URBANIZATION PROCESS



Urbanism:

* The concept of “Urbanism” represents a way of life. The term
generally denotes the diffusion of urban culture and the evolution of

urban society.

e C.B. Mamoria is of the opinion that urbanism is a cultural- social-
economic phenomenon which traces interaction between the social

and technological processes.

* Louis Wirth has mentioned four characteristics of urban system or
urbanism — heterogeneity of population, specialisation of function,
anonymity and Impersonality and standardisation of behaviour.



e Prof. Ram Ahuja says that urbanism is a way of life which is characterised
by certain elements such as transiency (short-term relations), superficiality,
(impersonal and formal relations with limited number of people,)
anonymity (not knowing names and lacking Intimacy) and individualism
(people giving more importance to one’s vested interests).

e Urbanism is a special concept which Inherits within itself all the characters
connected with Urbanization and the urban way of life. The concept was
given its final shape by Louis Wirth.

* Urbanism is a category of relevant element terms. It is a developing
concept as the urban life pattern itself, as it appears, is a developing and
constantly changing phenomena.



* Characteristics of Urbanism:

1. The diversity of social life (Normal and social role conflict)
2. Rapid social and cultural change.

* 3. Impersonalness and lack of intimate communication.

e 4. Materialism

* 5. Individualism

* 6. Mobility

e 7. Increase In formal social control.



* 1. The norm and social role conflicts:

* The diversity of social life springs from the size, density and
heterogeneity of the population, extreme specialization of the various
occupations and class structures existing in the larger communities.
These latter factors generally result in divergent group norms and
values and conflicting social roles.

* 2. Rapid social and cultural change:

* Rapid social and cultural change also characterize urban life. So there
is decline in the significance of traditional and sacred things. The
reduced size of the modern family is the result of rapid social and
cultural change.



* 3. Impersonalness and lack of intimate communication:

* There is superficiality and impersonalness among the urbanities.
Urban society is highly heterogeneous and specialised. So, the result
is lack of intimate relationship. The urban people live close together
but without emotional ties. Urban social relation takes place between
strangers.

e 4. Materialism:

* Urban people give primary importance to material possessions. They
live and are known for their status symbols, bank balances, assets,
salaries, buildings with modem furnishings etc



e 5. Individualism:

* In urban society people become more j individualistic, self-centred,
selfish and so on. They give primary emphasis to their own interests
and personal happiness, they develop the attitude towards
competition, conflict in relation to economic goods and social
position.

* 6. Mobility:
* Here in urban society there is greater mobility. People move from one

job to another, from one locality to another. The ” residential mobility
tends to weaken ties to the local community.



7. Increase in formal social controls:

* Social controls in urban society Is more formal. Responsibility for
controlling behaviour in cities is largely shifting to the police, the
courts and other agencies of government to enforce the norms of
certain groups.

 Cities vary in the extent or the degree to which they are characterised
by urban qualities. Some cities have less norm and role conflicts,
social change, mobility, individualism and impersonality than others.



* . Indeed, urbanism is a matter of degree.

* Transiency: An urban inhabitant's relation with others last only for a short
time; he tends to forget his old acquaintances and develop relations with
new people. Since he is not much attached to his neighbors members of
the social groups, he does not mind leaving them.

* Superficiality: An urban person has the limited number of persons with
whom he interacts and his relations with them are impersonal and formal.
People meet each other in highly segmental roles. They are dependent on
more people for the satisfaction of their life needs.

* Anonymity: Urbanities do not know each other intimately. Personal mutual
acquaintance between the inhabitants which ordinarily is found in a
neighborhood is lacking



Louis Wirth (1938:49) has given four characteristics
of urbanism:

¢ 1. Transiency An urban inhabitant’s relations with others last only for
a short time; he tends to forget his old acquaintances and develop re-
lations with new people. Since he is not much attached to his
neighbours, members of the social groups, he does not mind leaving
their places.

* 2.Superficiality

* 3.Anonymity

e 4. Individualism



URBANISATION

e Urbanization is the movement of population from rural to urban areas and
the resulting increasing proportion of a population that resides in urban
rather than rural places. It is derived from the Latin 'Urbs' a term used by

the Romans to a city.

* Urbanization is a two-way process because it involves not only movement
from village to cities and change from agricultural occupation to business,
trade, service and profession but it also involves change in the migrants
attitudes, beliefs, values and behavior patterns.

* The process of urbanization is rapid all over the world. The facilities like
education, healthcare system, employment avenues, civic facilities and
social welfare are reasons attracting people to urban areas. The census of
India defines some criteria for urbanization.



