99,76 96,74  0.24 3,26 = - 0,24 3.26
1971 1625 887,331 64.06 27,87 24,68 30,75 7.69;{18,51 3,02 16,76 99.45 9?.89 055 6,11 - - 0.55 6,11
.- Bhandara 1961 1486 1,132,025 44,89 14,23 28,80 27.13 20,52337,21 5.59 19,83 99,80 98,40 0e20 1,60 = - 0.20 1.60
1971 1500 1,405,067 36,00 9,57 30,27 23,31 2%.00 36,10 9.13 26,96 099,40 95,94 0,60 4,06 - - 0,60 4,06
Chanderpur 1961 2755 - 1,142,380 74,19 32,61 17,50 29,75 6,28 20,05 1,63 11.12 99,60 93.53 0.40 6,47 - - - 0.40 6,47
- 1971 2840 1,473,037 66,62 24,96 20495 28,48 9,15 22,96 2.71 14,72 99,43 9}.12 0.46 6,38 0.1l 2,50 0.57 8.88
| Yeotmal 1961 1629 959,945 56,10 24,37 28,55 34,49 12,52 27,52 2,58 11,11 99,75 97.49 0.25 2,51 - - 0.25 2,51
' 1971 1647 1,229,728 45,90 16,52 29,81 28,39 19,79 35,72 4,13 15,60 99,63 96,23 0.31 2,94 0,06 0,83 0.37 3,77
_ 1871 962 588,460 57,28 21,77 26,40 30,68 12,27 26,19 3,53 16,02 99,48 94,66 0.52 5,34 - - 0.,52 5,34
Conkd: -
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3.8,1 Eastemn Plateau 1961 9698 9,170,426 35,85 10,82 33,97 25,87 21,06 30.37 7.99 24,57 08,87 91,63 1,04 7.09 0,09 1528; 1.13 8,37
) 1971 9680 11,370,688 27,22 6,88 32358 19,32 26.73 31,24 11.43 29,53 97,96 86.98 1.84 10,46 0,21 2.56 2,04 13.02
Sholapur 1961 946 1,340,245 13,64 2,89 33,93 17,39 33,19 32,44 16,91 34,50 97,77 87.22 2,12 9,87 0.21' 2»91 2.32 12,78

_ 1971 948 1,637,288 10,34 1,87 20,11 12,91 34,49 28,61 21,94 37,04 95.88 80.43 3.59 14,25 0,53 5,32 4,12 19,57

Kolhapur 1961 1086 1,288,718 27.44 6.74 31.22 19,14 26,89 31,92 12,43 30,84 97,98 88.64 1,84 9,61 0.18. 1.75 2.02 11,36

1971 1083 1,607,804 21,88 4,53 26,41 12,98 3029 28.80 ‘17,63 35,22 96,21 81,57 3,42 15,11 0,37 3.36  3.79 18,47

Sangli 1961 526 -1,038,286 9,70 1,35 23,58 8,83 36,31 25,76 22,62 34,94 92,21 70,88 6.84 23,75 0,95 5,37 7,79 29,12

, 1971 530 1,252,972 7,24 0,86 19,67 6,33 35,99 3,07 27,83 37,43 90,73 66,69 7,23 22,22 2,04 11,09 " 9,27 33.31

Nanded 1961 1325 923,806 45,21 18,30 36,60 37464 13,96 27,07 4,00 15,12 99,77 98,13 0.23 1,87 =" - 0.231 1.87

| 1971 1324 1,169,577 3,08 10,99 37,16 30,42 22,51 33,73 6,80 21.50 99,55 96.64 0.45 3,36 - 0.45" 3,36

Parbhani 1961 1517 1,039,534 47,67 19,36 34,34 35,80 13,71 26,43 4,15 17,32 99,87 98,91 0,13 1,09 - - 0,13 1,09

, 1971 1505 1,264,833 39,80 15,36 36.82 28,28 21,26 33,38 5,45 18,37 99,33 95,39 0,67 4.61 - - 0,67 4,61