* Urbanisation is one of the common characteristics of economic
development. With the gradual growth of the economy, the process of
urbanisation depends on the shift of surplus population from rural to
urban areas along-with the growth of some industrialised urban centres.

* Due to social and economic pressures, people from backward villages
started to move towards urbanised centres in search of job, where newly
established industries and ancillary activities continuously offer job
opportunities to those people migrating to cities.

* The pace of urbanisation is fast if the industrial growth is fast. The pace of
urbanisation gradually declines only when the proportion of urban
population to total population of the country becomes too high.



Urbanization and Its Historical Stages

* By the early 1900s both Great Britain and the United States had
become predominantly urbanized nations; since that time,
urbanization has been occurring around the globe at a rapid rate.

* Today, as many as 50 percent of the world's population lives in urban
areas, compared to only a few percent just 200 years ago.

* Sociologists studying urbanization trends note three distinct historical
stages in the development of cities: preindustrial,
industrial,and metropolitan-megalopolitan stages.



Preindustrial cities

* For the vast majority of human history, as far as anyone knows,
people roamed about in search of sustenance. While they gathered
edible plants, fished, and hunted, our ancestors could never find
enough food in one area to sustain themselves for an extended
period of time.

* Eventual technological improvements—such as simple tools and
information on how to farm and raise animals—allowed people to
settle in one place.

* They built villages, with perhaps only a few hundred people living in
each, and, for the following 5,000 years, produced just enough food
for themselves—with nothing more in reserve.



* About 5,000 years ago, however, humans developed such innovations
as irrigation, metallurgy, and animal-drawn plows. These
developments allowed farmers to produce an excess of food beyond
their immediate needs.

* The resulting surplus of food led some people to make their living in
other ways: for instance, by making pottery, weaving, and engaging in
other nonagricultural activities that they could sell or exchange with
others for the surplus food. As a result, people moved off the farms,
commerce developed, and cities began to form.




* Preindustrial cities—which first arose on fertile lands along rivers in the
Middle East, Egypt, and China—were quite small compared to today's
cities. Most preindustrial cities housed fewer than 10,000 inhabitants.
Others, like Rome, may have contained as many as several hundred
thousand people.

* Preindustrial cities differed significantly from today's cities. The residential
and commercial districts were not as sharply separated as they are today.

* Most traders and artisans worked at home, although people with the same
trades tended to live in the same areas of town. People in cities also
segregated themselves from one another according to class, ethnicity, and
religion—with little or no chance for social mobility or interaction with
other groups.



Industrial cities

e Between 1700 and 1900, increasing numbers of people moved into
cities, resulting in an urban revolution. For example, in 1700 less than
2 percent of British people lived in cities, but by 1900 the majority of
them did so. The United States and other European countries soon
attained similar levels of urbanization, driven by the Industrial
Revolution.

* Industrialization produced the mechanization of agriculture, which, in
turn, limited the amount of work available on farms. This lack of
employment forced farm laborers to move to cities to find work. This
migration of workers from rural to urban areas then gave rise to
the industrial city.



* The industrial city was larger, more densely populated, and more
diverse than its preindustrial counterpart. It contained many people
of varying backgrounds, interests, and skills who lived and worked
together in a defined amount of space.

* The industrial city also served as a commercial center, supporting
many businesses and factories. The latter attracted large numbers of
immigrants from other countries hoping to better themselves by
securing stable work and finding a “fresh start.”



Urbanization in India

* In India, an increasing trend towards urbanisation has been recorded from
the very beginning of this present century. The census data on the rural-
urban composition reveal a continuous rise in the rate of urbanisation in
India and more particularly during the second half of the present 21st
century.

* The proportion of urban population to total population which was only 11
per centin 1911 slowly increased to 11.3 per cent in 1921 and then
gradually rose to 14 per cent in 1941.

* With a liberal definition of urban area adopted in 1951, the proportion of
urban population suddenly rose to 17.6 per cent. But with a in%htIy strict
definition, the proportion of urban population recorded a small increase to
18.3 per cent in 1961. In the 1971 census, a new definition of an urban unit
was adopted and that definition was continued in 1981 census.



* This definition was as follows:

* (a) All places with a municipality, corporation, cantonment board or
notified town area committee etc.

* (b) All other places which satisfy the following criteria:
* (i) Minimum population of 5,000;

* (ii) At least 75 per cent of male working population engaged in non-
agricultural pursuits; and

* (iii) A density of population of at least 400 persons per sq km (1,000
persons per sq mile).



* The provisional figure of total urban population of India in 2011 is
estimated at 377 million which is estimated at 31.16 per cent of the
total population of the country.

* Moreover, the total number of towns in India which was only 1627,
gradually rose to 3060 in 1951, 3126 in 1971, 4029 in 1981 and then
to 5166 in 2001.

* Table 6.7 reveals the detailed picture of this trend in urbanisation.



TABLE 6.7, Trends of Urbanisation in India

Year Urban Population Urban as % of No. of towns
(in million) fofal population
1901 2 Il 1,627
1951 62 17.6 3,060
1961 | 19 18.3 2,700
1971 109 20.2 3,126
1981 160 LN 4029
1991 27 AR 4,689
2001 283 218 5,160

2011 m 31.16 NA

M



* Moreover, urbanisation has an increasing impact on the
concentration of population towards relatively higher income
categories.

* Therefore, urban areas have higher percentage of lower middle
income, middle income, upper middle income and higher income
group of people than that of rural areas.

* Table 6.8 clarifies this point.



TABLE 6.8, Percentage Distribution of Households as per Income Category

#

Category Per cent of Households

| Urban Rural
I, Low Income LIAR 67,34
2. Lower Middle Income 34,75 23.88
3, Middle Income 17.89 1.06
4. Upper Middle Income 6,46 .16
5. Higher Income 375 0.56
6, Total | 100.00 100,00
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* Thus it is found from Table 6.8 that the percentage of households in the
lower middle income category was 34.75 per cent in urban areas as
compared to that of 23.88 per cent in the rural areas.

* Similarly, the percentage of households in the middle income and the
upper middle income categories were 17.89 per cent and 6.46 per cent in
the urban areas as compared to that of only 7.06 per cent and 1.16 per
cent in the rural areas. Again, the percentage of households in the higher
income category was 3.75 per cent in the urban areas in comparison to
that of only 0.56 per cent in the rural areas.

* The size of total urban population increased from about 26 million in 1901
to 62 million in 1951, showing an increase of 36 million in just 50 years.



. Degree of Urbanisation in India:

 Measurement of the degree of urbanisation in a country like India is

considered very important. Various measures are being used for the
purpose.

* As per the first simple method we observed that the total urban population
in India in 1981 was a little less than one fourth of the total population in
comparison to that of one-ninth in 1921 and one-sixth in 1951.

 The second method, i.e., the urban-rural growth differential (URGD)
method also revealed that the growth rates of both rural and urban
population are very close to each other at present.

* Third method showing the growth of urban population reveals that as the
total po?ulation of the country rose by about three times since 1921 but
the total urban population of the country increased by about six-times.
Thus all the methods observed more or less same results.



* If we compare degree of urbanisation in India with that of developed
countries then we can find that India is lagging far behind the high-
income countries. In 1985, the proportion of urban population to
total population was 92 per cent in U.K., 86 per cent in Australia, 76
per cent in Japan, and 74 per cent in U.S.A. as against only 25 per
cent in India.

* In India, towns are classified into six different classes. From the
census data, it has been observed that in Class | town (having a
population more than 1 lakh) the proportion of urban population
concentration has increased from 25.7 per cent in 1901 to 60.4 per
cent in 1981. Thus there is an increasing trend towards huge
concentration of population in the bigger towns.



* |n Class Il and Class Ill towns together, the proportion of urban population
remained almost constant at the level of 26 to 28 per cent during the
period 1901-81. But in the remaining Class IV, Class V and Class VI towns
together, the relative proportion of urban population concentration
declined sharply from 47.2 per cent in 1901 to only 13.6 per cent in 1981.

* Besides continuation of urbanisation process, a number of Class Il towns
have been transformed into a Class | town and the number of Class | towns
has thus increased from 74 in 1951 to 216 in 1981.

* Accordingly, the total population of Class | towns also increased from 273
lakhs in 1951 to 943 lakh in 1981 showing an increase of nearly 245 per
cent. During the same period, the number of Class |l towns has increased
flré)8n1 95 to 270 and that of Class lll towns increased from 330 to 739 in



» Total population of Class Il and Class Ill towns increased from 330 to
739 in 1981. Total population of Class Il and Class Ill towns increased
by 130 per cent, i.e., from 97 lakh in 1951 to 224 lakh in 1981. While
the number of class IV towns has increased from 85 lakh to 149 lakh,
the number of Class V and class VI towns and their total population
declined sharply during the same period.