Osmanabad 1961 1388 1,321,390 31,92 10,21 35,30 26,98 23,99 34,14 8,21 25,26 99,42 96,59 0.58 3.41 - 0.58 3,41

1971 1387 1,659,699 21,85 5.74 34,03 20,85 30,35 34,98 11,97 29,01 98,20 90,58  1.80 9,42 - - 1,80 9.42

Aurangabad 1961 1879 1,315,630 45,88 17,63 34,59 35,09 15,38 29,26 3,94 16,10 99,79 98.08 0e21 1,92 = - 0e21 1,92

v 1971 1866 1,641,745 35,42 11.85 35.96 29.65 21,71 33,27 6,43 21,47 99,52 96,24 0,48 3.76 - - 0.48 3,76

Bhir 1961 1031 902,817,;36,08 12,75 35,30 29.13 22,31 34.41 5,53 18,32 91,22 94,61 0,78 5.39 - \ - 0.78 5439

1971 1028 - 1,136,820 25,29 7,57 34,73 22,66 28,60 35,22 9.62 24,42 98,25 89,87 1,75 10,13 | = { - 1,75 10,13

3.8,2 Western Plateau 1961 5628 5,767,570 37.31 10,22 29,83 20,97 21,54 28,93 9,40 26,20 98.08 86,32 1,71 11.19 0,21 2,49 1,92 13,68
1971 . 5563 7,056,740 29.26 6,76 28,96 16,53 25,35 27,71 13.45 30,50 97,02 81.50 2043 12,89 0,56 5,61 2,98 11,17

Nasik 1961 1652 1,380,264 42350 14,29 32,14 27,55 18,28 29,32 6,11 20,94' 99,03 92,10  0.97 7.90 = - 0,97 7.90

. 1971 1628 1,690,749 32,25 9,38 32,86 22,67 23,83 30,83 9,40 25.95 98,34 88.83 1.60 10,38 0,06 0479 1.66 11,17
Ahmadnagar 1961 1318 1,588,654 26,10 7,16 33,99 20,33 26,78 30,44 10,47 24,70 97,34 82,63 2,05 11.46 61 5,01 2.66. 17,37

1971 1312 2,017,617 16,62 3,74 32,55 15.38 30,56 28.00 16.08 30,05 95.81 77.83 3420 14,16 0,99 8,67 4,19 22,83

Poona 1061 1498 1,526,974 42,05 11,03 27,50 19.40 18,76 25,68 9,35 26 .60 97,66 82,29 2,07 14,04 0,27 3.25 2,34 17,29

1971 1481 1,848,255 35,72 7,93 26,13 15.13 22,15 24,62 12,56 29,59 96,56 77,27 2.63 14,55 0,81 8,18 3444 1 22,7:

Satara 1961 1360 1,271,678 36,55 8,63 24,83 16,51 23,79 30,55 12,93 33,33 98,10 89.02 1,90 10,98 - - 1,90 10,98

1971 1142 1,500,119 31,17 6,42 22,94 12,90 25,66 27,60 17,34 37,37 97.12 84,29 2,45 11,98 0.44 3,73 2,88 15,71

40241 Maharashtra 1961 - 4893 3,784,869 47,78 16.68 29.22 26,87 16.35 28,63 6,05 22,42 99,41 94,60 0¢57 4,94 0,2 0.46 0.59 5,40
Littoral 1971 4801 4,388,728 39.29 12,26 31,33 24.22 20,68 31,03 7.60° 23,98 98,90 91,50 - 1,02 7.29 0.08 1.21 1.0 8,50

1971 - - - i L2 - - . - , - - - ‘ - . - - - . - - - - )

Thana 1961 1599 1,153,350 51,66 19,77 30,46 30,33 12,01 21,86 5,25 21,24 99,38 93,20 0.56 5.28 0,06 152 0462 6,80

1971 1588 1,454,915 40,74 12,83 32,37 24,97 18,20 26.68 7,05 22,20 22,36 86,68 1.51 11.10 0,13 2,22 «64 13,32