* Again the number of big cities with million plus population has
increased from 12 in 1981 to 27 in 2001 and their total population
also increased from 42.1 million in 1981 to 73.0 million in 2001. As
per 2001 census the size of population of four-cities of India are 11.9
million for Mumbai, 4.58 million for Kolkata, 9.8 million for Delhi and
4.2 million in Chennai.



Causes of Rapid Urbanisation in India

(i) Natural Increase in Population:

Rapid unbanisation is taking place as a result of high rate of natural increase in population.
Natural increase is taking place when the birth rate in urban areas exceeds the death rate. The
natural growth rate of urban population is higher than that of rural due to higher net survival rate
arising out of better health and medical facilities.

Improvement in health and medical facilities, drinking water supply and sanitation facilities have
reduced the incidence of water-borne diseases, communicable diseases etc.

Accordingly, the birth rate in urban areas in 1971 was estimated at 30.1 per thousand as
compared to the death rate of 9.7 per thousand which subsequently reduced to 24.3 and 7.1 per
thousand in 1991. Thus the natural growth rate is stated too high because of large difference
between birth and death rates.

The death rate in urban areas declined considerably due to better availability of medical and
health service, safe drinking water supply and improved sanitation facilities.

This natural increase in population is largely responsible for phenomenal growth of population in
urban areas i.e. 46 per cent in 1971-81 and 36 per cent in 1980-91 decade as compared to that of
19 per cent and 20 per cent growth rate attained in rural areas of India during these two decades



(ii) Migrations:

* Rural-urban migration is considered another important factor responsible for rapid urbanisation
in India. The rural to urban migrations have been resulted due to many factors during the post
independence period. Creation of many activities of manufacturing and trading as a result of
industrial development has resulted migration of rural people to urban areas for seeking jobs and
higher incomes as well.

» After the partition of the country in 1947 rural uprooted people started to settle down in urban
areas. Poor living conditions and negligible arrangement in respect of education and health have
also attracted large number of rural people to migrate and settle in urban areas in search of good
education, health facilities, better living conditions and securities of life.

* As a result of heavy public investments in industry and mining, huge industrial development and
sustained agricultural development urbanisation takes place. Thus due to these “pull factors”,
large number of rural people migrate to urban areas.

* However there are certain “push factors” where due to worse economic conditions a number of
rural people are pushed out of villages due to economic compulsions. Thus in the current phase
of urbanisation both the “pull factor” and “push factor” are very much operational.



* (iii) Expansion of Industry and Trade:

* In recent years, urbanisation takes place with the growing expansion
of industry and trade in a particular state of region. Growth of an
industry with its ancillaries along with localisation of industry would
always create a favourable situation for the growth of an urban set

up.

* Similarly, growth of business and trade along with establishment of an
active market always provides adequate support toward growing

urbanisation in those places related to the development of industry
and trade.



e (iv) Boundary Changes of Towns:

* With the extension of the boundaries of cities and towns, more and
more rural areas are gradually being included in rural areas. Although
life in these newly extended areas remains rural initially but the
inclusion of these areas into these towns and cities necessarily
increases the number of urban population.



Consequences of Rapid Urbanisation:

* The rapid urbanisation is subjected to both healthy and unhealthy consequences

and aspects.
(i) Healthy Aspects:

Rapid industrialisation results the development and setting up of many industrial
cities. Along with manufacturing units, ancillaries and service sector started to
grow in those urban areas. Secondly, new and additional employment
opportunities are created in the urban areas in its newly expanding
manufacturing and service sector units.

* This would result rural-urban migration and “industrialisation- urbanisation

process” to set in. Thirdly, growth of cities can give rise to external economies so
as to reap the benefit of economies of scale for various services and activities.

Finally, urbanisation results changes in attitudes and mind set of the urban
people resulting modernisation in behaviour and proper motivation which
Indirectly helps the country to attain faster economic development



ii) Unhealthy Aspects:

Although development of the economy are very much associated with urbanisaition but
it has resulted some serious problems. Firstly, growing urbanisation is largely responsible
for increasing congestion in the urban areas. Too much congestion has resulted problems
like traffic jams, too much concentration of population, the management of which is
gradually becoming very difficult and costly.

Secondly, too much of Ioopulation is another unhealthy aspect of urbanisation which
creates urban chaos related to housing, education, medical facilities, growth of slums,

unemployment, violence, overcrowding etc. All these would result in deterioration in the
qguality of human life.

Finally, as a result of urbanisation, large scale migration takes place from rural to urban
areas. Such large scale migration of active population from rural areas would result loss
of productivity in rural areas, leading to poor conditions in village economy. Thus
urbanisation, beyond a certain point, would result in unhealthy consequences