Kolaba 1961 17718 952,174 62,49 29,95 25,93 33,15 8.94 22,36 2,53 13,04 99,89. 98,50 0,11 1.50 - - 0.11 1,50

: 1971 1699 1,110,413 52,21 22,30 30,96 3281 13,01 26,81 3,53 15,59 99,71 97,11 0,29 2,89 - - 0,29 2.89
Ratnagiri 1961 1516 1,679,345 26,45 7,03 31,79 20492 29,62 36,83 11,02 28,55 98,88 93,33 1,12 6,67 - - 1.12 6,67

1514 1,823,400 23,25 5,71 30,65 18,64 31,90 37,06 12,75 30,50 98,55 1,32 6,94 0,13 1.15 1.45 8,09

1971

44

91.91



TABLE -3

DIS‘TRIBU'IIGN OF URBAN SETTLEMENTS AND POPULATION BY SIZE CLASS FOR MAHARASHTRA STATE AND ITS SUBNATURAL DIVISIONs
AT DISTRICT LEVEL FOR 1961 AND 1971

. . CLASS.OF TOWNS . ,_. ~
e All classes I 1I ' I1I Sub=makmexk v ) 4 Vi Sub=total of
D ' - . total of class _ class
HY _ I¥TI+IIT o ___ Ivevsvi
» 9 [ 0 . o : ;9 _ : '
= Wy W L8 D L Dy G O Y4 O Y4 (e L] D W N D o
é% 59*% g °o 89, ©° 86, 0 50, .0 Jo, o Joq © Sha . Jla 5 g5,
W SRR AN - B §85. Yo §35 S0 §e8 du Fo§ o Fds gu Bgg go 588 yB 5ys
33 4o 8% 48 25 BaB 48 Relh ‘égé’gﬁﬁé?wgﬁ 5 558 55§55 55 KER 4F ugd
wa - = . R 1 I zzg_,‘mz& zi ng_wg K & , zﬁ &} g zﬁi«f&z a zf LA &E aEa  SE o090
i — 2 "3 4 "5 6 ____3_8 9 10 1112 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
MAHARASHTRA . ... 1961 . 266 11,162,561.. 1&)60,49 15 9,17 ‘47 13,00 74 ‘82,66 89 11,17 - 88 5,65. 15 - 0,52 192 17.34
| ' ! 1971 289 15,711,211 17 64,75 . 25 11,07 65 11.71 107 87,53 98 8.78 70 3,30 14 0,30 1182 12,47
3.7 North Msharashtra: o | o ' i | b | o o
~ Sub-natural Div, : _ . o S - L ‘ .
3.7.1 Tapti-Puna . /1961, 52 1,373,552 .2 18,47 3 18,44 15 33,04 20 69.95 25 26.54 6 3.42 1 o0.l0 32 30.05
~ vValley | - 1971 53 1,789,722 4 33,86 4 14,53 22 34,01 30 82,41 18 15,49 4 1,96 1 0.14 23 17,59
Dhulia 1961 7 . 215,856 = = . 1 45,81 2 28,67 3 74.48 . 4 25,52 . = = . . = = 4 25,52
| | ; 1971 7 287,736 1 47,66 T 18,79 - 2 15,96 . 4 82,41 3 1759 = - @ - = 3 17,59
Jalgaon 1961 14 397,221 - « - 2 38,86 ' 4 32,60 6 71545 7 27,26 1. 14,20 = = 8 28,55
- ' 1971 15 | 502,146 1 21,25 2 30,34 5 28.48 ' 8 80,07 5 16.73 . 2 3,20 - - 7 19,93
Amravati ' 1961 13 322,194 1. 42,79 . = = 3 25,55 ' 4 68,33 6 26,19 .2 5,06 1 0,42 9 31,67
o X ‘1971 13 424,683 1 45,63 . - = . 6 38.38 7 84,01 - 4 13.15 1 2,25 1 0,59 6 15,99
.- &kola . 1961 9 262,833 1 44,04 . = = 3 32,11 4 76,16 . 3 17,47 2 6,37 = = 5 23,84
L 1971 9 [73353,349 1. 47,67 = : « 5§ 42,37 .6 90,03 2 7.20° 1. 2,68 - - 3 9,97
Puldhana 1061 9 175,438 -~ = - = 3 54,60 3 54,60 °5 40,40 1 5,00 e = 6 45,40
| . 1971 . 9. ,. 221,808 = . = 1 24,21 4 48,25 .5 72,46 4 27,54 = - - - 4 27,54
3,7.2 Wardha - Penganga 1961 36 1,308,171 1 45,20 72 8.24 10;{84h48 13 81,72 13 13,37 9 4,57 1 0,33 23 18,28
WaingangaPlateau 1971 39 1,788,021 1 48,44 5 19,04 11 18,65 17 .86,13 12 9,69 10 4,18 - - =« 22 13,87
Nagpur | 1961 12 787,706 . 1 81.71 e = , "2 8,07 3 89,78 4 5,96 5 4,26 = = 9 10,22
| 1971 13 1,055,357 .1 82,06 . 1 5,06 1 '2.,57 '3 89,69 6 7,13 4 2,58 - - 10 10,31
Bhandara ) 1961 . 5. 136261 ° - - 1 41,33 2 38.62 3 79.95 2 20,05 - - - - 2 20,05
. , 1971 5 180,513 =, = . 1,43,21 2 38.30 3 81,51 2 18,49 - - - - 2 18,49
' Chanderpur 1961 5 . 95,690 - 1 .53,80 1 21,27 2 75,07 1 14,79 1 5,57 1 4,52 3 24,93
1972 7 167,100 - - 1 44,96 2 35,69 "3 80.66 2 7.0 - 12,209 - - 2 19.34
Yeotmal 1961 . .'8 | 138,525° - ‘e Lol 1 32,910 1 32,93 6 62.44 ls 465 -~ - 7 67409
| 1971 8 "’ 193,049 - . -  1733,43 3 37,84 4 71,27 3 24,00 1 4,73 =  a 4 28,73
Wardha g 1961 .6 150,015 = = - -~ 4 90435, 4 50,35 - - -2 9,65 - - 2 9,65
1971 6 191,102 = . = 1 36,13 ..'3 54,54 ° 4 90,67 - - 2 933 . e 2 9,33

Vt‘f ‘ ch\l"cl .-
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1 23 % 5 6 ) 910 12 33 14 15 i 17 18 15 20
©3,8. 1 Bastemn 1961 80 1,814,275 2 28,94 7 '25.60 7 12,22 16 66,76 25 18,49 32 13,19 7 1.87 64 33,25
Plateau 1971 81 2,529,368 5 41,50 719,93 11 12,52 23 73.95 36 19.68 20 6,11 2 0.27 58 26,05
Sholapur 1961 10 519,874 1 64,93 1 9.69 .2 12,83 4 87,45 4 9.47 2 3,08 - - 6 12,55
1971 11 616,552. 1 64,61 2 18,82 1 4,30 4 87,72 5 11,19 1 1,10 - - 6 2,28
Kolhepur 1961 11 307,775 1 60,90 1 16,56 - - 2 77.47 4 13,97 3 6.64 2 1,92 9 22,53
. - S 197F 11 440, 245 1 58.84 1 19,93 - = 2 78,77 5 16,07 2 3,62 2 1,53 9 21,23
Moidoporx Sangld 1961 6 192,430 - @ = 2 66,09 1 10,82 3 76,91 3 23,09° - = - - 3 23,09
o . o 1an 7 286,898 1 40,13 1 27,05 2 16,99 4 84,17 2 12,74 1 3.09 - - 3 15,83
Nanded 1961 11 155,868 = = 1 52,02 = - 1 52,02 1 9,39 7 32,89 2 5,70 10 47.98
. 1971 11 228,185 1 55,45 - - 1  9.53 2 64,98 3 15.19 6 19,83 - - 9 35,02
Parbhani 1961 , 12 166,702 = = - = 2 36,11 2 36,11 5 30,14 5 24,74 = = 10 63,89
| 1971 12 241,938 - = 1 25,45 2 21,92 3 47.37 7 45,81 2 6,82 = @@= 9 52,63
Osmanabad 1961 13 156,266 = = - - 1 26,18 1 26.18 4 36,94 7 33,81 1 3,07 12 73,82
1971 13 236,988 @« = 1 29,6 2 24,44 3 54,04 7 35,83 3 10,13 - - 10 45,96
Aurangabad 1961 1o 216,711 - - 2 71.40 - - 2 71i.40 2 11,07 5 15,69 1  1.83 8 28,60
1971 10 329,261 1 45,70 1 27.67 = - 2 73,37 4 17,12 4 9,51 - - 8 26,63
Bhir 1961 7 98,649 - - e - 1 33,52 1 33,52 2 37.64 3 23,79 1 5,05 6 66.8
‘ 1971 - 7 149,301 ¢ = - - 3 72,85 3 72,88 3 23,23 1 3,92 = = 4 27,15
3,8,.2 Western Plateau 1961 , S5 %,760,630 4 55,08 2 7,06 11 18,32 . 17 80.42 14 11,94 17 6.73 4 0,90 35 19,58
‘with Protguded 1971 62 2,487,003 4 53,97 5 14,02 16 17,83 25 85.82 16 ' 8.82 15 4,52 6 0.84. 37 14,18
Hills : “ : » ~ o | o A .
Nasik 1961 15 474,982 2 53,16 - - = 4 27,34 6 80,51 5 14,32 3 4,16 1 1,01 9 19,49
- 1971 20 678,472 2. 54,23 1 8,17 5 18,60 8 81,00 6 12,47 6 6.53 - - 12, 19,00
Ahmadnagar 1961 5 187,315 1 63,54 « .2 23,77 3 £7.31 1 9,01 1 3,68 - - 2 12,69
1971 6 251,500 1 47,01 - - 4 49,34 5 96436 - - 1 3.65 - - 1 3,65
Poona 1961 22 939,906 1 63,58° 2 13,23 3 7.45 6 84,26 5 8,31 0 6,72 2 o.M 16 15,74
| 1977 22 1,329,774 1 64,38 3 17,06 4 7.74 8 89.18 7 7.62 4 2,37 3 0.89 14 10,82
. Satara 1961 10 158,427 - - - - 2 49,32 2 49,32 3 290,81 4 18,12 1" 2.75 8 50.68
1971 © 14 227,257 - - 1 29,23 3 39,67 4 68,90 3 14,67 4 12,44 3 4,000 10 31,11
4.2 Wegtern Co as?;l, I:iegion.
Sub-division | v _ ’
4,2.1 Maharsshtra - 1961 46 4,905,923 3 88.89 1 1.50 4 2,77 8 93,16 12 3,29 24 3,40 2 0,15 38, 6.84
: Littoral 1971 54 7,117,097 3 88.66 4 4,02 5 1,94 12 94,62 16 2,97 21 2,18 5 0423 42 5.38
Greater Bombay = 1961 1 4,152,056 1 100,00 = = - - 1 100,00 - - - - - - - -
’ ' 1971 1 5,970,575 1l 100,00 - - - - 1 100400 - - - - - - - -
Thana 1961 20 ~ 499,328 2 41,83 1 14,72 3 20,78 6 77.52 2, 5,78 11 15,75 1 0,95 14 22.48
| 1971 24 826,749 2. 41,02 4 34,65 2  6.38 8 82,05 6 8,90 9 8,47 1 0.57 16 17,94
Kolaba 1961 12 106,681 - - "- - - - - - " 5 56,09 6 41,24 1 2,67 12 100,00
1971 14 152,590 = - - - 1 17,43 1 17,43 7 59.96 4 19,06 2 3,55 13 82.57
Ratnagiri 1961 13 147,858 - - - - 1 21,03 1 21,03 5 49,17 7 29.80 - - 12 78,97
- 1971 15 167,183 - - - - 2 34,99 2 34,99 3 27.67 8 33,43 2 s.1 13 65,01
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